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HOUSE.OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satrurpay, May 3, 1913. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, that down deep in the 
hearts of men is an earnest, insistent desire for all that is 
best physically, intellectually, morally, spiritually; that the 
trend of humanity is upward, not downward; forward, not 
backward: toward the ideals of life; that faith is stronger 
than doubt, hope than despair, peace than war, love than hate, 
justice than injustice, mercy than revenge; which promises 
victory to every man under the divine leadership of the Son of 
God, the captain of our salvation. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a speech made by 
former Senator Chauncey M. Depew, of New York. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right already. 

Mr. MANN. This is a little different proposition, 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. What is it? 
ordinary extension of a tariff speech. 

Mr. POWERS. I want to extend my remarks in the Recorp 
by printing a speech by ex-Senator Depew at a dinner given in 
New York and recently published. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDEN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAppEeNn] 
objects. 


Mr. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
3321—the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (1. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. Garrett of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 3321—the tariff bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the first 
paragraph of the wool schedule was read last night. I will say 
to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNbERWoop] that I want 
to offer as a substitute a complete wool schedule. I would like 
to move to strike out the paragraphs in relation to wool in 
the old schedule and leave this as a substitute, as it will ap- 
pear more logical, although not strictly in accordance with the 
rules in that way. Otherwise I shall move to strike out this 
paragraph and submit a substitute for it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When the time comes there will be no 
objection to the gentleman from New York making his propo- 
sition. I have no desire not to allow the gentleman to present 
bis amendment in the way he desires. 

Mr. PAYNE. And it will not make 
result, I may say. [Laughter.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No. 

Mr. MANN. Let us see if we can arrange an understanding 
about the amendment and the debate. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] will offer an amendment covering the 
entire wool schedule, an amendment which is the same as the 
bill introduced in the last Congress on this side, and substan- 
tially the same which was offered in the motion to recommit, I 
believe, when the last wool bill passed Congress. Whether any 
other gentleman desires to offer any other amendment I do 
not know, but perhaps we can ascertain now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will be glad if the gentleman can as- 
certain. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I know of none. 

Mr. SINNOTT. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MANN. To what paragraph? 

Mr. SINNOTT. To paragraph 300. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it wise to offer 
any amendments, but I would like to have some time. 

Mr. MANN. We will try to arrange that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, I undersand that one gentleman 
on that side desires to offer a separate amendment to paragraph 
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tres 
to offer is Mr. PAYNeE's substitute. 

Mr. MANN. If we can get an agreement as to time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If we can get an agreement as to time 
I would suggest, as part of that agreement, that we read the 
bill through now, in order that the committee may perfect the 


schedule with one or two technical amendments that the gen 
tleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] wants to suggest at 
the end of that time. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I would like 


to offer an amendment to a paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What is it about? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It is on the subject 
duty on raw wool. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That makes two amendments 

I suggest that after the bill is read through we go back and 
allow the two gentlemen who desire to offer individual amend 
ments to dispose of them with 10 minutes’ debate on each amend 
ment, and then if we can reach an agreement about time at the 
close of general debate we will have a yote on the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I think that is satisfactory, but I think we want 
two hours on this side for general debate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the gentleman 
on that. 

Mr. MANN. That is cutting it to the quick. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will take an hour and 
a half, I will limit this side to one hour. 

Mr. MANN. Can not the gentleman give two hours? 
This is our live subject, and we will not take up so much time 
in that way as we would to read the schedule through in the 
ordinary way. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will agree to this if for the balan 
of the day we can cut out political debate. I know the gentle 
man can not control Members on his side and I can not on this, 
but if for the balance of the day we can cut out political 
speeches and discuss the schedule I will agree to two hours if 
the gentleman will aid me in endeavoring to keep his side from 
indulging in purely political debate. We have reached the point 
in the bill where we have discussed the whole political 
of it. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
political or not? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This House can always be depended 
upon, if it makes an agreement, to live up to the spirit of it. A 
man who does not live up to the spirit of an agreement is con 
demned by his fellow Members. 

Mr. MURDOCK. If this agreement carries, I suppose the 
gentleman from Illinois will see that I have some time. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman wants two hours, I 
will ask for an hour and a half on this side. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that the schedule may be read through 
by paragraphs immediately without debate; that when the two 
paragraphs are reached where gentlemen desire to offer amend 
ments they may offer the amendments and that debate 
the amendments be limited to 10 minutes, 5 on that side and 5 
on this. At the conclusion of the reading of the schedule the 


of the 
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aspect 


Is 


Who is going to decide whether the debate 


gentleman from New York shall offer his substitute for the 
entire schedule, and on that there shall be three hours and a 


half general debate, two hours to be controlled by the gentleman 
from Illinois and an hour and a half by myself. At the con 
clusion of the general debate, whenever it may occur, because I 
may not use the entire hour and a half, there shall be a vote on 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that Schedule K be now read through entirely 
without debate, except that when Paragraph 295 is read and 
Paragraph 300 the gentleman from South Dakota shall have 
opportunity to offer an amendment to Paragraph 295, and the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Sinnott] shall have an opportunity 
to offer an amendment to Paragraph 300; that there shall be 
10 minutes’ debate on each paragraph and amendments thereto, 
to be divided equally between the two sides of the House; that 
at the end of the reading of the schedule the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] shall be permitted to offer a substitute 
for the entire schedule; that debate upon that shall continue 
for three and a half hours, two hours to be controlled by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and an hour and a half 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNberwoop], and at the 
end of that debate a vote shall be taken on the substitute and 
the schedule concluded. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right 
the arrangement as proposed is extremely fair from my | 
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of view, but it leaves the disposition of the time on this side 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I ask unanimous consent to 


of the House in the hands of those who are entirely in favor | be permitted to offer it and have it pending a little later. This 


of the substitute. As one of the representatives of a city in 
which woolen manufacture is the most important industry, I 
would like to understand if I shall have some time in general 
debate? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I think the gentieman need not worry about 
that. 

Mr. MANN. I think, Mr. Chairman, that I shall be as fair 
as I was when I nominated the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to go on the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. MOORE. TI should like to have at least 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.} The 
Chair hears none. Paragraph 295 has already been read, and 
the Clerk will read. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. During the reading of the 
bill at some time I shall offer as a separate paragraph an 
amendment placing a duty upon raw wool; but I will do so 
during the reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


poe. Yarns made wholly or in chief value of wool, 20 per cent ad 
vaiorem, 

297. Cloths, knit fabrics, felts not woven, and all manufactures of 
every description made, by any process, wholly or in chief value of wool, 
not specially provided for in this section, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

298. Blankets and flannels, composed wholly or in chief value of wool, 
25 per cent ad valorem; flannels composed wholly or in chief value of 
woo!, valued at above 50 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

299. Women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, 
bunting, and goods of similar description and character, composed 
wholly or in chief value of wool, and not specially provided for in this 
section, 35. per cent ad valorem. 

306. Clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every 
description, including shawls whether knitted or woven, and knitted 
articles of every description made up or manufactured wholly or in part, 
and not specially provided for in this section, composed wholly or in 
chief value of wool, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

401. Webbings, suspenders, braces, bandings, belting, bindings, cords 
cords and tassels, and ribbons; any of the foregoing made of wool or of 
which wool or wool and india rubber are the component materials of 
chief value, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

302, Aubusson, Axminister, moquette, and chenille carpets, figured or 
plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or description, 35 
per cent ad valorem. 

303. Saxony, Wilton, and Tourncy velvet carpets, figured or plain, 
and all carpets or carpeting of like character or description, 30 per cent 
ad valorem, 

304. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting 
of like character or description, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

30S. Velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed on 
the warp or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or 
deseription, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

306. Tapestry Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or 
carpeting of like character or description, printed on the warp or other- 
wise, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

ens Treble ingrain, 3-ply, and all-chain Venetian carpets, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

308. Wool Dutch and 2-ply ingrain carpets, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

309. Carpets of every description, woven whole for rooms, and 
Oriental, Berlin, Aubusson, Axminster, and similar rugs, 50 per eent 
ad valorem. 

310. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

311. Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or composed in 
part of any of them, not specially provided for in this section, and on 
mats, matting, and rugs ef eotton, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

312. Mats, rugs for floors, screens, covers, hassocks, bed sides, art 
squares, and other portions of earpets or carpeting, made wholly or in 
part of wool, and not specially provided for in this section, shall be sub- 
jected to the rate of duty herein imposed on carpets or carpeting of like 
character or description. 

313. Whenever in this section the word “wool” is used in connec- 
tion with a manufactured article of which it is a component material, 
it shall be held to include wool or hair of the sheep, camel, or other like 
animals, whether manufactured by the woolen, worsted, felt, or any other 
process. 

314. Hair of the Angora goat, alpaca, and other like animals, and all 
hair on the skin of such animals, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

315. Tops made from the hair of the Angora goat, alpaca, and other 
like animals, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

316. Yarns made of the hair of the Angora goat, alpaca, and other 
like animals, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

317. Cloth and all manufactures of every description made of the hair 
of the Angora goat, alpaca, and other like animals, not specially pro- 
vided for in this section, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

318. Plushes, velvets, and all other pile fabrics, cut or uncut, woven or 
knit, whether or not the pile covers t entire surface, made wholly or 
partly of the hair of the Angora goat, alpaca, and other like animals, 
and articles made wholly or in chief value of such plushes or velvets, 
50 per cent ad valorem, 


Mr. PAYNE. I suppose the other amendments come in first, 
but I am not particular. I suppose the original text should be 
perfected first, but I will offer my amendment and have it 
pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. SrIn- 
Nott] has advised the Chair that he does not care to offer the 
amendment that he indicated he would offer, and the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. Martin] is recognized to offer his 
amendment if he desires. 





proceeding was arranged so speedily that I have not had quite 
time to finish the preparation of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to offering mine and having 
it pending. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If it does not delay the procedure. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It will not delay the pro 
cedure at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the gentleman 
from South Dakota will be permitted to offer his amendment 
later. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] offers an 
amendment by way of a substitute for the schedule which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Striking out all of the paragraphs of Schedule K of section 1 of said 
act, from 360 to 395, inclusive of both, and also paragraphs 653 and 
654 on page 129, and inserting in place thereof the following: 

“1. Ail wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like 
animals shall be divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be 
charged thereon, into the two following classes: 

“2. Class 1, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, 
or other wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing 
wools, and wools of like character with any of the preceding, including 
Bagdad wool, China lamb’s wool, Castel Branco, Adrianople skin wool 
or butcher’s wool, and such as have been heretofore usually imported 
into the United States from Buenos Aires, New Zealand, Australia, Cape 
of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, Egypt, Morocco, and else- 
where, and Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down combing wools, 
Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of English blood, and 
usually known by the terms herein used, and all wools not hereinafter 
included in class two, and also the hair of the camel, Angora goat, 
alpaca, and other like animals. 

“3. Class 2, that is to say, Donskol, native South American, Cor- 
dova, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, Russian camel’s hair, and all such 
wools of like character as have been heretofore usually imported 
into the United States from Turkey, Greece, Syria, and elsewhere. 
re improved wools hereinafter provided for. 

“4, The standard samples of all wools, which are now or may be here- 
after deposited in the principal customhouses of the United States, under 
the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be the standards for 
the classification of wools under this act, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized to renew these standards and to make such addi- 
tions to them from time to time as may be required, and he shall cause 
to be deposited like standards in other customhouses of the United 
States when they may be needed. 

“5. Whenever wools of class 2 shall have been improved by the 
admixture of merino or English blood, from their present character, as 
represented by the standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited 
in the principal customhouses of the United States, such improved 
wools shall be classified for duty as class 1. 

“6. If any bale or package of wool er hair specified im this act, in 
voiced or entered as of class 2, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable 
as of class 2, shall contain any wool or hair subject to the rate of duty 
of class 1, the whole bale or package shall be subject to the rate of 
duty chargeable on wool of class 1; and if any bale or package be 
claimed by the importer to be shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or 
other material of any class specified in this act, and such bale contain 
any admixture of = one or more of said materials, or of any other 
material, the whole bale or package shall be subject to duty at th 
highest rate imposed upon any article in said bale or package. 

‘7. The duty on all wools and hair of class 1, if imported in the 
grease, shall be laid upon the basis of its clean content. The clean con- 
tent shall be determined by scouring tests which shall be made accord 
ing to regulations which the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe 
The duty on all wools and hair of class 1 imported in the grease shall 
be 18 cents per pound on the clean content, as defined above. If im- 
ported scoured, the duty shall be 19 cents per pound. 

“8. The duty on all wools of class 2, including camel's hair of class 
2, imported in their natural condition, shall be 7 cents per pound. If 
scoured, 19 cents per pound: Provided, That on consumption of woo!s 
of class 2, including camel's hair, in the manufacture of carpets, drug 
gets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, mats, rugs for floors, 
sereens, covers, hassocks, bedsides, art squares, and portions of carpets 
or carpeting hereafter manufactured or produced in the Wnited States 
in whole or in part from wools of class 2, including camel's hair, upon 
which duties have been paid, there shal] be allowed to the manufac- 
turer or — of such articles a drawback equal in amount to tlic 
duties paid less 1 per cent of such duties on the amount of the wools 
of class 2, including camel's hair of class 2, contained therein; such 
drawback shall be paid under such rules and regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

“9. The duty on wools on the skin shall be 2 cents less per pound 
than is imposed upon the clean content as provided for wools of class 
1, and I cent less oes than is imposed upon wools of class 2 im- 
ported in their natural condition, the quantity to be ascertained under 
such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

“10. Top waste and siubbing waste, 18 cents per pound. 

“11. Roving waste and ring waste, 14 cents per pound. 

“12. Noils, carbonized, 14 cents per pound. 

“13. Noils, not carbonized, 11 cents per pound. 

“14. Garnetted waste, 11 cents per pound. 

“15. Thread waste, yarn waste, and wool wastes not specified, 94 


cents oi pound. 

“16. Shoddy, mungo, and wool extract, 8 cents per pound. 

“17. Woolen rags and flocks, 2 cents per pound. " 

“18. Combed wool or tops, made wholly or in part of wool, or camels 
hair, 20 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 10 per cent ad valorem 

“19. Wool and hair which have been advanced in any manner or by 
any process of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured eondition, 
but less advanced than yarn, not specially provided for in this section. 
20 cents per pound on the wool con d therein, and in addition 
thereto 10 per cent ad valorem. 

“20. On yarns, made wholly or in 2S of wool, valued at not more 
than 30 cents per pound, the duty shall be 21) cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in n thereto 10 per cent ad valorem. 
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“Valued at more than 30 cents and not more than 50 cents per 
ound, 21% cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi- 
tion thereto 15 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than 50 cents and not more than 80 cents per 
pound, 214 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi- 
tion thereto 20 per cent ad valorem. 

‘Valued at more than 80 cents per pound, 214 cents per pound on 
the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 25 per cent ad 

lorem. 
™ 2 OL, On cloths, knit fabrics, flannels, felts, and all fabrics of every 
description made wholly or in part of wool, not specially provided for 
in this section, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty 
shall be 25 eents per peund on the wool contained therein, and in addi- 
tion thereto 30 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 60 cents per 
pound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi- 
tion thereto 35 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than 60 cents and not more than 80 cents pee 
hound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi- 
tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

“ Valued at more than 80 cents and not more than $1 per pound, 26 
cents per pound on the woo! contained therein, and in addition thereto 
45 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than $1 and not more than $1.50 per pound, 26 
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 
50 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than $1.50 = pound, 26 cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 55 per cent ad valorem. 

«99 On blankets and flannels for underwear composed wholly or in 
part of wool, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty 
shall be 234 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in 
addition thereto 20 per cent ad valorem. 

‘Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 50 cents per 
pound, 234 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi- 
tion thereto 25 per cent ad valorem. 

“ Valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 2334 cents per pound on 
the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 30 per cent ad 

alorem. 

‘ Provided, That on blankets 

1! be paid as on cloths. 

“23. On ready-made clothing and articles of wearing apparel, knitted 
or woven, of every description, made > or manufactured wholly or in 
part and composed wholly or in part of wool, the rate of duty shall be 

follows: 

“If valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty shall be 25 
cents per pound on the woo! contained therein, and in addition thereto 
35 per cent ad valorem. 

“If valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 60 cents per 
pound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi- 
tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

“If valued at more than 60 cents and not more than 80 cents per 
pound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi- 
tion thereto 45 per cent ad valorem. 

“If valued at more than 80 cents and not more than $1 per pound, 
26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 50 per cent ad valorem. 

“If valued at more than $1 and not more than $1.50 per pound, 26 
cents per pound on the woo! contained therein, and in addition thereto 
55 per cent ad valorem. 

“If valued at more than $1.50 per pound, 26 cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 60 per cent ad valorem. 

“24. On all manufactures of every description made wholly or in 
part of wool, not specially provided for in this section, the duty shall 
be 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 50 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That if the component ma- 
terial of chief value in such manufactures is wood, paper, rubber, or 
any of the baser metals, the duty shall be 26 cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 35 per cent ad valorem, 
and if the component material of chief value in such manufactures is 
silk, fur, ee or semiprecious stones, or gold, silver, or platinum, 
the duty shall be 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and 
in addition thereto 55 per cent ad valorem. 

“25. On handmade Aubusson, Axminster, oriental, and similar car- 
pets and rugs, made wholly or in part of wool, the rate of duty shall 
be 50 per cent ad valorem; on all other carpets of every description, 
druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, mats, rugs for 
floors, screens, covers, hassocks, bedsides, art squares, and portions of 
carpets or carpeting, made wholly or in part of wool, the duty shall be 
30 per cent ad valorem. 

“26. Whenever, in any schedule of this act, the word ‘ wool’ is used 
in connection with a manufactured article of which it is a component 
material, it shall be held to include wool or hair of the sheep, camel, 
goat, alpaca, or other animal, whether manufactured by the woolen, 
wersted, felt, or any other process.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, under the agreement there would 
be the privilege of offering two amendments from this side. I 
ask unanimous consent to modify the agreement so that the 
only amendment to be offered shall be the one offered by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] as a substitute, and 
that the 10 minutes that were allowed be added to my time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And the same on this side. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
asks unanimous consent that the agreement heretofore made be 
So modified that there shall be but one amendment, that 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] as a sub- 
stitute for the schedule, and that 10 minutes additional time be 
granted either side. 

Mr. MANN. With no time on amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. With no time on amendments. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

_Mr. MANN. I yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne}. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment ought to re- 

ceive, without any very great wrenching of conscience, the vote 
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of every gentleman in this Chamber who was a Member of the 
last Congress, on that side of the House. 
of voting first for a 20 per cent duty on wool. You carried that 
bili in this House and sent it to the Senate. It came back 
I believe, by thenearly unanimous vote of the Senate with a duty 
of 35 per cent ad valorem, which is just about the equivalent 
of the duties in my amendment. 

That amendment was rejected in the House, went to a com 
mittee of conference, and the bill came back here by an agree 
ment of the majority conferees carrying a duty of 29 per cent upon 
all wools. That conference report was agreed to by the affirma- 
tive vote, I think, of every gent}eman on that side of the Cham- 
ber—substantially all of them. So that, unless your principles 
are changed overnight on this question, there shonld not be 
any serious objection on your side of the Chamber to adopt- 
ing a rational duty on wool at about the figure that you voted 
only a year ago. ‘The history of this amendment is, briefly, this: 
When we were considering the tariff question on wool four 
years ago it occurred to me that the sensible solution of the 
question was the pound duty on the actual wool content, 
whether it was wool in the grease, scoured wool, or wool in the 
cloth, and I took means to ascertain and get the evidence that 
this could be determined in whatever form the wool appeared 
by an analysis, and that it could be ascertained within 1 
cent, which, of course, would make no material difference. 
When the Tariff Board went to work upon this question I ad 
dressed them an open letter, calling attention to this suggestion 
of mine before the committee, and asked them to make an ex 
amination of that subject and report upon it. They did make 
the examination and they did report upon it, and the report 
showed a method of. ascertaining exactly, as near as mathe 
matics and science can ascertain anything, the quantity of wool 
not only in the grease but in scoured wool, and the amount of 
wool it took—clean content—to produce the scoured wool—that 
is, a pound of it—something of waste being lost in the opera 
tion, and so on to yarn and cloths and tops and manufactured 
articles of clothing, making a careful investigation and study 
and showing clearly in their report the facts on which these 
could be determined. Of course, in making tops there is a sligi 
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waste, and we took into consideration the amount of the was 
and the value of the waste in comparison with a pound of wool, 
and so on all through the operation. In making clothing the 
waste of the manufactured cloth and the value of that waste, 
when resolved again into woo! as it could be done, was consid- 
ered. So there was the basis for a mathematical demonstration 
of the duty compensatory, after you had fixed the basic duty 
on the wool content in the grease—the duty compensatory ren- 
dered necessary because of the duty on the woo! 

The great criticism made of Schedule K is that because in 
the arbitrary rates of compensatory duties that have been in- 
troduced into the tariff from time to time the duty on the wool 
in the cloth is much higher than it ought to be in order to com- 
pensate for the duty on the wool in the grease. These are not 
equally distributed, and so the schedule is inequitable, and there 
has grown up to be what has been called a concealed rate for 
the manufacturer, a concealed additional protection to the man- 
ufacturer when you come to put two, three, three and a half, 
and four times the rate for wool in the grease on the weight 
of the manufactured article, getting up to clothing as the final 
analysis. Mr. Chairman, this amendment does away with all 
these inequalities and puts a pound rate upon the wool in any 
form in which it appears. Then the question came as to what 
should be the rate on the wool, and, by the way, when we were 
making the McKinley bill we introduced the skirting clause, 
because it appeared before that committee that there was in 
various countries a custom of cutting off the tag, so to spenk, 
and the wool on the leg and on the neck and on the head— 


ie 


trimming the fleece, skirting it, as it was called. In doing so 
they saved the freight rate on a great deal of dirt. These 


trimmings were afterwards scoured and brought into Great 
Britain in that shape. They saved money. 

The skirting clause had the result of reducing the rate of 
duties on some wools and keeping it up on others, and so this 
inequality and this complaint arose about the skirting clause. 
Of course, the importers improved on the skirting business. 
Hence it came to pass that there was a lower protective duty on 
wool in the grease than the 11 cents a pound on first-class wools 
This schedule will remove that difficulty and open up the wool 
markets of the world to the importers of wool in the United 
States and at the same time afford an equitable protective tariff, 
an equitable competitive rate, on the wools introduced into the 
United States. The board having reported this, in collaboration 
with my friend, Mr. Hill, of Connecticut, I went to work with 
the Tariff Board and had some sessions with them in order to 
determine several questions, some of which were questions of 
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difference between the gentleman and myself. The gentleman 
from Connecticut, as is very well known, has been in favor of 
an ad valorem rate on wool, if there was any. I was in favor 
of a protective duty. I was as much opposed to an ad valorem 
rate on wool, which could be determined accurately by the 
pound in specific duty, as I was to all ad valorem rates wherever 
a specific duty was practicable, and we had to fight that out. 
The gentleman from Connecticut thought that 15 cents a pound 
would be a sufficient protective duty on wool content all through 
the schedule, making proper allowances for the wool wasted in 
manufacture. 

After a careful study of the Tariff Board report I came to 
the conclusion that 18 cents a pound on the wool schedule would 
be not only a fair measure of protection, but would be just the 
measure of protection, as near as we could calculate it, neces- 
sary on the wool content in order to make up the difference in 
the cost of production here and in the countries abroad. I am 
not saying that made up the exact difference in every case, no; 
but made up the difference in the very great proportion of the 
wool imported into the United States, and was a fair and equi- 
table adjustment of the rate. 
got my way on this proposition both as to the duty on the wool 
content specific at 18 cents a pound instead of 15 cents a pound. 
The matter of figuring out the difference in the pound rate on 
wool, tops, wool in the cloth, and wool in the garment was a 
matter of figuring from the facts found in the Tariff Board's 
report. Those figures we asked the Tariff Board experts to sit 
down with their caleulating machines and figure out, and after 
that had been done, even while it was being done, the gentle- 
man from Connecticut, who works more hours in a day than I 
do—I need six or seven hours a day sleep every day, not like 
the President, who says he needs nine—I can get along very 
well with six or seven, and sometimes I thought the gentleman 
from Connecticut never slept; if he did, he must have slept with 
the experts of the Tariff Board—and he figured on all these 
propositions with them. We went over the figures very care- 
fully after they were made, and I think that the figures in this 
proposed amendment are as nearly accurate on all of these 
different forms in which wool appears as they can be made. 
Now, in putting the duty on wool content there is one thing that 
stood out prominently in the present tariff on wool. The present 
tariff makes no difference whether the garment is made with 25 
per cent of wool and 75 per cent of cotton or whether it is all 
wool and a yard wide. The rate of duty per pound of cloth is 
the same, and that is carried up into the garment and that 
creates a great inequality and a greater rate of protection on 
this class of goods, and that fact is responsible for the enormous 
equivalent ad valorem rate that we find in the Government re- 
port that you have been so free in exploiting to the people about 
the poor man’s garment or the poor woman’s garment. This 
proposed schedule strikes out all that protection on cotton found 
in the garment and leaves only the protection on the clean 
wool that is found in the manufactured article. I found it was 
a very easy process to burn out by acids any vegetable fiber 
that appeared, carbonizing the vegetable content and easily 
getting at the amount of clean wool content and the weight of it. 
That was easily found. When I found the proper weight for 
the proper duty per pound on the 18-cent basis, why, the prob- 
lem was solved, and so easily—not easily, there was a good 
deal of work—we arranged the rate according to the Tariff 
Bonrd’s report, and we found ample warrant in the report of 
the Tariff Board to make up this schedule of duty on wool 
content in everything that should be covered by the protection 
of a tariff duty on the articles in Schedule K. 

Having done that the question then was, What duty was 
necessary to make up the difference in the cost of conversion of 
wool into the manufactured article all along the line? There 
was ho more question then of an inequitable rate on wool; it 
was a qJestion of what duty was necessary on the manufactur- 
ing of wool to make up the difference in the cost here and 
abroad, and that was most carefully figured on the statements 
found in the report of the Tariff Board, and they are repre- 
sented here in this amendment. Now, I want to say—because 
some of you gentlemen may not discover it—that in the original 
schedule as introduced two years ago the duty on tops was 20 
cents a pound for the wool used in making tops, as there was a 
waste of 10 per cent that was to be accounted for. Twenty 
cents a pound on tops and 5 per cent for the conversion cost. 
I thought that was sufficient at that time. I have changed my 
mind 5 per cent from an examination of the subject. I find 
that the 5 per cent would be sufficient for tops at 70 cents per 
pound. I find it would not be sufficient for tops at 40 cents a 
pound. : 

The differential of 5 per cent was not enough. It does not 
make up the difference in the cost of the conversion on the 
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lower price of tops, and so it is changed in this bill, and instead 
of 5 per cent it is 10 per cent, which does make up the differ 
ence in the cost of conversion. The gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. UNperwoop] put a higher duty on tops, and, of course, 
making wool free, there is no necessity of any compensatory 
duty and that is left out. But the duty on conversion of woo! 
into tops he fixed at 15 per cent instead of 10, 50 per cent higher 
than in this amendment offered by me. I believe, and I have 
studied the subject of tops a good deal since my attention w 

called to it, that the 10 per cent duty is a fair, equitable provi 
sion for making up the difference in the cost of making tops. 

The next change, and the only other change made in the bi!! 
since it was presented two years or a year ago, is that in para- 
graph 19, as it is numbered in the amendment—of course, we 
when you put this schedule into the 
bill—is that the duty on yarn of that class is 8 per cent. We 
raised it to 10 per cent to make it correspond to the duty on 
wool tops, or combed wool. Otherwise the amendment is ex- 
actly as it was when I offered it in the House before. Now, if 
you go through these various items in this bill you will tind 
that the duties for the conversion of articles vary from the 
Underwood bill. On yarns made wholly or in part of wool, 
valued at not more than 30 cents per pound, the duty is 21} 
cents per pound, the exact duty on the contents required in 
making the pound of yarn compensatory, and then 10 per 
cent—— 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Jonnson of Kentucky). 
the gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not unless I can be allowed more time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like the gentleman to state 
what tax he has put on washed wool? I do not find any tax in 
his bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne] has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman from New 
York five minutes more. 

Mr. PAYNE. Class 2, in washed wool—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The same pound tax is on wool in the 
grease. I do not find it in the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. All wool, until you get up to scoured wool, is 
wool in the grease, and bears 18 cents per pound. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The bill does not read that way. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is mistaken. I can not devote 
my five minutes to something that the gentleman will find when 
he reads the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will tell you about it when I come 
to that. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course you will make mistakes in regard to 
it and repeat some that you have been making. 

In this amendment the conversion duty on yarn in the lower 
numbers is 10 per cent on those not over 30 cents a pound 
against his 20 per cent; is 15 per cent on those between 30 and 
50 cents in value against his 20; 20 per cent on those from 50 to 
80, the same as in the Underwood bill; and there is an increase 
in my amendment from 20 to 25 per cent on higher-priced yarns. 
And all along through this schedule you will find we have taken 
care of the poor people’s yarn, the poor people’s clothing, by 
reducing the duties. We need not have doneit. We might have 
gone through with a small basket duty op the whole business, «is 
did the chairman, but we were trying to separate and deal care- 
fully with the cheaper goods, whether they were bought by poor 
or rich anywhere in the United States. But when they go up 
in the higher-priced cloths or higher-priced clothing, our duty 
on the cost of conversion was greater than offered in the. bill of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWoop]. And so it runs 
all the way through. 

Why, we make as fine cloths in this country as they do any- 
where in the world, and we make as fine clothing in this country 
as they do anywhere in the world. Whatever condemnation 
may have been meted out to Schedule K in its present form, and 
I have induiged in my share of it, this can be said of it, that 
under it the wool industry, notwithstanding the conditions have 
changed so much, has been keeping on a footing in this country, 
and the woolen manufacturing industry has gone forward with 
rapid strides, until we are making as good goods as they do 
anywhere in the civilized world. Clothing we make a little 
better. 

Now, I have not the time to go into these details, which other 
gentlemen, perhaps, want to state. My simple object was to 
explain the bill. But there is another item to which I must 
refer. There has been a duty on wool that is made into carpets. 
We prescribe a duty of 7 cents a pound, which was the old rate. 
It was put there because some of these carpet wools were 
combed. Some of them were used in making the coarser grades, 
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and they had to put on a duty so as to preserve the duty on | 
other forms and classes of wool. 

We have relieved that situation, and provided that whenever 
any manufacturer of carpets has proven to the Treasury De- 
partment that he has used the third class of wool he has im- 
ported in the manufacture of carpets he can get a rebate of 99 
per cent of the duty he has paid. In other words, under this 
substitute schedule carpet wools are free of duty to the carpet 
manufacturers of the United States. 

I have not the time to go into it fully in the limited allot- 
ment given to me, but if you will take time, gentlemen, to com- 
pare the difference in rates in the manufacture of carpets all 
through this substitute bill, you will find that the rates in this 
bill are only equal to the Underwood rates on the very highest 
grades of carpets, while on the other grades they are as low as 
those of the Underwood bill or many of them lower. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, will my 
colleague yield to me for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. For a question. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Jomnson of Kentucky). The time of 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNdErwoop] yield to me time for a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] state whether this substitute of his 
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for Schedule K has been prepared in conformity with the | 


Tariff Board’s report? 
Mr. PAYNE. Absolutely, as near as human brains can do it, 


under the condition that the brains belong to the gentleman | 


from Connecticut and myself; absolutely, as near as we could 
get it. If I had more time I could go into that more fully. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman three 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. PAYNE] is extended three minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now. Mr. Chairman, the ad valorems on car- 
pets, on the cheaper grades, run in this substitute from 15 to 
20 per cent. In the Underwood bill they are 30 per cent. On 
the cheaper grades of blankets our duty is 20 per cent as against 
his 25 per cent. On the less expensive garments we propose a 
duty of 25 per cent instead of a duty of 30 per cent. 

Now, I want to say, in conclusion, that in my judgment the 
principles of .this substitute bill will yet be written into a 
tariff law. [Applause on the Republican side.] A _ sensible, 
reasonable duty on wool, on the wool content, will be a feature 
of the next protective bill that is made up and put on the 
statute books. It is so reasonable and so sensible that if you 
gentlemen on that side ever again revise the tariff and come to 
the rescue of the sheep as well as the goats of the country 
[laughter], you will put it there. You will, instead of giving 
20 per cent on goat hair—which is wool—give a duty of 18 
cents a pound upon goat hair, as is provided for in this sub- 
stitute. 

Why, gentlemen, extend your horizon so that it will take in 
something besides 3,000,000 goats, so that it will include 
50,000,000 sheep in this country, and then, instead of a duty of 
20 per cent, put a duty of 18 cents a pound on it, and when you 
go to bed and sleep over it you will pat yourselves on the back 
because of the fact that, notwithstanding the idea originated 
on this side of the House, you have solved the question of a 
wool tariff in this country and have got the proper basis, which, 
carried out, gives no more duty on wool content per pound in 
the wool in the manufactured article than it does on wool in 
the grease. 

Confident that this will go into a tariff bill in the near future, 
I am reconciled to whatever you do in the Underwoed bill on 
any subject. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] 
is recognized for 10 minutes. 


[Mr. GARNER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota [Mr. Martin]. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, it was my 
purpose to have offered an amendment directed to the question 
of raw wool, providing for a duty upon wool in conformity 
with the provisions of that item in the new Payne wool bill 
which is to be offered as a substitute for Schedule K in the 


Underwood bill. I desired to do that to bring into sharp issue had, and I do not speak in purely political language—we pro 


the proposition that direct protection should be given to the 


producer in the field and on the farm as well as to all other | production ever in the history of the country. We exported our 
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producers of the conntry. I am, however, more than satisfied 
to bring that question in issue in connection with the support 


man from New York [Mr. Payne], with which I am in full 
accord. ‘That represents the first concrete example of a rey 

of the tariff upon scientific principles based upon an in rtial 
gathering of the facts involved in the schedule 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] has uttered in 
what to me is prophetic vision the statement that the future 
tariffs of this country will be made in accordance with 
adoption of that principle. Indeed, so firmly do I belie 
that statement that I would be willing to suggest to the rentle 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNperwoop] that if he will change 
this bill upon the sugar schedule so as to provide that the free 
provision shall not take effect until four years from the adop 
tion of the measure instead ef three I am willing to stake my 
political future upon the assertion that sugar would not be | 
upon the free list. 

There are certain conditions in our industrial situation which 
all thoughtful and patriotic citizens regret. We have an era of 
very great and universal prosperity, high prices, and good times, 
but the real difficulty is in an inequitable division of the profits 
of industry, whether it be the industry of the farm or of the 
factory, whether it be the industry that brings forth the produ 
of the brain or of labor. What this country most needs, in my 
| humble judgment, is a revision of the middleman downward 
There are too many hangers-on, too many leeches upon in 
| dustry, too great overhead charges, too much watered stock, 
purely fictitious capitalization, upon which dividends are ex 
acted. 

The actual producer is not receiving too much for his prod- 
ucts. This schedule that we are now considering affords one 
of the very best possible illustrations of this great truth. It is 
complained that prices are high upon food products. Prices 
are high upon the other necessaries of life. What proportion of 
what the consumer pays for food products ever filters through 
to the original producer of those products? Not over 50 per 
cent of every dollar that is paid for the products of the farm 
by the consumer ever reaches to the original producer, the 
| farmer. 

And not to exceed 20 per cent of the 50 per cent, or 10 per 





i 
cent of the whole, is profit to the farmer. Our Democ1 
friends would cure the high cost of the farmers’ preducts to the 
consumer by taking off this 10 per cent that the industrious 
farmer now gets as profit. Take this wool schedule, K. How 
much that a man pays for an average suit of clothes goes to 
the producer of those clothes? Among the other valuable 
facts which our Tariff Board collected they cited the average 
| or representative suit of clothes to be retailed at $25. How 
much profit is there in that production, and where did it go? 
The cost to grow the wool was shown to be $1.55. The farmer 
was paid therefor $2.23, or a profit to the farmer of 6S cents 
The profit to the man who made the cloth, without going into 
the items entering into it, is 23 cents. The profit to the manu- 
facturer of the garments is $1.07. Or, in other words, the total 
profit that goes to the men who really produce the wool and the 
cloth and the garment is $1.98, less than $2. You follow it 
along, and the wholesaler gets $1.11 and the retailer $6.50, mak 


ing up the $238 in connection with the items of labor entering 
into the various stages of production. We should all concede, 





|if we study this question, that the producer, whether he be 
|the farmer who grows the wool and makes the profit of 6S 
cents, or whether it be the man who makes the cloth, who has 
a profit of 23 cents, or the man who manufactures the cloth 
with a profit of $1.07, is not unreasonably paid for his important 
services. The middleman comes in between and absorbs all the 
rest of the profit. 

Now, the remedy of onr Democratic brethren for the unequal! 
distribution of the profits of industry is to cut down prices. 
That is the whole argument; that is the whole basis for this 
revision—cut down prices. What are prices? Why, prices are 
synonymous with profits, or they go parallel with profits. You 
can not cut down the prices a man receives for his labor or for 
his article of production without cutting down his profit. The 
Democratic proposition is to cut down the profit, while th: 
Republican proposition is to maintain the profit and undertake 
in a statesmanlike way the solution of the great problems of 
how to enforce an equitable division of profits, how to do away 
with the overhead charges, which are unreasonable; how to pre 
vent watered stocks and paying dividends upon them. In th 
era of marvelous prosperity—and it is the greatest we have ever 
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duced last year upon the farms and in the factories the grestest 











1028 


greatest export trade in 1912. We had a liberal exchange with 
other countries, and imported the largest imports ever in the 
history of the country. But the balance of our foreign trade 
was upon the right side—$551,000,000 to our advantage—and 
being in our favor, we have been able to maintain our gold 
balances in our business relations with other nations. As a 
result we have’‘reached a high-water mark of gold accumula- 
tions in the Treasury. The gold deposits in the United States 
Treasury at the present moment—I inquired a few days ago— 
is $1,255,000,000; and the balance of this trade with foreign 
countries in our favor is one element which makes certain we 
can maintain this large gold reserve in our favor. 

For a condition of unfair division of the profits of industry, 
there being trouble over a proper division of the golden eggs, 
the Democratic remedy is to kill the goose that lays the golden 
If there are no profits to divide, we will have no dispute 
over the division of profits. 

I concede that it is a difficult task to apportion tariff duties 
even when you are guided by sound principles. Protective 
duties are designed primarily for infant industries, but as in- 
dustries become strong the avarice and selfishness of men con- 
strain them to contend for higher, if not for prohibitive, rates. 
They invent ingenious distinctions as a basis for favoring their 
particular industry at the expense of others. The mannufac- 
turer’s stock argument is that he must have his raw material 


eggs. 


free. This argument is raw enough to entitle it to go on the 
free list. The truth is that raw material is purely a relative 
term. There is no such thing in the abstract as raw material, 


except material in its natural form, untouched by the hand of 
man. The moment you apply to it American labor, that mo- 
ment it enters into some form of industry, and under our pro- 
tective system is entitled to consideration in connection with a 
protective-tariff measure, That which is the finished product 
of one producer becomes the raw material of the next. Hay, 
corn, the steer, meat, the hide, leather, shoes, saddles, and har- 
ness each in turn is the raw material and the finished product 
of the farmer, the packer, the tanner, and the manufacturer of 
leather goods. No one is more entitled to direct protective con- 
sideration than the other. 

The New England manufacturer has worked this artificial 
distinction between finished products and raw materials into 
an exact science. Apparently, raw material is whatever New 
England has to buy and finished product whatever New Eng- 
land has to sell. When the raw-material argument is not per- 
suasive it is suggested that the desired materials are by- 
products, and for that reason should have no share of protection. 
When the Payne Act was being framed it was claimed by boot 
and shoe manufacturers that hides were a by-product of steers 
and for that reason should go on the free list. It costs Ameri- 
can labor and capital to produce the hide as well as the meat 


of a steer. It does not appear why one should be favored 
and the other disfavored. The tariff hog has developed 
as a by-product of the protective system. He has done 


more harm to the cause of rational protection than all its ene- 
mies, 

Under a scientific revision of the tariff American products 
should be protected to the extent of the difference in cost of 
production here and in foreign countries, and this measure of 
protection must be apportioned to all American industries with 
an absolutely even hand. The Payne Act, with the exception 
of two or three schedules, was a substantial downward revision 
of rates and is a much better tariff act than the majority of 
the people have yet discovered, 

Now, in conclusion, I want again to say that, in my humble 
judgment, the people of this country—and it is a protective 
country, and always will be—will not be satisfied with this 
present crazy-quilt revision, made upon no principle, perfectly 
blind as to the cost of production at home or abroad, or any 
difference between them, measuring a little sop to an industry 
here and to another there, shutting off the farmer on his prod- 
uct of wool but placing a protection upon the farmer who pro- 
duces Angora goats. Why, this sort of a revision is a farce, 
and all with the avowed purpose of cutting down profits upon 
industry. Low prices have always been synonymous with hard 
times; high prices have always been associated with good times. 
You can not cut down prices and profits without destroying the 
very basis of our industries. 

And so we are quite content in this schedule to put forth in 
concrete form our belief as to what is the proper way to revise 
the tariff, with a proper regard for the difference in the cost 
of production here and elsewhere, and measuring out to every 
industry, whether it is on the farm or whether it is in the 
factory, a direct protection against the cheap labor and cheaper 
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producing conditions in other countries, maintaining a higher 
market for Americans, maintaining a profit for all men who 
labor with their hands and brain to produce greater wealth for 
the entire country. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvanixu 
[Mr. Moore]. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, whatever reported differences 
there may be between the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PayNer] and myself with regard to the amendmént that he has 
offered were fully discussed in the Republican conference, and, 
like my distinguished friend, the political soldier from Texas 
[Mr. GARNER], I will be as good a man in the ranks as he is 
and not discuss the matter here for the benefit of our Demo- 
cratic friends. 

I am pleased that the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
MARTIN] has opened up the question of the difference in cost 
between the producer and the consumer. He has also told us 
something about the middleman. That gives me an opportunity 
to say one thing that is very seldom said in this debate, and 
is never understood apparently, on the other side in the dis- 
cusion of the tariff question. It relates to the price of clothing. 
Some time ago I secured the raw material for a suit of clothes, 
the cost of which in cloth was $7.874. The cloth was made in 
the United States in a woolen mill in Rhode Island. All the 
tariff for which the Payne bill was responsible was in that 
$7.874. The woolgrower had received the benefit of 33 cents 
per pound on the scoured wool, and the sorter of the wool had 
been protected by a compensatory rate against the cheaper 
sorter wages in foreign countries. The man who scoured the 
wool had been protected against the cheap scouring wages 
abroad, and the man who carded the wool, and who combed 
the wool, and who changed the wool into yarn, and who 
dyed it and wove the cloth, and every one of the particular 
stages in the process of turning the wool into cloth, had been 
protected under the Payne bill by what are here denounced as 
compensatory duties. That is to say, in each stage of the 
development of the raw woo! up to the cloth stage the separate 
occupations had been provided for, and there had been a 
measure of protection afforded to the workmen in the United 
States, or even to the manufacturers, if you please, against 
the cheaper foreign competition. Now, all that under the 

-ayne bill had been provided for, covered, and put behind 
in the cost of the cloth, which was $7.87}3. 

I took that cloth to a merchant tailor, who told me it was too 
good to have been made in the United States, and who insisted 
that it must have been an imported article. I disabused his 
mind of that and told him to make that piece of cloth into a 
suit and send me the bill. His bill for making up that $7.87} 
worth of cloth was $30, and when I asked him to analyze the 
bill he gave me these details: The wages paid to pieceworkers 
on coat, vest, and trousers was $12.50. This first labor cost 
therefore was more than the original cost of the cloth, which 
covered every one of the “iniquitous features” of the Payne 
tariff law. The wages paid to weekly and yearly workers was 
$6.50—all beyond the duties of the Payne tariff law. Paid for 
material, trimmings, and so forth, $4.50. There may have been 
some little duty upon those trimmings, which, of course, were 
| separate from the 34 yards of cloth. The gross profit to the 
merchant tailor was $6.50—a total of $30 for making up $7.874 
worth of cloth. All “the crime” of the Payne bill was in the 
$7.874 and the middlemen, from the woolgrower, who is covered 
in the $7.874, to Mr. Moore, who bought that suit of clothes and 
paid for it, was absorbed by the labor cost employed in the 
making of that suit—seamstresses and cutters and others—and 
the profit to the merchant tailor was $6.50, and I assume that a 
large proportion of the $6.50 of profit had gone into rent of 
store, had gone into advertising in the newspapers, had gone 
into delivery service, and light, and furnishings, and the other 
incidentals of conducting a merchant-tailoring establishment. 
I have described the processes not understood or considered by 
those who tirade against the so-called compensatory duties, and 
I have chided my distinguished friend from Texas for pro- 
tecting “the special interests” in his State, the Angora goat, 
because whether he now speaks in the interests of the great 
public or whether he still speaks in behalf of “the special 
interests,” it does appear in the Underwood bill that these 
“ offensive” Payne methods, from production to consumption, 
have been followed literally and absolutely by him. 

“Hair of the Angora goat,” and so forth, is made dutiable at 
20 per cent ad valorem. First, let us consider the hair of the 
Angora goat in the raw, as it comes from the farm. The first 
step is to protect the raisers of the Angora goat to the extent of 

' 20 per cent ad valorem. 
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The second step in this compensatory process in the Under- 
wood tariff bill is 25 per cent ad valorem on “tops made from 
the hair of the Angora goat.” Put 20 per cent ad valorem with 
25 per cent ad valorem, and you have got 45 per cent ad valo- 
rem up to the stage of the tops that come from the hair of the 
Angora goat. 

“Yarns made of the hair of the Angora goat,” 30 per cent 

ad valorem. That is the third stage. Add that to the 45 per 
cent 2d valorem, and you have got 75 per cent ad valorem as 
you proceed in your stages of production and manufacture. 
" «oth and all manufactures of every description made of the 
hair of the Angora goat,” fourth stage. Take your 40 per cent 
protection compensatory on “Cloth and all manufactures of 
every description made of the hair of the Angora goat,” and 
add that to the 75 per cent ad valorem, and you have got 115 
per cent protection thus far to the Angora goat. 

And, lastly, on “ Plushes, velvets, and all other pile fabrics 
* * * made wholly or partly of the hair of the Angora 
goat,” 50 per cent ad valorem is the duty imposed by the Under- 
wood bill. Add that to the 115 per cent already indicated, and 
you have got 165 per cent protection in all to the Angora goat 
of Texas, while you take off all protection from the wool of 
sheep and other products of the great industries of the North. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, no schedule in this bill has been so unjustly 
and so cruelly and so brutally treated as this Schedule K. No 
schedule has been so misrepresented or used as a vehicle of 
abuse and opposition as has this schedule. I do not care 
whether we may differ slightly on this side among ourselves— 
whether we conform literally to the Tariff Board or not—I 
still believe that we have a right to insist that we have full 
information as to what we are doing before we plunge one billion 
and a half of capital into a condition of chaos, before we turn 
out of employment half a million operatives engaged in the 
woolen mills of this country. 

President Taft himself, who made a speech at Winona, 
Minn.—and that was a sweet morsel in the mouths of third- 
party Representatives and Democratic Representatives alike— 
was led to say, in the veto message sending back the Under- 
wood-La Follette bill, that it was too dangerous a propo- 
sition to overthhrow the vast industries and unsettle condi- 
tions, as it would. 

I realize how futile it would be to undertake to amend the 
schedule as brought in by the Committee on Ways and Means, 
I have been in consultation with some of the practical men in 
the business, who know something about the business, I have 
asked them whether it would be wise to undertake to amend 
this bill. I have spoken with some of them who are in con- 
sultation with their colleagues, who are greatly concerned 
throughout this whole country over the question, and their 
answer has been, “ No; it would be useless to attempt to amend 
that bill. To amend a single paragraph would be ineffectual.” 

“No single amendment to the wool schedule would avert 
disaster and conserve the industry,” says one of the best in- 
formed men on this question, one of the men who knows best 
what he is talking about. “And the only suggestion he and his 
friends make is that it would help the industry, with the 
stock it now has on hand, if the fatal day for the passage 
of the bill, or at least the making of it effective, would be 
postponed until December 1. 

Gentlemen think sometimes it is a horribly unfair propo- 
sition for one to stand on this floor representing the man who 
has the industry and the courage to start great enterprises. 
When he does that he becomes the spokesman of the “ special 
interests.” I have in my hand now a letter which comes from 
my city-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore] is recognized for five minutes more. 

Mr. MOORE. I have in my hand a letter from a gentle- 
man of my city who came up from Virginia not long ago, 
ambitious to start in an enterprise. He did start a woolen 
mill, which is now fairly under way. He writes: 


SHEPPERD MANUFACTURING CO., 
Philadelphia, Pa., April 30, 1913. 
Hon. J. HAMPTON Moorr, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: I should be most pleased if you would send us a copy 
of section “K” of the pending tariff bill. My understanding of the 
matter is that this tariff bill will take effect from its passage. The 
bill in itself is bad enough, but te have the bill take effect immediately 
will put the American mannfacturers in a most awkward position. 

We have bought raw material at the existing prices, and, as you are 
aware, the demands for labor have increased 10 to 15 per cent in the 
last six months. We are forced to sell our goods on the basis of present 
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prices, and when the tariff bill tokes effect, reducing the prices of 
merchandise, we will be forced. to sacrifice the merchandise, 
tariff bill will not give us an opportunity to dispose of the merc! 


on hand. If the date for this bill to become effective should | 


is th 


poned until such time as would enable the American manufact r to 
dispose of the merchandise he has on hand, he could at least make 
an effort to adjust matters to meet the future conditions. I W 


you the ill effect of the bill now pending, we are in receipt of 
from a large customer, to whom we sold 3,000 yards of dress 





in which he demands that unless we will guarantee to prote mn 
against any reduction in the cost of merchandise by reason 
yassage of the tariff bill that we could cancel his order rhese 

are all made and are in the stockroom ready to be shipped Ju 


The cancellation of a large number of orders on hand will 
American manufacturers in: a very bad position financially. 

The small manufacturer,’ like ourselves, having a total output 
one-half a million yards a year, will find himself up age stad 
proposition. I am sorry to add to your already heavy burden 
ing you as above. 

With sincere thanks for your efforts in behalf of the Ame 
facturer, and with very best wishes, I am, 

Very truly, yours, 


| \ 


< ’ co 
l 


SHEPPERD MAN A 
Si ERD, Pre 


GWYNN 'T. } 


I have a letter here from an importer. Ordinarily I look upon 
letters from importers with a slight degree of suspicion. 
may be regarded as the middle men, concerning whom co 
is made. jsut here is one who tells me that this mornin: 
received a telegram from one of his Turkish correspondent 
which he quotes a standard grade of wool for 27 cents. Th 
3} cents per pound advance, or more than one-half of the dut 
[ read: 

PHILADELPIIIA, April 
Hon. J. HAMPTON Moore, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: It may interest you to know how free woo! is | 
the foreigner. 

This morning we received a cablegram from one of our Tur I 
respondents in which he quotes for a certain standard grade o 7 
cents. The price we paid him last year at this time was 25 
This is 33 cents per pound advance, or more than one-half of the « 

Yesterday we received advices from another correspondent, 


minimum price he named for the new season’s wool is 15 per cent 
higher than last year, or 4 cents per pound advance. 
You will see already who,is going to get the benefit of the al n 


of the duty. These are only two instances; there are many ot! 
could be given. 

Recently Mr. Wilson is reported to have said that the prices of A 
ean wools and foreign wools were already on a level Of cour 
are. The foreigner is going to grab at least one-half, if not two-thir: 
of the duty, and the American woolgrower is going to lose the rest 
not more. But we do not see how this tends to diminish the « 
living. 

Yours, faithfully, 


TATTERSFIELD Co., 


B. Tarrers 





FIELD, Pre i 
This importer sees where the duty will go. It will go to tl 
foreign raiser of wool, and the American raiser of woo! will be 
the loser. 
Last night my friend, the gentleman from Pennsylvania | M1 


PALMER], in answer to my question, would not declare that there 
was a trust in the cotton trade. When I asked him about the 
wool trade he said he had not made the declaration that there 
was a trust in the wool trade, but he had heard of a wool trust. 
I am no spokesman for any wool trust nor for any special! in- 
terest in the woolen industry, but I have in my hand a state- 
ment which illustrates just how far our friends on the other 
side are accurate as to their information. It is said there is a 
woolen trust; that it is known as the American Woolen Co. 
The total number of woolen and worsted mills in the United 
States, by the census of 1909, is 913. Of these only 36 are con- 
trolled by the American Woolen Co. 

The total capitalization employed in the industry is $415,- 
465,000. while the capitalization of the American Woolen Co. 
is $60,000,000. The annual value of the products of the mills 
of the United States is $419,826,000, and the total annual value 
of the products of the American Woolen Co. is $51,000,000. 
This incubus, this octopus, this American Woolen Co., therefore 
controls only one-eighth part of the wool industry of the United 
States. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PatMer] could 
not answer last night except affirmatively that there is such 
competition in the wool trade in the United States, and there 
is such competition in the cotton trade, that the prices are kept 
down, and that they are to-day as low to the consumer as they 
will ever be. 

Mr. Chairman, just one word about this report. Schedule K 
is perhaps the greatest piece of guesswork in the Underwood 
bill. It is patehwork from beginning to end, unscientific, un- 
patriotic, calculated to destroy a great industry. 

As to raw wool, I have some statistics here which I think 
are of great value in the consideration of this question. R 
wool is the farmers’ proposition. It is not the manufactur 
proposition. I assume it would not hurt the manufacturer if 
raw wool were made free; but I have been consistent for a duty 
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on raw wool, because I want a duty on finished articles, and I 
want to provide true protection all along the line, and have 
voted so to do, even to the extent that I did not vote for the 
reciprocity bill, and thus differed from the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Garner], in that I differed with my President. 
Take the record as it is set forth in the schedules and as it 
appears in the Democratic tariff handbook. Do they propose 
to raise revenue by reducing duties? Let us see. Let us 
understand their process of reasoning. 

Under the Payne bill the imports of raw wool in 1910 were 
$47,687.298; in 1911, $29,572,259, a fluctuation of nearly one- 
half. Yet we are changing from specific to ad valorem duties 
and still expect to raise a specific amount of income. In 1912 
the importations of raw wool were $33,141,408, a vast difference 
from 1910, showing the difficulty of estimating revenue on the 
ad valorem basis. But under ad valorem rates we are going 
to get what we are going to get. Now, how does the committee 
adjust this in its report? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Jounson of Kentucky), The time of 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. MOORE. The original Underwood bill had a duty of 
20 per cent ad valorem on raw wool. It estimated imports 
of the value of $66,991,000 upon which to collect the duty. 
The bill that was vetoed by the President—the so-called Under- 
wood-La Follette bill—increased the duty to 29 per cent ad 
valorem; but still the committee expected to bring in $60,000,000 
worth of goods. In your original committee bill—the one that 
was rejected by President Wilson—the committee proposed, as 
na sop to the farmers, to give them 15 per cent, a vast reduc- 
tion from the two former bills, but it was still estimated that 
imports would amount to $60,000,000. A variety of duties but 
no change in imports. And when the committee came to give 
to the common people the “ great boon” of free wool, regardless 
of the rights, interest, and welfare of the farmer and of the 
producers of the country, when they brought in the last bill— 
the one we are now discussing—then, with free wool, by some 
process of scientific or mental reasoning which I can not com- 
prehend, with this great inducement to the foreigners to bring 
in their wool free of duty, they reduced the value of expected 
imports from $66,000,000, which they estimated under the 20 
per cent ad valorem basis, to $33,000,000 free. How they are 
going to accomplish this the Lord only knows. I leave it to 
some of their statisticians to divine. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

I append these interesting facts in tabular form so that those 
who wish to solve the riddle may do so: 


Raw wool imports and cffect of the various Democratic rates on imported 
raw wool. 


eicias aid | Rate of| Value of 
Raw wool. | duty. | imports. 
- — $$ } A , 
Actual imports, years ending June 30: Per ct. 
Sn bicCavin outage ao kcneen Chi eeek esas saeeaebaes on lenes sake | $47, 687, 293 
Det dccche ceuehl bine cbddenvdtbhecdibuvedcidds ob beed adie eeae 29, 572, 259 
GR nso «ck ndsixnpbicd i> -sennebhavantadagel ipa tibentines sed amaaeed 33, 141, 408 
Democratic rates and estimates for a 12-months period: | 
iced RE COS Cems Si idk iw cd eS cS wands code<vc | 20 | 66,991,000 
Voetoed bill (62d Congress)........-.--.. Pilih iin slfanindiscaheaete 29 | 60,000,000 
Committee bill (63d Congress)... .. ie Seale nein cn 15 | 60,000,009 
Reported bill (6dd Oasiguaes)..... disc cesses es eclicvciiccsees | Free. 33, 309, 000 








Notre.—The above estimates are obtained from the Democratic reports and Tariff 
Handbook of the Ways and Means Committee. 


Mr. HARRISCN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I will ask to 
be notified when I have consumed 15 minutes. Mr. Chairman 
and gentleman of the committee, Schedule K has been the 
storm center of tariff revision. The people of our country are 
aware to-day that the schedule of wool and woolens contains 
the most extraordinary multiplication of duties of any one of 
the schedules of the existing law. They are aware that Sched- 
ule K imposes a greater hardship upon the consuming public 
of our country than any one of the 14 schedules of the tariff. 
Schedule IK has been the Jonah of the Republican Party. If 
they had been able to cast it overboard four years ago it is just 
possible that their ship of state might be still afloat riding 
right side up, but they failed to revise Schedule K and that 
duty was immediately intrusted by the people of the United 
States to the Democratic Party. 

Now, our bill bas taken all duty off raw wool and has re- 
duced the duty on woolen goods from an average ad valorem 
of 94 per cent which, in effect, really was often from 150 to 
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200 per cent, down to a reasonable basis of 35 per cent ad 
valorem. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], the distin- 
guished former chairman of the committee, has twitted us 
with the fact that in the last Congress our revision of Schedule 
K carried a 20 per cent duty upon raw wool, and that our 
bill to-day places raw wool on the free list. But I maintain 
that there is no inconsistency in this, and that the record of the 
Democratic Party upon the subject of a tax upon raw wool 
is absolutely consistent and clear for decades in the past. 
For example, the Mills bill of 1888 placed raw wool on the free 
list. The Springer bill of 1892 did likewise. The Wilson law 
of 1894 placed raw wool on the free list, and when we came 
to the Underwood bill in the ‘last Congress we were con- 
fronted by a totally different situation. Then we were pro- 
ceeding to revise the tariff schedule by schedule, and our 
friends over on the other side of the aisle here were just wait- 
ing for us to bring in a schedule showing a grave loss of 
revenue in order to charge us with incapacity to manage the 
affairs of the Government. So when we reported our bill in 
the last Congress to the caucus, carrying 20 per cent on raw 
wool, that bill was adopted by the caucus after an ardent 
debate, but concurrently with the adoption of the bill came 
the adoption of a resolution by the caucus stating that Re- 
publican extravagance in the management of the Government 
required us to raise revenue even on the necessaries of life 
like raw wool, and so our 20 per cent rate on that commodity 
at that time was no abandonment of Democratic principles. 
{Applause on the Democrtaic side. ] 

So my friends will see that our record is absolutely straight 
and consistent from beginning to end in relation to raw wool. 

Now, I consider that the placing of raw wool on the free list 
as the greatest achievement of this Democratic revision of 
the tariff. I do so for two reasons—one economic, and the other 
political. 

As to the economic necessity for free raw wool, every other 
civilized country of the world, except Russia and our own, 
admits wool] free of duty. To anybody who has studied the 
intricacies of the wool and woolen duties in the Payne law it 
will at once become clear that a tax laid on the raw material 
at 45 per cent ad valorem, as it is in the present law, may be 
twice the original amount of 45 per cent ad valorem when that 
tax reaches back to the consumer. That is so because in the 
processes of manufacture of. raw wool into tops and tops into 
yarn and yarn into cloth and cloth into woolen clothing, each 
successive manufacturer makes an addition to the amount 
originally paid in duties on the raw wool to represent his profit 
and his rate of interest upon his increased capital. So that 
when the tax falls upon the back of the unhappy consumer it 
is out of all proportion greater than the tax which was origi- 
nally laid on the raw wool itself. 

As to the sheep-raising industry, of course I come from a 
city district and my opponents may maintain that I am not 
qualified to speak about the farmer’s end of this argument. 
sut I have given several years’ study to the question of wool 
duties and their supposed effect on the sheep-raising industry. 
and I have come to the conclusion that no amount of tariff pro- 
tection is ever going to save sheep farming for wool as an 
industry in the United States. 

A century ago the green hills of Massachusetts were covered 
with sheep, and the pleasant valleys in my own State of New 
York had great flocks of sheep; but little by little sheep raising 
has been crowded away from the more thickly settled States 
until it has mostly taken refuge in the semiarid lands of the 
Rocky Mountains. Higher forms of agriculture are everywhere 
making the land more valuable and making it impossible to 
taise sheep at a profit. The consequence is that this frontier 
industry, in erder to maintain its existence in our country dur- 
ing any considerable period of time, will have to erect around 
the grazing lands where the sheep are fed, a wall to keep out 
all settlers and all improvements and all advances in agricul- 
ture. 

It so happens to-day as a matter of practical interest, when 
the farmers are complaining that we are going to hurt them 
by reducing the duties upon the wool, that there is a great 
shortage in wool all over the European countries, and there has 
been such a competition in the purchase of wool in those coun- 
tries that wool is selling for as high a price abroad as it is in 
the United States at the present moment. A curious result of 
that is that within the last few weeks we have actually 
exported some 150 bales of Ohio wool to Bradford, England, 
to be used in the woolen mills there. Of course, supposed pro- 
tection to wool has created a demand fer that protection among 
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the farmers, and if gentlemen upon this floor who represent 
States in which wool is preduced desire to go back and scare 
the farmers in those States by inducing them to believe that 
sheep raising will be unprofitable when wool goes on the free 
list, it may create some temporary depression of the wool mar- 
ket. In that way they may succeed in frightening some un- 


| 


thinking farmers; but the farmers—wool producers—who have | 


studied the question to-day realize what I think all of us in this 
Chamber must realize, that the sheep raising of the future in 
our country is going to be and is to-day increasingly profitable 
for the mutton end of the business, and that woolgrowing is 
to become increasingly profitable only as a by-product of sheep 
raising in the United States. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 


Just a few words, Mr. Chairman, about the political aspects | 


of this matter. I regard the docirine of free wool 
trumpet call in the battle against protection. 
ever studied our tariff history are aware that 


as 


the greatest 


the | 
Those who have | 


force for keeping a protective tariff on the statute books has | 


been the alliance between the woolgrowers and the woolen 
manufacturers. This alliance, established 40 years ago, has, 
with one brief interval, to this very day kept upon our statute 
books rates of duty running up to 150 and even 200 per cent 
upon woolen clothing. The way they were able to do that was 
because the woolen manufacturing States of the East by ally- 
ing themselves in Congress with the woolgrowing States of the 
West were able to secure from the gentlemen representing the 
sheep-growing districts votes enough to establish and maintain 
upon our statute books the sky-high rates upon woolens. That 
is the alliance with which we have been doing battle. That is 
the alliance which, according to the statement of the last Presi- 
dent of the United States, was too strong for the Republican 
Party. President Taft himself was in favor of revising down- 
ward Schedule K, and I have no doubt that my esteemed and 
distinguished colleague, the former chairman of this committee 
|Mr. Payne] was also in favor of a downward revision of 
Schedule K, just as I believe a number of gentlemen on that 
side of the House were. But it was of no avail. The President 
in his Winona speech admitted the iniquities of Schedule K, 
and solemnly said that this historical alliance between the wool- 
growers and the woolen makers was too strong for the Repub- 
lican Party and was able to prevent them from revising down- 
ward Schedule K. This alliance exists to-day. It is not 
powerful in Democratic councils, because our bill shows what 
we think of it. They have sent their lobbyists down here to 
Congress week in and week out, and they have gone home con- 
vinced at last that the representatives of the people, instead of 
the representatives of the interests were now writing a tariff 
bill. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The woolen manufac- 
turers, who would unquestionably be benefited by free wool, 
have not asked us to give them free wool. There is not a single 
one of them in the record of the hearings before the com- 
mittee who came and asked us for that which no doubt they 
most ardently desired. The reason why they did not was 
because this alliance still exists to-day, and it is the duty of 
the Democratic Party to break that alliance, and to do that we 
must put wool on the free list. 

Mr. Chairman, just a few words, in conclusion, about the 
benefit of free wool to the consumer. Our friends on the other 
side like to make fun of the amount of duties upon wool that 
is transmuted into cloth. I have already endeavored to show 
them that the amount which the man who buys the cloth has 
to pay by reason of the wool duties is far in excess of the 
nominal amount of those duties. Of course with free wool a 
man who buys a custom-made suit of clothes for $45 or $50 is 
hot going to get his clothes appreciably cheaper, because tailor- 
ing is one of the chief expenses in that style of garment. He 
may get better clothes, he may get Scotch or Saxony cloths, 
which are now sometimes beyond his reach; but the man who 
buys the cheap suit of clothes, where the amount paid for the 
raw wool is proportionately more important, is going to get his 
suit under our 35 per cent duty appreciably cheaper. He not 
only is going to get his suit of clothes cheaper, but he is going 
to get a suit made out of real wool instead of a suit made out 
of shoddy or cotton substitute. He is going to feel the differ- 
—- by the beneficial effect of placing raw wool upon the free 
ist. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I beg the gentleman's par- 
don, I can net. After this when a man buys an $8 or a $10 


suit of clothes in our country he will be sure that that suit has 
real wool in it and thet the first time he goes out in the rain 


the suit wiil not wilt and Inter stiffen up like a piece of old 
storey ‘pe. 


The people cf cur covntry have been absolutely ex- 
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cluded from the use of cheap real woolen clothes, from the use 
of cheap real woolen blankets, from the use of good cheap 
woolen fabrics and cheap women’s dress goods by the law that 
is now on the statute books, and absolute relief from that situa 
tion is what the placing upon the free list of raw wool means to 
the consuming ‘public of the United States. [Loud applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNey]. 





Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I have lis 
tened with considerable interest to what the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Harrison] has said about wool. In reply to 


him as to the rate of duty being excessive and the consumer 


paying that excessive duty in this country, and so on—that is 
the substance of his argument—I want to refer to the Tarift 


Board report. I rely upon that as being correct, or practically 
so. The Tariff Board, after an exhaustive report upon the 
cost of the production of wool in this country and abroad, says 
that in South America the cost of the production of wool is 
from 4 to 5 cents per pound, after crediting up to the flock all 


the moneys received from the sale of lambs, for mutton, and 
otherwise, so that when South American wool comes on th 
market of the United States it comes here at a cost to the 


South American woolgrower of from 4 to 5 cents per pound for 
production. 

Adding to that the freight, the cost of freight is about a cent 
a pound from South America to the New England States. That 
report shows when going to Australia, where an exhaustive re 
port was made, that the average wool coming from Australia, 
the wool coming from the most favorably situated ranches in 
Australia, after crediting up to the flock moneys received from 
the sale of sheep and lambs, there is no cost against the wool 
at all, except from some of the most remote ranches in Aus- 
tralia there is a cost against the wool, but after an exhaustive 
investigation in the United States, where the experts called 
upon 12,000 farmers situated in 173 counties in 19 States of the 
Union, they show there is a cost levied against wool of the first 
class of 12 cents a poynd after crediting up to the flock the 
moneys received from the sale of sheep and lambs for mutton 
and on all wool from the whole United States, weols of the firs! 
class and of the second class and third 94 cents per 
pound and as high as 19 cents a pound for Ohio wool. Now, 
by placing wool upon the free list when the western farmer 
from the mountain States comes on the market to the woolen 
mills of this country (the only market he has in the world for 
his wool), he goes there with a charge of 12 a pound, 
against no cost at all from the Australian wool, where the heft 
of our importations of wool to this country come from. ‘The 
Tariff Board report has pointed out the fact that the freight on 
wool from the mountain States is 14 to 2 cents a pound to the 
woolen mills of this country. 

So that when the Australian and the western farmer go witl 


class, 


cents 


1 
their wool to the markets of the United States, the farmer of 
the United States goes there with the charge of 14 cents, includ 


ing freight, with only 2 cents against Australian wool. The duty 
on that class of wool to-day is 11 cents per pound. Explain to 
me, then, how you are not going to injure a legitimate industry, 
if the growing of wool in this country is a legitimate industi 
by removing all their protection, this 11 cents per pound. 

Let me refer to the clothing report for a minute. The Tariff 
Board purchased in England 16 samples of cloth, the duty on 
which was $76 and some cents; they paid $41 and some cen 
for those 16 samples in England, that when 
were brought to this country, duty paid, thev cost 
some cents. They looked around to find whether or not th 
goods were being made in this country. That rate of duty, 
$76 on the $41 of foreign value, is 183 per cent ad valorem, so 


‘ 





those goods 


$118 and 


so 


rt 


the board reports. But what is the congumer paying in this 
country, they ask? Because of that excessively high rate of 
duty on those grades of goods, that industry has been stimu 


lated in the United States, and we are not only producing 
that class of goods here, but we are making some for export to 
nonmanufacturing countries. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman bh 

Mr. FORDNEY. I would ask the gentleman to give 
minutes more. 

And the board shows also the report that the conversion cost 
abroad is not more than one-half of what the conversion c 
in this country. In other words, it costs us 100 to 150 per cent 


is expired 


few 


me a 


more to produce those goods in this country than abroad 
What is the consumer paying for the goods of which 
brought here samples of? Instead of $118, they say S67 


not the difference between the foreign cost and 100 per « 
eost of conversion, but much less. And the ad valorem ts tle 


: 
: 
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differenc e between the foreign cost and the price that the con- 
sumers pay in this country, which is 74 per cent and not 183 per 
cent. 1 wish I only had the time to go all along down the line. 
tut here is another most interesting industry, and that is 
mohair. 

There is a firm located over here at Greystone, R. I.—Joseph 
Benn & Sons Co. (Inc.)—and a member of that firm, I believe, 
is in the city of Washington right now, and perhaps in the 
gallery, Mr. Harrison Benn. That firm has a factory in Brad- 
ford, England, and this is what Mr. Benn tells me with his own 
mouth. They have from one to two million dollars invested in 
their plant at Greystone, R. 1, but because of the duty main- 
tained on raw mohair, which is an article they consume, and the 
low rates of duty on the finished product, they are obliged to 
close their factory in the United States and go back to Brad- 
ford, England, and supply the United States market from there. 
I got those words from the lips of the gentleman this morning. 
Here is the difference in wages paid in his factory in Bradford, 
England, and his factory in Greystone: With 10 per cent of his 
employees, in wool sorting the wages in Bradford, England, are 
$5.40 a week, at Greystone, R. I., $11.63 a week; for drawing- 
room employees, $3.51 in Bradford, $7.83 in Greystone; spinning, 
$2.74 a week in Bradford, England, $6.94 at ores R. 3.3 
for pickers, 73 cents a day at Bradford, an average of $2.25 at 
Greystone. And on the larger portion of that class—28 per 
cent of his employees—the wages are 98 cents a day in England, 
$3.01 at Greystone, R. I.—an average per week of $6.12 as 
against $13.77. And the total average of all the employees in 
the fact i as I have figured it up here, is in Bradford, Eng- 
land, $4.39 a week as against $10.73 a week at Greystone, R. I. 

You, oe your great desire to protect the Angora goat, from 
which the finished product of this firm is made, have made it 
impossible, so this gentleman says, to continue his industry in 
Greystone, R. I. Is that a thing that you want? Do you 
want to transfer the industry to Bradford, England, now by 
keeping a duty on the raw material and fixing the duty on the 
finished product so low that American labor can not compete 
with English labor? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. FORDNEY. If you will be brief. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I will. If they close that mill, will it not 
help the business of the importers of New York City? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Why, the importers of New York City came 
before the committee in great numbers appealing for lower 
rates of duty, or free trade, and no other soul on God’s green 
earth did come asking for free trade. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Have you heard of an importer that complains 
of this bill? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; but I have heard a great many favor- 
able comments from them. 

Let me say, gentlemen, there is no other market in the world 
for the wool of all grades grown in this country but the woolen 
mills of the United States. Away back in 1894 or 1895 there 
was a gentleman whose name is Osborne, who was a candidate 
for the office of governor of Wyoming; a great Democrat, and in 
favor of free wool. He told in a joking way afterwards, “I 
came within 3 cents a pound of getting it—free wool,’ because 
that was all he could get for his wool. [Laughter.] He was a 
very extensive woolgrower in Wyoming, and just at that time 
there appeared a higher price abroad for wool than was paid in 
the United States. He accordingly shipped his wool to London, 
England, and before his wool had arrived there the price went 
down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Just one minute more, if the Chair please. 
He kept his wool in a warehouse over there and paid the rent 
and storage upon it in England until the Republican Party once 

lore got back into power and put wool on the protected list, 
and then he brought that wool back to the United States and 
sold it here. 

That is what the Democrats helped you to do at that time. 
That is what a Democrat will get this time, gentlemen. I saw 
sheep sold in the State in which I live, in my home town, dressed 
careasses, brought into town in the winter of 1895 and 1896 in 
sleighloads and hayracks, with signs on them offering to sell 
them throughout the town, “ Your choice for 75 cents a carcass.” 
I saw 100 lambs 8 months old sold in October last year in a 
little town near my home; they brought the farmer $5.86 a head. 
A gentleman stepped up and said, “ My friend Matthews, I 
brought year-old wethers to this town in 1895, 21 in number, and 
took home to my father’s house for them $21.” 

Gentlemen, that is the difference between free trade in wool 
and protection to the wool industry. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 
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I append the following as a part of my remarks: 


Comparative list of wages paid by us in Bradford, England, and United 
Statcs of America on March 1, 1913. 


We are combers, spinners, and manufacturers of mohair and alpaca, 
and make identically the same classes of goods on the same classes of 

machinery, running at the same speed in both countries. The hours of 
labor in England are 554 and in the United States of America 56 per 
week. We have taken one-half penny to equal 1 cent: 





Approxi- 
mate 
percentage 















Bradford | Greystone | of persons 
wages. wages. employed 
in each 
depart- 
ment. 
Per cent. 
Wool-sorting room: Sorters. .......ccccccesss- $2. $4. 37 34 
Combing room: 
Combers and carders— 
Sti inetniiinmabanh satebenmitenadited 4. 8. 60 
a Reape 3. 36 7.50 10 
PMC Cob dbbddsdceuevisercesacbwssécved 8.16 }18. 25-19. 35 
Drawing room: 
Drawers, females....... peiaiperesenecaté 3.0 7.50 | 
WUE, MEONID s 5 ocvnccccosceesacsecees 2. 93 7.50 74 
MOND 5 5c kg dncndbsisndsieds<ss<s 3. 8.60 
Spinning room: | 
Spinners— 
Short spools, 160 spindles............. 2. 5.35 | 
Long spools, 160 spindles.............. 2. 6. 45 | 
Short spools, 240 spindles. ............ 2. 6. 45 | 
Long spools, 240 spindles. ............ 2. 7.50 254 
Short spools, 320 spindies............. 3.5 7.50 | 
Long spools, 320 spindles. ............. 3.36 8. 60 
ee 2. 28 5.35 
Weaving room: 
50 picks per inch in cloth. ................ 48 1.49 | 
60 picks per inch in cloth.................- 58 1.81 
70 picks per inch in cloth.................- . 68 2.11 | 98 
= picks per inch in cloth. .........cecccoe 7 2.41 
90 picks per inch in cloth.......... 88 2.7 
100 picks per inch in cloth. - 98 3.01 | 
eee 8.64 17. 20 
lp dcongsadneehoondsbes 6.24 13. 00 | 5 
DA sss agncnneshveschucassdcceuectoss 3.84 10. 75-11. 30 |}. 
Power plant: 
i ocececcoes eccacccons 6. 00 12. 50 
PII «ninns nds <qnebhecectannaccuian 6.00 15. 00 
POND gc 5c oa nccccsscetdacestoenten 6.72 113. 50-15. 60 
I ins. a5 bes nddvcccsoseoceusceascess 5.04 12. 50 : 
Elevator attendants... ......cccccecscecces 3. 84-4. 32 9.65 ‘3 
Ss ins ac named ching cnadanedintod 7.92-8. 40 |16. 10-17. 20 
SL. Gunwicduapeiséccosniantedacae 7.92 17.20 
Corpemtgrs.. ............2----cccceccccccccoces 6. 72-8. 16 |16. 10-17. 20 
Yarn scouring, beaming, etc... ..........c.0-s- 4, 56 10. 00 53 
Apprentices: 
NLT. doc adeGubcdsiinaskesntepabeben 1.92 4 AS 
RI IS bi w idsietiien « cévucceuscwest 2. 40 Bie Pevcavonnccve 
TT WON. ticneeitticencgheins epatneounl 2. 88 ed ree eave 
SEE cnciseennasbepnnmbsceqeses oans 3.36 10. BD | cccccesccce 
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Comparative costs of mohair and alpaca cloths manufactured in United 
States and in England. 





Cost —— yard of cloth made in United States 
the new Underwood bill of 20 per 
cent _ valorem duty on raw mohair and 


cou of it imported cloths under the new Under- 
wood bill paying a duty of 40 per cent ad 
CII vip idk « dab ed «pdb coe pee ckee cents... 
Advantage to importer over United States 
ManulActarer...........ccececeee per cent... 


Cost of cloths made in United States under 
free raw mohair and alpaca......... cents... 

Cost of imported cloths paying 35 per cent 
iy ad valorem, as per new ere 

Advantage to importer over United States. 
a are rrer per cent... 


Cost of imported cloths paying 50 per cent 
duty ad valorem...........----+---- cents... 
Cost of imported cloths pay ing 55 mm -— 

duty ad valorem. ............«..... b 
Cost of imported cloths paying» 60 per anes 

duty ad valorem...................: cents. . 
Poreunt of duties on imported cloths 

under Payne-Aldrich bill... .per cent 





45.4 
42.6 | 68.3} 46.9 


79.6 | 86.5 | 103.0 

















; 
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Comparative costs of mohair and alpaca clotha manufactured in United 
States and in England——Continued. 





Qualities. 
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22,230, or 63.5 per cent, were foreign born. Of the 22,230 foreign 
born, 12,297 persons, or 35.1 per cent of all of the employees in the 
mills, were natives of Italy and the countries of eastern and south 
eastern Europe. 


The testimony given before the committee of the House of 

























2 Representatives in March, 1912, at the investigation of the 
ad | 549 | 879 | 80 | strike at the mills of the American Woolen Co., at Lawrence, 
——- i Y" 1P* I SOMass., disclosed a shocking condition of the laborers in that 
Cost per yard of cloth made in United highly protected industry. It was shown that that company 
Dill of foe ay oan doe paid $6 to $10 a week to its weavers: paid on an average only 
pa ae saleaie and alpaca....cents..| 78.2] 37.0 | 33.7 | 39.0| 45.0| 31.2] 39.7] about $6 a week to more than 20,000 laborers; and paid as low 
Cost of mapertet eee under the va as $3 to $4 a week to children employees 15 and 16 years of age 
Underwood bill paying a duty of 4 £ eharg 7 raters ewhie wep dlemante « i ills 
per cont ad VEMUEER <o-c---<0, y onts..| 69.0 | 31.6 | 29.4 | 34.1| 40.21 27.31 35.5 ind charged them for the water whi h they drank at the mills. 
Advantage to importer over United Miss Margaret Sanger, a trained nurse, testified before the 
States manufacturer.......per cent..} 11.8 | 14.6} 12.8 | 12.6} 10.7} 12.5} 10.6] committee that during the strike in February, 1912, she took 
Cost of cloths made in United States | some of the children of the families of the strikers to New 
under free raw mohair and alpaca, York to be cared for there, 119 one day and 92 a week later. 
Cisaceneiieineinntovess spbsieinntins 74.8 | 35.3 | 31.6 | 37.5 | 42.8] 30.0| 37.1] She said: 
Cut Sa cae & ie oe | The condition of those children was the most horrible that I have 
; ; 5 | 28.41 33. 8.8 | 26. 3 | ever seen. 
sd muna cons’ Gonna ar : — ie oe of Re 119 children 4 of them had underwear on, and it was 
hada 2 - the most bitter weather; we had to run all the way from the hall to 
States manufacturer....... percent...) 11.0} 13.6) 10.1 me} BS) Be =f the station in order to keep warm—and only 4 had underwear. 
Cost of imported cloths paying 50 per | Mr. Foster asked her— 
cent duty ad valorem........ cents..| 73.9 | 33.9 | 31.4 | 36.5 | 43.0 | 29.2] 38.0 H I the 4 tials 
Cost of imported cloths paying 55 per ow about the outer clothing? 
cent duty ad valorem........ cents. .| 76.3 34.9 | 32.5 | 37.7 | 44.4] 30.1] 39.2 Miss Sanger replied : 
Cost of imported cloths paying 60 per a fs ‘ = 
cent duty ad valorem........ cents..} 78.7 | 36.0 | 33.4 | 38.9 | 45.8 | 31.0] 40.5 It was about in rags; their coats were eaten off as though they were 
Percentage of duties paid on imported simply worn to shreds. 


cloths under the Payne-Aldrich bill, 
POT COME, . cccceccccecccccccececscces rarer 77.8 | 88.8] 80.0 


| 


JoserH Benn & Sons (INC.), 
By HagrRIsOoN BENN. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. J. I. NoLan.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. J. I. 
NoLaNn] is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. J. I. NOLAN. Mr. Chairman, the night before last I 
submitted to the House a petition, containing 409 letters from 
citizens of California, protesting against the reduction of the 
rate on sugar. It was not my intention to have those letters 
printed in the Recorp. Through a mistake the petition was 
handed to the Recorp clerk instead of being dropped into the 
petition basket. 

Previously [I had filed a similar petition containing 1,941 
names, and they covered only 10 lines in the Recorp. I have a 
facsimile of the petition that I filed with these 409 letters. I 
intended to take up in the Recorp only the same number of 
lines and not to have printed the 409 letters in full. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I do not want to burden 
the Recorp of this House with letters that are not necessary to 
facilitate the business pending before the House. I do not want 
to prove burdensome, and I do not want to prove expensive. 
And when the time comes I want to ask permission of the House 
to have the mistake corrected and all these letters stricken out 
of the permanent Recorp of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Brockson.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Delaware [Mr. 
Brockson] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. BROCKSON. Mr. Chairman, the woolen industry, now 
under consideration, has forcefully demonstrated the insuffi- 
ciency and injustice of a protective tariff. The manufactured 
woolen goods are now protected by a high tariff, averaging 
about 90 per cent ad valorem. The prices of woolen goods are 
high, yet the employees of the woolen manufacturers are among 
the lowest paid workmen in all the industries in this country. 

The Tariff Board of 1911 investigated the wages of 30,454 
workmen, other than weavers, in woolen mills in the United 
States and reported that of these wage earners 3,482, or 11.4 
per cent of the total number, were paid less than 10 cents an 
hour; 6,153, or 20.2 per cent, were paid from 10 to 11.99 cents 
an hour; and 6,007, or 19.7 per cent, were paid from 12 to 13 
cents an hour, showing that more than one-half of that total 
number of workmen were paid not more than 13 cents an hour, 
while many of them received less than 10 cents an hour. The 
board also reported that in the investigation of the wages of 
5,182 weavers weaving woolen and worsted goods in the United 
States it was found that these weavers were paid from 10 to 
35 cents an hour. Of that total number of weavers only 42 
were paid more than 30 cents an hour, and more than one-half 
of them were paid from 10 to 20 cents an hour. The same 
board’s report as to the country of birth of the employees work- 
ing in woolen and worsted mills in this country states that— 
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In the establishments investigated, 12,799, or 36.5 per cent of the 


total number of persons employed, were born in the United States and 





She also said: 
They were very much emaciated; every child there showed the 


effects of malnutrition 


The report of the ivvestigating committee that shows this 
pauperized condition of the wage earners of the American 


Woolen Co. also shows that that company made a profit of 12 
per cent on a capital of $1,744,169,234 in 1905. 


Certainly no man will contend that these employees of the 
American Woolen Co. received a share of the protection which 
was given that company on the goods manufactured by it. No 
one can gainsay that that company has kept down wages by 


employing foreign-born laborers. It appears that 65 per cent 
of all its employees were foreign born. 


Much has been said in the debates here during the last few 
days about protection for the benefit of the laborers of this 
country. Some gentlemen on the other side of this House still 
seem to contend that protective-tariff laws insure prosperity to 
our wage earners. The investigations which I have mentioned, 
as well as other investigations, have fully shown the fallacy 
of such argument. 

A protective tariff protects the favored manufacturer, but 
does not protect the laborer who toils in the factory. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] The laborer is left to sell his labor in 
the open market and meet the competition of the laborers of the 
world. [Applause on the Democratic side.] By a protective- 
tariff law the Government empowers and permits the manufac- 
turers to collect large sums of money from the consumers to aug- 
ment the private fortunes of such manufacturers and trusts 
them to be generous and just to the laborers they employ. 
Under such laws the manufacturers obtain for themselves «all 
they can get and pay to their laborers as little as condition 
will permit. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

When these beneficiaries are asking for a continuation of a 
high protective tariff upon their product they display gre: 
concern about maintaining a high standard of wages for Amer 
ican wage earners, but when they employ their workmen they 
almost invariably employ them at the lowest wages for which 
they can get them regardless of whether they be Americans or 
foreigners. 

I speak of foreigners not disparagingly, but to show that the 
manufacturers employ them because they can get them more 
cheaply than American laborers. And why? ‘The foreigners 
come here often with but little money, and they must take the 
first employment that they can get. 

Further, I do not want to be understood as being opposed to 
the foreigners. To a foreigner who is an agreeable person I 
say, welcome to our shores; but I do object to the manufacturers 
of this country obtaining protection for the benefit of labor and 
then not giving the full benefit or share to the laborers of this 
country, but encourage foreigners to come here to work at a 
low rate of wages. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The employees of the cotton mills of this country also receive 
very low wages. The census of manufactures for 1905 shows 
that 310,458 cotton-mill operatives earned $94,377,696, an aver- 
age of $304 a year, or less than $6 a week for each person. 

The wage earners in these and other highly protected indus 
tries receive lower wages than are paid to the wage earners in 
the unprotected industries of this country. 
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The Senate committee on wages and prices gives the wages 
per hour paid in 1910 in building trades in the principal cities 
of the United States and in other unprotected industries, as 
follows: 





| 

Highest. | Lowest. 

Cents. Cents. 

ON 6cs cn ctens doit wndéudetedemdeirdsbabebedants 874 60 
a a lll IN eG ROENGRENE TIEE ES E 874 45 
tri PE IL. ns sondcenssds euabencbsnsmeandaees 65 35 

Orr f l-iror Ps dtitctbvesrsbbebess -bsbenttindee ot 624 40 
PI WGI d; asc ahaar uses eb adiies a e 874 50 
I WR. cntvcnresmadwernesnesbodebanwia € 50 
PRMD « cas cxsicaeics eee taees 81} 43% 
I TIN wo dhe cate ee, ee ee | 814 374 
COIS. 6:0 tad scdiinhé endiin dices mikey andes debe } 624 424 
i WE © <2... c. cemeeepeabkAceaaienre ee eaenrdaanainaniit 60 374 
Bheet-metal workers ...........-csccccseeceessecee es} 374 
Elects 68} 374 


The Department of Commerce and Labor gives the following 
wages per hour in the United States, in 1907, for males: 
PRINTING NEWSPAPERS. 


Compositors al ri A $0. 5296 
ITSO UO a ee . 5791 
Pressmen nsinstthdinieaep anancinaiagsstivintetnawiiiapiadiialitcs tdi ilasiniadaindenaiinaniltednat - 4558 
Stereotypers cathe aitninnitbiiaiess alata eaiatatel - 4905 


SHIPBUILDING, 


2 = > aa ein ced eet eeeaeaaiiinn . 3063 
SN SII a scx. sel.cnsacinessohsnrcpetitanseans llsenintitaiemeapiasidetiasaega diaaeiiietiiaeiactie tniereceiiaaad . 2956 
CS, PUNO «. «..nccccinacintinacksnttbbanintemesimiduiinslstiaiesesnindieiipsssedindabeniadl . 3656 
litter sitesi deiaaat lenient al taal icici tac aia . 2814 
Riegers sess actaile ieinatteaaiiaeesiiestietdsiee incite aasiitemninamanantiaiian aiutiaiialiiin . 2458 
Riveters ° 


= 3072 
The labor organizations have done more to maintain and in- 
crease the wages of the American workingmen and to improve 
their conditions than have the protective-tariff laws. 

Mr. Taft, when he was a candidate for President in 1908, in 
a speech at East Liverpool, Ohio, said: 

I sympathize with the men that by manual labor are building up this 
country, aad to say that I am opposed to their organizations and trades- 
unions 1s to say what is utterly false, for I have studied the question. 
I have had to study it as a judge. I have had to study it as an executive 


officer discharging duties affecting labor and labor organizations, and I 
am strongly in favor of them. I belleve they have done a great serv- 


ice to labor in elevating its wages, in enabling them to meet capital on 
a level and secure justice for them, in enabling them to apply to Con- 
gress and State legislatures and secure legislation in their behalf, and 
I think it would be a sorry day for this country if labor organizations 
were not encouraged. 

The protective-tariff laws not only fail to insure good wages 
for the wage earners, but impose unjust burdens upon the con- 
suming masses. Such laws are unjust because they discriminate 
between different classes of citizens. Many are required to pay 
a tariff tax without receiving any benefits whatever under the 
tariff laws. 

Under the laws now in force the farmers of my State are 
required to pay a tariff tax on nearly everything they purchase 
and sell their produce at prices fixed in the open markets of the 
world, without receiving any benefit from the tariff. These 
farmers must pay a tariff tax on their clothing, their household 
goods, the lumber for their houses, the wire for their fences, 
their carriages, wagons, and all their farming implements. 
When they market their crops of wheat and corn they must sell 
them for prices fixed in the open market, because millions of 
bushels of wheat and corn are exported yearly from this country. 

The bill now pending before the House, if enacted, will reduce 
the tariff taxes to a just revenue basis, and relieve the farmers 
and other consumers of the tax burden which has been placed 
upon them by the existing laws. 

This bill places on the free list agricultural implements— 
plows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, 
agricultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, 
thrashing machines, wagons, and carts, and all other agricultural 
implements, and raw wool; and reduces yarn, from 79.44 per 
cent to 20 per cent: blankets, from 72.69 per cent to 25 per 
cent; flannels, from 93.29 per cent to 25 and 35 per cent, accord- 
ing to value; dress goods, from 99.70 per cent to 35 per cent; 
clothing, from 79.56 per cent to 35 per cent; webbings, and so 
forth, from 82.07 per cent to 35 per cent; and carpets from rates 
ranging from 50 per cent to 88 per cent to rates ranging from 
20 per cent to 50 per cent, and makes material reductions on 
other necessaries of life. 

I fully approve the principle of the Democratic Party that 
the Government has no right to impose or collect tariff duties 
except for the purposes of revenue to pay the necessary ex- 
penses of the Government. I agree that much of the revenue 
needed by the Government should be collected by tariff duties 
upon imports. 

It is surprising to hear gentlemen on the other side of this 
House speak of the pending bill as a free-trade measure, when 








the bill provides for an average duty of 29 per cent ad valorem. 
The Democratic Party does not favor free trade, but stands for 
a low tariff, properly adjusted upon a revenue basis. This 
country prospered under low-tariff laws before the Civil War. 
The duties were raised and lowered at different times, but at 
no time did the Democratie Party or any other party attempt to 
put the country on a free-trade basis. 

The Walker tariff of 1846, with an average duty of about 243 
per cent ad valorem, continued in force to the satisfaction of 
the people for a period of 11 years, a longer period than any 
other tariff law has remained in force without agitation for a 
change. 

Hon. James G. Blaine, in his book Twenty Years of Congress, 
said: 

The principles embodied in the tariff of 1846 seemed for the time 
to be so entirely vindicated and approved that resistance to it ceased, 
not only among the people but among the protective economists, and 
even among the manufacturers to a large extent. So general was this 
acquiescence that in 1856 a protective tariff was not suggested or even 
hinted by any one of the three parties which presented presidential 
candidates, 

The needs for revenue during the Civil War caused the 
duties on imports to be raised. Since then various changes 
have been made in our tariff laws, but the duties have been 
kept high. For several years the people have been demanding 
a reduction in the tariff. The Republicans failed to comply 
with that demand. Last fall the people elected the Democrats 
to reduce the tariff and make other reforms, By the enactment 
of the pending bill the tariff will be properly reduced, the con- 
suming masses will be relieved of the unjust tax burden now 
imposed upon them, and ‘business will be placed upon a natura 
and permanent basis. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Chairman, it is a most important and 
significant fact that in the course of this long debate no man 
1as appeared here to represent the interests of the wool manu- 
facturer or the great American Woolen Co. They say they 
oppose tariff reduction because it will injure the laboring 
man. The plea of defending others is a subterfuge as old as 
history, used to divert attention from that which can not be 
openly defended. Every man who has enslaved another man 
has enslaved him under the claim that it was for the benefit 
of the enslaved. Every nation that has conquered and subju- 
gated a defenseless people has conquered them under the claiim 
that it was to better the condition of the subjugated. Every 
burden that has been heaped upon the masses of the people 
for the benefit of the few has been heaped upon them under 
the claim that it was for the benefit of the many. This plea 
of defending labor is only a repetition in history—the defense 
of monopoly, extortion, and the invasion of human rights. 

Mr. Chairman, there is and can be no justification for the 
policy of high protection, especially so far as the same affects 
the vital necessaries of life. There is and can be no justifica- 
tion for increasing the cost of necessaries, and rendering them 
more difficult for the people to obtain, for private benefit. 
There is and can be no justification for taxing the necessarics 
of life consumed by one man for the special benefit of another 
man. There is and can be no justification for taxing the vit 
necessaries of life to make a so-called reasonable profit, or to 
make any profit, other than the fair and reasonable cost of 
their production, because necessaries are a part of the earth 
which man takes along with the right of habitation, and you 
have no more right to restrict their use to the people than you 
have to set a limit upon the right of man to live. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

There was a time when the individual man was more inde- 
pendent for the necessaries of life than he is to-day. There 
was a time when every man produced with his own hand, or 
under his own roof, or within his own control a supply of all 
or the greater part of his needs. But the increasing popula- 
tion of the earth and industrial change have compelled him to 
specialize, to cease general production for himself, and either 
to produce along one single line and depend upon others for a 
part of his necessaries, or to work for wages and depend upor 
others for all of his necessaries. This absolute dependency of 
one man upon another man for the vital necessaries of life 
has brought a new problem before society, and has enjoined a 
new duty upon government—the duty of protecting necessaries 
from private monopoly and of holding them free from increas- 
ing cost for the use of all the people. The right to live is not 
more vital than the right to enjoy the necessaries of life. The 
fruits and products of the earth are as essential to man as the 
right of existence itself. To suffer the hands of private 
monopoly upon necessaries, under the shelter of a high pro- 
tective tariff, to increase their cost and render them more 
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human welfare, but it is a restriction upon the very right to 
live. . 

The common articles of food, and clothing and fuel, and ma- 
terials for shelter are among such necessaries. They are the 
natural inheritance of man, and the people are entitled to enjoy 
their use and comforts free from the burdens of private mo- 
nopoly, and at the least cost consistent with production. 

I deny the principle of high protection, as the same affects 
the vital necessaries of life. I deny the right to increase the 
cost of necessaries and render them more difficult to obtain for 
private benefit. I deny the right to tax the necessaries con- 
sumed by one man for the special benefit of another man. 
[Applause.] I deny the right to tax the vital necessaries of life 
to make so-called reasonable profits for the benefit of any indi- 
vidual or any private interest; I deny that governments are 
instituted among men to extort profits from the necessaries 
required for human existence. I deny the right to maintain a 
system of tariff taxation under which the cost of the vital 
necessaries of life have been raised so high to the laboring man 
that he can no longer with his own hands and his labor support a 
family, but must drive his children out of the cradle into the 
factories and into the sweatshops to earn their own living and 
burden society with the curse of child labor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from New Mexico [Mr. Frrcusson]. 

Mr. FERGUSSON. Mr. Chairman, I am in the category of 
some other Democratic Members of this Congress who worked 
and voted in the Democratic caucus for a tariff on wool. I 
represent a large woolgrowing State, and I have labored for a 
tariff on wool for two reasons. 

In the first place, the revenue necessary to run this Govern- 
ment, which must be raised by the Democrats now that they are 
charged with the duty of carrying on the Government, is very 
large, something like one thousand million dollars a year, and 
this vast sum will never be less, but will increase year by year, 
and it must be raised mainly by a tariff on imports, according 
to the traditional Democratic policy. Wool has always been a 
large revenue producer and always will be, as it is a world com- 
modity and universally in demand. In the second place, I be- 
lieve that the tariff for revenue should be equitably adjusted with 
reference to all revenue-producing commodities, and also with 
reference to all sections of our country, so that any incidental 
benefit that may flow from such revenue tariff may be fairly 
distributed. New Mexico, being a large producer of wool, and 
many of my constituents fearing that the placing of wool on the 
free list may injure this industry of our State, I know it is my 
duty to represent their interests in this matter. But, notwith- 
standing my belief that in this first reduction of the tariff it 
would have been better for the industry in my State and more 
in accordance with the wishes of my constituents to leave a 
tariff of 20 per cent ad valorem on wool, I am going to vote for 
this bill, which places wool on the free list. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] The reasons which compel me to so yote I 
shall now briefly state. 

The tariff is being revised this year, not as last year by a 
separate bill for each schedule, but by a single bill, including all 
schedules or subjects in one bill, and therefore to vote against 
the bill would be to vote against the cherished political prin- 
ciples of a lifetime. It would be to vote against the graduated 
income-tax measure in this bill, the fairest and most just tax 
ever invented, by which the heaviest burden of taxation shall 
be borne by the greatest beneficiaries of our heretofore partial 
Government, under which enormous fortunes have been accumu- 
lated in private hands, and which great fortunes will be pro- 
tected by our Government for the future, no matter how un- 
justly acquired, under the unquestioned constitutional provision 
that sacredly guards the rights of property as well as of person. 
Those without wealth have borne the burden of taxation here- 
tofore; hereafter let those who have escaped taxation, who have 
even got the lion’s share of taxes extorted from the poor, os- 
tensibly for revenue purposes, pay the taxes in proportion to 
the wealth they hold but have not earned. Further, to vote 
against this tariff bill is to vote to continue in force the infamous 
Payne-Aldrich tariff, which Democrats and Progressives alike 
are pledged to wipe off the statute books; for the repeal of 
which the Democrats and Progressives cast, in round numbers, 
7,000,000 out of a total of 10,000,000 votes in the last election. 

To vote against this bill is to vote to continue the rule of 
this country by private monopoly—by those “malefactors of 
great wealth” who have by the insidious power of wealth, of 
wealth unpatriotic, insatiable, and cruel, perverted our benefi- 
cent system of representative government into a government 
representative only of their private interests and desires. 


dificult for the people to obtain is not only a restraint a 
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To vote against this bill is to vote against the interests 
own State in this: It is to vote to continue unde “l 
unimpeded in the exercise of its selfish power, the wo 
oly, which has destroyed the effect of the ” 
cents per pound on raw wool. This is proven by the und 
fact that since the tariff of 11 cents per pound on \ 
enacted wool has sold at about the same price in the I 
market, in free-trade England, as in protected Unit 
This pregnant, most instructive fact can be account 
no other way than that the Wool Trust (and remember th 
there is no other object in forming a trust than to 
monopoly) has the power, since it is the sole purchaser 
wool in this country, to beat down the price of its raw mate 
for its own advantage; and since it is the only seller of n 
factured woolen goods in this country, protected by a high t 
it also has the power to demand extortionate prices fo 
woolen goods. This artificial system has destroyed the efi 
ness of the tariff of 11 cents on raw wool, and every 
grower is interested:in destroying the Wool Trust. 

I have the hope, almost amounting to absolute belief, that { 
wool will be better for my State and for woolgrowers e 
where in our country than present conditions under the 


of the private monopoly in wool. Remember the case of 

The cattle industry was alarmed some years ago when t! 
tariff on hides was removed. But since hides were placed on 
the free list they have sold at a higher price than when they 
were “ protected.” Hides and leather are a world commodity, 


subject to the world demand, because they are a world-wi 
necessity. Wool is also a world commodity and a necessity to 
all of mankind, and in universal and constantly growing « 
mand. It is at least probable that wool, like hides, unshackled 
from the artificial manipulation of the wool monopoly, itself 
shielded by an outrageous tariff wall, will sell even higher than 
it has heretofore sold under artificial restrictions. The condi- 
tions can be no worse for the wool-raising industry than they 
now are under conditions which have caused it to be selling no 
higher here than in free-trade England. Stripped of extran 
causes, if the theory of protection is sound, wool should now be 
selling for 11 cents per pound more than in England. Free wool 
can not be any worse than that, whatever the cause. Furth 
more, I am in accord with this bill because all of my life I have 
been fighting by the side of those Democrats who believe it is 
wrong to maintain by law special privileges in this free Gov 
ernment. Under the sway of the trusts we have seen such 
anomalies as this: While Mr. Carnegie was making his $500,- 
000,000 in a short lifetime, we have seen his workingmen 
almost shot down in strikes in an effort to get a part of the loot 
of protection. We have seen in a later day the inhumanity 
that caused the strike at Lawrence. I attended the hearings 
about that strike. Here in free America, a trust magnate in 
charge of those mills at Lawrence, reputed, I have heard some 
say, to be worth $100,000,000—nobody denying that he is worth 
tens of millions of dollars, the head of the Wool Trust—we 
have seen little boys and girls working in those mills because 
the father, with five or six children, gets such meager waves 
that he is compelled to take his 10 or 12 year old son or daughier 
out of school and put them to work. They conducted that 
strike under awful conditions. They said to this magnate that 
the price of their meat and bread and necessary clothing had 
doubled under the sway of the special interests. They went 
bumbly and asked for a raise of wages and they were denied, 
and the strike came. 

Mr. CAMPBELL rose. 

Mr. FERGUSSON. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield. I do 


not want to be discourteous, but I have something to say and 
only a short time. The whole movement that has united the 
Democratic Party all over this country, which has split the 
Republican Party in half—and from my standpoint the best 


half of it is now disputing with the Democrats for a stand on 
the platform for the people—compels me to vote for this bil! 


Not to vote for it I should have to deny all of the teachings of 
my youth and my whole study of public questions since I be 
came a man and all that I have been trying to do in a humble 


way since I have been in public life. I shall therefore vote for 
this bill not, as it is flippantly charged on the other side, b 
cause I am gagged by a caucus. I shall not vote for it for t) 


reason. I vote for it as a free man, untrammeled, because I by 

lieve it will be no worse under free wool for the growers of 
wool in my State than it is when the benefit of 11 cents a pound 
on wool is denied them through the power and domination of a 
monopoly. I vote for it, also, upon the broad ground that the 


great movement of the people, the great rebellion in this coun 
try, using that term in a political sense, against the cruel domi 
nation of special interests is such that I would belie every im 
pulse of my nature if I did not do so, Being in accord with 





[036 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





May 3. 





this new Democratic administration, which represents not only 
the Democratic Party, but also half of the Republican Party, 
nd, to my mind, the patriotic half of it, I would be recreant to 
every sense of right if I did not vote for the bill. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Iilinois that I have agreed to yield five minutes to a 
centleman who is not now in the Chamber. If he comes in I 
will yield to him, but if he does not there will be but one other 
speech upon this side of the House. 

Mr. MANN. I yield six minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BRowNING]. 


Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I am receiving a great 
number of protests from manufacturers of my district and 
State against the passage of this bill. They fear its results, 


d, in my opinion, there is just cause for this fear. In my 
home city of Camden, N. J., we have several manufacturers 
of worsted and woolen yarns, and I am in receipt of a let- 
ter from one of the largest of these concerns advising me 
of the activities of English manufacturers who are watching 
the progress of this tariff bill, and inclosing a letter which 
they have received from a firm of brokers in Bradford, Eng- 
land. My correspondent says this letters speaks for itself, and 
that it is very clear as to the effect the Underwood bill will 
have upon the sale of merchandise by American manufacturers. 
I wish to place in the Recorp the contents of this English firm’s 
letter in full: 

BRADFORD, April 22, 1913. 
Messrs. B. F. Borer & Co., Camden, N. J. 

GENTLEMEN: In view of impending modifications of the present 
American tariff for wools, ete., we take the liberty of submitting to 
you samples of a few of our regular makes of noils, etc., which we 
recommend to your kind consideration. 

Naturally, we are aware that the revised tariff is not yet an accom- 
plished fact, but we wish to be prepared for any eventuality, and in 
the event of our anticipation being realized we trust to be favored 
with your esteemed commands. 

Meanwhile we should be glad if you would carefully keep our offers 
before you, as we propose to keep you regularly posted with revised 
price lists. 

Our yarn department would be pleased to attend to any yarn in- 
quiries. 

We are, gentlemen, 


Yours, very respectfully, JOHNSTON & FARIE. 


Accompanying this letter is the following price list: 
Pence per pound. 





. Brown (code word) botany noils, regular make_...._--. ~~ 17% 
3. Bean (code word) botany noils, regular make... ~~ ~~~ 173 
. Bold (code word) botany noils, regular make__-_--_----_ 17 

5. Bowl (code word) botany noils, regular make___.___-----~ 18 
. Bright (code word) botany noils, regular make_____--__--~ 19 
. Build (code word) carbonized burrs, regular make___.___~ 143 
3. Brake (code word) camel hair noils, reguiar make... _- 29% 
. Britch (code word) camel hair noils, regular make_______- 293 


I’. o. b. Liverpool. 14 per cent discount 30 days date of bill of 
lading. In presspacked bales, about 5/600 pounds per bale, Weights 
as per conditioning-house certificate. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire also to call the attention of the House 
to a statement made to me about one year ago, when the wool 
schedule was being considered. Mr. Boyer said, “ Mr. Brown- 
ING, I wish you people would pass whatever tariff bill is to be 
passed, so that we may adjust our business thereto; ”’ he added, 
‘‘and we can adjust our business to any tariff you may make.” 
I asked him how this could be done, and his reply was, “If you 
reduce the tariff on wool and wool products and we are com- 
pelled to compete with the foreign manufacturer, our employees 
will have to accept the foreign wage or else we shall be com- 
pelled to close our mill.” He then added, “ Why, Mr. Brown- 
ING, do you know that we made more money during the Cleve- 
land hard times than we ever made in our lives?” I was much 
surprised at this statement, as I knew their mill was closed 
during that period, and I asked him how he made the money, 
and he said, “‘ Why, we bought the finished product from abroad 
and sold it here.” He said further, “ Our mill was closed and I 
did not have between four and five hundred working for me. as 
I have at the present time.” 

I also hold in my hand a letter from Eavenson & Levering, a 
firm of wool scourers, carbonizers, and combers, of Camden, 
N. J., and as this communication is quite lengthy I shall not 
attempt to publish all of it in the Recorp, but will quote two 
paragraphs: 

We have carefully considered the portion of the bill relating to our 
industry, and look upon its passage with very great fear. 

We carbonize a considerable proportion of all the noils produced 
in this country, and while we find the Underwood bill recognizes the 
comber, the spinner, the weaver, and so on, it distinctly discriminates 
against the carbonizer by ae carbonized wool and noils on the free 
list. On this basis we are surely in for it. 

Mr. Chairman, I think further comments are unnecessary. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield four minutes to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. KInKAID]. 





Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I regret that I 
do not see the gentleman from Texas |Mr. GARNER], Wy es- 
teemed friend, in the House, for I feel that I would like to 
shake hands with him cordially upon his proposition that the 
sheep is as good as the goat—concerning which the provisions 
of the schedule raise a doubt—and that while a Democratic 
member of the Ways and Means Committee formulating the 
bill he was individually consistent in that he favored an equiva- 
lent duty on wool to that accorded to goat hair. It was the 
committee as a whole that so discriminated. But I do contend 
that the benefits of protection should be equally distributed, 
equitably divided between our productions. Certainly the sheep 
should not be displaced by the goat. I favor both. I do not 
sainsay the consistency or the propriety of the gentleman in 
standing up for the industries of his own district. If a Member 
will not look out for the interests of the district which he has 
the honor to represent who will or should do so? 

Mr. Chairman, on the wool schedule, which has been ably 
discussed, I desire to say I am not an expert. I appreciate it 
is one of the most intricate of any of the schedules contained 
in the bill, and I have not risen for the express purpose of 
expressing myself in regard to the schedule. Speaking gen- 
erally or broadsides with reference to the whole Underwood re- 
vision, I am for what emanates from the side of protection 
rather than from the Democratic side, because I favor the 
policy of protection. I believe firmly in its virtues, and that 
is one reason that I am here to represent my district. 

I favor Republican revision, Mr. Chairman, rather than Dem- 
ocratic revision, because Republican revision is intended to 
conserve the beneficence of the policy of protection. Democratic 
revision does not pretend to conserve the policy of protection, 
but it is avowedly against and antagonistic to it. How can you 
expect the enemies to the policy of protection to conserve the 
policy? Protectionists seek to regulate rates, adjust rates in 
accordance with the changes in conditions which are constantly 
going on, while conserving the policy of protection. Now, I 
grant that the Democratic Party is perfectly consistent and 
logical in opposing a tariff board. For what-use or utility is a 
tariff board without tariff? ‘There can be no necessity for a 
tariff board when free trade is the goal. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not contend that this bill as a whole 
provides for free trade. We all know it is very much of a mix- 
ture; but the policy and purpose evinced by its provisions, 
considered in connection with party declarations, show free 


| trade to be the ultimate. 


Mr. Chairman, what of the new proposition of the majority 
party for competitive tariff? Competition, fair and legitimate, 
is what protectionists seek, and it is what the policy of protec- 
tion scientifically regulated secures. It was protection adopted 
by our young Republic that produced defensive competition in 
our home markets against monopolistic prices placed on foreign 
manufactures. With further development it successfully re- 
sisted the “dumping policy” of British manufacturers intended 
to destroy our home industries. With yet further development 
it has secured domestic competition. 

Mr. Chairman, what sort of competition does free trade 
bring? It strikes me the Democratic Party in its legislative 
aspirations has become too big for our home country. It would 
seem that the party has become very altruistic and aspires to 
extend the benefits of its legislation to foreign countries upon 
equal or better terms than are to be enjoyed by our home pro- 
ducers in our home market. 

Who of its advocates pretends that free trade is for the 
benefit of the home producer? Not one will so contend. On the 
contrary, it is avowedly against the prices of home products, 
claimed to be too high. The admitted purpose of free trade is 
to permit unrestricted competition of foreign products in our 
own markets, to the end that prices to consumers be reduced, to 
the benefit of foreign production, with a corresponding loss to 
home producers. 

Mr, Chairman, protectionists stand for the home producer as 
well as for the consumer; the policy favors the people who do 
things as well as the consuming public. I am frank to say, 
however, that I regard a distinct classification of producers and 
consumers as wholly impracticable. My judgment is that in 
our industrious country it is only a small percentage of adults 
that are not producers. 

Mr. Chairman, I contend that the competition brought by 
unrestricted trade of foreigners in our home market is one- 
sided and illegitimate. It is perfectly clear that to permit the 


productions of foreign countries to come into free competition 
in our home market with home productions gives to foreign 
countries the advantage; it gives the foreign producer the 
advantage because of the much smaller cost of production in 
his than in our country. Therefore American producers, with 
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free trade, are not allowed to participate in their own home 
markets on equal terms with the foreign producer. 

Mr. Chairman, it essentially Zollows that the Democratic 
Party regards the difference of the cost in production abroad and 
at home as an immaterial consideration. Inctead of making 
advantages equal merely, they would make them unequal by 
abolishing tari’, the equalizer, and thus give the productions of 
cheap-labor countries the advantage in our home market. Pro- 
tectionists would by rates of duties imposed make up the differ- 
ence in the cost of production and thereby secure equal advan- 
tage, at least to the home producer, and thus preserve the higher 
standards of wages and living at home than abroad. Free trade, 
on the other hand, would reduce our standaras of wages and 
living to the impoverishing low level prevalent with some of our 
foreign competitors. 

Mr. Chairman, I make no apology for advocating, if it may be 
so called, “artificial” means, by the imposition of duties on 
foreign products for the preservation of our higher standards 
of wages and living. I regard this as the province of construc- 
tive and patriotic statesmanship. And what is free trade? It is 
a mere negative. It is not a constructive device. It is against 
constructiveness. As applied by this bill, its effect, in some 
instances, must be to wholly destroy domestic competition in 
the home market with foreign productions, resulting in monopoly 
for the foreign producer. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, it would seem 
the Democratic Party has forsaken the fireside adage, “ Charity 
should begin at home.” I avow my belief in the doctrine of the 
Scripture that “ He who does not provide for his own household 
is worse than an infidel,” and I would have this apply to the 
Nation the same as to the family. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield four minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Switzer]. 

Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, the Members on this side are 
admonished by the gentleman from New York after the passage 
of this bill not to go back to their home districts and attempt 
to scare the farmer. I desire to assure him that no one on this 
side of the House has any such intention, and I am satisfied 
that if my Democratic colleagues from the wool districts of the 
State of Ohio should vote for this bill that they will soon after- 
wards become so scared and afraid that they will not want to 
go back to Ohio. [Applause on the Republican side.] I did 
not rise to engage in the discussion of the woolen schedule 
except as to one feature. The discussion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania during the general debate and his detailed ex- 
planation of the working of that protective piece of legislation 
known as the dumping clause left within me the hope that when 
I went back home after this bill was passed that the shoe 
manufacturers of my district would at least have some protec- 
tion and that the woolgrowers of my district would have some 
protection. But, subsequently, I have had an interpretation of 
this dumping clause given from a good Democrat upon the 
other side, the able gentleman from the State of Georgia, who, 
in order to avoid the foree and the great weight of the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan to show that taking the 
duty off sugar would not make it any cheaper to the consumers, 
said this day before yesterday. This is from the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. HarpwicKk]: 


The antidumping clause will have no effect whatever on the sugar 
situation, for the simple reason that if the gentleman will read the 
a clause carefully he will find that it applies only to a com- 
modity upon which a duty is established, and it applies to no commodity 
that is on the free list, and so far as free sugar is concerned it could 
have no effect. 


That is the sticking point, gentlemen. Why have you under- 
taken to add further protection to these unconstitutional and 
tax-sustained industries? Many of these industries could not 
operate except for the tax you have in this bill, and now you 
propose to aid them further by this additional protection, but 
the shoe industry in my district, boots and shoes are put on 
the free list. Where does the woolgrower come in if this is the 
correct interpretation of the law? When I first looked at the 
act I did not think it warranted such a construction, but the 
more I read it the more I am satisfied that the gentleman from 
Georgia is right. Now, it seems to me that if you want to 
treat these people right, in all fairness you ought to have pre- 
pared another dumping clause which would cover the shoe 
industry, the woolen industry, the potato industry, and the 
products of the agriculturists of this country. Wool, potatoes, 
and shoes are on the free list, and according to the construction 
placed on the “ dumping-clause” section by the gentleman from 
Georgia, they are not afforded any protection thereunder. 

Why, just take it in the case of the woolen industry. You 
have taken from the woolgrower of my district the protection 
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on his wool, and you have given it to the manufacturer of 
East, affording him that additional protection, and now i 
propose to aid him further with this dumping clause [Ay 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

You further protect the cotton factories of North Carolina, | 
you afford no proteetion to the shoe factory in my district, | 
cause shoes are on the free list. 

You further protect rice by this “dumping clause,” b 
rice is a tax-sustained industry; but wool, which will be 1 
a legitimate industry by the pending measure, if enacted 
law, by being left untaxed, will have no protection. 

The “dumping clause” of your act only protects articles on 
the dutiable list. and, according to Democratic interpretation 
it affords no relief to the makers of shoes and growers of \ 
and many other agricultural products carried on the free lis! 
It matters not to the framers of the pending measure how 
many million bushels of potatces may be dumped into the 
American markets from Nova Scotia or Germany, at a price 
much lower than that in the market of the courtry from which 
they are exported, and in this unfair way rob our potato raise 
of their home market. 

It matters not to these gentlemen how much wool or how 
many shoes may be dumped into our country at a price be! 
that prevailing in the country from which they are exported, | 
when it comes to cotton fabrics and woolen goods and the lar 
part of the products of the factory, many of which are alread 
protected by the duties carried in the dutiable list, we find 
them additionally protected by this “dumping clause” which 
prevents the foreigner unloading large quantities of these a 
ticles onto us at a price lower than the prevailing price in t! 





r- 
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country from which they come. I do not believe this is fair 
to our shoe manufacturers, our woolgrowers, and farmers, and 
at the proper time I will offer an amendment providi n 


“dumping clause” for the protection of their industries. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gent 
Oregon [Mr. Sinnort] five minutes. 
Mr. SINNOTT. Mr.’Chairman, in the amendment which I 


had prepared I inserted a clause requiring all woolen manu 
factures to be put on the free lst. My object in doing that wa 
to accentuate the comparative favoritism shown to the \ len 


manufacturers in the Underwood bill; not that I am willing to 
strike down in retaliation the woolen manufacturer because the 
wool raiser is put upon the free list, but in order to focus the 
attention of the Nation and the people of my district wpon t! 
fact that the woolen manufacturer in the Underwood 
favored to the disadvantage of the wool raiser. 

Mr. Chairman, representatives of the woolen manufactim 
appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means urging fre 
wool. On the other hand, they claim that they will be satisfied 
with the 50 per cent ad valorem duty upon the manufactured 
article. You Lave given them by this bill within 15 per cent of 
what they demanded Yet you have absolutely rejected the 
claims of wool raisers for protection. You have inferentially 
said that the woolen manufacturer is only 15 per cent illegiti 
mate and the wool raiser is 100 per cent il 


evitimate 


Mr. Chairman, the State which I represent, the State of 
Oregon, has been generous with the Democratic Party under the 
Oregon system. I would like to have ti! to say something 
about that system and the fidelity of the Republicans in my 


State to their pledges on statement No. 1—that they would vote 
for the popular choice for United States Senator. Be 


ecnuse ity 


Republicans kept their pledges you now have two Democra i 
the United States Senxte from the State of Oregon, an 
whelming Republican State. [Applause.] 

These two gentlemen, Mr. Chairman, in the last cam gn 


canvassed the great sheep-raising districts of exstern Ore 
They placated and allayed the fears and the ap 
the wool raiser with iteration and reiterati if that plank in 
your platform that no legitimate industry would be injure. 


“ca! , 
renensions < 


Oh, what a sweet-sounding phrase that then was on the great 
And now what has it become? 


sheep ranges of eastern Oregon! 
It was then plain and unambiguous, but now it is so abstru 


so recondite, a veritable Delphic oracle of double meaning when 
interpreted and expounded in the light of the Punic faith of 


the philologists of the Ways and Means Committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e 
Mr. SINNOTT. May I have just another minuie? 
Mr. MANN. I yield one more minute. 
Mr. SINNOTT. If you gentlemen desire to return thess 
tlemen from Oregon to the other side of the Capitol, do ! 


<pired. 


send them back to Oregon with that subterfuge, that excuse, 
“that the great sheep industry of the State of Oregon is not a 


legitimate industry.” Do not force them to tell the people « 
Oregon that the caucus has compelled you to strike down 
sheep industry. 


Mr. Chairman, a dispensation coming from the 
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casuists of the caucus will absolve no one from breaking party 
pledges under the Oregon system. [Applause on the Republican 
side. | 

We hear something about the soldiers in this caucus, about 
what a gallant, heroic fight those gentlemen put up for their 
interests. Their story reminds me of old Jack Falstaff telling 
the story of the battle at Gads Hill. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Idaho [Mr. Frencu]. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, not only in the State of the 
geatieman who has spoken but throughout the country our 
Democratic friends in the last campaign held out hope to the 
people that legitimate industries need not fear any result of 
the election of a Democratic Congress and a Democratic Presi- 
dent. 

The signing of a note carries with it the implication that some 
time the note must be paid. The makiag of an obligation by an 
individual or by a party carries with it a suggestion that some 
time the party must be called upon to say whether or not it will 
meet the obligation in the terms in which it was made. You 
are now confronted with meeting the obligation that you as- 
sumed only a few months ago, when you urged upon the people 
of this country that no legitimate industry need fear the result 
of your action upon the tariff question. 

Already, to-day, some of our Democratic friends are apologiz- 
ing for the action which they know they must take, under the 
mandate of the Democratic caucus, within a few days. Others, 
with more candor and with more frankness, appear to admit 
that the wool industry—and I take it that that includes all the 
industries that are correlated with it—is an industry that is 
not legitimate, and therefore ought to suffer at the hands of the 
party that is now in control. 

You have already heard presented to you this afternoon some 
comparisons touching the cost of labor in the manufacturing 
industries in this country and abroad, as they will be affected 
by the wool schedule. I want very briefly to call attention to 
some of the comparisons that may be made on the part of those 
who are engaged in the growing of wool in this country as con- 
trasted with those who grow wool in foreign countries. 

Take my own State as an illustration—a State that ranks 
third in the production of wool in the United States. There the 
wages paid by the growers of wool are something like from $35 
to $5 and more per month to the individuc! sheep herders. Not 
only that, but an expense for maintenance of something like 
$12.50 to $16 per month must be added. Compare that, if you 
please, with the wages paid for similar lines of work in other 
countries. 

In Great Britain, near to the great mills there, the wages 
that are received by those who care for the sheep are something 
like from $5.25 to $5.50 per week, and they are required to 
“keep” themselves. 

In Australia the wages that are paid to the tenders or 
drivers, as they are called in Australia, instead of being from 
$35 to $50 per month, as in my State, range from something 
like $5 per week to $7.50 and $10 for the more experienced, or 
not much more than 50 per cent of the wages paid in the State 
of Idaho. 

In South America the difference is even worse than in Aus- 
tralia. The wages paid in South America represent something 
like one-third of the wages paid for the same service in the 
United States. 

Go, then, if you please, to continental Europe. Go to that 
section of Europe which is to-day in the throes of war, where 
the people are trying to throw off a bondage that is worse than 
slavery, and you will find people, competing with the American 
woolgrower, receiving from 25 cents to 50 cents per week in 

‘addition to their keep, who, upon the passage of this bill, will 
be put into competition with the laborers working for the 
American producer of wool. 

Now, that is not all. The conditions which our people have 
to meet in the West are different from the conditions in foreign 
countries in other respects. The gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Harrison] seemed to eliminate from consideration the 
production of wool by the farmers of Ohio and the other Hast- 
ern States, taking it for granted in his remarks that the sections 
of country that have the wide expanse of desert lands will be 
the only sections within the United States that can or ought 
to produce wool. Therefore, if the conditions are hard and 
will be intolerable in those States, how much more intolerable, 
according to his own argument, must they be in sections of the 
country where sheep are produced upon lands that are incapable 
of intensive cultivation, 





But I do not intend to dwell upon comparison in cost of pro- 
duction within the various States within our own country. 

If the producer of the West has some advangtage over the 
producers of States like Michigan and Ohio from the standpoint 
of range, the producer of these older States has an advantage 
possible from the quality of the wool that he may be able to 
sell. These advantages or disadvantages must necessarily be 
taken care of by the ordinary laws of competition in the mar- 
kets of our country. 

I said, however, that there were disadvantages with which 
the producer in our own country is compelled to contend that 
are not met with by the producers of wool in some of the chief 
competing foreign countries. 

Take, for instance, the number of sheep that may be handled 
by a sheep herder within our own country and compare the 
conditions with the conditions surrounding those who care for 
the sheep in South America or in Australia. 

In our western country a band of sheep is made up of less 
than 2,000 head, or something like 1,700 sheep. In Australia a 
rider, as the tender is called in that country, will take charge, 
not of 1,700 or 2,000 head of sheep, but of several thousand 
head, and, as I said a little while ago, he receives something 
like one-half the compensation that he receives for doing a 
similar kind of work within the United States. 

Much of the lands of the West that are now available as 
pasture lands are included within vast reservations belonging 
to the Government and are leased to the growers of sheep at 
from 7 cents to 9 cents per acre, which by comparison is about 
400 per cent as much as is charged in Australia for the leasing 
of land by the Government for grazing of sheep. 

We should also consider the question of freight rate. It costs, 
of course, something to the man who has wool to sell in Aus- 
tralia or South America to get his wool clip from the place of 
production to the port from which it may be shipped to the 
markets of the world. 

It also costs something to the woolgrower of the West to 
haul his wool clip to the station from which shipment may be 
made to our eastern markets. In all probability this compari- 
son would be in favor of the American producer, but compare 
with that the cost of shipping the wool either from Australia 
or South America to Boston with the cost of shipping wool 
from the stations in Idaho to such wool markets as Phila- 
delphia, New York, or Boston. 

It costs the woolgrower of Australia something like from 1} 
to 14 cents per pound to ship his wool by steamer from Sydney 
to Boston, and if he were willing to take a little longer time 
and use a sailing vessel instead, he may ship it for something 
like one-eighth of a cent per pound cheaper still. 

On the other hand, it costs the woolgrower of Idaho from 
13 to 24 cents per pound to ship his wool to the same markets. 

The comparison made with respect to the cost of shipping 
wool from Australia is no more unfavorable than when com- 
pared with the cost of shipping wool from South America to 
the wool centers and the cost of shipping wool from our own 
sections of production to these same centers. 

Hence I say here is a practical illustration of the necessity 
of this Government maintaining a duty to protect the producers 
of our own land from the competition of lands where wool can 
be produced at so much cheaper a price than it can be produced 
at home. 

The woolgrower is not the only one benefited by the mainte- 
nance of the industry. There are something like three-quarters 
of a million producers throughout the United States engaged 
in the production of wool. This does not represent, however, 
the vast body of people who are dependent almost directly upon 
the wool industry. 

In Australia and South America the seasons are so open that 
little feeding is needed during the winter months. In many of 
our States that produce wool it is necessary to buy forage for 
the use of the flocks during the winter season, and this entails 
not only a cost upon the sheep raiser but also constitutes an in- 
dustry in which thousands of people engage who do not own 
sheep themselves. 

We are at this time engaged in reclaiming large areas of 
hitherto desert land in our great West. It takes years of time 
to bring land of this character into a productive state if 
orcharding alone is depended upon. Distance from markets 
renders the land less valuable for the production of still other 
crops. 

The maintenance of the sheep business in or near the regions 
that are reclaimed furnishes a market at once for one of the 
easiest crops that can be produced after lands have been re- 
claimed from their desert condition. We raise thousands of 
tons of alfalfa upon these desert lands, and this constitutes a 
commodity that in the nature of things should find a ready mar- 
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ket at home, for it has such bulk that it can not be shipped any 
considerable distance else the freight charges will consume the 
profit. 

To strike down the wool industry, to strike down the sheep 
business, means as well to strike a blow at this industry, which 
bas been one of the most productive of ready money to the 
thousands of people throughout the West engaged in the devel- 
opment of our arid lands. 

Finally, then, this whole question again emphasizes the im- 
portance of tariff modification upon the basis of an intelligent 
report of a tariff commission. The Tariff Board reported upon 
the woolen schedule about one year ago. We have facts touch- 
ing production in foreign countries and at home that are practi- 
cally up to date. 

The wise thing, the patriotic thing for us to do at this time 
is to accept an amendment similar to that which has been pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York, which constitutes a 
schedule based upon the reports of the Tariff Commission, a 
schedule that would do equity and justice at once to the producer 
upon the one hand and to the masses of consumers upon the 
other. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield four minutes to the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Kaun]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
KAUN] is recognized for four minutes. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, every given commodity that is 
offered for sale is worth just what it will fetch, no more and 
no less. 
volved in making the commodity is all important. 

It has been stated during this debate that it will take between 
9 and 10 pounds of wool to make a suit of clothes; that the 
cost of the wool in the raw is anywhere from $2 to $2.50; and 
yet a fine worsted suit of clothes will cost anywhere from 
S30 to $60, 

Now, that is due almost entirely to the cost of the labor that 
has gone into that suit of clothes. The great wool-manufactur- 
ing section of England, which country would increase, in my 
judgment, its export of woolen goods to the United States 
enormously if the Underwood bill goes through, is Yorkshire. 

I have in my hand a copy of the Yorkshire Observer of Mon- 
day, December 30, 1912, which contains a résumé of the ac- 
tivities in the industries of that county for the preceding 12 
months. In an article headed ‘ Wool and Wool Textiles in 
America,” the writer says: 

The weakness of the American Woolen Co., broadly speaking, lies In 
its manufacture of the finer woolen fabrics where, with the high labor 
cost, protection is badly needed. ‘The tariff question ultimately comes 
down to this labor-cost item, for as this wage cost percentage rises, so 
does the need of protection and the danger from crude reductions 
through unscientitic tariff legislation. 

That states the case in a nutshell. What is the difference in 
the labor cost in the production of manufactured woolen cloths 
in Yorkshire as compared to the cost in this country? The 
Providence Journal, which is one of the leading free-trade news- 
papers in this country, on April 18, 1913, published an interview 
with Mr. Harrison Benn, a leading wool manufacturer of the 
State of Rhode Island, whose company also owns a mill in 

sradford, Yorkshire. In that interview the gentleman states 
clearly what he has to pay in his mill in the United States and 
in the mill which he also owns in Bradford, England. He says: 


In the Bradford plant we pay a weaver 48 cents for weaving a cut 
of cloth, and for the same thing here we pay $1.49; for goods that cost 
us 78 cents there we pay $2.41 here; and for goods that cost 98 cents 
there we pay $3.01 here. In the spinning room the prices range from 
$2.23 to $2.88 per week there, and bere for the same kind of work on 
the,same machines we pay from $5.35 to $7.50 per week. Another dif- 
ference is in the pay which we have to give our apprentices. They are 
obliged to serve four years, and in the Bradford plant they receive for 
those four years $1.92, $2.40 $2.88, and $3.36 aw week. In the Gray- 
stone plant they receive for the four years $6.50, $7.50, $9, and $10.50. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Small wonder, therefore, that the Yorkshire Observer, in its 
article on the “ Huddersfield fine worsted trade,’ makes this 
comment : 

The United States trade, although still comparatively small, has im- 
aes during the year, and the proposed revision of the tariff, which 
s looked forward to with some confidence, is expected to result in a 
considerable accession of business. 


Of course the English manufacturers of fine worsteds look 
forward to a large increase of business when the Wilson- 
Underwood bill is enacted into law. They have learned by past 
experience that so soon as our own factories close down, by 
reason of their inability to compete with the cheaper labor of 
England, the business of the English manufacturer increases 
considerably. But you on that side of the aisle are properly 
designated Bourbons. You learn nothing from past experiences. 
It is almost idle to discuss the provisions of this bill with you. 
You are deaf to all arguments. 


L——66 


In making the price the cost of the labor that is in- | 
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You have the votes to put your bill through without any 
amendments whatever so long as you have control of Congress 
I am glad that you have majorities in the Senate and the 
House that will enable you to assume full responsibility for 
this measure. You will not be able to charge any of its short 
comings to the Republican Party, and you will have to take all 
the consequences of the injuries you will have inflicted on 
legitimate business in this country as a result of this legisla 
tion. I feel confident that the near future will once again 
demonstrate your inability to frame constructive legislation. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I desire to eall attention to this 
article from the New York Sun of May 2, 1913, which clearly 
explains the attitude of the American manufacturer in his oppo 
sition to this bill: 

OUR MANUFACTURED EXPORTS SECRETARY REDFIELD’S FIGURES UPSET 
HIS OWN DEPARTMENTS STATISTICS 
To the EpITorR OF THE Sun. 

Sir: On April 21 you published an interview with Secretary of Cor 

merce Redfield under the head “ Redfield sees big boom dhead.” I n 
common with all other good citizens, would like to believe the Secretar 
is correct in his prophecy. 


His statements, however, regarding the tariff and business seem to 
be based upon hope rather than facts. At the outset, he is quoted 
saying: “American manufactured goods are going abroad all over t 
world, and in many different lines of production, to the annual extent 
of something like $1,500,000,000, or, say, at the rate of $5,000,000 
day for the ordinary working year.” ‘This sounds good, but it isn’t the 
fact. The only authority upon the subject of exports is the Depart 
ment of Commerce, over which Mr. Redfield presides. In the Annual 
Review of the Foreign Commerce of the United States for the year 
ended June 30, 1912, in Table VI, pages 66 and 67, it is stated 
in the fiscal year 1912 we exported of “ manufactures for furthe: 
in manufacturing ” $348,149,524 and of “ manufactures ready for con 
sumption” $672,268,163, or a total of all kinds of partly and 


pletely manufactured articles of $1,020,417,687 This total is nearly 
$500,000,000 less than the Secretary stated it to be, and to get even 
this total we must include all partly manufactured articles If Seere 
tary Redfield makes such a startling error in his figures, it is apparent 


at once that he has not investigated the matter very carefully ind 
yet he is said to be “the acknowledged tariff expert in the Cabinet 

Secretary Redtield says the manufacturers must develop greater effi 
ciency. We are all striving for that. In all the industries the com) 
tition among the domestic manufacturers has been so severe that each 
manufacturer has been compelled to maintain his plant at the highest 
efficiency. This bas led to,a marvelous development in machine tools 
and special machinery of high speed. Our factories are now the best 
equipped in the world, and it is simply ridiculous for anyone to 
that we are behind in efficiency. It can not be proved. No one even 
attempts to prove it. Such a statement is mere words As rapidly a 
we develop efficiency our methods are copied in European factories 

The real difficulty our domestic manufacturers have in meeting for 
eign competition is in the great difference in labor cost. Here we pay 
our skilled mechanics an average of 37 cents an hour, against 
average in Europe for the same class of labor of 17 cents an ho 
This is the handicap of our manufacturers, who do not need a tarifi 
to protect their profits, but do need a sufficient rate of duty to 


this wide difference in wages. This is not an academic statement lt 
is a question of pay rolls which must be met each week Phe 
move our manufacturers must make to meet the foreign com) t 

is to reduce the rate of wages paid. This will be very diff 


the country does not desire it. But desire alone can not pr 
inevitable. 

Here is the whole problem in a nutshell: A and B have similat 
tories manufacturing the same machine, the factory cost of whi i 
one-half labor and one-half material. The material costs the m 
to both A and B, but A pays twice the wages that B pays Who 
get the business? Of course B will get it unless A can reduc 
wage rate to meet B's. 

The sure result of the proposed tariff bill will be to reduce the we 
of the American mechanic to the level of his Buropean brother id 
a plain statement of facts is: 

Our shops are modern in every particular; so are those of Europe 

Our men can not produce more work than can the European 

Our wages run from 25 cents to 55 cents an hour for Kill 
chanics; their wages run from 10 cents to 17 cents an hour fo 
same class of labor on the same work 

Our costs can not be reduced unless we can reduce wages, and knovy 


| 

; our condition here as to unions you are aware that thi = 

be done without a great industrial war 

Secretary Redfield and his followers are determined to gi t 

theories a test even at the expense of the whole mannufacturin 
terests of this country, but inasmuch as the figures which they rote 


are so far from correct, I am led to believe that their theorie vill 
prove equally wrong and misleading 


New York, May 1. 

Mr. MANN. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Wy: 
ming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, there are approximately 
57,000,000 sheep in the United States, and these beautiful sy 
days, when this Democratic House is coolly proposing to sacri 
fice them on the altar of the cruel god of free trade, they, re 
turning good for evil, are enl* ening the ranges and the pe 
tures of all the Nation with the cheerful bleating of millions of 
newborn lambs. [Applause on the Republican side.| These 
spring days they are yielding their golden fleeces by the milion 
for the comfort of the Nation and the profit of our people 
They are enriching the pastures, adding to the contentment and 
contributing largely to the incomes of over a million American 
farms and ranches. They are consuming herbage which other 
wise largely would go to waste, adding but slightly to the farm 
labors, and on the western ranges providing an industry the 
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place of which none other can fully occupy. They afford us on | only the labors of the wrecking crew will disclose. [Laughter 


the hillsides, in the meadows, and by the still waters the most | 
perfect of all pictures of peace and plenty. They furnish us 
with the juiciest, the sweetest, and the cheapest of all meats, 
and their golden fleeces assure us in peace, comfort; in war, an 
element of defense as essential to the maintenance of the na- 
tional honor as steel-belted fortresses afloat or shotted guns 
ashore. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I have read and studied this Democratic tariff bill carefully 
and prayerfully, because my people own four and a half or five 
million sheep; and I have attentively listened to this Cebate, 
thinking that at some time I might hear or discover some 
logical reason from any viewpoint for the placing of wool on the 
free list. I have waited and read in vain. You can find no such 
reason in your party history, for the financial disaster that fol- 
lowed the placing of wool on the free list in the Wilson bill 
brought you a political disaster that kept you wandering in the 
wilderness, unfed of manna, unguided by pillar of cloud by day 
or fire by night, for 16 long and weary years. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

You can not justify free wool from the standpoint of free 
trade. You separate the sheep from the goats, and reversing 
the scriptural parable you say to the goats, “ Come, ye blessed, 
to the green pastures of protection established since the founda- 
tion of the Government,” and to the sheep, “ Depart from 
me, ye cursed, into the everlasting fires of Democratic free 
trade prepared for those industries we doom to destruction.” 
[Applause on the Republican side.] While you deprive the 
flockmaster and the farmer of the benefits of protection, you 
do protect the great Woolen Trust, a creature of your discovery, 
and in this bill the beneficiary of your abundant favor. You 
can not defend what you have done from the standpoint of a 
revenue tariff, for wool has been one of our greatest revenue 
producers, yielding from $15,000,000 to $20,000,000 of revenue 
annually. You can not claim that you have applied the princi- 
ples of the Underwood copyrighted competitive tariff to wool, 
for there has been vast import and intense competition. 

You will not be allowed to plead as offset to the losses free 
wool will bring a claim of benefits conferred, for from the oil 
and lampblack which marks the newborn lamb to the shears 
that clip the fleece, the string that ties, and the sack which 
receives it, all that contributes to the industry is taxed under 
this bill. 

You surely can not exclude this ancient and honorable in- 
dustry from the category of legitimate enterprise solemnly 
guaranteed from harm by presidential promise. You can not 
excuse this shameless abandonment on plea of recent pledge or 
promise, for less than a year ago you voted for a tariff rate of 
29 per cent on wool. 

You can not plead ignorance of the fact that free trade in 
wool will bring depression to all the industry and destruction 
to the most valuable part of it, for history will not excuse you; 
the uncontroverted facts developed through exhaustive investi- 
gation by the Tariff Board are before you, and your own ad- 
missions convict you of Knowledge of the destructive character 
of this legislation. 

You can not fool the people by giving as an excuse for your 
action the plea in confession and avoidance that you have 
sacrificed this great industry for the general good, for the 
people are intelligent enough to know that under no possible 
circumstances or conditions can the general good be served by 
the sacrifice of a nation-wide industry whose destruction or 
serious injury will leave us poorer in food and clcthing in 
peace, and in war naked in the face of our enemies. 

In the light of all this evidence, direct and circumstantial, can 
anyone escape the conclusion or avoid the conviction that the 
placing of wool on the free list is an act of cool calculating 
sacrifice of a great industry, essential to the very existence of 
the Nation, on the altar of political expediency? 

The old condemned Democratic craft pumped out, patched up, 
painted over, setting out on the high seas of political responsi- 
bility, without propeller of principle or rudder of reliability, 
is found so overburdened with conflicting promises impossible 
of fulfillment, so hampered with rotten tackle of ancient error, 
so bulging with internal discord that in despair of ever reach- 
ing harbor thus laden her captains have deliberately agreed 
to throw overboard so much of the cargo she bears as they 
think can be jettisoned without danger of political bankruptcy. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. MONDELL. Wool has walked the plank and sugar fol- 
lows, together with a vast and varied assortment and variety 
of the people’s industries, the extent and character of which 
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and applause on the Republican side.] 

Well, the captains are in control, the once turbulent crew 
is in the irons of discipline and being forcibly fed on the un- 
palatable pap of patronage promises. Under such conditions 
any act of piracy on your part is possible. But I warn you of 
the day when the American people, owners of the precious cargo 
of their industries and opportunities temporarily in your keep- 
ing, shall call you to an accounting for your stewardship. [Be- 
ware of that day. It will come soon. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. THACHER]. 

Mr. THACHER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with much 
interest to this discussion. It is hard for me to keep out of 
this fight, for I thoroughly believe in free wool. I was for 25 
years engaged in the wool business. I shall talk to you upon 
the question of free wool, not as an orator but as a business 
man who knows whereof he speaks. I shall not, therefore, 
dwell upon “ the golden fleece of the American people” and the 
“babbling brooks,” which the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MonpDELL] has just described. I shall try and give some con- 
crete facts rather than flowery figures of speech. 

Now, what are the facts regarding the tariff on wool found 
in the first part of Schedule K, the very schedule of the Payne- 
Aldrich bill which President Taft, in his famous speech at 
Winona, pronounced irdefensible? For half a century, with the 
exception of a brief interval, we have maintained this extreme 
duty. During all this time the advocates of this duty have 
claimed as they do now that to put wool on the free list would 
utterly annihilate the American sheep, and we should have to go 
out of business and import all our mutton from England and 
elsewhere, and our wool from the Argentine and Australia. Let 
us examine the facts. 

I well remember that some 20 years ago two prominent advo- 
eates of a high duty upon wool, Judge Lawrence and Columbus 
Delano, both from the State of Ohio, were the leaders in this 
fight. These men, honest no doubt in their belief, were skillful 
politicians, and they used to head meetings and conventions of 
“ woolgrowers,” invariably asking the tariff legislators at 
Washington to maintain increased duties on wool, but they 
never asked the same legislators to ‘‘temper the wind to the 
shorn lamb,” the consumer. 

If I am not mistaken, one of those gentlemen took part in the 
famous conference at Syracuse between the manufacturers and 
woolgrowers just before the wool tariff of 1867 was enacted. 
This class of advocates of a high duty on wool claimed that if 
Congress would only maintain a duty on wool sufficiently high 
we might raise all the clothing wool consumed in this country. 
Furthermore, it was even predicted, if my memory is correct, 
that with a proper duty on carpet wool we might in time pro- 
duce the bulk of the carpet wool used here. 

In an article in the American Wool and Cotton Reporter of 
October 29, 1896, entitled: “An appeal to the woolgrowers,” 
by Hon. William Lawrence, A. M., LL. D., president of the 
National Wool Growers’ Association, Judge Lawrence states: 

At a meeting of the National Association of Manufacturers held at 
Chicago, January 21-23, 1896, Thomas Dolan, an eminent wool manu- 
facturer, president of the association, said: ‘‘We are certain of our 


ability to feed ourselves and to procure at home all the primary sub- 
stances from which fabrics are made.” 


Judge Lawrence, referring as to “ What the full development 
of sheep husbandry would do for this country,” stated: 

Ample protection for our wool industry would soon increase our flocks 
from less than 40,000,000 to 110,000,000. 

Mark these words. At that time the Wilson bill with free 
wool was in force. Judge Lawrence predicted that “ample pro- 
tection for our woo! industry would soon increase our flocks 
from less than 40,000,000 to 110,000,000.” Within nine months 
the Dingley bill, containing one of the highest wool tariffs which 
our country has ever seen, substantially the tariff in force to- 
day, was enacted. Did the prediction which Judge Lawrence 
made so confidently, that our sheep would increase 70,000,000 in 
numbers come true? Let us see. If we turn to the Statistical 
Abstract of the United States, we find that the highest number of 
sheep reported in this country in any one year since 1896 was in 
the year 1903, viz, 63,964,876; but on the other hand the num- 
ber of sheep in this country in the year 1912 was only 52,362,000, 
showing a loss of over 11,000,000 sheep, and nearly 60,000,000 
less in number than Judge Lawrence predicted, in spite of this 
high protection maintained ever since 1897. 

It is somewhat remarkable that in the three States of Califor- 
nia, Texas, and Ohio, which formerly produced wool in large 
quantities, that the census report shows a marked decrease in 
the number of sheep in the past 30 years. I quote figures from 
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pege 4130 of the tariff hearings before the Ways and Means 
Committee, 1913. 
Number of sheep of shearable age. 














| 1880 | 1910 
ET —— — 
Cubitt. ots | us lelin dda dbgnibvecdsideseatbenatate 5,727,000 | 1,456,000 
NeROG . « chddadsatkidn 6 dvecéesesuectascqeventenswensenstasees 3,652,000 | 1,440,000 
CODD. .. i ocsenedesceebulcesunuiene stun cpeoequeneteaseeneess< | 4,903, 000 2, 898, 000 


California had in 1910 but one-fourth of the sheep contained 
ihere in 1880; Texas, about 40 per cent, and Ohio a little over 
one-half. The reason for this decrease is because the land has 
become too valuable. The farmers find that they can make 
more money producing other crops, and our merino wool is 
now produced mainly in the Rocky Mountain section of our 
country. 

Now, what is the case of carpet wool? This, as we all know, 
is the coarsest wool grown anywhere, and we have not raised 
a pound of carpet wool in this country since 25 or 30 years 
ago, when we used to get a little Navaho wool from Arizona 
and New Mexico. The fact is, we consume in this country 
between 500,000,000 and 550,000,000 pounds of wool per annum, 
of which something over 300,000,000 pounds is domestic wool, 
while the remainder is imported, of which something over 
100,000,000 pounds is carpet wool coming from countries like 
Mongolia, East Indies, Turkey, Persia, and the steppes of 
Russia and other countries where the sheep have not been im- 
proved. The rest is clothing wool. Our own land is too 
valuable to raise carpet wool when we can raise other things 
to better advantage. In short, not only do we raise no carpet 
wool, but in spite of this high protection on wool the American 
sheep have not increased but diminished, and we are obliged 
to import about 45 per cent of our annual consumption. 

Furthermore, it might appear to a man who had never studied 
this question, from the clamor which one hears about the wool 
clip and the protests against putting wool on the free list, 
that this is one of our principal agricultural products. Let us 
see how it compares with some other farm products. In 1909 
the total value of the wool clip of the United States amounted 
to $65,472,328; the potato crop was worth $166,423,910; the 
egg product $306,688,960, the hay crop $824,004,077, and the 
corn crop $1,438,553.919, so that the wool clip is of small pro- 
portions compared with other farm products. 

Mr. Chairman, there are many objections to a duty on wool. 
I will mention a few. My experience in business and study 
have taught me that— 

(1) Under high protection our sheep have not increased, but 
have decreased in recent years. 

(2) The tax is a hardship to the consumer. 

(3) The manufacturer is handicapped by being unable to have 
free access to wool of all grades in the markets of the world. 
The present wool schedule has discriminated in favor of certain 
industries, prticularly the worsted mills. Many mills have gone 
out of business. 

(4) Our sheep growers have given more attention to the rais- 
ing of merino sheep than to mutton sheep. 

(5) Both the methods used by our manufacturers and our 
wool growers, taken as a whole, have not been as modern and 
businesslike in all respects as those employed by their rivals 
abroad. 

tefore I take up these points specifically, I would say that the 
objections to a duty on wool have been well expressed in 
Taussig’s Tariff History of the United States. Here the writer 
distinctly shows that the statement so often repeated that the 
number of pounds of wool required to make a suit of clothes is 
so small that the consumer pays very little increased cost on 
account of this tax on wool is entirely incorrect. The following 
statement is found on page 240 in the publication above re- 
ferred to: 

Little can be said in favor of the duty on wool, and even on strictly 
protectionist grounds much can be said against it. Notwithstanding 
the cumbrous machinery of compensating duties, it undoubtedly has a 
hampering influence on the wool manufacture, and has been one factor, 
though perhaps not the most important, in confining this industry to 
the limited range that is se often complained of. As a tax on raw 
materials, it tends to bear with heavier weight than would be the 
case with the same duty on a finished product, since it is advanced 
again and again by the wool dealer, the manufacturer, the cloth dealer, 
the tailor, each of whom must have a greater profit in proportion to 
the greater amount of capital which the wool duty and the higher 
price of wool make it necessary for him to employ. So strong and so 


clear are the objections to duties of this kind that bardly another 
civilized country, whatever its general policy, attempts to protect wool. 


Let us now consider the objections which I have named: 
(1) I have already shown that under a high duty on wool, 
our domestic clip has failed to furnish us the supply needed. 





(2) That the tax on wool is a burden upon the ultimate con 
sumer has been shown in the article just quoted. 

(3) While the average rate of duty paid on our importations 
in recent years is about 45 per cent, yet to get at the real 
extent of the present duty on wool one must consider the wools 
which are excluded by reason of the specific tax of 11 cents 
per pound upon wool in the grease, which shuts out all heavy 
shrinking wool of all kinds. The amount of Australian wool 
available for an American to buy under the present tariff is ex 
tremely limited. I am told by buyers of Australian wool that 
only about 10 per cent of the Australian clip is available, and 
that on the remainder the American buyer has his hands tied. 
On many wools the duty wil! run up to 200 per cent or even 
300 per cent ad valorem. The duty to-day on Bagdad wool 
previously used here largely up to the Dingley tariff of 1897, 
which practically prohibited its entry, is 200 per cent to 300 
per cent. I know this from experience. A buyer from America 
at the auctions in London, Antwerp, or Melbourne has only a 
limited selection on which he can bid. These wools, therefore, 
by reason of this competition, realize high prices, while the 
other grades are bought by German and English competitors 
at less prices, who thus have a great advantage over the Ameri 
can manufacturer. 

The woolen manufacturers abroad are not handicapped like 
the American manufacturers. They can buy free of duty wools 
from any part of the world, to be made into goods sold in 
competition with the American manufacturers. They have free 
access to every wool market in the world, and pay no duty cn 
their raw material. With the exception of Russia, no country 
in Europe levies a duty on wool. Raw wool, like raw cotton, is 
free of duty. 

Taussig in his Tariff History of the United States, page 329, 
referring to the handicapped condition of the American manu 
facturers as compared with their foreign competitors, cites this 
testimony : 

Never until he had experience under free wool did the manufacturer 
realize the full extent of the disadvantages he suffers by reason of the 
wool duty, and the impossibility, by any compensating duty, of fully 
offsetting these disadvantages. 

So much was said in a statement made before the Ways and 
Means Committee by the secretary of the Wool Manufacturers’ 
Association. Bulletin of the Wool Manufacturers, March, 1897, 
page 84. 

On the other hand, our mills, restricted by the tariff, have not 
in all cases been up to date in their methods. Furthermore, by 
the classification in the wool schedule in force since 1867, 
washed combing wools, used by the worsted mills, have paid 
but a single rate of duty—12 cents per pound—while there has 
been a double rate of duty—of 22 cents per pound—upon washed 
clothing wools used by the woolen mills. 

This classification has worked in favor of the worsted mills 
and against the woolen mills. Moreover, when the fashion has 
changed from worsted to coarse woolen goods, such as cheviots, 
tweeds, and friezes, these same woolen mills have been prevented 
by a prohibitory tariff from importing cheviot and similar wool, 
used on account of their superior qualities by the manufse 
turers of Great Britain to make these same goods. For these 
and many other reasons the small woolen mills have, in my 
opinion, been very much handicapped. 

We may hear before the date of the passage of this bill of 
certain manufacturers who say they are going to close down 
their mills or move their machinery abroad on account of the 
proposed tariff. I would like to ask how many woolen mills 
have gone out of business throughout this country from Cali 
fornia to Maine and from Texas to New York since the famous 
Syracuse convention and the tariff of 1867? How many niills 
has this tariff literally put out of business? You will not 
find these figures in any speech made by the gentlemen on the 
other side of the aisle. 

If we turn to page 741 of the Statistical Abstract of the 
United States, you will find that in the year 1870 there were 
3,208 establishments engaged in the manufacture of wool in the 
United States; in 1880 there were 2,350; while in the year 1910 
there were 1,124, a decrease of about 2,000 in 40 years. Of 
course it would not be fair to claim that the production of woo! 
manufactures has not increased in the last 40 years, for it has 
more than doubled in value. What I do claim is that the 
present tariff on raw wool has been a handicap to the mills, 
particularly to the small woolen mills, and has worked in favor 
of the large worsted mills. While it is true that many of the 
woolen manufacturers have not asked for free wool recen!}y 
for many reasons, which I will not go into now, yet this h 
not always been the case. In 1889 there was presented to a 
Republican Congress a petition signed by over 500 woolen manu 
facturers and a long list of other persons in favor of free wool. 
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These signers represented every section of this country, and | 
it is worthy of special attention at this time that many of 
these manufacturers represented the class of woolen mills of 
which I have spoken. Among the signers was the Nye & Wait | 
Carpet Co., of Auburn, N. Y., a well-known concern located in 
the same town which the distinguished gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne] represents. I am proud to say that the wool 
firm of which I was a member at that time, H. C. Thacher & | 


Co., was represented by my father’s signature. I take this | 
petition, to be found in the appendix of this article, from pages 
4241-4244 of the published hearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee, which petition was contained in a very inter- 
esting brief by Mr. Frank P. Bennett, editor of the American 
Wool and Cotton Reporter, who appeared before this com- 
mittee last January and advecated free wool. 

(4) We now come to the consideration of the effect of the 
tariff upon the breed of sheep raised in this country. There is | 
no doubt in my mind that the growers have given their main | 
attention to the breeding of merino sheep, which produces fine 
wool but inferior mutton, and have neglected the growth of | 
the crossbred sheep, which gives superior mutton but somewhat | 
coarse wool. Now, you can not get choice mutton and choice | 
wool from the same sheep. It is a law of nature that a merino | 
sheep produces a large fleece of fine wool of heavy shrinkage, | 
but yields an inferior quality of mutton. The crossbred sheep, 
such as the Southdown, Lincoln, and Shropshire, produce 
splendid mutton but a fleece of medium wool light in weight. | 
England, for example, which produces the best mutton in the 
world, has no merino sheep whatever. One reason why the 
sheep growers have clung to merino sheep is because this sheep 
is the only breed which will herd closely together and can be 
grown in large numbers. The mutton sheep thrives best in 
small flocks. These cressbred sheep can be raised with profit, 
for choice mutton always commands good prices, and especially 
is this so with lambs. Mutton sheep can be grown with profit 
on high-priced land where merino sheep can not be grown ad- 
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vantageously. If we take England for example, we find that in 
the year 1910 Great Britain, with a total area less than New 
Mexico, considerably less than California, and less than one- 
half of the area of Texas, had 27,102,945 sheep, which yielded 
141,940,000 pounds of wool. In other words, Great Britain con- 
tained in the year 1910 nearly 20 times as many sheep as either 
California or Texas. In spite of the fact that land in England 
is more valuable than in this country, the mutton-growing indus- 
try is very profitable, and English mutton is equal to any in the 
world. Free wool has not killed the sheep industry in England. 

Mr. Thomas W. Page, a former member of the Tariff Board 
appointed by President Taft, has contributed a very interesting 
article on “ Our Wool Duties” in the North American Review 
for April, 1913, from which I quote: 

Of all animals useful to man the merino sheep is best adapted to the 
waste places of the Temperate Zones. But except under unusual cir- 
cumstances it is only to the waste places that it is adapted. For on 
land fertile enough to produce an average agricultural crop and situ- 
ated so that the crop can be marketed: to advantage, tillage is more 
profitable than pasturing merinos. The mutton from this variety of 
sheep is small in quantity and so inferior in quality, when uncrossed 
with other breeds or otherwise improved, as to make it a poor con- 
tributor to the meat supply. Except, therefore, where they are main- 
tained for breeding purposes, the principal product sought from merions 
is their fleece. They yield a wool that for fineness of fiber and other 
qualities surpasses that of all other breeds. There is, however, a limited 
demand for such fabrics as require this particular wool, and this fact, 
of course, limits the price that can be got from it. For this reason 
sheep husbandry, to be profitable on land of much value, must yield 
mutton as well as wool. 

I agree heartily with Mr. Page, and I believe that free wool, 
instead of destroying all the American sheep, would focus the 
attention of many of our farmers and woolgrowers on the 
growth of mutton sheep. It has only been in recent years that 
some of these men, finding that it was not profitable to raise 
wool on high-priced lands, have begun to turn their attention to 
mutton sheep. There are splendid opportunities in our country, 
not only to increase the supply of mutton where it is now grown, 
but also to raise mutton in other sections. Take the South for 
example. I believe that some day (when the question of the 
dogs, an enemy of the sheep, has been solved) that mutton sheep 
will be raised on the great range of mountains which extends 
from Pennsylvania to Georgia. The climate is comparatively 
mild, and the great markets are close at hand. Let us increase 
our supply of mutton in the United States. Good mutton from 
the right sheep is one of the best of all meats, and if we in- 
crease our supply of mutton, as I believe we can under free 
wool, we will thus help to reduce the high cost of living. 

(5) We have now come to the consideration of the methods 
used by the growers in shipping their wool. It may be a sur- 
prise to you for me to say that I believe that the methods em- 
ployed in the packing and shipment of our wools are, for the 
most part, behind those of other countries. We Americans are 


apt to pride ourselves on being up to date in our business meth- 


| ods, but our woolgrowers have certainly lagged behind in some 
! . . ‘ s - 

| respects as compared with their foreign competitors. For ex- 
|; ample, wools grown in Australia—which produces about 800, 


000,000 pounds per annum—in South America, in Africa, and 


| even in such far-away countries as China, East India, and Persia, 
| are, almost without exception, graded carefully and then shipped 
| in compressed bales. In this way the wools can be readily 


shown when sold at auction or at private sale and can be 
shipped direct to the mills in compressed bales: and further 
more, the freight is much less than when shipped in loose and 
bulky bags not compressed, as in the case of domestic wool. 

In this country the only two States, if I am not mistaken, 
which ship wools graded and packed in compressed bales are 
California and Oregon. The domestic fleece goes to the market 
for the most part ungraded and packed in bags, on which the 
freight is much heavier than if packed in compressed bales. 
What would be said of our cotton growers of the South should 
they persist in shipping all their cotton, not only to the northern 
mills, but also to Europe, in bags of the same kind as are used 
to ship wool in this country, while their competitors, the cotton 
growers of Egypt, were shipping their product in compresse| 
bales, as at present? Yet this is just what our woolgrowers are 
doing. 

When I was in the wool business with my father—and we 
began to do business with Texas in wool along with our business 
In raw cotton some 30 years ago—he at once discarded these 
old-fashioned methods, and all our wool which came from 
Texas was graded in Texas and then shipped in compressed 
bales to Boston. I believe that these modern methods which 
are employed in California and Oregon can be copied elsewhere 


| in this country. 


Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I would say that I began my 
remarks advocating free wool, and I shall keep to my text. I 
favor free woo] because I believe it will help the American 
people. Free wool will benefit the manufacturer, the consumer, 
and will not destroy the sheep industry. 

The Chatham Maufacturing Co., of Winston-Salem, N. C., 
filed a brief with the Ways and Means Committee, which may 
be found on page 4428 of the tariff hearings, in which the presi- 
dent, in a letter dated January 31, 1913, states: 

The present duty on wool and on blankets is entirely too high from 
my viewpoint as a Democrat standing on the platform and also as an 
American citizen. I think the country could stand free wool. 

He further says: 

If noils were made free, we could give the American people woo! 
blankets at a price they are now paying for the best grades of cotton 
blankets. As I understand it, there are practically none imported now. 

This manufacturer is right. Free wool means that the con 
sumer ‘will get better goods at a lower cost. He will buy for 
his wife and children better blankets and flannels, and clothing 
as well, which will contain more wool than those goods have 
to-day. There will not be so much cotton used in making cloth- 
ing as at the present time. The consumer can secure for his 
wife and children warmer wool clothing than before, better 
adapted to withstand the cold winter weather. Thus clad the 
family will be, I believe, both healthier and happier. 

Mr. Chairman, the Democrats have tried to keep faith with 
the people by reducing the duty upon some of the necessaries of 
life. They have reduced the ad valorem rate from 99.70 per 
cent upon women’s and children’s dress goods to 35 per cent; 
from 79.56 per cent upon ready-made woolen clothing and wear- 
ing apparel to 35 per cent; from 93.29 per cent upon flannels for 
underwear to 25 and 35 per cent; from 72.69 per cent upon woo! 
blankets to 25 per cent, and so on all down the line. 

In making these reductions the Democrats have kept their 
pledges. They have written this schedule with the purpose of 
removing some of the burdens from the shoulders of those who 
have not the money to clothe their families in linen and fine 
raiment, but who, out of their limited means, wish to buy good 
woolen fabrics at the lowest possible cost. These reductions 
and the other reductions made in the duties upon the necessaries 
of life to be found all through the bill will help to lighten the 
load resting on the shoulders of the consumer. Mr. Chairman, 
I give my most hearty support for free wool because it will 
benefit the great masses of the American people. 


APPENDIX. 


This petition, made to Congress in 1889, asking for free wool appears 
on pages 4241-4244 of the published hearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee held in January, 1913: 


{Copied from the American Wool Reporter, p. 1161, issue of Dec. 
19, 1889.) 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress 
assembled: 


The een, being each and all of us en 


in growing, 
manufacturing, or 


ged 
ealing in wool, respectfully petition that the duties 
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on raw wool may now be removed or greatly reduced for the benefit 
of our domestic woolgrowers and woolen manufacturers alike. At a 
recent meeting of woolen manufacturers in Boston it was correctly 
stated “that the wholesale introduction into the United States of 
foreign wools in the form of finished fabrics, thereby displacing Amert- 
ean wool, which would otherwise be consumed in American mills, is 
due to the unjust and illogical arrangement of the tariff. While the 
imports of clothing and combing wools have not materially increased, 
and the American production is materially decreasing of late years, 
notwithstanding the rapid growth in our population and the increas- 
ing per capita consumption of wool by this increasing population, the 
quantity of foreign wool introduced into this country in the shape of 
soods and yarns has increased to the enormous total of 141,474,144 
pounds in 1888, equaling 44 per cent of our total home production of 
wools of all descriptions. ‘The wholesale market value of our annual 
importations of manufactured wool exceeds by nearly 50 per cent the 
yalue of our annual wool clip.” 
s the only civilized country in the world, so far as we are informed, 
ich levies a duty on raw wool, we ask that American industry may 
relieved of this unnatural burden, and that our domestic wool 
interests may now be put upon the same wholesome basis as the cotton 
manufacturing industry, with free raw material. 
Jesse Metcalf, agent Wanskuck Co.: Geo. B. Nichols, o7 
Nichols. Dupee & Co.; Wm. J. Follett, of George Fol 
lett & Co.; M. T. Stevens, of M. T. Stevens & Sons; 
Robert Bleakie, of Robert sleakie & Co.; Henry C. 
Weston, of Weston, Whitman & Co.; Eben Sutton, of 
Sutton’s N. A. Mills: B. W. Evans, treasurer Black- 
stone Woolen Co.; Evans, Seagrave & Co.: Rowland 
Hazard, treasurer Peacedale Manufacturing Co.; Walter 
Stanton, of Converse, Stanton & Cullen; Henry Martin, 
of Martin, Lawrie & Co.: G. Z. Silsbee, treasurer Mid 
dlesex Co.: Noah Sagendorph, East Brookfield, Mass. ; 
Arthur T. Lyman; Edw. W. Hooker, assistant treasurer 
and secretary Broad Brook Co.; T. B. Beach, secretary 
3eacon Falls Mill & Power Co.; John W. Croft, of 
Howland Croft, Sons & Co., Camden; A. Priestly & Co., 
Priestly Worsted Mills, Camden: Wm. M. Ayres, of Wm. 
Ayres & Sons, Philadelphia; Geo. W. Patton & Co., 
38 North Front Street, Philadelphia: John Elliott, 1158 
South Broad Street, Fhiladelphia; James Kitchenman, 
Huntingdon and Jasper Streets; S. Wood & Ward, 
Howard and Lehigh Avenues; Geo. W. Emlen, Third an 
Cumberland Streets; Z. Talbot, treasurer Hollist: 
Mills: J. B. Little, treasurer Bay State Felt Boot & 
Shoe Co.; C. J. Amidon & Sons, Hinsdale, N. H.: Thos 
Radcliffe, Radcliffe Bros., Birmingham, Conn.; Jos ph 
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Dews, treasurer Phoenix Woolen Co., ast Greenwich; 
Chas. Dawson, Dawson Manufacturing Co., Holden, 
Mass.; Walter Aiken, Franklin, N. H.; Frank H. Col 
ony Bros., Wilton, N. H.: Edwin Farrell, Woonsocket 
Worsted Mills; Geo. W. Olney, Cherry Valley, Mass 
E. D. Thayer, Worcester, Mass.; O. H. Perry, agent 
Middlesex Co., Lowell, Mass.: Connor Bros., Holyoke, 
Mass.; Ralph H. Damon, president Damon Manufactur 
ing Co.: Salem C. Moses, treasurer Worumbo Manu 
facturing Co., Bath, Me.; 8. E. Lee, agent Vassalboro 
Woolen Mills; H. Strusberg, jr., agent Germania Mills; 
C. Fox & Co., Stafford Springs, Conn.; Geo. H. Nye, 
Nye & Wait Carpet Co., Auburn, N. Y¥.;: Wm. F. Wait, 
Auburn, N. Y.; D. M. Read, treasurer Read Carpet Co. ; 
Owen Bros., agents Atlantic Mills, Providence, R. L.; 
Saxony Woolen Mills, Newburgh, N. Y.: Michael Col 
lins, Collinsville, Mass.; C. L. Blanding Manufacturing 
Co., Providence, R. I.; Hudson River Woolen Mill 
Newburgh, N. Y.; Lawrence, Webster & Co., Malone, 
N. Y.; F. A. Howarth, Oxford, Mass.; Chas. M. Beach, 
treasurer Broad Brook Co., Broad Brook, Conn.: W. 
E. Delabarre & Co., Conway, Mass.; Ellison Tinkham, 
resident Carolina Mills Co., Carolina, R. I.: P. 8. 
*eckham, jr., of P. S. Peckham & Co., Washington, 
R. I.; Benjamin Lucas, of B. Lucas & Co., Poquetannock, 
Conn. ; Geo. Mabbett, agent Central Falls (R. I.) Woolen 
Mills; Frank E. Seagrave, treasurer Central Falls 
(R. 1.) Woolen Mills; J. F. Phetteplace, president Cen- 
tral Falls (R. I.) Woolen Mills: Stephen O. Metcalf, 
treasurer Steere Worsted Mills; Berwick Woolen Mills, 
West Fitchburg, Mass.; James McTaggart, West Fitch- 
burg, Mass.; Perseverence Worsted Co., Woonsocket, 
R. I.: Horace A. Kimball, Manton, R. I.; Richard How- 
ard & Son, Apponaug, R. I.; Horatio Colony, Keene, 
N. H.; Weybosset Mills, Taft Weeden & Co., agents, 
Providence, R. I1.; O. H. Hayes & Co., New York; 
Francis & Muller, New York; Bills & Davenport, New 
York: Schoff, Fairchild & Co., New York; Geneva 
Worsted Mills, by M. S. Ulman, treasurer, Providence ; 
Rockfellow & Shepard, New York; John Lunn, Phila- 
delphia; Esterheld & Co., Pekin Mills, Menayunk, Pa 
James Legg & Co., Mapleville, R. I.; W. R. Lawfer & 
Co., Allentown, Pa.; W. 8S. Woodman, Allentown, Pa. ; 
Refnal Mills, Allentown, Pa.; J. H. Lawfer, Allentown, 
Pa.; H. C. Thacher, of H. C. Thacher & Co.; Franz & 
Pope Knitting Machine Co., Wm. Pope, president, Bu- 
eyrus, Ohio; John J. Currier, treasurer and director 
Bailey Hat Co., Newburyport, Mass. 
And 131 others on the first list of signatures as printed In our issue 
of November 28. Since that time the following additional signatures 
have been obtained : 


. Swenarton & Keiser, New York; Mills & Co., New York; 
J. M. Valentine & Co., New York; T. B. Snow, New 
York; Rochester Knitting Works, Max Lowenthal, pro- 
prietor, Rochester, N. Y.; Alfred Bayliss, of Bayliss & 
Crandall, Utica, N. Y.; C. P. Crandall, of Bayliss & 
Crandall, Utica, N. Y¥.; Empire Scotch Cap Factory, 
Utica, N. Y.; 8S. Bradley & Sons, Allegheny City, Pa.; 
William Barker, jr., of S. Bradley & Sons, Allegheny 
City, Pa.; James A. Bradley, of 8S. Bradley & Sons, Alle- 
gheny City, Pa.; William H. Bradley, of 8. Bradley & 
Sons, Allegheny City, Pa.; E. B. Smith, of Smith & Pen- 
field, Delhi (N. ¥.) woolen mills; L. J. Rossman, of 
Rossman Knitting Co.; B. F. Haigh, of Rossman Kuit- 
ting Co.; William Oliver, secretary, treasurer, and 
general manager, Mississippi Mills, Weeson, Miss.; 





W. P. Sharp. of Home Knitting Works: C. FB. Sharp 


Knitting Works; S. A. 8} p, of Home |! 
Jefferson Woolen Mi I 

ager, Jefferson, Wis.: Robert A. A 

son (Tenn.) Woolen M cturi cs \\ 
shaw, superintendent J (Tenn.) \ 
turing Co.; Tl. J. Murray, ma r 

Tenn.: N. S White, inker, J a 4 
Keith, wool raiser, Jack renn.: W. S. 8 
and sheep raiser, Jack », Tenn.: W. P. R 
chant and planter, J I I n.: M \ 








farmer and woolgrow ! I ! 

Theuz, banker and fi n Ja ) Der \ 

field, sheep raiser, Jack enn. ; l . 

farmer, Jac! Per Lb I 

son, T I \ nter, J 

a. ¢ Gooch n j . 4 I've ] 

Tenn. ; John Goodrict 100 ers, J 

ty. Crowther & Son, Ge wn, | ‘ Y 

jir., of Cope & Co., PI Pa \ ( ( 

Cope & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; I. Il 1 ¢ 

& Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; H nd ¢ I 

Croft Sons & Co.; Smith I t tom 

jr.:; Michael Collins, Collt » Mas 

Isaac Reldon: John Har na Josep { 

A. Helliwell: Benjamin Lobley foseph | 

Rodibaugh, Ne Paris, Ind.: (! 1 Neilson, } 

Ind.; W. H. Reinoehl, of W. H. Reinoehl & C 

Pa.: O. B. Wetherhold, of \ HL. Reiners \ 

ing, Pa.: O. R. Delsart, « ¥. i teinoehl & 

ing. Pa.; Montgomery Merritt f Her 

Woolen Mills: Jar S. Alves, ' gro W 

gon. of Henderson (Ky.) Woolen Mills; |! J. I 

of Henderson (IKy ) Wo en Mills: J R | 

Henderson (Ky.) Woo! M ! B. A 

of Henderson (Ky.) Woolen Mill J M 

perintendent of Hendersen (Ky.) Woole M 

Boone, subsupe itendent of Hend r Is 

Millis; A. N. Taylor, « ler , a i 

Woolen Mills; John Gust inner 

(Ky.) Woolen Mi B. T. Linton, |! | 

sou (Ky.) Wool NI ¢ Pp let 

derson (Ky.) Woolen fi Edw 1 ol | 

dealer, Henderson (Ky.) Woolen Mil! q \ 

wool dealer, Henderson (Ky.) Woolen M 

Metz, wool dealer, Henderson (Ky.) W 

Mann Bros.: Morris B merchant; ! 

clothier, Henderson, Ky} I ry & Co.. d 

chants, Hend on, Ky.; 8 l neer & Geil 

merchants, Henderson, K Thomas Soar il 

son, Ky.: Ix W. Levan, |! ling, Pa 1 W 

Son, Reading, Pa.;: A. Erskine, manu 

kets. shawls, ete., Third and ¢ n land St | 

deiphia, Pa.; Thomas [ID m, North Sal 

W. P. Hewitt & Co., Menasha (Wis.) W 

Shuttleworth Bros., Amsterdam, N. Y.: 0. HI 

straw, South Side, Punxsutawney, Pa.: D \ 
ter. overs . Punxsutawn Pa.: F. W. ¢ 

Athens (Ga.) Manufactur Co. : & \ 

Mills, Frank Woodman, preprictor | ! toy ‘ 

A. J. Cameron & Co., of } vy York and I 

C. B. Robinson, for Beat + Woolen M 

Ky.; Lippit Woolen Co y Cc. H. Mert 

Providence, R. I.; Reeds g Woolen Mill © \ ! 
Frence, manager, Reedsbur , Fo 
Manufacturing Co., Cleveland, Ohlo; J 
Cleveland, Ohio: John G. Turner, C! 

A. K. Wein, Cleveland, Oh N. H. ¥ ( ! 
Ohi Cc. F. Kea nager of the Keat 

Mar tur e 4 ( I! St i 

1219 Temple Street, Philadel 3 lan 

ran, Tent Stre I Cc Avent Ph 

Pa Rice, Bean & Ce Manayunk, la I 

Holt, Manayunh Pa.;: D. ‘Levi Moore, M 

Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; Thomas A. Pearce, I 
Hosiery Mills; D. Edwards & Son Ithaca, N. ¥ ) 
Edwards, Ithaca, N. Y.: D. D. Ed d it! 

David Ellwood'’s Son Ithaca N y ( iH _ 
Glover, I 2. Oh H. I 
ford, brid ‘ 

Sanfo ‘ Sor B ort ( 
Charles G : er OV Sanf 1& ’ Brids 
Conn , Sanford & Sor bs 
ort, Conn.: Glover E. Sanford, Glover, Sanford 
Bri igeport, Conn Half Campbell & Co 
Antes Fort, Pa.; H. T. D n manager TD 
Woolen Mills, Davenport, I 1; S. A. Jennit 
dent Davenport Woolen Mi Co.; J. M. E 

holder in Davenport Woolen Mills: W. C. W 

Co., wholesale dry roods, Davenport low 
Krause, jobber of woolens, Davenport, lowa; N 

& Bro., jobber of woolens, I vent I i; M ‘ 
mann, jobber of woolens Dav ort I 1 A 
Haipke, manufacturer of knit good | er rt, | 
August Steffin, jobber of dry goods, Davenport, | 
J. H. C. Petersen's So di roods, Daven] | 
W. D. Petersen, Davenport, Iowa; H. F t 
Davenport, lowa;: J¢ wh Froehlich, d er j 
Davenport, lo ; Isaac Rothchild, d r i 
Davenport, lowa: W. SS Ritcher, d ctor } 
(lowa) Woolen Mills ¢ Ee ey I 
(lo Woolen Mills Co.;: I M. Ficl 

A. Stratliek, dealer in dry good Davenport ! 
J. H. Hiner, dealer in dry goods, Davenp I 
John Dutton, overseer in woolen mill, Dav 4 
James W. Robertson. general manager Porter 


turing Co., Clarksville, Ga.: James Williar 


Germantown, Pa.: William Jameson, Germanto 


C. A. Reynolds, King Philip Mills, Dav 


William I. Perry, president Forest Mills (*¢ 


ton, Me.; J. F. Brailler, superintendent F 
Co., Bridgeton, Me.; Louis Kraemer 
Creek Mills, Reading, Pa.: W. Ward uy 
Riverside and Oswego Mills, Providenm 
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Seth Yumphrey, Lower Merion, Montgomery County, Pa., 
owner; Charles Ohara, superintendent Mills & Co., New 
York; Swenarton & Kiser, New York; J. W. Dodge, pres- 
ident Dodge-Davis Manufacturing Co., New York; C. H. 
Proctor, overseer, Dodge-Davis Manufacturing Co., New 
York; H. C. Whipple, treasurer Dodge-Davis Manufac- 
turing Co., New York; H. Beckman, North Ohio Blanket 
Mills, Cleveland, Ohio; Samuel Lea & Son, 1148 St. 
John Street, Philadelphia, Pa.; M. H. Heynemann, of 
Hieynemann & Co., San Francisco, Cal.; Sig. Greene- 
baum, of Greenebaum & Co., San Francisco, Cal.; J. R. 
Manury & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; J. R. Sullivan, dry 
goods, Oswego Falls, N. Y.; Connell & Patterson, dry 
goods, Oswego Falls, N. Y.; Bennett & Stewart, dry 
goods, Oswego Falls, N. Y.; Farrell & Son, merchant 
tailors, Oswego Falls, N. Y.; H. Amdursky, clothing, 
Oswego Falls, N. Y.; J. C. O'Brien, dry goods, Oswego 
Falis, N. Y.; A. R. Nery, dry goods, Oswego Falls, 
N. Y.; H. Rosenbloom, dry goods and clothing, Oswego 
Falls, N. Y.; H. J. Peoples, clothing, Oswego Falls, 
N. Y.; J. H. Lee, department overseer, Riverside and 
Oswego Mills; W. R. Hamilton, Caperiment overseer, 
Riverside and Oswego Mills; J. B. Phillips, department 


overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills; J. H. Wilson, 
department overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills; 


R. Harrison, department overseer, Riverside and Oswego 
Mills; Charles B. Sheard, overseer, Riverside and Os- 
wego Mills; A. F. Willlams. overseer, Riverside and 
Oswego Mills; Henry Pollard, section overseer, River- 
side and Oswego Mills; Wright Motham, section over- 
seer, Riverside and Oswego Mills; Thomas G. Gill, sec- 
tion overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills; Crossley 
Holmes, section overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills; 
William Bower, section overseer, Riverside and Oswego 
Mills; Joseph Bower. section overseer, Riverside and 
Oswego Mills; John Burns, section overseer, Riverside 
and Oswego Mills; C. A. Van Leuvan, section overseer, 
Riverside and Oswego Mills; C. H. McCaffray, section 
overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills; David Hartigan, 
section overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills; James 
Winters, section overseer, Riverside and Oswego Mills; 
J. H. Fairguere, section overseer, Riverside and Oswego 
Mills; William F. Read, Victoria Mill, Philadelphia, 
Pa.; George Grayson & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; } A. 
Buguey, superintendent Waumbeck Co., Milton Mills, 
N. H.; Carl Freschel, of Kalamazoo Knitting Co., Mil- 
waukee; L. L. Tabor, of Kalamazoo Knitting Co., Mil- 
waukee; Louis H. Elbromer, of Kalamazoo Knitting 
Co., Milwaukee; George G. Granger, 22 Broad Street, 
Boston, Mass.; EB. C. Caswell, of E. C. Caswell & Co., 
Bloomsburg, Pa.; J. M. Staver, of E. C. Caswell & Co., 
Bioomsburg, Pa.; John F. Hayle, carder for B. C. Cas- 
well & Co., Bloomsburg, Pa.; C. W. McCaslin, spinner 
for BE. C. Caswell & Co., Bloomsburg, Pa.; E. L. Cas- 
well, boss weayer for E. C. Caswell & Co., Bloomsburg, 
Pa.; George W. Yost, engineer for BE. C. Caswell & Co., 
Bloomsburg, Pa.; Miles M. Bet, finisher for BE. C. Cas- 
well & Co., Bloomsburg, Pa.; Elias BE. Shaeffer, weaver 
for BE. C. Caswell & Co., Bloomsburg, Pa.; Joseph 
Ruckle, dresser for BE. C. Caswell & Co., Bloomsburg, 
Pa.; John Custred, weaver for E. C. Caswell & Co., 
Bloomsburg, Pa.; Daniel L. Jones & Co., Philadelphia, 
Pa.; Concord Woolen Mills, Nicojack, Ga.; Porter Man- 
ufacturing Co., Clarksville, Ga.; Sulloway Mills, A. W. 
Sulloway, treasurer, Franklin, N. H.; John 8. Collins, 
Gilsum, N. H.; L. Farr & Son, of Ogden Woolen Mills, 
Ogden City, Utah; Newton Farr, Ogden City, Utah; 
and Ezra Farr, Ogden City, Utah. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEFLin]. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat amused at 
the speech of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoNDELL], 
the gentleman whose State has, I believe, 4,000,000 or 5,000,000 
sheep; and, if I remember correctly, evidence has been sub- 
mitted which shows that it cost 12 cents a pound to produce 
wool in Wyoming, while it cost less than one-twentieth of a cent 
per pound to produce it in the State of Washington. Does the 
gentleman believe that the American people ought to be taxed 
to continue the wool industry in Wyoming, when wool can be 
produced for one-twentieth of a cent a pound in Washington? 
What is done for the lawyer if he fails in the practice of law? 
He quits the practice; he goes to selling goods, teaches school, 
or he farms. What becomes of the blacksmith if he fails at 
the forge? He goes into some other business. What becomes 
of the banker if he fails? He must do something else. But 
what shall we say of the woolgrower in Wyoming, where it is 
said it costs 12 cents a pound to produce wool? Shall the 
American people be taxed, and heavily taxed, in order that the 
sheep may continue to graze along the babbling brooks of 
Wyoming? [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
Is that the doctrine of the Republican Party? It is, and has 
been all these years. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas rose. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I have not the time to yield 
now, although I would be delighted to yield to my friend. The 
gentleman speaks of 57,000,000 sheep in the United States, and 
suggests that great injustice is about to be done these sheep. 

I want to remind the gentleman that in this Republic of ours 
there are nearly 57,000,000 of human beings who do not own 
their homes. On which side are you; for your sheep that 
graze by the babbling brooks of Wyoming, or are you on the side 
of these homeless "human beings that God has with His image 
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blessed? [Applause on the Democratic side.] You stand here 
clamoring for protection for sheep and protection for various 
other things. It is dimes and dollars, dollars and dimes 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEFLIN. No; I am sorry, but I can not yield. This side 
of the House pleads for human welfare; this side of the House 
pleads for the rights of the plain people; this side of the House 
has determined to cut the profits of your trust magnates and your 
tariff barons and to give the under man a chance in this 
country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] While you are 
begging for protection for your sheep we ask for protection to 
the American boy. We pit the American boy against your 
Wyoming sheep, and the Democratic Party is on the side of 
the boy. You may stand by your sheep. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. } 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess]. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, we are told that the sheep busi- 
ness is dwindling and we can not afford to profitably raise 
them; that the business has gone out of existence because the 
farms can more profitably raise other products than sheep. I 
would like to have the gentleman who thus speaks go into the 
State of Ohio that produced in 1910 almost 4,000,000 of sheep 
upon acres of ground that are certainly worth as much in the 
market as the acres upon the farms of the State in which the 
gentleman lives. I would like to have him go through the 
county in which I live, that has a premium for live-stock raising 
that was won at St. Louis, and yet going through these counties 
you will see sheep upon the various farms; instead of sheep 
being in opposition to modern methods of farming 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I only have five minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Ohio produces a large amount 
of Democrats, too. 

Mr. FESS (continuing). Instead of the sheep industry be- 
ing in opposition to the fertility of the soil, I assert that the 
sheep industry helps to fertilize the soil. If that is not true, 
then how does it come that in Great Britain, with a soil but 4 
inches deep, you have a more fertile soil in many respects than 
we do in our own country, stated to be due to the sheep busi- 
ness there in Great Britain? The Member from New York 
[Mr. Harrison] said we should not continue the sheep-raising 
business in this country because we can buy the sheep from 
Australia and from South Africa and from South America. 
He stated in the same breath that the demand for sheep was so 
great in Europe that the price of sheep in Europe was almost 
equal to what it is here. Let me ask him this question: If the 
price of sheep in the foreign markets is equal to what it is here 
under a protective duty, then, in the name of God, what will it 
be when the American sheep-growing industry is destroyed and 
our country subject to the monopoly of a foreign market? That 
is the only thing that prevents the continued rise of the price 
of wool. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Here is a proposition, presumably in the interest of the con- 
sumer, that proposes to displace the American woolgrower for 
the sake of the woolgrowers of Australia, South Africa, South 
America, Europe, and Asia. 

The pitiable 11 cents duty for the protection of this great 
American industry must be removed. This woolgrower must 
compete with the foreign woolgrower, whose labor cost is small 
in comparison. The woolgrower of Australia can market his 
wool as entire profit from his sheep, the actual cost being met 
from other sources, as meat, and so forth. From his wool he 
realizes $1.31 per head, while the American grower has a 
charge of from 11 to 19 cents per pound for his wool. If woo!- 
growing is not a legitimate industry because, as you say, we can 
not compete with the foreign grower, and ought therefore to 
cease raising wool and employ cur farms in other products, 
then you can not deny that the purpose of this bill is to displace 
woolgrowing for some other product of the farm. That means 
the 300,000,000 pounds annual production of the United States, 
the 50,000,000 pounds from the 4,000,000 sheep of Ohio—the 
farmers’ Shropshire, known the world over not only for its 
fleeces but for its meats—must be lost to the American grower 
in order that you may satisfy an un-American theory, namely, 
go to other lands for your wool, and this at a time when the 
prices of meat are still increasing to the consumer. It goes 
without saying, if you make woolgrowing unprofitable by a iaw 
in favor of the foreign grower, you will not only lose the home- 
grown wool but the meat on which the wool grows. You, in the 








interest of the consumer of meat, are here proposing to decrease 
the meat production. 

This new theory, this Democratic theory, that estimates the 
wealth of our country by what we are compelled to buy rather 
than by what we produce—in other words, the theory thet 
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measures your wealth by what you do not have rather than by 
what you do have—proposes to lower the cost of living by re- 


ducing the production of the things upon which we live. And 


all this in the hope that free wool will mean free clothes and 
free sheep will mean free meat. 

The small amount of wool in the make-up of any suit will 
make a very slight difference in the cost by virtue of the 11 
cents duty. Who will get this reduction? Do you suppose for 
a moment the consumer will get it? You know that a suit that 
costs $25 now will not sell for $24.10 by virtue of 90 cents saved 
by the reduction of 11 cents duty on wool. In erder to save the 
90 cents to the consumer you are proposing to destroy this 
creat industry. 
~ But we are told it will not destroy it. My answer to all such 


‘ 


statements is a simple reference to the free-wool provision of | 


the Wilson tariff, when the price of sheep would not pay for the 
transportation rates from the city of Xenia to Buffalo. The 
woolgrowing industry has never yet recovered from the effects 
of that law. 

Reports declare that the acreage for woolgrowing in foreign 
countries is not increasing, which, if true, means you will not 
by this measure cheapen the price of foreign wool, but, on the 
other hand, this bill will increase the price at the expense of the 
consumer. It would be wisdom for this Government to stand 
by the policy of encouraging sheep growing in this country, not 
only to clothe our people but to feed them as well. I know that 
an argument designed to encourage American enterprise has no 
place in this House in these days. This majority has in.a 
hundred instances, both by speech and vote, declared that an 
appeal on behalf of the American producer for the sake of con- 
tinuing the existence of the American consumer, the great 
laboring class of our population, is out of place here. Here in 
the National House of Representatives we are faced with this 
un-American policy that looks to the cash balances of the 
importer rather than to the condition of our producers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HELM]. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, hitherto I have succeeded in not 
yielding to the temptation to talk to this committee, but through 
all of these ramifications of talk I had hoped that there might 
come a lucid interval to the membership of this House on the 
left-hand side of this aisle in this discussion, and I want, if I 
can, to draw a parallel on this paragraph to a condition that has 
prevailed for a number of years in the State from which I come. 
Kentucky is the great producer, as you know, of tobacco. For 
over 25 years the tariff rates on imported tobacco that are car- 
ried in this bill have been in the bills that have been upon our 
statute books. The price in former years that the growers of 
tobacco were enabled to realize ranged from 3 to 6 and 7 cents 
a pound for their tobacco. The tariff tax on tobacco ranged 
from $2.45 a pound down to 25 cents a pound, and that tax 
rate in the law has been in the statute for 25 years, and 
during that time the price of tobacco has been as low as 3 
cents. It now ranges as high as 15 cents a pound. If this 11- 
cents-a-pound tariff on wool helps the farmer one cent, answer 
me, some man on that side of the aisle, why it is that the farm- 
ers raising tobaceo in Kentueky, with this tariff customs tax 
ranging from 25 cents a pound to $2.45 per pound, were only able 
to realize 3 cents a pound for their tobacco? Why did they not 
realize a price commensurate with the protective tariff rate on 
tobaceo? 

If your argument is a sound argument and an unanswerable 
one, that this 11 cents a pound finds it way into the pockets of 
the farmer, why was it that the farmers who raise tobacco 
could not realize some of the alleged benefits from the protec- 
tive duty on tobacco? He does not and he did not do it. The 
tobacco raiser in Kentucky went down into the very shadow of 
the Valley of Death, because there was but one buyer—the 
Tobacco Trust. The Kentuckians went into that fight and won, 
as they usually do. They fought the trust, and to-day the price 
of that product, as I have said, ranges from 10 to 20 cents a 
pound. Your tariff tax on tobacco has been the same during 
the entire period—a fixed quantity. Through all that time not 
a cent of it found its way to the pockets of the tobacco raiser. 
Just so not a cent of the 11 cents finds its way into the pockets 
of the woolgrower. Why? Because of your Woolen Trust. 
We raise in my district the same type of wool that is raised in 
Ohio, and it commands the highest price, ranging from 15 to 32 
cents in the last decade, more often under 20 cents than above 
it. But where is our enemy? Where is the enemy of the wool- 
grower? It is the Woolen Trust. Put this tax as high as the 
dome of this Capitol, if you please, and the farmer will never 
realize anything more for his wool than the trust is compelled 
to pay. He will simply pay the price at which it can be ex- 





ported at a profit. The Woolen Trust gives t] als ‘ 
| same kind of a deal on his woo! 
the tobacco grower for his tobacco 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of t 








tleman from Ohio [Mr. Wits}. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. €! 
theorists upon that le 
gentleman who |] just ! Iu 1 i 
Kentucky to \ i 
result of the tariff « lLandIu fric 
New York to say, openly and frankly f bill 
effect he eontemnplated tl t the 1 
raising industry of the State of O1 would ! / 
out of existence. The ] t test, Mr. ¢ ! 
theories is the statement of the facts It h ! 
debate there was ivy differ ! rt 
here and the price abroad. Let 1 
actual facts are shown in the | { 
differences in price hat n the ] fon and 1 
The comparison is made on the basis of the pr 
grease and for the period from Sept ber, 1912, to | 
1913. Probably the differ \ 

| the price of the farmers’ wool ha 
under the impending threat f 
bill. The table is as foll 
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One-fourth blood.............. | 2 
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The facts are that in last February a tleece of Idaho 
fine staple wool, sold on the London market at grease 
at 15% cents a pound, and that the same ftieece sold in | 
at 203 cents a pound, a difference of 54 cents per pound 
yet it is said that the tariff makes no difference in tl 
that the farmer gets. Ualf-blood wool sold on the 1 
market at 18 cents a pound; it sold on the Boston mark 6 
cents a pound, a difference of 4 cents, rhre ghth 
wool sold on the London market at 16} cents; on t] ] 
market at 23} cents a pound, a difference of 7 cents a | | 
And so on with the different grades, making an average 
tween 6 and 7 cents a pound. 

The same thing is shown by the following table ex) 
the difference in prices between London and lx 
on the besis of the grease pound. A fleece of O} 
cut in two, one half being sent to tl Lond I 
other half to the Boston market. The ine t ‘ 
with fleeces of Oregon and Wyoming wool, 1 

The results obtained are shown in the table. 

] 
| f 
alae ci edaneemihnedmmade 
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We I  ccnmengsedenwces 

There is not any question about it, Mr. Chairman, 
gentlemen are frank they admit it. 

I compliment our friends on the other side of the » for 
having been frank at least occasionally i l 
report, when the wool bill was up before, { it was ¢ 
that eventually wool would be put on the fre ist. In 
report on the wool bill of 1911 the Democratic membe1 
Ways and Means Committee said, page 26: 

It is maintained by a very lar mber our b 
statesmen that the economic s tion involved in 
as a Nation requires that our | hould be thr nm ¢ ! ) 
portation of wool free of duty; and this view, based on 0 
found consideration of the pub! elfare, has mad ex n 
cratic legislation. It is t nstant intent of the | 
to make the burden of tariff tay as light as possible for 
and to levy tariff taxes on a revenue t is prompily 
the party recognizes no justification whatever for tarifi 
necessity of revenue. 

In some remarks that I made then I prophesied if tl 
erats had control of the Government ool we 1 
th. free list. On that occasion I said: 

In other words, it is perfectly clear that there is no inter nt 











































[Mr. Heim] has expired. 
Mr. MANN. . Mr. Chairman, I y ! 


tain any protective duty whatever on wool. I think I am per! 
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in making that statement and am not misrepresenting anybody. So the 
woolgrowers of the country ought to understand that they are face to 
face with the proposition of free wool. We have torn the mask aside, 
nd we know where our good friends, the enemy, are located on this 
proposition, 

Various able, eloquent gentlemen on the Democratic side said: 
“No; that is not a doctrine of our party.” Even so late as 
last October, the President of the United States said at Pitts- 
burgh: 

The Democratic Party does not propose free trade or anything ap- 
proaching free trade. 

And even when the Ways and Means Committee went into 
the discussion of this subject, as we learned this morning from 
the able and eloquent gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner], the 
alert protector of the goat industry, the committee itself decided 
that there ought to be a duty on woo! of 15 per cent ad valorem. 
Yet, though that was the judgment of the committee, when 
certain conferences were held, and when the pie counter was 
in sight with the viands distributed upon it in plain view of 
the hungry and assembled host, and when the brethren were 
given to understand that access thereto would not be easy to 
them and their friends unless there would be a change in 
this rate, these gentlemen said: “Our opinion amounts to 
nothing.” They said: “ We will abandon all we have recom- 
mended and put wool on the free list, but goat hair must still 
be protected 20 per cent ad valorem.” The able gentleman 
from Alabama, who spoke a few moments ago, worries a good 
deal about the farmer’s boy. Ah, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Herrin] is not talking in favor of the 
farmer's boy. I am here to speak in favor of the farmer’s boy 
of Ohio, and the gentleman from Alabama is talking in favor of 
the half-naked sheep herders of South Africa working for $2 
per month, with whom he wants to bring our boys into compe- 
tition. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I am speaking in favor of the small farmers of Ohio. Mr. 
Chairman, I had not intended to say anything more upon this 
bill. I had already expressed at some length my views con- 
cerning it. But I did not feel that I could fulfill my duty to the 
people who sent me here if I should sit here silent in the face 
of the avowed proposition that a great industry of Ohio is to be 
stricken down, that the market which the American farmer has 
had for his product is to be taken from him, and sheep raising 
and woolgrowing are to be driven from the land, without any 
benefit to consumers or anyone else. This bill takes all the 
tariff off the farmers’ wool, but the product of the Woolen Trust 
is protected. If we are to have free wool, why not free clothes? 
I did not feel that I could fulfill my duties if I said nothing at 
all, and so, Mr. Chairman, in the name of the small farmers, in 
the name of the farmers’ boys of Ohio, in the name of American 
labor, in the name of 600,000 woolgrowers in the United States, 
I protest against the passage of this infamous, ill-considered, 
illogical, unfair free-trade bill. [Applause on the Republican 
side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 16 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] if he intends to have any more speeches on that 
side? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There will be only one more speech on 
this side. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LENRooT] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, during the course of this 
debate we have heard a great deal from the Democratic side 
as to their keeping the pledges that they had made to the 
American people. Whenever some item has been discussed 
where they have admitted that their rates are an injustice to 
the producer, they have said that it was necessary because they 
had promised in their platform to reduce the cost of living to 
the American people. 

And now I want to direct the attention of that side of the 
aisle for a moment to a consideration of this schedule and to 
ask whether they have kept the promises they made to the 
American people in the framing of it. I read from the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1912: 

Articles entering into competition with trust-controlled products and 


articles of American manufacture which are sold abroad more cheaply 
than at home should be put upon the free list. 


You promised that articles entering into competition with 
trust-controlled products would be put upon the free list the 
first time you had an opportunity to write a tariff law. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, is there a Woolen Trust in this country? 
I do not know whether there is or not; but if there is, you 
promised to put their products upon the free list. I would not 
vote to do so if I believed there was a trust, because I would 
not be willing to destroy the industry for the purpose of 
destroying the monopoly. You said you would. Is there a 
Woolen Trust? 

Mr. Chairman, upon that question I want to call a most con- 
vincing witness to the Democratic side, a man whose word is 
absolute law to them, and it is the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. UNDERWoop]. On the 7th day of June, 1911, Mr. Unver- 
woop used this language: 

There is nobody in this country who does not know that the Ameri- 
can Woolen Co. to-day fixes the price of woolen goods; that is a 
monopoly; that is a trust. 

Now, have you kept your promise? Or have you repudiated 
the gentleman from Alabama? If you have repudiated him, it 
is the first time that you have done so. His word has been 
absolute law unto you, and the gentleman from Alabama may 
well say, paraphrasing the epigram credited to Louis XIV, 
“The Democratic majority—I am the Democratic majority.” 

And, Mr. Chairman, I want to direct an inquiry to the Mem- 
bers of the Progressive Party in the House. There have not 
been many of them present during the debates upon this sched- 
ule—and I am not surprised at that, because two years ago 
their leader, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock], when 
we were considering this very schedule, used this language: 

Believing as I do that the duty carried on worsted for men’s and 
women’s wear in this bill is indefensible, that it is an outrage upon the 
entire population, I am firmly convinced that if the Members of this 
House should come to understand the facts in the case a majority 
of the Members could no more be induced to put a duty on worsteds 
than they could be to put it on coal oil, 

A little later he said: 

I can not see for the life of me how anyone in the American Con- 
gress can aid the Worsted Trust by putting a tariff on worsteds, either 
as a frankly avowed measure of protection or under the pretense of 
a tariff for revenue only. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] in this debate 
so far has been as silent as the grave. Neither has he offered 
the amendment that he offered two years ago to put tops and 
worsted goods upon the free list. I wonder why? Have the 
Progressives repudiated their leader upon this proposition, or 
as a condition of admission to the new party was he compelled 
to recant this heresy upon his part? [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the latter was the case. 

I want to congratulate the Democratic side upon the fact 
that they have broken this promise that they made to the 
American people, even though there be a Woolen Trust, for I do 
not want to see the woolen industry destroyed. Destroy the 
monopoly, but save the industry. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just a moment with reference to these 
two bills. The substitute bill offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] is a protective measure and at the 
same time reduces every rate in the present Schedule K. It is 
consistent, and in accord with the report of the Tariff Board. 

How is it with your bill? Like your cotton bill it is not con- 
sistent at any point in it. You put wool upon the free list, but 
so far as protection to the woolen manufacturer is concerned you 
have given him upon the coarse and cheap woolen cloths a 
greater amount of protection than this Republican bill gives to 
them. But how many times in the past have you upon the other 
side, in your well-deserved denunciation of Schedule K, said, 
“Tf you put us in the majority we will reduce the rates; we will 
cut the rates to the very bone upon these woolen cloths that 
the poorest people in the United States must buy and use.” And 
yet in this very bill your rates upon the cheapest woolen cloths 
are 5 per cent higher than are the protection rates in the Repub- 
lican bill. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorr] 
is a high protectionist. He is honest; but I am glad that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] made the speech 
that he did, so long as he holds the views that he does with 
reference to Schedule K, in his defense of the present schedule. 
I have thought sometimes during this debate, from his much speak- 
ing and his high protective tariff views, that the country might 
be led to believe that a considerable number upon this side of 
the aisle were in accord with him. But honest as he is and 
industrious as he is, there are not a handful upon this side of 
the aisle who hold the views that he does, and in voting upon 
this woolen schedule we will have an opportunity of demon- 
strating to the country that the Republican Party is sincere in 
its advocacy of honest protection based upon the report of a 
tariff commission. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have heard upon that side of the 
aisle a great many times the cry that their purpose in all tariff 
legislation is to give equal rights to all and special privileges to 
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none. And yet this very bill, and your method of framing tariff | 
hills, is more open to favoritism and discrimination and special 
privilege than the Republican protective position can possibly be. 
You put wool on the free list, but a 20 per cent duty upon the 
hair of the Angora goat. You put flour upon the free list, but 
vou keep a high duty upon rice. And so I could go on picking | 
out items of necessity to the American people where you have | 
arbitrarily said, “ Free trade upon this article, but a high tariff | 
on another article.” Can there be any worse kind of favoritism | 
than that? The Republican position of protection, equaling the 
difference in cost of production at home and abroad, if it be a 
special privilege at all, applies to all alike, protecting them only 
from unfair competition from abroad, and I say there can not 
be such a thing as special privilege when the vast majority of 
the people of the country have equal benefits from the privi- 
lege. whatever it may be. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the Republicans made an ap- | 
propriation under which President Taft appointed a Tariff | 
Board, consisting of three Republicans and two Democrats, 
who brought in a unanimous report as to the facts involved 


the production of wool and woolen goods, both in this and 
other countries. 

We on this side of the House stand by our guns, stand by 
the report of the Tariff Board, and we present a woolen sched 

e, based upon the information ascertained by this Tarif 
Board. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

For years the woolen schedule has been a point of contro 


sy in the country, and for probably the first time in tl 
history of tariff making in this country we how propose a 


ifie adjustment of Schedule K, and we will confidently 
appeal to the country in favor of tariffs based upon information 
rather than tariffs based upon guesswork. All through indus- 
rial life to-day people are learning the necessity of scie1 
formation and scientific processes. Even in this legislative 
body we are learning it, although the learning so far has only 
ermeated this side of the House, and has not penetrated to 
the Demoeratic majority. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
[ believe we will present a solid front, and I hope on this 
osition we may have the support of those Republicans 





emporarily estranged from our party, soon to return, who now | 


| themselves Progressives, as we call ourselves Republitans, 
because in the end Republicanism means progression. [Ap- 
lause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago the distinguished gentle 

in from New York [Mr. Harrison], always candid and 
ways a free trader, logically in the process of his reason- 

said that free wool meant the death knell of wool- 

crowing in the United States, which he declared ought to be 
because it was logical. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I am sure that my good 
friend does not wish to misrepresent—— 

Mr. MANN. Well, cut that part of it out; I never misrep- 
resented anybody. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I said no such thing, but I 
tried to show just the contrary—that the tariff on wool does 
not now protect the woolgrowers. 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York declared—and | 


I know he will not change his remarks—that free wool meant 
the death knell of the woolgrowing industry in the United 
States for the purpose of growing wool. Only a few days ago 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] the former chair- 
man of the special committee on sugar, declared that this 


bill meant the death knell of sugar growing in Louisiana and | 


Texas. One by one they admit that they propose to kill the 
industries of the country. One kills the sugar industry to-day, 


another kills the woolgrowing industry to-morrow, another kills | 


the wool manufacturing the next day. Do they think that 
as they kill these off one by one they are not killing them 


off altogether? The injury comes to the country all at once. | 
We might do it if it was only wool; we might do it if it | 


was only the cotton manufacture, or if it was only the 
woolen manufacture, or one kind of any other kind of manu- 
facture; but when we propose at one time to do injury to the 
great mass of industries throughout the country, you and I 
will learn that that can not be done and retain the prosperity 


in the land, for God knows I hope prosperity will remain in | 


Spite of your legislation; and I know that in the long run the 


American people, with their common sense, will return to such | 


economic policies as will make sure of the prosperity which God 
and nature entitle us to have. [Loud applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. Chairman, the distinguished leader of the Republican Party 





congratulates himself and his party « fact 
learning something. We are glad to nw 
congratulations, but I would like to inquire w 
Republican Party is learning something in 

tute you offer? 

It is a well-known fact, and neither the ¢ 
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fact that you were ashamed to copy exactly our rates, but you 
tried to do it, and approached it in an indirect way. We levy 
a tax of 15 per cent on tops from which the yarn is spun. You 


levy a rate of 18 cents a pound on scoured wool, and you carry 
il top paragraph 20 cents a pound on the woo! contents 
and 10 per cent ad valorem. In other words, on the tops you 
add 2 cents per pound more than you say is the rate that should 


be charged on scoured wool. I recognize the fact that the 
Tariff Board estimated that this was the necessary compen- 
satory duty. Instead of putting this at an ad valorem rate in 


your 10 per cent, you carry it in your specific rate. Do you 


mean to say, as the gentleman from New York said, that on tops 
there is a differen between the substitute and our bill of 10 
and 15 per cent? When you increase the charge on scoured 


wool, that goes into the 2 cents per pound? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to interrupt the 
gentlemar, but I desire to correct him. The duty on scoured 
wool is 19 cents a pound. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And on grease wool you have 18 cents 
and on scoured 19. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD Nineteen cents. Of course, you can 
allow for the 1 cent per pound if you want to in a specific 
rate or in the ad valorem rate. We would allow for the com- 
pensatory duty in the ad valorem rate, while you allow for it 
in the specific rate, where you put it in as an equivalent for 
the duty on raw wool. That raise of 1 cent per pound on 
scoured wool approximates 2 per cent ad valorem. 

And what is the result? 

a free-wool basis the real result is that the duty amounts to 
about 12 per cent against our 15 per cent. Now, I say you 
were ashamed to come right up and accept our figures. Now, 
when you come down to yarns, instead of carrying 19 cents per 
pound on scoured wool in the yarn you increase this specific 
duty on yarns to 214 cents per pound and then add an ad 
valorem rate varying from 10 to 25 per cent, according to 
value, increasing the duty for raw wool from 19 to 214 cents 
per pound and again raising the ad valorem equivalent in the 
same way, following the old process that has marked the in- 
iquities of the woolen schedule in the last 40 years. On cloth 
they do the same thing, except raising it higher and higher. 
They put on cloth valued at more than 40 cents and not more 
than 6O cents a pound 26 cents a pound on the wool content 
therein, although they say 19 cents is a fair tax on scoured 
wool, and then add 35 per cent. On cloth valued at more than 
60 cents and not more than 80 cents they place 26 cents 
per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem, and on those above 
SO cents and not more than $1, 26 cents per pound and 45 
per cent, and so on, raising the schedule as they go; and yet 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroot], knowing that, 


T 

i 
t 
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actually stated to the House that our bill was higher than the | 


rates in the present law. But, of course, I know what he 
neant, 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘The gentleman means this substitute. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does not the gentleman know that that 
merely takes care of the loss in the wool? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course I do. If the gentleman had 
been listening for the last 15 minutes he would have heard me 
say that it takes care of the loss of wool, and that the Tariff 
Board estimated it- 

Mr. LENROOT. But with free wool you do not have to do 
that and you would not if you had free wool—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not yield to the gentleman to 
make a speech. Of course, when you are comparing it on a 
free-wool basis, free wool loses as much in the manufacture as 
taxed wool. Does the gentleman think because wool comes 
in free at the customhouse that there is not as much waste as 
when it comes in taxed? Of course not. I can not yield to 
the gentleman to make a speech. There is no difference, ex- 
cept that you are trying to hide some protection in this bill that 
you do not want the American people to find. That is it. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] Now, you say that you 
have written this tax in conformity with the report of the 
Tariff Board. I admit that when you cut out your tax on raw 
wool that on tops and yarns there is very little difference in 
the bill. On the lower grade articles—woolen goods—you are 
about the same as we are, but when you go to the higher grade 
articles you go very much higher than we do, but you are 
approximating the basis that we made. You follow the way we 
showed you to go. But the real question involved is whether 
or not you should levy this tax on raw wool in conformity with 
the Tariff Board’s report. Now, there is not a man on the 
floor of this House who ever read that Tariff Board report who 
does not know that the Tariff Board reached a Scotch verdict 


In a comparison of the two bills on | 
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on raw wool. You know it and I know it. There is not one 
line in that report that says you should tax raw wool, or you 
should not, and it is an open secret that the board divided on 
that question as to whether or not raw wool should be taxed. 
Now, which side of this Tariff Board are you following? That 
is the question. You are writing this tariff bill, you say, in 
conformity with the report of the Tariff Board, a scientific 
Tariff Board report, but you can not say which side of it you 
are following. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not right now. I want to give you 
some information. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MONDELL. I shall enjoy it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Thomas Walker Page, a distin- 
guished member of that board, recently wrote an article in thé 
North American Review, giving his position in reference to the 
question as to whether or not raw wool should be taxed. He 
was a member of the board, and he wrote this article as a re- 
view of his work. I will ask the Clerk to read the portion of 
this memorandum that I have marked. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In the North American Review for April, 1913, Mr. Page says: 

“To the average American sheep raiser the wool duties are only an i 
cidental aid; to the genuine woolgrower they are of real assistance, but 
they are inadequate to prevent the gradual merging of this industry 
that of the mutton producer. To neither, therefore, do they bring 
benefit that economically justifies their retention. From the standp 
of the manufacturer these duties are undeniably an evil. They rai 
the price of his raw material, increase the amount of capital necessa 
in his business, enhance his costs of production, and make it impossi)h) 
for him to compete for trade in neutra’ markets. More than this, th 
completely bar him from the use of important varieties of wool that 
are available abroad. South Africa, for example, exports about 125 
000,000 pounds of wool as fine and, for many purposes, as useful : 
any that is grown, but the amount we take of it is negligible. Th 
explanation of this is found in the fact that the duties are specifi 
payments on a pound of wool ‘in the grease ’—that is, in its natura 
condition as it leaves the sheep’s back. Sut in each class of gre: 
wool there are many varieties which differ not only in length, strength 
luster, and fineness, but also in the quantity of oil and other impuriti: 
they contain, so that some varieties when scoured yield much less clean 
fiber than do others. These variations appear not only in sheep of 
different breeds or from different regions, they are also found in differ- 
ent parts of the same fleece. Thus wool from the neck, breech, or be!! 
shows a different shrinkage in scouring from that of wool on the res 
of the body. Naturally the American buyer abroad can now take only 
wool of a good yield. The heavy shrinking wool is often excellent fo 
his purposes, but when the duty is estimated on its clean content | 
finds that he can not afford to import it.” Prof. Page charges that 
reason why the duties on woolen cloth have continued so high has been 
the disposition of American manufacturers to profit by compensato: 
duties imposed for the purpose of offsetting the tariff on raw wool, b 
fixed at so high a point as to be much more than compensatory. F 
thermore says he, “‘ It is well known that the greater part of the w« 
fabrics that enter commerce are not all wool.” In summing up he u 
the fgllowing strong language: “ It must be admitted that there is good 
reason why this particular raw material should not be taxed. In 
other countries with any industrial development except Russia the 
portation of wool is free. Our tax on it, therefore, puts our manu! 
turers at an insuperable disadvantage in neutral markets, and it wou 
have the same effect in the domestic market but for the compensatory 
duties. The importance of properly adjusting these duties becomes 
evident when it is remembered that while the annual output of our wool 
crop is less than $60,000,000, the annual ovtput of our wool-using in 
dustries is more than $700,000,000. As they now stand our compen- 
satory duties are a glaring abuse in our tariff system, and are respon 
sible for much of the popular outcry against it. It seems, however, to 
be impossible to adjust them fairly, and to repeal them involves tl« 
total repeal of the duties on wool. It follows from what has been 
said that whether they are studied with regard to their effect on t 
production or the manufacture of wool the wool duties are with: 
economic justification ” 

Even with reference to the business side of the sheep-raising industry 
Mr. Page says: 

“The industry as a whole would not materially suffer; it would even 
make a substantial gain in being freed from the necessity of playing 
politics and relieved of the uncertainty and anxiety that will hampc1 
it as long as the duties are there to be defended. There would be 
temporary setback owing to panic, but forces that are already at work 
would soon build up the industry along new lines and on a more stable 
foundation.” 









[Applause on the Democratie side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They say that the tax on raw wool is 
written in conformity with the Tariff Board’s report in this bill. 
There is a witness which I present to you, a distinguished 
member of the Tariff Board, who says that the duties on raw 
wool are without justification. And, more than that, it is 2 
well-known fact that the chairman of the Tariff Board did not 
believe in levying duties on raw wool. 

And yet you come before this Congress, not asking to legis- 
late on your judgment, on your own ability, but you come here 
to-day and tell us that you have been taught a lesson and you 
want to write that lesson on the statute books, and when we 
call your teacher to testify he refuses to stand for a statement 
that you have made to the House. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will not yield. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Of course he will not. He does not dare to | 


yield 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not have the gentleman taking my 
time. It is too valuable right now. 

Mr. MONDELL. It would be embarrassing. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have a very great admiration for the 
distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], a man 
of the highest character and fearless honesty when it comes to 
anything else but the tariff; but he has been so badly trained 
as to the way in which he should go on the tariff that he could 
not write a wool schedule, even if he tried, without putting 
jokers in it. [Laughter.] 

" Now, he has told the people of the United States that al- 
though he taxed the wool from which clothes were made he is 
soing to give them free wool carpets. He will tax the material 
that keeps them warm from the winter’s snow, but he will give 
them untaxed carpets to walk upon. He did not do it; he just 
told them he was going to do it. He has two classifications in 
this bill, first and second class wool. On second-class woo! he 
puts the rate of 7 cents per pound, and then follows it with a 
proviso and says that it shall come in free if it is used for 





making carpets. But he also says in this bill: Imports: _ ; 
Quantity (pounds)........... 700, 192 ho, eee 
Whenever wools of class 2 shall have been improved by the admixture 5 ei i | $124, 642. 00 | s OO. Of 
of merino or English blood, from their present character, as repre- Average unit........... ; | $0. 178 a | 
nted by the standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the isi atacvadkuestatas | $70, 019. 00 | $72, 000. 00 | 
prin ipal customhouses of the United States, such improved wools shall cs. adehsdnaens sca dheesisatied 10c. per Ib. | 16¢e. per Ib. on 
classified for duty as class 1. e | | ¥ CC it | 
And that means they have to pay 19 cents per pound on —_ Ment ad valorem (per | a | 2 
scoured wool. But he goes on further and says: 7 
If any bale or package of wool or hair specified in this act, invoiced 1Cl ication of 1909 Shrinka cen i 
or entered as of class 2, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable as of 
class 2, shall contain any wool or hair subject to the rate of duty of 7%. WOOL, NOT ON THE SKI 1ED 
‘ , the whole bale or package shall be subject to the rate of duty ae —— 
( rgeable on wool of class 1. Imports: 
Now, I am informed by men who buy wool, who import wool, egg ¥ (pounas)....-.+2--+-5 co a Sek neater 
that it is almost impossible to-day to find wool that is all class 2, Average unit................ $0,221} 80). 20 | 
without some of the finer grades of woo! being mixed with it. SE 0 wadlediincodbsuaknee $7,550,972.00 | $ | 
Why? Because everyone is trying to improve his sheep. Rate... ....-+-eeeeeeeeeeesees Lc. per It . 
Everyone is mixing the high-bred sheep with the low-bred sheep. tent mal 
Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a Equivalent ad per a 
question ? CURE) cccccccccssccsecesccosce 49. 72 | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will answer it for you. — i 
Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is not talking to the Democratic | OP ON TH : 
caucus; he is talking to the House of Representatives. ie) | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will tell it. ee > ee 
Mr. PAYNE. You do not tell it to anybody. ee $51.0 $ 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I got this information only a day or | Average Unit.....--+--+++++- $0. Ii O.1 
two ago, although I knew it to be a fact before, from a manu- aes ee ee sic. ner Ib, | 1 
facturer of carpets in your own State. 
Iie told me that he hoped that this distinction that you were ' at 04 vel Ge ' 
trying to draw would not be maintained, because it was only a Cent)... ees an 1 
fraud. [Applause on the Democratic side.] He said it was] _ oe sek | 
only a fraud; that it was almost impossible to find a bale of © wand. won ' 
second-class wool, and that carpet wool, or a large proportion | _._— = - 
of it, under this bill would be classed as woo! of class 1. — 
Mr. PAYNE. Is that the situation in the present law? | Quan poun K T 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, I am not through with the gentleman ; lu $2 $5, 50 
yet. T) tic 5 re | 0 j 
Mr. PAYNE. You are not proving anything. eat pam i reteaer eet | 2c. per It 
Mr, UNDERWOOD. Now, here is the bill that I hold in my | 
hand, the bill that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] | Equivalent ad valor . 
offers as a substitute, and he says that it was prepared by the | cent)... 1.7 
Tariff Board. My friends, I am sure that the gentleman from pe ec 
New York should not charge this to the Tariff Board. The 1 Shrin 
Tariff Board already has enough sins to bear. You should not 7. WOOL, S 
send it down into history, or try to do so, bearing the errors | ———_—— ———__- 
and iniquities of this substitute that you have offered to-day. } tmports: 
[Applause on the Democratie side. ] “Quantity pounds).......... 126 | / 
Listen to this, Here is the way they class wools, or try to Teeaeeersnnrest © 0.329 | : 
class them: UN cis tisdinnthsiesen : $42.00 | 
, The duty on all wools of class 2, including camel's hair of class 2. eat lent ad valorem (per en | 
imported in their natural condition, shall be 7 cents per pound. If aa pada 5 100.19 | 
scoured, 19 cents per pound. om —— : 
Now, mark: Imported in their natural condition, the duty © enon te2 Ween on oun t eneenein ante tr 
shall be 7 cents a pound, and if scoured, 19 cents a pound. It}|_ 0 aed 3 a cas : 
will be noted that there is no provision for washed wool of class a 
<. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] "Cuan! ty (pounds)........... | 70,812 | 70, 000 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama Value. seeeseesseeeeel $16,717.00 $16, 400. 00 
has expired, All time has expired. err ante $8, 400. 00 
Mr, PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman ORirintidedased sesseseee) ‘Me. per Ib. | 16c. per 
from Alabama may have haif an hour and that I may have five ic el Oe be a 
minutes afterwards. etd 46. 60 £0. 00 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] submits a request for unanimous consent that the gen- 
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tleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDeERWoop] may have half an h 
and that he may have five minutes. Is there objectio 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
very much for his courtesy, but inasmuch as the country ex ; 
us to do business I must decline to accept it and mi ins mn 


our going on. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
Mr, PAYNE, The centlem in does not dare to do it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr, Chairman, I will insert : ‘ 
my remarks, under the leave already given, a comparison ot 
the rates in the Payne law with the proposed bill 
Following is the comparison referred to: 





} 
Comparison of the imports for the fiscal year ending Jun 1 
the estimates for a 12-month period under H.R 
7 CLASS I,} WOOL ON THE SKIN, UNWASH 

| aaa i; on ae : } 
| Estin t ; 

Payne tariff, 12-n ! +7 
| 
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Buber JONGRESSLON J LECORD—HOUSE. May o, 
( of the i orts for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1912, with | Comparison of the imports for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, x 
tes for a 12-month period under H. R. 3910-—Continued, the estimates for a 12-month period under H. R. 3910—Continued, 
7. WOOL, NOT ON THB SKIN, WASHED OR UNWASHED. 8 CAMEL’S HAIR, WASHED OR UNWASHED, NOT ON THE SKIN, VAI 
a EXCEEDING 12 CENTS PER POUND. 
—— 7 a I: : 7 for *! Rate under el 7 
912. | ed oo Underwood : Estimate fora! pate uw: 
1912. i eo  oean bill. | Payne tariff, | 12-month pe- | Cigar. 
: _ 1912. riod under bill 
Jesictiiatidaies — a — ad as H. R. 3910. on 
; | | Hipieabch joi ete sa 
eHhy 7 8. 787.504 MGI, avccsdecsocsums Imports: 
m0 VIO ee ee eee error eowonne $2,314, 039.00 | $2,340, 000.00 |.......22.---00- Quantity (pounds)............ 30, 084, €58 45, 000.000 |.......... 
secenereees W. 205 WU. 20 |. 0. -cccccnccnees Wet cies oucaligecuse cts $5, 508,034.00 | $8, 100, 000. 00 
| ssictcweweeane $1, 054 11.00 $1,215, 000.00 |...........- 7° Average unit... $0. 183 Et BiGense vee 
12c. per lb. | 18c _ pe Ib Free. lige $2, 105, 926. 00 $31, 500.00 |........ 
(wool Content). | eee aide ..| 7c. per pound. 07c. per Ib j 
I — | Equivalent ad valorem (per 
4 ‘ 1. OB J ccccccccccccces ditt db. htvte whitetebaiben 38. 23 39 “in 
7 } | t ] rl re 399, 400 . a a 
8 CAMEL’S HAIR, RUSSIAN, WASHED OR UNWASHED, VALUE EXCEEDI) 
7. WOOL, Ss RED 2 CENTS PER POUND. 
7 ’ s Imports: 
DOUNIGS ). .cecccocs ; 40 1,0 |- Quantity (pounds)...........- 13, 693, 542 4,000,000 
; $12.1 $5.20. 00 Naas gin $594, 273.00 $600, 000.00 |... 
Mb. sees eee e eens ’ coef PY Win ss: catsenensncesd $0. 161 $0. 15 
- oT SM iictincs cane sintans cients $258,548.00 | $280, 000.00 cas 
. 36e. per lb 19¢. per ll Se a | 7c. per pound. | 7c. per pound. 1 
i ud val 1 (per , ails Equivalent ad valorem (per 
( seneeceresers -° 120. 00 Po Jaccoewecevecsece Gh ntdusuenkasasauncssonat 43.51 Oe Vecatavesse- 
7. CAMEL’S HAIR, WASHED OR UNWASHED. 1 See hearings, p. 4311—used for press cloth. 
, 10, 11, 14, AND 15, TOP, SLUBPING, ROVING, RING, GARNETTED, THREAD, YA 
I : 55 911 AND ALL OTHER WOOL WASTES, N. 8S. P. F. 
Va Sissies srerieareneemnenenetes sep enn eertegen poe 
A UL. « scececeoveceoses er $0. 294 os 4 Imports: 
Duties.....- a 409. OO $0, 50. OU |. oweeeenwes- sess Quantity (pounds)............ 44,310 100,000 }...... 
R 12c. per lb. | 18c. per Ib. | Free. a ee $17,184.00 $40,000.00 }....... 
i \ Wook Cum Average unit ; $0.388; |i $0.40 ]........ 
Ra Eq 1 valorem (per ie da Duties bak $8,862.00] $14,000.00 |....... 
cent).. csvcewe oseeee 46. 62 | 45.20 |. ee neeweneeenee sO 20c. per lb. j 
- 3 Shrinkage estimated at 40 pe ~<a eae aa Equivalent ad valorem (per 
Dice ntti nse cwcnbibewene ee OBE Ere ctece nes. 
7. HAIR OF THE ANGORA GOAT, ETC., WASHED OR UNWASHED. ees oe ae eee Se 
7 — a 12 AND 18, NOILS, CARBONIZED AND NOT CARBONIZED. 
Import 
( aes 192 929,925 1. 8K = ae 
ie cee cu tio $632 60 $57 Y Imports: 
Merraseyes ss nas spn . eeenenn Quantity (pounds) 300, 000 
os DUCES... ocescccoscccctcns $243 L. OO é Dok kifnnd wis 4 anbotdheabiibe $165,000. 00 
MOC. eee wee eee c ec enes 12c. per ib. | 18e. J BPTI Gices s cemitnsneonsits $0.55 |..... 
| (Woo! Con SI or ac all tata 06 Sickie 9 bie sci 5,000. 00 }....... 
Equivalent ad valorem (per Peek od ickces cs iksehs inveces 1l¢, or l4e. per } 
GUE). éckesddanins os 38. 52 GD Te cccccctccccsese ib. 
Sa et SS mee Equivalent ad valorem (per 
— - es inate : ar oF mn" eR 
1 Shrinkage, 14 per cent; see p. 612, Tariff Board report. CONE). ..-00 were eee eeeene es —— vai paets on 
8. CLASS III, WOOL ON THE SKIN, WASHED OR UNWASHED, VALUED AT 12 4 Includes woo! extract ee 
CENTS OR LESS PER POUND. 
exec — _ —— SNe 16. SHODDY AND MUNGO, 
a | | — 
( tity (n i he 3, 206,003 25,000,000 |.......- -+++---= | Imports: 
. $333, 847. 00 $550, 000. 00 Quantity (pounds)............ No imports. OEE 
ii eeeeseeees _ $0. 104 eo eri | Value... No imports. 3 eee 
ee | $96, 180 00 ‘ 82, yi -00 [a seeneeweenee Average unit No imports. $0. 07 
woeeenee 3c. per Ib. 0.05¢. per Ib. Free Duties... No imports. $80. 00 
ulent ad valorem (per Ea ‘ ei iho 25c. on shoddy 8c. per Ib. | i 
beknnien bie er 28. 81 QB hi cascsctacsuasea per Ib. 10e. 
wieneala ioiiaciaiali Scien Lasiineneiiinandeetiins on mungo 
1 1909 classifi n. tenivaiont ad val pa. 
Shrinkage 45 cent, p. 413, Tariff Be repor Equivate nt ad valorem (per a 
’When imported and manufactured int r OME) «~~... eee eee e ee eee ele eee e cence ees 114.25 |.........- ° 
| 
8, WOOL NOT ON THE SKIN, VALUED AT 12 CENTS OR LESS PER POUND ¢ a ma @e —— 
WASHED OR UNWASHED. 17. WOOLEN RAGS AND FLOCKS. 
% et ae Sa ye i ] 
Import E Imports: } 
Quantity 190, 000, OOK Quantity ( 85, 933 DE Di sikh baasone 
Value $9,900, 00 Value... $26, 303.00 $130, 000.00 |........ 
A verare ut Average £0. 306 BP Rida sien 
S 1) _ $63 NO dd thei dios vens sees $8, 593. 00 $10,000.00 |......... 
Ra 0.07¢ Ps aks cinthbncapeuteceethen> 10c. per Ib. 2c. per Ib. Fr 
i c Equivalent ad valorem (per 
ce GE Sovebenswianasous GREE). oc davaccsda conse coectenl 32. 67 So ae 
sits = 
1 When imported and made into carpets, etc. 
18. COMBED WOOL OR TOPS. 
8. CAMEL’S HAIR, RUSSIAN, WASHED OR UNWASHED, SRR aiieiiceti acini Siialinin it einineetteem 
a eh eS een com Imports: _ 
Imports: Quantity (pounds)...........- 283 BP Bobseeadsceeee . 
Quantity (poumds)...........-. 143, 085 | MB OED Boi ic tesidccoscee _ or aaa ee $176.00 $1,000.00 }........... 
alu $15,519. 00 ef ae ee ee $0. 622 $0. 50 
$0. 108 SB.EB bo ccecccsscsocese Duties os $157.00 $600.00 j........-.. . 
$5, 723. 00 UGE fic ibe vaadocts hss cclnipis cn < bites cme 2 369c. per lb. | 20c. per ib. and 15.09 
(cgaeeas ieweebssasechothe 4c, per pound. 7c. per ib. Free | and 30 per cent. 10 per cent. 
guivalent ad valerem (per | Equivalent ad valorem (per 
COME). .cvcsecccscssovccsecsess 36. 88 (OS Bicccacseccsncacs COME ac ccc cadedscccsnssececes 88. 95 BRED S. cnced. ices : 
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Comparison of the im; ts for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, with | Comparison of the imports f the fi 
the estimates for a 12-m th period under H. R. 3910—-Continued the estimates for a 12-1 ith 
19. WOO! AND HAIR, ADVANCED. 21. KNIT FABRICS, VALUED ABOYV ( 4 
- — a edn _ ee ae ——eEE i i 
Estimate fora > = eS aie +a 
. te unde 
Payne tariff, 12-month pe- ne i ss | 
1912. riod under bill iff, 
H. R. 3910. cian 2 
| HI | 
” 
( i , ‘ | 
\ € I BS). ccccccs 1, ® 
Ay we | M ' 
Tien tte e unit ‘ 
Rale...2..sssesssecesesessc.)38e. per tb. and | 20c. perib.and [°° "i513 | Dutles......20222: | | 
iano indniaieeniaiiides : 
lent ad vy ‘ er 
117. 44 
YARNS, VALUED NOT ABOVE 30 CENTS PER POUND. 
in . : eR 21 KNIT FAEPR!I VAI I AT ‘ I I 
= | 
l | 
i ' 
) I i a6 60d alin } JA 00 | | 
tebe] gate] ean vod | 3 
| ef) OR yor | 
InIt.....-- cece coe! 9 e0. 29 | a j ‘ 
i sbcceeastequncenns eae $118.00 £66. 00 | é unit. ! 
DRG. cimdamnstetesetndanaes | 27 wer TD. 1 ihe. BOP Ti hicascccctccsecce BO Ht etessosesesaccs } $ ¢ 
} ind 35 per nO WO wept 1. GF BRM cecocogcescesesocessseose c. pe . 
cent cent wool pt 
content 
1d valorem (per ' 
‘ 141.07 52. 80 | 20. 00 Eq ent ad per 
| cel | 
i YARNS, VALUED OVER CENTS PER POUND. : _ , 
AND 
' ' 
Imports: | 
ED.  céicuddwae 60. 706 BPG Oe Is accacéedceduseus Quantity (pounds)... wie iSO | 
t iinecaewhut £59, 386. 00 $184, 000. 00 Value Se ile ic ieee £8, DOO. Of 
t 978 30. 92 Average unit... Namrata $1.20 
ic 27.00 $89,000.00 |. NE er ie a ee SX 6.001 
lb. | 2lje. per Lb. | innate éatedounenese {4c. per | I 
per and 25 per Der t 
cent (wool ‘ - | 
content). } te | 
ul E ale ul valorem (per | 
onnt 79. 36 | 48. 37 | 20. 00 cent 1.61 
%1. CLOTHS, VALUED NOT OVER 40 CENTS PER POUND. 21. WOMEN'S AND CHILDREN 
EE —— — =e - = — ‘ 1 . ) 
] rt | | 
) it 10,123 15.000 s | 
I t m - 
Value $3,524.00 £5,100. 00 An POUNGS)........++-- | | 
e $0. 348 $0.34 wu , | 
‘ r mT r 
Duties... $5,103.00 | kT! Re eee an . LING. 5 we ewww e ee eennes | ‘ 
BORD. cc cticasddvsaseccsesouses Sees BOF Beh TR. BOP BA hecccciccsccsccee : , " 
and 50 per and 30 per Senay 1a One eE CARROT OTT Ae : ‘ 
cent. cent wool } . 
content). . | 
iv t ad valorem (per oe ee 
Dicsstuaeengnen so dad 144.79 64.31 35.00 Equivatent ad valorem (per | 
| cen 
CLOTHS, VALUED OVER 40 CENTS, NOT MORE THAN 70 CENTS PER POUND. : 7 a 
Siti matiuhavidbleindadiaies - 21. WOMEN S AND CHILDREN'S D Goo! 
| ANT * VE 
Imports: j a nsec — 
Quantity (pounds) Kceudueomia 982? 240 300, 000 In . 
: mnor 
Value. : $166, 659. 00 $180, 000. 00 mpe a 
Average unit $0. 59 $0. 60 Fale Pee : e 
DORM. 0 «a's $207,515.00 | $115, 000. 00 4 | 
| ee ee | 44e. per ib. and | 26c. per Ib. and ty " : . 
50 per cent 35 per cent ae oo 
(wool con- (wool con a eee eee 
| tent). | tent 
Equivalent ad valorem (per | 
t) 24.51 | 53. 89 35. ( . | 
ee ee ee | _— — a Equivalent ad valorem (per | 
21. CLOTHS, VALUED ABOVE 70 CENTS PER POUND. 
~ ae ae ee ae eT a ae ~ | 21. WOMEN’S AND CHILDREN’S D 
2 Imports: | PER PO 
; Quantity (pounds)............ 3, 921,318 COT, oo: 8 : — ees 
Wehacset a kidcdccnseccdcdaod $4, 513, 584.00 eT fe do cecceesecects Imports: | 
MVE Wiki iikas cdc cceccie $1.15 BESO lovedvecassesecoce Quantity (pounds). ....... 
Duties $4, 207,851.00 | $3, 440,000.00 |.... ag aa. ase $2 898 917.00 
: PR ii00s0k dir Ribeaes 44c. per lb. and | 26c. per Ib. and |................ Average unit.......... s 
55 per cent. 50 per cent OS ie EONS Le 
: (wool con- PidncsnMasnedindcatetnnsas 
; —— tent). 
y Equivalent ad valorem (per 
: CUP fo dicavsas > 4p aaesccesse 93.23 71. 67 35.00 
. -— J : ee . Equivalent ad valorem r | 
‘ 
‘ 21. KNIT FABRICS, VALUED NOT ABOVE 40 CENTS PER POUND. — 
i — — —__— —$—$—$—$$________—_ a a 
x Imports: 1. FELTS. NOT W 
= Quantity (pounds) 12 1,000 ™ —_ F 
3 VOR chic Gillin ctndntioc’ $4.00 $350.00 }.... Im ports: | 
2 BI Bids cdc cédconce $0. 348 | $0. 35 Quantity (pounds)...... 9%), 68 ‘ 
4 Sd « adeleos geveens eves $6.00 $230. 00 | Value : $115, 482.00 | 
Ms wvecdbescedtedeseveckaces 33c. per Ib. and | 25c. per Ib. and Average unit....... ; 
50 per cent. 30 per cent | ees anak $100, 188 
(wool con- a sion fic. perlb. and 
Dealt tent). 60 pe 
Equivalent ad valorem (per Equivalent ad valorem (per 


TU tesco Tag ae 144. 75 65.71 35. 00 ie ca. 
Scr a a 
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22. BLANKETS, VALUED NOT MORE THAN 40 CENTS PER POUND 





Estimate for a 


ate le 
12-month pe- Rate under 


a ; 
ayne ta 7 
Pay riff, Underwood 





1912. riod under bill 
H. R. 3910. ” 
oncaeid einai wiemmimende —_ 
Imports: | 
Quantity (pounds)...........-. | 1, 821 DEE Ivabindsesononuan 
Value sein teu eacnice ae £604. 00  * ) ea 
ID ig iin omni $0. 332 a 
BPs = nacndesuneceocessessen $582.00 | |) eee 
BD cs cakecewasendeddensdouene 22c. perib. and [234c. perlb. and |...........c0-- 
30 percent. | 20 per cent | 
(wool con- 
Equivalent ad valorem (per | vomt). 
OR suk Since = 96.34 | 54. 66 25.00 
| ' } 


22, BLANKETS, VALUED OVER 40 CENTS, BUT NOT ABOVE 50 CENTS PER 









































POUND 
Imports: 
Quantity (pounds)............ 1, 132 BO00 Le ccwecesounstcas 
MI thbbebekb aneweancsoscded $539. 00 BREED Gocccesssicecccce 
SOs. tccdksenswocess $0. 476 DEE Bisincabtedansece 
PE ctdkodbusenardstobasedae $562. 00 DOOR, GER indscsiiciceccss 
MG is chcadciaedaccbescesceed 33e. perlb. and |234¢c. perlb. and |................ 
| 35 per cent, 25 per cent 
| (wool con | 
Equivalent ad valorem (per | tents). j 
Beit ccsitsetavasees 104. 28 62.45 | 25.00 
| eee’ 
22. BLANKETS, VALUED OVER 50 CENTS PER POUND. 
Imports: | | 
Quantity (pounds)............ 39, 421 PRES inassccnagmoenens 
Value. a i ee $45, 675. 00 Bina cdcencekances 
DR Uso tiers besncekat $1.16 $1.10 | ' shbananneeieenion 
PRN coscibenbecncncsnendul $31, 280.00 $28, 250.00 ].......2.-----ee 
i isesicecstrabbbtitinsncate ie. ee Te eee. OP BE A. occnnnscascces 
and 40 per and 30 per 
cent. cent (wool 
Equivalent ad valorem (per | Ce) 
cent)... Sebel C8. 48 | 51.36 25. 00 
22. BLANKETS. OVER 3 YARDS LONG. 
Imports: 
Quantity (pounds)............ 6,013 DEE Didnetitnduonamas 
WE daktieheswatndsseeaviien $5,153.00 | Se nti caceseadcuctas 
ARI csnctienceccccess $0. 857 GB.GD fnccccccescscccce 
Duties. ........ceccceesseceees £5, 377.00 | $14, 200.00 |...........----- 
DGD. ns ac cds cdokumtnncsucensanedeneesscssvstes Pee Ie TA Eicesavbanssesaxe 
and 45 per 
cent (wool 
. a 
Equivalent ad valorem (per content). 
ee ssawesedt 104. 35 71.00 25. 00 
22. FLANNELS FOR UNDERWEAR, VALUED NOT ABOVE 40 CENTS PER POUND. 
Imports: | 
Quantity (pounds)............ Ey Sabwebobbbbucdvodtescccbenceseesos 
VOIR won sn ccs cecnasedneneuss eins enikdaunibedintemeneuweun 
MOORE GEE, os cccevconcestest SEitc. tn duiecenciiesuneeetede aes 
TDi. aiseuectoamecest outa Dt Tt dvensnhahdantkeesetaneeanels 
Pe atckdseteias sabtbeencsetad 2c. per ib. | 234c. por Ib. |...... sangeet es ea 
and 30 per and 20 per 
cent. cent. 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 
ee ee ee BED Dodvsdccuvscheced 25.00 
| | 
22. FLANNELS FOR UNDERWEAR, VALUED ABOVE 40 CENTS AND NOT ABOVE 
70 CENTS. 
Imports: 
Quantity (pounds)............ 709 4S ee . 
WER a vcovkséboctstewnces Sethe | $437.00 eg eer 
Average UNIt. .........ccc.ee-- $0. 616 £0. 61 
Ron 00bssnsoventweconatesa | $471.00 $1, 202. 00 
MONS, peencsvcsnctcasesscawenes | 33e. per Ib. | 234c. per Ib. 
and 35 per and 30 per 
cent; 44c. cent (wool 


per lb. and 
50 per cent. 


content). 


Equivalent ad valorem (per 
GUE) 0 n cnsnccvcessvadevenes 107.78 49. 26 35. 00 





22. FLANNELS FOR UNDERWEAR, VALUED ABOVE 70 CENTS PER POUND. 





Imports: 
SIRE on 0 <énnn0ce cc ccannasabensoguartcnneyes BEES Bivcussccvcnceces 
VONIG onnccnsccnvcceecccccccess $128, 433.00 SEED Bnccondéedeaunes 
PMD widadaudeédnetheciuuss ssensbeaokes BEAU Dos caceeanuedinan 
RR a ee ee $119, 749. 00 SUR FERS facacccsndacsunas 
ROAD cccvesesses Sibdmwonceceve poannee. DOP Ac 1 See. BO: Di 4S cdecventnbessce 
yd. and 55 and 30 per 
per cent or cent (wool 
44c. per lb. content). 
and 55 per 
cent. 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 
COME) . 0c ceccbicepuscrcccensis 93. 26 [3.50 35. 00 
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Comparison of the importa for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, with 
the estimates for a 12-month period under H. R. 3910—Continued 
READY-MADE CLOTHING AND ARTICLES OF WEARING APPAREL, N. 8. P. F, 

HATS OF WOOL. 


23. 


Estimate for a 


ate under 
12-month pe- Rate und 


_— ari 
ayne tariff, Underwood 








1912. riod under 
H. R. 3910. bill. 
Imports: 
Quantity (pounds)............ 87, 676 og SS ee 
Metta xkieadenvesiaceine’ $171, 924.00 Gre, BO Bodies sscnccas “ 
 Eiccsthtchateaeeneme $1.96 DG taste ehnkeaeés 
civ ebetichn esis hance $141, 732.00 $128, 700.00 }........ ‘ 
PE xoviteekstnesnsasasenches ce Se US UD OY ree 
and 60 per and 60 per 
cent. cent (wool 
content). 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 
We wohacesvauwksr’* ee £2. 44 73.33 5 


—_—_—_— 


} KNITTED ARTICLES. 


















Imports: 
Quantity (pounds)............ 293,478 350, 000 
_.. _ eee $391, 923. 00 $455, 000. 00 
ED Mss cndeaenseweonaet aa. «|, A Pekecedanesencce 
SN 6.03-9sadasenwennagithommel $364, 285. 00 
PER in ve nccacceussectansunatasy 44c. per lb. and | 26c. per lb. ar 
60 per cent. 55 per cent 
(wool con- 
tent). 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 
tht elunbddeanwasécieeeeis 92. 95 C6. 43 35. 00 
23. SHAWLS, KNITTED OR WOVEN, 
Imports: 
Quantity (pounds)............ 16, 939 Og a ee 
Sin) oi baetintee niwewerbaeel $18, 035. 00 $42,000.00 |.............. 
ND Ci cstdnbéte eocceda $1. 06 ME Rathi w eirieite iii 
ithncaleadpanodbaaksbad $18, 274. 00 UR th dv ececennass. 
ins tcicntinendbadigeotahan 44c. per Ib. and | 2€c. perib. and |...............- 
60 per cent. 55 per cent 
(wool con- 
tent). 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 
GE pon oo dd cccecosesvanaccucs 101. 33 76. 67 35. 00 
22. ALL OTHERS. 
! 
Imports: | 
Quantity (pounds)............ 576, 040 SEE Liksnetetaiuws sce 
WR crntntvhtiatih rs on cadena deen $1, 608,156.00 | $1,787,500. 00 |................ 
po errr $2.79 DE cctuiedaexds es 
i Rcusduadene abnewccteiioked $1. 218.261.00 | $1,202,500. 00 |................ 
a isiiteniiipeeas atl 44c. per Ib. and } 25c. per Ib. and/............. 
60 per cent. 60 per cent 
(woo! con- 
tent). 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 
Gdn iGdneddnedtesnbannckes 75.76 67.27 35. 00 


24. MANUFACTURES OF 


WOOL, N. S. P. F., WEBBINGS, GORINGS, BANDINGS, 
BINDINGS, ETC. 














Imports: 
Quantity (pounds)............ 31, 969 $0, OOD face sccesc..... 
its aida datieewbinweinte $72, 439. 00 CR GE Bs ew cciusecs-- 
PO ee re $2.27 Bee Bo cccue ae 
UB ins < cotcdcs twieoenesee $59, 448. 00 | $57, 800. 00 a 
POND inc cociaesédirdestibocecdl 50c. per lb. and | 2€c. per Ib. and |....... a 
G0 percent. | 50) per cent 
(wool con- 
tent). 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 
GUNES theta ecnntnnsstannnd §2. 07 57.80 35. 0 
24. ALL OTHERS. 
Imports: 
Quantity (pounds)............ 259, 043 SOO, G00 Fis sde. 0... _ 
FRc. cc vin reniguhankekenwer $328, 599. 00 $468, 000.00 |.............-- ° 
ee eee $1.37 See ‘ 
RE ne dakvenwoel $291, 972. 00 BO SD Bonsccvcsccccccce 
See himabacsambisbcids cehesssnioumiawed | eee ° 
50 per cent 
(wool con- 
tent). 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 
GOED. ceccncehunduncnsuyeetes £2.74 £9. 83 35. 00 
25. CARPETS, HANDMADE, AUBUSSON, AXMINSTER, ORIENTAL, ETC. 
Imports: 
Quantity CRs ncn cididseeckesseon aees So ee ee a cna db aoe ee 
WE tn terns 6seeweswncehlonh 1 $2, 564,600.00 | £2,700, 000.00 f...........---- : 
iid ntncanedvecnuesainsmatmtiinamtnsotc bbeesshhen<pethebecccecescccce - 
PN SS vs hasta Boedwad ave cade $1, 492,800.00 | $1,350,000. 00 |...........---- e 
Phin dd darn 0 neadeaiinnd Met dbbin cde tte nade tire 60 bee deetcadpbecastecvecccce 
Equivalent ad valorem (per 
GED 00s cesegeeess aaenenis a 58. 19 £0.00 | 35.00 and 50.0) 




















reo 


Ea EAS 


pleas Adio % 


| 
; 



















Comparison of the imports for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, with 
the estimates for a 12-month period under H. R. 3910—Continued. 
5. CARPETS AND CARPETRY, N. 8S. P. F., WHOLLY OR IN PART OF WOOL. 
: on yt | Est te f 
\stimate fora > at " 
Payne tariff 12-month pe- Rate und : 
J ; , Underwood 
1912. riod under bill 
H. R. 3910. . 
Imy | 
: F CROIGED. s ccccncaess Sadek sede eenwsKenen . oc ccccccloceccesesececece 
LE ee: | 1 $1, 433,391. 00 G8. COR BOUND Cc ccntnicidesane 
2th i aida danskain ak ydepabete ‘ccccstnatinetbeatecsdegeaes 
Te iat $838, 935. 00 GIR GEG En cvddiccdcaccauns 
ivalent ad valorem (per 
06 ed ecodnccedoescoceses 58. 53 30. 00 20.00 to 30.00 





1 Estimated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York {Mr. PayNe] as a substitute 
for the wool schedule. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 75, noes 158. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed Mr. UNDER- 
woop and Mr. MANN. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
74, noes 193. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE L-——SILES AND SILK GOODS. 

319. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk 
and not further advanced or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 
and silk noils exceeding 2 inches in length, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ELDER Mr. Chairman, being a new Member, I have 
not bothered the committee any heretofore. But there is one 
doctrine that our Republican friends have persistently and con 
tinuously argued which seems to me an apparent fallacy, and 
yet it has been the backbone of the Republican vote for many 
years—-that is, that protection is a help to the workingman. 





On the one hand, we admit that it has largely increased his | 


cost of living. But, my friends, I believe that a large reason 
for the high wages in America is this, that we have had great 
undeveloped resources in this country, and that immutable law— 
the law of supply and demand—has forced up the rates of wages. 

You can go into Canada, into Australia, or into any other 
new country where they have these great undeveloped resources 
and you will find high wages in analogous cases. 

But in order to see that protection is not a benefit, go into 
the old countries of England and France and Germany, and 
what do you find? In the protected countries, such as Germany, 
you find lower wages than you do in free-trade England. You 
can come into this country and under the schedules where they 
have the highest protection you find they are paying the lowest 
rate of wages. 

Take the woolen schedule that we have just passed, as an ex- 
ample. In the New England States, in their sweatshops, you will 
find perhaps the lowest rate of wages that is paid in America. 

Being from Louisiana, my friends, perhaps it is not amiss 
for me to say that I did not agree with several of the items in 
this bill. 

I do not believe any man could draw a bill on a competitive 
basis that necessarily contains discrimination for and against 
that would satisfy me, and I do not believe that I could draw 
a bill that would satisfy any man on the floor of this House. 

I do not think it would be wise for this country to go im- 
mediately into free trade, because our economic system is so 
finely balanced that it would perhaps cause a panic to change 
our system, but I hope to see the day come in the course of 
the next 20 or 380 years when we will raise our entire revenues 
on noncompetitive articles, on an income tax, an inheritance 
tax, and the excise tax, when this system of robbery and of bur- 
dens upon the sweating masses of the American people will 
come to an end. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I have no cause of quarrel with those other colleagues—or a 
portion of them from my State—who will not heed this appeal. 
They are honest and sincere gentlemen, perhaps sent here to 
defend the large industries in their districts, but I believe that 
as Sure as fate within the next 15 or 20 years no tariff wall 
could preserve and protect the Louisiana cane grower, but 
that the beet industry of this country would remove him. 
And, my friends, perhaps it is better to let it come now, and 
let our people end the protection theory and the idea that 
they can obtain their living from the sweat of some other poor 
man’s brow. We have a great State, rich in resources. Our 
Soil is most fertile; and though you have struck down a 
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great industry of our State, you have not ruined our people, 
because they are brave and courageous, and they will turn 
these fertile lands and these large plantations into smaller 
farms. Instead of being in the future a State of sugar barons, 
I hope we will be a State of small farmers; and we will be «as 
we ought to be, one of the brightest stars in the galaxy of 
the States. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. We n 
to have gotien back to a political debate, and I want to s 
word or two in answer to some of the remarkable statement 
the marvelous statements—made by the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee [Mr. UNperwoop]. I can not understand 
how the gentleman could make such statements as that and be 
so ignorunt about them. I say that because I have always re 
garded him as honest. He says I have removed the favor of 
free wool from the manufacturers of carpets—if it may be re 


garded as a favor to them—by another provision in this sched 
ule, and that some carpet manufacturer told him so. We if 
somebody did tell him so the gentleman ought to have known 
better. That same provision has been in the law heretofor: 
There has been a different duty on carpet wools and wools of 
the first class all this time, and yet no carpet manufacturer in 


the United States has failed to get his wool at the carpet wool 
rate of duty. The gentleman might have explained that to the 
House, but he thought he was talking to a Democratic caucus 
and that there was nobody here to pick him up on the proposi 
tion. It is a good deal like his talking to that man in (% 

necticut on the Wilson and Dingley schedules on metals and 
telling him that there was not anything in the Dingley schedule 
that was not as high in the Wilson schedule, and then handing 
him a copy of the comparison of the two. I have in my hand 
the comparison. It is a book issued by the Senate 8 years ago 
or 12 years ago, I do not know when. It is absolutely the 
worst document that was ever issued by any body of men. 1 


|} am ashamed to say that it was a Republican Senate that issued 
| that book. There are three volumes, and if you take the first 

| volume by itself you can not get any more information out of 
| it on the subject of the tariff than you could out of some of the 


gentleman’s speeches on some other questions 

He says Mr. Pace is for free wool. Well, I knew that. So 
is Mr. Emery for free wool. I have never said they were not, 
| but the facts they reported showed what the duty should be 
if it was to be a protective duty, and those gentlemen approved 
of those duties if they were to be protective. And they did ap 
prove of them. Even Mr. Pace thought if we were going to 
put a protective duty on wool they had not got it quite high 


enough at 18 cents a pound, that it ought to be 21 cents: and 
after he had studied the subject some more he approved the 
duties. So it goes all along the line. But what is the u 


|} gentlemen? The gentleman from Alabama takes the last two 





minutes in debate. He will not allow any interruptions: | 
will not allow a word to be said; he will not allow hi te 
ments to be punctured at the time they are made. He se 

| to be intent on nothing except to win the applause of gentlemen 
| who do not know but what he is telling the exact truth ab 
the matter and is not misrepresenting anything or drawing on 


his fancy. [Laughter on the Republican side.] If it pleases 
him and amuses you, I suppose the whole thing is accomplis! 
And yet I wonder that the gentleman from Alabama does not 
raise his debate on this great subject, on this great bill, to a 
higher plane and not let it result in what appears to me—1l 
say it with all politeness to the gentleman—to be the purest 
demagogy that I ever heard him utter. [Applause on the R 
publican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the pro fo) 
amendment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1 
i 
) 


324. Ribbons, bandings, including hatbands, beltin | lin 
of the foregoing not exceeding 12 inches in width and if with fast ed 
bone casings, braces, cords, cords and tass¢ gart end 


I le of silk or of 


ings, and webs and webbing; all the foregoin 
silk or silk and india rubber are the comp 
if not embroidered in any manner, 40 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word abot 
silk schedule. The schedule in the present law is new and d 
ferent in principle from any one ever made before. Up to 1909 
the silk schedule had been on an ad valorem basis. ‘The q 
tion of putting it on a specific basis was taken up by the oc 
mittee. Several experts went over the schedule; the import 
were represented among the experts, and the manufacturers of 
the silks were represented. They brought in a schedule w! 
they said did not increase the rate of duty. After stud) t 
for a while 1 told them that I thought it did increase the d 
and I would not stand for any such rates. They brought in : 
other one modifying it and the House committee refused to take 
it up. After the bill went to the Senate, I was in touch with 
the same gentlemen, and they finally got up a schedule which I 


nent materials of chief 
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believed would not advance the rates, and I preferred a specific 
duty if we could get equitable rates. The silk schedule is as 
purely a luxury as anything in the clothing line in the bill. 
Finally they got a schedule and presented it to the Senate and 
the Senate agreed to it, and afterwards I went over it with some 
of the gentlemen, cut down the rates in some instances, and got 
a rate that I thought would not be larger than the ad valorem 
rate in the old law, and it was finally put in the bill. 
out that it was substantially on the same level as the rates of 
the former law. I am sorry that these gentlemen have changed 
it. If they wanted to favor the wholesale purchaser and had 
lowered the duty below 50 per cent, which is the ad valorem 
equivalent; if they had taken the rates of 1909 and cut them 5, 
10, or 15 per cent to bring them into conformity with their ideas 
and leave them as specific rates, it would have been better. I 
think it would have been a great improvement in the bill. I 
would not offer an amendment, for I might as well throw it to 
the east winds. There is no use in trying to amend the bill. 
You have heard a one-sided statement in your caucus, with no 
one to dispute it or to give you information on a great many 
items. Your minds are made up and the President has approved 
the bill, and so on to the end of the chapter. 

I simply wanted to call the attention to the schedule which 
these gentlemen so ruthlessly break up and destroy, represent- 
ing a great deal of labor, probably ten times that which was 
put upon it in their committee. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the 
pro forma amendment. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. I want to say a word as to my vote against the sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] on the 
woolen or Schedule K. I believe I was the only Republican to 
stand up and pass between the tellers and vote against the prop- 
osition. I have no apologies to make for it. I am a Repub- 
lican and I believe in a protective system, and I will not stultify 
myself by voting for an amendment offered from this side of 
the House which will increase foreign importations of woolen 
goods from what it is now—$15,000,000—to over $9,000,000 per 
annum, or a total of $24,000,000. 

Then, I do not believe in a policy of voting on this or any 
other schedule until the manufacturers and their employees have 
been given a full, fair, and impartial hearing. We have ar- 
raigned and condemned Mr. UNDERWoop and his committee for 
failing and refusing to give hearings, and that is what Mr. 
PAYNE has neglected to do with his substitute. I am opposed 
to both the Payne and the Underwood Schedules K as a substi- 
tute for existing law. 

In the course of this discussion on the tariff I have from the 
very start criticized the so-called Underwood bill because it pro- 
posed to increase the importations of foreign-made goods at the 
expense of the American manufacturer and the American wage 
earner. I must be consistent. I can not stand here day in and 
day out and take that stand and then turn around and vote for 
n proposition to increase foreign importations more than 
$9,000,000 under one schedule of this bill. 

On yesterday I inveighed against the action of the Demo- 
cratic Party on Schedule I, which proposes to increase foreign 
importations of cotton goods $12,000,000, and having condemned 
the majority for doing that, I could not be consistent, fair, and 
just to myself to-day to do practically the same thing on Sched- 
ule K by indorsing and approving such an un-American and 
anti-Republican policy. A man that has not the courage of his 
convictions does not deserve a position on the floor of this House. 
[Applause.] I must retain my self-respect; I must be consist- 
ent in all {hese matters far above party friends or party con- 
ferences. 

I notified Mr. Greener of Massachusetts, chairman of the Re- 
publican caucus or conference, that I would not support the 
Payne substitute, in view of the discovery that if adopted 
it would transfer $9,000,000 of our business to our foreign com- 
petitors, injure our woolen mills, and turn many of their men 
out of employment. 

I believe in the principle that we should retain the American 
market for the American mills and the American wage earners, 
and by my vote and voice I shall stand here as long as I am in 
Congress and oppose any bill, amendment, or proposition which 
will take away from the woolen or cotton manufacturers and 
wage earners of this country their business and employment and 
transfer it to toreign shores. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes. 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I honor the gentleman for his convic- 


tions, but in order that some of the rest of us may be put in a 
proper light I wish to inquire of my colleague where he got the 
information with reference to the amount of importations? 
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Mr. AUSTIN. I take pleasure in giving my colleague from 
Iowa that information. When we had the Republican confer 
ence, which was open and aboveboard, I asked the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] if he could tell us what the in 
creased importations under that proposed schedule of his would 
amount to, and he said he could not give me the information. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, the gentleman asked me in regard to the 
Underwood schedule, not in regard to this. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I asked the gentleman about his own proposed 
substitute. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I did; and I can prove it by our colleagues 
Messrs. ForpNEY, Moore, GREENE of Massachusetts, and others 
who were present. The gentleman may not have understood it, 
because he is a little hard of hearing, but that was my question. 

Mr. PAYNE. I answered in regard to the Underwood 
schedule. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Then the gentleman misunderstood me. Then, 
on the following day, not having received that information from 
Mr. Payne, I requested the gentleman from Michigan [Mr 
ForDNEY] to send a copy of the Payne substitute to the Treasury 
experts in order to secure a report, and Mr. ForpNey in a few 
days showed me the report, and he again showed it to me on 
the floor of the House to-day, in which it was stated that the 
increased importations under that proposed Payne schedule 
would amount to $9,000,000 over and above the present imporia 
tions of $15,000,000. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Right there I want to say that I 
question the accuracy of that statement, and I am inclined to 
think that it is the same expert that reported—and they have 
it in the Democratic handbook here—that under the Under 
wood bill, with free wool, there will be practically no mor 
importations of wool than there were before. 








Mr. AUSTIN. The same expert 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes; the same expert that mak« 
those figures. 

Mr. AUSTIN. We need not guess about this matter. It i 


the same Republican official or expert in the Treasury Depart 
ment who made the estimates on the original Payne bill and 
on other tariff bills. 

Mr. PAYNE. He never made any estimate for me. 
have made it for the committee. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I would like to have the gentleman tel! 
how much the importations would be under this 
substitute. 

Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. AUSTIN. 
can. 

Mr. PAYNE. No man living can tell. It will be guesswork 
but I say that this proposed substitute would furnish ample 
protection for the American manufacturer. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the wool schedule has been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


325. Chiffons, clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing appar 
of every description, including knit goods, made up or manufactured i: 
whole or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer; all 
foregoing composed of silk or of which silk or silk and india rubber «1 
the component materials of chief value, not specially provided for 
this section, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 78, line 23, strike out the word “ chiffons.” 


Mr. PALMER. I would like to put in a word of explanation 
in regard to that. Paragraph 325 is the wearing apparel par:- 
graph, while paragraph 326 is the woven fabric paragraph. While 
it is a little difficult for us men to settle the question, I under- 
stand that the expert testimony is that chiffons are woven 
fabrics rather than wearing apparel, and they are changed to 
that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

826. Woven fabrics, in the piece or otherwise, of which silk is the 
component material of chief value, and all manufactures of silk, or of 
which silk or silk and india rubber are the component materials of 


chief value, not specially provided for in this section, 45 per cent ad- 
valorem. 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 79, line 9, after the word “section,” strike out “45” 
insert “ 35.” 


He may 


ine 
proposed 


T could not tell the exact amount. 
The gentleman can give it to us as best he 


and 
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Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the gen- | Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman will find 1 
tleman from Alabama to the fact that a reduction is proposed | Statement made by any gentleman on this side th 


' 
by this amendment. I proposed to reduce the ad valorem rate | asked the Tariff Board to make rates for us 
| 


from 45 per cent to 35 per cent on woven fabrics. I do not do| Mr. UNDERWOOD. I asked him. 

that because I want to deprive the silk industry of any protec- Mr. MONDELL. Neither to-day nor any other tir 

tion it may. have, but in order to assist the committee to be Republican Party or any member of it expected a tarifi | 
TT to fix rates or frame schedules. 


consistent in its arrangement of the duties. The peculiar situa- 


tion that confronts us here is this: That silk used in the manu- Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is not what I said 

facture of umbrellas is rated at 45 per cent ad valorem, while Mr. MONDELL. So far as I am personally concei 

umbrellas are dutiable under this bill at 35 per cent ad valorem. | Should be perfectly content to have my friend from A] 

The foreign umbrella may therefore be brought into the United | member of a tariff board or commission ! would 

States for 10 per cent less than the raw material from which it honestly to ascertain the facts; it would be ; 

is made. It is manifestly impossible for any man to manu- | lute indifference to me what his view was as to w! 

facture umbrellas in this country if these rates as written in | should be fixed on the facts thus ascertained 

the bill prevail. One of the largest manufacturers of umbrellas This has been so often stated on this side and made si 

and parasols, who does not live in my district, writes: that I am surprised that my friend from Alabama [Mr. 1 
We are the largest manufacturers of umbrellas and parasols in the woop] does not understand it. I think he must understs 
intry, but did not think it necessary to ask for a hearing or file a | The duty of a tariff board is to ascertain the facts, and 


‘ 
brief while the bill was being considered because never heretofore has | men on a tariff board or commission are honest 
the duty on parasols and umbrellas been less than the duty on the com- ters little wh: heir lities tews oO} Sat ' 
ponent parts, and we did not for an instant imagine that in the new | fers little what their political views or opinions may he fo 
bill there would be a departure from this practice. We believe that | the policy to be followed in fixing tariff rates. If thew \ 
there was no desire upon the part of the framers of the tariff act to 
ruin any legitimate industry, and that it is only necessary to call your is, Oe : . ‘ g 

tention to this matter to have your committee see the mistake and | tO fix rates based on those facts in accordance with ont 
correct same. } Standing of them, measuring the difference in the 

There is absolutely free and keen competition in the umbrella and | duction at home and abroad 
rasol industry, and while it can doubtless meet foreign competitors | St ade ; . : — 


honestly present to us the facts, we on this side will end 


ff tl duty on the finished product is no more than that of the parts, | Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

yet we can not survive with a duty of 35 per cent on ribs, rods, and | The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from W yomi \ | 
other metal parts, a duty of 45 per cent on silk cloth, and only 30 per | tg the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Krrenmi 

cent on the finisned product. Mr. MONDELL. In a moment. 

It seems to me thut the committee in all fairness, if it does It proves nothing to say that some member of the Tariff 
not mean to destroy this industry, as it will by this enactment, | Board, or all the members of the Tariff Board. may have held 
eught to accept this amendment for a lower rate, especially as | to the opinion that wool should or should not ha e been 
it comes from one who believes in protection. dutiable. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. Mr. KITCHIN. Did not the members of the Tariff Tk 

The Clerk read as follows: and the Tariff Board experts help to write and to fix the rat 

827. Yarns, threads, filaments of artificial or imitation silk, or of | in the cotton bill which yeu voted for last session and i 
artificial or imitation horsehair, by whatever name known, and by | wool bill? 
vhatever process made, 35 per cent ad valorem; beltings, cords, tassels, Mr. MONDELI. I do not understand that anv exnocrt of 


ribbons, or other articles or fabrics composed wholly or in chief value a 
of yarns, threads, filaments, or fibers of artificial or imitation silk or | any tariff board has ever been called upon: neither wi 1] 
of artificial or imitation horsehair, by whatever name known, and by | ever be called upon by a Republican 
whatever process made, 60 per cent ad valorem. : . 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following com- 


belic 





do anything but give information relative to the facts thei 
investigations develop, and on the facts thus developed they may 


| 
mittee amendment. be of assistance in figuring what rate will cover the difference 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. in cost at home and abroad. As to their opinions as to what the 
The Clerk read as follows: rate should be, whether protective or otherwise, it matters n 


Page 79, line 16, after the word “ horsehair,” insert the words “ or | to us. 





of yarns, threads, filaments, or fibers of artificial or imitation silk, or It is the function of a tariff board or commission to ascer 
of artificial or imitation horsehair and india rubber. | tain the facts. As to whether the rate should cover the differ 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. | ence in cost thus ascertained is a matter of opinion depend 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | on whether one believes in the principle of protection or not 
word. Mr. Chairman, unfortunately we have not any scientific | I and my friend from Alabama could agree on facts; we could 
information from a tariff board or any other source as to the not agree as to the rate those facts warrant. 

difference in the cost of production at home and abroad of} Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like two minutes 

the articles covered by this paragraph. My information is that The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [M 
if we had such a report it would show that this paragraph, so | Kircnin] is recognized. 

far as many articles are concerned, is highly protective. I was | Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mé 
very much surprised some moments ago by some statements made | DELL] and, I believe, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAN 
by the genial and generally fair gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] disavowed th: 
Unprrwoop], touching a tariff board report. If I understood | the Tariff Board or the Tariff Board experts helped to wi 
the gentleman correctly, he said that some one on this side | the Hill cotton bill, for which the Republicans voted last Co1 
had said that our wool schedule was prepared by the Tariff | gress, or helped to write this wool substitute bill, which the d 
Board. If anyone said anything of that sort I have not heard | tinguished gentleman from New York introduced and for whi 
it. There is no one on this side who ever expected a tariff | Republicans voted this afternoon. I want to say to the g 
board to fix rates, nor do we ever expect to ask the opinion | man from Wyoming [Mr. Monpert] that the gentleman 1 

of a tariff board or commission as to what the rates should be, | Alabama was nearer right than he thought—and he did 


based on the facts they find. have to take the word of the gentleman from New York [Mr 
Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman yield? PAYNE]—that the Tariff Board, or the members of the Tariff 
Mr. MONDELL. I can not. soard, and their experts assisted in preparing this substitut 
Mr. BRYAN. Do not speak for everybody on this side, then. } and fixing these rates. The Republican campaign textboo! 
Mr. MONDELL. Well, I am speaking of Republicans. last campaign expressly declared that this wool substitute b 
Mr. BRYAN. I am sitting right in front of you. and the Hill cotton bill, for which you voted last session, wer: 


Mr. MONDELL. I am speaking of protectionists, at least | prepared by the Republicans in conjunction with the members of 
I am speaking for those who believe in the principle of pro- | the Tariff Board and the Tariff Board experts, and those rat: 
tection, protection to the labor and industry of every man under | were fixed by them. So the gentleman from Alabama [M1 
the flag whether he lives on the Pacific coast or on the rock- | UNDERWoop] is entirely right. 
bound coast of Maine, by the waters of the Gulf, or up yonder Mr. MONDELL. The statement made, if that was the state 
on the border of Canada. The gentleman said that we claimed | ment made in the campaign textbook or elsewhere, is absolutely 
that our woolen schedule was approved by the Tariff Board, | correct. The rates were fixed by the Republican members of 1! 
and then proceeded to attempt to prove that—that the mem- | committee, assisted in the matter of ascertaining facts by th 
bers of the Tariff Board or some member of it was opposed to a | experts of the Tariff Board. 


duty on raw wool. Mr. KITCHIN. No; that these substitute bills were wrilten 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield? by the House Republicans and the Tariff Board members; and 
Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman would not yield to me. it is a fact that on the cotton bill the gentleman from Connecti 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from New York stated— | cut [Mr. Hill] was working in its preparation for six weeks 
I merely quoted from the gentleman from New York—— in conjunction with Mr. Page and the experts who aided the 
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Tariff Board in preparing their report on the cotton schedule. 
And you gentlemen ought to know that. You gentlemen know 
that there is not a Republican committee or a Republican Con- 
gress that has written a Republican tariff bill since the Civil 
War. The manufacturers and tariff beneficiaries have written 
the bills for you. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the gentleman know of any manu- 


facturers that were in favor of either the Hill cotton bill or the 
woolen bill? He says they have written all the bills, 

Mr. KITCHIN. I say this, I never heard of a manufacturer 
opposing this wool bill that you voted on here to-day. And I 


want to tell my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Austin], if I have 
the time, that in the debate on this wool bill last year—and you 
all remember it—Mr. Hiil, in answer to a question from me, ad- 
mitted that the wool bill for which you voted then, and for 
which you voted this afternoon, would not admit a penny’s 
worth more of importations into this country and would not 
reduce the price of woolen goods one penny to the consumer. 
It was not written for that purpose. 

I then replied to him that the Republican bill was a sham 
revision, a bill to fool the people and at the same time to 
satisfy the woolen manufacturers in this country. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] And I do say it does satisfy the 
woolen manufacturers of this country, and there is not a woolen 
manufacturer in the United States who opposes the biil for 
which you voted this afternoon. Not a dollar more of importa- 
tions will be admitted under the Payne bill of this afternoon 
than under the present Payne Act, and if I had the time I 
think I could show it. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
right there? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I do. 

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman from North Carolina is a 
member of the Ways and Means Committee, and he knows that 
no woolen manufacturers appeared before his committee and 
indorsed either of these bills. They say it is too low. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I never heard of one saying it was too low 
and not satisfactory to him last Congress. On the contrary, 
the members of the American Woolen Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion indorsed the bill then. Their representatives, as well as 
representatives of other manufacturers, had examined care- 
fully into the report made by the Tariff Board, and while the 
board was preparing its report wrote a letter commending 
the work of the board. They indorsed it, and Mr. Taft, your 
President, sent a communication to Congress, including this 
very letter in which they indorsed the work of the Tariff 
Board and its work upon the woolen schedule. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
last word. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unani- 
mors consent that all debate on this paragraph close in five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UnprEr- 
woop] asks unanimous consent that all Cebate on this paragraph 
close in five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FORDNEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN] 
can take time on the next paragraph. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Green] if .e desires. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Never mind. 
tunity to speak on the next paragraph. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I did not believe that the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin] would attempt 
to do any man an injustice. In fact, I do not believe that 
any Member of this House will misrepresent another man on 
the floor of this House. Gentlemen may sometimes, for the 
purpose of gaining political advantage in argument, make a 
wild-eyed, fire-eating statement [laughter], such as that which 
the gentleman from North Carolina has just made, thought- 
lessly. He states that the Republican Party never wrote a 
ariff bill. We says the manufacturers of this country have 


Does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


I will take the oppor- 


always written Republican tariff bills. 

Mr. Chairman, I have had the honor to take part in the 
writing of a tariff bill, and I want to say to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Krrcuin], who never made a more 
untruthful statement in his life, that he is entirely mistaken 
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when he states that the manufacturers, or any other interest 
in this country, great or small, wrote the tariff rates in the 
Payne tariff law. The Republican members of the Ways and 
Means Committee heard everybody that came; heard what 
they had to say, for and against a revision of the tariff, up- 
ward or downward, at that time, and from the information 
presented them, in their best judgment, they fixed the rates as 
best they could agree among themselves, as you gentlemen 
have fixed the rates as best you could agree among your- 
selves. 

I venture to say that there was not a man on the Democratic 
side of the Ways and Means Committee in writing this bill 
who voted for every rate that is in your bill. No one man 
on that committee is satisfied with everything written in this 
bill. You have agreed upon a compromise. You have gotten 
the best rates you could get among yourselves. You went into 
caucus and you agreed to stand by the will of the majority. 
There is no other way to pass your bill. There is no other 
way for the Republicans to pass a bill. There is no way for 
any party but to stand by its majority and vote for whatever 
that majority of the party believe to be the best thing to be 
done. 

I admonish the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kitcrrin] 
you should withdraw your remarks from the RecorD; and no 
other Member of this House of Representatives should casi 
such insinuations and aspersions upon other men as to say that 
they are so dishonest as to write a tariff law solely in the 
interest of the manufacturers. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; I shall be glad to yield if I can get 
time to answer the gentleman, 

Mr, KITCHIN. I believe the gentleman will admit that the 
most important schedule is Schedule K. Did not the gentleman 
hear Mr. Wood, president of the American Manufacturers’ 
Association, admit that the woolen manufacturers and the wooi- 
growers wrote Schedule K? 

Fhe ag FORDNEY. No; and neither did you hear him admit 
that. 

Mr. KITCHIN. He did admit it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. He did not; and neither has any other man 
admitted that any special interest in this country wrote Sched- 
ule K in the Payne tariff law; and when any man makes a 
statement to that effect he is sadly mistaken—purposely or 
otherwise. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Wood is my constituent and my per- 
sonal friend, and he protested to me against that schedule. 
He never helped to write it. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The fact that he is the gentleman’s con- 
stituent does not make him any more truthful or any more 
competent to write a tariff law. 

Mr. BUTLER. I know the gentleman and I know he is 
capable of telling the truth, and that he does tell the truth. 

Mr. KITCHIN, I think I am capable of telling the truth, 
too. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order and gen- 
tleman will observe the rule. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I hope this colloquy will not be taken out 
of my time. 

Mr. GARDNER. Did not the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop], on the opening day of this debate, say that Schedule K 
was not changed in the Payne law from what it was in 1897, 
in the Dingley law? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I think he did, but the gentleman was 
mistaken when he made that statement. I will say that in 
Schedule K there were, as I now remember it, three slight 
changes, slight reductions, but no increases at all in Sched- 
ule K, 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; I will be glad to. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the gentleman remember that before the 
Committee on Ways and Means, in January last, Mr. Chaney, 
the witness who appeared on behalf of the silk manufacturers, 
declared that the former president of the Silk Manufacturers’ 
Association wrote the silk schedule for the same committee? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I know that the gentleman made a state- 
ment that he was asked by the members of the Ways and Means 
Committee or somebody to prepare rates and present them to 
the committee, but it has not been shown—— 

Mr. PALMER. That is what the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. KircHin] said. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, no; be fair with me. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I have several others here. 
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Mr. FORDNEY. It was not shown that the rates suggested 
by that gentleman were written into the law. You members of 
the Ways and Means Committee last January asked gentlemen 
to prepare schedules to present to you, and, among others, you 
asked Mr. Parker, of South Carolina, to present to you rates on 
the cotton schedule. 
consider. 
accepted just what Mr. Parker prepared, and you have no right 


so to misrepresent me, to say that I would accept anybody’s | 


opinion unless, in my judgment, it was for the best. 

[ thank you, gentlemen, for your attention. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
If there be no objection, the pro forma amendment will be 
withdrawn and the Olerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE M-——PAPERS AND BOOKS. 

298, Sheathing paper and roofing felt, 5 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. 

I do not believe that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Kircutn] intended to misstate any facts with reference to the 
Tariff Board, but in some respects he has altogether misrepre- 
sented their action. The Tariff Board never had any manufac- 
turers appear before them. The Tariff Board never had any 
hearings where any manufacturers or other parties could ap- 
pear before them. They sent out their experts to examine their 
books and factories and took their word for nothing. I think 
the gentleman is aware of that, but in the heat of debate he 
said something he did not mean. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I did not say they had any manufacturers 
before them at the hearing, but I said that a group of manufac- 
turers, including the Woolen Association, appointed a commit- 
tee of manufacturers to go down and see how they were 
progressing with their work and the method of their work on 
Schedule K, and that those manufacturers did report—and Mr. 
Taft sent it to Congress—that they were just doing it all O. K., 
to the queen’s taste of the manufacturers. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I am glad the gentleman has relieved 
himse!f of those facetious expressions, which he knows does not 
express any fact. The real fact about it is that what the Tariff 
Board did down there at the Treasury Department was open to 
anybody and aboveboard, and anyone could go there and exam- 
ine it and see just exactly what they were doing. 

Mr. HARDWICK. That statement is not correct. I know 
I wished very much to find out some things they were doing, 
and although I had a very good personal friend down there, it 
was not considered that it was proper to let me know about it, 
and I thought that was proper. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will. 

Mr. MANN. 
that the Tariff Board did not openly show the methods they 
were pursuing? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Oh, yes; after they were through. 

Mr. MANN. While they were at work. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I will tell the gentleman what happened. 
I made some effort to find out what they were doing or intend 
ing to do on the sugar question and the method that they were 


Mr. Parker presented rates for you to | 
I would not misrepresent you by saying that you 
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Does the gentleman from Georgia mean to say | : 
~ | schedule. 


adopting and the conclusions they arrived at, and officials of | 
the board did not think it was proper, as they understood the | 
Situation, to give me such information, and I did not, of course, | 


question the propriety of that course 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The information on both the wool and 
the cotton schedule was open to the public. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; so far as a schedule of questions they 
were sending out, as I understand it. 

Mr. MANN. They did not give secret information that they 
had obtaiged from certain manufactories, and never have. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I understood the gentleman from Iowa 
to say that any Member of Congress could go there and find 
out what they were doing, and I think the gentleman was clearly 
in error. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman was not in error. 

Mr. HARDWICK. They would not tel! you how far along 
they had got with the investigation, nor to what extent they 
had arrived at conclusions. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Very true. I am talking about facts. 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER. I would ask the gentleman from Georgia 
if he would consider it proper for an individual member of that 
board, even if a Member of Congress of the gentleman’s party 


came to him, to give to him information without consulting 
the board? 


Mr. HARDWICK. Certainly 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I say that any 
could have gone to the office of the Tariff Box 


to the President. 
the reports came from, they could not get that. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the Payne schedule being 
factory to the manufacturers of wool, I know 
manufacturers engaged in the business that have 


it. I know as a member of the Ways and Means 
the examination of that that 


schedule 


not; but the gent! 
Iowa said that any Member of Congress could go thet 
just such information from the board, as I underst: 
Member of 
ird and 
what they were doing there as far as the facts were ce 
If they did not apply for facts but conclusions, they would 1 
give them out until they were completed and ready to 
Of course, if they wanted to find out 


Lilitt 


these ma 





) 


there 


jecte 


uta 


had nothing whatever at any time to do with referen 


preparation of the schedule. It 
before I was a member of that 


is true 
committee, but I 


turers had nothing to do with it. I ean not 


he did. 
Mr. 
to eall 


GARDNER. If the 
attention to the fact 


permit 


strong 


gentleman will 
that I had a 


and he is a son-in-law of Mr. Whitman. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes: and there 


understand the schedule and partly because they 
habit of protesting against everything. , 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I do not thi 
of the statements made by the gentleman 
go unchallenged. 


dent of the United States. In this I thoroughly ag 


sure that as to some of the members of the b 
rule was uniform. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. That is what I stated—unt 
reports were completed. 

Mr. HARDWICK. ‘Then they were publish 


world. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. 
plain. On January 10, 1912, while we 
tariff bill, Schedule K, Mr. UNpeRwoop, chairman 
and Means Committee, addressed a letter to Mr. 
man of the Tariff Board, in which 
information the board had concerning 
The board refused to give Mr. | 
committee the information desired 

I will put into the Rrcorp the correspond rh 
UNDERWOOD and Mr. Emery r¢ 

WASHINGTON, DL. ¢ 


Chairman, I think 


Hon. Henry C. Emery, 
Chairman Tariff Board, Washington, D. C. 
Str: In the course of my examination of your ' 
wool, I require further information for 


manufactures of 

derstanding of it It may be that this information 
portions of the report which have ped my 

unable to find it If the data desired are cont | 
shall be under obligations to you to point it out to 
event that they are not given, I would thank 3 

with the same I do not, of course, desire to 

may be considered as contidential in the way of mal 
addresses of persons who have supplied you wi d 
material sought by me comes within thi pe, I t 
possible for you to designate numbers such ret 


own memoranda which show the names of the cor 
numbers refer. I desire the detailed data 
of informing myself and this mmmittee 
meaning of certain features of the report ar not for 
examining the sources which you have used. 

The points which I have in 


mind and it which 
you to furnish me additional information e 

Raw wool 

(1) Will you kindly loan this committee the origir 


ing sheets showing the full and detailed returns from 
field agents with regard to raw wool, you re ving, if d 
and addresses of the persons whose returns to you are I 
(2) If no such sheets were compiled for the investis 
tralia, New Zealand, and South America, please inf 


as to the conditions under which the inquiry wa 
the number of growers visited 

(3) Were general tables compiled 
each and every mill with regard to woolen 
these been printed; and if not 


manuia 
could you lend the 


(4) Uave vou a record of the number of « err froy 


were obtained and each sample of cloth, and can you i 
that record? 

I would like the record in this connection both 
domestic mills, with an indication in connection with 





that it w: 


unde 
the gentleman from North Carolina should make the 


were pr 
others engaged in this business, partly because they 


from Ik 
I know some members and high of 
the Tariff Board thought, and I believe they were rigl 
that acting under the law which made them appointees of t! 
President of the United States that they could not 
bers of Congress to know anything about what they were doi 
or what the reports were until they were reported to tl 


ard, if 


he asked him 


lative to this matter 


showing the data 


knew 
was being prepared at the time, and I know that the manuf 


stand 


protest 
| Mr. Frank P. Hobbs, treasurer of the Arlington Mills 
| he is at the head of some woolen manufacturers’ ass 


tests 


‘re 


1 
ho 
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gree of efficiency of the foreign mills furnishing such costs compared 
with the efficiency of the mills In the United States furnishing similar 
costs. If possible, I would be pleased to have these same data for each 
of the groups ef samples which are discussed in your report, together 
with a memorandum of the location of the mills involved. 

(5) Can you supply the committee with a tabular view or statement 
showing how many ready-made cloth concerns were asked to furnish 
costs on specimen garments of each given kind, thereby creating the 
basis for the tables tn which typical costs are analyzed? 

These are some of the points which have occurred to me in the course 
of my examination of your report, and ff you can put me in possession 


of the data outlined I shall be especially gratified, and thank you in 
advance for your prompt reply, 
Very respectfully, O. W. UNpprwoon, 
Chairman, 


Tue Tarir¥r Boarp, Treasury BUILDING, 
Washington, January 18, 1912. 
Hon. Oscar W. UNDERWOOD, 
Chairman Ways and Means Committee, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Me. UxpErwoop: I have the honor to acknowledge your letter 
of January 10, which reached us on the 13th. The delay since then in 
replying to it is due to absence from the city. 

I regret that it is impossible to meet your five requests fully. You 
will realize that a very large part of the information we received was 
given us only on condition that the material should not be made public, 
except In the form of summaries and conclusions to be printed in our 
report. It was stipulated that individual figures should not go beyond 
the possession of the board. We are obliged to respect these pledges of 
confidence. 

Taking up your requests seriatim, I beg to say: 

1. The original schedules on raw wool were secured on the under- 
standing that they should be held confidential by us. These could not 
be submitted in a form which would not make identification possible. 
The same is true of the working sheets, which are arranged on the basis 
of counties, giving acreage, size of flock, etc., in a manner which would 
make it possible to identify the individual sheep owner. 

2. As to the investigation in Australia, New Zealand, and South 
America, this was carried out by wide traveling and consultation with 
many growers and buyers. You will find on page 519 of Volume II a 
description of the course pursued by our agent in South America. He 
visited over 100 leading growers. Similar methods were followed by 
our agents in Australia and New Zealand. 

8. The compilations on wool manufactures were not made by mills, 
except in the case of those covered by that part of the investigation of 
which the results are given in Volume IV. The information there is 
given by establishments. 

4. It is not possible for us to give the exact number of mills from 
which figures were obtained abroad on the different samples, since the 
results were in some measure summarized by experts employed by us 
before being submitted. Furthermore, information was secured as to 
the cost of certain processes from a large number of mills from which 
complete figures as to total cost were not secured. In the case of Amert- 
can mills the costs given on the 55 samples cover a range of from 3 to 
15 mills per sample. In all cases we aimed, both at home and abroad, 
to take costs on the basis of mills of good efficiency running full time. 
In the case of the 55 samples of cloth inefficient mills were eliminated. 
Where, because of unusual success on particular fabrics, one or two 
mills are able to make a given sample at a distinctly lower cost than 
other mills of the same general efficiency, that fact is moted in the 
report. A statement of the locality of such mills would easily identify 
the particular establishment. However, you will find on page 620, 
Volume IIT, a compiete list of the 174 mills from which information 
was received. 

5. I think you have misunderstood the table as to costs of “ specimen 
garments.” In the case of the ready-made clothing investigation we did 
not establish a definite number of sample suits, but took costs from a 
number of manufacturers on actual suits turned out by them. ‘That ts, 
in the table of costs of specimen garments (Tables 14 to 17, in Vol. III, 
pp. 870 and following) each one represents the cost of an actual suit or 
garment made by one manufacturer. These are then grouped in various 
ways to bring out the essential facts as to prices and costs. Alto- 
gether they cover 169 suits, 45 overcoats, and 10 pants made in 40 
establishments. 

I appreciate your statement that you do not wish to examine the 
sources on which our report is based in such a way as to reveal the 
identity of establishments who have given us confidential information. 
However, the original material is of such a nature that if made public 
such identification would be possible. 

As to your expressed desire for information regarding “the general 
meaning of certain features of the report,” we are entirely at your serv- 
ice or at the service of any member of the committee. If the meaning 
of any part of our report is not clear, we are anxious to make it so and 
will Celene a call at any time from any member of the committee or 
of Congress and further explain any question that may arise. 

Very respectfully, 
Henry C. Emery, Chairman. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to yield 
any further at this time. So that the gentleman’s statement— 
if he will not change the record, and I know he will not since 
the controversy has arisen, and I know that he would not 
change it, anyway, without consent—was that while this board 
was doing this work any Member of Congress of any party 
could go to them and get the information. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. No, no. You will not find that state- 
ment in the record. Any Member of Congress could go down 
there and find out what they were doing. That is what I 
said, and the record will show it. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman will find that they could 
not do it. They said, and they said properly, I think, that 
under the law they were appointees of the President of the 
United States, and they reported to him, and until they did 
report to him they could give no information whatever to 
anybody else. Yet you say the work was open and above board, 
and that was one of the vital reasons why the Democratic 
minority at that time, the great majority of it, rejected the 


leadership of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] 
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CrLarK] on this ques- 
tion and declined to permit a tariff board to be provided for 
by law, because we knew that that very thing would happen 
if we got a presidential tariff board that under the law re- 
ported only to the President and not to Congress. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do say the work was open and aboye- 
board so that everybody could go down there and find out what 
they were doing, and that no manufacturer was appearing 
before them or having anything to do with their findings. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I want to say to the gentleman that I 
disagree with him. Of course I do not mean that their work 
was underhanded or unfair, because I had a very dear per- 
sonal friend who was a member of the board; but we did not 
have any access to their work. Those gentlemen did not feel 
they had a right, as I do not think they had, to give individual 
Members of Congress any information about the workings of 
that Tariff Board before its reports were made to the Presi- 
dent and he had made them public. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, if I may have the attention of 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kitcutn]} for a mo- 
ment, he stated a while ago that the woolen manufacturers and 
the American Association of Woolen Manufacturers indorsed 
the Hill woolen bill. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I did not say anything about the associa- 
tion. I said the woolen manufacturers. 

Mr. LENROOT. If the gentleman will consult the record, 
just as it appears, he will see that he referred to the American 
Woolen Association. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Go ahead. 

Mr. LENROOT. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that the American Woolen Association presented a brief 
to the committee of which the gentleman is a member at the 
hearings last winter. It is found in the hearings, and I hold 
a copy of it in my hand. I want to read from it some sug- 
gestions the American Woolen Manufacturers’ Association made 
as to what the rates in this woolen bill should be. They say— 


Subject to the qualifications, we suggest the following as the mini- 
mum rates under which the greater part of each branch of the industry 
concerned can continue— 


And so forth— 

Should a duty be imposed upon wool the rates hereafter given must 
be increased to cover the greater cost of raw material. 

And so the figures they now give are upon the basis of free 
wool, Just as your bill is— 

Tops, 15 per cent ad valorem, 

The Hill bill provided for 10 per cent ad valorem and the 
bill you have just adopted provides for 15, just as suggested by 
the American Association of Woolen Manufacturers. [Applause 
on the Republican side.} Now, who has written the bill, so far 
as tops are concerned? The woolen manufacturers’ rates on 
tops are in your bill, and I say you have given the Woolen Trust, 
if there be such, a protection that ean not be justified from any 
standpoint upon tops. “ Yarns.” Their suggestion upon yarns 
is “a rate equal to one quarter of a cent per pound plus the 
duty on the top, the same being approximately equal to 35 per 
cent ad valorem.” In our bill the rate is from 10 per cent ad 
valorem to 25 per cent ad valorem. Does the gentleman still 
say that the woolen manufacturers indorse the Hill bill when 
the rates you have written upon yarn come very much nearer 
the suggestion of the woolen manufacturers than do the rates in 
the Hill bill? Upon cloth they suggest a rate of 55 per cent ad 
valorem, and say: 

We make no distinction between cloths, flannels, blankets, and dress 
goods, because no simple classification exists. 

Is that indorsing the rates in this Hill bill, so-called, when 
the lowest rate on cloth in that bill is 30 per cent, @ per cent 
lower than your own bill? Now, if my friend will be fair he 
will admit that if there has been any influence exercised upon 
these bills by the American Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, 
the Democrats have been more susceptible to that influence than 
have the Republicans. [Applause on the Republican side.} 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I made the statement that 
the woolen manufacturers throughout the United States had 
approved and indorsed the Payne woolen bill in the last Con- 
gress, the same that was introduced here and voted on this 
afternoon by the gentleman from Iowa and other Republicans, 
and that statement is absolutely true. Not a word the gentle- 
man read here showed anything to the contrary. 

Mr. LENROOT. There is not a single rate that is not higher 
than this bill. 

Mr. KITOCHIN. Sit down and let us see. Now, here are 
40 or 50 Republican gentlemen present. I challenge a single 
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one of them and the gentleman himself to stand up here and 
say if you got a single protest or a single line or word of 
obiection from a single woolen manufacturer throughout the 
Tnited States against the Payne bill introduced at the last 
Congress as a substitute for the Underwood bill. 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. The one filed here to-day? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I said the last Congress; certainly you 
might get them to-day, as they are against any change now. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have. I have had protests threatening to 
read me out of the party if—— 

Mr. KITCHIN. When did you get them? 

Mr. BUTLER. Last year. 

Mr. KITCHIN. When did a Republican ever disobey an | 
order from his superior? When did a Republican ever vote | 
against a manufacturer’s demand? 

Mr. GARDNER. When did the gentleman ever vote against 
any importer? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Well, now, I am going to wind this up—— | 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman asked us to stand up. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. And somebody called the gen- | 
tleman’s bluff; that is all. 

Mr. KITCHIN. What did the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts say? 

Mr. GARDNER. I said when did a Democrat ever vote 
against an importer or the press? 

Mr. KITCHIN. An importer or the press? 

Mr. GARDNER. An importer or the press. 

Mr. KITCHIN. So the gentleman by asking that question 
refuses to answer me in asking if a Republican ever voted 
against a manufacturer. 

Mr. GARDNER. My question was in reply to the gentle- 
man’s. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The Democrats have always supported tariff 
bills in the interest of all the people and not of the few. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. I was Republican floor leader in the last Con- 


gress at the time that the Payne bill or the Hl bill was voted 
for on the Republican side of the House. I will say for the 
gentleman’s benefit that as the Republican leader in the House, 
and because of that fact, I received a good many protests from | 
woolen manufacturers against the Payne bill. 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman——- 

Mr. KITCHIN. Well, gentlemen, that is the strangest thing 
in this world that these witnesses never so testified until 12 
months after they voted on it. In that connection—some page 
get me the Republican campaign book—the Republicans in their 
campaign book last year boasted that it was a bill in the in- 
terest of and as protection to American manufacturers, and it 
declared 

Mr. MANN. And we still will. - 

Mr. KITCHIN. And it showed that the reduction you did 
make was the excess of rates that the manufacturers were not 
utilizing, that they. were “useless and ineffective,” and that fu 
the Payne substitute bill the rates made would keep out im- 
portations to this country and would protect the manufacturers 
from foreign competition. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman yield for a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. CLINE. I want to inquire if the President did not de- 
fend the rate of the woolen schedule as placed in the Payne 
bill on the ground that the manufacturers had so many friends 
on the Republican side that the rates could not be reduced with- 
out endangering the whole bill. 

Mr. HARDWICK. He said they were indefensible. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The truth is that the substitute then offered 
and now offered was a sham revision. This is the first time any 
man on this floor, either Democrat or Republican, declared or 
intimated that the woolen manufacturers were not content and 
did not approve of the Payne Act. 

Why, that Payne substitute is written, not in the interests of 
the American public, not in the interests of the men, women, or 
children who buy woolen clothing, but in the interests of the 
woolen manufacturers. And every speech that you made in the 
last Congress and to-day in its behalf is conclusive proof of the 
charge. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Krtcur1n] has expired. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
sought recognition a few moments ago. 


Mr. KITCHIN. I can get in on another paragraph and finish 
what I have to say. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, you heard the gentleman from N h 
Carolina [Mr. Kircuin] read a letter from Mr. UN» » to 
| Prof. Emery, president of the Tariff Board, and you he 1 him 
say that the answer was a prompt denial. Mr. Chairm 
gentleman did not read President Emery’s answer. I find 
far from being a prompt denial, it was a partial 






































Mr. GARDNER. I ask recogniti 
mittee, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 


Chair, of course, has tried to be fair, and t S ¢ 
admit that. The gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. 1 
a moment ago and desired recognition, as did t! 
from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick]. The gentle 1 fi 
was recognized. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. |! 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] rose at tl 
time, and the Chair recognized the gentle from W 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, at the request of 
man from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop], I desire to 


mous consent that debate on the pendii 
at the end of five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Massachus ; ir 
NER] desires five minutes and I desire 


Mr. PALMER. Then we will say 10 mi 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from P 
unanimous consent that all debate on t 
and amendments thereto ck in 1 


tion? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will re 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Garpnre} 


Mr. GARDNER. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentl n f 
North Carolina asks whether there have been any 
ceived by the Members on the Republican side against the 
Payne woolen bill for which we voted to-day. I said that I 
had received such protests. I did not say that I received them 
last year, because I do not recollect whether I did so or not. 
I have this year received telegra and letters fron us 


manufacturers protesting against the Payne wool 


times called the Hill woolen bill. 


I am going to read some passages from it. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Read his refusal, which TI read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman y 1 to tl entleman 
from North Carolina? 

Mr. GARDNER. I yield. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Suppose you rea : 

Mr. GARDNER. Suppose the gentle n lets me read it in 
my own way. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Read the fact that we got u 

Mr. GARDNER. He says: 

Tue Tarire Boar, T \ YB 











Hon. Oscar W. UNDERWoop, 7 
Chairman Ways and Me rC 
House of I t 

Dear Mr. UNDERWOOD: I have the | 
of January 10, which reached us on the 1 
replying to it is due to a f » the 

I regret that it is impossible to meet 
will realize that a very large part of the ir 
given us only on condition that the mater 
except in the form of 0 rie 1 con I 
report. It was stipulated that ind lual f re ! d not 
the possession of the board. We ai to 
confidence, 

Taking up your request riatim, I beg 1 

1. The original schedules on raw wor 
standing that they should be held confidential | ic) 
be submitted in a form whi would not mal ident 
The same is true of the working she 
basis of counties, giving acreags ize Oo ) ‘ 
would make it possible to identify the individ 

And so on through all the five request And ’ 
the last two paragraphs, in which the ¢ é 1 f . \ 
Carolina [Mr. Kircuin] is especially i i 

I appreciate your statement that you 
sources on which our report is based 
identity of establishments who have 
However, the original material is 
such identification would be po 

As to your express desire for information regar yr “the I 
meaning of certain featur« of the report” we t 
service or at the service of any member of the 
meaning of any part of our report is not clear, we ar 
it so, and will welcome a call at any time ym any 1 ‘ ’ 
committee or of Congress and further explain any « on t may 


arise. 
Very respectfully, Henry C. Emery, Cha 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, while I made the statement that 
a good many of the woolen manufacturers were not satisfied 
with the Republican substitute which was offered a year , 
and again offered to-day, I do not make that statement with 
the idea that the substitute is not a protective measure or does 
not meet the approval of Republicans generally. The gentleman 
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from North Carolina [Mr. Kircu1n] has been so in the habit 
of making stump speeches throughout the country, in which he 
says that the Republican tariff measures were all written by 
the manufacturers, that he has really almost come to believe 
that the Republican side of the House does not act upon its 
own volition or its own judgment. 

There never was a tariff law written that was high enough 
to suit many of the manufacturers, and there never will 
be a tariff law written that will be low enough to suit many 
of the importers. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
KitcHin] is very likely to be influenced by the importers. Pos- 
sibly I am more likely to be influenced by the manufacturers; 
I do not know. I believe in giving proper protection, reasonable 
protection, not unreasonably high protection; and whether the 
Payne bill satisfies the manufacturers or not is not the question 
that comes into our minds. The question is, Does the substitute 
proposed conform with the facts found by an impartial tribunal, 
the Tariff Board, and do we write the law or the bill based 
upon the facts so as to provide reasonable protection for Ameri- 
can industries? And when we say that we believe we do we 
support the bill. 

It is impossible, possibly, for the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina to understand that attitude of mind; and yet when he has 
written more tariff bills he will come to the conclusion, as I am 
sure is the fact, that he will endeavor to do what he thinks is 
right, regardless of what some importer or some manufacturer 
may think or say. 

Mr. Chairman, in reference to the Tariff Board, the Tariff 
toard acted in the open. It could not have concealed, if it 
wanted to, the schedules upon which it had obtained its infor- 
mation, because those schedules went into the hands of many 
people throughout the country. No one expected that they 
would give out special information, and they did not endeavor 
to do so. 

But gentlemen seek to cast odium upon the Tariff Board and 
say that the Tariff Board would not furnish information. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I remember, when the chemical schedule 
bill was before the House a year ago the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Harrison] in charge of the bill, had at his side— 
not in strict accordance of the rules of the House, but by the 
common consent of the House—had at his side an expert of the 
Tariff Board whom he brought on the floor of the House; a 
gentleman, an expert who had helped to write the chemical 
schedule, who sat on the floor of the House ready to furnish 
information which would defend it. Nobody objected to that. 
That was the purpse of the board—to furnish information if it 
could. 

The only trouble on the other side of the House in reference 
to the Tariff Board is that, having the information, it refuses 
to pay any attention to it and prefers to write tariff legisla- 
tion out of ignorance rather than out of knowledge. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered withdrawn, and the Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

329. Filter masse or filter stock, composed wholly or in part of wood 
pulp, wood flour, cotton, or other vegetable fiber, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, just to get straight this 
matter of the manufacturers’ indorsement of this bill, I want 
to say that I never heard of any manufacturer in the woolen 
interest protesting against it, and I have no doubt in the world 
that typical standpatters like my friend Payne and my friend 
ForpNEY and my friend Moore would never have voted for it 
if they had ever had any protest against it from the manu- 
facturers, 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KITCHIN. Wait a minute. 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; you wait a minute. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I am not asking the gentleman to yield 
to me. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Then if you do rot ask me to yield, sit 
down. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. I rise to object, Mr. Chairman, because the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircut1n] is not addressing 
himself to the paragraph now pending before the committee. I 
shall object unless the gentleman allows me to make a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp- 
NEY] can make a point of order. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will make a point of order if the gentle- 
man from North Carolina does not address himself to the pend- 
ing paragraph. P 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina will 
proceed. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The Woolen Manufacturers’ Association in- 
dorsed it because it was to the interest of the American woolen 


——— 


manufacturers, and the Republican campaign book indorsed it 
because it was in the interest of the American woolen manu- 
facturers. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The Republican campaign textbook indorsed it 
last year, and we indorse it to-day. 

Mr. KITCHIN. That is the strongest evidence, to my mind, 
that the manufacturers indorse it to-day. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That only shows the peculiar character of the 
gentleman’s mind. 

Mr. KITCHIN. In 1867 the woolen manufacturers—and my 
friend the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney] will not 
deny this—the woolen manufacturers and woolgrowers, by agree 
ment, fixed up the rate and a ‘Republican Congress adopted it. 
Mr. Wood, president of the Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, 
before our committee admitted this. 

Mr. FORDNEY. When? 

Mr. KITCHIN. In 1867. It went into the next tariff act 
I asked Mr. Wood if that was not practically the same rate 
that had been in existence since then, with no material change, 
and he said, “Yes.” The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] in his speech last year admitted that Schedule K had 
not been changed materially in 50 years. We all do know—it 
is a matter of record and has been proven—that Mr. North, 
who at the time was secretary of the Woolen Manufacturers’ 
Association, prepared the woolen schedule of the Dingley Act. 
The testimony before the committee this year shows that the 
harness and saddlery manufacturers fixed or suggested the 
rate on saddlery and harness that went into the Payne Act. 
We do know that the lemon growers of California came down 
here and fixed or suggested the lemon rate, and they fixed it 
at 14 cents, and into the Payne Act it went. We do know that 
Mr. Littauer, the great glove manufacturer, fixed the glove 
schedule. We do know the gentleman who appeared before us 
representing the silk industry told us that he had suggested 
to the committee the rates, which they changed, in the silk 
schedule in the Payne law. And we know, too, that many of 
the reductions were not made until the manufacturers them- 
selves asked them to reduce the rates. 

Now, I ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] to 
name a single rate on any article except lumber that the people 
use that was reduced except at the request of the manufac 
turers themselves. Take boots and shoes. Why, the boot and 
shoe manufacturers themselves came here and said that 25 
per cent was too high; that if they were given free hides they 
would consent to a reduction of 10 and 15 per cent. Some, how- 
ever, said they could stand free boots and shoes, and in the 
Payne Act the rate was reduced to 10 and 15 per cent. 


In regard to machine tools the manufacturers themselves 
came down here and went before the committee and said, 
“While we have 45 per cent on machine tools, that is too high. 
We do not want that. It is interfering with our foreign trade. 
If we keep this high rate upon our goods other nations wil! 
retaliate and keep us out of their markets,” and they asked Mr. 
PAYNE and his committee to reduce the rate on machine tools 
down to 30 per cent, and it was reduced down to 30 per cent. 
They always raise the rates when the manufacturers ask them 
to do so, and they never reduce rates until the manufacturers 
ask a reduction. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PALMER. I move that debate on the pending paragraph 
be now closed. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. PALMER. Can not the gentleman get in on the next 
paragraph? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I reserved a point of order for the purpose 
of getting an opportunity of making a reply. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent that debate on the 
pending paragraph and all. amendments thereto close in five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] asks unanimous consent that debate on the pending 
paragraph and all amendments thereto close in five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman allow me one minute 
to read. three telegrams from woolen manufacturers? 

Mr. PALMER. Can not the gentleman read them on the next 
paragraph? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, let the gentleman do it now, and make it 
six minutes. 

Mr. PALMER. Then I will make it six minutes. 





Esme 











PAT Ga. ao 








Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I wish to call 
attention to the fact, after this is over, that we had an under- 
standing this morning that we would endeavor to proceed as 
rapidly as we could with the bill, without too much side politi- 
eal debate. I hope both sides of the House will endeavor to 
observe that understanding as far as practicable. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘The gentleman from Lllinois should not have 
insisted on this six minutes’ debate, because I suspect that the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpner] is going to make a 
political speech. 

Mr. MANN. 
a moment ago. 

Mr. PALMER. That is what I said. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER] is recognized for one minute. 

Mr. GARDNER. I have here a telegram from Mr. Frederic 
S. Clark, president of the Talbot Mills, which reads as follows: 

Nortu BILLerica, MASS., April 21, 1913. 


He is only going to reply to one that was made 


Hion. A. P. GARDNER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: 


Although the Underwood Schedule K would be very objectionable, the | 


Payne-Hill bill would not be a satisfactory substitute. There are many 
grave objections to it. 
Freperic 8. CLARK, 
President Talbot Mills. 


Here is one from Edwin Farnham Greene, treasurer of the | 


Pacific Mills: 
Boston, Mass., April 2!, 1913. 
Hon. AuGustTus P. GARDWER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. U.: 

Consider it a very great mistake for Republicans to reintroduce so- 
called Hill bill on Sehedule K as representing their views. ‘The bill is 
inconsistent and quite inadequate to properly protect the industry. 

KDWIN FARNHAM GREENE, — 
Treasurer Pacific Mills. 

Here is one from Franklin W. Hobbs. Mr. Hobbs is the son- 
in-law of William Whitman; he has recently been elected to 
succeed him as president of the Arlington Mills. Whitman 
was formerly president of the National Association of Wool 


Manufacturers, but it appears that that office is now held by | 


John P. Wood, of Philadelphia : 
Soutnw Boston, Mass., April 16, 1913. 
Hon. AuGustcs P. GARDNER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
Referring to your telegram 15th, my objections to so-caHed Hill bill 


are wool duty impracticable, compensatory duties utterly inadequate, | 


protective duties absurdiy low. ‘The whole trade believed such a bill 
disastrous, and was amazed last year that the Republicans introduced 
it. The party must not repeat the blunder. The new Democratic bill, 
radical and disastrous as it will be, is more protective to the woolen 
industry. We would be handicapped in trying to secure improvements 
in Democratic bili if measure introduced Dy Republicans was actually 
worse, 
FRANKLIN W. Hopss, 
President Arlingten Mills. 

Mr. FORDNEY. 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KircHin] should make 
such rash statements as he did in his remarks a few minutes 
ago about who wrote the rates in the Payne tariff law. He was 
not a member of the Ways and Means Committee at that time. 
He says he has read the hearings. He states that Mr. Littauer 
wrote the glove schedule. He is just as near the mark as the 
Irishman was that shot at a pigeon with both barrels of his 
gun. He turned his head in the opposite direction, pulled both 
triggers, and let go, and when the gun went off the pigeon flew 
away. Mr. Littauer came before the committee and gave testi- 
mony. Mr. Littauer asked for a higher rate of duty on ladies’ 
gloves. He pointed out that in the Dingley law the rate of 
duty on men’s gloves bad been increased from $2.50 to $4 a 
dozen pairs, and that befere the adoption of that rate Germany 
furnished us with 95 per cent of the men’s gloves consumed 
here. But after the rate was advanced to $4 a dozen pairs, the 
people of the United States are manufacturing 95 per cent of 
the men’s gloves consumed in this country. Mr. Littauer wanted 
the same rate of duty on ladies’ gloves that was written in 
the Dingley tariff law on men’s gloves. He did not get it. I 
was one of the members of the committee that wanted to give 
that higher rate, so that ladies’ gloves consumed in this country 
might be made by American labor and American capital. 

Now, it is not true that Mr. Littauer wrote the glove sched- 
we. It is not true that any man or set of men wrote the sad- 
dilery schedule. It is not true that any man or set of men 
wrote the wool schedule, except the Republican members of 
that Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes 

Mr. KITCHIN. How about boots and shoes? 

Mr. FORDNBEY. It is not true that any man wrote the 
schedule on beots and shoes. It is true that Mr. Jones, of Mas 
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sachusetts, came before the committee and stated that if the 
committee would give them, the shoe manufacturers, free raw 


hides he would be willing to have boots and shoes put on the 
free list. I doubted the correctness of his statement and the 
sincerity of that statement, and so told him then and there. He 
came back afterwards on his bended knees and begged the 
pardon of the committee and said that he did not me just 
what he had stated. He did not recommend any rate of duty 
on shoes. The rates all through the bill were fixed by a n 


jority vote of the 12 Republican members preparing the bill 
Mr. KITCHIN. Did not they in their brief sugg 
you would give them free hides that 10 or 15 per cent would be 
the proper rate and they would stand for that? 
Mr. FORDNEY. I did not read their briefs. I list 1 to 
the statements of the gentleman himself 
Mr. KITCHIN. I did read the brief, and it 
Mr. FORDNEY. I do not care a ha’penny what they wrote 
or what the brief states; I listened to the words of the man’s 
own mouth. 
Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman said that the woolgrowers 
Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentleman is going to read from a 
report I can not yield. 
Mr. KITCHIN. I am going to read what they said. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Not in my time. I say that I can go 
through the hearings of January last and find any amount of 
} such reports or testimony before the committee, taken in the 
hearings that you lent a deaf ear to; and you have no right 
to say that beeause such things are in the hearings that anv 
man wrote these schedules. It is true that way back in 1867, 
when a Republican tariff bill was being prepared on wool, a 
committee was appointed. It selected a mimittee of manu- 
facturers to get information: months and months were spent 
by that committee in furnishing information, as the Tariff 
Board has reeently done, and upon the report of th con 
mittee the Ways and Means Committee prepared their report on 
| wool. I have that information at my office, and if the gentle 
man doubts what I have said on this subject I will at a 
time present it to the Housé, showing exactly what was done - 


. . 
1s} if 
est 1 beh hb Ak 


} 
shows that 


| by that committee at that time. The country was uninformed 
| as to the cost of production at home and the cost of production 
abroad right after the Civil War. 

They therefore appealed to the men in the business to give 
them an intelligent estimate of the cost of production of the 
various kinds of cloth made from wool—made in this country 

|} and made abroad. That was the only time in the history of 
the Republican Party that a committee of manufacturers or any 
manufacturer has been asked to furnish information except to 


come before the Committee on Ways and Means and make h 
statement and furnish his views on the cost of production 


home and the estimated cost abroad. You have pre 1 yo 
bill along those lines. I do not impugn di t otives to 
you, and you should not to me, for doing the same thing y« 


| committee have done. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
330. Printing paper (other than paper commercially known 


The time of the gentleman from Mi 





made or machine handmade paper, japan paper, and imit ) 
paper by whatever name known), unsized, sized, o1 i 
| the printing of books and newspapers, but not f \ 

not specially provided for in this section, valued above 24 

| pound, 12 per cent ad valorem: Provided, however, That if 
try, dependency, province, or other subdivision of gover t 
Impose any export duty, export licen fee, or ot} ! 

kind whatsoever (whether in the form of additional « 

fee or otherwise) upon printing paper, wood pulp, or wood fo 
the manufacture of wood pulp, there shall be imposed 

paper, when imported either directly or indirectly from 
dependency, province, or other subdivision of go } 

tional duty equal to the amount of such export dut 

charge imposed by such country, dependency, prov or ot 
division of government, upon printing paper, wood pulp, or wood for 


use in the manufacture of wood pulp 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following au 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 80, at the end of line 13, insert the words “ valued at 
23 cents per pound.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment off | 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer a further am 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 80, line 19, after the word “ paper” 
upon an amount of.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the amendment 
which was just agreed to, would not that leave the matter in 
such shape that if Canada should impose an export duty upon 


insert th wo 
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print paper, valued at less than 24 cents per pound, we would 
have no recourse against that? There is nothing in here to 
prevent that, except where you have the free list. You impose 
a duty on chemical pulp which we do not import to any extent 
from Canada. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The effect of this amendment is simply to 
limit the retaliatory duty to paper valued at more than 234 


cents a pound, because in the free list we have paper up to 24 
cents a pound. 
Mr. MANN. I understand. This bill carries news print 


paper, which is the term usually used, at less than 24 cents 
per pound on the free list. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. But supposing Canada imposes an export duty 
on that paper. 

Mr. HAMMOND. There is no retaliatory duty. 

Mr. MANN. Of course not in the free list. There is a 
retaliatory duty on chemical pulp. 

Mr. HAMMOND. But not upon print paper. 

Mr. MANN. Is not the gentleman afraid that is rather a 
dangerous proposition? 

Mr. HAMMOND. ‘The purpose of it is to have print paper 
up to 24 cents per pound admitted to this country without the 
imposition of any duty here. Of course if we should impose 
a retaliatory duty we would make it cost that much more. 

Mr. MANN. I think not. If we impose a retaliatory duty 
there will be no possibility of their imposing in the near future 
an export duty, because the paper could not stand the export 
duty and our import duty. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That would depend on the size of the export 
duty. 

Mr. MANN. I think it would not depend upon the size of the 
export duty. On 24-cent paper you would have to make some 
duty. Of course, if they put one one-thousandth of 1 per cent, 
that would not mean anything. 

Mr. HAMMOND. If they put it 10 per cent 

Mr. MANN. If they put a 10 per cent export duty on it and 
we had a retaliatory duty, that would be 10 per cent import 
duty here. That paper could not stand that, coming from 
Canada, and hence they would not do it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is very difficult to determine just what 
Canada will do or will not do under certain conditions. At one 
time we contemplated a retaliatory duty in connection with the 
provision admitting news-print paper under 24 cents free of 
duty, but later on it was thought that by so doing we would 
simply make it more difficult to bring that paper into this 
country. For that reason the committee decided to strike out 
the retaliatory provision. Of course, the gentleman understands 
that the amendment that was just adopted has nothing to do 
with the question we have beet discussing. 

Mr. MANN. I do not so understand; quite the contrary. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I think it has nothing to do with it for 
this reason, that we are now engaged in perfecting the para- 
graph that contains retaliatory duties upon paper valued at 
more than 24 cents per pound, and this amendment which was 
agreed to simply proposes that the retaliatory duty shall be 
levied on paper valued at above 24 cents a pound. 

Mr. MANN, The dutiable part of this paragraph has not 
affected paper valued less than 23 cents a pound. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The proviso is one which I wrote some years 
ago, I think in practically the same language; perhaps exactly 
the same. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is very like the language of the Payne 
bill. 

Mr. MANN. That applies to print paper regardless of value. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. And the gentleman’s amendment is designed not 
to apply to print paper valued at 24 cents or less per pound. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is the danger in the matter. With print 
paper admitted free of duty from Canada, Canada having a sup- 
ply of the raw material, the spruce wood, it is almost sure that 
the development of the industry will be mostly in Canada. 
When they have acquired the development of the industry and 
possess the mills, possessing the raw material, the danger is that 
they will do in some form what Brazil did in regard to coffee. 
We do not get any benefit from taking the tariff off coffee and 
if they shall in the end have an incidental development in Can- 
ada, then, they having the industry, impose an export on paper, 
we will be in a worse position so far as paper is concerned than 
now. I do not think they will do that if we had an import duty 
based upon the export duty, if they make one, of the same 
amount. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman states that if they develop 
the industry there and practically control it then they may put 





an export duty upon print paper. I fancy that he is not far 
out of the way in such speculation. If they secure that control 
of the market and then put an export duty upon paper and we 
have to have that paper we must pay that export charge, and if 
there be an additional retaliatory duty here we must pay more 
for it than if we took it at their export duty. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman understands it would not have 
any practical effect now either one way or the other. It is a 
mere declaration of policy written into the law, as far as that 
is concerned. I think in the interest of the paper manufactur- 
ers, and principally the paper consumers of the country, we 
ought to declare our policy that if Canada at any time pro- 
poses to impose an extra duty we will impose an import duty of 
the same amount, and therefore would prevent an export duty 
being imposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer another committee 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 80, line 20, after the word “ pulp,” strike out the period and 
insert the words “ necessary to seanulisstere such printing paper.” 

Mr. DONOVAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question for 
information in regard to this paper? Do I understand paper 
at the present time up to two and a half cents a pound is ad- 
mitted free of duty from Canada? 

Mr. HAMMOND. At the present time all paper from Canada 
valued at not more than 4 cents a pound is admitted free of 
duty, if it is made of wood or wood pulp, subject to no export 
restrictions. We in this bill have a provision admitting news 
print paper, valued at not more than two and a half cents, free 
of duty, and I suppose the effect of this provision, if it is 
adopted and enacted into law, will be to repeal or at least ren 
der nugatory section 2 of the Canadian reciprocity act. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Now, my next question is, At the presen! 
time what is the export duty on paper up to two and a hal! 
cents a pound from Canada? 

Mr. HAMMOND. The export duty on paper going into 
Canada? 

Mr. DONOVAN. No. What duty does Canada impose upon 
a similar grade of paper, say, of 24 cents a pound? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I am unable to inform the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. Perhaps I can give some information. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr 
HAMMOND] yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 

Mr. HAMMOND. I do. 

Mr. MANN. There is no export duty on paper from Canada. 

Mr. DONOVAN. No export duty; but what does Canada 
impose on paper from this country? 

Mr. MANN. I do not know; but it is quite a duty. 

Mr. DONOVAN. The point I want to make is to show 
what a foolish transaction it is upon our part to allow print 
paper into this country practically free, at 24 cents a pound, 
and we pay $6 or $7 a ton to ship paper there. In other words, 
we have performed a fool business act in connection with Can- 
ada. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. The observations of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Donovan], of course, not only apply to paper, 
but a good deal more strongly to other articles in the Dill. 
Print paper coming from Canada now under the Canadian 
reciprocity laws is admitted free of duty under certain condi- 
tions. Those conditions are such that more than half of the 
news-print paper which is imported from Canada is actually 
now admitted free. That paper is made from pulp wood cul 
upon what are known as the private lands, 4nd comes in free 
because there is no restriction in Canada upon the exportation 
of the pulp wood. Most of the forests in Canada are owned 
by the Provinces, and are called ‘Crown lands.” The right of 
stumpage is leased or sold, and there is a restriction in all the 
leases or sales providing that the wood shall be manufactured 
in Canada. That is considered a restriction. Paper made 
from that pulp wood, or from pulp that is made from that 
pulp wood, does not come in free. The Treasury Department 
has ruled where paper is made partly from pulp wood that is 
cut on Crown lands and partly from pulp wood that is cut on 
private lands, they will ascertain the proportion of the pulp 
wood that was had in the manufacture of paper and admit 
free the proportionate part made from the pulp wood cut on 
the private lands, and impose a duty on the proportionate part 
made from pulp wood cut on the Crown lands. 

This bill provides for the admission of the news print paper 
up to 24 cents a pound free. As I understand, the real pur- 
pose of fixing this at 2} cents a pound—and I originally made 
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the limit in the law which this follows—was in order to pre- 
yent the Canadians taking advantage of the American con- 
sumer by charging more than 24 cents for the ordinary news- 
print paper. As long as they keep the price down to 24 cents, 
they get it in at a lower rate of duty, or, by this bill, free. 
‘The minute that goes up above 2} cents, there is an import 
duty on it. 

\ir. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to make a very brief observation in reply to the remarks of the 
ceontieman from Connecticut [Mr. Donovan]. He comes from a 
section of the United States that has always been famous for 
its ability to make trades. The Yankees are the best traders 
probably in the world, and his natural view of tariff making 
as a good Yankee is that we ought not to give away something 
to another country without getting something in return from 
them-——— 

A Memeper. Even nutmegs. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Even nutmegs, as some gen- 
tleman prompts me to suggest. But his remarks are in line 
with the message recently sent to the Legislature of the State of 
Massachusetts by the governor of that State, in which he depre- 
cated the proposed Democratic tariff revision upon the ground 
that the only proper way to proceed to revise the tariff was to 
do so by making a reciprocal trade or bargain with some other 
nation, and that seems to be the opinion also of my good friend, 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Donovan]. 

Now, I agree that it would be very desirable, indeed, if we 
could get other countries to make reciprocal bargains with us, 
so that in reducing our own tariff duties for the sake of our 
consumers, we might also get them to reduce their tariff duties 
so as to give extended markets to our producers. 

But the trouble with that arrangement is that if we wait for 
that time we shall never get any revision of the tariff down- 
ward at all. We have just been through a great campaign in 
which we wrote upon our own statute books a law offering 
reciprocal bargains to the Dominion of Canada, and instead 
of accepting them the Canadians rejected their own side of the 
agreement, so that the proposed reciprocity fell to the ground. 

Sent here, as we were, commissioned by the consuming public 
of the United States to give them relief from tariff burdens, 
against which they were justly complaining, what assurance 
have we of giving relief to that situation if we pay no heed to 
that ery and, instead, offer to them a bargain with some other 
country? If I wete confident that we could get those bargains 
and write them immediately into law I would desire, for the 
sake of the manufacturers in the United States, to do so. 

But a burned child fears the fire, and we have just been 
burned in our endeavor to make a trade with the Dominion 
of Canada, our nearest neighbor, the country most like our- 
selves in habits, commerce, and business manners; and my con- 
viction as the result of that experience is that unless we our- 
selves proceed immediately to revise the tariff for the sake of 
the American consuming public we shall have to wait until the 
cows come home. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I would like to answer 
briefly the inquiry of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
DoNovAN]. I agree with him in the main, but I think that he 
does not quite appreciate the situation that exists at the present 
time. In order to obtain the pulp to make news-print paper 
there must be a large supply of spruce wood. It so happens 
that Canada has that large supply. We do not have it in the 
United States, but we have a great demand for the paper itself, 
so we are hardly in a position to retaliate against importations, 
under any terms, of news-print paper from Canada. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. HamMonp]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


oo . Papers commonly known as copying paper, stereotype paper, 
bibulous paper, tissue paper, pottery paper, letter-copying books, wholly 
or partly manufactured, crépe paper and filtering paper, and articles 
manufactured from any of the foregoing papers or of which such paper 
is the component material of chief value, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. HammMonp]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 80, line 24, after the word “ paper,” insert the words “ weighing 
hot more than 10 pounds per ream of 480 sheets.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. HAMMOND]. 


Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be allowed to make 
an observation, 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
nized. 

Mr. DONOVAN. The passage of this bill, if so amended, will 
result in this:.That the Canadians will receive all the benefits 
of the so-called reciprocity act without giving 
turn. That is true, is it not? 
side. ] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to make an observation, too. I represent in part a State that 
has the spruce and also has the paper mills for the manufacture 
of paper. This industry is only one of many which will suffer 
in the great State of Washington. 

While I am on my feet I want to suggest to my good Demo- 
cratic friend, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Donovan}, 
that, following up the discussion that was had on this side 
this afternoon as to who wrote the items of the wool schedule, 
we shall be indebted to him if he will disclose to the House 
who wrote the little item concerning gun wads which will soon 
be reached. Taxed gun wads under any tariff bill have never 
produced more than $300 of revenue per year to the United 
States. While my Democratic friend from Connecticut is b 
wailing the loss of protection for his paper mills, for his hat 
makers, and for his makers of notions of a thousand kinds, it 
must console him to know that the gun wads, made only in his 
State, are protected, and that protection is certainly not for 
revenue. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I will answer no; of 
course Canada does not receive all the benefits of reciprocity. 
Neither does Canada receive all tne benefits under section 2 of 
the act. Canada, under section 2, might send us paper under 4 
cents free of duty. Under this bill all paper valued over 2 
cents a pound is subject to a duty. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there 
for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes. ; 

Mr. MANN. What is the construction of this committee, if 
this becomes a law, upon section 2 of the reciprocity act? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Well, of course, the Committee on Ways 
and Means is not a judicial body. I do not know that the com 
mittee as a whole has expressed any opinion upon this muatier 
I stated a moment ago that it was my own opinion that the 
effect of this legislation would be to render nugatory section 2 
of the Canadian reciprocity act, and I assume that if section 2 
is rendered nugatory it would be practically impossible for 
the Canadian reciprocity act to become a law without 
reenacted here. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, so far as paper under 23 
admitted free is concerned, that would not necessarily conflict 
with section 2 of the Canadian reciprocity act, because that i 
giving something more than is given there. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. But as to paper between 24 and 4 cents, where 
you impose a duty upon it in this bill that would be in direct 
conflict with the provisions of section 2 of the reciprocity act? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes; it would. 

Mr. MANN. I take it that if that act is a practical repeal of 
section 2 of the Canadian reciprocity act it acts practically as a 
repeal of the entire act. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That is my opinion. 

Mr. MANN. Then why not repeal it, and not leave it as a 
matter of uncertainty? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I shall be very glad to vote to repeal it 

Mr. MANN. I have always voted for the Canadian recipros 
ity act. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 
to repeal it. 

Mr. MANN. I understand. I voted the other way; but if it 
is to be repealed in this way by implication, it would seem to 
me that for the purpose of avoiding possible international dis 
putes or questions in court it would be advisable to do directly 
that which otherwise would be done indirectly. In other words, 
when you are writing a law it is better to make it clear on those 
things concerning which you know questions wi!l arise, if you 
can do so, than to leave it until after the questions have arisen. 

Mr. HAMMOND. If the gentleman from Illinois has an op 
po; tunity and does move to repeal the Canadian reciprocity 
I will assure him of one vote. 

Mr. MANN. As far as I am concerned, I do not intend to 
move to repeal it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from 
| Illinois that I do not think myself that this law will repeal 
the entire Canadian reciprocity treaty. It will have that effect 
as to section 2 undoubtedly, in my opinion, but I think the 
balance of the act will stay on the siatute books. Of course, 


The gentleman from Conne 


ticut is receg 


anything in re 
[Applause on the Republican 


Does the gentleman yield? 
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whether Canada will at any time aecept the balance of it with 
that portion out, I do not know. 

Mr. MANN. But, if the gentleman will pardon me, it may be 
that we can change our position with that degree of celerity 
which would fit the case. We are now claiming that section 2 
is a part of the whole Canadian reciprocity act, and hence that 
we grant free paper coming from Canada, that does not 
free paper coming from Sweden under the clause that 


where 


grat 


gives Sweden the same rate of import duty that any other 
country has, on the ground that this is a reciprocity treaty 
with Canada and is to be treated as a whole. Perhaps we 


could switch around. I do not know. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But my friend from Hlinois overlooks 
the fact that Canada has not ratified this reciprocity treaty, 
and therefore it is not a question of repealing a treaty. Of 
course, if we should leave the law on the statute books and 
Canada should then accept the whole of it, it will then become 
in the nature of a treaty: and being ratified after this law 
goes into effect, the only effect it would have would be so far 
as this particular bill changes the terms of that act. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is mistaken in that. 
We would not ratify it after this bill went into effect. We 
have passed the law, as far as we are concerned. It is on the 
statute books. Now, suppose we in effect repeal one section 
of that law and then Canada passes a law in the same terms 
as the one which we originally passed, we would not either one 
of us get together. The minds of the two Governments would 
not meet. It would not amount to anything. It seems to me 
it is a practical repeal. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman was genuinely 
in favor of the Canadian reciprocity act, as I was. And having. 
a great congressional convulsion, secured the passage of 
our side of the law, does not the gentleman think that instead 
of endeavoring to repeal the whole law we might leave it on 
the statute books, with the hope that, should Canada change 
her mind about it, this one trifling point might easily be ad- 
justed between the two countries, and we could get all the bene- 
fits we hoped for from the whole reciprocity act? 

Mr. MANN. I should say it would be desirable either to 
repeal it, or else put into this law a saving clause that if the 
Canadian reciprocity act should be accepted by Canada section 
2 should remain in force. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. HamMonp). 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


after 


Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. With all this talk I have not received a satisfactory 


answer on the point I wanted to bring out. My claim is that 
if this Underwood bill reported by the committee goes into 
effect paper will be allow to be brought into this country free 
of duty up to 23 cents, That is, when we take it off it comes 
:n free from the Canadian Province, and paper going out of this 
country must pay a duty, Now, the gentleman from Washing- 
ton asked me a question, and I did not answer him, because 
I did not know. I do not want to appear diseonrteous to the 
gentleman. I suppose that the chairman of the committee ought 
to answer the question. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro 
forma amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

532. Papers, including wrapper paper, with coated surface or surfaces, 
not specially provided for in this’ section, including wrapping paper with 
the surface decorated or covered with a design, fancy effect, pattern, or 
character, whether produced in the pulp or otherwise, but not by litho 
graphie process, whether er not wholly or partly covered with metal or 
its solutions (except as hereinafter provided) or with gelatin or flock, or 
embossed or printed, cloth-lined or reenforced paper, parchment papers, 
and grease-proof and imitation parchment papers which have been super- 
calendered and rendered transparent, or partially so, by whatever name 
known ; all other grease-proof and imitation parchment papers, not spe- 
cially provided for in this section, by whatever name known; bags, en- 
velopes, printed matter other than lithographic, and all other articles 
composed wholly or in chief value of any of the foregoing papers, not 
specially provided for in this section, and all boxes of paper or wood 
eovered with any of the foregoing paper, 35 per cent ad valorem; 
albuminized or sensitized paper or paper otherwise surface-coated for 
pbatcurenne purposes, plain basic papers for albuminizing, sensitizing, 
yaryta coating, or for photographie or solar printing processes, 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 
mittee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 81, line 3, strike out all after the word “ papers” and down to 
and including the word “ printed,” in line 10, and insert the words “ in- 
cluding wrapping paper, with coated surface or surfaces, or with the 
surface wholly or partly covered or decorated with a design, fancy effect, 
pattern, or character, whether produced in the pulp or ahirwien: all of 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following com- 


the foregoing not specially provided for, whether or not wholly or partly 
covered with metal or fits solution or with gelatin or flock or codiean 
or printed except by lithographie process.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 
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The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 81, line 20, amend by inserting after the first word “ paper,” 
the beginning of the line, the words “ papier maché.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 81, line 11, after the 
“‘ parchment papers.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I have a letter addressed 1 
me by the Glen Mills Paper Co. protesting against the rednu 
tion of the duty upon what is known as vegetable parehny 
paper. I move to strike out the two words. If I should 
successful, that I may keep the reeord straight, I would 1i! 
to give notice that I shall move to substitute for the duty o 
parchment paper the rates that we find in the present law. 
Mr. Chairman, in my time, I ask to have this letter read. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

PHILADELPHIA, April 21, 1913 


word strike out the word 


‘ « ~ 
“ paper,” 


Hon. T. 8S. BurLer, 
TIlouse of Representatires, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: We write you in regard to the proposed change of d 
on vegetable parchment paper. 

The rate in force at the present time is 2 cents per pound and 
per cent ad valorem. The proposed change (H. R. 10 of Apr. 7, 1: 
p. 81, par. 386) by the House committee is 35 per cent ad valorem d 
on parchment paper, including it with a number of other papers. 

This change would be a most disastrous one, beeause it would 
only reduce the rate to a point which would enable German competit 
to practieally undersell the entire market in this country, but it wou 








further continue this paper in a class with a larger number of ot! 
— and for this reason and also by making the duty ad valoi 
t would render frauds by undervatwation and misdescription as pr 


valent as they were in prior years, and almost impossible of detection 
Ad valorem duties are generally coneeded to be a fruitful source of 
fraud. Misdescription and undervaluation are almost impossible 
follow up, and it would be but a very short time before the American 
manufacturers of this paper would be driven out by the Germans. 
Practically the only foreign country makiag this paper is Germany 
and none of the German paper has been imported since 1999. 
Parchment paper of domestic manufacture formerly sold in this 
country at 12 cents per peund, and its price has continuously declined # 
until it is now 74 cents per pound, and this has been entirely und 


stress of domestic competition. In the meantime, the efficiency « 
labor has declined, and the wages have been ificreased so that | it 
economies and the better methods of manufacture have been parti) 


offset by the inefficienty and high cost of labor. 

We respectfully request you to use all possible means—- 

(1) To prevent the inclusion of vegetable parchment paper in 
class along with other papers. 

(2) To prevent any change in the existing specific duty. 

(3) Im the event of change, to prevent it being placed on 
valorem basis. 

The present duty is 2 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valore: 
We think that if it were necessary to make any reduction that 
reduction weuld sufficient if the 10 per cent ad valorem 
stricken out. 

Thar ing you very much for your favor, we are, 

Vruly, yours, 


an 


be wer 


Tus GLEN MILLS Paper Co., 
Per J. M. Douay. 


Mr. Chairman, the letter has been read 


an 


Mr. BUTLER. 


the views of my constituents will appear in the Recorp. I now { 
await the operation of the committee upon the request of my 2 
eonstituents. I have endeavored to comply with their request. 4 
They will not hold me responsible for the failure, but they will i 


eharge it properly to the Democratic side of the House. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, in the letter just read, if | 
understood correctly, the writer stated that 10 per cent ad 
valorem might he dropped and the specific rate continued. T! 
present rate upon parchment paper, reduced to an equivalent :( 
valorem, is 47 per cent. Deducting 10 per cent would leave : 
equivalent ad valorem of 37 per cent. The rate we have fixe: 
at 35 per cent, so that there is not a great difference betwee 4 
what the gentleman says might be done with safety and what we 
have done. 

Mr. BUTLER. The principal protest is against the ad va- 
lorem duty. My constituents want a specific duty. I am not 
criticizing the gentleman because he does not aecept the amend- 
ment. The gentleman will recall that while the principal pro- 4 
test is against the specific duty, it is also against the reduction 
which the gentleman’s committee has made. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The reduction is enly about per ceni 
from what the gentleman would be eontent with if it was ° 
specific duty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Burier}. 
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The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. a 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amen- 4 
ment. ‘ 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 81, line 25, after the words “ad valorem,” strike out the period 
and insert a semicolon and the words “ parchment paper, 2 cents per 
pound.” 


Mr. MOORE. This is merely reenforcing the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER], 


and slightly reduces the Payne rate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

“The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 81, line 11, after the words “reenforced paper,” insert the 


words “ parchment and vellum.” 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, this is to encourage Americans 
to manufacture parchment and vellum. It all comes in from 
foreign countries now, and it could be made here if there were a 
duty upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 81, line 22, after the word “ purposes” insert “30 per cent 


ad valorem.” 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is in order 
to make a compensatory duty between paper to be prepared for 
photographie process and the actual paper ready for the photog- 
rapher’s use. It seems that there should be a distinction 
between the two, as testified to by some constituents of mine. 
The following message I received to-day: 

Rate on sensitized or surface-coated photo paper should be higher 
than on plain. It is a luxury; benefits Eastman only. 


We have heard a great deal about hitting at the trust, and 
at the request of these constituents of mine I beg to solicit the 
assistance of the Democrats in an endeavor to hit the trust in 
one particular. This seems to be a very good means of giving 
the trust just a little bit of a knock, or, rather, letting one of 
them have a little of the kind of treatment which it has been 
agreed we ought to give to them. 

Further, I would ask the gentleman from Minnesota in 
charge of this section if there should not be a compensatory 
duty between these two kinds of paper. I also wish to submit a 
brief that has been sent to me that was prepared for submission 
to the House Committee on Ways and Means during their ses- 
sions last winter, but which was not submitted, in view of the 
fact that a general appearance was put in on behalf of the 
paper manufacturers in my section rather than for this special 
kind of paper. I would ask the Clerk to read this in my time. 
May I ask the indulgence of the gentleman from Minnesota, 
also, that he answer the question which I have asked? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tlon, OSCAR W,. UNDERWOOD, 
Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


The undersigned, B. D. Rising Paper Co., are manufacturers of paper 
at Housatonic, Berkshire County, Mass. We join with other manufac- 
turers in the request that there be no radical change in the classification 
of papers as it appears in the tariff act of August 5, 1909. Manufac- 
turers and importers have become familiar with the classification, and 
so have the inspectors and appraisers. Any change would necessitate 
much labor and argument and the loss of valuable time in determining 
the duty on different kinds of paper under a new classification. We 
are particularly interested in— 

“ Par. 411. Plain basic papers for albuminizing, sensitizing, baryta 
coating, or for photographic or solar printing processes, 3 cents per 
pound and 10 per cent ad valorem.” 

Very little of this kind of paper was made in this country previous 
to the enactment of the tariff of 1897, and even afterwards, as that act 
imperfectly described the paper; large quantities were brought in as 
“printing paper.” This undervaluation was made impossible by the 
act of 1909,.and under the protection thus afforded a large business has 
been developed, affording employmert to many oe 

Any reduction in the duty on this paper will result in the business 
going entirely to foreign mills, because they are able to produce the 
goods much cheaper than in this country. The supply of raw material 
for the manufacture of blue-print and photographic papers in this 
country is not sufficient, and very large quantities are imported from 
Europe. American manufacturers must pay more for these materials 
than the foreign manufacturers or they can not obtain them. When 
they have done so and have paid freight and other charges to bring the 
materials to their mills, and added the high labor rates prevailing Sere, 
saa — of the finished product must be greater than if manufactured 

road, 
, That the present duty on these papers is none too high is further 
shown by the fact that importations are increasing rapidly, as will be 
ee the attached statement from the records of the Freaaeey Depart 


men 
Pounds. 
rae basic photographic paper imported year 1907_______- 2, 218, 496 
lain basic photographic paper imported year 1911_________ 3, 550, 510 


Note the increase of 60 per cent in four years. 
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All photographie paper imported year ending Jun 0, 

1907 $503, O10. G4 
All photographic paper imported year ending June 30 

1910 ‘ a T61 10. OO 
All photographic paper imported year ending June 30 

5 Re: 1, 147, O39. 00 

Note the steady in¢rease and that the value of paper impor 
year ending June 30, 1911, is nearly double that for the ye 
June 30, 1907, 

There is no reason why all this paper should not be made in 
country except that the foreign manufacturers have the advant 
lower costs of labor and material 

It should further be noted that photographic paper, either | 
coated, is not one of the necessa*ies of life, but is sold at an et 
profit by one of the biggest and worst trusts in the country 

Any reduction in duty will benefit nobody but the manufact 
camera supplies, who send large sums of money out of this cou 
and cause a loss of employment, which will greatly ir 
earner, 

B. D. Ris PAPER Co 
CHAS. Mcls nN, Ti 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 


by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, when the question wv 
asked by the gentleman from Connecticut a few moments : 
whether or not section 2 of the Canadian reciprocity is rep l 


by this act, no one seemed to be able to give the information 
The reciprocity act that was heretofore passed by this House 
and enacted into law did not conform with any of the principles 
that are advocated by the Republican Party, in that it provided 
for the importation of the products of another country into th 

country without duty, whereas that country charged us a duty 


when we shipped our products into that country. That is not a 
good business policy. I do not think that conforms to the best 
interests of America, and I think that the people of this coun- 


try and the manufacturers of paper are entitled to know w 
or not, by the enactment of this into law, that particu SEC 
tion will or will not be repealed. It is reported by the Tariff 
Board that it costs $3.50 a ton more to manufacture pape 
in this country than it does in Canada. But 


ie ther 


there is nobody 
who need say that Canada would put an import duty upon the 
products that we ship into that country, providing they were 
not opposed to the import or to our export. According 
information I have, we have 40,000,000,000 feet of fir spruce 
and other paper timber in this country, suflicient to supply 
the need for all time, if it is properly conserved, for the manu 
facture of paper. One of the purposes for the enactment of the 
Canadian reciprocity treaty and for this particular provision 
was, according to Democratic principles, that we would 

our product cheaper, and I leave it to the House or any Mem 
ber here to say whether or not that condition has come about, 


ti le 


and I stand with the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Ham 
MOND] to repeal that act in toto from top to bottom, and I 
hope before this Congress adjourns that that will be done 


The reciprocity treaty with Canada was rejected by that coun 
try, and belittled us in the eyes of the world. The Republican 
Party heard from the American farmers in the election of 1912 


because of having promulgated reciprocity with Canada, and by 
the passage of this act promulgating free trade and one-sided 
reciprocity with the world the Democratic Party will hear 
from the people in 1914. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. J. M. C. Smit]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

333. Pictures, calendars, cards, labels, flaps, cigar bands, p ird 
and other articles composed wholly or in chief value of paper li 
graphically printed in whole or in part from stone, metal, or material 
other than gelatin (except boxes, views of American scenery or 
and music, and illustrations when forming part of a periodical or n 
paper, or of bound or unbound books, accompanying the same, not 
specially provided for in this section) shall pay duty at the following 
rates: Labels. flaps, and cigar bands, if printed entirely in bronze 

rinting, 15 per cent ad valorem; if printed otherwise than entirely in 

ronze printing, but not printed in whole or in part in metal leaf, 25 


per cent ad valorem; if printed in whole or in part in metal leaf, 30 
per cent ad valorem; booklets, books of paper or other material for 
children’s use, not exceeding in weight 24 ounces each, fashion maa 
zines or periodicals, printed in whole or in part by lithographie process, 
or decorated by hand, booklets, decorated in whole or in part by hand 
or by spraying. whether or not lithographed, 12 per cent ad valores 








decalcomanias in ceramic colors, whether or not backed with metal | f 
and all other decalcomanias, except toy decalcomanias, 20 per cent ad 
valorem; pictures, calendars, cards, placards, and all other articles 
than those hereinbefore specifically provided for in this paragraph, 2U 
per cent ad valorem, 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 82, line 4, strike out the words “other than gelatin id, 
after the word “or,” insert the word “ other.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Vage 82, line 25, after the words “ad valorem,” 
period and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Provided, That articles composed wholly or in chief value of paper 


strike out the 


printed by the photogelatin process and not specially provided for in 
1 { ill be dutiable at 3 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad 
va , 

Mr. MOORE, Mr. Chairman, this is lower than the Payne 


rate and is simply intended to protect the American manufac- 


{1 rs against foreign competition, 
[he question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
ihe Clerk read as follows: 
Writing, letter, note, handmade paper and paper commercially 
} handmade paper and machine handmade paper, japan paper 
nd imitation japan paper by whatever name known, and ledger, bond, 
! rd, t t, typewriter, manifold, and onionskin and imitation onion- 
} ipers calendered or wnealendered, whether or not any such 
| 1 } ; } 


is rule bordered, embossed, printed, 


manner, 2o per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

Che CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 83, line 8, 
eent”’ and insert 


lined, or decorated in any 


after the word strike out “25 per 


‘35 per cent.” 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, the paper industry is one 
of the largest industries in western Massachusetts, and the 
mills feel that the rates proposed in the Underwood bill are 
very detrimental to their interests. They consider that the 
lowest rate in this section should not be under 40 per cent. 
This rate of 35 per cent which I have proposed is a reduction 
from the existing rate, as I understand it, and it seems to me 
that it is not more than a fair return on the industry that it 
represents. You will note by the brief filed by the Paper 
Makers’ Association that the comparative rate of wages in this 
country and in Germany is as follows: The skilled labor in 
Germany receives from § to 16 cents per hour and in America 
from 25 to 50 cents per hour. Unskilled labor in Germany re- 
ceives from 6 to 11 cents and in America from 18 to 25 cents 
per hour, 

Mr. AUSTIN. What about the length of hours they work? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Both the skilled and unskilled laborers 
work shorter hours in America than they do in Germany. This 
is very strong proof that labor will obtain a large share of 
any benefit of a tariff act, and if the tariff is reduced on these 
papers labor must eventually give up a portion of its gain. We 
have been over this subject with our friends on the other side 
so frequently that I do not care at this time to transgress upon 
the time of the House. We make this appeal in behalf of the 
men employed in the paper mills of western Massachusetts, 
not in behalf of the manufacturers. 

The competition between the paper mills there is such that the 
profits have been extremely low, and I could furnish, if you 
desired it, statistics corroborating these statements. It seems 
to me that we ought to consider the welfare of the employees 
in these great mills and not compel them to accept a lower scale 
of wages in competition with foreign labor. 

Mr. NORTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I have but a moment. I do not intend 
to go into any lengthy discussion, as I realize it is useless, the 
Democratic caucus having settled in advance and without con- 
sideration of the merits of the case what action is to be taken 
upon every amendment offered in behalf of the great industries 
of my State. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Austin], I think, started 
to interrupt. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I was simply going to ask the gentleman not 
to be discouraged. This side has succeeded in getting so many 
amendments on the bill that if you talk a little longer you may 
get another. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I will appreciate your cooperation in 
behalf of the men I am speaking for. 

Mr. AUSTIN. You will get it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘ manner,” 


335. Paper envelopes not specially provided for in this section, folded 
or flat, bordered, embossed, printed, tinted, decorated, or lined, 15 per 
cent ad valorem. 


Mr. HAMMOND. 
ment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
HammMonp] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 83, lines 9 and 10, strike out the words “not specially pr: 
vided for in this section.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. HAMMoND]. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
to the gentleman from Tllinois? r 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, 

Mr. MANN. I notice that this makes a very severe reduction 
in fancy envelopes. I am not very well informed in refere: 
to the business. Embossed, printed, tinted, decorated, or lined! 
envelopes are reduced from 25 to 15 per cent, the same as plain 
envelopes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The average rate upon envelopes, I think, 
is 27 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. Plain envelopes now come in, I think, at 20 
per cent, and fancy envelopes at—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. ‘Thirty, is it not? 

Mr. MANN. ‘Thirty-five per cent. Of course, whatever tl] 
average is does not make any difference as to my inquiry of 
whether there ought to be little higher rate, either as a p: 
tective or a revenue measure, on fancy envelopes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will say to the gentleman that he has 
undoubtedly noticed an apparent inconsistency in the rate uy) 
writing paper and the rate upon envelopes. That was s 
gested to the committee, and it was proposed at one time to 
increase the rate upon envelopes. We have not done so, hoy 
ever. The difference in rates has been carried for a number « 
years, and is in the present law. Believing the ad valore) 
would take care of the different values of the envelopes, we did 
not feel like going over 15 per cent. We desire to make a r 
duction, and if we did not go below 20 per cent, there would be 
no reduction on plain envelopes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offere1 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. HAMMoNpD]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers a 
further amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 

Page 83, line 10, after the word “ flat,” insert the word “ plain.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

, ase 83, line 9, strike out paragraph 335 and insert in lieu ther 
sai 235. Paper envelopes not specially provided for in this section, 
folded or flat, if plain, 20 per cent ad valorem; if bordered, embossed, 
printed, tinted, decorated, or lined, 35 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. MOORDB. This restores the Payne rate, and the reason 
for it is this, that the duty fixed upon envelopes is here fixe 
at 15 per cent while the duty on the paper from which the en 
opes are made is fixed at 25 per cent. These figures would make 
it almost impossible for the manufacturer of envelopes to suc 
cessfully compete with the foreign manufacturer. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am afraid the gentleman does not understan 
the theory. They put them all at the low rate of duty in order 
that it may benefit the impecunious consumer of the Unite! 
States. The gentleman does not understand the theory. 

Mr. MOORE. Evidently I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offere! 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

337. Books of all kinds, bound or unbound, including blank boo! 
slate books and pamphlets, engravings, photographs, etchings, map 
charts, music in books or sheets, and printed matter, all the forego! 
and not specially provided for in this section, 15 per*cent ad valore! 
Views of any landscape, scene, building, place, or locality in the United 
States, on cardboard or paper, not thinner than eight one-thousandt 
of 1 inch, by whatever process printed or produced, including tho 
wholly or in part produced by either lithographic or photogelat 
process (except show cards), occupying 35 square inches or less 
surface per view, bound or unbound, or im any other form, 45 per 
cent ad valorem; thinner than eight one-thousandths of 1 inch, $- 
per thousand. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment. 

The CHATRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 83, line 22, after the word “ section,” strike out “15 per ce 
ad valorem” and insert in lieu thereof “ 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. MOORE. 


man from Alabama [Mr. Unprerwoop] if this paragraph, re- 


ot 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
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ferring to “ books of all kinds,” will also include Bibles, which 
have been transferred to the free list? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It would if they were not on the free 
lief 
Mr. MOORE. Then Bibles are to be distinguished from 
‘books of all kinds” as referred to in this paragraph? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. The committee is of the opinion 
that there is one Book in all the world that ought not to be 
taxed. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MOORE. I am glad the committee is of that mind, for 
this is the first time they have displayed any religious feeling 

nee this discussion began. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, not desiring to delay the committee fur- 
ther, 1 wish to say that the printers’ and pressmen’s and 
binders’ unions, and union men generally, are opposed to this 
transfer of books to the free list. They are also opposed to the 
reduction of duty from 25 per cent to 15 per cent. I shall 
extend in the Recorp some things they have to say on that 

ibject. I think this paragraph is decidedly against the inter- 
ests of union labor, of which we have so many champions on 
the other side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania allow me a question right there? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes 

Mr. DONOVAN. Did I understand the gentleman to say 
that he objected to the passage of this schedule? 

Mr. MOORE. I object to the passage of the schedule; yes. 
I object also to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Is it because the gentleman thinks that 
the work on the books—the work of the printers and all—will 
be done on the other side, and that that work will be given 
to labor of that class on the other side? 

Mr. MOORE. I say that if we had the printing done on the 
other side, and employed the pressmen on the other side, 
and employed the bookbinders on the other side, and all the 
other labor of diversified character entering into the making 
of books of all kinds, whether Bibles or not, included in this | 
paragraph, it would transfer the industry to the other side of | 
the water, and we would have to buy what they send to us. [| 
think it would be far better to have this work done in the United 
States, rather than have it sent over to Canada or Europe ot 
Germany or England and have their people make them. I 
think it would be better, if we had money to spend, to spend 

ng our own people, in our own country, and I think that 
it would be better, even in the case of Bibles, for which there 
is a demand, and in which, for the first time, there seems to 
be an interest on the Democratic side. I think it would be a 
splendid thing for our people to buy them from American pub- 
lishers. The truth is that Bibles are being distributed all 
over the world, and they are being printed in the United States, 
and the printing and circulation of the Bible gives our people 
employment and helps to civilize the nations of the world, and 
that civilization brings money to the United States. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, allow me to say to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that we are going to have so much 
money in the near future under the operation of this bill 
that we shall not be able to spend it all at home, and here is a 
provision under which we may be able to spend some of it 
abroad. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MOORE. I know my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Avs- 
TIN] is speaking satirically in this instance, although he is 
right in his opposition to the bill. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit, I would like to 
ask if he knows why they propose to place Bibles on the free 
list in this bill? 

Mr. MOORE. No. 

Mr. MANN. It is probably because they know the people 
throughout the country will have so much spare time on their 
hands, not having anything else to do, that they will have 
ample leisure in which to read the Bible, and they think they 
ought to be furnished with it cheaply. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. FOSTER. On the contrary, I think the people have 
been enduring so much suffering on account of the operations 
of the Payne law in the last four years that they should be 
permitted to get comfort from reading the Bible, and to that 


end they should be permitted to buy it cheaply. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side. ] 


Mr. PAYNE. They will have to do something more than | 


merely read the Bible if they want to make a living. 


Mr. MOORE. The communications I referred to were as 
follows: 
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by our organization, which is self-explanator W 
aid in this matter, which means so much to our ¢ t 
| Philadelphia but throughout the count 






ALLIED PRINTING TRADES C 
Hon. J. HAMPTON Moo! 
Washington, D. C 




































































Dear Sie: 





Whereas it has been brought to the attention f the A 
Trades Council f Philadelphia that the |} t 
Committee is advocating the re val of the | nt 


foreign manufacture and the | 
kinds on the free list; and 


Wherea t] ted of 
hends the equalizing of opportunities for American and 
and 
Whereas there has been placed before ! ttees of ft! 
putable evidence that the ; indust of { i 
stands tn great need of addit } | tective | tion ord to 
successfully compete with f ! irkets Phe 
Resolved, That the Allied Printing Tra 3 4 ’ I ia, 
in regular meeting assembled on Friday ev ! I y 
hereby earnestly protest against any reduction « t 
duties on printed matter; and be it further 
Resolved, That Mem rs of th Con s be fe ent 
promote legislation d ed to levy such add il dut 
of printed matter as they, from their investigati 
just and proper. 
L. I 
ALLIED PRIN + AND Boo 
TR A SSOCIATIO 
The following was adopted at a meeting of the rey itati 
Allied Printing and Bookbinding Trades Association of Ameri 
National Hotel, Washington, D. C., April 20, 1913 
“Resolwed, That we earnestly petition the United States § ’ to 
grant public hearing to American citizens on the re d la 
tariff bill 
“As members of trades who are threatened w 
by reduction of Schedule M, we ask that the United St : Ser 
to us the opportunity of proving that our ind 


if the revised bill should become a la 

“We ask this privilege as American citizens to lay 
evidence which will disclose and prove to you the dangers 
lation to the American workman.’ 


PHILADELPHIA PrRintep Rook Bir 


i hiladciphia ie i j 


Hon. J. HAMPTON Moore, M. C., 
Washington, D.C 
My Drar CONGRESSMAN: Find inclosed copy of a 


Our committee will be pleased to eall 
to explain any feature that you should want explair 
Thanking you for any aid that you ma ‘ d to 
I am, 
Yours, sincerely, J. tlow » I 
P. 8 Find inclosed copy of our ement and 
we ha with our em I 


Whereas it has been brought to our attention tl 
Publication Committee apy ef your ) 
ing that all re ious publications he placed upon t 
asking that the 25 per cent duty on Bibles be t n : 
Whereas we, members of Local No. 2, ! l 
Bookbinders, which have a membership of rp OO 
both male and female, throughout the Un i St 
ployed in making these Bibles and ; books, ar 
part of this great constituen nD 1 to ' 
dustries by having uniform laws m t ed, vy 
and apprentices can earn living wages and supp 
properly ; and 
Whereas at the present time here in Philack 
publication house in America mploying |} 
chanics, and having done abroad thousands 
Bibles and religious publications each year under « 
laws, by having Bibles and all religi 
list, as advocated by the Presbyterian comm 
ing out of work thousands of employ 





States and closing down our works ps. f if 
can not compete with the foreign labor 
it would mean the elimination, so far ‘ . 
concerned, of our present book industry If all 
the free list; and 

Whereas at the present time ficures taken fror 
difference between the American 1d fore 
work per day, with : wt the elimination ' : : -¥ 
ica, but not in f e in some of t se ’ 
which American labor must cor wait 
operating our Am i n-t nufa 


are operated in our count 


Germany (Work HOME AF NIZDtS). .. .ccccccccccccccccccccess 
cr i TD, «. . snunacnnasadecadgeaesenaens 
i ts... . «ken Gebgebebededéahdsdevenceee 
Belgium eatshop Rs 2 ddenesencoqueeuneceaseecs 
IT IUNIED, ova ccctecesecscecenéosseeessss 
Austria (sweatshop ME Rs « cccacouccscocccncaceceeses 
Italy (sweatshop system).......... 


Spain (sweatshop system)... . 
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Also in some of these countries the mechanics’ families are working on 
book covers during the day while the fathers and brothers are in the 
binderies. In Belgium, Russia, Austria, Italy, and Spain children are 
employed in these workshops 10 and 12 years old, while in the 
United States our child-labor laws in most States prohibit girls and 
boys from working in factories under certain ages, which, at an 
average, is four to six years above those in foreign countries. These 
are the conditions confronting the American mechanics and workmen, 
who receive most universally the eight-hour day and wages ranging, 
in the book industry, from $18 to $22 per week, along with our great 
cost of living here in America: And be it 
Resolved, That Local No. 2, International Brotherhood of Bookbind- 

ers, do hereby unanimously protest against any such reduction, know- 

ing the deplorable calamity it would cause, not only to the bookbinding 
industry but throughout the printing trades; and be it further 

Resolved, That Local No. 2, International Brotherhood of Bookbind- 
ers, recommend an increase on the present tariff on Bibles and religious 
books, also all books bound in foreign countries, printed sheets flat or 
folded, books parre bound, covers for books, either leather or cloth 
covers for books, with or without any labor upon the same, pieces of 
leather or any other materials, stamped or printed, for books or book- 
cases, should have sufficient duties added to equalize the difference 
between American and foreign-paid labor; and be it further 

Resolved, That Local No. 2, International Brotherhood of Bookbind- 
ers, wish to present the deplorable conditions of their industry caused 
by the unjust discrimination of our import laws, not only upon Bibles 
and religious books, but our fine bindings that have left our shores to be 
done in foreign binderies, which it has forced in America the closing of 
our fine binderies and forcing our mechanics into other fields, after 
spending their lives in becoming masters of their respective trades; and 
be it further 


Resolved, That we ask for no advantage over our foreign competitor, 
but place the tariff high enough that it will equalize the difference 
between paid labor in European countries and the United States, and 
if the foreign countries can produce a superior and cheaper book after 
all conditions are equal, then they should have the trade on supremacy, 

[SEAL.] A. NORMAN HANNINGS, President. 

WILLIAM J. Lewis, Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PAYNE. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] 
is exercised over the rest of this paragraph. I remember four 
years ago there were brought before us barrels of post-card 
pictures of scenery in this country “made in Germany.” It 
seemed to be one of the chief occupations of people in Germany, 
and it was impossible to find any such views of American 
scenery made in the United States. I recall that a contract 
was made in my own town for the production of such pictures 
in Germany. We put the duty up so there was a 75 per cent 
rate on those things, and thereby we stopped that German busi- 
ness. As a result the retailers and the public here are now get- 
ting them for about the same price as they formerly paid for 
the foreign-made pictures of our home scenery, and our people 
do the work. 

Pictures of that character are used on various other things 
besides post cards. They are used in many instances on the 
calendars which newspapers sell to the newsboys once a year, 
on New Year’s Day, when the boys come around and tax us a 
quarter or half a dollar apiece for calendars. There is no | 
excuse for allowing the newspapers to procure these calendars 
more cheaply. Of course there is no connection between the 
newspapers getting these a little cheaper under this change in 
the tariff and a desire on the part of Democracy to “snuggle 
up” closer to the press. Perish any thought of that kind! And 
still it is difficult to see what other motive there was on the 
part of the committee in making such a severe cut, unless they 
prefer to see the legend on American landscapes, “ Printed in 
Germany.” That may be a dear thought to them, although it | 
causes the cheek of our worthy President to blush with shame 
every time he sees it. Perhaps they want to shame him. I 
do not know but they want to get even with him for changing 
the bill from what it was when the Ways and Means Committee 
had it. [Laughter on the Republican side.] Possibly it may 
be chagrin because the pie counter has been kept from so many 
and they want something to bring him to a realizing sense of 
their gnawing bunger. But, Mr. Chairman, I will not interfere 
with the harmony of the bill by even offering an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

339. All boxes made wholly or in chief value of paper or papier- 
miché, if covered with surface-coated paper, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 84, strike out paragraph 339. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

340. Playing cards, 60 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 84, line 14, after the word “ cards,” strike out “60” and insert 
in lieu thereof “50.” 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the com- 
mittee has treated playing cards as a luxury. They have put 
the rate so high that it is impossible for the poor man to obtain 
a pack of cards to while away a winter evening. Having infor- 
mation that cards are used by the other side who are largely 
in the majority, and that there will be ample time after the bil! 
goes into effect for them to spend their time as pleasantly as 
possible, I have moved to reduce the rate. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman use playing cards himself? 

Mr. MOORE. Not at all. 

Mr. MANN. If he did he would know that the cost of cards 
does not cut much ice—at the end of the game. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I suppose the gentleman wil! 
follow up this amendment when we come to the paragraph 
relating to poker chips, making the blue chips a luxury and the 
white ones a necessity. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. He would if he knew the difference. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE. I knew some gentlemen on the other side 
would give me some expert information. [Laughter.] If any- 
body knows anything about cards, the gentlemen on the other 
side of the House do. Now, in the interest of the “ downtrodden 
and the poor” I have offered this amendment, and I hope it 
will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Schedule N—Sundries. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Garretr of Tennessee, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 3321—the tariff bill—and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

RECESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the House take a recess until 8 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m.), the House stood in recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. Rl. 
3321—the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further co 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. Garrett of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

343. Braids, featherstitched braids, fringes. gimps, gorings, all + 
foregoing of whatever material composed, and articles made wholly 


in chief value of any of the foregoing not speciaily provided for in thi 
section, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 85, line 1, strike ont the letters “ed” In “ featherstitched,” so 
that it will read “ featherstitch.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


344. Braids, plaits, laces, and willow sheets or squares, composed 
wholly or in chief value of straw, chip, grass, palm leaf, willow, osier, 
rattan, real horsehair, cuba bark, ramie, or manila hemp, suitable for 
making or ornamenting hats, bonnets, or hoods, not bleached, dyed, 
colored, or stained,*15 per cent ad valorem; if bleached, dyed, colored, 
or stained, 20 per cent ad valorem; hats, bonnets, and hoods com 
posed wholly or in chief value of straw, chip, grass, palm leaf, willow, 
osier, rattan, cuba bark, ramie, or manila hemp, whether wholly or 
partly manufactured, but not blocked or trimmed, 25 per cent ad 
valorem; if blocked or trimmed, 40 per cent ad valorem. But the 
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terms “grass” and “straw” shall be understood to mean these sub-| double those paid in England, while the hours ire 
0 in their natura! rm and structure, and not the separated fiber | much short rr 
ae , > Mr ll dies ffar tha follawine amend I for one am unwilling to and will never to 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-| .. Wo. 4 cts th denen at Mele on 
ent. . : ao f r of our Ame an } e to th ‘ I 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers | aoa toe ofl Senate a alate ‘\ ha 
n gmendment, which will be reported by the Clerk. - th - eats aie - : +} o : t \ 
rhe Clerk read as fe vS: | the a7 a chain 
I’a 85, line 16, at the nd f tl ] il t th we Is 1 1 in tic 1 of th : ' . I ‘ . 
f of such mat | ar } king d ‘ b, } ' 
The ame 1riment was agre it coal tle - : pas ; : 
The Clerk read as follo' tae. Mdeied oe F 
>, 2 Hr tad ] 1: bt 1 and feathe d ’ 
si and hait ils n ! or otherwise, 35 | p) way BOet me . mi 
hire. No emy t is 
fr. PALMER. Mr. Ch in, I offer the following amend- | d no WOrk re tab! d 
{ ] on hi © oO } ad 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The ( n from Pei nia offers » t ont a a ae v ! 
ndment, which the Clerk w "¢ rt. = ~ ' S : - in 1 
i < read as ko . ; j ,- Sir ‘ ' | oy ce . i. ‘ 
t » par iph 1 insert the following in lieu the f - 
I ( i n, i wooden fibers, ¢ t s, ce on the free list \ ! ) l 
t i b nd feat lusters « | Is, and | coal and coking ind s fi} broad: th ‘ 
! ls in quill r othe o> per cent ad valorem.” | of C: ome en mes siti | 
if amendment was agreed fo. tion w our coals. Let 1 emind you t 
The Clerk read as follows during the great anthracite strike when ! 
18. Buttons I 3 of | nd button molds or blank 1} upon the fre , coal w I <1 from | \ 
nfinished. n especially ied for in this ion, and ar . , ’ 4 ¢ ! ‘ 
b tone and nee ype ] h * of bone, mother-ol or - ne — _— - : | se ' ( ow } : 
10 per cent at va such a extent t he he m virti are ed { 
Mr. AVIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following a1 iment. | “ a e. ss hin ined a ; 7 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia « a pt esionsncatlt wronged semr-paper-Shagr wilt ~ " 
amendment, which will be reported by the Clerk. ec 
The Clerk read as follows: ae. mye — : 7” ee _ ee ee of os 
, +on a now aragcranl . . 
3483 Bit min we onal! shal 40 cents per ton of 28 bush ry yet ef en on the oti sile wo ' 
to the shel; ce or ¢ 1, such as will pass thre Ll reci proce rai ent, rkets V 
; 3 cents p ton of 28 bushels, 80 pounds to the dian coals he eoals of British Colum! | ‘ 
1s x ‘ lt +, al be hh ] i + tee portat! =a of compete with the tls and lig tM , 
or culm produced and screened in the ordinary way, as such, | Wyoming, and indirectly comp with tl » of | 
shippe i from the nine ; ( ke, nd : one 58 ens a and North Dakota, while No Se a ( 
tal. of eed aiue, wh ther in briqu ten oF othe r form, 20 ‘per coals of our = a oo lu Stites, and pal 
d rem: Provided further, That on all coal imported into the | the coals of West Virginia. 
Us 1 States, which is afterwards used for fuel on board v« Is pro A reciprocal arrangement with Canada 1 b 
elled by steam and engaged in trade with foreign countries, or in - ‘ee : ion ' : 
trade between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States, and | the f Opel rs of we ‘Th bennsy! 1, ¢ 
wl 1 are registered under the I: f the United States, a drawba k | pernaps northern West Virginia. bees i @ « 
: ¥- ww “ a eae aren lat ous a ee Welcetaen of the tity of coal ls snl ped . mm tas : aoe | , 1 
i sury shail prescribe.” Liat ction “ . nad a f trea! LV 
Mr. AVIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of | , a ate ected = al rinited § 
Members of the House, and particularly of Democratic Members, enliaee ‘tl t I wa 
» the fact that at no time in the history of this Government, d the a. a ad ts tenes — 
except during the anthracite strike of 1903, when all coal was competition by i. nile oi Nie . . Gina ia ' 
imitted to this country by law free of duty for one year, | gjcoloce ‘hanover n> mm. ooeie prod al 
h was a measure of emergency and expediency, has bitumi- pay the Ca: di am duty and su neil . 
coal ever been placed upon the free list. | of Nova Geotie im the Mt. Lawrence 
Recognizing that there is a popular demand for revising the | White ci seenetn on f 3 a smcitinnendiniaaniinds , 
tariff downward, it will be noted that I have fixed the duty on enunten at | ee | _* ir a poles ana - re aes 
bituminous coal at 40 cents per ton, on coal slack or culm at 15|,,)0 2 ethedh tees he a ei ad : 

; cents per ton, and on coke at 20 per cent ad valorem. The oe ; ee een ee eee aoa 
duties provided in the present law are 45 cents per ton on 7 ee ae ee pane OF West V a 

4 bituminous coal, 15 cents per ton on coal slack or culm, and eae 

q 20 per cent ad valorem on coke. I do not know whether it will | rhe gentlemen on tl e Demo Si eem | 

3 have any weight or influence with the distinguished gentlemen | U"S@Usfying grudge : t the great State of VW \ 

4 on the other side of the aisle or not, but permit me to inform | WOUld appear from the duties that they have d 
you that the amount of duty on bituminous coal named in the the Underwo d bill. 1 e New | 1] ; 
proposed amendment is the same as that provided in the Wilson- | #“ve said: “We have partly compe “l you ex 
Gorman law. While I think the present duties on bitaminous | lowering the duties on your manufactured product 
coal, coal slack, culm, and coke are none too high to adequately by gis ing you free raw wool, free coal, free hu en 
protect our great and growing bituminous-coal and coking in- | Cotton,” and so forth, but no compensation do 
dustries and the many thousands of hard-working miners and | 0 the State of West Virginia and her pee Iv 

3 their families, who are dependent upon these industries for | the attention of the gentlemen on the other side to the 
their livelihood and daily bread, yet I have proposed to lower | that nearly everything West Virginia pre $s has either b 
the duties provided by existing law to the figures named in the | Placed on the free list or the dut the eon lowered t 

: amendment which I have offered. | great extent that her industries will be elther c 

i The great bituminous-coal and lignite producing States of | destroyed or seriously crip] d. In my h MaDe Opinio 
this Union are Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Illinois, Ohio, | Virginia will be more severty hit and injured by the 
Indiana, Kentucky, Alabama, Virginia, Colorado, Wyoming, of this bill than any other State in the { nion. 11 

Washington, and Montana. | put coal, wool, and lumber on the free list and to 1 

The Nation's annual production of bituminous coal and lg- | below the protective principle duties on iron, sti 
nite is about 406,000,000 tons, the value of which, in round | glass and pottery, cattle sheep, wheat ul other 
numbers, is $450,000,000, and in which production 555,000 men | besides other things which West Vir yinia and her | ( 
are engaged. A higher wage scale and a higher production | produce and are vitally interested in. 
cost prevail in this country than in any other country in the| West Virginia has 826 coal mines and 56 
world. In British Columbia and Vancouver wages are from | ploying over 73,000 people, with an ar by 
30 to 50 per cent lower than in this country; in Nova Scotia | about $60,000,000, upen which nearly one-third « 

Wages are from 20 to 25 per cent lower than here: and the | West Virginia are dependent and directly | 
i 
i 


average wages paid to coal miners in this country are more than 


62 glass and pottery plants, employing 
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an annual production value of $11,000,000; she has 104 lumber 
plants, employing 7,700 people, with an annual production value 
of exceeding $18,000,000; she has 600,000 cattle and 900,000 
sheep, and the value of her stéck and farm products exceeds 
$71,000,000. The Democratic Members of Congress now pro- 
pose to take away from her, by admitting bituminous coal free 
of duty, her New England coal market and to give the same 
unconditionally to Nova Scotia. 

While the States of Ohio and Pennsylvania are very rich in 
bituminous coal, yet West Virginia contains more than both of 
them, with that of Virginia thrown in for good measure. In 
southern West Virginia there are three great bituminous coal 
fields, namely, the New River, the Kanawha, and the Poca- 
hontas fields, producing the highest grade of bituminous and 
semibituminous coals produced in the United States. West 
Virginia ranks second in the bituminous coal producing States, 
and her annual production ig ibout one-sixth of that of the 
entire Union. The maintenance of West Virginia’s coal pro- 
duction is largely dependent upon her retention of the New 
Englund market, in which market over one-third of the entire 
coal production of the Pocahontas and New River fields is 
consumed. Nova Scotia is now contending vigorously for that 
market. Her mines are in their youthful period, and although 
her coals are not as excellent as West Virginia coals, the lat- 
ter’s coals can not successfully compete in New England against 
Nova Scotian and other foreign coals coming into this country 
free of duty. In addition to the water haul on her coals to New 
England markets, West Virginia has to pay an overland haul 
of about one-third of 1 cent per ton per mile, while Nova Scotia 
has very little overland haul to pay on her coals. 


about 55 cents per ton to transport her coals to Boston, while 
it costs West Virginia about $2.10 per ton to transport her 
coals to the same market. While in heating units the 
River and Pocahontas coals of West Virginia have an ad- 
vantage of about 17 per cent over the coals of Nova Scotia, yet 
this advantage will be quickly overcome by Nova Scotian coals 


in lower selling prices if Nova Scotia is not required to pay any | 


import duty thereon. Canada evidently does not think that 
there is any great disparity in the value of the coals of West 
Virginia and Nova Scotia, because she burns the coals of Nova 
Scotia in preference when she can get them as cheaply as she 
can the coals of West Virginia. 

I would like to see West Virginia lessen the hours and in- 
crease the wages of her miners. If West Virginia is to be 
deprived of the New England market for her coals, I am very 
much afraid that such deprivation will result in a reduction in 
wages of the miners of West Virginia, as well as in the number 
of days work. 

When all of the foregoing matters are taken into considera- 
tion it seems to me, although I can not hope for or expect it 
from the gentlemen on the other side, that this amendment 
should receive serious consideration and should be adopted. I 
again remind Members of the House that the dutyon bituminous 
coal provided in this amendment is less than the duty imposed 
upon bituminous coal by Canada, and that to put bituminous 
coal, coal slack or culm and the products thereof, and coke on 
the free list means the annual loss of hundreds of thousands 
of dollars in revenue, besides leaving the great bituminous coal 
and lignite industries, and the many thousands engaged therein, 
without any protection whatever. 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 
Mr. AVIS. Yes. 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. How does the duty in the proposed 
amendment compare with the present rate? 

Mr. AVIS. It is 5 cents a ton less. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all debate on this amendment close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, so far as 99 per cent of the 
people of the United States are concerned, so far as nearly that 
much of our territory is concerned, it makes little difference 
whatever whether bituminous coal has a duty upon it or is free, 
for there are but very few regions in our country to which bitu- 
minous coal can under present conditions be profitably shipped 
from abroad. By placing coal on the free list we lose near half 
a million of revenue and we do not make coal cheaper for any 
man under the flag. Our good friend from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] suggested the other day that it was a self-denial upon 
his part, coming from a great coal region, to stand for free 
coal. He knows, of course, as we all know, that it does not 
make a particle of difference so far as Alabama is concerned 
whether coal is on the free list or carries a duty. No foreign 
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bituminous coal can reach Alabama or her markets. 
total importations of bituminous coal last year—1,761,000 tons 
724,000 tons, or nearly half, came into Montana, Idaho, and 
Washington. It so happens that the State of Wyoming ships 
nearly a third of its coal production northward, and nearly that 
amount of the coal output of our State will be lost to American 
miners and mine owners by the placing of coal on the free list, 
and not a single, solitary small American consumer will, in my 
opinion, receive coal a particle cheaper after we have lost thie 
revenue and our miners have lost their employment and our 
mines their markets. We had an illustration of that one yea: 
when we provided for a rebate of the duty. 

At that time there was one mine in our State that had a 
contract of 750 tons per day with a great smelter. Immed 
ately after that contract expired the Canadian coal mines se 
cured that contract by reducing the price, not 65 cents, the tariff 
rate, but 10 cents a ton. The Canadian gains our market not 
by reducing his price the amount of the duty, but by a few 
cents a ton. So far as the ordinary consumer was concerned in 
that territory, he did not get coal any cheaper. 

I realize that the gentlemen on the other side of the aisle wi 


|} on the stump make much of the fact that they placed coal on the 


free list. They have given the poor man free coal, they will claim, 
and yet there is not a man over there who knows anything abou 
it—and I see my good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Parmer} 
smiles—who does not know that there will not be a citizen under 
the flag, unless it be some great mining or manufacturing corpo- 
ration, that will get a pound of coal a penny cheaper by p): 

ing coal on the free list. But you will close the mines or change 


| the direction of at least a third of the tonnage of my State, 
From the best figures obtainable it costs Nova Scotia only | 


you will crowd that coal southward in competition with coals 
mined elsewhere. We are entitled to this market, and we ar 
certainly entitled to it when that coal is sold under the active 
conditions of competition that now exists; our miners are en- 
titled to the employment; our mines greatly need that market. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, everybody who knows any- 
thing about the matter knows that the mi.er of bituminous co! 
who makes 5 cents a ton makes a lot of money, and most of the 
miners of bituminous coal make nothing whatever on the coal 
they mine. To put coal on the free list and destroy this enter- 
prise in the State of West Virginia adds but one more to the 
difficulties under which the American people will be obliged to 
labor when this bill becomes a law. If the bill does become a 
law, it will add four or five hundred million to the imports of this 
country, to come into competition with the labor of the factori 
of America. If we add anything like this amount to what is 
already imported from European nations, where the lc vor cos! 
is anywhere from 25 to 50 per cent of what it is here, we are 
bound to displace that much American labor 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. I will not yield. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentle 





| man something about the condition in West Virginia, where they 


have set aside the civil law there 

Mr. MADDEN. I wish to say to the gentleman, my colleague, 
I know that there is no labor in America that is not protected 
which is as well paid as the labor employed in the constructiou 
of buildings throughout the United States 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MADDEN (continuing). And if we place the factories 
and the great industries of the United States—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN (continuing). At the mercy of the European 
nations, where the people are upon a starvation basis, in com 
petition with the labor of this country we are bound to destroy 
the opportunity which otherwise would be afforded in this coun- 
try for them to live as human beings should live. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. I decline to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. PAYNE. I made the point of order that the gentleman 
from Illinois is out of order and has been continuously for 10 
minutes. 

Mr. MADDEN. I see no reason why the people who are 
employed in this country should be embarrassed by having 
dumped on the American market the products of European 
labor. Everyone who gives any consideration to this question 














must agree that when you bring a dollar’s worth of finished 
products from abroad and place it in competition with the fin- 
ished products of American labor you are going to reduce 
the opportunity of the labor of this country by that amount. 
If 1,000 men could make all the shoes used by American people, 
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and the factory in which those men are engaged was trans- 
ferred to England or Germany or France, why, as a matter of | American workingman. All they care for him is to get out of 
course, the factory in the United States would have to be closed, | him what they can for the least possible amount in return for 
and thereby the opportunity for employment of American citi- | his work. This has been true everywhere. The people that 


who are defending the protectivetariff system care for the 





] ure 

. . | . . . : 
zens to make goods for American consumption would be de-| clamoring the loudest for this high-protective tariff are the 
stroyed; and I can not undertsand why the Democrats insist | ones who are using their influence everywhere and all the time 
upon placing the people of this country in competition with the | to keep down the price of labor. [Applause on the Democratic 


people abroad. I have always been educated to believe that | side.] 


the first consideration with American legislators was for the Mr. AVIS. Mr. Chairman—— 
good of the people of the country for whom they were legis- Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me a mo 
lating. ment? I ask unanimous consent that general debate on this 


Mr. AVIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed in 5 minutes 


Mr. MADDEN. With pleasure. Mr. MONDELL.. Vill not the gentleman make it 10 minutes? 


Mr. AVIS. I want to ask the gentleman if he was aware of Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman desires to speak: yes, 
the fact that the present strike in West Virginia was not on The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani 
the ground of Wages ; that West Virginia pays the highest | mous consent that general debate on this paragraph and all 
wages of any State in the Union and pays 25 per cent increase | , moendments thereto be closed in 16 minutes. Is there je 


in wages over that of Nova Scotia, and that on an 8-hour 
day whereas in Nova Scotia they have a 10-hour day. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 


tion? 
There was no objection. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Then what do they strike for? “eetsmant Bn : me ee om - na = : rae - See 
Mr. MADDEN. When they have a strike under Republican Anan) Soe IN BROW SHFUUNE More RDOUL the provisions 
: 7 of this tariff bill than he does of the wages and strike conditions 

rule they go on strike because they want more wages, and they in West Virginia. he is not competent to vot he bill \y 
want more wages because there is more opportunity for employ- “ ; . ‘i Be oe HOS ae : 7. = Palys non hI _— [Ap 
ment; but when they go on strike under Democratic rule they | Pi2US¢ on the Aepubiican sid “| want to Call Dis attention 


to the fact, when he speaks of the gentlemen on this side of 
the House, if he will go back into the history of legislation on 
this subject, that he will find that ex-Senator Henry G. Davis, 
who was at one time the vice-presidential nominee of his party 


go on strike for a job, and they do not care anything about 
wages. [Applause on the Republican side.] And I, for one, 
wish to protest against the passage of this bill. [Applause | 
on the Republican side.] 


> On : . | appearer ‘fore . fays a Means Committee whe the 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. | 2PPeared before the Ways and Means ¢ nittee when tl 
Wilson-Gorman bill was under consideration and stated that the 
Sak. Wigeted ; lacing of bituminous coal on the free list would ruin the coal 
from West Virginia (Mr. Avis}. : senha industry in the State of West Virginia 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. ; y eeadaiceiiiica: eae aed ar os - sca’ 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield 
) ad as Ss: : wal - tot ais ae on ae a i 
349. Cork bark, cut into squares, cubes, or quarters, 4 cents per Mr. AVIS. I will not yield a ar. You w ™ a not show 
pound; manufactured cork stoppers, over three-fourths of an inch in | me that courtesy, and I can not show it to you. [Applause on 


diameter, measured at the larger end, and manufactured cork disks, 
wafers, or washers, over three-sixteenths of an inch in thickness, 12 ‘ ie _ P : 
cents per pound; manufactured cork stoppers, three-fourths of an inch | He, the gentleman from,Illinois, speaks of the coal oper 
or less in diameter, measured at the larger end, and manufactured —<—_ | tors. I am not here at this time to discuss strikes between coal 
disks, wafers, or washers, three-sixteenths of an inch or less in thick- | i eit a ben cami 3 a eee a Saal ioliaciaaaia a 
ness, 15 cents per pound; cork, artificial, or cork substitutes manufac- | operators and mine _ I am hh re to d CusS a busing 8 pre 
tured from cork waste, or granulated corks, aps not otherwise pro- sition, and, in stating that business proposition and in discussi 
vided for - ae, Meeenen, 3 ae et pomee: - meee eam anes oF | it, I want to emphasize the fact that nearly every miner in 
in chief value of granulated cork, in slabs, boards, planks, or moldec¢ ine a inna ona Soe a ad ara 
forms, } cent per pound; cork paper, 35 per cent ad valorem; manu- | the State of West Virginia, or, at least, in my section of the 
factures wholly or in chief value of cork or of cork bark, or of arti- State of West Virginia—and I live in the strike zone—whether 
ficial cork or bark substitutes, granulated or ground cork, not specially | he be a Democrat, Socialist, or Republican, favors a protectiv: 
provided for in this section, 30 per cent ad valorem. | duty on bituminous coal. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 


| 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike | Why, the members of his own party in the mining sections 


The question is on the amendment offered by the =* 
| the Republican side.] 
| 
| 
| 


out the last word. I will say, Mr. Chairman, when my colleague | of West Virginia would hardly listen to him if he argued for 
and good friend from Chicago gets himself exercised over giving | free bituminous coal. Not only that, I want to emphasize a 
protection to the coal operatives in the State of West Virginia, | statement enunciated a moment ago that this strike trouble in 
where, due to the unfairness to the employees there exists a | West Virginia was not solely over wages. It was largely over 
condition which should bring the blush of shame to the face of | two questions. It is true that among the miners doing work 
people of public spirit, that it does seem to me indeed that he | other than digging coal there was a strike over the hours of 
needs to be educated. | labor. They wanted the reduction of an hour, but the main 

Mr. AVIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? | trouble in that strike was for recognition of the union and for 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- | what was known as a check weighman. All the other elements 
that entered into the strike were practically agreed upon, and 
| it would have been settled a year ago but for the two principal 
| questions. But, I say, with that I have no concern at this time. 
| | think that some mistakes were made on both sides. But I 
do want to say to you that the people who live in the Poca- 
hontas field and the people who live in the New River field 
vant a protective duty on coal. 

Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Virginia 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker]? 

Mr. AVIS. Wait until I finish my sentence, and I will be 
very glad to answer. I started to say that the operators of the 
Pocahontas and New River fields ship a large percentage of 
ural rights from their employees and then rob them by selling a tion—at least 12,000,000 tons each year—into 
them their supplies at an abnormally high price. The coal | NeW Pusiand. 
miners of West Virginia are a good deal like the negro’s coon| I understand and am informed that the nearest thing to a 
trap: It catches them both ways—in the first place, by giving | CO@! trust in this Union ts the Boston Gas Co., which, I undet 
them low wages, and, in the second, making them buy every- | Stand, controls the output of the Nova Scotia mines, and by 
thing they need from them, thereby taking away all the little | Placing coal on the free list you are legislating in favor of 10 
pittance they do get. hours’ labor and lower wages, and in favor of the only co 
_ Now, the argument that is given on that side in regard to | trust in the United States, if there be one. [Applause on the 
the protection on coal is that it does not affect the price; it | Republican side.) 
does not make any difference to the consumers of this country, Now I yield to the gentleman for a question. 
because the tariff does not keep up the price. At the same Mr. RUCKER. A few moments ago the gentleman was 
time, if you take the tariff off the low-priced Canadian coal | speaking of a strike in West Virginia. 
and that of other places, it is going to put the American coal Mr. AVIS. Yes, sir. 
operators out of the business. That is about as consistent as Mr. RUCKER. I understood the gentleman to say that th 
any argument that is given for a protective traiff. ‘This is, | cause of the strike was the failure of the operators to recognize 
indeed, as I said before, a spectacle showing how much those! the union. 


L—68 


man from West Virginia? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I have not the time just now. 

The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Avis] says they 
pay the coal miners there better than anywhere else in the 
country, but I deny that. I know something about what coal 
miners recelye for mining coal, and I know they do not only 
refuse to pay them as other miners are paid in other parts 
of the country, but they have a condition now, as I am in- 
formed, that is a condition of peonage, and probably it will be 
investigated in the near future and the facts brought out in 
regard to it. 

It is quite a spectacle, indeed, to see our friends on that side 
of the House getting up for the purpose of protecting corpora- 
tions that are trying to take the legal, constitutional, and nat- 


Mr. AVIS. Jy ; that was one cause, but that was not the 


only cause. Another cause was the question of having a check 
weizghinan 

Mr. RUCKER. Was not the other cause the fact that the 
company refused to pay the men oftener than once in 30 days, 


and the men demanded that they should be paid every 15 days? 
Mr. AVIS. I said that. 
Mr. RUCKER. And another cause was that the corporation 
T 


required the men to spend their money at the company’s store, 
and on their side they asked the right to buy wherever they 
pleased. 


Mr. AVIS. No. I am informed dy had the 
right to buy where they pleased. 


Mr. RUCKER. Is not that one of the things that the Re- 


that they alrea 


publican governor exacted of the operators in the settlement of 
the controversy? 
Mr. AVIS. The Republican governor of West Virginia sug- 
‘+ 
t 


gested that they already had that right in the State of West 
Virginia. 

Mr. RUCKER. I understood further that some distinguished 
Democrat appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means 
and said that the cost of labor in the West Virginia coal fields 
was about 80 per cent of the cost of mining coal? 

Mr. AVIS. Yes, sir. Senator Davis said it was 95 per cent. 

Mr. RUCKER. What is the rate that the miner gets in the 
New River country, on the Norfolk & Western and on the 
Chesapeake & Ohio road? 

Mr. AVIS. The report for this year is not in yet, but it is 
shown that the average wages paid to the coal miners in West 
Virginia is about 444 cents per ton and about $575 per annum. 

Mr. RUCKER. It is about 75 or 80 cents a ton, is it not? 

Mr. AVIS. ‘Total labor cost exceeds that. 

Mr. RUCKER. Do they not sell it for $1.50? 

Mr. AVIS. No, sir. In the last few years it has sold below 
$1 per ton, and the average last year was 98 cents per gross 
ton of run-of-mine coal. 

Mr. LANGLEY. The labor cost is 95 per cent, according to 
the statement of ex-Senator Davis. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West 
Virginia has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BucHANAN] appears again in the réle of the professional 
friend of labor. I want him to hear me. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I hear you. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Come a little closer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. But the unfortunate thing for American 
labor is that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN] 
appears in this case as the friend of Canadian labor and not of 
American labor. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I believe the gentleman is a labor-union man. The mines in 
my State which will suffer from free coal are unionized; and, 
without desiring to contradict my good friend from West 
Virginia [Mr. Avis], the wages of miners in Wyoming are 
considerably higher, if I am correctly informed, than any- 
where in the eastern fields, and higher, I believe, than wages 
paid to coal miners anywhere except, perhaps, in our neighbor- 
ing State of Montana. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

We have miners—scores of them; and I have the good for- 
tune of a personal acquaintance with many of the miners of 
my State—who never go into 8 mine without making from 
$3.50 to $5 a day before they leave the mine, and ordinarily 
they work no more than seven hours. And these are the 
miners whose opportunity for work is to be reduced by the 
placing of coal on the free list. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN] has given so 
little attention to this question that he does not understand that 
when a mine operator in Canada has an opportunity, without 
loss, to make a reduction of the entire amount of a 45-cent duty, 
he need not cut his price 45 cents—it is not necessary for him 
to cut it more than 10 or 12 cents a ton in order to drive 
the American out of the market—and when he has reduced 
his price by that amount and driven our mines from the 
market, he can raise his price again to the old figure, and our 
people can not get in, because there is the potentiality of the 
opportunity to control and still have a profit. 

When we reduced the duty on coal from 65 cents to 45 cents 
under the Payne bill, the Canadians drove us back just about 
100 miles. We lost all of our markets along the line of the 
Jreat Northern Railway. That great railway has been get- 


ting cheaper coal, perhaps, transported over its own railroads, 
but if there is anyone else on earth except this great railway in 
that northwestern country who will be benefited by reducing 
the rate on coal, I do not know who it can possibly be. 

Free coal means that one-third of the product of our State 
will] lose its market, and one-third of the miners—union miners, 
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working reasonable hours, content with their employment, who 
have had no recent serious disagreement with the operators— 
must either lose their employment or wages be threatened. 

We have troubles enough in our country through this bill 


| without losing our coal markets; wool on the free list: sugar 


going to the free list; and now a third of the market for our 
coal mines taken from us by this Democratic Congress. Yet, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHanan], who calls him- 
self a friend of union labor, is going to vote for this bill. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

As matters now stand the competition among our northern 
mines is so intense, the summer trade so small that even 
though our miners receive good wages while working, the work- 
ing days are often so few, the idle days so frequent, that their 
yearly income is much too small to comfortably support a fam- 
ily. We need more rather than fewer markets, for it is of the 
utmost importance that our miners have steadier employment 
as a good or fair wage per ton or day helps little if work is 
slack. I call on my friend from [llinois, who, I think, is a 
friend of labor, to help preserve the American market for coal 
mined by union American labor. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

350. Dice, dominoes, draughts, chessmen, chess balls, and billisgrd, 

ol, bagatelle balls, and poker chips, of ivory, bone, or other materials, 
oO0 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. Where is the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CROSSER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

During political campaigns we are not greatly surprised 
to hear much political buncombe which the speaker himself 
does not expect the audience to accept very seriously; but 
when I came to the Congress of the United States, the place 
where we are supposed to find the greatest debaters, the most 
earnest men, I expected to find something a little different. 
But lo, and behold, we find here raised to the nth power all 
of the political balderdash that we hear from one end of the 
country to the other every two years. We hear the self-ap- 
pointed agents and guardians of the downtrodden, as they 
would have us believe, pleading piteously for the American 
workingman. Who gave them their commission? I would like 
to see the captions of those letters to which they so continually 
refer. I know that those which I have received—not very 
many—are not from those labor organizations to which they 
have beeh so fond of alluding. 

Let us consider briefly the fundamentals of the minority’s 
tariff position. It is and always has been simply a proposition 
to levy a tax on the American people, the whole people; a 
scheme to require them to pay bounties to a few people for their 
enrichment and then to insist that it is for the benefit of all. 
They tell us it is for the benefit of the American workingman. 
How solicitous indeed our Republican friends have become 
about the American workingman since they have gone out of 
office. [Applause on the Democratic side]. Just think how 
ridiculous is the proposition that because there are poured into 
the hands of a few men, into the hands of a privileged class, 
great fortunes which are wrung from all of the people by 
means of a taxation which they euphoniously call protection; 
that by virtue of the fact that you have put these benefits into 
their hands they suddenly become philanthropic, and are going 
to hand over the money so acquired to their workmen. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side.] My friends, labor will receive, as 
wages, just so much as its employer is compelled to pay in 
order to procure that labor and no more, whether or not the 
tariff be high or low. That is only human nature. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CROSSER. No; I do not care to yield. I have not taken 
any of the time of the committee up to this moment. 

Why, gentlemen, I claim that instead of the tariff being an 
advantage to the American workingman it is a positive dis- 
advantage even as to his wages. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Because it does nothing more nor less than give to the 
tariff beneficiaries of the United States an opportunity to com- 
bine among themselves, and then say: “ We have it all to our- 
selves anyhow. We will therefore demand just such a price 
as we see fit for our products and we will pay just as much as 
we see fit to the men whom we employ.” Is not that the com- 
mon sense of the proposition? Would you or I or anyone else 
pay more than we were compelled to pay for labor? Not very 
likely. Oh, the high priest of protection from Michigan in- 
formed us yesterday, by having the Clerk read the clever little 
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letter from his farmer friend, how this friend of his is getting 
$1 apiece for his chickens, 50 cents a dozen for his eggs, 50 
cents a pound for butter, and all that sort of thing. But has 
the gentleman stopped to think about the man who is buying 
these things? There are two sides to his proposition—— 

Mr. FORDNEY. He told you in the letter what the men were 
getting. 

Mr. CROSSER. 
but little time. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I did not ask the gentleman to yield, and 
I would not if I was in his place. 

Mr. CROSSER. There are but two sides to that proposition— 
the buyers’ and the sellers’. But, Mr. Chairman, while [ am 
bitterly opposed to all kinds of tariff privileges, I do not ad- 
yocate the immediate removal of all tariff duties any more than 
I would advocate the immediate taking away of all opium or 
morphine from the slaves to these drugs. [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side.] We must give industry an opportunity to settle 
its nerves, which have been shattered by the drug of tariff 
privilege. 

Mr. Chairman, I contend that the tariff question has very lit- 
tle to do at the present with the matter of wages. The gentle- 
man from Michigan himself proved that conclusively the other 
day. He told us that he had employed labor in the wilds of 
the State of Washington at $3.50 per day, and that he had em- 
ployed in Mississippi labor of the same character for $1.75 per 
day. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And yet, my friends, 
both of these States are favored with the same beneficent tariff 
laws. 

I have no doubt that the statement of the gentleman is abso- 
lutely correct, and it is quite likely that all labor in the newer 
countries of the West is better paid. Then it is also true that 
the colored man of the South is not so easily organized. 
tell us why the wages in free-trade Britain are almost double 
the wages paid for the same class of labor in high-tariff Ger- 
many. Tell us why it is that the industries which enjoy the 
highest tariff privilege in the United States pay the lowest 
wages, The woolen industry, for example, enjoys the benefits 
of the highest tariff, and yet the employees of the woolen manu- 
facturers at Lynn, Mass., received but a miserable pittance for 
their long hours of toil. So it is with the employees of the 


I can not yield to the gentleman, for I have 
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Mr. CROSSER. I thank the gentleman from Illinois. That 
courtesy is like the one he showed me the other day. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MANN. I do not know what courtesy I showed the gen 
tleman the other day, for frankly I have not become acquainted 
with the gentleman until now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

356. Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, per gross of 141! 


boxes, containing not more than 100 matches per box, 3 cents per gro 
when imported otherwise than in boxes containing not more than lI 
matches each, one-fourth of 1 cent per 1,000 matches; wax matcl 
fuses, wind matches, and all matches in books or folders or having a 
stained, dyed, or colored stick or stem, and tapers consisting of a wick 
coated with an inflammable substance, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
mittee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 88, line 13, after the word 
“and night lights.”’ 

The question was taken, and the amendment was 

The Clerk read as follows: 

357. Percussion caps, cartridges, and cartridge shells empty, 15 per 
cent ad valorem; blasting caps, 75 cents per thousand; mining, blast- 
ing, or safety fuses of all kinds, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. CURRY. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 88, line 15, after the word “ caps,” 


75” and insert in lieu thereof the figures “ 2.25. 
Mr. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment proposes to 
substitute the present tariff on blasting caps for that con 
tained in the bill. I have introduced this amendment at the 
request of a number of gentlemen who are interested in a 


following com 


“substance,” insert the words 


agreed to. 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


strike out the figures 





| blasting-cap factory at Stege Station, in the city of Richmond, 


But | 


cotton industry and those employed in some of the metal trades. | 
The fact is it is the veriest nonsense to suppose that because we | 


give certain concerns the right to levy a tax upon the whole 
people for the purpose of increasing their profit these concerns 
will forthwith transfer this profit to their employees. How many 
of the gentlemen on the other side of the House would support 
a proposition to permit the present beneficiaries of the tariff to 
levy a direct tax upon the people for the purpose of collecting 
a sum equal to that derived from the present tariff law? Why, 
not a single man of you would vote for such a bill, although it 
would be much fairer than permitting these men to mulct the 
public by means of an indirect tax. Why do men cling so fondly 
to the plan of granting bounties to the few through this in- 
direct taxation? Simply because, as the old woman said, “ It 
is the best way to get the most feathers with the least squawk- 
ing.” And yet we hear men again and again blandly asserting 


that the purpose of the tariff is to raise wages, although they | 


make no pretense at showing any casual connection between the 
tariff and wages. As their authorities to support different tariff 
rates they read us letters, petitions, and briefs from this inter- 
est and that. I am frank to say that I believe capital in the 
true sense of the word has suffered along with labor. The real 
dog in the manger that robs both capital and labor is the monop- 
olist of the natural resources. Break the stranglehold of pri- 
vate monopoly of the natural resources and then both labor and 
capital will thrive and become healthy again; but until we do 
break the hold of such monopoly, all your high tariff will serve 
but to increase the tribute it may exact from capital and labor; 
and if such private monopoly of natural resources is permitted 
to exist you may establish absolute free trade without improy- 
ing greatly the condition of our people. 

It is undoubtedly true, however, that by reducing the tariff 
low enough to make competition possible we shall to that ex- 
tent weaken the hold of monopoly and thus compel it to give 
up part of its booty. The country therefore has great cause to 
rejoice over the prospective passage of the pending bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it is a wise man who knows 
himself, and it is a very wise man who is able to judge of his 
own speeches. I congratulate the last speaker that in his open- 


ing remarks he so aptly characterized the speech he was about 
to deliver. 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 








in my district, who inform me that if this tariff is reduced from 
$2.25 to 75 cents a thousand the blasting-cap industry in this 
country will cease; that they will close up their factory. Nearly 
all the blasting caps imported into the United States come from 
Germany, and the German article is one that can not be dk 

pended upon. Blasting caps are used for the purpose of se 

ting off blasts of dynamite and powder. 


The United States Bureau of Mines and the mining bureaus 
of the mining States in a number of their pamphlets and 
bulletins have called the attention of the mine operators to 


the fact that a great many of the accidents in the mines have 
been caused by defective blasting caps, and to be careful to 
use none but the best, and those manufactured in the United 
States are the best. ‘here are but three blasting-cap factor 


in the United States—one in California, one in Pennsylvania, 
and one in New Jersey. 
Now, in the event of war, it would be a serious matter if we 


had to depend on foreign importations for Army and Navy us 


as blasting caps are contraband of war. I do not expect tl 
the Committee of the Whole will accept this amendment, but 
I am presenting it to bring it to the attention of the Ways and 
Means Committee in the hope that when the bill reach the 
Senate it may be given a reasonable and proper rate that 


i 
permit this industry to be continued. Dur 
price of the American 
has been improved until we manufacture the best blast 
eaps made in the world, while the imported for 1 art 
continues to be unreliable and unsatisf: ' 
Under the Wilson bill the tariff rate was $2.07 per thousand, 
with an ad valorem equivalent of 85.24 per cent. Under the 
present law the tariff is $2.25 per thousand, with an ad valorem 
equivalent of 46.55 per cent. Manufacturing these cay 


ng reecnt years the 


article has decreased and the qr 


tory. 


dangerous occupation, and the wages paid operatives in this 
country is from $2.50 to $10 a day, according to 

required and the danger encountered in the different depart 
ments of the factory in which the operative is nployed. In 
Germany the highest wages paid is less than $2 a day. 


Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, in support of the 
amendment of my colleague I desire to call attention to a re- 
cent report of Consul General Robert P. Skinner, at Hamburg, 
published in the Daily Consular and Trade Reports, dealing with 
the blasting-cap industry in Germany. This report calls at 
tention to the wages paid in Germany in the blasting-cap fae 
tories, which I wish to contrast with the wages paid in these 
factories in the United States. It shows that in the German 
factories the wages paid for men are 15.5 cents per hour, for 


' 


women but 6.7 cents per hour, and for the children but 5.2 
cents per hour. For an eight-hour day that would be $1.24 
for the men and 53.6 cents for the women. In the blasting-cap 


factory in the district of the gentleman who has just 
the wages range from $2.50 to $10 a day. 


spoken 


There is not a man 
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or woman employed there who does not receive a minimum 
wage of $2.50 or a maximurn of $10, as against a little over $1.24 
and 53.6 cents. This is another illustration of the necessity 
for obtaining information from some reliable body so that when 
a tariff bill is before the House we will have information that 
is reliable and upon which we can base schedules that will pro- 
tect the industries of this country. This is another instance of 
where the committe strikes at a California industry. I will 
insert an extract from the report of Consul General Skinner: 


German manufacturers of blasting caps employ women for drawing 


the detonator tubes and for charging and packing the finished product. 
They are also employed in the manufacture of electric fuses and fuses 
for war purposes. 

Probably one-half of the employees in German factories of this class 
are aduit men, one-third women, and one-sixth minors. It is impossible 
to obtain absolutely correct figures relating to this special industry as 
a whole. In regard to one very important concern manufacturing blast- 
ing caps, the following entirely dependable figures have been obtained: 
Number of men employed, 96; women, 59; boys, 15; girls, 7; total, 177. 
The men are paid at the rate of 65 pfennigs (15.5 cents) per hour, 
the women 28 pfennigs (6.7 cents) and the boys and girls 22 pfennigs 


(5.2 cents)- 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, just a word or two in rela- 
tion to this blasting-cap proposition. In the interest of labor 
again we hear the distinguished Representatives from the 
State of California asking for a return to the Payne rates, and 
the gentleman who has just taken his seat has compared the 
cost of labor in the production of these articles in this country 
and abroad, and he would return to the duty of $2.25 a thou- 
sand in order to protect that difference in labor cost. Yet he 
must know that upon the value of this article in 1911 the rate 
of $2.25 would be over 95 per cent ad valorem of the import 
value of the article. He certainly has qualified as a friend of 
labor when he would protect the difference in cost of pro- 
duction to within 5 per cent of the entire cost of our produc- 
tion, material, labor, and everything else. It seems to me to 
be a sufficient answer to all these arguments to say that as to 
this line of goods our exports, including kindred articles like 
cartridges, mining, blasting, and safety fuses, and percussion 
caps amount to $2,294,000 per annum, while our imports amount 
to $173,000. There can not be this startling difference in the 
cost of production, which is going to drive the American pro- 
ducer out of existence, if he can take abroad two millions and a 
quarter of his goods and compete with the foreigner in his 
market, while the foreigner brings here less than $175,000 
worth. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know where the gen- 
leman from Pennsylvania got his figures, but I notice from the 
report which he submitted to the House on this bill that he 
gave the import value of blasting caps at $4.83 a thousand, and 
I am quite sure of my arithmetic when I say that $2.75 is not 
90 per cent of $4.83. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. I said on the price which prevailed in 1911. 
The price has since risen. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is begging the question. That 
was not correct, as to the price in 1911. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, I am stating the fact. The gentleman 
is speaking of another year. 

Mr. MANN. On this subject I ask to have read in my time 
a letter from the president of the Aetna Powder Co., which 
does not manufacture blasting caps. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CuicaGco, February 18, 1913. 
Hon. JaAmrms R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: Relative to the duty on blasting caps, paragraph 437 of 
the tariff act 1909: 

We consider the maintenance of the present tariff on blasting caps a 
matter of great importance to the welfare of our industry in this coun- 
try. We manufacture and sell dynamite. We believe that when our 
product leaves our mill it carries with it that degree of perfection which 
the exercise of the highest degree of skill and the application of sound 
scientific principles can give it. But when it passes into the hands of 
the consumer its ability to do the work expected of it is dependent in 
some measure upon other elements, chief of which is the blasting cap. 
The best dynamite ever made will fail if used in conjunction with a 
poor cap. Either the charge will not be set off at-once, thereby enor- 
mously increasing the hazard to the user who is apt to believe that it 
will not go off at all, or the combustion will be incomplete or retarded, 
thereby failing to develop all of the disruptive force of the dynamite. 
In either event the average consumer condemns the dynamite and the 
manufacturer thereof must contend with a criticism which is unjust 
and undeserved. 

We do not manufacture caps; the margin of profit is so small and 
the risk so great that we prefer to buy. We buy caps from domestic 
manufacturers and urge our customers to buy the caps from us, thus 
assuring ourselves, as far as we are able, that our dynamite will de- 
velop the highest efficiency. 

Domestic manufacturers have given us an efficient cap at a reasonable 
price. In fact, the cost of the cap to the consumer, especially in view 
of the Importance attached to the work it is required to do, is insignifi- 
eant. The dynamite costs the consumer from $12 to $15 a hundred 
pounds, while 100 caps will cost him only 75 cents. 


Foreign blasting caps in this country are of a quality decidedly in 
ferior to the domestic. We speak from experience. We have handled 
the foreign cap, have given it an extensive and a thorough test, and 
know, to our cost and injury, that it is wholly unfit to develop the 
efficiency of the high-grade explosives now produced in this country. 

It is proposed now to reduce the tariff on blasting caps. Domesti 
manufacturers tell us, and we believe that we know enough about ti 
manufacture of explosives to vouch for the accuracy of the statemen 
that if the tariff is reduced they will be forced either to retire and t 
leave the field to the weak and cheap foreign cap or to lower the stan 
ard of their goods to the level of the inefliciency that now comes fr 
abroad Hither event would surely work serious harm to both thx 
maker and the user of dynamite. 

We feel the strongest interest in the maintenance of the present 
high efficiency of the domestic blasting cap. Necessarily, therefore 
are much concerned in the proposition now being advanced that 
tariff on blasting caps be reduced. We believe that such action on the 
part of Congress would have a most damaging effect. We are therefor 
taking the liberty of addressing this communication to you for the pur 
pose of acquainting you with our views on the subject. 

Yours, very truly, 


W 


THe AETNA PowpER CoMPaANy, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

358. Feathers and downs, crude or not dressed, colored, or otherwise 
advanced or manufactured in any manner, not specially provided for 
in this section, 20 per cent ad valorem; when dressed, colored, or 
otherwise advanced or manufactured in any manner, including quilts of 
down and other manufactures of down, 40 per cent ad valorem; art! 
ficial or ornamental feathers, fruits, grains, leaves, flowers, and stem 
or parts thereof, of whatever material composed, not specially pro 
vided for in this section, GO per cent ad valorem; boas, boutonniecres, 
wreaths, and all articles not specially provided for in this secti 


uion, 

composed wholly or in chief value of any of the feathers, flowers, leaves, 
or other materials or articles herein mentioned, 60 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, That the importation of aigrettes, egret plumes or so-called 
osprey plumes, and the feathers, quills, heads, wings, tails, skins or 
parts of skins, of wild birds, either raw or manufactured, and not for 
scientific or educational purposes, is hereby prohibited; but this pro 
vision shall not apply to the feathers or plumes of ostriches, or to the 
feathers or plumes of domestic fowls of any kind. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 88, line 18, after the word “downs,” insert the words “on 
the skin or otherwise.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto 
close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Alabama if he would consider an amendment strilk- 
ing out the proviso, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I can 
not help considering it if he offers it. I do not think it is 
probable it will go through. 

Mr. MOORE. It is not probable such an amendment would 
pass. Mr. Chairman, of course this is a matter in which I 
must submit to the chairman of the majority, but I am very 
much surprised at this method of reducing the cost of living. 
There is a certain element of selfishness about this entire para- 
graph. In the first place, it is proposed that notwithstanding 
birds of high plumage may be killed in foreign countries and 
that the meat of the bird shall be admitted into this country, 
the feathers of the bird, which the ladies of America would like 
to have for ornamental and millinery purposes, must be ex- 
cluded. To be sure, there are some societies of ladies and gen- 
tlemen endeavoring to preserve the song birds of this country, 
and who are also extending their influence to foreign countries 
in order that no one shall kill birds beyond our borders, but 
the fact still remains that the birds are killed and that we 
admit, in one of the foregoing paragraphs of this bill, the meat 
of the bird after it is killed, while we deny the right of admis- 
sion to the plumage of the bird, which adds so much to the 
adornment of the ladies of this fair country of ours. Now, it 
appears—— 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr, MOORE. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does not my friend from Pennsylvania think 
that the ladies are now ornamental enough without requiring 
this additional degree of ornamentation? [Laughter and 
applause. } 

Mr. MOORE. Yes; there is no doubt about that. Added to 
the attractive personality of the gentleman from [llinois he 
is a good judge of beauty and does not hesitate to express him- 
self freely on that subject. But the truth of the matter is that 
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ihe elimination of these feathers may be in the interest of the 
Ribbon Trust of the United States [laughter], and at the same 
time aid in the depopulation of the feathered flock both of 
the barnyard and the pigeon cote. But what I object to par- 
ticularly is that the gentlemen who are now in control of this 
House and the country, many of them pushing women’s suffrage 
with the loudest possible acclaim, propose by this bill to reduce 
their personal expenses in the purchase of these high-priced 
feathers for the ladies whom they so much admire. [Ap- 
plause.] Not only do they do that with respect to feathers— 
and in this particular I am surprised at my handsome and 
well-groomed friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. PatMer], who 
eopducted the steel schedule through the House the other day 
and then admitted himself to be an expert on arborculture 
put they also intend to reduce the cost of living for them- 
selves personally by reducing the rate upon the trimmed hats 
that come into this county. It is economy at the expe se of 
the fair ladies of the land. [Applause.] You are putting out 
of business three or four concerns that are dependent upon the 
manufacture and the sale of this sort of plumage, but as the 
responsibility is all yours I suppose we will have to submit. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman - 

The CHAIRMAN. All time has expired. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: ’ 

59. Furs and fur skins of all kinds not dressed in any manner, 
except undressed skins of hares, rabbits, dogs, goats, sheep, and not | 

lly provided for in this section, 10 per cent ad valorem; furs 

‘ d on the skin, not advanced further than dyeing, 50 per cent 
ed valorem: manufactures of furs, further advanced than dressing 
! dyeing, when prepared for use as material, joined or sewed to- 
vether, including plates, linings, and crosses, and articles manufac- 
tured from fur not specially provided for in this section, 40 per cent 
ad yalorem; articles of wearing apparel of every description partly 








or wholly manufactured, composed of or of which fur is the compo- | 

material of chief value, 50 per cent ad valorem. Furs not on 
the skin, prepared for hatters’ use, including fur skins carroeted, 15 
per cent ad valorem, 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word simply for the purpose of saying that my distinguished 
friend, the gentleman from Philadelphia-——— 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman correct that? 

Mr. PALMER. Has, per his usual, spoken upon all sides 
of the question which was involved in the feather schedule; 
and, inasmuch as he is, as usual, the author of all the news- 
paper reports of his speeches which reach the Philadelphia 
press, I want him now to interpret his remarks. I want him 
to stop and not sidestep and go upon record and say whether 
he stands with the good women of Philadelphia who’ would | 
save bird life by restricting the importation of bird plumage 
of this kind, or whether he stands on the side of those who 
would kill birds in erder to ornament themselves. I want him 
to say whether he is in favor of this proviso or whether he is 
against it. 

Mr. MOORE. If the gentleman will take back what ke said | 
about the speeches I will answer him. 

Mr. PALMER. I am so anxious to get the answer that I 
will take back anything. 

Mr. MOORE. I admit that I am the author of the speeches | 
I make. [Laughter.] I also contend that the gentleman has 
no right to be envious if my speeches are reported and his are 
not. Merit in this matter will count as in all other things 
Llaughter], and if the speeches of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Patmer] are not sufficiently interesting to be 
reported, that is his misfertune and not my fault. I will con- 
tinue to have published as widely as possible everything I am 
able to say about the inconsistency of the Democratic program, 
all it is possible for me to construct and make public. And so 
far as the gentleman’s question is concerned, I will say to him 
that when I have an opportunity to meet the fair ladies of 
Philadelphia I will tell them in confidence what I think upon 
this subject, and I will not unbosom myself to the gentleman 
at this time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEENERSON, Mr. MANAHAN, and Mr. STEVENS of 
Minnesota rose. 

Mr. STEENERSON. 
amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto close 
in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
mous consent—— 

Mr. MANN. There is quite a contest on this—— 

Mr. STEENERSON. The gentleman better make it 20 min- 
utes. I wonld like to speak 10 minutes myself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not agree to that. 





Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 


The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 





a pause. ] 


| HARRISON], and the others, would come up 





Mr. MANN. There are three gentlemen here who wish t 
speak, and I would like to speak myself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to reserve 5 minutes t 
this side. Can we not make it 20 minutes, and I w vield 1: 
minutes of that time to the gentleman from I)}linoe 

Mr. STEENERSON. I do not propose to ee to \ 
unless I have 5 minutes. This is the only thing I hay ‘ 


and it seems to me if you parcel it out that way I w 
to beg for more time 


Mr. PAYNE. lle may lose his amendment if he does not bay 


5 minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Al 
woop] asks unanimou 


s consent 


and all amendments thereto be closed in 20 min 315 mir 
of the time to be controlled by the gentleman from |] iis |[M 
MaNnN] and 5 minutes by himself. Is there ob 


The Chair hears none. 


The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Sreen: of 


nesota, where the thermometer goes down as low 


w as 45 or 
degrees below zero, and then ride 30 or 40 miles in a sleigh 
will guarantee that they also would admit that this kind of fi 
is a necessity. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I decline to yield to the gentlema: 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] has state 
in the hearings that he has observed the ladies on Fifth Ave 
wearing sealskin coats, and therefore he thinks that they a1 
a luxury. [Laughter.] I do not care how fashionable ladic 
are adorned on Fifth Avenue. They may wear what they ple: 
but coon-skin coats are an absolute necessity in the t] 


eountry. |[|Laughter.] 


left on the free list, so far as furs are concerned, are a few 
Dem 


measly rabbit skins and dogskins. 
cratic side. ] 

Gentlemen, do you think any farmers in the northern part 
the country will vote the Democratic ticket when the only th 
that they can wear in the winter is dogskins? [Laught 
Even the beautiful hair that grows upon the back of the Ang 


{Laughter on the 


goat of Texas bears a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem, becau 


they do not come in under your classification of goatsk 
Goatskins, you know, are pretty smooth. [Laughter.| You 
not get any hair on them unless it is from these long-h: 


goats in Texas. [Laughter.] 









that debate on this paragraph 


n 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 89, line 15, after the word “ shecp,” insert the fo!) Ing: 

“ Marmot, wolf, raccoon, red fox, kitt fur, pony, ( if, 
opossum, muskrat, Japanese mink, Chinese weas¢e kar », be ; 
wool seal, wombat, vellaby, squirrel, black bear, brown I e 
civet cat, beaver, kolinsky, mink, fitch, nutria, ink, lverine, ott 
cross fox.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the tle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. STeeNeRSON ]. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, the furs named in this 
amendment constitute the materials out of which the fur « 
ing and the fur robes of the people of the Northern States, 
where it is cold and these things are needed, are made. Now, 
raw fur, or fur undressed, has been on the free list ever since 
this Government was founded. For 124 years they have been 
free of duty. It has always been recognized by the Re yublicans 
and Democrats alike that these things are a necessity, and if 
the gentleman who is chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means and the other eloquent gentleman from j 


If the majority members of the Cor 


mittee on Ways and Means do not know that fact it is much to 
be regretted. 
Every now and then some majority member of | e 
| comes in here and says he pleads for “ the clothing of the poor.” 
[Laughter.] Another comes in and says he pleads for “the 
food of the poor man.” [Laughter.] You heard it stated and 
repeated and reiterated over and over again that they are taxing 
luxuries. I say that a greater injustice was never perpetrated 
upon humankind than is now attempted to be perpetrated in this 
paragraph that proposes to tax the fur clothing which is nex 
sary to keep people of the Northern States warm in the winter 
on the Democratic theory which comes from Alabama that fur 
is a luxury and bas to be taxed. [Laughter and applause. | 
You have stripped my people, gentlemen, of every vestige of 
protection. You have taken away the duties on what my pe ’ 
produce. Everything produced on the farm is opened to 8 
competition of the world. And when you have done that dl 
have deprived the Government of thirty or forty or fifty or a 
hundred million dollars of revenue, now you pretend, for the 
sake, as you assert, of a million and a quarter dollars of reve 
nue, to place a tax on the coon-skin coats which my people wear 
in the wintertime. [Laughter.] The only thing that you have 


ra 


ay 


ado 


— 
ired 
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Now, I will say to my friend from Alabama [Mr. UNpDrEr- 
woop], who spoke about fu.s the other day, that if he thinks 
these things are not a necessity I will meet him in any mass 
meeting in the winter or in the fu.l in Minnesota, and if 90 
per cent of the farmers who come out to that meeting do not 
wear fur coats T wil! give him a certificate of election as long 


he lives. [Laughter and applause.] You can not hold a 
meeting or go into any town in the northern part of this coun- 
try in the wintertime without seeing the farmers wearing 
these very same furs that are mentioned in that amendment of 
mine. Fur clothing and fur robes are also necessary to the 
thousands of rural carriers in the North and street-car drivers 
and all who are exposed to the weather. 

You catl these things luxuries. A muskrat cap is a luxury, 
according to your idea. [Laughter.] At the same time that 
you have placed a tax on the raw fur and compensatory duties 
in proportion—a tax on the raw material—you have in this 
same bill continued curling stones and curling-stone handles 
free as a necessity. [Laughter and applause.] 

These things are all imported from Scotland at the high price 
of fifteen or twenty dollars for every stone used in fashionable 
winter sport by the idle rich in New York and other large cities. 
Instead of being necessities, those are luxuries, [Laughter and 
applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STEENERSON. No, Mr. Chairman; I do not think I 
used up all my time. 1 ought to have about one minute left, 
necording to my count. [Laughter.] Just imagine how a man 
will feel standing in a dogskin coat watching those fashionable 
people on the ice at a bonspiel playing with curling stones. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. MANAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I am impelled by a feeling 
of sympathy for the majority to make an observation in their 
behalf. The onslaught of my Viking colleague [Mr. STEENER- 
SON] so absclutely destroyed every semblance of justification 
for this schedule that I hardly feel it necessary to say anything 
to sustain his amendment. I am more inclined to think it 
would be the charitable and proper thing for me, under these 
circumstances, to enter into a defense of the majority and its 
misguided committee. I think we have been unnecessarily 
severe with them in our discussion to-night. There is needed a 
defense of this schedule from some one, and the committee 
is silent. 

Now, I am not going to defend the whole bill. I am nota 
criminal lawyer. [Laughter.] I only wish to defend this com 
mittee, who for the first time that I have observed in this dis- 
cussion have seen fit to protect one of the industries of my 
State. They put a protective tariff on the gopher skins of the 
Gopher State, and for this small favor we are thankful and 
appreciative. 

But, Mr. Chairman, now that I am on this line of defense I 
think this observation ought to be made in this connection: 
This particular paragraph represents very clearly the general 
incongruity and inconsistency of the whole measure. It severely 
taxes the consumers of the North on a stern necessity of life 
while pretending solicitude for consumers. 

There was a debate this afterncon as to who was responsible 
for this bill, and gentlemen went into ancient history to show 
who was responsible for other bills in years gone by. To a new 
Member this is mystifying and unconvincing. It does not make 
any difference who is responsible for any bill that ever was 
written. The bill must stand or fall upon its merits as a law. 
If it is good, it will work out well. If it is bad, it will work 
out ill. It does not make any difference who the author was 
or 18. 

When they consider these obvious contradictions in this law, 
I know that my colleagues have unnecessarily uncharitable 
feelings toward the majority in regard to this measure. They 
see in it so many glaring inconsistencies. They see a high and 
noble purpose in one paragraph, and evidence of mendacity in 
another, the good and bad confused and commingled without 
sense, system, or sanity. I have been mystified for an explana- 
tion. What is the cause of it? How did it happen? Who is 
responsible? God only knows who was responsible for this 
monstrosity of a law. But, Mr. Chairman, I think I understand 
the forces in which the Ways and Means Committee drifted, 
and I feel it my duty to my associates to offer them my theory— 
my defense of the committee. 

This bill is not a result of the belief in the doctrines of 
Thomas Jefferson, who was a protectionist—my colleagues know 
that. They know also it did not result from a study of political 
economy. Every political economist must condemn it. This 
Underwood bill has no common or mortal parentage; nor 
does it come from any particular or presidential source, as 
some say. 
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I found this little book coming down on the street car to-night, 
and discovered in it the explanation and inspiration of this 
law. It is not a campaign book. It is an almanac. The proof 
is in the bill. It fluctuates like the changing seasons. It blows 
hot and cold; is as inconstant as the moon, and as uncertain as 
Venus in the morning. 

Evidently this bill was written at different times and suffered 
in the writing from the different conjunctions of the planets, 
sometimes one force exercising itself and sometimes another 
I do not favor the more prosaic theory of some observers that 
some days the committee ate too much meat and felt destructive. 
and so on those days they put in schedules that would destroy 
industries. They say that on other days probably the moon, 
at least, was full. [Laugher.] Anyhow, they got it, I surmise, 
from the almanac. I see the effect of all the signs of the zodia 
in this measure. There is Aries, the ram, ramming this bi! 
right through regardless of consequences. I see Taurus, thi 
goat [!anghter]—no; not the goat 

Mr. GARDNER. Capricornus is the goat. 

Mr. MANN. The Angora goat? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANAHAN. ‘Taurus is the bull, typical of the origina! 
Bull Moose and of this bull-neck, stubborn committee that wi! 
not yield to any argument; and, as I said, the ram is repr 
sented, and the lion. You beheld him yesterday in charge of 
the ceremonies, with his bushy locks [laughter]—the lion of 
the zodiac—with much more noise in his yoice than intelli 
gence in his argument. [Laughter.] 

Then there are the other signs of the zodiac—eyven the cree} 
ing crab is represented, with all its mendacity. 

Now I see my time is about to expire. I want to say, gentle 
men, that Minnesota needs cheap furs. It is not right to put a 
tariff on this great necessity. It is not fair to the consumers. 
and it is not fair to anybody. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SLOAN. Do you not‘think the majority will need pro 
tection on their bare skins when the people get after them? 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MANAHAN. They undoubtedly will need bear skins on 
their backs when the lash of public scorn scourges them from 
the temple of this great Government. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. There is an amendment pending, offered by the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON]. The gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Stevens] desires to offer an amendment. 
I do not know whether the gentleman from Alabama [Mr 
UNpDERWooD] desires to be heard upon the Steenerson amend- 
ment or not. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I regret very 
much that the committee is not able to satisfy the various gen- 
tlemen from Minnesota. As I was listening to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. MANAHAN], who addressed us s0 elo- 
quently the other day, and described what he called the pre- 
historic Democrat, with long ears, it occurred to me to wonder 
whether he was speaking of himself, for I understand that he 
has only been in the Republican Party about two years. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANAHAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I can not. The gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. MANAHAN] is a little bit vague in his 
zoology. His remarks upon the fur-bearing animals bear less 
weight in this House since he has announced that he consid- 
ered Taurus as a goat. [Laughter.] As to the other gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON], I was moved almost 
to tears by his plea for the people of Minnesota. He announce! 
that we have stripped them of all protection, and in consequence 
he wants fur to cover their shivering persons. He says that if 
1 would come out to Minnesota I would have a different opinion 
about the fur schedule. I visited his State last summer ani 
Grove around that magnificent city of St. Paul, and I want to 
say that his State in summer is a good deal hotter than Florida, 
whatever it may be in winter. 

I drove about the magnificent city and the cab driver pointed 
out the palaces of the rich on the hill. I asked him “ Whose 
house is that?” He said, “Mr. So-and-so, a fur dealer.” 
“ Whose house is that?” “That is Mr. So-and-so, who made 4 
great fortune out of Canadian furs.” Another man had a palace 
built out of money he had made in furs. Why, gentlemen, the 
Minnesota Members in this discussion defend the great rich fur 
merchants in the city of St. Paul and Minneapolis. 

Mr. STEENERSON. There is no fur dealer in my district. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I can not yield. They are 
making pathetic appeals in behalf of the farmers of Minnesot:, 
whereas what they are really doing is to represent the great 
rich men who live in palaces on the hills of the Twin Cities. 
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ment of mine is the proper and safe way to accomplish such 
result without injury to the important fur industry. 

Secondly, it provides that the provisions of the Wilson Dill 
and of the Dingley bill as to duties on furs dressed and par- 
tially made shall be substituted for the remaining provisions 
in this paragraph down to the part providing for the finished 
article. It leaves the duties on the finished the same as in the 
bill, and as in the existing law, of 50 per cent on all finished gar- 
ments. It is easy to perceive that the gentlemen of the commit* 
tee do not understand the situation of this industry and the uses 
of fur garments in the North. Nearly all of the rural freedeliv- 
ery carriers in tha Northern States, and, I will venture to say, 
more than 10,000 of them, are obliged to wear fur coats in 
their daily journeys of 25 miles or so in the severe days of 
winter. Nearly all of the teamsters up in our section of the 
country are obliged to wear fur coats, or linings of fur or skins 
of some sort. The street-car drivers who are exposed, the 
inspectors of out-of-door work, the policemen, nearly all of the 
farmers who can do so, and all chauffeurs and motorists are 
obliged to wear fur coats, costing from $25 to $50 each. 

Under the provision of the existing law these furs as they 
come into this country to be made over into garments are 
taxed substantially per cent on admission. Under the 
Wilson bill and under the Dingley bill they were taxed only 
20 per cent. Under the provisions of the Payne-Aldrich bill 
they were taxed 35 per cent, but under the provisions of the 
present bill these necessities of life are taxed 40 per cent, an 
increase of 5 per cent. That is why I think there should be 
called to your attention the cruelty and the injustice which 
you are doing to the people of the North, who are exposed 
to the severities of the weather and need comfortable cloth- 
ing to don. For that reason I have provided the list of furs 
which are cléarly luxuries and that ought to be taxed if you 
decide on a policy of taxing raw materials in this industry. 
The remainder, which are used by the people of moderate cir- 
cumstances, are articles of entire necessity. We provide that 
raw furs shall be placed upon the free list, and furs dressed 
and partially made are placed back to the old provisions of the 
Wilson and Dingley bills at 20 per cent. 

Four years ago we from the North objected to the increase of 
the tax on our necessities—of clothing, from 20 to 35 per cent— 
since it did not protect anybody, and was only an unjust exac- 
tion from our people. We object now to the increase still 
further of the taxes on our necessities of living from 35 to 40 
per cent. You are in this way unfairly and unjustly taxing 
the garments of our daily living. You are taking money out 
of the pockets of the rural free delivery carriers, of the 
teamsters, the farmers, the policemen, the firemen, the motormen, 
the men of humble means who are exposed to the inclemency 
of the weather. You are depriving them of clothing they need 
for their daily use, and you are doing this when there is no 
necessity, because the revenue will not be increased. It will 
rather diminish. In addition to that you are keeping away a 
large business from that section of the country. The furs which 
come down from Canada as a rule are the ordinary furs for 
daily use and moderate-priced goods. They come in small 
packages 15, 20, to 100 pounds. They have been coming 
down to St. Paul and Minneapolis for more than 50 years, They 
are sent by the trappers and farmers of the extreme north; 
and the moment you put a tax on the furs coming into this 
country from that region it will divert those furs, because of 
the trouble and difficulty of forwarding them, and they will be 
sent east to Montreal and London to be made up, thus depriv- 
ing our people of that work, depriving our people of the oppor- 
tunity to get that sort of cheap furs for their daily clothing. 

You do not understand the injustice you are doing, not only 
to the wearers, but to a legitimate and helpful industry employ- 
ing many thousands of our people in profitable employment. 
You seem to think you are only taxing those people 10 per cent. 

That fact is of small consequence. The fact that you place 
any tax on raw furs at all dislocates this industry and prevents 
gain and eyen competition with its foreign rivals. But, fully 
as important, you must know that these furs, coming in under 
the description of plates, crosses, and linings, as a rule, are 
not suitable for use in that form, but have to be torn to pieces 
and entirely remade. You are taxing in reality, at this rate of 
35 per cent, articles which you provide for in your bill which 
shall be admitted free—skins of goats, dogs, sheep, and so forth, 
your bill providing in terms for their free admission because 
they are used as garments for the poorer man. As a matter 
of fact, fhey will only be admitted at 40 per cent, under your 
bill, because of the way they are and must necessarily be 
imported, and if you gentlemen had the information before you 
of the business as it is actually done and must be done you 
would have omitted this provision from the bill. The reason 
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substantially is that the Chinese and Siberians, who produce 
these skins, prepare them in that way and can not be taught 
or persuaded to change their customs of a thousand years, and 
you are penalizing our poor people for it. Of course I do not 
expect that you will accept the amendment, but I do want you 
to understand in all sincerity and fairness what the condition 
of our people has been and is and must be, and I have offered 
you a practical amendment, which satisfies your conditions 
and tries to meet what you are accomplishing, and I hope you 
will see fit to adopt it. I will place in the Recorp a list of 
furs classed as luxuries, as set forth in my amendment, an- 
other class of common furs, and still another class which is 
subject to change, and may be at one time expensive and again 
cheaper, depending on the fashion of the day. 

This statement is prepared by Mr. C. L. Kluekhohn, of St. 
Paul, former president of the St. Paul Association of Commerce 
and of lifelong experience in the northern fur industry, and b; 
Mr. E. L. Ulman, of New York and St. Paul, who has devoted 
his life to this business. 

Dear Sir: In compliance with your request of to-day, we herewit 
beg to submit the following list of furs, which we have divided int 
various classes to the best of our knowledge and belief: 

We class as articles of luxury Russian sable, marten, ermine, mole, 
lynx, black fox, silver fox, sea otter, fisher, fur seal, blue fox, white 
fox, chinchilla, polar bear, grizzly bear. 

We class as articles of necessity, which are bought by people of 
small means, marmot, hare and rabbit, wolf, raccoon, red fox, kitt fox 
house cat, wild cat, opossum, muskrat, Japanese mink, Chinese wease!, 
dog, goat, sheep and lamb, hair, seal, wool seal, wombat, wallaby. 

There are a number of articles that are used by people of moderate 
means whenever prices are low, but which sometimes are fashiona))! 
and then are high in price. A duty on these would also be a seriou 
handicap to American merchants engaged in interstate trade: Squirr 
black and brown bear, badger, civet cat, nutria, skunk, wolverin 
beaver, kolkinsky, mink, fitch, otter, cross fox. 

We respectfully submit that while certain raw furs can be classed a 
articles of luxury, the revenue derived from them would be smal! a: 
difficult and expensive to collect on account of the nature of the ma 
rial and the difficulty in classifying and valuing them. 

All raw furs have been free of duty during the entire history of ow 
Government and none of the great commercial countries put a duty 
these articles, and any duty, great or small, will seriously handicap, 
it would not entirely destroy, all international trade in raw furs on ti 
part of American merchants who have been for generations engac 
in the building up of a large business of this kind on a basis of f: 
trade and exchange of this material with all commercial countries. 

We respectfully call your attention to the fact that the small reven 
to be derived would result in serious injury to an important bran 
of American commerce. 

As explained to you to-day, dogskins and goatskins used for fur p. 
poses are rarely, if ever, imported as raw skins. On account of lon. 
time custom and habits it is impossible to induce the Chinese export: 
to sell them to us in any way, except as So-called mats, robes, or r 
which are never used in their original condition, but are only used 
the manufacture of the cheapest fur coats for farmers and teamst: 
Until the passage of the Payne bill these have never borne a duty : 
than 20 per cent. 

Yours, respectfully, Cc. L. KLURKHOIIN 
BR. L. ULMAN. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offer 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

260. Fans of all kinds, except common palm-leaf fans, 50 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. MANAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the lis 
word. I do this, Mr. Chairman, only for the purpose of makin: 

a personal explanation, confession, and apology. I know [I cai 

not have redress outside of this Chamber against the gentlema ’ 
from New York for the grave accusation he made against mn 
He says I was a Democrat two years ago. I confess it, gent! 
men; God forgive me [laughter], I was a Democrat. I was : 
Democrat until I became convinced that I could not do my shar 
for better laws in this country working in the ranks of De 
mocracy. I became convinced that its organization, its ideals. 
and its handicap was such that it would not be possible for tha! 
party to do the constructive work of legislation demanded b; 
the industrial conditions of this country. [Applause on the 
Republican side.j] It was not easy for me; to be frank and sin- 
cere, it was not easy for me to sever the ties that bound me to 
associates for many years, and if I had not felt compelled by my 
conscience to do so, and to do so at a time when every intelli 
gent man in the United States knew that conditions looked 
favorable to party success at the polls, to do so when appareit!y 
and in the judgment of my friends I was making a grave mis- 
take so far as personal advancement was concerned, because it 
I do say it, I held a high place in Democracy and the confidence 
of some of its best men. 

I was a Democrat until I became convinced as a thoughtful, 
earnest student of political conditions that the only hope of this 
country having laws that were right and fair to all was under 
the leadership of the great progressive Republican, Ropert La 
Foitette, of Wisconsin, the ablest constructive statesman of 
our day. That is why I became a Republican and enlisted in 
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that great work. [Applause on the Republican side.] And, Mr. 
Chairman, before I conclude let me make another personal ob- 
servation, since it has been forced upon me here, and that is 
that I am in sympathy with many things that those gentlemen 
on the other side are dreaming about. It was not all sarcasm 
on my part in alluding to the astrology exemplified by the 
makers of this bill. These men are stargazers, so far as the 
Government is concerned, dreamers of noble dreams, but im- 
practical executors of ordinary business, and so I say I will 
admit I was for a long time a Democrat and a dreamer myself, 
and possibly the gentleman from New York is correct when he 
makes personal allusion to the size of my ears. Possibly it was 
because I look like any ordinary Democrat; but I am surprised 
that he took the chance of lese majeste when he considers the 
appearance of the great leader of his party to-day in making 
on allusion of that kind. Perhaps I, like many other Democrats, 
elongated my ears listening for the impossible, but I saw in 
time my error, and therefore I trust the future will not aggra- 
vate my appearance. But I am not complaining about my 
appearance any more than about my belated enlightenment. I 
was not elected to represent the great State of Minnesota on 
wy looks. I was elected because more than two to one of the 
people of that State believed thet I stood for just and honest 
legislation, and I have not taken the position in this tariff 
debate on a single schedule that I did not feel impelled to take 
by my convictions of right and wrong. [Applause.] There is 
much good in this bill and, unfortunately, much evil also. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto 
close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that ull debate on the paragraph and amendments 
thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.}] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, the difficulty which besets 
a political flopper in explaining his frequent changes under 
political exigency in a five-minute speech must be apparent to 
everybody. [Laughter.] I presume, however, the gentleman's 
apostasy from the Democratic Party occurred after he began 
to derive his information from the almanac. 

Since learning the book of his faith and authority our minds 
are entirely enlightened and cleared up as to the origin of the 
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have illuminated the debate on this bill. I want to warn the 
gentlemen, however, that their almanac authority is liable to 
lead them astray. It does not even regulate the weather, much 
less the politics, nor will it keep their consciences nor their 
arguments straight. He prays forgiveness for having been a 
Democrat. Though he secured his own election by the flop to 
the Republicans, his added weight on that old hack helped us 
defeat the party. So we can easily forgive him if he will agree 
not to come back and adulterate the party and handicap our 
success in another election. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 
I want to tell him that we know the author of the almanac from 
which he has been deriving his politics and inspiration for his 
frequent changes, and he will not do. The author went clipping 
by a farmer in Georgia one day, a fair, bright day, with no sign 
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of rain, there not being a cloud as large as a man’s hand, and | 


the farmer said, “ You had better gallop, Doc, or you will get 
rained on before you get to town.” The doctor thought it was 
ridiculous. He rode on; and sure enough, it rained pitchforks 
and ladles before he reached town. He was so disgusted he 
would not dismount. He turned around and rode back, and he 
said to the farmer, “ How in thunder did you know it was going 
to rain on such a fair day?’ The farmer said, “I take old Doc 
So-and-So’s Almanac, and he said it would be a fair, dry, beau- 
tiful day, and I knew it was a lie.” [Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

361. Gun wads of all descriptions, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
JOHNSON] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 90, line 3, strike out paragraph 361. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
give notice that I shall ask to have gun wads placed on the free 
list when the item is reached. They are here in the bill at 
10 per cent ad valorem. For years they have never been at 
less than 20 per cent, and they have never brought in over $300 
revenue, but that tariff has been sufficient to keep German wads 
out. I want to impress on my friend from Connecticut [Mr. 
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DoNovaN] that all business industries everywhere will suffer 
as those over which he is worrying. Gun wads are manufac 
tured by the Union Metallic Cartridge Co. and the Winchester 
Arms Co., two of the industries of Connecticut. Let them 
wince with the rest of us. Further, I want to say that if all 
the industries of my State are to suffer through free trade, then 
I hope that we can have some free gun wads from Germany 
with which to shoot a little game upon which to live. [Ap 
plause on the Republican side.}] I want to tell my Democratic 
friend, Mr. Donovan, that his hats are not hurt any worse 
than our shingles. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Washington |Mr. JoHNSON]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I move 
the last word. I have sat here since last Tuesday morning 
listening to the tariff experts on the other side of the aisle, par 
ticularly to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorr] and 
the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpbetu], and I have won 
dered while listening to the learned arguments of those gentk 
men what would happen to the country if the Lord in His 
wisdom should see fit at some time to remove them from among 
us. But I have been consoled for my country by recollections 
of a circumstance which once occurred in a city of my district. 

A gentleman living in my district had for years 
yardmaster for a railroad company. His name was Ashie 
Girardeau, which was pronounced as though spelled “ Jerrydo.” 
Early in the spring of one year he decided that he ought to have 
an increase of salary. So he went to the superintendent of the 
road and told him he had been with the road a long 
and thought his services were very valuable and that he wanted 
an increase. 

The superintendent said to him, “ Well, Jerry, we have been 
thinking of laying off a few people during the summer, and sup 
pose you just take a rest for two or three months and let us 
see how things go.” He says, “All right. I will quit; tha 
what I will do.” He saw Ais wife that night and told | 
what had happened. He said, “ Susie, I want you to go down to 
the yard with me early in the morning and I want you to just 
see them get a train out of those yards. You get up earlier 
than usual in the morning and get breakfast and go with me 
and we will just see them do that thing.” They got up early 


to strike out 


been the 


time 


> 


said, “They can’t do it again; that was just an accident. 
The next morning they went down, and again the trains moved 
out as usual, and for several mornings the same thing ha; 
pened. He finally said to her “ You come with me and we wil 
visit with the folks up in Jefferson County awhile and then 
we will come back. They can’t keep this thing going withou 
me. They'll find out they can’t run this thing without me.” 
They spent the summer visiting his kin, and in the fall they 
came back and he went down to the yard Everything seemed 
to be moving smoothly. The day was hot. He did not see any- 
body but an old one-eyed gray-haired darky hanging around, 
but he seemed to be a person of some consequence. So he a] 
proached him. He said, “ Do you stay here?” ‘The old dark: 
said, “ Yas, sir; yas, sir.” “ Did you ever hear of a man by 
the name of Girardeau who used to be around here? Did you 
ever know him?” “ No, sah,” he said; “I didn’t zackly know 


him; but I’se heerd of him. Yas, sir; I’se heerd of Mr. 
Jerrydo. Yas, sir; I’se show heerd of him, becase Ise got 
his job.” [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose it is a bit pre 


sumptuous for me to suggest anything, to offer an amendmen 
even, when one is obliged to stop and think that one has to meet 
the opinion of the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
Unpberwoop], that of his associate in the chair right adjoining 
him [Mr. Harrison of New York], and that of the gentleman 
at ‘the table, the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. Parmer]. But possibly we do meet them, or they might 
comprehend that they erred in finding, as they did, in thi 
particular schedule. It is the last schedule, Schedule N, Sun- 
dries, which came late, after several months’ work, when pos 
sibly they were out of temper and in no state of mind to 
deliberate as fair men ought to. I am going to claim this 
gentlemen, that if the statement I make is true, that the treat 
ment of the subject in hand, the fur-felt hat industry, as they 
treated it, was not fair treatment, the only way to accom 
for it was that it was too much labor for a human being t 
perform. 

I am probably representing a class of labor which, in my 
opinion, is treated more cruelly than any other class from be 
ginning to end of this report of the Ways and Meaus Co 
mittee. 





1080 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





But I am going to claim, too, that if this matter had been 
considered at the beginning of the hearings there is no question 
as to what the result would have been. You will appreciate my 
point of view when I tell you that the distinguished chairman 
of this committee, though campaigning in a strange State, 
among a strange people, with the natural prejudices of those 
people against him and his associates in his section of the coun- 
try, when he went amongst my people practically carried—yes, 
swept—the State from end to end with his eloquence. How? 
By the same means that he carries this body whenever he so 
desires—by his personality. When you think that misfortune 
or errors may befall you, you have only to look upon that face 
and you forget them all. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Unfortunately, I am occupying a position here formerly filled 
by one of the most noted men of our country. Probably no man 
ever came out of that State so well known, either favorably or 
unfavorably [laughter] as my predecessor. At home he said 
to his people since the election and within a few days that I 
am a free trader. The distinguished gentleman who is chair- 
man of this committee says to his associates here in this body 
that the way I was returned and elected was that I accused Mr. 
Hill of being a free trader. [Laughter.] But that is neither 
here nor there. This can not affect our people. 

The personality of the gentleman from Alabama is what made 
our people politically go to him. On the 13th day of March of 
this year he repeated at the hearings of the Ways and Means 
Committee, in yonder Office Building, what he said to them in 
Connecticut. This is in his report as chairman, volume 4, page 
8861: “ Of course,” says the distinguished gentleman from Ala- 
bama, “of course none is in favor of reducing the tariff if it is 
going to injure any American industry.” That was on the 13th 
day of March. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the men who are working at this business for 
a living are already hungry. The gentleman from Alabama 
has cited the figures as to these hats, but if he had looked a 
little further the figures would have spoiled his case. I have 
the census figures here to show that out of the total amount of 
business in fur-felt and wool-felt hats, fur-felt hats, generally 
known as felt hats, form only 834 per cent. The fur-felt hats 
should never have been classed with the wool-felt hats. They 
are separate industries. The fur-felt hat industry is carried 
on under many disadvantages, when you understand that the 
fur of the rabbit and, in fact, everything that goes to make a 
fur hat comes from the other side of the ocean, and this side 


furnishes nothing except the water that comes from the heavens 


and a little of the spirits to cut the shellac. 

We claim that under the present conditions in the hatting 
industry any reduction in the tariff is going to be a loss to 
our industry. 'This is not like the great steel industry, which is 
located near the source of its raw materials. And if there is a 
loss it must follow that there will be a gain to some one, for 
there is no loss without some gains. The gain in this case will 
go to the workers who pay homage to the British lion and to 
the coat of arms of the Italian house of Savoy. 

The Italians and English are nearer the source of supply of 
materials. Are you going to help them, and at the same time 
put a profit into the pockets of the importer, while you do not 
make it possible for the American consumer to buy a hat one 
cent cheaper than he has ever purchased it? 

There is merit, gentlemen, in the case of the American hatter. 
His own country is his own market. There is great competition 
among the hat manufacturers of this country. He has to com- 
pete in this country, for in the majority of the great countries 
of the earth, which are the fields of the exporters of goods 
other than hats, the people do not wear stiff hats. You could 
not sell a stiff derby hat in the Far East. The people there 
wear turbans. The Chinese do not wear the same kind of 
headgear that is worn in this country. The Russian moujik 
would not give up his cap for a black or brown stiff hat, while 
in the South American countries the preference is for lighter 
headgear of palm leaf, cork, and straw. What chance has the 
American ‘hatter to expand his trade under a policy of trade 
expansion? I dare say that the millions of people in the Far 
East who buy our cotton goods and other manufactured goods 
have no more use for an American fur felt hat than the Sultan 
of Sulu has for a red flannel undershirt. 

The census statistics now show that we have only eight 
months’ work in the hatting industry each year. According to 
these figures we have 25,900 people employed in the month 
of January and in February 19,000, and these are two of the 
eight months that the plants are supposed to be in operation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I should not feel that I had as good a 
case as I have if the consumer, the American millions who 
wear derby hats, was going to be able under this change of 


schefule to get the article one penny cheaper. 
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Who will get it? Why, the middleman. The committee has 
changed the schedule so that it will represent about $1.20 a 
dozen to labor, amounting to 10 cents a hat in labor when the 
raw material is deducted. Will that 10 cents per hat reach 
the public? No. If the committee had listened long enongh 
and with patience to get at the facts, they would have rep- 
dered justice instead of giving the column of figures that they 
have in their report. ; 

It would seem from the spirit of things in this House that 
only one class, and that the agricultural class, was represented 
here. I want to say to you gentlemen who come from agricul- 
tural districts that you have 7,000,000 workers employed in 
manufacturing in this country. They have made this land the 
great market that itis. Now, I am speaking for 25,000 workers 
and their families who, are a large unit among the buyers of 
the products of the farm. Do you wish to cut down their buy- 
ing power and put good American money into the pockets of the 
subjects of two foreign princes? 

This bill as it is drawn means less revenue, less work for 
American hat makers, more profit for the middleman, and money 
for the Huropean that he would get under no other conditions. 

You will remember that the agriculturist that owns a place 
nearest the city has the best market, and because of his location 
he has the most valuable possession. When you injure the 
market you are injuring yourself, and you can not afford to 
do that by any sort of reasoning. 

You have heard the gentleman from New York tell that out 
of 400 farmers in his district 300 owned automobiles. This 
bespeaks of the greater prosperity of the American farmer dur- 
ing the past few years. The men who work at hat making are 
not in the automobile class. Many of them live in tenement 
houses with from 50 to 100 people. [Applause.] 

I am not making this appeal for a great big money-bloate: 
industry such as some that have fattened under protectio: 
without aiding anyone except the stockholders. I am speakii 
for an industry that at this very time is suffering from 
panacea that is peculiarly all its own. The changing fashio 
is the ailment that has struck the hardest at the foundatio: 
of this industry that feeds and clothes nearly 150,000 peop| 
in the United States of America. Motoring, the golf links, an 
the young idea aping the manners, customs, and clothing . 
the rich are some of the things that have hurt the business. 
Added to this the Democratic Party wants to take away a part 
of the duty which fosters a poor class of workers who are o! 
their last legs, so to speak 

I have here in my hand a beok which I have just picked 1 
by the strangest coincidence. It tells of the recent trip t 
Europe of Samuel Gompers, of the American Federation o 
Labor, and he is discussing trade conditions in this country 
with a fellow passenger. They are both agreed that the fur- 
felt hat industry in this country is in dire straits. And min 
you, gentlemen, this condition exists under the present tariff 
of 51 per cent. 

In these days of civilization, in this day of fair play, I think 
that we have an opportunity to say a word for the poor m 
who ought to get from the Democratic Party, if nowhere else 
what he is justly entitled to. 

All I am asking of you is 10 cents on every American made 
fur-felt hat. The man who goes to market now to get a h 
pays $1.50, $2, $2.50, $3, and $4 for them. If this bill is passed 
with this schedule unchanged I will wager that you are not 
going to buy these hats for $1.40, $1.90, $2.40, $2.90, and $3.90. 

Before the final vote is taken on this bill I want you 
imagine, if you will, the distressing predicament of the work 
man in Danbury, Conn. Usually a man of family, a skilled 
mechanic, with years of training, he has perhaps saved enoug! 
money to buy a home. Now, in middle life, he finds his trade 
disappearing in this country. He can not seek other employ- 
ment because Danbury is a city whose 25,000 inhabitants are 
absolutely dependent on hat manufacturing, there being | 
other industry in the town. He is averse to leaving the cily 
to seek employment, because he does not wish to abandon tlc 
house he has purchased. He is not earning sufficient to provi 
the absolute necessities for his family—can not sell his house, 
because the trade depression has depressed property values i) 
the town, and hardly able to make payments and meet taxes 
on his home, his bank balance is depleted and rapidly becom- 
ing exhausted—his savings of a lifetime are threatened. 

With conditions no better than stated, the hat manufacturers 
are making every effort to work out their own salvation, under 
the most heart-breaking conditions, and they do not ask the 
aid of the Government in the form of additional tariff protec- 
tion. They do request, however, in the fight they are making 
to recover their lost business that the Government shall not 
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se a further handicap and burden in the form of a reduced 
tariff that will invite an influx of foreign-made fur-felt hats. 
Are you going to forget the divine word, “ Love thy neighbor 


tmp 


as thyself"—and in the season of your prosperity forget the 
skilled mechanic, the hatter? It is in your power to hold 
up his arms in the hour of his need. 

it is simply a question, gentlemen, whether you will give 
your aid to the workingmen of your own country, or to some 
other workingmen who live 3,000 miles away and have never 
seen the Stars and Stripes flying to the breeze over American 


institutions. Gentlemen this is net a question of revenue, but 


a matter of patriotism, aud I appeal to you. I thank you. 
| Applause. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Connect- 


icut has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
sent that all debate on this paragraph and all amendments 
thereto close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Un- 
pERWwooD] asks unanimous consent that all debate on this 
paragraph and all amendments thereto close in five minutes. 
is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, has my time expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. Some time ago. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Con- 
necticut is right when he says that I am not in favor of de- 
stroying any legitimate industry. 
centleman from Connecticut has much of a case in this instance. 
The statistics show that the production in this country of goods 
embraced under this paragraph, according to the census of 
1910, was $46,952,000, and the imports for the year 1912 
amounted to $875,000. It is readily seen that the amount of 
imports, as compared to the American consumption, is less than 
2 per cent under the existing rate of 51 per cent ad valorem. 
The rate is a specific one, but the equivalent tax is 51 per cent 
ad valorem. ‘The importations are less than 2 per cent of the 
consumption. 

Now, the Democratic Party stands for a competitive tax. 
They have reduced the rate from 51 to 40 per cent. The Treas- 
ury expert who made up these figures in this handbook made 
them up without my supervision. He estimates that the in- 
creased imports under this reduction of duty will amount to 
$125,000, or about a quarter of 1 per cent. Now, even if the 
imports were doubled, that would only make them about 4 per 
cent of the American consumption. Gentlemen who stand for 
protection can very readily say: “ We do not want anything to 
come in.” The gentlemen on this side of the House, who stand 
for a revenue tariff and a competitive tariff, certainly could 
not complain if the imports, as compared to American consump- 
tion, were increased to a total of 4 per cent, being less than 2 
per cent now. As I say, the estimate of the Treasury expert in- 
dicates that the increased imports will not amount to more than 
one-quarter of 1 per cent. This shows clearly that, so far as 
this particular item is concerned, the committee certainly have 
not been drastic in their action. The only thing I can say is 
that the gentlemen who are interested in this hat industry have 
been the most persistent, continual, insistent advocates of main- 
taining a prohibitive tariff tax in their trade that ever appeared 
before the Ways and Means Committee of this House. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield to the gentleman if I have 
any time. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


366. Indurated fiber ware and manufactures of pulp, not specially 
provided for in this section, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


[Mr. DONOVAN addressed the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be with- 
drawn, and the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


367. Jewelry, commonly or commercially so known, valued above 20 
cents per dozen pieces; rope, curb, cable, and fancy patterns of chain 
not exceeding one-half inch in diameter, width, or thickness, valued 
above 30 cents per yard; and orien valued above 20 cents per dozen 
pieces designed to be worn on appa l or carried on or about or attached 
to the person, such as and including buckles, card cases, chains, cigar 
cases, cigar eutters, cigar holders, cigarette cases, cigarette holders, coin 
holders, collar, cuff, and dress buttons, combs, match boxes, mesh bags 
and purses, millinery, military, and hair ornaments, pins, powder cases, 
Stump cases, vanity cases, and like articles; all the foregoing and parts 
thereof, finished or partly finished, com of metal, whether or not 
enameled, washed, covered, or plated, including rolled gold plate, and 
whether or not set with a or semiprecious stones, pearls, cameos, 
coral, or amber, or with imitation precious stones, 60 per cent ad 
valorem. Stampings, mesh and other materials of metal, whether or not 
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But I do not think that the | 





set with glass or paste, 


finished or partly finished, separate or i 
or sheets, suitable for use in the manufacture of any of the foreg 
articles in this paragraph, 50 per cent ad val 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer t { ‘ i id 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 91, line 2, after the word “ pieces,” insert the word GO per 


cent ad valorem,” 
The amendment 
Mr. PALMER. 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


was agreed to. 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the further 


Page 91, line 17, after the werd “stones,” insert the wo 
pearls.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the further end 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 91, line 18, after the werd “stampings,” in t \ l 
“ galleries.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment off l 


by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

369. Laces, lace braids, lace window curtains not specially 1 led 
for in this section, coach, carriage, and automobile laces 
articles of whatever material composed; handker« 
ing apparel, and all other articles made wholly or in part of lace « 
imitation lace of any kind; embroideries, wearing apparel, hand 
chiefs, and all other articles or fabrics embroidered in any man y 
hand or machinery, whether with a plain or fancy initial or mo i 


and a 


hiefs, napk ins, 


or otherwise, tamboured, appliquéed, or scalloped by hand 
chinery; edgings, insertings, galloons, nets, nettings, veils, + n 
neck rufflings, ruchings, tuckings, flouncings, flutings, quillins 1 
ments, all the foregoing, of whatever material composed: woven fabri 
or articles from which threads have been omitted, drawn, or cut, leaving 
open spaces in which figures or designs are formed by thread 
than the threads of the fabric, and articles made in whole or in part of 
any of the above materials; all the foregoing, 60 per eent ad valorem 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 95, line 2, after the werd “drawn,” insert the w l 


“* punched.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following further 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 93, line 3, at the end of the line, strike out the comma and 


threads of the 


insert the words “alone or in combination with the 
fabric, not including hemstitching or poke stitching.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, there will be a little discussion 
on this subject, and I will ask the gentleman from Alabama 


if we can not agree upon some time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is that the leather paragraph? 

Mr. GARDNER. The leather paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will agree to 15 minutes’ debate on the 
subject, 10 minutes to be controlled by the gentleman’s side 
and 5 minutes by our side. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, 
minutes’ time. 

Mr. MANN. 
side? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I unanimous con- 
sent that debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto 
close at the end of 20 minutes, 15 minutes to be controlled by 
the gentleman from [Illinois and 5 minutes by myself. It is 
understood, of course, that this covers the leather proposition 

Mr. GARDNER. I shall want to discuss boots and shwes 
when we get to the free list, but other leathers now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts [Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, as I said a moment ago, 
it is my intention to discuss the boot and shoe item when we 
reach the free list. If boots and shoes had been retained on the 
dutiable list they would have been included with leather in 
the paragraph which we have just reached. 

To-night I shall confine myself to a discussion of the duti 
on leather. The second largest shoe city in the world, the city 
of Lynn, is situated in my home county. It is represented by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Pmetan]. The fourth 
largest shoe city in the world, the city of Haverhill, is also 
situated in my home county. I represent Haverhill. Essex 
County, Mass., is the largest shoe and leather district on earth. 


I would like to have five 


Can the gentleman not give us 15 minutes on this 


ask 
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Now, I am obliged to admit that the gentleman who represents 
the Lynn half of our county [Mr. Paetan] knows a great deal 


more than anybody else in this House about boots and shoes, 
and about the leather schedule. Unfortunately to-night he is 
suffering from caucus lockjaw and so I bear the burden. 

In passing I desire to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee to the duty of 10 per cent 
on glove leather. I am of the opinion that with a duty of 
10 per cent on glove leather and with the provision in the 
free list that leathers in general shall enter free, many im- 
porters will invoice glove leathers as dressed kid and goat 


skins. Although I am not by any means sure that such will 
be the case, yet such is my opinion. As a matter of fact I 
telegraphed for information as to this point to a leather 
manufacturer In Mr. PHeLan’s district, to a leather manu- 


facturer in my own district, and also to the Hon. Richard 
Young, a former Member of Congress. The answers which I 
have received contradict each other. I call the attention of 
the chairman to the matter, in case he should wish later on 
to consider it. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will say that I con- 


sulted several manufacturers of gloves in reference to the 
question of whether “glove leather” was a sufficient designa- 
tion. One of these gentlemen of whom I asked the question 


was a former Member of this House and a well-known au- 
thority on the subject. He said there could be no question 
about that designation. 

Mr. GARDNER. Still, as a matter of fact, there is a differ- 
ence of opinion. The former Members of Congress whom the 
gentleman and I have consulted undoubtedly agree with each 
other as to the matter. The point is that other manufacturers 
do not take the same view. 

In this bill you have put most leathers on the free list. Prob- 
ably you desire to make some compensation to the shoe manu- 
facturer for the loss of the duty on boots and shoes. Probably 
you feel that you are justified in your course because leather is 
exported in such very great quantities. It is true, of course, 
that we exported $40,000,000 worth last year, while only 
$7,000,000 worth was imported. From the Democratic point of 
view I can understand why you should put upon the free list 
the kind of leathers we export in quantity. What I do not un- 
derstand is why you should cut the duty off practically all 
leathers, whether or not they are of the kinds which are ex- 


ported. For instance, out of our $40,000,000 leather export, 
just about one-half is glazed kid. Half of the remainder is sole 
leather. 


On the Demoeratie theory of lowering duties, I can under- 
stand your action on glazed kid and sole leather, but I can not 
understand why you removed all duties from patent leather and 
ealfskins. 

We export a small quantity of patent leather—perhaps to 
the amount of a million and a half of dollars. We import a 
trivial amount of patent leather. The fact is that patent 
leather manufacture in its present form is a comparatively 
new industry in this country. I doubt whether it has been 
oversuccessful. Patent leather to-day carries a protective duty 
equivalent to from 25 to 30 per cent. No one can claim that 
patent leather is a luxury. Even supposing that the negligible 
amount of importations indicates too high a rate of duty under 
the present law, is that any reason for cutting the whole struc- 
ture away with an axe instead of lowering it with a jack- 
screw, as your chairman put it? 

Now, as to calfskins. I understand that we export a few 
specialties, but that our great staple lines can not be ex- 
ported. As a matter of fact, our calfskin leather export 
amounts to one million and three-quarters dollars’ worth annu- 
ally. A little ealfskin leather is imported. The significant mat- 
ter about calfskin leather is this: We used to be able to sell 
calfskins in the English markets, but the Germans have come 
along and driven us out. 

There are likely to be serious results if you give the German 
calfskin manufacturers the free run of our market. Skins for 
morocco, tanned and unfinished. There are $2,000,000 worth of 
those skins imported. I do not criticize the Ways and Means 
Committee for putting them on the free list. Asa matter of fact, 
those skins for morocco, tanned but unfinished, are what we 
eall “India tan.” They are raw material for our morocco 
factories. I doubt wkether they compete with any American 
product of like sort. What I especially criticize is the free 
adinission of calfskin leather and patent leather; perhaps also 
of sealskin leather, pigskin leather, colt, and kangaroo. I know 
mighty little about the last-mentioned leathers. Granting that 
it is right from the Democratic point of view to put leather on 
the free list, is it fair for you to require these leather manu- 
facturers to purchase their raw materials in a protected mar- 


ket? To be sure, you have put bark tannages on the free list. 
You have also put indigo on the free list, but there are plenty 
of articles used in tanning and currying which are not put on 
the free list. In my district nowadays calfskins are tanned by 
the chrome process. It does not do the manufacturers the slight. 
est good in the world to take the duty off of tan bark. Bichro- 
mates are used on calfskins to-day, bichromates of soda ani] 
potash being the largest item in tanning at present. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Of course the duties on bi- 
chromates of potash and soda are very much reduced, and as 
a practical question does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
know that to-day bichromates are selling cheaper in the United 
States than they are abroad? 

Mr. GARDNER. No; I did not know it; but that would 
seem to require some explanation from the walking delegate of 
the husbands’ union as to what the duty is retained for. Bi- 
chromates at all events are taxed at a rate equivalent to 15 
per cent ad valorem. Dyes are largely used in the manufacture 
of leather. Ordinary dye woods are taxed at three-eighths of 
a cent a pound. Sulphonated oil is the next largest item, and 
that is taxed at 15 per cent ad valorem. Coal-tar dyes are 
taxed at 30 per cent ad valorem. Blue vitriol comes in free. 
Borax is taxed, bichromate of soda is taxed, sumac comes in 
free, linseed oil is taxed, sal soda is taxed, sponges are taxed, 
degras is taxed, sulphuric acid comes in free. Soda sulphite is 
taxed, bichromate of potash is taxed, soap is taxed, fusel oil is 
taxed, and sulphonated oil is taxed. So you see that while the 
upper-leather manufacturers are obliged to purchase in a pro- 
tected market, you throw wide open to the world the market in 
which they are obliged to sell. 

As I have pointed out to you, the foreigner to-day, even over 
a duty of 15 per cent on calfskins and over a duty of from 25 
to 30 per cent on patent leathers, can send a certain amount 
of leather into this country. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. STarrorp]. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, all Members, after the 
briefest session since the tariff bill has been under consideration, 
recognize the futility of any amendment offered here being 
adopted unless it originates with the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, and so I shall withhold submitting any formal amend- 
ment covering the leather schedule. The briefest examination 
of this schedule proves the necessity of an expert, nonpartisan 
tariff commission to ascertain the difference in the cost of pro- 
duction here and abroad and conditions of manufacture gen- 
erally in the different industries. Here leathers are reduced 
from ad valorem duties ranging from 5 to 25 per cent without 
any data whatever as to cost of production and placed on the 
free list. All that is at hand is the extent of exportations and 
importations, and this not as to the respective characters of 
leather. In fairness to a great industry, where competition is 
keen and prices are uncontrolled by any artificial agency, I 
claim that these duties should not be abolished entirely and 
leather put on the free list. 

Considerable mention has been made in this debate from 
time to time of putting hides on the free list in the Payne Act 
and the increase in the price of hides that followed. But that 
was the result of an increasing demand for hides in the world's 
market and a want of a commensurate supply to meet that de- 
mand. ‘Those of us who served here four years ago recall well 
the efforts of President Taft, as a result of placing hides on 
the free list, to secure the very lowest reductions in the leather 
schedule. The leather manufacturers reduced their schedules 
as a result of this reduction from 30 to 75 per cent in different 
items. Heavy leather, such as sole and belting leather, was 
reduced from 20 to 5 per cent ad valorem. As a result of that 
reduction, the importations of heavy leather have increased im- 
mensely, until during the last 12 months they have aggregate: 
$2,000,000, where four years ago they were but $80,000. The 
manufacturers of heavy leathers will be handicapped if you 
admit this character of leather free of duty, because the tan- 
ning industry is fast developing in Canada, and the Canadian 
leather manufacturer has the advantage of the native hemlock 
bark, and not only of the native hemlock bark but of free chem- 
icals which are necessary as a substitute in the tanning of 
leather. More than that, the committee in their first bill, 
and I take it that the schedule as found in H. R. 10 wis 
the deliberate judgment of the distinguished majority of the 
Ways.and Means Committee, included a certain character of 
leather carrying a 4d of 15 per cent, namely, kangaroo, 
sheep, and other skins, but these skins were eliminated in the 
second bill, which is now before the committee. But in both 
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1 to include patent leather, which has been re 
gue [Mr. Garpner]}, and which requires 
bor than that employed in other kinds 


bills they fail 
ferred to by my 
double the amount of la 
of upper leather. 
Patent leather not requires the tanning process which 
is necessary in other leathers, but it requires the japanning or 
ejameling process. Though under the present tariff act that | 
schedule has a tariff the equivalent of about 25 per cent ad 
rem, that is all eliminated here. Now, the mere fact that 

» exporting large quantities of these leathers is no abso 
iterion, I maintain, that the industry is so established | 
we can compete with the world. There may be 

the commercial world whereby there may be extraordinary 
nand for one character of leather which the manufacturers 
the world may not be able to meet, and this country, being 
able perhaps for the time being to produce that character 

( ither to meet the world demand, would export it the ti 

] g. It is true we have exported one million and a half of pat 
But Germany is making fast inroads with their | 
ved machinery into the manufacture of all kinds of leather 
competing with the American leather manufacturers in the 
control of the world’s trade. The distinguished chairman said | 
night he does not wish to do anything to destroy legitimate | 
industry. But with the cost of labor in Germany one-half of 
t which is required to produce leather in this country, with 
provements going on rapidly in the industry there and in 
other countries, I claim there is continued need of a duty on 
and particularly on the highly manufactured leather, | 


larly 
as patent and upper leathers. I ask the gentleman who bas 


colle 


only 


exigencies 


for ne 


ent leathers. 
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s bill in charge why it was that in this industry all tariffs 
were taken off and the industry exposed to the competition of 
the world? It is not sufficient to say that there has been large | 
expurtations before, because if the labor market is so much 


wer abroad than here, naturally it will be necessary to 
it by some compensatory tariff when the industry becomes 
established abroad, and the only available data we have shows | 
that our exports are diminishing already, and those of other | 
countries, particularly Germany, increasing. So, Mr. Chairman, 
representing a city which produces more leather than any other 
city in the United States, I feel constrained to raise objection 
to this radical eut in the schedules, which, while it may be jus 
tified, or the industry may be able to adjust itself to the changed 
duty so far as heavy leathers are concerned, as to the other 
thers, places the manufacturer in an unfair position in meet 
foreign competition here. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the ques- 
n that is raised as to glove leather, after hearing what the 
and the Treasury experts have to say about it, I 
am fully satisfied that this language fully describes the leather 
used for gloves. There is ordinarily no question about this 
leather, because ordinarily leather that is finished in the rough 
is not a domestic production, although there may be a small 
mount of glove leather that is made in this country. But the 
principal glove leather that is made in this country is a product 
that is not finished in the rough. The balance of it is an im- 
ported article that is not made here at all. I have no serious 
question in the world as to the effect of this paragraph, 
[ ask, Mr. Chairman, that the Clerk read. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Byrns of Tennessee). Without objec- 
n, the pro forma ameudment will be considered withdrawn. 
The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


S71. Bags, belts, 


meet 


mporters 


baskets, satchels, card cases, pocketbooks, jewel 


‘8, portfolios, and other boxes and cases, made wholly of or in chief | 


ie of leather, not jewejry, and manufactures of leather, 
ther is the component material of chief value, not spr 
vr in this section; all the foregoing, whether or 
nd furnished with traveling, 
nilar sets, 


or of which 
lally provided 
not permanently fitted 
bottle, drinking, dining, or luncheon and 
30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, again I am constrained to 
voice my feeble protest against the passage of this unfair bill, 

id by reading the following letter from a manufacturing 
establishment in my district I feel that I am appealing strongly 
for an amendment to section 371. which should provide at least 


t 


the same rate of duty as is carried in the Payne Tariff Act: 
1913. 


Aprin 29, 

WILLIAM J. Brownrne, 

Representative First District, New Jersey. 

Dean Sin: Referring to your letter of the 8th, in which you want to 
know the effect of the reduced tariff on our industry, we can see no 
right prospects, 
is © = s forerunner of many more to come. 
1ncident€E : 

In a leading Philadelphia department store, which places orders for 
fall delivery in April, our representative approached the buyer of a cer- 
tain department with a request for the usual order, and the answer was, 

We have strict orders not to buy anything for future delivery until 
the tariff question is settled.” Then he added: “ You can not expect 


We mention the following 
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|} us to buy 


| withdrawn, and the Clerk 


We have this week had our first serious rebuff, which | 


goods from you, when we will be able to get them so 


heaper from Europe 
The above coods consist of ool bags and are \ i 
in large quantities under the present tariff. 
Very truly, 
CAMDEN KNIT ¢ ( 


Louis ENGLE, 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the chairman of the C 
Ways and Means will offer an amendment that w 
protect this industry. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the amend 1c Ww 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





»72. Gloves, not sj i led ’ 
PrP in niet y it i ieat I wh wiht y or 
shall pay duty at the following rates, the lengt! i é 
bei the extreme length whe tretched to t r I tn 
73. Men's, w en's, or child: i : l 
heep origin), not over 14 | *s in length, $1 
i hes in | y 4 nt j a 
excess of 14 inches 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ou 


word. 
The CHAIRMAN. 

moves to strike 
Mr. MANN. 


The gentleman from Illinois 
the last 


Chairman. in 


out 


Mr. 


wora. 


“Men's, women’s, or children’s ‘ glacé’ finish, Schmasel 

sheep origin), not over 14 inches in length,” t! term sie 

| origin” is new, and I take it that it is intended to take the } 

| of the language formerly used, “lamb or s Has 

been any construction to the effect that the langunge “of sl 
origin” covers lamb or sheep g s? I ask tl yuestion be 
cause a number of people interested in the trade have ask« 
me in reference to it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I call gentleman’s attention t he 
fact that the present law reads, “ Women's or child s 
finish, Schmaschen (of sheep origin), not over 14 ! in 
length.” 

Mr. MANN. . The present law reads, “‘ glacé’ finish, of 
or sheep, not over 15 inches in length.” Is that paragraph 4! 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Paragraph 454. 

Mr. MANN. I have not got that. Yes; pat ral 
“Women’s or children’s glacé finish, lamb « sheep, 1 over 
15 inches in length.” That is what I wanted to inquire, whether 
the term “ of sheep origin ” covers what is covered in parag hi 
i55, because this paragraph, I take it, is intended to cover 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. $I understand it cove the whole proj 

ition. It is an imported glove, as a matter of t Cher r 


} no Schmas en gloves manufactured in this co try. 
Mr. MANN. The point I was 
term “of si . 
Mr. UNDI 


getting at was whether tl 
es of 


would cover glo lamb orig 


RWOOD. I 


ep origin 


: os 
should think it would. 





| 
Mr. MANN. I make the inquiry because several gentlemen 
; who are interested in the importation of these gloves on : rge 
| scale called my attention to this matter, and they were unable 
to say from the trade term whether that would be i uded or 
no. If not, it is quite important, and I did not know whether 
| the Treasury Department had rendered an opinion or not 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. This amendment went to the Treasury 
| Department, and I also talked over this paragray with 


of the leading glove manufacturers of the United Sta 


| of whom are known to the gentleman from Lllinois. 
Mr. MANN. I wish the gentleman would make an inquiry 


about this. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have already done so 


| been submitted to the Treasury authoril 
| made on that language. 





Mr. MANN. I doubt whether the gentleman has t 
inquiry from the Treasury Department as to whether ¢! 
would be any question that the term “of sheep origi 
include gloves made from lambskin. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will Say to the gentleman that I dis 
inquire of a glove manufacturer, who stated that ft! proposi- 
tion would cover it. And then, on the other hand, the amend 
ment which has been submitted, changing the ela icati ] 


Mr. MANN. On the other hand, T will vy to the gentlen } 
that several of the largest importers of gloves in Chicago 
where they import large quantities—have expressed the o n 
to me that it probably would not cover lambskin gloves under 

I am sure that the gentleman fre 


Alabama does not want that construction 
and if it is necessary to change the language, 
change it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I 
stands that Schmaschen was originally supp 
the stillborn lamb, but that there 
in the manufacture of these g! 


put upon the b 


I would be glad 


gentleman und 
sed to 


am sure that the 


from 
lambskins used 


Sore of 


| 

the ruling heretofore made. 
| 

| 

| 
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originally 


that was not so. The orginal proposition was to 


cover the other class of gloves. So I am satisfied that the 
words “of sheep origin” will cover the Schmaschen glove, 
Mr. MANN. But if the gentleman will note, in the existing 


law, paragraph 454, women’s or children’s glacé finish Schmas- 
chen (of sheep origin) not over 14 inches in length, are $1.25 
per dozen pairs, while women’s or children’s glacé finish lamb 
or sheep not over 14 inches in length are $2.50 per dozen pairs. 
The only difference between those is that in one place it says 
“(of sheep origin) $1.25 per dozen,” and in the other it says 
“lamb or sheep, $2.50 per dozen.” I think the first, “ Schmas- 
chen (of sheep origin),” probably only includes the stillborn 
lamb. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It originally did, but subsequently 
Schmaschen gloves, according to my information, included some 
leather that was made from other lambskins besides stillborn 
lambs. 

Mr. MANN. That is true, but the present law makes the dis- 
tinction. In the case where it is made from the skin of still- 
born lambs, it says, ‘of sheep origin.” Where it is made of 
lamb or sheep skins, it says, “lamb or sheep,” and the rate is 
different in the existing law. The question is whether, under 
the language here, you do not confine your rate to the gloves 
made from the stillborn lambskins. I wish the gentleman 
would inquire about that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will make further inquiries into it; 
but I will say to the gentleman that I had already discussed the 
question with a man whom I considered was informed on the 
glove schedule. 

Mr. MANN. The only reason I call it to the attention of the 
gentleman is that the people who wrote to me about this are 
as well posted as anybody in the country on the subject. I do 
not know anything about it, and they were not prepared to say 
definitely about this, but they were very much afraid of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

8377. Harness, saddles, saddlery in sets or in parts, finished or un- 


pasenes, not specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad 
vaiorem. 

Mr. 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 377, lines 18 and 19, by striking out the words “ not 
specially provided for in this section” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ composed wholly or in chief value of leather.” 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
that I submit restores the language of the existing law, and in 
terms provides for a 20 per cent ad valorem on leather goods 
such as harness and saddlery, which has been the rate for many 
years and under which a large business was developed. There 
seems to be confusion in your bill which I have endeavored to 
clear by my amendment. 

Paragraph 377 provides as follows: 

377. Harness, saddles, saddlery in sets or in parts, finished or un- 
finished, not specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad 
vaiorem, 

While on the free-list paragraph 535 reads as follows: 

535. All leather not specially provided for in this section and 
leather board or compressed leather; leather cut into shoe uppers or 
vamps or other forms suitable for conversion into boots or shoes; boots 
and shoes made wholly or in chief value of leather; leather shoe laces, 
finished or unfinished; harness, saddles, and saddlery, in sets or parts, 
finished or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief value of leather. 

Now, there is a possible inconsistency, and my amendment 
seeks to clear the difficulty by striking out the words in para- 
graph 377, “not specially provided for in this section,” and 
hereafter I will offer one to paragraph 535, placing a period 
after the word “unfinished” in line 19 and striking out the 
words “ harness, saddles, and saddlery, in sets or parts, finished 
or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief value of leather.” 

This will completely dispose of any possible confusion and will 
correct any possible injustice. 

I know there is some confusion in the minds of others as to 
exactly what is the provision of the pending bill, but I have 
submitted the amendment in this form so that the rates now 
existing shall continue. 

As a reason for the adoption of this amendment I have 
ventured to submit to the committee, and ask to have read 
from the Clerk’s desk, a letter from one of the leading citizens 
of my city, Mr. William A. Hardenbergh. He is head of the 
firm of P. R. L. Hardenbergh & Co., and probably is the leading 
Democrat of my section. He is at present the Democratic 
member of the St. Paul police commission and may be selected 
to head the hosts of the Democracy in the next contest we will 
have in my city. He is a man of the very highest character, of 


STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, an amend- 
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the broadest intelligence, and highest standing, and I am sure 
that you will be proud of your leading representative in that 
part of the country when you shall listen to his letter, and | 
respectfully commend it to the serious consideration of my 
Democratic brethren. I have omitted all personal references, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk wil! 
read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
St. Pavut, MINN., April 10, 1912. 
Hon. F. C. STEVENS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My Drar Mr. Stevens: I note that the Ways and Means Committee 
have placed harness and saddlery on the free list in the tariff bil! 
which they have introduced, and while I know from my experience « 
the past two years as a minority member of the St. Paul police board 
that a rank outsider finds it very difficult to help out any of his 
friends, I am nevertheless writing to you to solicit your good ofli 
even if you are no ao of the dominant party. 

When I went over this bill and found that the tariff on most of t! 
schedules from which vast fortunes have been made during the pas: 
generation had been reduced, and in the case of saddlery had been e: 
tirely removed, it seemed to me that they had picked out our indust: 
because it was so small in volume that it had no friends. 

I have, perhaps, as wide an acquaintance with the conditions su; 
rounding this industry as any one man in the country, and I ask ; 
to accept my word for it that during the past 30 years in which | 
have been connected with it there has not been one single saddl«: 
manufacturer who has retired from his business on a competency, n 
is there now any one man engaged in it who might be called rich. 
With these two facts in mind it seems preposterous to me that only 
portion of the protective tariff should be removed from other schedul: 
while on our schedule the present tariff, which only represents tho 
difference in the cost of labor here and abroad, should be entirely 
abolished. 

The saddlery industry has not in the past fattened on a protecti, 
tariff, or, in fact, on anything else, and it does seem to me that even 
with the radical legislation which is now proposed our little industry 
is being made the goat. 

With sad llery on the free list those cities near the Canadian border 
are going to suffer tremendously from competition from that country 
and as far as the Twin Cities are concerned, which, taken together, i 
the largest saddlery manufacturing center in the United States, it i 
going to put some of us out of business. The largest saddlery man 
facturer in the world is in Winnipeg, and the Canadian houses a: 
already approaching the salesmen of ourselves and neighbors with a 
view of putting their men into Minnesota, North Dakota, and Montana 
If we could get into Canada without duty, this would be entirely sat 
factory to us, but as it bids fair to be, Canada will dump a tremendous 
surplus of manufactured stuff into our territory and we will be utterly 
powerless to strike back. 

Under the very best conditions our industry is suffering from the 
automobile and gas tractor development, and during the past year seven 
large manufacturers have voluntarily liquidated and gone out of busi 
ness, and there is a country-wide movement to consolidate those remain 
ing into a less number of units, as with the decreased volume of bu 
ness the cost of distribution is becoming oppressive, and in eve: 
saddlery center in the country the manufacturers are working to cut 
down the number of houses, either by purchase or consolidation. 

Anyone who has observed the growth of motor vehicles and motor 
tractors must appreciate that our industry is having a hard time, bu 
what we have encountered in this respect is trifling when compared to 
the restilts that will follow the placing of our product on the free |i 
I would like to impress upon you—and if you can consistently brin; 
the matter to the attention of any of your Democratic colleagues I wi 
appreciate it—the one fact that during the past generation there ha 
not been one man who has been made rich in the manufacture of ha: 
ness, and that Canadian competition is going to seriously affect an i 
dustry which is already fighting for its life by reason of the develo: 
ment of power vehicles. I feel that this industry has been selected f 
slaughter because it is so small, and therefore has but few friends 
Washington and its well-being is of interest to but very few peop 
but to me and my associates in the Twin Cities it is a tremendou 
vital matter, and I sincerely hope that you may be able to interest so! 
of your Democratic friends so that we may have a good word spok 
for us when the consideration of that schedule comes up. 

With kindest personal regards and trusting that I have not c 
sumed too much of your time, 


Yours, very truly, W. A. HarpEeNsercn. “ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered Z 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 3 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 3 


The Clerk read as follows: + 


379. Manufactures of bone, chip, grass, horn, india rubber or gut? 
percha, palm leaf, quills, straw, weeds. or whalebone, or of which 
of them is the component material of chief value, not otherwise specia! 
— for in this section, shall be subject to the following rai 
ndia rubber or gutta-percha, 10 r cent ad valorem; palm | 
15 per cent ad valorem; bone, chip, horn, quills, and whalebone, 20 | 
cent ad valorem; grass, straw, and weeds, 25 per cent ad valore: 
combs composed wholly of horn or of horn and metal, 25 per cent : 
valorem. The terms “grass” and “straw” shall be understood 
mean these substances in their natural state, and not the separat 
fibers thereof. 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amen¢- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 95, line 10, after the word “ metal,” strike out “ 25 per cent ad 
valorem” and insert “50 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, in order to save time I propose 
to withhold several amendments to this schedule, for I realiz: 
that the gentleman from Alabama is under pressure. It seems 
to me that this amendment ought to be discussed briefly. 1" 
this instance it is proposed to restore the Payne rates on combs 
composed wholly of horn or horn and metal. There are very 
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tablishments engaged in this industry in the United 
They are all of limited capacity but give employment 
mber product retails at from 
nd the reduction of this duty threatens the entire indus- 
It would seem a hardship on the men struggling all these 
» manufacture combs of horn to impair or destroy what 
have done. What they produce is put on the market so 


os 


of people. The 
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at it seems almost ridiculous to ask them to sell their | 
dity any cheaper than now. The influx of foreign combs 
i not result in reducing the cost price to the consumer. 


most absurd to think of combs being put on the market 
» ) In this case there are three or four mannu- 
ries, one or two that have been in business for 60 years, 
they say that the business is positively imperiled by the 
ion of the duty from 50 to 25 per cent ad valorem. 
» CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
sed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

» question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
do LOW rise, 
motion was agreed to. 

\ccordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 

ed the chair, Mr. Garrett of Tennessee, Chairman of the 
( mittes of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 


nts or 2 cents. 


’ fee 


ported that that committee had had under consideration the 
] H. R. 3321—the tariff bill—and had come to no resolution 
1 reon,. 
ADJOURN MENT. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 


do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed tc; accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 8 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, May 5, 1918, 
at 11 o'clock a. m. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FREAR: A Dill (H. R. 4615) to amend the general 
pension act of May 11, 1912, as amended by act approved March 
4, 1913; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A Dill (H. R. 4616) to promote the 
welfare of American seamen in the merchant marine of the 
United States, to abolish arrest and imprisonment as a penalty 
for desertion, and to secure the abrogation of treaty provisions 
in relation thereto, and to promote safety at sea; to the Com- 
Inittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 4617) for the relief of 
tobacco growers; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 4618) to increase the limit of 
cost for increased quarantine facilities at the port of Portland, 
Me.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRODBECK: A bill (H. R. 4619) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to sell the old post-office building and 
the site thereof at York, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4620) to 
establish a fish-hatching and fish-culture station at a point in or 

r the city of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4621) for the erection of a military post at 
or hear the city of Gulfport, in the State of Mississippi; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4622) providing for examination and sur- 
vey of channel in Back Bay of Biloxi, Miss.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 4623) to establish an agricul- 
tural experiment station in the fifth congressional district of 
Oklahoma; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 4624) for the distribution 
of the cotton-tax fund collected in the State of Ohio; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: ¢ bill (H. R. 4638) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Pineville, in the State of Ken- 
tucky ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4639) for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building at Marion, Ala.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

_ By Mr. HENRY: Resolution (H. Res. 88) creating a stand- 
ing committee of the House to be known as the Committee on 
Roads; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: Resolution (H. Res. 89) 

to print 1,000 additional copies of the Soil Survey of the Biloxi 


Area, Miss., for use in the House decument room; to the Com- 
inittee on Printing. 











PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, priavte bil nd resolutions 


were introduced and severally referred as foll : 
By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4625) granting an \ 
of pension to John Brin; to the Committee on Invalid P 


By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 4626) gra ig an . 
of pension to Joseph C, Dickson; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions 


By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 4627) granting a p \ 


to Fred A. Heck ‘rr: to the Committee on Pe , 

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: A bill (II. R. 4628) for 
the relief of N. Ferro; to the Committee on ¢ 

Also, & bill (H. R. 4629) to reimburse G: 1 R. Poitevin 
for property lost by him while assistant light k 
Pascagoula River (Miss.) Light Station, as r i b 


the Lightbouse Board: to the Committee on Clair 
sy Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 46380) for the 1 f of Fred A, 


Emerson; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 4681) = . 
ing a pension to Sarah Haynes; to the Committ on I il 
Pensions 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 4682) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis M. Osborne; to the Committee on Iny i 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 4638) granting an increase 


of pension to Cornelia J. Ames; to the Committee 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4684) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie E. Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4635) granting an increase of pension to 
Melvina Bottles; to the Committee on Invalid Pens\ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4686) granting an Increase of pension to 
tebecca A. Clayton; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 


on Pensions. 


n18. 


nein 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4687) granting an increase of pension to 
Loretto Roland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4640) granting a pen 


sion to Mrs. A. H. Bryant; to the Committe 
sions. 


> on Inyalid Ven 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

Ry the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Ang. G. Jabin 
and F. William Wiseman, of State of Missouri, against mutual 
life insurance in income tax bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, of Los 
Angeles, Cal., favoring immediate change in banking and cur- 
rency laws; to the Commitee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. AINEY: Petition of Henry C. Miller, Edd Payne, and 
M. A. Hodgson, of Pennsylvania, against mutual life insurance 
in income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Workers of the Trade and Shoemakers, of 
Honesdale, Pa., against any change in tariff on boots and shoes; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of the Chamber of C 
of Steubenville, Ohio, favoring the passage of legislation for an 
immediate reform in the banking system of the United States; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Charles A. Morgan, Paulding, Ohio, protest- 
ing against including mutual life insurance companies in the 
income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. CARY: Petition of National Enameling & Stamping 
Co., of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring reform in banking and cur- 
rency laws at this session of Congress; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Washington Millers’ Association, of Tacoma, 
Wash., against tariff on grain; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Eureka Hill Mining Co., of Salt Lake City, 
Utah, against reduction of duty on lead ore; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., against mutual 
life insurance in income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CLANCY: Petition of Ernest Bohm and 101 citizens 
of New York, N. Y., protesting against admitting Philippine 
tobacco and cigars free of duty; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of 42 citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., protesting 
against including mutual! life insurance companies in the in 
tax bill: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 6, of Syracuse, 
N. Y., protesting against the removal of the duty on all Philip- 
pine tobacco and cigars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Mr. 
other citizen of New York, against mutual life insurance in in- 
come-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By DALE: Petition of William F. Bidwell and one 


Also, petition of Eureka Hill Mining Co., of Salt Lake City, 
Utah, against reduced rates of duty on lead; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Washington Millers’ Association, of Tacoma, 
Wash., against duty on grain; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of the State of New 
York, relative to income-tax provision of the new tariff bill; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr. FRANCIS: Petition of business men of Steubenville, 
sowerston, Carrollton, Brilliant, Sherodsville, Mingo Junction, 
and Toronto, Ohio, all favoring the passage of legislation com- 
pelling concerns selling goods direct to the consumer by mail to 
contribute their portion of the funds for the development of the 
local community, county, and State; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Forelgn Commerce. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of A. G. Price and others, of 
Chicago, against the free importation of cigars from the Philip- 
pines; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petitions of sundry citizens of the twenty- 
third congressional district of New York, against mutual life 
insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. HINDS: Petition of Aroostook County, Pomona 
Grange, of Blaine, Me., against removal of duty on hay and 
potatoes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Aiso, petition of Androscoggin Local, No. 15, International 
Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Lisbon Falls, and Pejepscot 
Local, No. 23, International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of 
Pejepscot Mills, Me., against removal of duty on paper; to the 
Cominittee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr. JOHNSON of Utah: Petition of Chapter of Utah of 
the American Mining Congress and from the Rocky Mountain 
lead-ore producers, favoring retention of tariff duty on lead; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of J. ©. H. Steet and 1,335 resi- 
dents of San Francisco, Compton, Anaheim, Marysville, Artesia, 


Hynes, Colusa, Pleasanton, Huntington Beach, Guadaloupe, 
Santa Maria, Santa Ana, Los Alamitos, Alvarado, Betteravia, 


| 
Oxnard, Hueneme, Orcutt, all in the State of California, pro- 

testing against the proposed reduction in the duty on sugar; 

to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KTIESS of Pennsylvania: Petitions of sundry citizens 
of fifteenth Pennsylvania congressional district, against mutual 
life insurance companies in income-tax bill; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE: Petition of Manufacturers’ Club, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., against clause in sundry civil bill prohibiting use 
of any money appropriated for prosecution of any labor or 
farmers’ organizations; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O’BRIEN: Petition of W. D. Wood, jr.; A. G. Brown; 
M. Mahoney; and 112 other employees of the Moehle Litho- 
graphic Co., Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against the proposed 
reduction of the tariff on lithographic work; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: Petition of Hyde Lestie, of Plymouth; 
I. W. Parker, of Chester; C. F. Boynton, of St. Johnsbury; 
Hon. Henry D. Holton, 1. F. C. Toldt, Della M. Sherman, C. C. 
Crosby, E. C. Brigham, H. C. Brazor, E. C. Cook, W. M. San- 
born, D. Cowles, and Thomas W. Crosby, Brattleboro; G. B. 
Lamson, H. B. Salisbury, E. W. Tewksbury, D. BE. Salisbury, 
Hi. M. Wires, C. O. Osha, M. A. Tewksbury, A. J. D. Tewksbury, 
Dr. Rumrill, J. W. Raymond, and L. H. Rumrill, of Randolph; 
A. C. Hooker, of Hardwick; A. T. Davis, of Marshfield; ©. S. 
Andrews and D. J. Morse, of Barre; Allan W. Martin, of Hard- 
wick; Byron L. Bogle, C. C. Bogle, Edwin Davis, and C. E. 
Bogle, of White River Junction; BE. J. Hewitt, of South Royal- 
ton; Byron Parker, of Rutland; George M. Gibson, of East 
Thetford; A. H. Graves, of Waterbury; H. W. Sheldon, of -As- 
cutneyville; A. G. Mausur, of Burlington; Byron Parmenter, of 
Bethel; Hi. ©. Stoddard, of Bellows Falls; C. A. Smith, of 
Weston; W. T. Walker, of Lyndonville; W. J. Coates, of East 
Calais; Gen. F. G. Butterfield, of Derby Line; F. L. Brigham, 


M. D., H. B. Hawes, and B. H. Eaton, of Springfield; all | 


Vermont, and all protesting against including mutual life in- | 
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Also, petition of E. P. Bryan, jr., Bound Brook, N. J., relat; 
to tariff on horticultural products; to the Committee on Ways 
ind Means. 

Also, petition of American Manufacturers of Steel Shears a 
Scissors, against reduction of duty on shears, scissors, etc.: 1, 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Welsbach Light Co., of Philadelphia, Py... 
against reduction of duty on monazite, etc.; to the Committers 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Massachusetts, favoring repeal! of 
clause for free tolls for American vessels through Pani) 
Canal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

Also, petition of the Cult-a-lap Co., of Somerville, N. J., 
against increase of duty on jute cloth; to the Committee oy 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Isaac Prouty & Co., of Spencer, Mass., a 
reduction of duty on shoes; to the Committee on Ways 
Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of New Jersey, against mutual lif 
insurance in income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of citizens of Detroit 
against reduction of duty on wheels for railway purposes; { 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petitions of Cigar Makers Union N 
290, of Oswego, N. Y., against free cigars from the Philippi: 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of the United States, against free 
gars from the Philippines; to the Committee on Ways and Me 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of city council of Schenectady, 
N. Y., favoring the passage of legislation for the Governm: 
to acquire control and ownership of all telephones and telegrs))! 
systems; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comme 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of New York City, aga 
free cigars from the Philippine Islands; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the thirtieth district 
New York, against mutual life insurance in the income-tax bi 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON oz New York: Petition of citizens of the 
United States, against free cigars from the Philippines; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


‘ 
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SENATE. 
Monpay, May 5, 1913. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was r 
and approved. 


s 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed Sen: 
concurrent resolution No. 1 for the printing of 6,000 additional 
copies of House Report No. 1,593, Sixty-second Congress, on tlie 
“Concentration of control of money and credit.” 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of (! 

Legislature of Connecticut, which was referred to the Com! 


tee on Privileges and Elections and ordered to be printed in the 
RecorpD, as follows: 


a 


i tyok 


STATH OF CONNECTICUT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, — 
General Assembly, January Session, A. D. 19! 
Senate joint resolution 40. 


Resolution requesting Coogress bo pispeme to the States an amendn 
to the Constitution of the United States for the election of the I: 
dent and Vice President by a direct vote of the people. 
Resolved by this assembly: 
Section 1. That the Congress of the United States is hereby © 
= to propose for ratification by the several States an amendmen 
o the Constitution of the United States abolishing the office of pres! 
dential elector and substituting a mode of electing a President and 4 
Vice President of the United States by the direct vote of all tie 
electors in the several States, respectively ; but groves that in ascer- 
taining the choice of President and of Vice President, made by the 
electors so voting in all the States, the persons receiving a plura’ y 
of the votes so cast in any State for President and for Vice Presiden 
shall be credited with the votes of that State for such offices; suc 
yotes of said State so credited to be the number of votes equivale! 


° 


a 


surance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on i to the number of Senators and Representatives to which, at the time 


Ways and Means. 
By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of W. T. Franklin and A. T. Mist, ; 
against mutual life insurance in income-tax bill; to the Commit- | 
tee on Ways and Means. | 
Also, petition of Sherer-Gilbert Co., of Chicago, Ill., against 
duty on saffron; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


of euch election, it may be entitled in the Congress. ais 

Src. 2, The governor is requested to send a certified copy of this 
resolution, under the great seal of the State, to the President of ¢! 
United States, the President of the Senate of the United States, ani 
ee Svar of the House of Representatives in the Congress of tle 
Jnited States. 


Passed the Senate April 9, 1913. 
Passed the house of representatives April 29, 1913, 





hated Pysagrrs Uo 


1915. 
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crate oF CONNECTICUT, Office of the Secretary, ss: | 
1. Albert Phillips, secretary of the State of Connecticut and keeper | 
the seal thereof, and of the original record of the acts and resolu- 
tions of the General Assembly of suid State, do hereby certify that I | 
have compared the annexed copy of the resolution requesting Congress | 
propese to the States an amendment to the Constitution of the | 
Tnited States for the election of the President and Vice l’resident 
hy a direct vote of the people with the original record of the same now 
maining in this office, and have found the said copy to be a correct 
d complete transcript thereof. 
4nd I further certify that the said original record is a public record 
the suid State of Connecticut, now remaining in this office 
in testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
| of said State, at Hartford, this 2d day of May, 1915. 
SEAL. } ALBERT PHILLIPS, Secretary. 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin, which was referred to the Committee 


on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as fol- 
lows: 


Joint resolution memorializing Congress of the United States to pass the 
Newlands bill, relating to river regulation. 


of the United States is hereby memorialized to enact during the extra 
session the Newlands bill (S. 10900) providing for the creation of a 
hoard of river regulation, and for the control and beneficial use of flood 
and we urge our Senators and Representatives in Congress to 
employ their best efforts to accomplish this end. 
investigation of the Great Plains irrigation project. 


waters, 


Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the Congress | 
| 
} 
| 


Also to secure the 


MERLIN Hr, 
Speaker of the Assembly. } 
H. C. Martin, 
President of the Senate. | 
A. FE. SHAFFER, 

Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
F. M. WYLIe, 


Chicf Clerk of the Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 


Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the | 
Recorp, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, ° 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA, 
Juneau, Alaska. 
UniTeD STATES OF AMERICA, 


Territory of Alaska, ss: 

I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
certify that the annexed copy is a full, true, and correct transcript of 
senate joint memorial No. 8, of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of Alaska, at Juneau, this.19th day of April, A. D. 1913. 

[SEAL.] Wm. L. DISTIN, 

Secretary of Alaska. 


IN THE SENATE. 


TERRITORY OF ALASKA, First SESSION. 
Senate joint memorial 8, relative to reduction of cable tolls. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives, in Congress 
assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Territory of Alaska, in legislative session assembled, most respectfully 
represent that— 

rhe tolls and charges for the transmission of commercial messages | 
over the United States military telegraph and cable lines in Alaska | 

e considered by the —— of Alaska as excessive, and thereby impose 
upon the people a burdensome tax; and that 

It is generally understood throughout the Territory of Alaska that 
the Government can, without loss or inconvenience, reduce said tolls 
and charges to a reasonable basis and thereby eliminate the exaction of 
a profit by the Government at the expense of those whose business re 
oom to use the Government cable and telegraph lines in Alaska; 
and tha 

Your memorialists feel assured that upon a consideration of said tolls 
and charges the Congress of the United States would find the same to | 
be excessive, and would afford any relief which tends to aid the further | 
development of our Territory: Now, therefore, 

We respectfully solicit your honorable bodies to take such action in 
the matter of the tolls and charges required to be paid for commercial 
messages over the United States military telegraph and cable lines in 






the relief sought. 
And your memorialists will ever pray. 
Passed the senate April 8, 1913. 
oeeats Ie. Vo. eae 
reside oO 28 
Passed the house April 17, 1913. Se ee 
Earnest B. Couns, 
Speaker of the House. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the | 


Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: . 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA, 


Peseta . Juneau, Alaska. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


Territory of Alaska, es: 


1. William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
certify that the anmexed copy rH a full, true, and correct transcript of 
Senate joint memorial No. 15 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

in testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of Alaska at Junean this 19th day of April, A. D. 1913. 

[SEAL.] Ws. L. Disttw, 

Secretary of Alaska, 


L—#9 


Junea Al 
UNItreD STATES OF AMERICA, 
Territory of Alaska, ss: 
{, William L. Distin, secretary of the T¢ tory of Alaska, do het 
| certify that the annexed copy is a full, true, and correct transeri] 
senate foint memorial No. 6 of tl Alaska Tereit 1} { 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set 1 hand and aflixed the 


| the National 


Alaska as will most readily, and in the most effective manner, afford 
| 
} 
































































Senate joint memorial 15 
IN THE SENATE, TERRITORY OF ALASKA, First St 
To the honorable the President of the United States and th 
and House of Representatives of the United States in ¢ 
sembled: 
We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatiy 
the Territory of Alaska, In legislative session assembled, do 
spectfully and earnestly represent that 
Whereas the congressional appropriation for the payment of n 
members of this legislature amounts to $6,500; and 
Whereas payment at 15 cents per mile for the actual number of mi 
covered by said members in coming to Juneau, Alaska, the capital, and to 











be traveled by them in returning to their respective homes in Alask 

after the close of the session, as fully and accurately set forth in tl 

mileage tables prepared by the governor of the Territory, will exceed 

said appropriation by $2,267.20: Now, therefore 

We, your memorialists, respectfully pray that the Congress of 
United States enact a deficiency appropriation bill covering t 
deliciency. 


Passed the senate April 10, 1913 


Passed the house April 12, 1913. 
Speaker of the Hot 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was 


memorial of the 


referred to the 


Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Recoxrp, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA, 


great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 2ist day of April, A. D. i91 
[SEAL.] WM I 


Senate joint memorial G6 
IN THE SENATE, TERRITORY OF ALA 4, Finst Srs 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the Ui 
States in Congress assembled: 

Whereas the residents and business Interests of the town and port 
Skagway, Alaska, have for more than 10 years last past been a! 
lutely without a wagon road from said town of Skagway and withou 
means of transportation or travel of any kind, except on y 
White Pass & Yukon Railway, to any place outside of the boundari 
of said town of Skagway: and 

Whereas the business interests and means of travel from said town of 
Skagway to interior points of Alaska would be greatly benefited and 
expedited provided a wagon road should be built from said town 
Skagway distance of approximately 18 miles to White Pass Sun 
mit, the boundary line between British Columbia and Alaska; and 

Whereas such a wagon road so constructed as aforesaid would aid th 
prospector and miner and be an easy means of driving in cattie and 

taking in supplies, etc., and not compel the prospector, miner, and 

shipper of supplies to rely entirely upon the White Pass & Yul 

Railway, the cnly means at present of ingress and rt to and 

from the said town of Skagway to interior points: Therefore be It 

Resolred by the Senate of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska 














(the House of Representatives concurrin . That we, your mer ali 
would pray that an appropriation sufficient to build and con 
wagon road from said wn of Skagway tot mmit of White P 
distance of approximately 18 miles, be 1 le theref 
Adopted by the senate April 1, 1913 
L. V. Ra’ 
President of the 


Adopted by the house April 19, 1915 


Earnest B. Con.ins, 
Speaker of the liow 

Mr. NELSON presented the memorial of W. H. Harries, com 
mandant of the Minnesota Soldiers’ Home, Minneapolis, Minn 
remonstrating against reducing the number of the managers of 
Soldiers’ Home to five, which was ref 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a telegram in the nature of a m l 
from the Minnesota Potato Growers and Shippers’ Association, 
remonstrating against potatoes being placed on the free list, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Minneapolis, 
Staples, Excelsior, St. Paul, and Duluth, all in the State of 
Minnesota, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
| so-called income-tax clause of the pending tariff bill, exempting 
| the proceeds of all life insurance policies and all life insuran 
| funds from taxation, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Concord, N. H., and Washington, D. C., policy holders in the 
Mutual Life Insurance Co. of New York; of C. S. W. Packard, 
of Philadelphia, Pa.; of J. E. Caldwell, of Philadelphia, Pa.; 
of H. A. Norton, of Boston, Mass.; of Charles H. Heath. of 
Newport, E. H. White of Concord, Frederick W. Ely, of Gree: 
ville, EB. B. Atherton, M. D., of Nashua, Robert B. Wolf 
Berlin, and Arthur Wright of Keene, In the State of 
Hampshire, praying for the exemption of mu ual life insur 
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companies from the operation of the proposed income-tax clause 
in the pending tariff bill, which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

Ile also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Concord, 
N. H., and a petition of Alice C. Gilbert, of Buffalo, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the adoption of the clause in the pending tariff bill 
relating to the importation of aigrettes and feathers, etc., which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Concord, 
N. H., praying for the adoption of the proposed provision in the 
pending sundry civil appropriation bill exempting labor and 
farmers’ organizations from the operation of the antitrust law, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
United States, remonstrating against the adoption of the pro- 
posed provision in the pending sundry civil appropriation bill 
exempting labor and farmers’ organizations from the operation 
of the antitrust law, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Reading, 
Pa., remonstrating against a reduction in the duty on decorated 
glassware. which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GRONNA. I have received a large number of petitions 
signed by citizens of my State and forwarded to me by F. C. 
Lowry, of New York City, praying for the removal of the tariff 
on sugar. I do not ask that the petitions be printed in the 
Recorp, but that the body of one of them be printed and that 
they be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the petitions were referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and the body of one petition was ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


To the United States Senate (Finance Committee), Washington, D. C.: 

Pursuant to the last election sentiment, the undersigned respectfully 
request a material reduction or the removal of the tariff on sugar, in 
the interests of the 94,000,000 consumers, including the distributing 
and manufacturing industries, in which it is an important item. For 
years the tariff has increased cousumers’ cost nearly 2 cents per pound, 
and, operating as a heavy indirect subsidy, encouraged promoters of 
the domestic sugar industry to float and pay dividends on watered 
stock. We are entitled to relief from such extortion on a necessary of 
life. We wish to caution you against accepting too seriously the com- 
plaints of these industries, who seek to maintain the privilege of tax- 
ing the American consumer for their especial benefit, and beg to submit 
that evidence shows that a heavy tax on sugar is not justified by con- 
ditions relating to the production or refining of sugar in this country. 
If protection to infant industries were needed, it has been bountifully 
given; the aim of future legislation should be “the greatest good for 
the greatest number" A rate equivalent to 20 per cent ad valorem 
(one-half cent per pound on raw sugar of 96 test) should be the maxi- 
mum on this, one of the principal articles of daily food. We protest 
vigorously against a higher rate. The United States is singularly fa- 
vored with natural and abundant sources of supply, both of cane and 
beet sugar, that can be produced at a low cost. In consequence, con- 
sumers should receive refined sugar cheaper than any nation in the 
world, and would if it were not for the high tariff which enhances the 
price. 

The question is, Are we to receive the benefit of our natural ad- 
vantages, or are they to be discriminated against, through a high 
tariff, for the benefit of the promoters of our domestic beet and cane 
sugar industry? A high tariff means the latter; a low tariff insures 
the former. 

Mr. GRONNA presented memorials from C. W. Watson, of 
Fairmont, W. Va., remonstrating against any investigation be- 
ing made into the labor conditions existing in the Paint Creek 
district in that State, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a telegram in the nature of a memorial 
from H. F. Easton, vice president of the North Dakota Phar- 
macy Association, of Tioga, N. Dak., and a memorial of the 
Builders’ Exchange, of Atlanta, Ga., remonstrating against the 
passage of the sundry civil appropriation bill on account of 
class legislation, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the International Trade 
Union, remonstrating against the adoption of the clause in the 
pending tariff bill relating to news-print paper and pulp, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the legislative committee of 
the Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, remonstrat- 
ing against the importation of cigars from the Philippine Islands 
free of duty, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WEEKS presented a memorial of Amalgamated Glass 
Workers’ International Union, No, 28, of Boston, Mass,, remon- 
strating against a reduction of the duty on painted and stained 
glass windows, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of President Ellen F. Pendleton, 
Prof. Mary Whiton Calkins, Prof. Adeline Belle lawes, Prof. 
Emily G. Balch, and other members of the faculty of Wellesley 
College; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of West 
Acton ; and James Ford Rhodes, Robert H. Richards, and sundry 
other citizens of Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, 
praying for the repeal of the clause in the Panama Canal act 
exempting American coastwise shipping from the payment of 
tolls, which were referred to the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals. 
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Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented memorials of sundry 
business firms of Cateechee, Camden, Greenville, Rock Hil! 
Union, Easley, Cherokee Falls, Columbia, Inman, Spartanburg. 
Clover, Anderson, and Piedmont, all in the State of South Cary 
lina, and of Augusta, Ga., remonstrating against a reduction j) 
the duty on cotton, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. WALSH presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Helena, Mont., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the closing of the gates of 
Panama Canal Exposition on Sundays, which was referred tv 
the Committee on Industrial Expositions, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mona, (Cu)! 
bertson, Girard, and Sioux Pass, all in the State of Montana. 
praying that an investigation be made into the presecution of 
the publishers of the Appeal to Reason, a Socialist newspaper, 
which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Association of 
Credit Men of Peoria, Ill., praying for the enactment of certain 
currency legislation, which was referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Mr. POMERENE. I present memorials from the city council 
of Cleveland, the city council of Cincinnati, the city council of 
Toledo, and the city council of Youngstown, in the State of 
Ohio, relative to the establishment of a proposed Federal t: 
graph and telephone system. I ask that the memorials be 
printed in the Record and _ referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, 

There being no objection, the memorials were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


wae — telegraph and telephone are ever-increasing public neces- 

sities; anc 

Whereas these services could be more certainly and more fairly ' 
dered under a system of government ownership of these utilitics 
Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the council of the city of Cleveland, State of Ohio, That 
it is the judgment of the council that the time is ripe for the acqu 
tion of these utilities by the Government of the United States, and t)at 
the Congress of the United States be urged to take the necessary steps 
for the establishment of a Federal telegraph. and telephone system ren 
dering a local and interstate service like the Post Office Department; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That the clerk of the council send copies of this resolution 
to the Senate and House of Representatives and to the Senators from 
Obio and the Representatives from the twentieth and twenty-first 
districts. 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CINCINNATI, 
OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
Cincinnati, April 28, 1913 
Hon. ATLEE POMERENR, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: In accordance with instructions therein contained, I am 
sending you a certified copy of that part of the minutes of the council 
of the city of Cincinnati of Tuesday, April 22, which relates to a report 
of the committee on telegraph, telephone, and conduits. 

Respectfully, yours, 
ArTuour Espy, City Clerk. 
Minutes of council of Tuesday, April 22, 1913. 

Council now considered a report of the committee on telegraph, tele- 
phones, and conduits, as follows: 

The committee on telegraph, telephone, and conduits, to which was 
referred communication from city of Cleveland relative to government 
ownership of telegraph and telephone system, submit the accompanying 
resolution and recommend its passage. : 

Signed: Hubbard F. Reynolds, T. J. Conner, Edward Beigel, Charies 
A. Aull, Edward B. Imbus, committee. 

The accompanying resolution reads as follows: 


A resolution relative to public ownership of Federal telephone and tele 
graph system. 
~n = telegraph and telephone are ever-increasing public necessi- 
ties; anc 
Whereas these services could be more certainly and more fairly ren- 
dered under a system of government ownership of these utilities: 

Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the council of the city of Cincinnati, State of Ohio, Tiiat 
it is the judgment of the council that the time is ripe for the acquis 
tion of these utilities by the Government of the United States, and that 
the Congress of the United States be urged to take the necessary steps 
for the establishment of a Federal te! aph and telephone system ren 
dering a local and interstate service like the Post Office Department; 
and it further 

Resolved, That the clerk of council send copies of this resolution fo 
the Senate and the House e- paperueecesee and to the Senatore from 
Ohio and Representatives from the first and second districts. 

Mr. Mullen moved that the report be laid upon the table, which ws 
lost by the following vote Mr. Peck was excused from voting on this 
matter. . 

Yeas: Messrs. Asmann, Ast, Berning, Cook, Deal, Heilker, Kleemeier, 
Martin, Mullen, Schneller, a, = ‘te—12, —_ 

Nays: Messrs. Aull, Be tterworth, Conner, Davis, Dierinzer, 
Eckert, Haberkorn, Howard, {mbus, Knueven, Koch, Meyer, Nusekabel, 
Reynolds, Sawyer, Willenborg—17. - 

The question upon the adoption of the report of the committee, 
it was adopted by t llowing vote: a 

Yeas; Messrs. Ast, Aull, Beigel, Butterworth, Conner, Davis, Dierin- 
aad Eckert, Haberkorn, Howard, Imbus, Knueven, Meyer, Nusekabe!, 

— Sawyer, Willenborg—17. cd 

ays: Messrs. Asmann, Berning, Cook, Deal, Heilker, Kleemeier, 


Koch, Martin, Mullen, Schneller, Scully, White—12. 
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COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CINCINNATI, STATE OF OHIO, 

Clerk’s Office, City of Cincinnati. 
1 hereby certify that the foregoing transcript is correctly copied from 
‘$s, papers, and journals of the city of Cincinnati, kept under 

ity and by direction of the council thereof. 
testimony whereof I have hereunto set my name and affixed the 
of the clerk’s office this 28th day of April, in the year 1913. 
aL.) ARTHUR Espy, Clerk. 


tion urging the Congress of the United States to take the neces 
y steps for the establishment of a Federal telegraph and telephone 
tem. 
Whereas the telegraph and telephone are ever increasing public neces- 
; and 
v s these services could be more certainly and more fairly rendered 
ler a system of Government ownership of these utilities: Now, 
erefore, be it 
lved by the council of the city of Toledo, State of Ohio, That it 
judgment of the council that the time is ripe for the acquisition 
ese utilities by the Government of the United States, and that the 
Congress of the United States be urged to take the necessary steps for 
the establishment of a Federal telegraph and telephone system render- 
1 local and interstate service like the Post Office Department; and 
t further 
Resolved, That the clerk of council send copies of this resolution to 
the Senate and the House of Representatives, and to the Senators from 
( and Representatives from this district. 
Adopted April 21, 1913. 
Approved April 25, 1913. 
SRAND WHITLOCK, Mayor. 
AMBROSE A. Moopy, 
President of Council. 
Attest: 
JOuUN M. BABCOCK, 
Clerk of Council. 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a 


esolution adopted by the council April 21, 1913, and approved by the 
mayor April 25, 1913. 
{ EAL, ] JOHN M. Bascock, 


Clerk of Council, 
Hion. ATLEE POMERENE, 
Senator, Washington, D. C. 
City OF YOUNGSTOWN, OrFice or Crry CLERK, 
Youngstown, Ohio, April $0, 1913. 
Ilion. ATLEE POMERENE, Senator, Washington, D. C. 
Dean Str: By direction of city council I herewith inclose copy of a 
ution passed by council at its session April 28. 
Respectfully, 
M. F. HytLanp, City Clerk. 
A resolution declaring the necessity of national ownership of telegraph 
and telephone systems. 
Whereas the telegraph and telephone are ever increasing public neces- 
sities; and 
Whereas these services could be more certainly and more fairly 
rendered under a system of Government ownership of these utilities: 
Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved oy the council of the city of Youngstown, State of Ohio, 
it is the judgment of the council that the time is ripe for the 
acquisition of these utHities by the Government of the United States, 
1 that the Congress of the United States be urged to take the neces- 
y steps for the establishment of a Federal telegraph and telephone 


tem rendering a local and interstate service like the Post Office 
Department; and be it further 


solved, That the clerk of council send copies of this resolution to 
t Senate and House of Representatives, and to the Senators from 
Ohio and Representatives in Congress from this district. 
Passed this 28th day of April, 1913. 
Sot 8S. Davis, 
President of Council. 


M. F. Hywtanp, Clerk. 


Attest: 


Approved. 

F. A. HARTENSTEIN, Mayor. 

I, M. F. Hyland, clerk of the city council of the city of Youngstown, 
Ohio, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a true and 
orrect copy of a resolution passed by the council of said city of 
Youngstown, Ohio. 

[ SBAL.] M. F. Hytanp, City Clerk. 

Mr. O’GORMAN presented a memorial of the Board of 
Aldermen of Buffalo, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage 
of the pending tariff bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Common 
Council of Schenectady, N. Y., favoring the establishment of a 
lederal telegraph and telephone system, which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. I present a joint resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of Maine, which I ask may be printed in 
the Recorp, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
rhere being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

STATE OF MAINE. 


Joint resolution by Senate and House of Maine Legislature, seventy- 
sixth session. 


Whereas the tariff bill now pending in the National House of Repre- 
sentatives makes reductions in the tariff which seriously affect the 

weroducts of the land, forests, and manufactories of Mame; and 
ereas in the opinion of the legislature the effect of such bill, if 
passed in its present form, will be to seriously injure the business 
of the State, and in effect is an unjust and unfair discrimination 
against its business interests: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That the Legislature of Maine protests against the present 
Tate of reduction in the proposed tariff bil as an unfair and Venjest 
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discrimination against the State of Maine and its business interests: 
And further 
Resolved, That we urge upon our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress that they use their best efforts to sec such no i ition in 
the proposed schedule as will put the business interests of | State 
upon an equal footing with, those of all other States affected by t 
reductions in the tariff schedule; And furtber 
Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to send ; VW 
of these resolutions to eur Senators and Representatives in Co 
CarL E,. MILLIKEN, J 
JOHN A. PETERS, Speak 


IN SENATE CHAMBER, April L2, 1 
Read and passed in concurrence 
W. E. Lawry, Secreta 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 11, 191 
Read and passed. Sent up for concurren 


UNITED STA’ or A 1A 


OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATI 
I, J. BE. Alexander, secretary of state of the State of Maine, and 
custodian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify: 
That 1 have carefully compared the annexed copy of joint reso! 


tion of the Senate and House of Representatives of the State of Mai 
in legislature assembled with the original thereof as filed in the « 

of the secretary of state of the State of Maine, on the 12th da rf 
April, 1913, and that it is a full, true, and complete transcript t f 


from and of the whole thereof. 
In testimony whereof I have caused the seal of the State to he 
hereunto affixed. Given under my hand at Augusta, this 14th day 


April, in the year of our Lord 1913, and in the one hundred i 
thirty-seventh year of the independence of the United States of America 
[ SEAL. ] J. E. ALEXANDER, Secretary of Stet 


Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented a memorial of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 273, of Rockland, Me., remonstrating 
against the admission free of duty of cigars from the Philip 
pine Islands, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of the Commercial Engraving 
Co., of Sheboygan, Wis., of the Heitmann Lithograph Co., of 
Chicago, 1, and of Stromberg, Allen & Co., of Chicago, | 
remonstrating against the proposed reduction of the duty on 
lithographic products, which were referred to the Committe 
on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 69, Intert 
tional Brotherhood of Stationary Firemen, of Millinocket; of 
Local Union No. 261, International Brotherhood of Stationary 
Firemen, of East Millinocket; of Local Union No. 238, of Pejey 
scot Mills, of Local Union No. 27, of Millinocket, and of Lecal 
Union No. 73, of Madison, of the International Brotherhood of 
Paper Makers; of the Trades Assembly of Millinocket; of the Cen 
tral Labor Union of Millinocket; of Local Union No. 27, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper Mill Workers, 
of Woodland: of Local Union No. 45, International Brotherhood 
of Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper Mill Workers, of Riley; and of sun 
dry citizens of Madison, Millinocket, Van Buren, Sherman, Cori 
bou, and Sherman Mills, all in the State of Maine, remonstrat 
ing against news-print paper and pulp being placed on the f: 
list, which were referred to the Committee on Finance 

He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 158, Pa 
trons of Husbandry, of Caribou, Me., remonstrating agsinst a 
reduction in the duty on potatoes or potato starch, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Albion, 
Waterville, Auburn, Farmington, Bar Harbor, Portland, Den 
mark, Mount Desert, Greenville, Saco, Liberty, Augusta, Buc! 
port, Houlten, Fort Fairfield, Brunswick, Oakland, Shawmut 
Camden, Winthrop, Gardiner, Bangor, Rockland, Norcross, 
Bethel, Machias, Westbrook, Madison, Livermore Falls, Brewer, 
Norway, Bath, Calais, Orono, and North Berwick, all in the 
State of Maine, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the so-called income-tax clause in the pending tariff bill exempt 
ing the proceeds of all life insurance policies and all life insur 
ance funds from taxation, which were referred to the Commit 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Universal Piano Co., of 
New York, N. Y., and a petition of Kohler & Co., of New 
York, N. Y.,- praying that ivory be placed on the free list, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also (for Mr. BurteigH) presented a memorial of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Wayne, Me., remon- 
strating against the adoption of a certain amendment to the 
homestead law, which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also (for Mr. BurteiaH) presented memorials of Midway 
Lodge, International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of East 
Millinocket; of Local Lodge of Androscoggin; and of Local 
Lodge No. 73, International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of 
Kennebec, all in the State of Maine, remonstrating against the 
removal of duty on print paper, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also (for Mr. BurrtricnH) presented a memorial of Local 
Union, International Brotherhood of Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper 





Mill Workers, of Livermore, Me., remonstrating against placing 
paper on the free list, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. HITCHICOCK. I present a resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Nebraska, relative to 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution providing not 
only for popular election of United States district judges every 
six years, but also circuit court judges. I ask that the resolution 
be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary 

There being no objection, the resolution wa 
Committee 
Recorp, 


s referred to the 
on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the 
as follows: 

Hort OF Rerr IVES 
OFrFice or ¢ F CLERK 


Lincoln, 


$E 
Nebr. 
Resolution 


Federal Constitution are now pending at 
or a popular election of United States judges 


Whereas amendments to the 
Washington, providing 
every six years; and 

Whereas the responsibility o° the courts to the people and the cause of 
progress is the most imperative need in our present-day legislation: 
Therefore be it 





Resolved by this house, That our Senators and Representatives in 
Washington are requested to support an amendment providing not only 
for popular election of United States district judges every six years 
but also circuit court judces 


I hereby certify that the above is a true and correct 

n adopted by the house on April 16, 1913 

Henry C, RIcuMonp, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 
Mr. BURTON presented a memorial of sundry employees of 
the Heekin Can Co., of Cincinnati, Ohio, and a memorial of 
sundry citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against a 
reduction in the duty on lithographic products, which were re- 
ferred te the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Superior, Wis., landowners in the Isle of Pines, praying that 
the status of that island be determined and that sovereignty 
over it be retained by the United States, which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Ile also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Su- 
perior, Wis., praying for the appointment of a citizen of that 
State as collector of the ports of Superior and Duluth, which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

IIe also presented a memorial of the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, remonstrat- 
ing against the proposed reduction of the number of members 
comprising the board to five, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 66, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Rhinelander, Wis., 
remonstrating against the removal of duty from the importa- 
tion of paper, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Portage, 
La Crosse, Horicon, Milwaukee, Sparta, and Westfield, all in 
the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the adoption of 
that part of the income-tax clause in the pending tariff bill 
relating to life insurance companies operating upon the mutual 
plan, not for profit, which were referred to the Committee on 
linance. 

Mr. McLEAN presented memorials of sundry citizens of Hart- 
ford, New Haven, New Britain, Meriden Middletown, Torring- 
ton, Waterbury, Stamford, Bridgeport, Winsted, Jewett City, 
Unionville, and Hazardville, all in the State of Connecticut, re- 
monstrating against the adoption of the income-tax provision in 
the pending tariff bill, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. LODGD presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Turners Falls, Mass., remonstrating against the adoption of the 
paper schedule in the pending tariff bill, which was referrred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Home Market 
Club of Boston, Mass., and petitions of sundry citizens of 
Woburn, Mass. praying for the maintenance of a protective 
tariff, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

lie also presented memorials of Henry Abrahams, secretary of 
the Central Labor Union, and 1,674 other citizens of Boston, 
Mass., remonstrating against the admission free of duty of 
cigars from the Philippine Islands, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STONE presented memorials of the Foundry Men’s Asso- 
ciation, the Citizens’ Industrial Association, the manufacturers’ 
membership of the Furniture Board of Trade, the committee on 
national legislation of the Business Men’s League, all of St. 
Louis; of the Employers’ Association of Kansas City, and of 
the Kansas City Association of Credit Men, of Kansas City, 
all in the State of Missouri, remonstrating against the adoption 
of the provision in the sundry civil appropriation bill exempting 
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labor unions from the operation of the antitrust law, 
were ordered to lie on the table. 
DISTRICT COURT IN ARIZONA, 


Mr. WALSH. From the Committee on the Judiciary I re; 
back favorably, with an amendment in the nature of a s 
tute, the bill (S. 99) to fix the times and places of h 
district court for the district of Arizona and creating divi: 
thereof, and I submit a report (No. 31) thereon 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent | 
the bill, which is very short, may be read in full, and the: 
ask for its passage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT 

Mr. GALLINGER, 
of the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let it be read first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That was the request of the s 
ator from Arizona. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary. The committee reports to strike out al! 
the enacting clause and to insert: 

That the State of Arizona shall constitute one judicial district. t 
known as the district of Arizona. 

Sec, 2. That terms of the district court shall be held in Tucson or 
second Tuesdays in January and June; at Tombstone on th 
Tuesdays in February and September; at Phoenix on the second 
days in March and October; at Prescott on the second Tuesday, 
April and November; and at Globe on the second Tuesdays in May 
December. Causes, civil and criminal, may be transferred by the 
or judge thereof from any of the aforesaid places where court s! 
held in said district to any of the places hereinabove mentioned ir 
district when the convenience of the parties or the ends of ju 
would be promoted by the transfer; and any interlocutory orde: 
be made by the court or judge thereof in any ‘of the hereina! 
mentioned places. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is 
mediate consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Co: 

mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to fix the times 
and places of holding district court for the district of Arizona.” 


If there be no objection—— 
Let the bill be read for the inform 


there objection to the 


INVESTIGATIONS OF BANKING AND CURRENCY, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. From the Committee to Audit and Con 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back fa 
ably, with amendments, Senate resolution 66, submitted by the 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen] on the 24th ultimo. | ssk 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the | 
lution. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, which was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, | 
make investigations of banking and currency matters and to co 
and prepare statistics relative thereto such as may be necessary i 
to report from time to time to the Senate the result thereof, and 
this purpose they are authorized to sit, by subcommittee or other 
during the sessions of the Senate or recesses thereof at such times : 
places as they may deem advisable, to send for persons and p 
and administer oaths, and to employ such stenographie and cler 
assistance, or otherwise, as may be necessary, the expense of such 
investigation to be paid for from the contingent fund of the Sena 
and the committee is authorized to pay for such printing and binding 
as may be necessary for its use. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There are several amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Perhaps the amendments had better be 
stated. I desire to ask the Senator a question; that is all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 11, before the word “ assistance,” 
strike out “and clerical,” and after the word “assistance " and 
the comma insert “at a cost not to exceed $1 a printed page.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in lines 14 and 15, to strike out the 
words “and binding,” and in line 15, before the word “ use. 
to strike out the word “its” and insert “the,” and after t'e 
word “use” to insert the words “ of the committee.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rose to ask the Senstcr 
from Mississippi or the chairman of the Committee on Banking 
and Currency whether or not it is contemplated to have a fin:- 
cial bill prepared and submitted to the Senate or to the oiler 
branch of Congress during the present session? 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, the Committee on Banking 21 
Currency has taken no action with regard to the matter ()t 
would justify the chairman in stating what the action of t!c 
committee will be. It has simply desired to consider the mat!cT 
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and has taken the preliminary steps suggested in the resolu- 
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tion with a view to considering it, leaving the action of the 
mittee open after the matter shall have been considered. 
\ir. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Oklahoma, as 
{eel that we ought not to remain bere until snow 
ties, whether or not it is reasonably safe for us to assume that 


i 


some OL US 


| 
but for mys 
|} men engaged in 


this is a preliminary investigation with a view to considering | 


currency legislation at the next regular session? 
Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I can only speak for myself. I 
of opinion that the matter ought to be considered at this 
but the committee has not expressed itself in any 
_and I really do not know what attitude it will take when 
it considers it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is clear to my mind, Mr. President, 
though I may be wrong about it, that having been called here 
for the consideration of a great question, that is going to engage 
attention of the Senate, I apprehend, for two months at 

it would be unwise for either branch of Congress to take 
up another great question such as the currency question, which 
we all know will lead to almost interminable debate, That it 

wuld be investigated, that the preliminary work should be 
done, appeals to me, and I have no objection to the resolution, 
but I for myself would like to have some kind of assurance, if 
I nid get it, that we are going to devote ourselves assiduously 
and industriously to the consideration of the tariff question, 
which to my mind is going to make trouble enough for us dur- 
ing this session and after the session closes, and that it shall 
not be complicated with this other great question upon which 
scarcely two men in the country that I meet agree, and which 
to my mind, if it is tuken up, will keep us here until the be- 
ginning of the next regular session of Congress. 

Now, Mr. President, having made that inquiry, and not hav- 
ing received a very satisfactory reply, I leave the matter with 
the committee. I am quite willing—— 

Mr. OWEN. The Senator has received a very frank reply 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from New Hampshire ts 
saitisied with the reply, and assumes that the Senator from 
Oklahoma could not have put fit in any more definite form. 
But I will repeat that I hope the Senator in his enthusiasm 
i 


session, 


‘ ‘ 


the 


t 


nd his great desire to legislate on this question, which is an 
mportant one, will not hurry it undaly, that he will give the 
country time to think it over, give Congress time to think it 
give the Chief Executive time to think it over, and see 
whether or not it may not well be postponed until at least the 
next session. 


over, 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I simply wish to say for my- 
self—I am not on the committee, but, of course, I feel the in- 


terest in it that every Senator must feel—that I think the pri- 
vate convenience of Senators should be subordinated to a great 
public interest if there is such an interest. 

There is a very large element of opinion in our business 
community that this is a matter of urgency, that the present 
law is one which is liable at any time to cause the country to 
be plunged into great financial trouble and difficulty, entailing 
great disaster. I do not 
branch, but I listen to those who are very deeply interested in 
it, and I think that the matter is so important as to require as 
early attention as it is practicable to give to it. Whether it will 
be practicable to conclude it at this session I am not prepared 
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If I will say that, 
large 


these great 
say about the peril 


if what bankers and 


busivuess which e 





stantly attends us under our present financial system is true, 
the suoner we can get to the business of trying to pr le a 
remedy for it and a safeguard against it the better. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas Mr. President, when unm ' 
consent wa usked for t isiderat i f the resolution i 
wis not indicated that amendments had been proposed. | 
the resolution had better go over and the proposed amendme 


be printed as a part of it, so that w 
are to consider. I object to 


resolution. 


‘may know exactly what we 
further tion of the 


the cousider 


The VICS PRESIDENT. Being objected to, the resolution 
goes over. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I hope the Senator from Arkansas wil! 
| withdraw his objection. Al! that the resolution conte iF 
is to give this committee stenographie assistance and the rig 
| to hold meetings, to have hearings, and to print for its 
| hearings had before the committee. Nobody bas any objection 
to its consideration. I am, of course, sorry, as the Senator 


} 


from Arkansas, that it should have preeipitated debate, not 
upon the subject matter of the resolution all, but upon 
matters; and I hope that the Senator from Arkansas will with 
draw his objection and let the resolution be considered. Li is of 
a good deal of importance that the committee shontd be he 
testimony, investigating, and getting ready for action at a su 
ceeding session of the Senate, whether it 
session or not. I repeat, I hope the Senator will withdraw his 
objection and let the resolution be considered 


loes anything at this 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, if the presentation 
of the objection at this time would prejudice the substantial 
interests involved, I of course would pot insist upen taking ad 


vantage of the right to make an individual objection, thereby 
withdrawing from the Senate the power to consider the resolu 


tion, but I do.not so understand the sitnation. The proposed 
xmendments can be printed, and we ean better consider the 


resolution to-morrow morning than we can now. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, The committee wants to begin the hear 
ings to-morrow. 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It will not hurt seriously if the 


| committee do not hold hearings te-morrow, and [ must persist 
in the objection, although I shoulc be very giad to accom 


profess to be very skilled in that | 


to say, but I think, if it be true that our financial system is one | 
which keeps the country in constant peril, then it is one which | 
demands immediate attention and as speedy action as possible. | 


It may be that the tariff is going to make trouble, not only 
during its consideration but hereafter, and I am inclined to 
think that if that be true and we can give any compensutory 
good, if a compensation is needed, as I am sure it is, considered 


from the standpoint of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. | 


GALLINGER], then we ought to be ready with the conferring of 
a8 much good as we can. if that which the Senator from New 
Hampshire considers as evil is inevitable. Therefore, Mr. 
President, I have no special sympathy with the idea that it is a 
matter for Congress to consult its personal convenience rather 
than the question as to whether or not it is within the power 
of Congress to accomplish something which may be of great 
practical good. I am very much of the opinion myself that if 
Congress does its duty, not as to this question in particu!ar, 
but as to all the great questions involved in our business here, 
Senators and Representatives will hereafter have to make up 
their minds to spend a good part of every year in session, and, 
in my opinion, the days of short sessions have passed if Con- 
gress does its full duty in all the matters where the legislative 
branch can properly exercise its legitimate and important 
functions. 

I do not know what is the purpose of the committee or of 
those having some special interest in this branch of legislation, 





date the Senator from Mississippi. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution goes to the cal- 
endar. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I merely want to say that this is just 


exactly the same resolution that has been passed on behalf of 
every other committee of the Senate. 

Mr. O'GORMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. I 
understood that unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
resolution had been given. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If it had been gra 
comes too late. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. 
sippi is mistaken in that. 
consent I took occasion 
inquiry. 


ited, then the objection 


President, the Senator from Miss 
Pending the request for unanir 


to address the Chair and to ma! 





Mr. WILLIAMS. But, I understood, the Chair had pro 
gressed beyond the stage of requesting unanimous consent fe 
cousideration, and the Secretary was reading the amend 
to the resolution when the Senntor from New Hampshir 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The recollection of the Cl 
that the Chair inquired whether unanimous consent we 
given, and at that point the Senator from New Hat re 
{Mr. GALLINGER] asked for the reading of the 1 ! that 


the Senate might know whether or 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Of 


not there would be objection. 


course, if that is the fact, though I 


did not hear it, the point of order is not well taken, 
PANAMA CAN ILLS. 
Mr. O’GORMAN. Mr. President, Mr. George C. Butte has 


written a very instructive and persuasive article on the Panama 
Cana! tolls question. Although the book is published in Heidel 
berg, Germany, I gather the impression that the writ 
excellent lawyer and a good American. I ask that the a: 
be published as a Senate document. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I should like to ask tt 
ator from New York whether or not the book Its copyrighted ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘There are some reports pending before 
Senate, and I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. O'GORMAN. In reply to the query of the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Smoot], I will say that the book does not appear to 
be copyrighted. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask for the regular order. 
Mr. O’GORMAN. I will say that I have the consent of the | 
writer of the article to have it published as a Senate document. | 
| 





The VICH PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for. 
The Secretary will read the resolution reported by the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Wict1ams], which has been sent to the 
desk. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. O’'GORMAN. What is the objection, Mr. President? 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Witiiams] has called for the regular order, and reports of 
committees are in order. 

Mr. O’GORMAN. I hope the Senator from Mississippi, who | 
is always indulgent, will not interpose any objection to this 
contribution to a very important subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. At the proper time, I shall not; but I | 
want reperts of committees considered, so that we may have | 
them out of the way. 

Mr. O’GORMAN. This can not delay the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, and I hope he will be as indulgent as he usually is, and 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is delaying the Senator from Mississippi | 
right now. I call for the regular order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 
Mr. SMOQT. I want to say to the Senator from Mississippl 
[Mr. Wittrams] that unanimous-consent requests have in the 
past generally been made at this particular stage in the pro- 
ceedings, and I think the Senator from New York [Mr. O’Gor- 
MAN] is in order in asking unanimous consent; but if the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi insists on his objection, then the matter 
passes over. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not want to object. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that the Senator 
from Mississippi has the fioor and was making a report. The | 
Secretary will state the report. | 

Mr. O'GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Missis- 
sippi has stated that he makes no objection to the considera- 
tion of the request which I present to the Senate. | 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘The Senator from Mississippi has called | 
for the reguiar order and has announced that at the proper | 
time he would make no objection. 

Mr. O'GORMAN. When is the proper time, Mr. President? 
I make that as a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. After the report made by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi has been acted upon. | 

} 
| 
} 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. From the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorably, 
without amendment, Senate resolution 67. I ask for the consid- | 
eration of the report, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution reported by the Senator from Mississippi which has been | 
sent to the desk. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution 67, submitted by Mr. 
Owen April 24, 1913, as follows: 

Resolved, That the clerk to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
whose employment was authorized by resolution of March 17, 1913, be | 
paid at the rate of $3,000 per annum from miscellaneous items, con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask unanimous consent for the immedi- 
ate consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I object. 
over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go to the cal- 
endar. 


Let the resolution go 


PANAMA CANAL TOLLS (S. DOC. NO. 19). 


Mr. O'GORMAN. I rene ~ my request that the article on the 
subject of Panama QOanal tolls, and to which I have referred, be 
published as a Senate document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York re- 
quests that a certain document touching upon the subject of | 
Panama Canal tolls be printed as a Senate document. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


PROPOSED LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM. 


| 
Mr. OVERMAN. From the Committee on Rules I report back | 
favorably, without amendment, Senate resolution 4, providing | 
for a legislative program during the extra session, and I sub- | 
mit a report (No. 32) thereon. At the request of the senior | 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. NewLanps], I ask that the resolu- | 
tion and accompanying report be printed in the Recorp. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ordered. 
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Without objection, it will be | 
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The resolution and report submitted by Mr. OverRMAN from 
the Committee on Rules this day are as follows: 
Senate resolution 4. 


1. Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that during the ap 
proaching extra session for the immediate revision of the tariff Con 
gress should not only consider and pass comprehensive legislation 1 
garding all the schedules of the tariff, but should also, through t! 
appropriate committees, consider other subjects of needed legislation, 
to be taken up for final action at the next regular session of Congr 


TARIFF AND TAXATION. 


2. Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Finance report at as early 
. date as possible during the extra session upon the following qu 

ons : 

(a) Whether the prices of any farm products in the United Stat 
are raised above the international level of prices by the duties n 
imposed on such products, and if so, what products, and whether su 
duties on such products can be abolished or materially reduced without 
injury to American industry, and to what extent. In such inquiry 
shall be included meats, cheese, wool, sugar, tobacco, wines, citrus 


| fruits, and dried and preserved fruits. 


(b) What products now on the dutiable list should be put on the f: 
ist. 

(c) Whether it is practicable and advisable to change all duties fro: 
specific to ad valorem duties. 

(d) The average percentage of the duties imposed by the existing 
tariff, and the average percentage to which it is desirable to red 
the duties imposed under the proposed revision of the tariff, and 1 
maximum and the minimum duties which it is desirable to impose. 

(e) Whether it is practicable and desirable to distribute the proposed 
reduction over a period of four years. 

(f) Whether it is es and advisable, after making the conte: 
plated reduction in the tariff, to organize an administrative tariff bo 
which, acting under rules fixed by Congress, shall have the power, eit 
upon its own initiative or upon the initiative of any importer, produc: 
or consumer, to further inquire into complaints of excessive duties pr 
hibiting or unduly restricting importations, or of diminished duties 
ermitting excessive importations to the prejudice of existing domes 
ndustries and to the injury of the capital or labor employed therein, or 
of excessive duties prejudicial to domestic consumers, such board 
present to the President and to Congress such recommendations as |! 


| may deem advisable. 


(g) Whether it is practicable and advisable to give such tariff boa 
after full investigation and hearing, the power. with the approva 
the President, to make reductions or increases in duties, within cert 
limitations and under rules prescribed by Congress; and if so, w 


| limitations and rules should be prescribed. 


(h) Whether it is practicable and advisable to make such rules ani 
regulations for the action of such a tariff board as will enable 
Government to feel its way gradually from a high protective to ar 
nue basis without readjustments prejudicial both to domestic labor ani! 
capital, and without denying to the consumers needed relief from ¢ 
imposition of excessive taxes upon foreign imports and excessive p: 
for domestic products. 

(i) Whether it is advisable to provide a graduated income tax an 
a graduated inheritance tax with a view to making up any defici' 
revenue caused by a reduction in customs duties, and also with a \ 
to extending the operations of the National Government in coop 


| tion with the States in the improvement of post roads, the regulat 
| of rivers in aid of navigation, irrigation, water-power development, an 


swamp-land reclamation, and also in cooperation with the States in | 
advancement of vocational education. 

(k) Whether it is practicable and advisable to appoint a budget 
mittee, of which the chairman of the Appropriations Committee and ¢ 
chairmen of the other supply committees shall be members. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


3. Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce 
port at as early a date as possible during the extra session upon | 


following questions: 


(a) Whether it is advisable to supplement the existing She: 
Antitrust Act by legislation which will more specifically define 
straints of trade, including therein the prevention of unfair con 
tition, stock watering, overcapitalization, excessive size, interlo g 
directors, and the holding by one corporation of the stock of anot 

(b) Whether it is advisable to substitute for the present system 
holding companies, by which a corporation organized under the 


| of a single State is made the means of federating corporations or: 
| ized under the laws of other States for the purpose of interstate tra: 


portation, a national act for the incorporation of holding compan':s. 
under which railway companies organized under the laws of differen! 
States may be federated for interstate transportation, such holdinz 
companies to be subject in their generai conduct to the regulation of 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

(c) Whether it is advisable to organize an interstate trade com! 
sion, in which shall be merged the officials, wers, and function 
the Bureau of Corporations, with powers ‘of publicity, investigation, 
correction, and recommendation regarding corporations engaged in 
interstate trade similar to those conferred upon the Interstate ‘ 
merce Commission regarding corporations engaged in interstate tra: 
portation, but without the power to fix prices; such interstate trade 
commission to have the power to aid the courts in the administration 
of the Sherman Act and other legislation supplementary thereto. 

(d) Whether it is advisable to provide for the creation of a board 
of river regulation which shall bring into cooperation the departmen's 
and services of the National Government whose duties in any way 
relate to waterways in devising and carrying out comprehensive p!ins 
for the promotion of interstate commerce by the regulation of rive: 
flow, the mitigation of destructive floods, by the promotion of storace 
above and of bank and levee protection below, the establishment of 
terminal and transfer facilities, the coordination of rail and water 
earriers, and the cooperation of the Nation with the States, each 
within its jurisdiction, in plans and works for the full and, so far as 
practicable, compensatory development of the rivers for every useful 
purpose, and the establishment of an ample fund for continuous work 
during a period of 10 years. 

(e) Whether it is practicable and advisable to bring into coordination 
under the Interstate Commerce Commission the related subjects of in- 
terstate transportation, interstate trade, and interstate exchange, |y 
the creation of three boards in such commission, one relating to inter- 
state transportation, one relating to interstate trade, and one relating 
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nterstate exchange, the present Interstate Commeree Commission to 
the board of interstate transportation, the proposed inter- 

‘rade commission to constitute the board of interstate trade, and 

nroposed banking commission to constitute the board of tnter 
‘exchange, merging into the board of interstate trade the present 

1u of Corporations and merging into the board of interstate ex- 


e the comptroller'’s 


te 


olfice, 


INTER EXCHANGE, 


Resolved, That the proper 
ing the extra session upon the 
it is practicable and advi 
ite a national 


TATE 


w 


as soon as 
question : 
nize under national 
reserve association, in which the State 
in interstate exchange and complying with the national 
to capital and reserves shall be united with the national 
hers, 1 associations to have the powers of issu lat 
ney now enjoyed by the constituent natior 
to have such of the powers proposed by the 
Monetary Commission to be conferred upon a central national | 
iation 3 are arv advisable: such State assocla 
to have the powers of Investigation and correction regarding the 
constituent b such State associations to be brought 
for the pre of interstate exchange and the pr 
of bank panics th ‘rh a national banking commission fairly 
entative of the different sections of the country. part of which 
e selected by such associations and part by the President of the 
h national banking commission to have powers of 
correction er the State associations, and to report 
and Congress annually such recommendations as it 
regarding legislation and administration concerning 
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committee report 
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affairs. 


PUBLIC LANDS AND NATURAL 


Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Public Lands 


ear 


RESCURCES. 
Fi report at 
1 date as possible during the extra session upon the following 


iV & 


ns 
1) Whether it would be advisable for the National Government 


+ 
‘ 


to 
the development of Alaska by the eonstruction of a railroad or | 
ds; and, if so, the probable cost and plans for construction and 


') Recommendations regarding the protection of our natural re- 
in timber, coal, iron, and oil against monopolistic control. 
The applicability of the land la of Canada to the conditions | 
our public domain, and particularly those provisions regarding the 
t the surface to settlers, excluding from the operation of the 
int timber, coal, iron, oil, and water-power sites. 


e ws 
ot 


MILITARY 


Resolved, That the Committees on Military and Naval Affairs 
t at as early a date as possible during the extra session upon the 
wing questions 
The preparation of a plan for the more efficient administration 
cooperation of the Army and Navy and the reduction of the total 
nc Navy expense for the next four years to not exceeding 
000,000 annually, with the aid of a board of Army and Navy 
officers to be selected by the President. 
\ plan for the construction of auxiliary ships for the Navy, to 
d in time of war in aid of the fighting ships and in time of peace 
lishing necessary service through the Panama Canal and new 
of commerce to foreign countries through lease to shipping com 
such legislation involving the temporary diminution of the 
ruction of tighting ships and the substitution of auxiliary ships 
a view to the organization of a well-proportioned and efficient 


EXPENSE AND AUXILIARY NAVY. 


N 


[Senate Report No. 32, Sixty-third Congress, first session.] 


LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM DURING THE EXTRA SESSION, 


Vr 


Mir. OveRMAN, from the Committee on Rules, submitted the following 
report, to accompany Senate resolution 4: 7 
» Committee on Rules, to whom was referred Senate resolution 4, 
having considered the same, report the resolution back to the Senate 
with the recommendation that each subhead contained therein be re 
1 for consideration to the proper committee having jurisdiction of 
t bject matter, to wit: 
hat all of section 2 except subdivision (k) be referred for considera- 
tion to the Committee on Finance. 
That subdivision (k) of section of said resolution, which relates to 
a dget committee, be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
That subdivisions (a), (b), and (c) of section 3 of said resolution, 


» 
~ 


relating to interstate commerce, be referred for consideration to the 
( mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

at so much of subdivision (d) of section 3 of said resolution as 
r s to the physical improvement and development of rivers shall 


be referred for consideration to the Committee on Commerce, and that 
s0 much of subdivision (d) of section 3 as relates to the establishment 
terminal and transfer 


- f facilities and the coordination of rali and 
water carriers shall be referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
That subdivision (e) of section 3 of said resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
rhat section 4 of said resolution, relating to interstate exchange, 
be referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
_ That subdivision (a) of section 5 of said resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 
_ That subdivision (b) of section 5 be referred for consideration to 
¢ the Committee on Conservation of National Resources. 
2 » Seat sabaerienen (c) of section 5 be referred to the Committee on 
z iblic Lands, 
: _ That subdivision (a) of section 6 be referred to the Committees on 
: Military and Naval Affairs, 
: That subdivision (b) of section 6 of said resolution be referred to 
4 the Naval Affairs Committee, 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask that the resolution reported by the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Overman] from the Com- 
mittee on Rules regarding a legislative program be considered. 
It simply provides for the reference of the different subjects to 
appropriate committees. 

Mr. ROOT. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 
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PRINTING OF REPORT ON TARIFF BILL. 











Mr. FLETCHER. From the Committee on Printing I report 
back favorably with an amendment House concurrent re { 
7, and I submit a report (No. 33) thereon. I ask una 
consent for the immediate consideration of the resolution 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consid 
resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by t? HHouse of Representati (the Senate con 
That e be printed 20,000 additional es of the report of t 
Ways aM ns Comrt i e bill 1 15.000 eoples t 
use of the House of Representatir to be apportioned as fol s 
thousand to the Committ \ s and Mear 1,000 to the H 
document room, 12,000 to t Le folding room; and 5,000 f 
ise of the Senate 

The VICE PRESIDENT. T! ment rted | tt 
committee will be stated. 

The Srecrerary. Add, after the word “ Senate,” in ) 
the following: 

To be apportioned as f Two thousand to the ¢ 
Finance, 2,000 to the Senate document room, and 2,000 t 
folding re n 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, if I r et ri 
the Senate a few days ago authorized the ( { 
copies of the tariff bill for the use of the Senate l { 
be the equivalent of about 40 copies for each § tor, i 
figures are correct. 

Mr. SMOQOT. Mr. President, I will call the Senate 
tion to the fact that those copies went to the Senate d 
room instead of to the folding room, and are there at the 
Senators. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. I understand that; but what I 
to suggest is this: If I recall correctly the lat ge of the re 
lution just reported. it provides that 20.000 copies of t { 
upon the bill shall be printed My experience has beet ! 
there is a much larger demand for copies of the bill i 
for copies of the report. If I have understood cort 
terms of the resolution, I desire to propose an amen 
the effect that 10,000 additional copies of the bill also i 
printed and placed in the Senate document room for the 

Senators. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment offered 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of U 
lution, as amended, the following: 

That there also be printed 10,000 additional copies of iI« 1 
for the use of the Senate 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, would it not be wise to « 
this printing until the Finance Committee of the Ser 
through with the bill? No doubt there will be 
changes made in it 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The reason I made the s ( 
that the demand is to see the bill as it is passed | 
I assume that if amendments are put on by the Senate C 
tee on Finance there will be a reprint of the bill as rey 
and there will have to be extra copies of that printed als 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I think probably it wv d 
better to wait until the bill has passed the House and hn 
received by the Senate before we authorize the pri 
extra copies. Mv understanding is that the probabilil ‘ 
that the bill will pass the House some time during th 
week. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I appreciate the f 
the Senator’s suggestion, and [ will wait until the bill has 

| ally passed the Hou before asking for the printing of 
tional copies. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then I would suggest that probab 
Finance Committee had better consider how many copic 
be needed, and let the request for the number of coy 
shall be printed come from that committee. I trust the Senat 


from Connetticut will withhold his amendment for the prese 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. I have already stated that I withd 
the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon agre 
the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

3ills and joint resolutions were introdnced, read the 

time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and ref 


as follows: 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 1759) to reimburse certain fire insurance com] 
the amounts paid by them for property destroyed by fire 
pressing the bubonic plague in the Territory of Hawaii 
years 1899 and 1900; to the Committee on Claims 


in 


1094 


A bill (S. 1760) for the restoration of annuitie: to the Meda- 


wakanton and Wahpakoota 
forfeited by the act of 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A bill (S. 1761) granting to the State of Colorado 1,000,000 
acres of land to aid in the construction and maintenance of pub- 
lic roads in the State of Colorado; to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (S. 1762) relating to procedure in United States courts; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary 

A bill (S. 1763) for the relief of Isador Miller; to the Com- 
mnittee on Claims. 

by Mr. THOMPSON: 

A bill (8. 1764) granting a pension to Andrew P. Duff; 

A bill (S. 1765) granting an increase of pension to Harvey H. 
Carr; 

A bill (S. 1766) granting an increase of pension to William 
Butler (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1767) granting an increase of pension to Jane Simp- 
son (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
SIONS. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 1768) to authorize the issuance of a patent to Fred 
C. and C. Helen Fisher for land located in the county of Fre- 
mont, State of Wyoming; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

bv Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (8S. 1769) providing for carrying in the mails reply 
letters and postal cards without prepayment of postage; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1770) to carry into effect findings of the Court of 


(Santee) Sioux Indians, declared 
February 16, 1863; to the Committee on 


Claims in the cases of Charles A. Davidson and Charles M. 
Campbell (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Claims 

ivy Mr. MCCUMBER: 


A bill 


(S. 1771) for the relief of Capt. W. W. Wright and 
Capt 


(‘laude B. Sweezey, United States Army; 

A bill (S. 1772) for the relief of Capt. Chase W. Kennedy, 
United States Army, and others; 

A bill (S. 1773) for the relief of the Wales Island Packing 
Cc - nad 
A bill (8S. 1774) for the relief of Capt. W. W. Quinton, United 
ites Army; to the Committee on Claims. 
\ bill (S. 1775) to class mates in the Navy as warrant offi- 
cere ; 

\ bill (S. 1776) providing for the promotion of Chief Boat- 
swiin Patrick Deery, United States Navy ; 


S ; 


A bill (S. 1777) for the relief of John L. Vennard, United 
States Navy, retired; and 

A bill (8S. 1778) for the relief of former Paymaster’s Clerk 
James S. Alexander; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. GRONNA: 

A bill (S. 1779) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harrison; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 1780) to amend sections 4 and 10 of the act of 
June 29, 1906, entitled “An act to establish a bureau of immi- 
gration and naturalization and to provide for a uniform rule 
for the naturalization of aliens throughout the United States”; 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

sy Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 1781) granting an increase of pension to James 
Carroll; and 

A bill (S. 1782) granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
H. Whitley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

(By request.) <A bill (S. 1783) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to codify, revise, ard amend the laws relating to the judi- 
ciary.” appreved March 38, 1911; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1784) restoring to the public domain certain lands 
heretofore reserved for reservoir purposes at the headwaters of 
the Mississippi River and tributaries; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (S. 1785) for the relief of Effie M. Rowse; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1786) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Frost: 

A bill (S. 1787) granting an increase of pension to Horace C. 
Webber; 

A bill (S. 1788) granting a pension to Delia Schofield; 

A bill (S. 1789) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hurd (with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 1790) granting an increase of pension to Eu: 
A. Austin (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1791) granting an increase of pension to Fran 
K. Seates (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1792) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Wainsborough (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1798) granting a pension to Euphemia Duffey; 

A bill (S. 1794) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
McCrillis (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1795) granting an increase of pension to Jonat! 
S. Nickerson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1796) granting a pension to Lizzie Swanton D 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8S. 1797) granting a pension to Melvin F. Wyman; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (8S. 1798) for the relief of William Wentworth; to ¢! 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Mainz (for Mr. BuRLEIGH) : 

A bill (8S. 1799) granting a pension to Caroline Springer; : 

A bill (S. 1800) granting a pension to George H. Jones; | 
the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey: 

A bill (S. 1801) providing for an increase of salary of | 
United States collector of customs for the district of Maine a 
New Hampshire; and 

A bill (S. 1802) construing the provisions of section 8 of | 
act entitled “An act to improve the efficiency of the perso 
of the Nevenue-Cutter Service,” approved April 16, 1908; to 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WALSH: 

A bill (S. 1803) for the ralief of Benjamin E. Jones (\ 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1804) for the relief of Edward Erickson; to t 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1805) granting an increase of pension to Elvira J 
Morton (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on I’ 
sions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 1806) granting an increase of pension to Mary J 
Forbes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (8S. 1807) for the relief of Daniel M. Frost; to the C 
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 1808) for the relief of Joseph L. Donovan; to t 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: 

A bill (S. 1809) granting a pension to Nancy J. Sandu: 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1810) granting a pension to Christina Dralle (\ 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1811) granting an increase of pension to Sa 


| Ann Kelley; and 


A bill (S. 1812) granting an increase of pension to Mary l’ 
Hamersly; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bil! (S. 1813) for the relief of Frank Schilling; and 

A bill (S. 1814) for the relief of A. P. Holcomb and the }h 
of Samuel Thompson, deceased; to the Committee on Clain 

A bill (S. 1815) to correct the military record of Daniel 0 
nell (with accompanying papers); to the Committee ou \| 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: 

A bill (S. 1816) granting a pension to Eveline Titus; 

A bill (S. 1817) granting an increase of pension to W 
Owens; and 

A bill (8S. 1818) granting an increase of pension to George ' 
Ross (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on I’ 
sions. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 1819) granting an increase of pension to Sa: 
E. C. Emerson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1820) granting an increase of pension to Jane -\ 
Adams (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1821) granting an increase of pension to E!!en I 
Marshall (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1822) granting an increase of pension to Corne!'4 
Kenyon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1828) granting an increase of pension to Milo ) 
Cook (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1824) granting a pension to Howard A. Carpenter 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1825) granting an increase of pension to Muiry 
Britton (with accompanying papers) : 

A bill (S. 1826) granting an increase of pension to Julia ‘. 
Fields (with accompanying papers) ; 
















(S. 1827) granting an increase of pension to Nellie E. 


A bill | 
Alfred (with accompanying papers); and | 


A bill (S. 1828) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
J. Tuttle (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Peusions. 

sy Mr. STONE 

A bill (S. 1829) for the relief of W. D. McLean, alias Donald 
McLean; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 30) extending the leave of ab- | 
sence of Mrs. A. BE. Grant (with accompanying paper); to the | 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CLAPP (for Mr. Reep): 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 31) to forfeit to the United | 
States the Merchants’ Bridge across the Mississippi River a 
St. Louis, to operate said bridge as a free public bridge, direct- | 

ig the Secretary of War to take possession of said bridge, and 
the Attorney General of the United States to institute proceed- 
ings. if necessary, forfeiting the rights granted to the St. Louis 
Merchants’ Bridge Co. by the acts of February 3, 1887, and 
September 10, 1888; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

THE TARIFF. 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties 
and provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses, which were referred to the Committee on Finance and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) fo reduce tariff duties 
and provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses, which were referred to the Committee on 
ordered to be printed. 

FOR? ASSINNIBOINE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MYERS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 655) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to survey the lands of the abandoned Fort Assinni- 


Finance and 


boine Military Reservation and open the same to settlement, 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands and 


ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. KERN submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$8,000 for traveling and other expenses incident to the transfer 
the clerks of the various pension agencies to Washington, D. C.. 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, which was ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed. 


ADMINISTRATION OF CIVIL-SERVICE 


Mr. POMERENDB. I submit a resolution, and ask that it 
be read for the information of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 77), as follows: 


Whereas In the administration of the civil-service laws it has been 
ind now is repeatedly charged that they have been disregarded in 
the interest of and by the party at the time in power; and 

Whereas it is the desire of the Senate to have said laws administered 
in accordance with the letter and spirit thereof, where that is prac- 
ticable, and to amend them, if, in their present form, it is imprac- 
_ticable to enforce them according to the tenor thereof; and 

Whereas it is necessary to know the real facts relating to the present 

laws or the administration thereof in order to determine whether 
there should be new or additional legislation, or what, if any, 
ch ages gnemne be made in the present administration thereof: There 
fore be it 
_ Resolved, First, that the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the Secretary of War, the Attorney General, the Postmaster 
ceneral, the Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, the 
secretary of Agriculture, the Secretary of Commerce, and the Secretary 
of Labor be, and they are each hereby, directed to prepare and presert 
to the Senate of the United States the names of all appointees in each 
branch or bureau of his department; their addresses at the time of the 
appointment; the date thereof; the length of residence in the State, 
rerritory, or District to which accredited at the time of said appoint- 
ment; their politics at the time of said appointment and now; 
whether in the classified or unclassified service and when so placed; 
their promotions, if any, and the cause therefor and date thereof: 
their demotions, if any, and the cause therefor and date thereof; also 
give copies of any Executive orders which may have been made extend 
ing the classified service, together with the dates thereof; also a 
statement giving the names and addresses and politics of the em- 
ployees thus included in said classified service by said Executive orders, 
and a statement as to whether or not they were required to pass any 
examination before being placed therein; also state what changes, if 
any, he suggests either in the administration of the present laws or in 
the enactment of new or additional legislation. 

Second, that in order to insure accuracy in said reports, the mem- 
bers of the Cabinet, through the several bureaus or branches of the 
Service under their control, shall require from each appointee a report 
in writing on blanks prepared for that purpose, over his or her own 
Signature, stating his or her name and address at the time of appoiut 
ment, date thereof, Jength of residence in the State, Territory, or Dis- 
trict to which accredited at the time of appointment: polities at the 
time of said appointment and now; whether in the classified or unclas- 
sifled service and when so placed; the salary at the time of appoint- 


LAWS. 





Mr. OLIVER submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
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ment and present salary; promotions, if any, and the cause ther 
and date thereof: demotions, if any, and th: ise therefor nd d 
thereof; aiso whether said appointments, promotior rd { W 
the result of examination, Executive order, or other caus und if 
state the cause. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I hope the Senator in 
charge of the resolution will agree to one amendment t is 


very essential if he desires to get at the truth im this investig 


tion. I 
| not 


it out and inserting in lieu thereof “length of actu 


amended in 
line; but wherever 


State” is used, I suggest strikins 


have it 
the 
the 


would ask to 
give the page or 
‘length of residence in 


two places 


the expressi: 


nl domicile.” 
The reason for asking this is that residence is not 
jvestion of domicile. 


always 


There are persons in the departments here 


in Washington that are charged to States in which they have 


never had any actual domicile. 
father of the person at one time lived in the State and accepted 
a position in 
State, 
credited to 


residents if 
although accepting a 


real facts in the case, to know whether or not 


ascertain 





Perhaps the father or the gr: 


resident of that 


the city of Washington as a len 
his children and children’s children have been : 
that State, aithough they have never been there 
It may be that under a fiction of law they may be regarded as 
the parent still claims a residence in the State 
life office out of the State and 
intention of ever returning to it. But if we wish to get 
these appoint 
ments have been properly accredited to the Siates, we ought to 
the actual domicile in the State and not leave tl 
matter to a question simply of residence. 

I make the suggestion with the hope that it will be accepted, 
so that we may get the facts before the Senate 

Mr. POMERENE. I appreciate the force of g i 
of the Senator from North Dakota, and I believe it to be a 
wise one. I wish to say that I have no desire to do anything 
save to get at the facts in this matter, and I have tried to frame 
the resolution with that end in view. I have no doubt that 
after it is taken up and considered by the committee, and later 
by the Senate, there will be other suggestions made, and I shall 
be very happy to receive them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if his proposition 
is to have the resolution referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment? 

Mr. POMERENE. That was my request. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I certainly have no objection to that. I 
do not want to have it considered this morning, however. 

Mr. POMERENE. Oh, no; I do not ask that. 


and 


with no 


‘ +) 
at \ 


the su 


greestiol 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, PORT OF PIIILADELPHIA. 
Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I send to the desk a resolutis 


end ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 76), as follows 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interest, to transmit to the Senate al! papers and other 
information in his possession or in the possession of t fie 
Department relating to the demand of the Secretary of t! rea 
for the resignation of Chester W. Hill, collector of customs of 


port of Philadelphia. 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. Is 
consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. SIMMONS. I suggest that the 


there obiection to the pres 


resolution lie over und 


the rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the reso! 
tion will go over. 

THE DEMOCRACY OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN (S. Doc. NO. 18). 

Mr. ROOT. I ask unanimous consent that an address dk 
ered to the students of the Boston University School of Law on 
the 14th of March last by the senior Senator from Massa 
ehusetts [Mr. Lopce], entitled “The Democracy of Abraham 


Lincoln,” be printed as a Senate document. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
; SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPKIATION BILL. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I 
consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 2441) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1914, and for other purposes. 


ask unanimous 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senstor 
from Virginia if this bill is identical with the bill that was 


passed at the last session? 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It is, with one 
in respect of the governors of soldiers’ homes. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Then I apprehend there will be no objec 
tion to the consideration of the bill; and Lk suggest to the Sen 
ator that he might ask unanimous consent thal the reading of 


small 


exception, 
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the bill be dispensed with, it having been read and having 
ed the Senate in the same terms heretofore. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will say to the Senator from 
New Hampshire that it was my purpose to do so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I understand the Senator from 
California [Mr. Works] wishes to address the Senate, and has 
given notice to that effect. With the appropriation bill now 
before the Senate, I am very glad to let it be temporarily laid 

ide to enable that Senator to proceed with the speech which he 
give notice he would desire to make to-day. 

Mr. WORKS. I thank the Senator from Virginia for his 
courtesy in allowing the appropriation bill to be laid aside tem- 
porarily on my account. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
recognized. 


nase 
js 


The Senator f: California is 


onl 


TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, the Sherman antitrust law has 
been in force now for over 22 years. It was intended, doubt- 
less, to prevent the accumulation of large fortunes in the hands 
of a few by the oppression of the smaller lines of business by 
the larger. Its ostensible object was to maintain competition 
and to prevent contracts and combinations in restraint of trade. 
It has effected neither the one nor the other. As a practical 
remedy it has been a complete failure. Its object was whole- 
some and beneficent, but such legislation and efforts to en- 
force it do not reach the evils which result in these unlawful 
contracts and overpowering combinations of wealth. It simply 
scratches the surface of the evils of greed; and 
avarice so largely ingrained in human nature, and which so 
almost wholly rule and govern the actions of men in business 
transactions. The fear of the law and the punishment which 
may result from it may, in individual instances, prevent the more 
timid or the more law-abiding from entering into unlawful and 
injurious combinations, just as individuals may by the same in- 
fluence be prevented from committing murder or other crimes. 
But men can not be made honest or unselfish by law. Something 
greater and higher than this is necessary to prevent men from 
wronging their fellow men. In the effort to amass wealth they 
forget the rights of others and trample them under foot. They 
exact long hours of labor from their underpaid and underfed em- 
ployees and the highest prices from their customers. Immense 
fortunes are amassed by the most cruel and inhuman injustice 
to thousands and thousands who labor for the simple necessaries 
of life. They begin wrong in this respect and continue in that 
way to the end. Their children are educated to be selfish. 
The one thing uppermost in mind in the education of the young 
is to enable them to succeed materially and to make and ac- 
cumulate money. The good which they might do with their 
education to their kind is in most cases unthought of. Their 
success in future life is judged by the money they make and 
save, and not by the good they have done their fellow men. 

It seems to be human nature to seek and strive for the ac- 
quisition of more of this world’s goods. Where it comes from 
or who may be injured or deprived of his rights by its getting 
is, with a good many people, a matter of no consequence. From 
the cradle to the grave man is taught, and practices, this rule 
of selfishness which has brought sorrow to thousands and thou- 
sands of people. The accumulation of the millions of dollars 
now resting in the hands of a comparatively few people in this 
country has, in the main, been accomplished through the toil 
of the many underpaid employees who are still struggling on 
for a mere existence. Investigations have been going on, nota- 
bly in the great city of Chicago, to determine the wages paid, 
especially to women and girls, for their labor, and testimony has 
been taken to determine whether such an employee can live on 
$8 a week. With them it is not a question of the accumulation 
of money. That is not thought of. It is only a question of 
existence. Incongruous as it may seem, the distinguished gen- 
tlemen who carry on these investigations and the witnesses who 
are called upon to testify often spend more for one meal than 
the weekly allowances of many such employees. Thousands of 
these unfortunates are not paid even $8 a week. Indeed, the 
evidence tends to show, and I think it is a fact, that in this 
country the average wage for such employees does not exceed 
$5 a week. Take, for example, the department stores through- 
out the country. What I have said about the average wages 
paid applies to that industry. Women and girls labor for long 
hours for wages upon which it is almost impossible for them to 
subsist, while many of the proprietors of such establishments 
grow rich in money if not in good deeds. If any attempt is 


selfishness, 


made to reduce the hours of labor of such employees or to 
increase their wages, the employers rise up as one man and 
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declare that the wages are sufficient and the hours reasonab! 
and that to reduce them will ruin their business; and wh 
we are passing laws and making long speeches about contr 
and combinations in restraint of trade the injustice of 
employers toward the helpless employees receives but s 
attention. 

In the adjustment and payment of wages women and 
dren are the greatest sufferers. A woman equally com 
with a man, who does equally good and efficient service. 
not command the same wages a man receives. This is so 
only in the management of private corporations, but the ; 
discrimination is made, I am sorry to say, in publie e; 
ment. What are we to do, then, to remedy these pressing e 
First, stringent laws adequately enforced must be provid 


exclude vicious, ignorant, and otherwise objectionable 
grants. Second, the livelihood and independence of ci 


already here must be protected by securing to them reas 
wages and hours of labor. Third, the National Gove 
must regulate both prices and wages of corporations and 
viduals doing an interstate business. Fourth, these laws m 
be supplemented by State laws of a like kind regulating pri 
wages to be paid, and hours of labor. 
The future prosperity of this country and the perpetuation 
its institutions depend in a large measure upon maintaining 
prosperity and independence of the wage earners. Of 
years we have been fast falling into an unfortunate division 
the people into classes. The laboring man has accepted | 
position in one class, I am sorry to say, and the employer : 
so-called ruling class of the country are set over against h 
Nothing could be more unfortunate. There should be no cla 
in a free Republic like ours. Every man should be equal wi 
every other man, no matter what his calling may be. The ru! 
ing class in this country is the money class. Wealth and po. 
and position are arrayed against the men and women who | 
for a livelihood. They look upon themselves as superiors 
what they are pleased to call the “ lower classes.” 
The effective way to overcome this evil is to bring thes: 
classes nearer to an equality. This can be done only by elevat 
ing the station of the wage earners and by curbing the pov 
of the employer class. No better way occurs te my mind 
accomplish this result, so far as the making of laws is « 
cerned, than regulation of prices, wages, and hours of lab 
There is something wrong in the economy of things when 
employer can live in luxury and enjoy unlimited wealth, w! 
the country is speculating upon the question as to how low : 
wage is sufficient to maintain the wage earner with the nec 
saries of life. Acknowledging to the fullest extent the powe: 
eapacity, and ability of one man to earn and save money to 
greater extent than another, this does not account for 
differences in station between the employer and the emplo: 
Many of the skilled wage earners who are making a bare livi 
for themselves and their families are just as capable of earnine 
and amassing wealth as their employer. There is someth 
else besides capacity and earning power which makes the gre:! 
difference between the two. Sometimes it is opportunity, b 
that alone can not account for it. What is it, then. that mak 
this enormous difference between the man who rolls in exorbi 
tant and useless wealth and the equally capable, honest, and 
efficient man who toils day in and day ovt for a mere sul 
sistence? There must be something radically wrong in the !a 
and the sentiments of a country that will permit this distres: 
state of inequality between men who are equal with each ot! 
by the fundamental laws of the country. 
But, Mr. President, something more than the making of lav 
is necessary to wipe out the class lines that are dividing ou! : 
people. We must learn to know each other better and ¢ 
understand, appreciate, and sympathize with the trials, the 
problems, the sorrows, and afflictions of all classes, and, abov: 
all things, to see the good that is in all men, and to strive to 
make all men and all women understand and appreciate and 
to strive to cultivate the good that is within themselves. Thi: 
higher duty that rests upon each one of us was brought forcibly 
to my mind in an Easter Day editorial in the Philadel! phi: 
Times. ht 


rn 


) 


It was a sermon in itself, that I wish all men mich! 
read and practice its precepts. I give it here in full, becaus: 
of the lesson it teaches: 

“WHO SHALL ROLL US AWAY THE STONE?” 


“And they said among themselves, ‘Who shall roll us away the stone 
from the door of the sepuleher? And when they looked they saw that 
the stone was rolled away.’ (Mark xvi, 3-4.)” 

What could be more commonpl ce than a sordid boarding house 
managed by a cheating ae who is assisted by a sloven who is 
also a social outcast? Who could be more ordinary than the patrons— 3 
the painted lady, the shrew, the snob, the bully, the man of the world, 
the coward, the hussy, the sneak? . 

Into these meanest of surroundings and among these meanest ‘ 
people comes the passer-by. He rents the back room on the third floo 
associates with the motley lodgers. A change takes place. The intlu- 


























ence of the stranger underneath the troubled roof touches every life 
ile is first scorned, then ridiculed, then trusted and loved. 

lie does not preach. He expounds no creed. THe never mentions 
himself. He dresses as becomes a man of modest purse and quiet 
snosition; his bearing is that of gracious dignity; his voice is gentle 

t searching, betraying great strength of character. His knowledge 
of men is penetrating, going through the weaknesses and sins and back 

them to the noble, the upright, the generous, the saving quality that 
every human being has. Here is the theme. 
The passer-by accomplishes the reformation of the lodgers by his 
neal to their better nature—not a verbal appeal, but a silent appeal, 
in which he recognizes the divinity within them, the real behind the 
iise, the man beneath the shell. More than merely recognizing the 
good within each of the despicable characters, he serves that good 
His treatment of the hussy as a lady makes her aspire to be one; his 
onfidence in the integrity of the sneak begets the quality he recog- 
his belief in the purity of the sloven resolves her to be pure; 
s; salutation of the real and true in the painted lady shows her the 
greater beauty of genuineness. 

He lived a life of service, of unselfishness, but 
dered to— 
‘whatesover things are true, whatsoever things are honest, whatsoever 
tl ; are just. whatsoever things are pure, whatsoever things are 
lovely. whatsoever things are of good report. 

4nd they said among themselves, Who shall roll us away the stone 
from the door of the sepulcher? And when they looked they saw the 
tone was rolled away.” 

The passer-by who takes the back room on the third floor is the 
Savior of men He it is whose appeal to the better self rolls away the 
one while learned savants are discussing the 
by formulas, or even questioning if it can be rolled away at all. 


nizes: 


it was service ren- 





Christ it was who set the example. His whole life on earth was 
service; his whole appeal was to the better self. He delivered no lec 
tures, gave no dogmas, outlined no creed. ‘Go; thy faith has made 


thee whole,” is the burden of his teaching. He rebuked not the harlot. 
but those whe had contributed to her downfall! and sought to remind 
her ever of her condition he denounced. It had been a world of selfish 
ness: Christ set a new example of service. 

This golder thread runs through all literature, art, music, and history. 
It is the aa golden thread we have in the grimy garment that clothes 
the world, 

It is the theme in the quest of the Holy Grail: by contemplating the 
creat stone face we unconsciously grow like our ideal. 

The good bishop declared his faith in the better self of the galley slave, 
and gave us Jean Valjean, mounting toward God upon the stepping 
stones of his dead self. 

Parsifal, Mary of Magdala, The Servant in the House, The Message 
from Mars tell the same story. Always it is that of service or loyalty 
to one’s better self and the recognition of whatever there is of good in 

“Who shall roll us away the stone from the door of the sepulcher?” 

ihe Weodrow Wilson, during his work as governor of New 
jersey, sa ° 

“It is safe te take the advice and counsel of the common man. [Te 
understands life. He knows what it means to be close to the people. 
He understands what the people need, because he is one of them him 

if and feels what they feel. [Ile is in the current, and he knows the 
current —_ feels it and understands it better than the man who stands 
on the ban 

“T have noticed that since I was inaugurated governor of New Jersey 
that when men come before me on hearings on matters of legislation 

t of them know the legislation only as it affects them or 
They don’t know anything about the 
affects the entire community. 
on for advice in framing legislation. What we need is 
interested in legislation for the general people. 

‘T noticed in my campaign in New Jersey that when I spoke to a 
crowd of workingmen—the men who are on the make—I could get along 
faster with my speech than when I addressed men of leisure. The 
former understood at once what I was telling them, while I felt when 
addressing the latter that I had to explain to them the rudiments of 
what I was telling them There you have the difference.’ 

This proves Woodrow Wilson a leader of men in the noblest sense 
of that word. He did not discover any truth. The truth of all ages 
merely discovered him. 


business. 


men who are 


Christ picked his disciples from the humble workingmen because they 


understood. He spoke from the hillside to the multitude in simple 
words, because his message was to humanity and the heart of things. 
Li even of Christianity, in other religions, we are taught the same 
esson. 

Buddah had to escape, so runs the story of that “heathen” faith, 
from the thrall of loyalty and become a menial that he might save the 
people and preach the true gospel. Tolstoi learned the lesson and 
wore the garb and lived the life of a peasant. Victor Hugo, the most 
inspired interpreter of democracy, sought the ranks of labor to get the 
lesson he would impart to others. When Millet put on canvas the 
beauty of the sky at evening and depicted the better self returning 
thanks to its Maker, it is with the common people in the field that 
we bow our heads in worship, and with them we hear the music of 
the angels. 

From the loins of the common people have sprung the Icaders of all 
nations, the master minds of all times, the directing hands in every 
crisis. This is the lesson needed to-day. 

“Who shall roll us away the stone from the door of the sepuicher?” 

Not the church as it is to-day, neither the political parties, but servy- 
— the better self, the passer-by who is the type of the common 

The world dees not need more wealth; religion does not need more 
churches; humanity does not need more creeds and parties. A guide- 
book is not scenery. A cookbook is not nouristiment. A fashion plate 
does not protect against the elements. 

hy do we have socialism? Because it is the solution of the evils 
that canker our industrial system? No. It is merely a protest, a 
groping for a solution, a cry in the night. Nay, more. It is an indict- 
ment of the church as the church is; an exposure of the thing we set 
up and call democracy. 

Socialism appeals to man only because it promises equality. Yet 
only is what Christ taught, and equality is what democratic in- 
3 tutions should establish. The workingman is not irreligious—gquite 

e contrary. But why must he go to the lodge room, the labor union, 
th the saloon in order to find equality? Why the social settlements, 

e charitable organizations, the Salvation Army? 

t ch ho shall roll us away the stone from the door of the sepulcher ” 
of child labor, of the dark and disease-infected tenement houses, of the 
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overcrowded fire traps where men, women, and little children must work 
for a pittance in order to exist? 

“Who shall roll us away the stone from the door of the sepulche 
of women forced to prostitution by poverty, that worst of pov y known 
as profitable business, a poverty that is based on an inad ite wa 
system, in order that those higher up may live in luxury 


“Who shall roll us away the stone from the door of the sep 








that contains children wasted by disease, perishing want 
waier, pure air, pure food, and God's sunlight—-four things t 
be most free, yet four things that are most rare in our | 
centers? 
lus the frocked minister and the vested choir who entertain the 
stylishly clad congregation to-day, while the automobiles and earr 
await outside, any message to furnish concerning evi of child lat 
sweatshop conditions, the housing problems, starvation wages, t 
scarlet woman? Do they offer any solution of the wrong that makes 
it possible for the granaries that dot the prairi to be filled with whea 
while thousands form bread lines in our citi 
Easter Sunday! <And we turn our backs upon the poor bheca >a 
system of our making and toleration has made them poor and k 

them poor. We scorn the ignorant who have been deprived of ed i 
tion because our system has forced them to spend 12 hours a day in 
hard labor in order to live. We hold in contempt the criminal nal 
harlot, both by-products of our democracy and our Christianity We 
rg the sick and afflicted and, arraying ourselves in purple and ‘ine 
linen and frock coats and hobble skirts, traverse the peaco illevs i 
} our tabernacies and thumb tke gilt-edged prayer book—al!l to what 


means of removing it | 


| lie like a 





purpose 9 
To worship Him who was a carpenter's son and rode into Jerusalem 

upon an ass’s colt, who forgave the prostitute, drove out money char 

ers from the temple, and preferred to associate with fishermen lo 

Him who gave a life of service and bade his disciples to do likewise‘ 
No. We go through the ritual and genuflexions and mak v litt 

larger contribution to the plate as a celebration over the fact that I 

is over, because on Monday we may throw off even the guise of service in 

His name and openly play the shrew, the snob, the bully, the man o 

the world, the cheat, the coward, the hussy, and the sneak 

Ives 


} 


“And they said among *hemse ‘Who shall roll us away the stone 
from the door of the sepulcher?’ And when they looked they saw tl 
stone was rolled away.” 

The power of service, the love for the common man had rolled it 
away 

Does Easter mean this to you? Is it a resurrection of ir better 
self? 

Will this Easter cause any Hugo, Tolstol, or Lincoln to gaz t into 


the future and, by the eye of faith and dedication of himself 
passer-by on tlie third floor back—-to see the d 

“When all men’s good shall be every man’s rule, and universal 
shaft of light across the land and light the 
athwart the sea through all the cirele of the golden year? 


Mr. President, even the charities of the present day have be 


come commercialized. They are carried on as a business. They 
are doing more, perhaps, than almost any other influence to 
| make this Nation a country of mendicants and beggars. Take a 


concrete example: One of the millionaires of the day conceived 
that an easy and convenient way of ridding himself of some of 
his useless and burdensome millions and at the same time exalt 


their | ing himself would be the giving away of public-library buildings 
legislation as it | 
Now, these are not the men to depend 


They are always distinguished by having his name attached to 
them. These libraries have been constructed in cities and towns 
without number all over the country. These municipalities have 
made themselves the objects of charity, and more of them are 
begging for like favors. Any self-respecting community 
be ashamed to accept charity of this kind under any circum 
stances. Much more should they refuse to accept it 
from such a source. As a matter of simple justice and right the 
money thus accumulated belongs not to the dispenser of these 
charities but to the men, women, and children whose underpaid 
toil accumulated the fund. 


should 


as coming 


The extent to which this idea of commercializing charity has 
gone is well exemplified in a bill which passed one House 
of Congress at the last session entitled “A bill to incorpo 
the Rockefeller Foundation.” It is a marvelous thing that tl] 


idea of incorporating such an institution for charitable or ed 
cational purposes could have been considered by 
a moment. The trustees were named in the bill and included 
John D. Rockefeller and John D. Rockefeller, jr. It is perfectly 
understood that the money to be devoted to the carrying ont 
of the objects of this corporation will be the money of Mr 
Rockefeller, accumulated through the Standard Oil Co. S&S 
Congress is putting itself in the attitude of incorporating a com 
pany by law to dispense the millions accumulated by the 
Standard Oil Co., not alone for purposes of charity, but for the 
purpose of educating the people of the country. The b 
provides : 

That the object of the said corporation shall be to promote the w 
being and to advance the civilization of the people of the United Stat 
and its Territories and possessions and of foreign lands in the acqui 
tion and dissemination of knowledge; in the prevention and relief of 
suffering; and in the promotion, by eleemosynary and philanthropic 
means, of any and all of the elements of human progress. 

Just think for a moment of the extent to which these miilions 
are to be used to educate the public mind. One of its objects 
is to disseminate knowledge. Another is to promote any and 
all of the elements of human progress. The bill further 
provides— 


That for the promotion of such objects the said corporation shall 
have power to establish, maintain, and endow, or to aid others, whether 
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individuals, associations, or corporations, to establish, maintain, and 
endow institutions and other agencies for carrying on said objects, and 
any of them; to purchase, hold, sell, and convey real estate necessary 
for the said corporate objects, and to erect, improve, enlarge, and 
equip buildings or other structures necessary or convenient for said 
objects, or any of them, and to acquire, make, and furnish all necessary 
or convenient apparatus and other accessories; to employ and aid 
others to employ teachers, lecturers, assistants, and agents; to donate 
to any individual, association, or corporation eng wed in similar work, 
money or property, real or personal, which shall at any time be held 
by the sald corporation hereby constituted, subject to the terms of any 
gift, grant, bequest, or devise by which the said corporation shall have 
received the same 

The enormous amount of money allowed to be expended for 


these purposes may be gathered from a proviso of the bill, as 
follows: 
rhat the total amount of property held at any one time, including 
that which is held absolutely well as that which Its held in 
shall not exceed the value of $100,000,000, exclusive of increases in 
the value of property subsequent to its receipt by said corporation. 


as 


It must be understood in connection with this proviso that it 
does not limit the amount of money which may be used or con- 


trolled by the corporation for the purposes mentioned in the 
. : . ‘ i 
bill, or the amount of property which it may vest in other 
corporations or persons under such conditions as it may im- 


pose, which may run into many hundreds of millions of dollars, 
but only limits the amount of property in value which the cor- 
poration may hold at any one time, and it carefully excludes 
the increase of value after the property is acquired, which may 
run into many millions. The bill provides specifically for the 
ght of the corporation to convey property to other persons or 
oammenntionte as follows: 
any individual, association, 
money or property, real or pe 
time be held by said corporation hereby 
terms of any gift, grant, bequest, or devise by 
tion shall have received the same. 


To donate to 


or corporation engaged in 
similar work, 


rsonal, which shall at any 
constituted, subject to the 
which the said corpora- 


So we are asked to enact a law that will to a great extent vest 
in this great corporation the power to educate and direct the 
sentiment of the people of the country, as it may see fit, with 
money accumulated by criminal means. In other words, we are 
proposing to “farm out” to John Rockefeller and his asso- 
ciates the right and power to educate the people of the country. 
The extent to which this may be carried out is practically un- 
limited. The corporations and institutions of learning which 
may be established throughout the country in the hands of 
people who will be subservient to the interests and views of Mr. 
Rockefeller and his associates are without number or limitation. 

We do not want our children to be taught the ways nor the 
methods of John D. Rockefeller or his kind, nor to be generous 
with ill-gotten gains, nor to touch, handle, or profit by gold 
that should blister the fingers of the man who has accumulated 
it by extortion, oppression, and crime, and is now attempting to 
rid himself of it by giving it away, nor to become the receivers 
of stolen goods in the name and under the guise of charity. 

The corporation itself may not hold property worth more than 
a bundred million dollars at any one time, but it may control 
in the hands of others an unlimited amount. In addition to 
this, the corporation is authorized, after 50 years, to distribute 
this vast fund, to whom is not provided, and all personal prop- 
erty and funds of the corporation are made free from taxation 
by the United States or any Territory or District thereof; and 
in some of the States where property used for educational pur- 
poses is not taxable the whole of the property, real as well as 
personal, will be exempt from taxation. 

Mr. President, I have said that in its practical results, as a 
protection to the people, the antitrust act has proved a failure. 
I desire to reiterate and emphasize that statement. It provides 
as follows: 


Secrion 1. Every contract, combination in the form of trust or other- 


wise, or conspiracy in restraint of trade or commerce among the several 
States, or with foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. Every 
person who shall make any suck contract, or engage in any such com- 
bination or conspiracy, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
on conviction thereof shall be punished by fine not exceeding $5,000 or 
by imprisonment not exeeeding one year, or by both said punishments, 
in the discretion of the court. 


Sec. 2. Every persca who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopo- 
lize, or combine or conspire with any other person or persons to monop- 
olize, any part of the trade or commerce among the several States or 
with foreign nations shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and on 
conviction thereof shall be punished by fine not exceeding $5,000 or by 
imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in 
the discretion of the court. 

The first section of the act forbids only contracts, combina- 
tions in the form of trusts, or otherwise, or conspiracies in re- 
straint of trade or commerce. It does not make criminal any 
act of one individual or corporation against another, however 
oppressive or injurious, although the specific wrongful act in 
itself may be in restraint of trade or commerce. Such wrongfui 
acts, that should be themselves made criminal, may be proved 
only to establish the ultimate fact of an unlawful contract, com- 


trust, | 
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bination, or conspiracy. If this ultimate fact is not established 
the wrongful acts committed in restraint of trade must go un 
punished. 

The second section is subject to the same criticism. 
directed wholly against monopolies and not against 
wrong or oppression, however much or how directly such act 
tend to restrain trade or commerce. The wrongful acts a: 
not an offense against the statute and proof of them can bh 
made only to establish the ultimate fact of a monopoly or 
attempt or conspiracy to establish a monopoly. The acts them 
selves, some of which may be directed at one person or cor 
poration and some at another, are not punishable under thi 
section. There can be no doubt that the sole object and pur- 
pose of the act was to prevent contracts, combinations, and con 
spiracies in restraint of trade and nothing else. It was no 
intended to and does not forbid or render criminal specific act 
in restraint of trade or commerce. This is just as true of th 
section against monopolies as it is of the d6ther. Ip the Standard 
. S., 1) the Supreme Court said: 

There can be no doubt that the sole subject with which the first 
tion deals is restraint of trade, as therein contemplated, and that | 


attempt to monopolize and monopolization is the subject with which t! 
second section is concerned. 


It 


acts ¢ 


The court might have gone further and said, “And the only 
offense against the statute by its very terms is the contracting 
combining, conspiring, or monopolizing to restrain trade.” C 
tracts in restraint of trade were regarded, at common law, 
unlawful as against public policy. Monopolies by individua! 
were not considered or prohibited. Such :aonopolies as w: 
known in earlier days were created by act of the sovere 
power. In these later times a king’s patent is not necessary 
create a monopoly. They are created by a power greater th 
that of kings. In England monopolies by individuals were np 
forbidden, but specific wrongful acts, engrossing, forestalling 
forth, by which one person could secure to himsc!! 
property, the subject of trade, to the exclusion of others, we: 
provided against. 

In the Standard Oil case, already cited, the court constr 
the second section against monopolies as only supplementary 
to and in aid of the first against contracts, and so forth, in 
straint of trade. It is said: 


And a consideration of the text of the second section serves to est: 
lish that it was Intended to supplement the first and to make sure t! 
by no possible guise could the public policy embodied in the first sect 
be frustrated or evaded. 


The court says further: 


U ndoubtedly the words “to monopolize” and “ monopolize,” as us 
in the section, reach every act bringing about the prohibited resu!! 

he ambiguity, if any, is involved in determining what ts tatended I 
monopolize. But this ambiguity is readily dispelled in the light o 
the previous history of the law of restraint of trade, to which we | 
referred, and the indication which it gives of the practical evolutio 
by which monopoly, and the acts which produce the same result a 
monopoly—that is, an undue restraint of the course of trade—all ca: 
to be spoken of as and to be, indeed, synonymous with restraint « 
trade. In other words, having by the first section forbidden al! mear 
of monopolizing trade—that is, unduly restraining it by means of ev: 
contract, combination, ete.—the second section seeks, if possible, to 
make the prohibitions of the act all the more complete and perfec! 
by embracing all attempts fo reach the end prohibited by the first = 
tion—that is, restraints of trade—by any attempts to monopolize. « 
monopolization thereof, even although the acts by which such resu!t 
are attempted to be brought about or are brought about be not en 
braced within the general ennmeration of the first section. And, of 
course, when the second section is thus harmonized with and made 
it was intended to be, the complement of the first. it becomes obvi 
that the criteria to be resort to in any given case, for the purp 
of ascertaining whether violations of the section have been committ: 
is the rule of reason, guided by the established law and by the p! 
duty to enforce the prob ibitions of the act. and thus the public 
which its restrictions were obviously enacted to subserve. And it 
worthy of observation, as we have previously remarked concerning |! 
common law, that althongh the statute, by the comprehensiveness of 
the ennmerations embodied in both the first and second sections, m.! 
it certain that its purpose was to prevent undue restraints of ev: 
kind or nature, nevertheless, by the omission of any direct prohibit 
against monopoly in the concrete, it Indicates a consciousness that 
freedom of the individual right to contract, when not unduly or 
properly exercised, was the most efficient means for the prevention «° 
monopoly, since the operation of the centrifugal and centripetal f 
resulting from the right to freely contract was the means by w 
if no extraneous or sover: 
power imposed it and no right to make unlawful contracts having : 
monopolistic tendency were permitted. In other words, that free! 
to contract was the essence of freedom from undue restraint on the ri: 
to contract. 


Thus it appears that the only things forbidden by the stat 
ute are contracts, combinations, conspiracies, and monopolies in 
restraint of trade. When the court came to consider the reme:’! 
to be applied in the Standard Oil case the fact that the two 
sections of the statute had but one object in view was thus 
further emphasized: 


In applying remedies for this purpose, however, the fact must n« pt t . 
overlooked that injury to the public by the prevention of an uniie 
restraint on or the monopolization of trade or commerce is the founda 
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tion upon which the prohibitions of the statute rest, and, moreover, 
net one of the fundamental purposes of the statute is to protect, not 
to destroy rights of preperty. 

And the decree of the court below, which was affirmed, pro- 
ceeded upon the same theory and construction of the statute. 
Afver reviewing the contracts, conspiracies, combinations, and 
monopolies constituting the gravamen of the offense in that 
case the Supreme Court said. 

So far as the owners of the stock of the subsidiary corporations and 
he corporations themselves were concerned after the stock had been 





-ansferred, section 6 of the decree enjoined them from in any way 
piring or combining to violate the act or to monopolize or attempt 
monopolize in virtue of their ownership of the stock transferre d to 
hem. and prohibited all agreements between the subsidiary corpora 


t 
ti 
cou 
t 

t : : 
tions or other stockholders In the future tending to produce or bring 
about further violations of the act. 

Still further, in dealing with the nature and extent of the 
acts done necessary to bring it within the inhibitions of the 
statute, the court said: 

We say this since it does not necessarily follow because an illegal 
restraint of trade or an attempt to monopolize or a monopolization 
resulted from tne combination and the transfer of the stocks of the 
subsidiary corporations to the New Jersey corporation that a like 
raint or attempt to monopolize or monopolization would neces 
arise from agreements between one or more of the subsidiary 








corporations after the transfer of the stock by the New Jersey cor 
poration For illustration, take the pipe lines. By the effect of the 
transfer of the stock the pipe lines would come under the control of 


various corporations, instead of being subjected to a uniform control 
If various corporations owning the lines determined In the public in- 
terests to so combine as to make a continuous line, such agreement or 
combination would not be repugnant to the act, and yet it might 
be restrained by the decree 

ss another example, take the Union Tank Line Co., one of the 
s diary corporations, the owner practically of all the tank cars in 

by the combination If no possibility existed of agreements for 
t distribution of these cats among the subsidiary corporations the 
t t serious detriment to the public interest might result Conceding 
the merit, abstractly considered, of these contentions, they are irrele 
vant. Weso think, since we construe the sixth paragraph of the decree 
not as depriving the stockholders or the corporations, after the dis 
solution of the combinations, of the power to make normal and lawful 
contracts er agreements, but as restraining them from, by any device 
whatever, re-creating, directly or indirectly, the illegal combination 
which the decree dissolved. 

Mr. President, what was the remedy applied or attempted to 
be applied in the case? It was an attempt to annul the trust 
contracts. dissolve the combinations, and break up the monopoly 
held to be in violation of the statute. In my judgment this 
decree was as impotent and devoid of real practical beneficial 
results as the statute under and by virtue of which it was 
rendered. It served only to sever the contractual relations by 
which the several defendant companies were combined and 
confederated together. 

The numereuvs wrongful and oppressive acts committed by 
them in restraint of trade, and by which hundreds of legitimate 
competitors were ruined in business, went unpunished and they, 
whether alone or in future combinations, were left free to con- 
tinue such nefarious practices at will. This was no fault of 
the court. The law did not forbid these acts by which com- 
petitors were driven out of business, and provided no punish- 
ment for them. 

Not only so, Mr. President, but, under the express language of 
the opinion, any member of the subsidiary corporation might, 
after this decree, again combine together and do business subject 
only to be again dissolved, when the process could again be 
repeated. The subsidiary companies, aceording to the decree 
of the court below, numbered something like 46, and their com- 
bined capitalization ran up into many millions. The only effect 
of the decree worthy of consideration was to sever these cor- 
porations, restore to each of: them its stock held by the Standard 
Oil Co., and annul the certificates issued to each therefor. They 
are probably as much in sympathy with each other as before 
and will likely act together as much as ever, and certainly they 
may with impunity make such new combinations and contracts 
with each other as they please, so far as any effect of the 
decree is concerned. The result of it all is that the stock of the 
Standard Oil Co., and probably that of the other corporations, 
has increased in value, and the public, as far as one can see, has 
derived no benefit whatever from the action of the court. The 
one great weakness of the statute is that it does not provide 
in specific terms what shall constitute a contraet, combination, 
conspiracy, or monopoly in restraint of trade. No act is made 
unlawful or declared to be a contract or combination or mo- 
moe within the meaning of the statute. This weakness is 
rea pointed out in the opinion of the Chief Justice in the 
Standard Oil case. It is said: 


Fe lear as it seems to us is the meaning of the provisions of the 
ceatute in the light of the review which we have made, nevertheless 

ore definitely applying that meaning it behooves us to consider the 
qenteneSenss uw om one side or the other concerning the meaning of 
= statute, which, if maintained, would give to it in some aspects & 
sienen and in eyery view at least a somewhat different sig- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 















































1099 





In substance, the propositions urged by the Government are red 
to this: That the language of the statute e1 a V 
combination, etc., in restraint of trade, and + text | 
room for the exercise of judgment, but simply oses the pla 
of applying its prohibitions to every case within ij teral ' 
The error tnvolved lies in assuming the matter to be « ded 1 4 
true because, as the acts which may come under th la 3 st 1 in 
the first section and the restraint of trade to which that section ap; ; 
are not specifically enumerated or defined, it is obvi t l t 
must in every case be called into play in order to determine w! 


a particular act is embraced within the statutory classes and , 
if the act is within such classes, its nature or effect causes it to i 
restraint of trade within the intendment of the act . 8.9 rhe 
merely generic enumeration wh 
which it refers and the absence 
as used in the statute leaves room for but one 





*h the statute makes of the act to 
of any definition of restraint o ti 


that it was expressly designed not to unduly limit the applica 
the act by precise definition, but while clearly fixing a standard—that 
is, by defining the ulterior boundaries which could not be trar i 


with impunity—to leave it to be determined by t 


guided by the principles of law and the duty to apply and 
public poliéy embodied in the statute in every given cas ’ 
particular act or contract was within the contemplation of the ut 


The construction placed upon the statute by the court in this 


respect has been severely criticized. I think this has resu l 


from a misconception of the meaning of the court. It 
sumed that the court held that it was within its jurisd ! 
to determine to what extent the contract or other a ql 
was in restraint of trade; that is to say, whether it constity l 
an unreasonable restaint which alone would violate the , 
or only a reasonable restraint not within its te " 
studied the opinion with care, and I do not so construe it rhe 
court he'd, as I understand the language of the opinion, that 
as the statute dealt only in general terms and failed 

what acts must be done in order to bring the contra 


bination, and so forth, within its provisions the eourt n 

determine, in the light of reason, whether the ulti te acts 
of contracting or entering into conspiracies or com! ons 
were in fact in restraint of trade within the meaning of that 


term as used in the statute and therefore within its ! 
tions. This is quite a different thing from holding that if the 
court found that the act charged was one in restraint of trade 
it might still, in the light of reason, relieve the offending cor 
porations from an adverse decree, because, in the judgment of 
the court, the restraint was not great enough to bring it within 
the statute. If the latter was the ruling of the court, I ean 
not but feel that it was erroneous. The statute is intended to 
prevent the acts enumerated when they are in restraint of 
trade. The degree or extent of the restraint is wholly immate- 
rial. It is in restraint or not. If it is, it is within the express 
and unambiguous terms of the statute and unlawful Bu 
whether it is in fact in restraint of trade must be determined 
the contract made, the combination or conspiracy entered i 
or the acts done by the parties in carrying on trade or preve 
ing others from doing so, or all these combined, and this, und 
the general terms of the statute, must of necessity be det 
mined by the court in the light of reason and judgment. 

At the last session I intreduced a bill providing as follow 

Any person who shall himself, in his own name or for or in the name 


of any other person, corporation, association, or copartnership ry 
threat, intimidation, persuasion, or otherwise, prevent any other p« 
corporation, association, or copartnership from securing loans or cr 
or otherwise securing financial aid tn organizing or carrying 
lawful interstate business; or who shall by misrepresentation or ot 
wise destroy or attempt to destroy the credit of any pe n, corpor 
association, or copartnership engaged in such Interstate bn 
who shall willfully and for the purpose of preventing or hindering the 
organization or prosecution of any such lawful business by another 
or destroying the same, commence or prosecute any action at 

in equity in any of the courts, State or Federal; or who shall, for t 
purpose or with the intention of driving a competitor out of such |} 


ness or to prevent competition therein, sell or otherwise dispo f 
goods, merchandise, or other property for less than cost or so low «as 
to produce no profits; or who shall knowingly and willfully conspi: . 


corfederate with any other person, corporation, association, 

nership to so or otherwise obstruct or prevent the carrying } 

lawful interstate business by another shall be enilty of a felor ind 
fined not less than $100 nor more than $10,000 and be imprisoned at 
hard laber not less than 1 nor more than 14 years. 

The bill was intended to remedy, in smal! degree, one of the 
defects In the antitrust law by making unlawful specific acts 
in restraint of trade. To destroy the credit of a troublesome 
competitor is one of the worst and most common, as we!! as 
most successful, devices resorted to by big business to put him 
out of the way. It does not require any combination, ¢ 
spiracy, or monopoly to carry it out or accomplish the desired 
result. It is generally the work of some bank that deals in ¢! 
securities of railroad or other corporations. It may be done 
by one man as well as by many. It is not within the prohi 
tions of the Sherman antitrust law, as I have already pointed 
out, because that law does not provide against specific : 
The way it works is graphically shown in a book lately p 
lished entitled “Cannibals of Finance,” a very appropriate tit 
This book is a history of the struggles of one man against c 
petition maintained by just such practices as the bill introduced 
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by me is intended to prevent. The book is opened by this state- 
ment under the chapter heading “ The Siberia of finance” 

This is a true story of 15 years of persecution; a battle day by day 
for the right to live and create; a battle with the unfair and destruc- 
tive methods of the so-called Money Trust, and I can assure my readers 
that no sufferers in Siberia are more deserving of your sympathy than 
those who are being daily sentenced by the Money Trust to the Siberia 
of finance. 

There may be no chain gangs. They may not travel in cattle cars 
nor walk thousands of miles in the snow, but the Money Trust is as 
autocratic and wields as great a power as the Czar of Russia, and the 
Siberia to which I have been sentenced at their command has given to 
me and many others as great mental and physical suffering as the 
Siberia of Russia, 

Then follows a history of financial persecution that should 
shock the whole Nation and ‘open the eyes of legislators who 
really desire to check the power of big business and unlimited 
capital, which holds that power by practices that makes trade 
and business, as conducted by such men, a by-word and reproach 
to the whole country. The book would be a revelation to people 
who do not already know something of the methods of the 
money kings, the “cannibals of finance.” It shows how com- 
petitors in railroad building and other legitimate enterprises are 
ruined financially, and their competitive industries destroyed by 
receiverships obtained by frand and perjury, midnight injunc- 
tions issued by subservient judges, and credit destroyed by mis- 
representation, deceit, and the criminal use of unlimited financial 
power. It is not an unusual experience in the unsavory affairs 
of high finance. It is only that in this case the story has been 
given out to the public. Few will read it, perhaps. Of those 
who do some will not believe; but it will not: fail to attract at- 
tention to this great evil. 

The bill introduced by me was referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. Presumablv it found no favor there, as it was never 
heard of again. Notwithstanding that, I have again introduced 
it at this session, hoping for its more favorable consideration. 

If anything more were needed to prove the inadequacy of the 
antitrust law to accomplish beneficial results, it has been fur- 
nished by the late exhaustive hearings and investigations of 
the subject, and the report made thereon by the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee of the Senate under a resolution providing as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce is_ hereby 
authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to inquire into 
and report to the Senate at the earliest date practicable what changes 
are necessary or desirable in the laws of the Tnited States relating to 
the creation and control of corporations engaged in interstate conimerce, 
and what changes are necessary or desirable in the laws of the United 
States relating to persons or firms engaged in interstate commerce, and 
for this purpose they are authorized to sit during the sessions or recesses 


of Congress at such times and places as they may deem desirable or 
practicable. 











































































The hearings covered weeks of time and cost the Government 
thousands of dollars. They consisted mainly of opinions, 
theories, and speculations of supposed or self-constituted ex- 
perts. If anything of practical importance resulted from the 
hearings, it is not disclosed by the report of the committee. The 
majority report of the committee was prepared, it is under- 
stood, by the able and distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
CUMMINS], who has given the subject long, careful, and intel- 
ligent study; but it brings neither consolation nor hope to an 
overburdened and oppressed people. It is distinctly disappoint- 
ing that it contains practically nothing of value as an aid to 
future legislation on a subject so important and far-reaching. 
The report says: 


The committee will recur to this subject in connection with another 
aspect of the judicial power, and contents itself now with a statement 
of its conclusion that there should be further legislation specifically 
prohibiting certain forms of association, combination, or monopoly whic 
admittedly+restrain trade and commerce among the States and with 
foreign nations, but which may be held by the courts to be indirect or 
remote interferences. 


And again: 


The committee does not intend in this report to indicate the terms 
of the act or acts that should be passed to supply the court with such 
legislative tests and standards as will limit the scope of judicial dis- 
cretion. To do so would be to report upon the bills now before it, and 
that the committee is not prepared to do. It is prepared, however, to 
say that Congress should, in so far as is possible, specifically prescribe 
certain conditions upon which persons and corporations shall be per- 
mitted to engage in commerce among the States and with foreign 
nations. These conditions should be of a character that will tend to 
preserve reasonable ee or substantially competitive conditions, 
and to compel independence in both organization and conduct. The 
should be so clear that the business world can understand them an 
go confidently forward, guided by them. 

Not only should such conditions be imposed upon those who are 
engaged or propose to engage in commerce among the States, but our 
legislation should further recite certain known forms of combination 
and declare them to be unlawful because in restraint of trade. With 
respect to other forms, we should declare that if restraint is estab- 
lished the burden of proof is upon the persons or corporations involved 
to show that the restraint is reasonable. 
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The committee does not conceal the difficulty of reaching an agr 


just outlined, but it has 


no hesitation in reporting that legislation of the general chara: 
pointed out is both wise and necessary. 
It will be seen that the committee is inclined to follow in 


the line of the present antitrust law and confine legislation to 
“forms of combination supposed to be in restraint of trade,” 
and not to specific acts certainly and obviously having that 
effect. 
lation should “further recite certain known forms of combin: 
tion and declare them to be unlawful 
trade.” 
in restraint of trade unlawful and punish them but to render i: 
illegal to form a combination by and through which such acts 
may be better and more successfully committed. 
what I mean, let me take a story said to have been told by oi 
of the high officials of the Standard Oil Co. of the means usei 
by that company to dispose of one of its competitors: 


This is evident from the recital in the report that legis 


because in restraint of 
In other words, it is proposed not to make specific act 


To illustrate 


Well, it is quick work putting them asleep. I had a man in ow 


Cincinnati office who had saved about $100,000; he found out that t! 
Standard Oil had practically no trade in one of the Southern Stat 


He resigned from our employ, moved down there, and in three y 


built up a business that netted him between forty and fifty thousand 
dollars per year. 


Oh, he was a good hustler, 
mind that we wanted his business. 
and what do you suppose? He had the nerve to refuse it. 

Well, I put in a system of oil wagons and sold oil at 1 cent ; 
gallon less than it cost him to get it. The next year I sold at 2 cent 
less than it cost him to get it. He was a good fighter and met ou 
prices, but it was useless. No one would Jend him money or help 
him, althongh he tried in every way to get financial aid. They knew 
we were after him and would get him in time. We cleaned him on 
in a little over two years. Such a fool not to sell out for the $200,000 
that I offered him! 

There could be no more direct or effective means than this of 
destroying competition and restraining trade. It required no 
combination, no contract, no conspiracy to carry it out. Ii 
could be done by one company or one man as well as a dozen. 
That just such acts have been done in hundreds of cases to the 
destruction of competitive business by the Standard Oi! and 
other corporations there is not the slightest doubt. But they 
are not within the Sherman antitrust law. They would not ix 
within it if every amendment of or change in that law sug 
gested by the Committee on Interstate Commerce in its report 
were enacted into law. The trouble is that we are legislating 
against the shadow and not the substance of the offenses that 
are so seriously affecting the people. If we are going to accom 
plish anything worth while, we will have to change frout en 
tirely and commence to make specific acts in restraint of trade 
unlawful and punish them accordingly. 

Mr. President, what we want in the great struggle that is going 
on between the trusts and other forms of the money power is no! 
mere theories or theorists, but common sense and practic 
knowledge. We do not need an expert to tell us that to destroy 
the business of a weak competitor by a powerful corporation, b) 
selling for less than cost, is a great wrong and in restraint o! 
trade. The destruction of a man’s business by depriving hii of 
credit to remove him from competition is not a theory, but a 
fact. The man who does these things deserves to be in tlic 
penitentiary as much as the thief or the burglar; but we bave 
made no law against such acts, but allow them to go unpunished 

Mr. President, laws enacted to make men fair and honest in 
business are generally unsatisfactory and disappointing when 
it comes to their enforcement. We passed a law at the last se 
sion which I am afraid will fall within this class. It is 
law providing for the physical valuation of railroad properties 
I was glad to support the bill because, in principle, it is right 
and just. But it will, I am sure, fail to accomplish beneticia! 
results to any such extent as is expected of it. The prime 
objects of such valuation are to determine the question of the 
reasonableness or unreasonableness of the issue of stock and 
bonds of the corporation and to arrive at the rates such comi- 
panies may justly impose. But without additional legislation 
it will fail of its purpose. If the value of the corporate proper- 
ties could be ascertained with reasonable accuracy and how 
much of this value had been paid for by the stockholders, and is 
legitimately a part of the investment of the company of its own 
money, something practical and tangible might result. sul 
unless this is done the immense values of railroad property will 
be ascertained and a great part of that value will have been 
contributed by shippers and other patrons of the corporations. 
It will not disclose the capital or investments of the corpora- 
tions. 

They will get the advantage, in such a valuation, of property 
paid for by the patrons of the roads in unreasonable and 
excessive rates; and, if future rates are fixed, in whole or in 
part, on such valuations the shippers will be paying rates on 
their own investments and not on that of the company. The 


and we made up ou 
I offered him $200,000 to sell o 
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only just thing toe do, in ascertaining such value, is not only to 
fnd the actual worth of the property, but to deduct from it the 
amounts paid for it out of the earnings of the corporation. In 
other words, the right of the corporation to issue stock and 
honds and charge rates, especially the latter, should depend 
upon the property owned by it and paid for with its own 
money. The amount of bonds issued, or money borrowed, is 
not a safe guide in determining the amount of a company’s 
investment by any means. Stocks and bonds issued, and the 
fonds realized from their sale, do not accurately indicate the 

ount invested ostensibly for construction or improvements. 
They too often find their way into the pockets of the pro- 
moters, officers, and stockholders of the company, while its 
property is being paid for out of earnings derived from rates 
paid by shippers. The rights of such corporations to charge 
ates or te issue stock or bonds can never be fairly based on 
roperty valuations until you can segregate the amount paid 
herefor by the company. The patrons of a_ public-service 
corporation should not be required to pay rates based on the 
yalue of property that they haye paid for. The company is 
entitled to a reasonable return on own investment and 
nothing mere. 

One conspicueus exception to the unsatisfactory character of 
Jation of this kind is the act*creating the Interstate Com- 
i Commission and defining its powers. It differs very 
materially from the antitrust statute in that it gives the com- 
mission continual supervision over corporations under its juris- 
‘ ion and enables it to discover any unlawful or unjust pro- 

lings on their part and provide and enforce a _ practical 
remedy. Sometimes these remedies are not as drastic as they 
should be, but they are always ready to be and generally are 
applied with promptness. . 

Mr. President, this same supervision should be extended to 
other corporations doing an interstate business, and the States 
hould enact and enforce like remedies within their own juris- 


I 
t 
its 


] ‘ 


erce 


ions. There is no reason, sir, why the powers of this com- 
mission should not be extended to the matters so feebly deait 
with under the antitrust law. Let the Interstate Commerce 


Commission be given power to investicate any corporation or 
corporations charged with or suspected of contracting, combin- 
ing, conspiring, or monopolizing in restraint of trude, and to dis- 
solve the combination and place the offending corporations in 
the hands of a receiver. whose duty it shall be to close up the 
business of such corporations. It is not enough to dissolve the 
combination. The corporations themselves should be dissolved 
nd their business wound up. In addition to this the officers of 
the corporation should, when the unlawful combination is estab- 
lished, be punished by imprisonment, not in the county jail, as 
for a mere misdemeanor, but in the penitentiary. The offens« 
is worse than that of the thief or the burglar and should be 
punished accordingly. It is worse. because its perpetrator not 
only steals, but he violates a trust that any honorable man 
would regard as sacred. One of the great troubles is that botb 
the legislative bodies and the courts deal too leniently with this 
; of criminals. By the antitrust law the stealing of millions 
of dollars and the destruction of the business cf thousands of 
en are made mere misdemeanors punishable by a fine of not 
exceeding $5,000 or imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by 
both, “in the discretion of the court,” while the poor thief who 
steals a hundred dollars, or even less, is made a felon and sen- 
tenced to long years in the penitentiary. And yet, theoretically, 
all men are equal before the law. Even the mild punishment 
of one year’s imprisonment is rarely imposed by judges. They 
exercise their diseretion in favor of the convicted criminal, with 
rare exceptions. It is a matter of wonder and of deep concern, 
this sympathy of judges for the rich and powerful criminals. 

There is nothing to be done if laws for the protection of the 
weaker many from the criminal oppression of the rich and pow- 
erful few are to be made effective but.to take away the discre- 
tion of the weaklings on the bench, make the crime a felony, 
and imprisonment imperative. As I have said. this will not 
mike honest men who commit such crimes. They may, and 
some of them doubtless will, continue their nefarious practices. 
Just as others continue to commit crimes of different kinds for 
which severe penalties are imposed, but it will have a whole- 
Some and deterrent effect and do substantial justice. 

sut, sir, while we are dealing out justice to the criminals who 
use their powers unjustly through powerful corporations or 
their own great wealth we should be equally careful in protect- 
ing honest corporations and individuals of wealth in their 
rights. Sueh as these who desire to obey the law and respect 
the rights of competitors in business and the general public 
suffer injustice as the result of the misdeeds of the unworthy. 
It makes no difference how big a corporation is or how wealthy 
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the individual their rights are as sacred and should be just as 
jealously protected as the weaker eOmpetitor 

Mr. President, there are many reforms yet to be brought 
about—reforms so closely connected with each other that the 
achievement of one without the other amounts to little. 
Regulation of wages and hours of labor. protection of the free 
dom of trade, and prices to be charged to consumers belong to a 
class, and reforms in all of these should go hand in hand. The 
establishment of one is important if the others are to follow, 
but all of them are necessary for anything like adequate pro 
tection of the people. I suppose we are likely soon to have re 
form tariff regulation, as the dominant party. with all branches 
of the Government under its control, is pledged to tariff reform. 

If this means only a reduction of the tariff, it will b de 
lusion and a snare that will react upon the party thut brings it 
about. There are industries in this country that 
protected and others that are not. Overprotection, or so-called 
protection where none was needed, has contributed largely to 
the building up of immense fortunes and powerful combina 
tions that are now throttling competition. restraining trade, and 
destroying legitimate and worthy competition. The high tariffs 
were brought about to a very great extent by the oft-repented 
claim that they were necessary for the protection of the wae 
earners. But they have not protected the laboring men nesrly 
so much as the greedy and often unscrupulous employers. The 
protected industries pay no higher wages than the unprotected 
ones, and the wages paid bear no fair relation to the profits of 
the business or the amounts pocketed by the proprietors or 
steckholders of the protected industries. Instend of paying 
higher wages because of the protective tariff, thus encouraging 
American citizens to become and continue wage earners, the pro 
tected trusts and other big business have immorted cheap foreign 
labor, driven our own people away from the manufactory and 
the shop, and degraded the one kind of labor that should be 
encouraged and made respectable. 

It might be an excellent thing in harmonizing the tariff sand 
wages to allow the Interstate Commerce Commission to dete 
mine whether fair wages are being paid by any concern: and 
if not, to compel the employer employing foreign laborers and 
paying European wages to pay the 


but 


‘ } 
i 


are ove 


same turiff on its manu 
factured goods that are enforced against foreign importations 
until its wages are increased to a fair scale for American work 


men. If we are sincere in our claim of protecting our workmen 
from the competition of cheap foreign labor we could do so 
effectually in this way. 

If a high tariff did in fact protect the wag 
cheerfully stand for its continuance, even a 
bigher prices to the consumer: but if 
the benefits of a bigh tariff, it is 


» earner I would 
I at the ex pense of 
the laborer gets any of 


infinitesimal in compxrison 


with that of his millionaire employer. Unfortunstely. the 
tendency of reform tariff legislation seems to be to commence 
at the wrong end and reduce the tariff where it will do the 
least good and maintain it where it does the most harm. The 
evident purpose of the so-called tariff experts is, so far as 
progress hus been made, to deprive the farmers, who ure the) 
selves laboring men and wage earners in most cases, of all pro 
tection and preserve it to the trust and millionaire manuf: 
turers. This would be a fatal mistake. The manufacturer 
with his millions generally needs no protection. In most « 

our manufacturers and business men can compete with the 
world and make profits. They can and do sell their goods 
cheaper in foreign markets than at home. With the farmer, 


in many cases, it is different. 

$y maintaining a high protective tariff we have made ti 5 
and combinations possible, and now we are att 
poor suecess to enact and enforce laws to dissolve the 


mpting w 


power 


ful combinations of wealth that we by law have created. I am 
afraid we will make a show of reguisting and reducing the 
tariff where it can not hurt us—in politics—and still proteet 


the powerful influences that are now and have been for a long 
time ruling our politics and the affairs of government. I be 





lieve in the protection of our home industries of every kind 
where protection is really needed. I do not believe in tariff 
laws that result in abnormal profits with all their accompany 
ing evils. 


Our Democratic friends are divided into advocates of tariff 


for revenue only and free traders. I do not believe in either, 
but of the two I sympathize most with the free trader. If 


we are to levy a tariff only with a view of raising money to 
carry on the affairs of government, we bad better resort to 4d 

rect taxation and be done with it. It will distribute the burden 
more evenly, and be more just to all concerned. and tend to 
economy in government. If a tariff is to be levied, it should be 
for protection of our industries, and levied upon products that 
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will afford that protection. The raising of revenue should be an 
incident only to this objectand no tariff should be levied on the 
theory that it will or that it is necessary to raise revenue. 
The Democratic Party has the power and the opportunity to so 
regulate, equalize, and adjust the tariff along just and right 
lines, as to supply the Government with the necessary revenues, 
protect worthy and struggling industries that need and deserve 
to be protected, withdraw it from the powerful industrial con- 
cerns that do not need, but have abused the power and advan- 
tage it has already given them and do no one harm or injustice. 
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One of the first steps to this end should be the establishment of | 


a competent and nonpartisan tariff commission and the removal 
of tariff legislation from the baneful influence of politics. It is 
a task that calls for the highest wisdom and patriotism. 


livion from which the partisanship and folly of the Republican 
Party has enabled it to emerge. But to entitle it to continue 
in power it must do more than this. It must pass such legisla- 
tion as will protect the people from the tyranny and oppression 
of the money power wielded by the great trusts and com- 
binations that have grown up and prospered under the mis- 
rule of the reactionary wing of its old enemy, the Republican 
Party. 

The wage earner must be protected in his earnings and 
sonable hours of labor, the consumer in reasonable prices, 
the whole people must be protected in their independence 
liberty. There must be no dominating or superior class in 
country. The equality of all men must be made a reality and 
not a theory. This must be made and maintained as a govern- 
ment of the people. If the Democratic Party can and will ac- 
complish these results, demanded by the people, it may live 
and maintain itself in power. If it does not, its reign will be 
brief. If neither of the old parties can or will restore the gov- 
ernment to the people as our forefathers handed it down, then 
a new party will be raised up that will do the people’s will. 
It will not be a one-man party, or one founded on hatred and 
disappointed ambition, or one dominated or controlled by dis- 
appointed trust promoters and political bosses, or designing 
trust magnates seeking through it to advance their own inter- 
ests and ambitions. It will be a party of the people’s own 
making, founded on justice, fair dealing, and disinterested pa- 
triotism. I am ready to give the Democratic Party a fair trial. 
I have no political ambitions of my own. I am willing to wait 
and see and to lend my aid to that party or any other to 
bring about just and beneficent laws through and by which the 
whole people may be brought into their own and their just 
rights fostered and protected. May the day soon come when 
political parties will be patriotically striving for the good of 
the whole Nation, and not for the loaves and fishes and their 
own political gain and advantage; when parties will be governed 
by principles of right and justice, and not by ambition, self- 
seeking, and greed for place and power. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 2441) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1914, and for other purposes, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations with an amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


rea- 
and 
and 
this 


Ashurst Fletcher Martin, Va. Smith, Ga. 
Bacon Gallinger Martine, N. J. Smith, Md. 
Borah Gronna Nelson Smith, Mich. 
tradley Hitchcock O'Gorman Smoot 
Brady Hollis Oliver Stephenson 
srandegee Hughes Overman Stone 
sristow James Owen Sutherland 
Bryan Johnson, Me. Page Swanson 
Burton Johnston, Ala. Perkins Thomas 
Clapp Kern Pomerene Thompson 
Clark, Wyo. La Follette Ransdell Townsend 
Clarke, Ark. Lane Robinson Vardaman 
Colt Lippitt Root Walsh 
Cummins Lodge Saulsbury Warren 
Dillingham McCumber Shafroth Williams 
Fall McLean Sheppard Works 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators have answered 
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Let the appropriation bill be now 
proceeded with. I ask unanimous consent that the formal read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with. There is only one amendment 
by the committee, and I desire to have the committee amend- 
meut first considered. I ask unanimous consent that that course 
may be taken, 


If it | 
misses the opportunity or prostitutes the power the people have | 
given it to base or partisan purposes, it will return to the ob- | 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. BACON. I may have misunderstood the Senator from 
Virginia. I did not understand him to ask that the reading 
of the bill be dispensed with but that the formal reading be 
dispensed with. It has to be read at some time. It has nev: 
been read in the Senate, I understand. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I ask that the formal reading of 
the bill may be dispensed with. 

Mr. STONE. And that it be read now for amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to dispensi 
with the formal reading of the bill? The Chair hears nom 
The Secretary will proceed to read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill and read to line 2 
on page 6, the last item read being as follows: 

Caspar, Wyo., post office: For completion of building under pr« 
limit, $25,000. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I call attention to a clerical err 
at the top of page 6. ‘“ Caspar” should read “ Casper.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 6, line 1, strike out “ Caspar” 
insert “ Casper.” 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I have no objection to the « 
rection. I do not think it is necessary, as the sound is the sai 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendni 
will be made. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The amendment 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 1/2 
after line 16, to strike out: 

Hereafter vacancies occurring in the membership of the Board 
Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers s! 
not be filled until the whole number of members of such board is 
duced to five, and thereafter the number of members constituting 
board shall not exceed five. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line » 
page 129, the last item read being the following: 

Enforcement of antitrust laws: For the enforcement of antit: 
laws, including not exceeding $10,000 for salaries of necessary emplo} 
at the seat of government, $300,000: Provided, howerer, That no p 
of this money shall be spent in the prosecution of any organization 
individual for entering into any combination or agreement having 
view the increasing of wages, shortening of hours or bettering the 
ditions of labor, or for any act done in furtherance thereof, not 
itself unlawful: Provided further, That no part of this appropriat 
shall be expended for the prosecution of producers of farm products : 
associations of farmers who cooperate and organize in an effort to : 
for the purpose to obtain and maintain a fair and reasonable pric 
their products. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator fr 
Virginia [Mr. Martin], in charge of the bill, if he prefers th 
the reading be concluded before any amendment is offered? 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will say to the Senator t! 
I should prefer that the reading of the bill be finished. A 
amendments that are in order may then be presented. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is quite agreeable to me. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I ask the chairman of the co 
mittee if there is any written report upon the proviso whi 
has just been read, as to what it means and as to what pur) 
is to be accomplished by it? 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. There was no written report: 
only a formal report submitted to the Senate with the bi 
That proviso is in totidem verbis as it was when this same | 
passed through the conference committee, passed the 1t\ 
Houses, and went to the President at the last session of ©: 
gress. 

Mr. BORAH. I so understand. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning at line 1, pag 
130, and continued to line 12, on page 142, the last item rea: 
being the heading: “ Under the Department of Commerce ani 
Labor.” 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, it is evident that this bill is 
copy of the one that passed at the last session, and that t! 
word “Labor” should be stricken out on page 142, as the « 
partment now is the Department of Commerce. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Of course, I could not say | 
there is no word change in the bill, but I certainly think the 
is no substantial change. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I want to ask the chairman 
the committee, does not the bill, as we formerly passed it, }"! 
vide in terms that so much of the money as has been appro}! 
ated and that shall be appropriated by this-act and by the ! 
dian appropriation act may be divided between the Departine 
of Commerce and Labor? Perhaps the Senator has a copy ' 
the former bill before him. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. 
















That provision is certainly made 
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Senator from Ohio. in the Senate. That one amendment reported by the committee 





| 
Mr. WARREN. I think that is provided for, I will say to the | made in the bill except one amendment which was made here 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I should like to ask the | and approved by the Senate struck out of the bill a provision 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations a question. These | which reduced the number of the Board of Governors of the Sol 
appropriations are all under the head of the Department of | diers’ Homes. There were, I think, 11. They received no 
Commerce and Labor, and, if I understand it correctly, some of salary, but only actual expenses going to and from the places 
the appropriations go to the Department of Commerce and some | where the meetings of the board were held. While I w very 


of them go to the Department of Labor. Is that correct? 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. That is correct; simply conform- 
ing to the law creating the Department of Labor. 


| anxious to see the bill pass just as it had been passed at the 

| last session without crossing a “t” or dotting an “i,” I felt 

| that there could be no real harm in making this one exception 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then, I suggest to the chairman that | rather than excluding from that board any of the old soldie1 

the word “ Department” should be made “ Departments "—that | who are already on the board and who did not wish to see any 
should be in the plural and should read “ Under the Depart- | change made. So the committee made that one amendment 

ents of Commerce and Labor.” With that excention, the bill as it stands now befo 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the | is identically the bill which passed both Houses o 

Senator from Utah will be stated. the last session. 

The Secretary. On page 142, in the heading, beginning in| I will say, Mr. President, that my anxiety to avoid all amend 

line 11, it is proposed to strike out the word “Department” and | ments, particularly amendments increasing appropriations 


ll re the Senate 
€ Congrec« at 
i ¢ ongre 3 n 


to 
to insert in lieu thereof the word “ Departments,” so that it will | covering items of appropriation not glready contained in the 
bill, was due to this conviction on my part: If we appropriate 
for the expenses of conducting the Government once a year 
the regular session of Congress, which meets in December each 
year—if we make the appropriations then that are required for 
the next ensuing financial year—I think we are approprint 
fast enough. I believe the necessities of the public . ‘ 
be amply provided for when we discharge that duty on 
year. I think it is a bad practice, and I think it would be 


unfortunate course, to undertake, whenever we happen to li 


read: 
Under the Departments of Commerce and Labor. 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I have no objection to that, though 
I do not think it is at all necessary. I think the context of the 
bill makes it perfectly clear. I do not, however, -nake any ob- 
jection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not want to interfere un- 
reasonably with the reading of the bill, but I desire to offer 


: : +¢ an extraordinary sessio f Congress, to go into the matter of 
n amendment on page 181. I will offer it later, however, if the | ®! ress ao 7 — ion = . oa ; a go i ¢ ! | om er of 
a Rie . . . . appropr ia ms r * con ic Oo 1c uSIness ) . mover 
Senator from Virginia desires that the reading of the bill shall - p NG PALES SUS tae Conem me DUSINESS OF th em 
nent. 


first be concluded. as Ba ie i ne 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will say to the Senator from | We hear a great deal about unnecessary appropriations and 


Massachusetts that I hope he will permit the reading of the | C*@™@vasance in the expenditure of public moneys; and no 
bill to be finished. Then he can go back and offer any amend- | 40Ubt there is some occasion for criticisms of that sort. We 
ment he sees fit at any point in the bill. :. will never have a government that will be free from all weak 
Mr. LODGE. Very well. points and free from all abuses; but enough errors creep into 
Mr. SMOOT. I desire to reserve an amendment to the bill | 0U% @Pprepriation bills when we take them up only once a yeal 
to strike out lines 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, on page 169, or if the Senate and I feel that it is entirely unnecessary to go into these matter 


of appropriations for the public service at this extraor 
session of Congress. 


do not decide to strike out that clause, then I shall call up 
Senate resolution No. 3, which passed the Senate on March 17, | T) { Mr. President. I lool his bill f 
» . * . oy . * es = , P res] T look Nor is | ag a niece of 
13. I will explain it to the Senator from Virginia when we Aen, (00, Sir. FS Tesident, upon th 

reach it | completed legislation. It had the very best care that could | 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will say, Mr. President, so that bestowed upon it by the committees of the respective Tous 


there may not be any further misunderstanding about it, I an- by both Houses themselves, and by the conference committees 
nounced at the outset that when the reading of the bill was of the two Houses. It was scrutinized as closely as it cou 
completed amendments could be offered; that it was not con- | Possibly be scrutinized; weeks were expended in hearings 
templated that any interference would be had with amend- | the other House; and every item in the bill was 1 . ol 
ments by finishing the reading of the bill or with the desire of | scrutinized, but most of them were discussed, considered, l 


deliberately agreed upon. I believe, Mr. President, that 
free from objections and as just and as reasonable a su 
civil appropriation bill as ever passed the Congress, 

The amount appropriated by the bill, $116.795,327.01, is ! 
amount: but it is in round numbers about $25.000,000—I w 
not take the time to read the figures with absolute exactness 
less than the amount estimated to be necessary by the d 


any Senator to offer an amendment to any section or clause or 
sentence in it. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
ers an amendment, which will be stated. ; 4 200 : iis 
The Secretary. On page 129, line 13, it is proposed to strike partments of the Government ; and $1,332 000 in round numb 
out all after the numerals “$300,000” to and including the | '¢*s than the amount appropriated for the preceding fiscal year 
word “ products,” in line 24, in the following words: So that the bill as now pre sented to the Senate appropri: 
Provided, however, That no part of this ssenep shall be spent in the | ae ee = foro ee eo eeeeens:, Se 
prosecution of any ‘organization or individual for ‘entering inte any nearly a million and a half dollars less than was appropriated 
mbination or agreement having in view the increasing of wages, | for the preceding financial year. I think, Mr. President, t] 
Shortening of hours, or bettering the conditions of labor, or for any | those figures justify the statement which I have made that 
act done in furtherance thereof, not in itself unlawful: Provided fur- ; 





ee 
on 





ther, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended for the | bill has been carefully considered and that all of the pre 
prosecution of producers of farm products and associations of farmers | tions that could be exercised have been exercised to keep the 
who cooperate and organize in an effort to and for the purpose to ob- | expenses of the Government within proper lit 
5 tain and maintain a fair and reasonable price for their products. I will not take the time of the Senate to go furthe1 ie 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, if the Senator | details. The general statement I have made will explain to the 
from New Hampshire will excuse me for intervening at this | Senate what the bill is. It is, as Senators all kno st 
moment, I merely wish to make a brief general statement—not | exclusively an appropriation for liabilities which exist against 
a diseussion of the amendment which he offers—but before | the Government under previous legislation. With few exce] 
amendments are taken up I should like to submit just a few | tions the bill simply provides for meeting the obligations of the 
words explaining the bill. | Government as the coupons of the bonds of the Government hay 
Mr. GALLINGER. I shall be pleased, Mr. President, to | to be met. Under previous legislation obligations have resulted, 
withhold the amendment for that purpose. I think it is desir- | the Government has become liable, and the sundry civil bil! f 
able that the bill should be explained. the most part simply appropriates the money to meet th 
: Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I hesitated to take | obligations which, under previous legislation, have be 
= even the very few moments necessary for that purpose, because | imposed upon the Government. 
1 I felt reasonably sure that every Senator present understood the Now, Mr. President, if we undertake to depart from 
bill thoroughly well. It is verbatim et literatim the bill which | policy which I have indicated and the policy which controlled 
passed both Houses of Congress after an agreement of the con- | the committee, we will open a wide field for increased appr 


ference committee at the last session. It came back to the priations. If you amend this bill in any particular to gratify 
respective Houses and met with the approbation of both Houses. | a Senator who thinks he has a case differing from the general 
It went to the President, and when it went to the President, as run of cases and from the items desired by other Senators, if 
I have stated, it was exactly in the same terms and phrases you open the door at all, if you commence to enlarge this bi 
Which are now incorporated in it. Not a single change has been 


you may find that the door will be opened so wide as materially 
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the amount carried by this bill 
iLures, 

es, I know, which seem to be very urgent; there 
cases that, I will confess, I have not been entirely able to 
answer when the committee has been appealed to to add items 
not contained in the bill, but no great injustice would be done 
even if those matters remain without until next De- 
cember. I feel that the safe rule, the wise rule, and the just rule 
is to let these appropriations all go over until the regular ses- 
sion, when the annual appropriations are taken up and when 
any necessary items can be provided for. 

Mr. President, in addition to that, I will say that there will 
no doubt come to the Senate from the other House a deficiency 
bill. Appropriation bills, according to the recognized policy 
prevailing between the two Houses, must originate in the other 
body: indeed the House contends that it alone can originate 
appropriation bills; but whether or not that position be well 
taken—and I, myself, have never considered it well taken, 
although I have no purpose to revive a discussion of it at any 
time. and certainly not now—the universal practice is for ap- 
propriation bills to originate in the House, and the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the House tells me that 
he expects later on to send to the Senate a small deficiency 
bill providing for some very urgent matters which were not 
provided for, and perhaps most of them could not have been 
provided for, at the last session of Congress. 

If there are any items of extraordinary importance which, if 
not provided for at this session of Congress, will result in any 
very great inconvenience or injury or injustice, they can be con- 
sidered in connection with that bill much more safely than in 
connection with a piece of completed legislation, such as the 
sundry civil bill. I sincerely hope that Senators who have in 
mind items which they would like to see appropriated for in the 
pending bill will not undertake to amend this bill, but will re- 
serve their purpose until the deficiency bill comes over. If 
those items which they think ought to be provided for are to 
be provided for at all, it is much better, as I have said, to pro- 
vide for them on that bill. which is not yet drafted or even 
considered, than to undertake to disturb the provisions of a 
piece of completed legisiation, such as the pending bill. 

For those reasons, Mr. President, I very much hope that Sen- 
ators will withhold amendments. There are, I know, some ap- 
propriations for public buildings and various other objects 
which seem te be important, and perhaps urgent, but they have 
no place, in my judgment, on a piece of completed legislation 
such as this. If they are to be considered at all, they ought to 
be considered in connection with the deficiency bill, which, later 
on, will be brought to the Senate. 

I make these general statements, Mr. President, and most 
earnestly hope that other Senators having in view the same 
object which I have, namely, the guarding of the Treasury 
against useless and unnecessary appropriations, will reserve 
for the annual session the consideration of all ordinary items 
of appropriation, and that they will agree with me that it is 
the course of wisdom, economy, and justice to leave the sundry 
civil appropriation bill just as it was fixed by the last Congress. 

Of course, what I have said does not embrace to the fullest 
extent the question presented by the amendment offered by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, though to a lesser degree the 
argument does apply; and later on I shall no doubt find it 
necessary to give some reasons which satisfy me that the 
amendment shou.d not be adopted. At present, however, I only 
wish to make some general statements in respect to the whole 
bill. I did not intend to and will not at present address myself 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President. before the Senator from 
Virginia takes his seat I should like to ask him a question. I 
suppose his remarks do not apply to omissious from the*bill 
which are omissions from the estimates? 

I notice that the item relating to the road from Vicksburg 
to the Vicksburg National Military Park, which is being con- 
structed by the Government, and for which purpose there is a 
recommendation of $10,000, is left out of the bill. When we 
reach that particular place in the bill I hope the Senator will 
give that matter the benefit of the doubt as an omission from 
the bill. I understand it was left out by accident, though I 
do not know how it came to be left ont. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, my remarks, for 
what they are worth, do apply to just such items as that. Of 
course every item that a Senator wants in the bill, and that is 
trot in the bill, is an omission. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, no. This was at one time in the bill 
for $5,000, as I understand from a letter that was written me 


ry « pen 
ihere are ca 


re medy 








by the Vicksburg National Park people. Then, afterwards, {| 
department estimated for $10,000 ; nnd instead of changing 
from $5,000 to $10,000, it was dropped—I do not know how. 

However, when we get to that place in the bill I sh: 
probably have the correspondence, and we can enter into 
matter more particularly. It undoubtedly must be a cas 
omissus. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. There are cases just like that a 
over the country. There is one down in my State, I think, 
Fredericksburg. They wanted some improvements made to the 
road from the National Cemetery to the city of Fredericksburg 
It is an omission; the item was not put in. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But this is a scheme for continuing work 
that the Government has already been doing. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The Fredericksburg scheme 
exactly the same thing. There was an appropriation, and t! 
work was attempted, but not adequately accomplished. T 
project is in bad shape; it is not a credit to the Government, 
and in my judgment it ought to be appropriated for; but it was 
omitted from this bill just like the Vicksburg item was omitted. 

There is not a Senator on this floor who has not some it 
in his State which was omitted from the bill. The House 
not put in the appropriation which the Senator from Mississi| 
wanted in, and the bill came over to the Senate, and neither 
the committee nor the Senate put it in here. It was omitted. 
There were hearings on it also, but the committee did not | 
it in. I do not say they did right when they left it out, but I 
say we should do wrong if we put it in now. 

It ought to wait until the December session, when matter 
of that sort can be taken up and considered, not only this ite: 
in Mississippi and this item in Virginia, but items all over thi 
country. 

I see the Senator from Ohio is looking over here at me in : 
very significant way. He has been for weeks appealing to ! 
and urging me to help him get in this bill some omitted items 
The Senator from South Carolina, whom I do not see in ! 
seat, tells me there was a very flagrant injustice done by 
omitting an item for a public building in his State. I imagine 
there is not a Senator on this floor who does not find omitted 
from the bill some item which he thought ought to have gone 
into it. If we are to open the bill and discuss all the items 
which Senators think ought not to have been omitted, we will 
take weeks of time, and when we get through, perhaps, we 
will have a bill almost as big again as the one we are now 
considering. 

I appeal to Senators to let this piece of completed legislation, 
which was considered and perfected and agreed upon by both 
Houses of Congress as a suitable bill to provide for the ex- 
penses of the Government for the financial year commencing 
the 1st of July, 1913, be passed without further amendment. I 
say it has been completed, and we ought not to open it. If 
would be a great mistake to open it. We had better adhere to 
what we did before, and let these omissions and these injus- 
tices, if they exist, be taken up and considered and disposed of 
next December, when we again come to appropriate for the 
expenses of the Government. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the amendment that I 
have offered is understood by every Senator, as it will be per- 
fectly understood by the country at large. In advocating that 
amendment I do not propose to detain the Senate for any con- 
siderable length of time. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Ham 
shire yield to the Senator from Idaho? 


Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator says this amendment is under 
stood. I am frank to say, after considerable study, that it is 
wholly ambiguous to me. I do not know what the purpose 
is, or what the language intends to convey as the purpose of % 
the provision. If the Senator or anyone else knows precisely 
what it means or what it is intended to accomplish, I should 
like to know it. It is to my mind susceptible of an interpre 
tation which means nothing at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, what I meant to convey 
I was unfortunate if I did not state it accurately—was tho 
the purpose of the amendment I have offered is perfectly under- 
stood. It is to strike from the bill a certain provision that has 
had more or less consideration heretofore. 

It will be recalled that at the last session, when this bill was 
passed in the identical form in which it is now presented to 
the Senate, the President of the United States vetoed the bill, 
and as a result it failed of enactment inte law. I am going to i 
read a paragraph from the veto message of the President. 
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\ great deal of stress is being laid in certain quarters upon The Secretary read as follows: 
these words of the proviso: CHAMI or ( 
Or for any act done in furtherance thereof not in itself unlawful. { ED STA FA 
: iT i [ i) 
I buve read with a great deal of care Mr. Gompers's long geunaye Cr Rite (H.R. 244 
r. which I have on my desk, 13 pages in lengih, in which ictiiitennaiaie Car ane 
he lays a great deal of stress upon those words, arguing that | Resolution adopted by the board of di rs of ‘ 
» harm can be done by the proviso, because of the fact that | merce of the United States of America in session in W 4 
loes not apply if the acts done are not tnlawful in themselves. | April 24 and rh a; ; _ 

7 . at ‘ * . * Resolved, a t s the sense fi s | t t ¢ 
rhe President of the United States, in his veto message, took | the sqndry divil bill new Let Tnited ed 
that matter, and dealt with it in these words: | the use of any part of the appropriation for t 

| , , ¥ *} . ’ , | i 
rhe proviso is subtly worded, so as, in a measure, to conceal Its full cru ae ae ' oe 3 on of é tcl 
t, by providing that no part of the money appropriated shall be | ;)? eo eae eeu On _ oe 
t in the prosecution of any organization or individual “ for entering | oat p ‘ay ffe “es es eh e. 
any combination or agreement having in view the increasing of | ns : oa — lefi nl eet ae “ eA 
_ shortening of hours, or bettering the condition of labor,” and me into cn -sielee 
forth. So that any organization formed with the beneficent purpose | “".)). itt a for considerat e% M 
ribed in the proviso might later engage in a conspiracy to destroy | yypjrea States. sv 3 : 
force, violence, or unfair means any employer or employee who | "By ord © of the board of directors 
ed to conform to its requirements; and yet, because of its origi- ‘ == - . 
avowed lawful purpose, it would be exempt from prosecution, so ELL i. G 
as prosecution depended upon the moneys appropriated by this act, Mr. GALLINGER Mr. President. what I 
matter how wicked, how cruel, how deliberate the acts of which it | : 43 } ’ : ; 
7 this question has been substantially said. Of 


euilty So, too, by the following sentence in the act such an ; : ; 
tnization would be protected from prosecution “for any act done | heralded in certain quarters that every S« r who 
n furtherance” of “ the increasing of wages, shortening of hours, or | this provision is an enemy of the cause 
ttering the condition of labor” not In itself unlawful. But under the } ed » legislati a Sl nter 
of criminal conspiracy acts lawful in themselves may become the opposed to leg sl tion in the ints sts of the 
pons whereby an unlawful purpose is carried out and accomplished. | That does not disturb me in the least. A 
shawnee Compressed Coal Co. v. Anderson, 209 U. S., 423-434; Aikens |} made upon me score . | 
| 
| 
| 


Wisconsin, 195 U. S., 194-206; Swift v. United States, 196 U. S., 


96: United States v. Reading Co., Dec. 16, 1912.) the Senate, accompanied by threats, that I 


i 


: vor tuin legislation in the so-called interest of 

{ apprehend, Mr. President, that it is perhaps on that very | (\" 0 Ole bensecdcor all “oe a 

int that the distinguished Senator from Idaho, one of the | the country. My awpes HAS AIWAys Het ae i ; 
ablest lawyers in the Senate or anywhere, is puzzled to know | sideration ; that if oo ded itselt mi 
precisely what this provision in the bill actually means. I | Wh Spey se ain : ic aoe 
confess that I, as a layman, do not understand its full import, . ~ While 7 eee ee a a 7 ; dies 
and hence I shall not undertake to interpret it. aed ee ¢ the bi 1 ean aod ‘ 

Che President concludes his veto message in these words: exact anguas * t : we Been CAREEEN } ( 

It is because I am unwilling to be a party to writing such a provl- that it Is - oe en and t ci 
sion into the laws of this Republic that I am unable to give my assent the operations of a general statute certain or; 

a bill which contains this provision. United States. It seems to me that a statute 

Mr. President, I remarked a moment ago that I did not pro- | great question, such as the Sherman antitrust ‘ 
pose to discuss this matter at length. It seems to me that the have unive real appli ation, and that if it is 
proposed legislation is bad; that it can do no good to anyone; | legislation the original statute should | mended, and that 
and that it may be the means of doing much harm to important | Should not undertake to amend it through an propri: } 
interests in the country, including labor itself. such is is now under consideration 

[I have been flooded with letters and telegrams on this ques- | I shall content myself, when the vote is taken, with 


tion—most of them, it is true, from men engaged in business; | for “ yea-and-nay vote, in order that I may record 


in one instance I received a letter from a very intelligent | 2¢ainst the proviso I have moved to strike out. Wher 
laboring man, who protested in the name of labor that harm | done my duty will have been done, and whether the a 
will come to labor if this should become the law of the land. | prevails or is lost there will be no ground 1 


That letter I have not on my desk, but it was received a few | part. 


days ago. | That is all I shall endeavor to do [I am entirely 
Out of the telegrams—they have been very numerous, and I | that the vote shali be taken as speedily as it y be aft 
suppose every Senator has received them—I have selected two | Subject has been debated by other Senators, who will d 
which I propose to ask to have read into the Recorp. One is | present both sides of the question , 
from the Cadillac Motor Car Co., of Detroit, Mich. The other| Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I feel that it y aut 
s from the Atlanta (Ga.) Builders’ Exchange. I will ask that | protest against the provision in this bill limiting the V1 
the Secretary read those two telegrams. tion for administering the antitrust law by prohibiting ¢ 1) 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary | Partment of Justice from using any | rt of it for enforce! th 
will read as requested. law against labor unions and farmers’ associations. Ne 
The Secretary read as follows: or farmers’ organization has asked me to permit it to « 
Detroit, Micu., May 2, 1913 | illegal thing; no one has written me a word refer 
TacoB H. GALLINGER, the matter, except that I received a letter from the head of 
Senate, Washington, D. C.: | American Federat of Labor indorsing the prov 1 of 
Legislation that has not sufficient merit to stand out in the open | pj}! in so far as it applies to labor organiza is, and 
uld not be smuggled through as a rider to an appropriation bill. | lar let i a ed gf ss Si 1 of this cit tla 
Our wonderful history is due to the fact that all are equal before the | ‘“ letter this 1 g from a lawyer o h city who a 
law. The restrictive clause in sundry civil bill is pernicious discrimi- | to speak for f: 
nation. It singles out one particular class for favor before the law. | I am opposed to the provision because it is a vain th 
fhe one class seeking this favor is and has been charged with heinous | far as the enfercement of the antitrust act against the 
crimes in the name of liberty. Any investigation you may make will | ‘®#! #5 tie entercement © oe ae § —— - 
3 convince you that the entire country is watching this proposed iniqui- | zation sought to be exempted is concerned here are 
us discrimination with increasing displeasure. H. M. Le - funds which the Department of Justice can use to enf | 
Cadillac eter ay Co law impartially. The proposed action is ne the 1 d 


and honest way to proceed, even if it is ce 
Hon. Jacop H. Gattrn ATLANTA, GA., May 1, 1913 employer and the empleyed differently, so f 
fon. . . GALLINGER, 


Ss actrn t - . ATS CoNcerna Tha ’ nen rial 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: = restraint of trad a concerned. a 
We vigorously protest against the passage of the sundry civil bill, | W°Y 8 to amend the § herm: n Act direct] “il not throu 
forbidding use of public money to punish violation of law. Class legis- | circumlocution of restricting the use of an appropriation 





lation is extremely dangerous, unfair, and unjust. We earnestly ask 
sat you use your influence and vote against the passage of this bill. 
Tur ATLANTA BUILDERS’ EXCHANGE 
By R. M. WaLKer, President. 


But if the limitation of the appropriation before the Ser 
vain, why is it proposed and why do I oppose it? 
It is vain so far as the impartial enforcement of the She 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a few days ago the Cham- | law at present is concerned, but it furnishes an opportunity 1 
ber of Commerce of the United States was in session in the city | Some statesmen to go on record as favoring a strong 


of Washington. It is a great organization, composed of dele- | ©!ass of ou> people without making its results particularly el 
gates from the various boards of trade and chambers of com-| tive. Some there are who honestly and sincerely believe | 
merce of all States of the country. At that meeting a resolu- proposition to exempt labor organizations from the operat 


bl nes aR RF uPA Net! 


: tion was adopted which I will ask to have read. the antitrust law, and they take advantage of this op 
2 The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary | to express their approval of this provision with the hope tl 


Will read as requested. it will eventually lead to an amendment of the general 
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I am opposed to it because I believe it is largely a matter 
of politics, and bad politics at that. 

I am opposed to it because I am a friend of labor organiza- 
tions; and being a friend, I am opposed to injuring them by 
passing class legislation nominally for their benefit but eventu- 
ally for their detriment. The laborer of all men is vitally inter- 
ested in just and impartial law. 

This measure proceeds on the declared assumption that Amer- 
ican labor is a class, and implies that its members have no hope 
of getting out of it into the so-called employer class. Nothing 
could be more hopeless or more unjust than this, if it is or shall 
be true. All labor does not get its just dues. It has not had 
an even chance in the great struggles of the past. It is even 
now working under great handicaps, not least of which are 
scme of its exploiters, who for financial or political reasons 
find it exceedingly useful. To relieve labor from some of its 
burdens should be the honest effort of every good citizen in and 
out of Congress, and it is comforting to know that a great ma- 
jority of the people sympathize with labor in its struggle for 
its rights and for its proper share of the wealth which it creates. 
I believe most heartily in organized labor. If I were a 
laborer, as the term I would, if possible, belong to a 
union, and I would try to make membership in that union stand 
for worth and character, and all I would ask would be equal 
opportunity under equal law, and I would that there 
should be no impassnble wall separating employer and employee. 


roes, 


insist 


I would resist all efforts from without or from within my 
order to shut the door of advancement against me and my 
fellows. It is one of the glories of our country that a great 
majority of our men of affairs, of our public men, of our great 


men in every department of life, have come up through the 
ranks of labor and from the very bottom of the line. We should 


not change this by enacting 

ciple that labor a class which should be treated differently 

from the way the employer is treated. 
Under existing conditions the strike is 


is 


sometimes beneficial 


and sometimes apparently necessary, but this admission simply | 


emphasizes the imperfection of men in their search of remedies 
for existing injustice because the strike wasteful at best, 
and principles are seldom established by it. It seems, however, 
to be the only means now recognized. How much better, as it 
to me, it would be to have a commission, such 
hove tried to secure for years, to make public the causes which 
now induce to strikes, for public sentiment would then be 
founded on facts instead of prejudice, and public sentiment 
would control, and the controversies would be settled justly. 
Honest labor has nothing to fear from publicity. 

But we must not lose sight of the fact that a great majority 


arith 


is 


seems 


of laborers do not belong to unions. Shall this Government 
tie its hands so that it can not protect the rights of the un- 
organized? Shall we subdivide labor into the organized and 


unorganized and have a special law fer each? Certainly not. 
Conspiracies may exist and have existed not alone against 
the employer, but they have sometimes been more powerful 
against unorganized Iabor. 

It is possible that the antitrust act has been invoked in some 
cases both against employers and labor organizations where 
action should not.have been entertained, but such cases have 
been most rare, and there is no danger under present public 
sentiment that such decisions will be followed as precedents. 

Every lawful right of labor should be safeguarded to the very 
limit, and labor has no better friend than I am. Indeed, it is 
because I am in sympathy with the toiler for one reason that I 
object to this kind of privileged class legislation which may lead 
to his injury. 

Nothing illustrates the political character of this proposed 
provision better than the fact that farmers’ organizations are 
included in it. Have these organizations petitioned for this? 
Is there anything which farmers’ associations are doing or 
which they are proposing to do which is now unlawful? - I have 
heard of nothing of that kind. The farmers are law abiding 
as a class and want no special legislation which is not for the 
common good. Then why have they been linked with labor 
organizations in this provision? There can be but one answer, 
and that is politics. If the farmers could be induced to be- 
lieve that the antitrust law is inimical to them, their moral and 
political influence would be powerful in the passage of this 
class legislation; furthermore, it adds some strength to the 
provision by associating with it the farmers of the country. 
The class is thus made larger. I have heard no argument 
from the proponents of the measure in behalf of farmers who 
are now suffering because of their inability to do any just thing. 
I doubt if any Senator has received complaint from any real 
farmers or bona fide farmers’ organizations. 


a law which recognizes the prin- | 





as I | 


Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. If the Senator from Michigan 
will permit me, I will say that I have received letters and t: 
grams from the president of a farmers’ union in Alabama 
sisting upon this provision being included in the bill. I j 
wanted to make this statement because the Senator said 
he thought no Senator had received any communications f 
such organizations. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I am obliged to the Senator. I have ; 
ceived nothing, nor have I known of anyone else who bid 
received anything before. 

Does any Senator believe that any employer could long end 
if he resisted the known just and proper demands of his en 
ployees? But how shall we know whether the demands are j 
and proper? Will a resort to the test of endurance bety 
capital and labor through the medium of the strike furnish | 
needful information? Will the sympathetic strike or the | 
cott settle permanently any great principle? Is it right wv 
the great mass of the people who are served by railroads 
mines and factories shall suffer irreparable injuries while s 


aii 


captain of finance and some labor leader are fighting 
supremacy ? 

Shall we say that any influence shall be permitted to c e 
men into breaking contracts with which they are satisfied ) 


leaving employers against whom they have no grievance, in 
to settle the differences existing between other men with w! 
they have no relation? Would the advocates of this me: 
support another amendment exempting from the operation 
the trust statute employers banded together to blacklist 
workmen of any one industry and to prevent the employ: 
of all laborers until the proscribed workmen accede to t! 
employers’ demands? 

Mr. President, the black list and the boycott, the sympat! 
strike, and all methods of direct or indirect intimidation are 
democratic and should be un-American. The differences of 
tal and labor will never be permanently adjusted through 1 
ods which are not at once approximately just between them and 
fair to the great mass of the people who constitute the Re 
lic and furnish the opportunity and safeguard the rights of both 
employer and employee. The pending proposition will r t 
in no good to honest labor, but it will emphasize and w 
the artificial gulf between capital and labor. 

I am, sir, in favor of just and equitable laws, which can 
be set aside either by the rich and powerful or by the poor 
weak. Indeed, when there shall have been created a just 
intelligent public sentiment, there wil] be no rich and poor 
powerful and weak, known in the administration of law. 

It is not possible that the segregation of our people 
classes called capital and labor, with penal statutes pec 
to each and not applicable to both, can be good for our cou 
To me conspiracy is conspiracy, coercion is coercion, lawles 
is lawlessness, the same as murder is murder, no matter \ 
the political, financial, or social standing of the offender may 

It is not our business as legislators to refine what co! 
consent accepts as wrong by classifying the people and exe 
ing one class while holding another. 

But if you insist on this kind of legislation, let it be ¢ 
directly, and not hand to labor organizations a bouquet 
poppies gorgeous in color but withering and falling to | 3 
even as they reach to grasp it. 

Mr. President, it is because I do not believe that this exem! 4 
tion can possibly result in benefit to labor, but possibly , 


result in disaster to the whole country, that I am in favor of ; 
striking the provision from the bill. 3 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, when Abraham Lineo!n 2 
put his signature to @he emancipation proclamation for the t ¢ 
time in American history he made the old Declaration of I @ 
pendence ring true to its meaning that all men are born eq A 
not with equal intelligence, not with equal character, but wit) 3 
equal rights under the law. For half a hundred years we $ 
have been living in a country in which that condition of equality 3 
has been recognized, golden era of American history, and for * 
the first time we now have a proposition to change that 0! ; 
declaration and to reassert that all Americans are not born 
equal, that some have rights which are not accorded to others. 
that some have responsibilities which should not be enforced ; 
against others. ‘ 
Mr. President, if there is any one thing in my America? 


citizenship of which I am justly proud it is the right of equality 
under the law with every other American citizen. It is tle 


right to look with level eyes into the eyes of every other citizen 
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acknowledging | 








of this land, conceding no superior right and arises from a different c« 
I inferior right. | considet 1 fi n clifte 
No man in this country, Mr. President, is entitled to a special lieve that you will find whe 
privilege. God pity the country when we shall arrive at a | of it that it has its source in rty 
tion when for a political support we shall as legislators | Mr ‘UMBER Mr. P 
‘ are that there are castes in American citizenship against | the American st inde ry ite w 
\ m the general laws of the land shall not be effective. place a very short time w em 
What are the laborers in the United States entitled to at the | substantial! party meusure nd I 
is of Congress? <A special law for their benefit that will | detern ine tl question 
ipt them from the general rule that is applicable to other The true fi = Mr. P of 
| No, Mr. President, but they are entitled to benefits | party or the Con that Ss 
\ h the party I represent has always accorded to them, and | declar ion subserve } f 
t is the right to sell their labor in a protected American | Mr. BACON ‘ P 
rket. What are the farmers entitled to in this country? | The VICE PRESIDEN’ D> 
ir. SHEPPARD. Mr. President—— Dakota vield to the Senator fre Georg 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North | Mr. MccU) I de 
] ta yield to the Senator from Texas? | Mr. RACO? Tr 1] what 
Mr. McCUMBER. In just a moment. What are the farm- | ‘Mr. Boran) has said. I w 
; entitled to? They are het ent tled to any special privi ion to the fact. if I am not 
so far as the farmers of my State are concerned, they ure | ty, the senat rior to the ‘ 
sking for a special privilege. They do say that they are | ganote cavern) ¢ resse ! 
tled, as American citizens and by reason of their citizen lof Ret nt: - 
to the American market for their products in preference | Mr McCUMBER t I 
the foreigner. “_ Tan} 1 7 
‘ow, I yield to the Senator from Texas. | n = y nN oe 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Did not this bill with the provision which MI Lop rT cea : ’ 
Senator is now criti zing pass the Republican Senate at | Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That 
the last session of Congress? Mr. RAC I} 
Mr. McCUMBER. This bill passed at the last session of | Mr I pace I : 
Congress. That is as far as I am prepared to go. — Ra area I . 
Mr. SHEPPARD. With this provision in it? ae caren “ . tho o ‘ 
Mr. McCUMBER. With this provision in it; and it was | Mit Weel MEI Rn rt ts 
ed by a Republican President. I will admit, for the benefit 4 ov nes oh 
the Senator from Texas, that it is more or less of a purty : ie a 
: sult; I th if 3 ! 
sition, and that the Democratic Party has put itself } ee 
rely on record as recognizing a distinction of class in ' sae P ¥ = a 
erican citizenship. Peery os = . 
SHEPPARD. The Senator is criticizing his own party. | ;““ 2 : ; - 
ir. McCUMBER. If that is criticizing my own party, and | (°° ai ; a 
members of my party are supporting the exemption clause | ° 2 ooh 2 
s bill. then it seems that the whole of the other side of we ae we SS ; ' 
Chamber have suddenly come over to my party or that | ‘* °° ‘ 
on of my party. lab al os 
Now, Mr. President, what benefit will the farmers receive | (' Pe0r’’ oe eee 
this exemption? I have not heard of any of them who sae , : : ~ } a ; 
asked for it. We now produce beyond our home consump- | , - 
all lines of agricultural products. I do not know of any Me — 
d by which we can greatly enhance the value of our | CUP ©Xperts vaich open - 
erty or what we have to sell by any character of an organ- | F’*© COUeG “ , 
. So long as you place us in open competition with the | 200 ®’WSs ee ee 
v e world. We may derive some benefit from an organization | “ re —e 
h edueates and advises in reference to the law of supply truth ol U ; pans <i be 6 : 
lemand. We can accomplish very much in that respect, and | ““ dition of ‘lab a es 
ne who is heartily in favor of agricultural organization | “e condition of labor and 
* that particular purpose, and to do any other lawful act to The best friend of thi a 
we the value of their products, but I anticipate that no | &TeSs ich = oe : 
agricultural organization would ever ask the right to be ex the gr es ation. ‘1 
‘ ted or be protected if they attempted to do a thing for | ¥ red Al ? ‘ 
h they could be prosecuted. I admit the right of the |'t ©! ne al privilege 
farmers to organize as much as possible to determine what | ‘t- It can be produced in one w 
nd of crops it would be best for them to raise in a single that is by so conducting our natie 
J but I deny the right of anyone of that organization to | country the greatest possible pre 
st upon either a boycott or a night-rider’s raid against the | 1S the gravey rd of | bor hopes. 
farmer who does not see fit to follow its particular advice Mr. REED. Mr. President 
‘ that line, and I do not believe the American farmer is The VICE PRESIDENT Does t) 
ing for any privilege that is not extended to every other | kota yield to the Senator from M 
American citizen. 7 |} Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the & 
Mr. President, this is made more or less of a party measure, | Mr. REED The Senator ! t 
a i I want to consider it a moment in that light. I know. and | privileges will not create prosperity I 
I think every other Senator knows, that it is more or less of | ever undertaken to build up any indus 
appeal to a certain class of citizens for their suffrage. Now. special privilege and taxing the people 
‘et_us see whether or not the laborers will receive the benefit Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 
that is expected from class legislation. | the American citizen as a citizen the 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President | tunity in the American mart Sa pre 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from North Da- |} longs to citizenship in genet t 
ta yleld to the Senator from Idaho? | Mr. REED. Mr. President 
Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator. | The VICE PRESIDENT. Does 
Mr. BORAH. I am opposed to this proviso as it is offered, | Dakota yield further? 
but I regret very much any attempt to make a party matter| Mr. McCUMBER. I yield. 
out of a measure of this kind. It ought to be considered from Mr. REED. The Senator says that 
another standpoint. This matter came into the Senate for the | citizenship. Is he not aware of the 
first time two years ago from a Republican House, and it was | Court of the United States has decided 
passed at the last session by a Republican Senate. In my judg- | constitutional to levy a tax upon one 


ment it is not a party measure, nor can it be made such. It | 
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to citizenship as a right the exercise of it is in the teeth of the 


Constitution itself? 

Mr. McCUMBER,. Mr. President, the value of all labor is 
finally fixed by the value of its product in the field of consump- 
tion. Neither labor union nor capital union can eliminate that 
law. There wust be a demand for the product. Back of the 
demand must be a prosperity which will assure ability to pay. 
The political party or the Congress whose precepts carried into 
effective lvgislation maintain prosperity and ability to pay 
subserves the real interest and is the true friend of the labor- 
ing man, The party or the Congress whose policies spell in- 
dustrial stagnation is the enemy of labor, no matter what its 
declarations are. 

The last 16 years of American history ought to demonstrate 
to every citizen which of the two great political parties can best 
be intrusted to maintain this prosperity. 

It is true that we declare for one law for all men—trich or 
poor, black or white, capitalist, business man, or laborer. I 
recognize the right of capital to combine for legitimate in- 
dustry or commerce to cheapen production and assist in the dis- 
tribution ef what it produces. I recognize the right of labor 
to combine te facilitate its interests, to increase the individual 
earnings of its members, and to promote the general prosperity 
of the workingmen of the country. But I deny the right of the 
one to combine to stifle competition or monopolize trade and 
the right of the other to destroy an industry which may not con- 
duct its business along lines laid down by it. 

This Gevernment can not afford to make one law for one set 
of men and another for another set. It can not afford to de- 
clare that a certain act committed by one man shall be a crime 
and be punished as such, which act shall be lawful when com- 
initted by another. Such a law would be the opening wedge to 
a despotism which would soon destroy free government. No 
party can be said to be a true friend of labor which would 
udvocate immunity for a labor organization which would not 
be granted to all other organizations doing the same act. 

And right here let us remember, Mr. President, that public 
conscience and sympathy, which have been always naturally on 
the side of the laborers, would experience a change of senti- 
ment if that class were granted special exemptions from a rule 
deemed necessary to govern the rest of mankind, for the public 
wants fair play and equality before the law; and if there is 
any way that a labor union or farmers’ union or any other 
union ¢an incur general hostility and eliminate their asset of 
sympathy with the American public it is by demanding a special 
law for their particular class. 

Labor urions are useful and, in my opinion, are necessary in 
order to secure the best possible remuneration for labor service. 
‘These unions, however, can not make business. The most they 
can do is to secure the best results for themselves under con- 
ditions over which they have no control. 

I am a strong believer in labor organization. I wish to see 
the laborer marching forward and onward toward a greater 
and ever greater triumph until he shall reap his legitimate share 
in the profits of all his toil produces. In my opinion, the high- 
est and happiest condition of humanity will be when the son 
and daughter of the laborer sit side by side in the higher insti- 
tutions of learning with the son and daughter of the owner of 
the business in which he labors, and his wife, in the refinement 
of her position, and exalted by proper and honest respect for 
labor, is recognized as the social equal of any woman in the 
land. But this can only be brought about by education, by 
the uplifting of labor, by a just recognition of its-equal rights 
by capital and not by special privileges or one-sided laws. 

Mr. President, our present industrial system is unnatural. 
No man ought ever to labor for another man. There should 
be no employer and employee. It is a system that has grown 
up during the ages. I believe it is a system that will be gradu- 
ally worked out of existence. I believe that the cooperative 
plan of labor and employment is sure to gain ascendency in the 
end. Every laborer ought to feel that his own interest as well 
as his heart and mind combine with his efforts, and that he 
has a direct interest and part ownership in every product which 
his hand or mind brings forth. But we have not that condi- 
tion now, and we may never reach it if we write into our laws 
a class distinction where we must ever after recognize the 
laborer as one class and the capitalist as another class. I hope 
to live to see the day when the laborer will have more than a 
mere labor interest in the product of his skill, when he will be 
both capitalist and laborer. 

Mr. President, I oppose this exemption in behalf of those very 
farmers who, Senators say, are asking for a special privilege; 
but above all, Mr. President, I oppose it as a simple American 
citizen who believes in the equal right of every man before the 
law. 
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Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, when the Sherman antit) 
law was originally before Congress in 1890 this same ques 
was presented in a different way to the Congress of the Un 
States. There is no doubt but those who originated the 
of an antitrust law had in mind in the first instance legis|:| 
relative to industrial combinations almost exclusively. But 
the debate progressed and the subject was discussed more f 
it came to be believed that the law was broad enough in 
terms to include labor organizations and organizations 
farmers. I think it was Senator George, of Mississippi, \ 
first called attention to the matter. I have been told by t! 
who are more familiar with the history of that legislation 1 
myself that Senator George drew the amendment to whi 
am about to refer, but, nevertheless, the amendment 
actually offered in the Senate by Senator Sherman. The am 
ment offered by Senator Sherman was to follow or rathe: 
become a part of section 1 of the Sherman antitrust law ; 
now exists, and was in the following words: 

Provided, That this act shall not be construed to apply to 


rangements, agreements, or combinations between laborers mad 
the view of lessening the number of hours of labor or of inc 


their wages, nor to any arrangements, agreements, or combin: 
|} among persons engaged in horticulture or agriculture made wit 


view of enhancing the price of agricultural or horticultural prod 


That amendment was adopted by the Senate, but whe: 
bill was sent back to the committee it came out of comn 
without the amendment, and was passed and became a lay 
it now is, without that proviso. 

There has been an agitation ever since the passage of the 
in favor of this exception—not a considerable agitation 
the part of the farmers, but considerable upon the part of or: 
ized labor. Both organized labor and the farmers, how: 
have undoubtedly favored amending the law. But to any 
the law is one thing; to refuse to enforce it so long as it e 
is another thing. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, will the Senator pardon 
My attention was diverted for a moment. I think the a) 
ment read by the Senator was stated by him to have 
offered by Senator Sherman. Am I correct? 

Mr. BORAH. That is correct. 

Mr. BACON. I have not examined the Recorp in 
years, but my recollection is distinct, and I think if the + 
tor will examine it he will find that a similar amendment 
offered by that very great lawyer and distinguished Se: 
from Mississippi, Senator George. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is what the Senator from Idaho s 

Mr. BACON. I thought he said it was offered by S 


Se 


Sherman. 

Mr. THOMAS. He said it was offered by Senator (: 
too. 

Mr. BORAH. I said I have been informed that S: 


George was actually the author of the amendment, but i! 
actually offered, according to the Recorb, as it appears 
Senator Sherman, of Ohio. 

Mr. BACON. I did not hear the Senator distinctly 
misunderstood him. My recollection was very distinct. | 
forgotten whether it appears in the Recorp or not th 
author of that amendment was Senator George, of Mississi| 

Mr. BORAH. I think, likely, that is true. 

As I was remarking, there has been a great deal of agit 
upon the part of organized labor in favor of amending th 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Before the Senator from Idaho passes : 
from that stage of his discussion I want to ask him if it 
a fact that the argument made against the amendment 
that the bill did not apply and could not apply to labo 
organizations and that in so far as objection was made tv 
amendment it was nearly altogether upon the ground thi! 
was useless, because the bill did not make a crime out of 
combination of workingmen for the purpose of securing 
creased wages or reduction of hours or betterment of conditic'> 

Mr. BORAH. ‘There were Senators who entertained the \ 
especially in the first part of the debate, that the bill » 
not include labor organizations, but I think anyone must 
to agree in reading the debate in full that the Senate fin 
came to the conclusion that its purpose was to prohibit ; 
straint of trade and not to inquire who were the authors of |) t 
restraint. While in the first instance it had in view alone ; 
question of industrial combinations, there can be no doulb! 
seems to me, but what as they finally came to pass upol 
they thought it unsafe to except any class of people from 
terfering with interstate trade. I will not at this time go 





the debates to substantiate my view, but I have reached |): 
conclusion, and concerning that conclusion I entertain no dow. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 
Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 
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Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I have now be- 
. me the Rreorp which contains the correct statement upon 
my recollection was based. I have before me an anti- 

bill introduced by Senator George. It is Senate bill No. 

inced in the first session of the Fifty-first Congress. 
first section, which makes the prohibition general, 

e is this proviso—and that is the origin of the provision 
» was afterwards offered by Senator Sherman, I presume. 
is the proviso to the antitrust bill which was drawn by 

ttor George and introduced by him December 4, 1889: 


h 


s 









ded, That this act shal! not be construed to apply to any ar- 
its, agreements, or combinations between laborers made with | 
of lessening the number of hours of labor or of Increasing | 
aces; nor to any arrangements, agreements, or combinations | 
rsons engaged in horticulture or agriculture made with the 
f « ncing the price of agricultural or herticultural products. 
i esume that is the exact amendment which was after- 
offered by Senator Sherman. 
BORAH. I think that is the exact amendment. 
BACON. That ts the origin of it. 
RORAH. I think, as I have said, the Senator from Georgia 
irrect, and I endeavored to give Senator George full cred 


} 


he the real author of this 
bt he is entitled to that honor. 


» “Y 
ng al 


nendment, as I have no 


President, two years ago the proviso which is now in | 
nending appropriation bill was passed by the House of | 
resentatives and came to the Senate. The Committee on 


the bill in its repert, and the 
rt of the committee was adopted upon a yea-and nay vote 
Senate. This r it eame here from the other Honse 
finally adopted without any yea-and-nay vote by the 


ropriations omitted it from 


ye 
| 
i} 


as 


i unneces to s so, 


il sary ay but when it appeared 
appropriation bill two years ago I expressed the same 
with regard to it that [I now entertain. In the first place, 
judgment, it is a vaim and ineffectual piece of legisla- 


} 
ine 


Vv 


i I do not in saying that mean to impute any wrong 

ves to those who are urging it, but I think when you come 

to examine the language you will find it very difficult to ar- 

rive at a conclusion as to what it means. It means, it seems | 

to me, to pretend something without actually assuring any- 

t It establishes a bad precedent without accomplishing 
promises to accomplish. 

I can not believe that the Senate of the United States or the 
Congress of the United States deliberately intends to leave a 
vpon the statute books unmodified and unrepealed, and to 
connive at its violation by any man or any combination of men. 
I can not believe that there is any considerable class of people 


i ft 


his country associated with labor or associated with agri- 
ure who would ask the Congress of the United States to 
leave a law upon the statute books and give them permission to 
violate it, and yet if the proposed law does not mean that it is 
vain, ineffectual, duplicitous, insincere, and hypocritical thing. 
Let us read it. It reads: 
Provided, however, That no part of this money shall be spent in the 
wecution of any organization or individual for entering into any 
ination or agreement having in view the increasing of wages, short- 
ng of hours or bettering the conditions of labor, or for any act done 
furtherance thereof, not in itself unlawful. 


| , 
s all of those things enumerated violate the Sherman law, of 
urse this proviso is wholly immaterial. If, on the other hand, 


‘ 
( 


. , . | 
ess all of those things amount to a restraint of trade, un- | 


those things enumerated do amount to a violation of the Sher- 
mon law, then we, as a legislative body, are saying that we have 

w which shall be enforced as to some and may be violated | 
“$8 to others. But that is not the worst. We are putting our- 
Selves in a position where we say that interstate trade may be 
brought to a standstill and interstate ecommerce actually pro- 
hibited by a certain class of people if they have the power to 
‘Co so. IT ean interpret this ambiguous language in no other 

‘ht, and so interpreting I can not agree to support it. 

[ have an idea that those who are advocating this, in the 
first instance, assumed that there were certain things which 


labor had a right to do that it ought not to be restrained from 
doing in connection with unienism and kindred matters which 
‘ight possibly come within the purview of the Sherman anti- 
trust law. If the language were sufficiently specifie to limit it 


\ 


so that combinations of that character could organize for the 


’ 


urpese of increasing wages and protecting their rights and | 


interests, 
a 
be 


: without amounting to a restraint of trade, if the 
viding lime could be devised and specifically stated, I would 
in favor of it; but the difficulty is, as I say, it either means 
the thing which amounts te a restraint of trade or else it means 
hothing so far as this language is concerned. I am thoroughly 
in favor of leaving labor uninterfered with in all legitimate 
efforts to increase wages and protect themselves. But this 
Provise is not necessary for that. It means more or it is useless. 





What is the necessity of putting the provision in the bil! 
all? As has been said by the Senator from Michigan [M 
TowNsenD], there are plenty of other funds by which 
force the Sherman antitrust law. On the other hand, s 
we tenve it out of the bill entirely; there is thin 
upon the Exeeutive Department to e any part of thes 
for the purpose of prosecuting this ¢ of Hine 
as we will, it I s no other obiect r purpose Ft 
that of establishing a bad | ‘edent of, by it 1s 
to except from the law a eluss of people who n ¢or 
as organized laborers a farnu 3 . presnme that w ‘ 
regard it from that stand; if we are te e it any « 
at all. 

So far as any prosecutions tinst Tabor tio 
far are concerned, they have or ! 3 °W 
did amount to a restraint of trade. TI has nev 
attempt that I knew of or, at least, fl [ find in the 
where there has been any prosecution t I 
successful to reach the courts, where the of the e¢ 
tion did not amount to an absolute interference rh 
conunerce. The first case that I have know le fist 
reported in Fifty fourth Federal Re ‘ Vv al 
was absolutely stopped or prohibired by the interfere 
| other cases are those which are known as tft! Recei ‘ 
where railrouds in the hands ef receivers were interf 
to such an extent as to wholly stop traftk But hey were 
sustained upon the proposition that the act of the pa 
finally amounted to an actual obstruction of Interstate con 
| or such manifest interferen S was Lren x e. Of co e 
the most noted case is the Loewe case, which is known tl 
Danbury Hatters ca 1 wi the Supret Court of the 
United States finally held that this law dees apply to organized 
labor. 

Mr. President, if this law were before the Senate as : 
inal proposition, if we were in position to determine w! er 
or not it should apply and under what cirenmstances it ld 
apply to organized tabor or to farmers, a different question e1 
tirely would be presented. We might very well say, for som 
reason, that there should be a limitation, as Sherman and Telle) 
and George and other eminent lawyers and statesmen t ght 
there ought to be, but we are now proceeding in an appropr 
tion bill to excent the operation of the law from a cert: 
without, if [ may use the phrase properly, having the courag 
to go back and amend the law, and we place ourselves in a 
position where we are leaving a law upon the statute bool 
and at the same time undertaking to except its eperation 

I do not propose to discuss the matter at leugth, but for 
these reasons I should oppose avy exception of this kind, a 
least until it comes up in the form of an original proposition 
to amend the law. I think we ought to take up this law and 
seriously consider the amendments which would meet thi 
situation. I think I shall offer the Sherman amendment to this 
bill if the motion to strike fails. I can not for a n en 
consent to leave the law as it is and in this way weak 
destroy its worth. 

Mr. President, if I lerstand the supreme genius of th 
Government under which we live, it Is obedience to law as it 
written. You may unwrite the law; you may change or mod 
its terms, and in doing so you may make such except 
are founded upon substantial differences in the struggle of life 
but when it is once written and placed among the stututes as a 
guide, it must be a gnide for all, or it will shortly be a guid 
for none. You may not, .while it is there the last expressior 
the public will, suspend its operation without bringing int 
peril the whole vast fabric, for the eancer, which po | 
power has ever been able to eradicate when once it has f el 
its poisonous and spreading fangs upon the life of a 1 
is disobedience to the law. When the representatives of 
entire people, of all stations and both sexe f eve I 
color, and condition of life, erystallize the \ of those th 
represent into a rule of action, that rule is universal, imperiou 
and indifferent to all who violate its terms. I[f it be a bad rule 
it is our duty to change it In the open, manly way provided b 
the Constitution, but not to compromise with eandor by suspend 
ing its operation as to some and then seek to compensate ot 
conscience by erying the louder for its enforcement as to other 

I am in full sympathy with the effort of Inbor to secure t] 








enactment of better laws 


tect their r 


which their labor creates. 
other, I would be opposed to precedents which would under 

the stability or render wholly worthless those laws when on 
If there is anything well established by the expe 
of nations it is that you can not confine a disregard for the law 
to a part of the people and enforce respect and obedience from 


enacted. 
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laws which will more effectual 
sure a fairer distribution of the 
jut for this very reason, if I had! 


we 
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another part. Even in the old days when class distinctions 
were pronounced and rigid, the virus would spread from one 
class to another and ultimately the whole community found 
itself one in disorder and crime though divorced in all other 
things. I have said many times, and I repeat it here, that I 
would either take this law off of the statute books or I would 
put every man in stripes who violates the law and let business 
chaos come, Better have business chaos for a season than a 
civic breakdown and moral disintegration, for this will follow 
as inevitably as the night follows the day if this disregard for 
law is to continte. I stand ready to take up this law, recon- 
sider it, make it plain and enforceable, and make it conform 
to the best judgment of the present day. But while it is here 
I can not for any reason connive at its violation. 

Permit me to say to the man of labor it has never been a 
matter of very much concern to the man of great wealth under 
what form of government he lives. The man of wealth can 
get along; he always has got along pretty well under any form 
of government. In the hour of lawlessness, when disorder and 
crime prevail, he finds a way to protect himself. But there is 
only one sure and certain protection and safeguard for the poor, 
and that is a government of just and equal laws, faithfully 
enforced, universally obeyed. That is the goal for which he 
should always strive—that means peace and prosperity; it 
menns educated children and comfortable homes. He finds his 
protection in a free, open Republic in whose supreme power and 
honor all may share and whose orderly justice all may enjoy. 
Such a government can only come from a law-abiding, home- 
loving people. In the hour when the supreme question over- 
topping all others is enforcement of the law, obedience and re- 
spect for the expressed mandates of the people, in God’s name 
let not those who are most interested in that great issue either 
ask or give quarter. Let us either obey the law or repeal it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I expect to vote for the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGRR), but lest I might be thought to concur in all the 
views that have been expressed favoring the amendment I want 
a word upon it. 

Historically I think that what has just been said is inaccu- 
rate. The Sherman antitrust bill, so called, came into the 
Senate of the United States, I believe, either late in 1888 or 
early in 1889. It was debated at various times for nearly two 
years. Originally it was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
together with a great many amendments that were proposed, 
but during the two years of debate, as I remember it, the 
phrase “ia restraint of trade” had not been employed in the 
bill or in any amendment. The bill was finally referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and was very soon reported from 
that committee in a form prepared either by the then Senator 
from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, or the then Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, Mr. Hoar. There is some controversy between the 
former distinguished Senator and the descendants of the latter 
Senator with regard to the authorship of the bill as it finally 
became a law. However that may be, as I remember, when the 
Judiciary Committee made its report in 1890 for the first time 
the prohibition took the form which it now bears, namely, a 
prohibition against restraint of trade. 

As I recall, the controversy with regard to the exception of 
labor unions was chiefly directed to the bill while in the form 
debated in 1889 and not to the form which the bill finally 
assumed. I say this in justice to the leaders of the labor 
movement. I believe that they were assured, after the bill was 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary in the form in 
which it now is, that it did not include labor unions. I believe 
they suspended or ceased their opposition to it because of that 
assurance. This is the history of that enactment, and I think 
there was very great surprise when it was afterwards claimed 
that the terms of the law embraced the labor unions and when 
it was afterwards declared by the Supreme Court of the United 
States that its terms did include organizations of the kind I 
have described. 

So much [ have said because I believe that the labor unions 
have been entirely consistent, as well as persistent, in the claim 
that this law does not fairly embrace such organizations as are 
now known as labor unions. However, the fact remains that the 
Supreme Court of the United States has said that the law does 
include organizations of this character. It has almost said 
that physical interference with the instrumentalities of trade 
is restraint of trade, a thing which no English court, from which 
we took the phrase “in restraint of trade,’ had ever suggested 
in all the development of the subject. Personally I do not 
believe that physical interference with trains or factories con- 
stitutes a restraint of trade in the sense of the antitrust law, 
although such interferences may be and ought to be offenses 
against other laws. 
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The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Townsend] is mistak.., 
also with regard to the attitude of the farmers of the country. 
The largest organization of farmers in the United States is now, 
or was recently, petitioning Congress to so change the antitry.s; 
law as to enable the farmers to combine in a manner that und. 
the construction of the statute would be a violation of its ») 
visions. The officers of this association appeared not long av, 
before the Committee on Interstate Commerce, of which ; 
friend from Michigan is a distinguished member, asking ¢ 
that change in the law. At the same time one of the leaders 
the labor movement in America, the distinguished president 
the American Federation of Labor, appeared and asked {)}). 
same thing; and we now have under consideration before {| 
Interstate Commerce Committee the question of whether the | 
should be so amended as to remove certain phases of combin, 
tion among farmers and certain phases of combination amv) 
laboring men from the scope of the antitrust law. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I recall very well the circumstance {o 
which the Senator refers; but has any farmer’s organizati 
suggested that this particular amendment in this bill—and th 
is what I was directing my discussion to—be enacted in this 
form? Did they discuss that provision before the committee’ 

; Mr. CUMMINS. In so far as I know, no farmer's organiz. 
tion presented such a request to the committee. I am simply 
supplying the history of the matter. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. The Senator is not correcting anything 
that I said. I was discussing the question of doing this either 
directly or indirectly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. If I am in error in regard to what the Sena- 
tor from Michigan said, I beg his pardon. I thought he to 
the position that there was no desire on the part of the farm. 
ers of this country that certain organizations, into which many 
of them enter, should be released from the effect of the an‘ 
trust law. I was sure I could refresh his memory upon that 
point; but if he says that no farmer’s organization has 1 
quested that the Congress of the United States make a declara- 
tion that if they violate the law they shall not be punished 
for it, I quite agree with the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. That is what I did say. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not recall any such request. So much, 
Mr. President, I feel bound to say in order to lead up to this 
proposition: I believe that there are certain things connected 
with labor unions which are now declared to be unlawful 
which ought to be lawful. I think the Supreme Court of the 
United States has strained this law unnaturally and unnece: 
sarily in order to bring within its-provisions certain phases of 
labor organizations, and I am for amending the law so as | 
make certain things lawful which now seem to be unlawfu 
under the decisions of our courts. But so long as they are un 
lawful I am not willing to say that any moneys that are pr 
vided for the administration of justice shall not be expended 
in their prosecution. We must have class or special legislatio 
In a sense, nearly every law that we pass is class legislati: 
because we must apply it to the peculiar and special conditions 
which arise and surround it; but when we pass a law, every: 
who comes within its provisions as construed by the judici:! 
tribunals appointed for that purpose must obey the law if we 
are to perpetuate the institutions of which we are so jusily 
proud. 

I am not able to conceive or understand that frame of mind 
which asks that a violator of the law shall be exempted from 
the prosecution provided by the law. I can conceive of nothins 
more destructive to the very cause which these organizations 
represent and which I think is as high and as worthy 4 cause 
as was ever led by faithful men. I can conceive of nothin: 
that will eventnally be more disastrous to their own wel!:! 
than the suggestion that the law shall not be obeyed, and tha! 
the law being violated shall not be vindicated in the prosecu- 
tion and punishment of the offender. 

I for one would like to see this whole clause stricken 0! 
I do not Delieve in making an appropriation especially for ‘!\" 
enforcement of the antitrust law, as great a statute as I le 
lieve it to be. I do not concur either with the Senator from 
California [Mr. Worxs] or with the Senator from Idaho |\Ir. 
Borau] that the law has been without value to the Ameri«:\!! 
people. I think it has been of tremendous advantage to (lic 





Ae atin Wty bias 


people of the United States. While its enforcement has be! 
at times weak, while it has been often inefficient, I still belies: 
it has done as much for the welfare of the industrial socic'y 
of this country as any other statute ever passed by the Amer 
can Congress, for if we had not the prohibition which appea"? 


pweriss. 
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so plainly in the statute it is not possible to conceive the extent 
of combination and monopoly that would now exist. I there- 


fore want this statute to stand: I want it to be enforced: but | 


1 can not understand why we did not make the appropriation 
for the maintenance of the Department of Justice sufficiently 
large to enable it to do its work. It has not been explained to 
me why we need an especial appropriation for the enforcement 
of a particular law. ‘That is bad legislation, as well as the 
proposal to except from this expenditure the prosecution of any 
offender, whether high or low, whether rich or poor, whether he 
helongs to the class of employers or the class of employees. 
I had my way about it I would strike out the entire paragraph, 
<> that in the future we may appropriate for the Department 
of Justice a sum of money applicable to all purposes sufficient 
to enable it to carry on its work efficiently; but this appro- 
priation has passed the House, and I think it is one of several 


that has passed the House in recent years in the same form, | 


and passed the Senate as well, and I do not intend to oppose 
it upon that ground. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. This provision in the bill expressly excepts 
from its terms any act which is itself unlawful. The Senator 
will recognize, of course, that if this provision should become 
law, saying that no part of the money skall be used in the 
prosecution of persons who may do any of the things specified 
here, that it could not be construed otherwise than as at least 
a pro tempore modification of the law. 

The officers whose duty it is to prosecute are not paid for 
the particular cases they prosecute. They are paid salaries. 


The amount of money that gees to an officer in the discharge of 


his duty as a prosecuting officer can not be reduced in such a 


wiy as to represent the withholding of payment for the service 


whl 


h he rendered in the prosecution of any particular case. 


Cherefore when you come down to a practical consideration of 
this provision it is an impossibility for it to mean anything 


else than that it is the sense of Congress that this law shall 
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therefore you must use no part of the $300,000 th: we now 
give you to bring such offenders to justice.” 

I think that is essentially wrong, although I wi join at 
once in an effort—or, rather, continue to make an effort that I 
have been making for several years now—to supplement the 
antitrust law by additional legislation so as to do full just 

| to labor unions and farmers’ organizations. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, with the permission of 1 
Senator - 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. I repeat that I agree with him that this is a 
| very clumsy way of effecting the purpose. It is not the way 
| which I should choose, or which I have chosen. I will say to 
| the Senator that in the last Congress I introduced a bill for 
| the direct purpose which he now says he would favor, and IT r 

introduced the bill in this Congress, for the purpose of making 
| those agreements no longer unlawful. It is Senate bill 927 
Mr. CUMMINS. I remember the bill very well. 
| Mr. BACON. It has been referred to the Judiciary | 
| mittee: and as the Senator is a member of that committe | 
| hope we may have his distinguished assistance in securing i 
passage. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But the Senator from Georgia will se¢ 


a moment, if he will reflect, that if a prosecuting attorney were 


to present a case to a grand jury, and an indictment we 
| found against a labor union or its members for violation of 
| the antitrust law. it would be no defense to present this p 


vision in an appropriation bill; and if it would be no defe1 


| then, of course, we are not modifying the law either clums 
or skillfully. We are possibly bringing some influence to bear 
| upon the prosecuting officer, but that is all. 

I believe the influence ought to be brought to bear upon the 
| law itself, so that we need not say to any agency of the Gov 
ernment, “ You may be somewhat blind, or altogether blind. to 
certain offenses against the law which we ourselves have estab 
lished.” 

Therefore, Mr. President, although T shall feel 


that my vot 
does not fully express my view of what ought to be, I s! 





be so construed as not to include liability to prosecution for 
these causes. Otherwise there is nothing practical in it. 

If it were true that the oflicers were paid a certain specified 
sum of money for the prosecution of each case, then it might be 
said that the contention of the Senator was a very serious one; 
that this is an effort on the part of Congress to prevent the en- 


| vote to rid this appropriation of the exceptions which ha 
been attached to it, believing that every offender against the 
law ought to know that he will meet the punishment which the 
law establishes for him. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. 


President, before the Senator takes |! 


) 1 | seat I should like to make a suggestion. To my mind, one oi 
forcement of a law while permitting the law to remain on the | the serious objections to this proviso lies in the fact that it 
statute books. may become a very dangerous precedent. If Congress should 


While I confess this is a clumsy way of accomplishing the 
purpose, at the same time it seems to me that there can be no 
other purpose effected, at least by the enactment of this pro- 
vision into law, except to indicate the purpose of the legislative 
mind that so far as this bill will go, so long as it shall remain 
in force and effect, these combinations of men for the purpose 
of bettering their condition by impreving wages, and so forth, 
shall not be a violation of law. 

Of course we must all recognize that there is very great force 
in the contention of the Senator in the view presented by him 


enact this proviso as it now appears, which is negative ir 

character, might it not become a precedent for some other 
gress to provide that such a sum shall be spent exclusively 
the prosecution of the very things whose prose 
prohibited? 

Mr. CUMMINS. The suggestion of the Senator from Colo 
rado simply emphasizes the conclusions I have attempted 
state. If the law ought to be amended, let us amend it at one 
but to nullify it by saying to the Executive that it ought 


‘ution is Ie 


lo 


aa ; : : ee | to be enforced is sowing the seed of anarchy and destructio 
that it is a very serious thing to permit a criminal law to Mr. STONE. Mr. President. while the Senator from Idaho 
remain upoa the statute books and then to say that it shall not | [Mr. Boran] was speaking I received a teleeram which I ha 
be enforced. But in practical effect that is not what we are| pore. As I understood him, he said that the workinemen. ¢) 
doing, and it can not be so in the nature of things. It can not | ynion-tlabor men, were not particularly interested in this | 
be so unless the prosecuting officer who tries the case would | lation. If I misunderstood the Sonahen I will nals Itee be wos 
ordinarily be paid for that particular case, and is denied pay- | pact me ' on 
ment for it; and that is not the case where officers are paid a Mr BORAH Is the:Senator addressing his remarks 
salary. It can not have any effect in reducing the amount of | ganajor from Idaho? ee — 
money which would be paid to the officer who receives a salary. | : : ‘ 


Mr. STONE. I said that I understood the Senator to expres 
the opinion that the labor organizations of the country were 
particularly in sympathy with the legislation here pr 

Mr. BORAH. Oh, no; the Senator from Idaho made no such 
statement as that. 


Mr. STONE. Then I 


It can have no effect except to put the courts upon notice that | 
so long as this provision is in force such and such combinations 
on the part of labor or agricultural organizations shall not be 
Violations of law. Is not that the effect of it? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I am not quite sure whether 
the Senator from Georgia holds that this provision has the effect 


Moser 
i 


misunderstood the Senator. 


of modifying the existing law, or has the effect of an instruction | bappened that while he was making his remarks and I was 
to a prosecutor. I think it has the latter effect, morally speak- | !istening to him with interest a dispatch was handed me, signed 
ing. I do not think it modifies the law in any sense; but it does | by officials of different railway organizations, saying, in sub 
Say that Congress believes that the Department of Justice | St@nce: 

ought not to prosecute an offender against the antitrust law | In behalf of 400,000 members of the railway employees’ or; 

who comes within these classes. I do not think that is a wise | tions we urge you to vote for and use whatever influence you 


course to pursue. I believe if we were to fall into the habit 
of treating an unpopular law, if you please, in that way, we 
Should speedily forget the essential and fundamental principles | 
of good government. We will accomplish here nothing more 
than to say to the Attorney General: “On the whole, we are 
rather sorry that we did not exempt labor unions and farmers’ 
organizations from the operation of the antitrust law, and 


| pass this bill. 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not know what language 
I used which would have been subject to that construction. | 
did not intend to say anything of the kind, because [ have on 
my desk a letter of some 15 pages from the head of the Ameri 


ean Federation of Labor in favor of it. I have had perso: 


interviews with labor representatives who are in favor of ‘t 
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If I said anything of that kind, it was a slip of the tongue. | unless their demands for improved eonditions are e 


It wi not intentional. 

Mr. STONK. ‘Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. BORAH. Yes. I think upon looking at the Recorp the 
Senator will see that he misunderstood my language 

Vir. STONE. Mr. President, I do not think this question 
ought to take on the color of partisanship. I think everything 
of that kind ought to be eliminated, and that we should con- 
sider it alone from the broad standpoint of the publie right. 

Th bill appropriates $300,000 for the enforeement of the 
antitrust laws. The purpose of the provision is plainly ex- 
pressed—it is to appropriate money to aid the Department of 
Justice to enforce the antitrust laws. Then follows the provisos. 
I read the first proviso: 

Thet no part of this money shall pent in the prosecution of any 
organization or Mmdividual for entering into any combination or agree 
ment having in view the increasing of wages, shortening of hours, or 
bettering tl condition of labor, or for any act done in furtherance 
thereof not in itself unlawful. 


This is the 


provi 


The other 
less im- 


the two provisos 
which 
‘t of judicial 


more important of 
so relates to agricultural organizations, is 


portant, because less likely to be made the subjec 
inquiry. 

Now, keeping my promise to be brief, let me begin in this 
way: Let us take the Sherman law as the beginning of this 
antitrust legislation and consider that as the organie act upon 
which other legislation of this kind has been predicated. Is it 
not plain that the thought in the minds of the legislators in 
the beginning had no reference to labor organizations? I think 


the Senator from Idaho has quite well emphasized that fact. 
There had grown up in this country a system of commercial or 
industrial organizations relating to manufactures, to mining, 


to transportation, and other things by and through which pro- | 


duction was limited, prices fixed, and the whole industrial life 
of the country controlled. 
In other words, commercial and industrial monopoly had been 


in large measure established. This became very obnoxious to 
the people. The laws enacted were intended as blows at mo- 
nopoly—industrial, commercial monopoly. Corporations were 


the ordinary agencies through which these monopolies operated 
and became effective. It was through corporate bedies that 
these industrial forces were combined and operated. The effect 
of these combinations was to do an injury and a positive harm 
in a large way to the great body of the American people of all 
classes. 

hese combinations undertook to control the price of com- 
modities, the cost of transportation, and all that, and thus im- 
posed grievous burdens on the people, against which they made 
loud complaint. They undertook by combination in divers lines 
of manufacturing to dominate the markets of the country and 
to destroy competition, and thus control the market price at 
which their products should be sold to the consuming public. 
This was regarded as a positive evil, and the Congress de- 
termined to make war upon that evil; and to that end, and to 
that end only, the Sherman antitrust law and supplemental 
laws were enacted. 

I know that by judicial interpretation or judicial legislation 
these laws have been extended in their operation until they 
cover a far wider field than they were intended to cover by 
the men who wrote them into the statute books of the country. 


They have been held to apply to men who meet not to 
limit commercial production, not to fix commodity prices, 
not to fix rates of transportation, not to fix tariff rates and 





write them into tariff schedules—nothing of that kind, but who 
organize and meet only and solely to improve and rectify un- 
happy human conditions existing among the workingmen them- 
selves. 

lor example, if they find here and there that the wages they 
receive are too small, not enough to support their families, or 
that the hours of labor are too long and hard, or that there are 
other industrial environments and conditions extremely objec- 
tionable to them, and they meet in their organizations to confer 
among themselves, and then through their organizations with 
their employers to see if agreements can be reached, shall such 
men be restrained? And if agreements are not arrived at, and 
the men say, “ Unless you advance the wage, unless you im- 
preve the condition complained of, whatever it is, we will de- 
to go on with the work. We will no longer engage in 
your employment.” Here is a combination; but if it be lawful 
and orderly, why should any man object to that? 

Have not men a right to say that? True, they are organized; 
they confer together, and they send out word to their fellows 
everywhere as to what they intend to do and what they advise 
others to aid in doing. This is a human action that concerns 


cline 


fundamentally the question whether or not men shall work 
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with. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President-—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from M 


yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. STONE. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a great many yea: 
during the Homestead strike, which was a very serious n 
it chaneed to be my let to be chairman of a committee of 
vestigation. On that committee there were some able 1 
crats. After a very thorough investigation, covering ¢ 
Pittsburgh, Homestead, New York, and other places, we m 
report. The first finding in that report, I think, reads aly 
follows: That men have an entire and absolute right t 
work at pleasure, but they have no right in law or in - 


| to prevent others from taking their places. 


I think we all agree to the preposition Isaid dewn b 
Senator from Missouri that workingmen have a right to « 
ize, and that they have a right to strike when they think 
interests are invelved; but does the Senator think they 
to go beyond that, and, by force or otherwise, prevent 
American citizens from taking their places, or from engag 
work for the men with whom they have formerly been 
ciated? 

Mr. STONE. I think it is the right of any American 
battle of this kind to appeal to his fellow men not to t 
course caleulated to break down the effort they are makin; 
improved labor conditions. They have a right to make 
plea in every lawful way. To that extent the question 0: 
Senator answers itself. If he asks me if they have a rig! 
resort to unlawful, forceful, criminal means to accomplish 
they fail to accomplish by peaceful and lawful means, t! I 
say that would be intelerabie; it is not permissive. 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me to supp! 
what he says—— 
Mr. STONE. Yes. 


Mr. BACON. By calling attention to the fact that th 
which we propose to enact expressly excludes unlawful 
from any benefit of this provision, and uses the words “ or 
any act done in furtheranee thereof, not im itself unia 
Of course acts of violence are unlawful. 

Mr. STONE. To be sure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that is a pretty e!: 
provision. It involves the question just how far lawfu! 
will go and where unlawful acts will commence. As I under- 
stand the matter, these organizations insist that they have a 
lawful right to picket a factory and to assault men and w: 
who want to take their places. They assert that over and 
again. 

Mr. STONE. Just what “picketing a factory” mea 
something I am not altogether familiar with. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is pretty well understood in our | 
of the country. 

Mr. STONE. I will say without hesitaney that if men or 
women desire to stand on the streets or highways in | 
neighborhood of factories or elsewhere and talk with emp|o 
going in or out of a factory in a peaceful and proper way, 
saying what they wish, they have a right to do that. I deny 
the right of anybody to forcefully imterfere with other peo; 
If anyone attempts to use force, then I say the public au- 
thority should exert itself, and all those engaged in anything 
of that kind should be made to pay the penalty of violating 
the law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. STONE. But, Mr. President, there is nothing in thi 
provision which prevents that. The Senator suggests a \- 
lation of the law. If I should assault the Senator under suc! 
circumstances as he supposes, I would be responsible to t! 
criminal courts of the vicinage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; but the man who is killed uni 
such circumstances has not any recourse of that kind. 

Mr. STONE. No; that man would not. The dead | 
would be gone to that— 


undiscovered country from whose bourne no traveler returns. 


yn 


£ 





If to-night I were so criminally disposed that upon our 2d: | 
journment I shot the Senator dead there would be no remedy 
for him, but there would be my responsibility to the public 
authority. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But Mr. Hayward and Mr. Bttor would 
say there ought not to be any remedy, because they are above 
the law and they have openty proclaimed it. f 

Mr. STONE. I am not talking about Mr. Hayward and Mir. é 
Ettor. I do not know anything about them, and I do not care § 


about them, I am speaking of great questions of human right 











(915. 





Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator remembers it has not been 
¢ ago since this Chamber rang with denunciation of the con- 
ditions in Lawrence, Mass., and that violence was resorted to, 
it men were assaulted and one woman was killed. The re- 
of it all is that there are 12,000 people in Lawrence, Mass., 
out of employment to-day. So their effort to benefit labor by 
ysual and revolutionary and violent means has resulted in 
creat harm to the laboring people themselves. 

‘lr. STOND. I hope I do not understand the Senator from 
New Hampshire to say, and I do not believe he means to say, 
that because some individual or number of individuals moy- 

in coneert should commit assault, or even murder, there- 
fore we should deny to working men and women the right of 
organization, the right to confer, the right to take action look- 
ing to the improvement of their conditions; aye, further, of 
conferring with other working men and women whose course 
of conduct might be calculated to make their movement a 
failure or success—peaceful always and within the absolute 

its of the law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me, I would be quite unwilling to be placed in the category 

* those whe deny laboring men the right of organization, I 

ik they have an undoubted right—I think it is their duty— 
to organize, and I would be the last one to make a suggestion 
that should not be permitted. What I called attention to 
more particularly was the fact that these organizations some- 
times go beyond their rights and do commit acts of violence, 
claim being made on the part of their leaders that they 
are above the law, and they do not propose to observe the law. 
Those declarations have been made over and over again. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, as I have already said, anything 

» in violation ef law and public order is intolerable and 
ild be severely punished. We must enforce the law and 
preserve order or else chaos follows. Still, I repeat that it is 
‘to me that the legislative power which enacted these laws 
the beginning intended them to apply only to commercial 
industrial erganizations—business organizations—to prevent 
jinations, and that that was done with the ultimate view of 
enting cemmercial monopoly. I am aware that by judicial 
erpretation or legislation—I say this with great respect, 
| highly respect the judiciary—it seems to me by a very 
: ied construction of the courts these laws have been ex- 
ded so as to cover such labor organizations as we are talk- 
bout. For the time being, at least, we must accept the law 
leclared by the courts. So long as it stands as the court 
res it to be, we must accept it, I suppose; nevertheless we 
‘presumed toe have some opinions of our own. 
| agree with what the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cum™M1ns] 
d the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau] and others have said, 
the better plan would be to go back to the antitrust stat- 
; themselves and amend them, if we wish to amend them. I 
ee to that, and I hope in due time, in the course of this 


f 
that 


e 
i 


ocratiec administration, we will be able to make such amend- 
nts to these statutes as ought to be made. 
But, Mr. President, this particular provision in the pending 


. While not a direct amendment to the antitrust statutes, does 
rovide that no part ef the $500,000 appropriated shall be used 
) prosecute men who lawfully—mark you, lawfully—undertake 
to take care of the interests committed to their hands; that is 
) Say, to better labor conditions, to ask for better wages, to 
ask for better hours, to ask: for better labor environments. 
“Lawfully”” is the language of the statute; not unlawfully. If 
one acts unlawfully he is amenable to the courts of the State and 
to the national courts, so far as national courts may have juris- 
d ction, and this without regard to this proposed statute. An 
unlawful act is a violation of the criminal law, and the violator 
can 7. indicted and prosecuted. This provision would not pre- 
vent that. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President—— 
Mr. STONE. But this is, as my friend the Senator from 
reorgia said a bit ago, a legislative expression of opinion. The 
moneys are appropriated here to do what? Here is the lan- 
suage: For the “enforcement of antitrust laws.” And the anti- 
trust laws, as I have understood and attempted to explain my 
View, in being enforced were not to be used to prosecute organ- 
can people who are lawfully endeayoring to better their 
Conditions, 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

_ STONE. I yield to the Senator. 
ae SUTHERLAND. Is it the understanding of the Senator 
tom Missouri that labor organizations or anybody else lawfully 


doing any of the things described could be prosecuted in the ab- 
Sence of this proviso? 


( 
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Mr. STONE. I do not know. I confess myself unable to 
| quite understand the Senator. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. ‘The Senator has been talkir 

Mr. STONE. Just what the Senator means by lawft 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator has been using that term 

I have not. 

Mr. STONE. Here is what I mean by “lawfully ” or “ unlaw 
fully.” Ifa court should say that men and women in a given 
organization can not say, “* We decline to work for a given w 


CC CC 


ee 


or for given hours; that we will quit the employment of our 
master unless conditions are rectified,” and then thers 
come in and take their places, and then the workmen say, “* W 
will see these people; we will talk with them; we will contrive 
with them to see to it that they do not stand in the way of our 
effort,” an injunction might against the ground 
that they were acting unlawfully. That is not what I me 
“unlawful ’—-unless force used. What I mean by 
ful” is the use of some force that brings one into ec 
the criminal laws of the State or Nation. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does not the Senator 
mean by “ unlawful” an act which would be in 
antitrust law? Would not that be unlawful? 

Mr. STONE. I am not so sure about that from my point 
view. Broadly I am not ready to admit that, at 
sense in which I speak of it; and I think it is a strained judici 
interpretation of the antitrust laws to undertake in such a case 
as I have stated to issue a mandatory injunction ag 
organizations and say that they can not do a thing 
and without violence. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 


Some « 1 


them on 


ro 


is 


mihiet \ 
from 
yiolat h oF the 


le ist 


iinst labor 


pein eful y 


Will the Senator permit me to ask him 
another question? 
Mr. STONE. The Senator may ask me all the questions he 
wishes. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. If a labor organization or an individual 
belonging to a labor organization were to enter into a con 
spiracy or a combination which was actually in restraint of 


trade and which was a violation of the Sherman antitrust law 
would the Senator think that the proviso we are now discussing 
would prevent the Attorney General from using any part of 
the appropriation of $300,000 to prosecute that kind of a case 
Mr. STONE. Well, state a case. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am stating a ca 


se 

Mr. STONE. If he entered into a combination in restra 
of trade was the Senator’s observation 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will put it in another way 4 
individuals engage in this—— 

Mr. STONE. Give me a concrete case. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I wanted to get the 8S tor’s view 
the principle, if I could. Suppose that some labor o1 1iz 
or labor organizations do such things as in the opini« of t 
courts, which have a right to interpret the law, an nt to 
violation of the Sherman antitrust law, would the Senator think 
that this proviso would prevent the Attorney Genera! from using 
a part of the appropriation of $300,000 to prosecute that case 

Mr. STONE. I think very likely it would, and I hope 
would; but I do not think it would prevent the court or tl 


district attorney from proceeding, if desired, notwithstandi: 
this provision. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. ‘That is, proceeding to use some other 
appropriation? 

Mr. STONE. Yes: such other appropriation as might be 
available. They could proceed without reference to this a 


This appropriation is not necessary to give the court jur 


tion. A court could proceed without reference to this act 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then, if J understand the Senator, ! 
position is that no part of the $300,000 could be used for th 
purpose, but that notwithstanding the Attorney General could 
prosecute the case. 

Mr. STONE. Oh, I should not think there was a question 


of doubt but that the Attorney General might proceed withou 
reference to this appropriation. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator right about that, 
would it not be the duty of the Attorney General to prosecute 
because the Constitution provides that the Executive shall take 
care that the laws be faithfully executed? Would it not then 
be the duty of the Executive, if no laws of Congress prevented 
him, to execute this law as well as all others? 

Mr. STONE. I remit the question to the Attorney General to 
determine what he may do. If the law has been violated, the 
Attorney General has power to proceed, whether this provision 
is agreed to or not in the form in which it is here presented 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. ‘Then what have we accomplished f 
the benefit of these men? 

Mr. STONE. We would accomplish this much: It would be 
the expression of the Congress of the United States that money 


is 


" 
At 
































































ay] d to enforce the antitrust law against combinations 
{ : J oly ! d not be used to prosecute men who are 
] f ‘ “1 in attempting to better their human condi- 
We will at least have accomplished that much. I will 
£ I think it would be an expression of the legislative 
body that « 1 be taken as contrary to the judicial interpreta- 
tion of ‘law; that it was er intended that these antitrust 
laws d | ed for any such purpose as they have been 
used for. The lawmaking power, answering the court, would 
suy what was meant; and I assume that would have some effect 
even on the judicial construing power. 

Mr. President, I think this is about all I care to say. I shall 
\ for the provision of the bill as it is, and I am going to do 
it fe he reasons I have indicated. 

‘I .CON. Mr. President, I am not going to detain the 
S« e more than a minute. I want to call the attention of the 
Senate to one fact which illustrates the contention of the Sen 
nator fi \iississippi [Mr. Wititrams] that the provision which 
is me d to be incorporated into the law and which was 
originally proposed in the antitrust law was left out of the 
bill when It was finally put upon its passage because of the 
fact that it was generally conceded and understood and recog- 
nized that the bill as framed would not cover the case either of 
lubor organizations in the effort to better their condition, or 


the case of the agriculturists in the effort to get the best prices 
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for their product The fact is that such earnest men as were | 
then in the Senate. men who had themselves proposed this pro 
vision of law as an amendment, such men as Senator George 
nd others who thought with him, when the bill finally came 
ul 1 its passage without that provision voted for the bill. I 
} t tl ote before me but I think I am accurate in my 
recollection at when that bill was put upon its passage in the 


t 
Se . there was but one vote against it, and that was cast by 


Senator Blodgett, of New Jersey. 


The men whe were anxious and earnest that the labor or- 

g ations of the country should not be put in a criminal 
de when they sought to better their condition by methods 

w bh in themselves were not unlawful, and that agriculturists, 
when they sought to secure for themselves the benefit of the 
bi prices by methods which were within themselves not un 
lawful, would not have voted for that bill with practical] un- 
animity if it had not been for the recognition of the fact that it 


was not intended that the law at that time should include those 
sses who are now ruled by the courts to be violators of 
(rne that the decisions of the courts have heretofore been 
in a ire limited to matters which relate to the labor or- 
ganizations, but there can be no question of the fact that the 
same log or system of reasoning which brings the court to 
the ion that the antitrust law does agreements 
among laborers will also be used to rule that agreements among 
for the purpose of endeavoring to get the best 
r products will also be unlawful and under the 
and that those who violate it will be subject to 


meas 


conclu cover 
iwcriculturists 
for thei 
of this law 
penalties 

MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
consent that the pending bill be laid aside and that its consid- 


prices 
ban 
tts 


. 
Mr 


eration be resumed to-morrow morning after the completion of 
the morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, that 
order will be made. 


PAINT CREEK COAL FIELDS, WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I desire to call up the resolution 
submitted by me some days ago and reported with amendments 
by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of a resolu- 
tion which will be stated. 


The Secretary. Order of Business No. 10, Senate resolution 
37, introduced by Mr. Kern, authorizing the appointment of a 


committee to make an investigation of conditions in the Paint 
Creek district ef West Virginia. 


Mr. KERN. It will not require unanimous consent, Mr. 
President, as I understand. I call the resolution up. It is on 


the calendar. I move that the resolution as reported by the 
committee be adopted. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
the Senate? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. is the resolution before 


President, 
The Chair thinks the resolution is 
before the Senate. There seems to have been no objection to it. 
Mr. KERN. The resolution has been reported by the com- 
mittee with certain amendments. ° 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; the resolution is on the calendar. 
I desire to know whether or not it is now before the Senate? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has ruled that it is, 
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Mr. KERN. I have called up the report of the commit 
which is on the table 

Mr. SMOOT. Was the question put to 
motion of the Senator from Indiana? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No. The Senator from Ind 
asked that the resolution be taken up by unanimous conse: 
The Chair inquired if there was any objection, and no Sens 
objected. 

Mr. OLIVER. I think if the minutes be consulted it 
be found that the Chair did not put the question to the Se) 
as to whether unanimous consent should be given. I am «x 
I had no opportunity to object. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, as I remember, what the Ss; 
tor from Indiana said was that he would withdraw his regues 
for unanimous consent and ask that the resolution be laid 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. KERN. 

Mr. SMOOT, 
a motion. 

Mr. KERN. 

Mr. SMOOT. 
to the Senate. 


the Senate on 


I did. 
But the Senator did not put it in the shay 


Yes, sir; it is in the shape of a motion. 
Then, I will say that the motion was not 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion was not put to ti 
Senate. The Senator from Utah is correct. 
Mr. KERN. If the Senator from Utah will excuse n 


moment, the proceeding was this: The report of the comm 
the table. I called it up. I then moved that th 
port of the committee be concurred in, that the resolution 
proposed to be amended by the committee be adopted; that 

to send this investigation to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. SMOOT. Well, Mr. President, as I remember, the 
tory of the resolution is this: This morning the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] reported the resolution, it w 
to the calendar, 2nd it is now on the calendar under Rule V! 

I will admit that the Senator from Indiana can move to t 
up the resolution and have it considered at this time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator from Utah is mistaken. 1 
is a resolution which comes from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. It car 
fore the Senate several days ago in the shape of a report f 


the committee. Unanimous consent for its immediate c i 
eration was not asked. It went, therefore, to the ca! 


I have forgotten when the resolution was reported, but I 
lieve it was at the meeting of the Senate before the last 





Mr. KERN. The meeting before the last, and, at tl 
quest 
Mr. WILLIAMS. At the meeting of the Senate befor 


last a report was made on the resolution by the Committ 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. | 
then called the attention of the Senator from Indiana to 
fact, and asked whether he wanted to request immediat: 


sideration of the resolution. He said no, and the resolu 
went to the calendar in the regular course. 
Mr. SMOOT. I was mistaken as to the resolution. I theuc'! 


it was a resolution which was reported by the Senator from 
North Carolina, but I find on the calendar, under Rule VIII 
Order of Business No. 10, Senate resolution No. 37, reported ly 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WrLiams] to the Senate 

The only proper way for the Seuator from Indiana to do i 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of S 
resolution No. 37, Calendar No. 10. The resolution is not nov F 
before the Senate at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that the Sen 
from Indiana asked unanimous consent to take from the c: 
dar and to have considered the resolution, and the request \ 
put to the Senate, and no Senator objected. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I call for the reading of 
minutes. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Indiana withdrew 
quest, and the minutes will so show. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the minutes be read. 

Mr. KERN. The Senator from Indiana withdrew his req 
beeause he was laboring under a misapprehension. He thous!!! 
the report was on the table and not on the calendar. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am not objecting to the consideration of | 
resolution, Mr. President; but I do say that the Senator fr 
Indiana withdrew his request for unanimous consent, as he | 
just admitted. If the Senator makes a motion to proceed to 
consideration of Senate resolution 37, that will be the pro) ES 
way to proceed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire—— Bi 

Mr. KERN. I move, then, Mr. President—— a 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire simply to make this observ:'t' 


hi 


I was not prepared to give unanimous consent without ask 
the Senator a question, and I felt very sure that unanimous ©v! 






























































vas not given. I am not going to get into any controversy 
ther the Senator from Indiana or the Chair as to that. 
hair is stating his reeollection, but I do not think the 
ution is before the Senate. I agree with the Senator from 
i 1 [Mr. Smoor] that the usual method, the invariable method, 
ss unanimous consent is asked, is to move to proceed to the 
deration of a resolution, and I presume there will be no 

us objection te thuit course in this instance. 
e VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair cares nothing about the 
» one way or the other, except that the Chair proceeded as 
he has sinee the chair has been oceupied by the present incum- 
by asking whether there was any objection, and there be- 
one, the Chair assumed that the resolution was before the 

~ Le. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I should like to hear the min- 
es read as to What actually did happen. It seems to me the 
ling officer is Lardly correct in his recollection of what 
red. I was paying attention, and I have no recollection of 
question of unanimous consent being put to the Senate. I 
ree to say that, if unanimous consent were asked now, I 
i not object; but I am sure that no opportunity was given 


; nators Who might wish to object 
KERN. Mr. President, there was much confusion in the 
( ber at the moment, and, in view of the misunderstanding 


dently prevails, I again ask unanimous consent for the 
leration of the resolution. 
- GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President—— 
VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
e Senator from Indiana? 
MARTIN of Virginia. Before that request is put to the 
wish te state that I notice that neither Senator from 
a is on the floor. The Senator from Indiana may 
D ing about their wishes in the premises. 
KERN. I will state that on Saturday evening I had a 
rsation with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ron], and told him that I intended to ask to-day for the 
sideration of the resolution with a view of having the mat- 
‘eferred te the Committee on Education and Labor, and 
s perfectly agreeable to him. He went away with that 
standing. I let the matter go over on Thursday last be- 
if the absence of the junior Senator from West Virginia 
Gorr], and, as there seems to be no opposition anywhere 
e reference ef this resolution to the Committee on Educa- 
1 Labor, I think it ought to be disposed of to-day. 
MARTIN ef Virginia. I fully concur, if it only involves 
rence to a committee, but, if the Senator was asking for 
lution to be considered, I did want to be assured that 
tors from West Virginia do not object. However, if 
mly a question of referring the resolution to the Com- 
on Education and Labor, I do not feel that anybody 
1 object to that. 
r. KERN. It implies the adoption of the resolution. The 
lution directs the Committee on Education and Labor to 
this investigation. That is precisely what I notified the 
or Senator from West Virginia would be done, and I under- 
“l from him that there would be no objection on his part. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— 
GALLINGER. Mr. President, I want to say just this 









‘ 


the VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missi$sippi is 
cnized, 

Ir. WILLIAMS. Mr President, the resolution authorizes 

thing, except that it empowers the Committee on Education 

d Labor to make this investigation. 

Mr. KERN. That is all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is all. It had to be sent to the Com- 
e to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
te first, because the expenses of the investigation have to 

be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. So the only 
question before the Senate to he considered would be as to 

: ucther this investigation should be made by the Committee 

Education and Labor and the cost of it paid out of the 

Coitingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There can be no possible objection to 


ul I have been laboring under a slight misapprehension. I 
thought the Senator from Indiana desired to have the resolu- 
Gon agreed to, and that he did not propose a reference to a 


sanding committee. The junior Senator from West Virzinia 
(Mr. Gory], through his secretary, informed me this morning 
canal that Senator had some amendments he desired to offer to 
s the resolution, and I think the secretary said to me they had 
BS been handed te his collengue [Mr. Curtron]; but his colleague 

is net present, and I did not feel that we ought to pass the 
resolution providing for an investigation by a special committee 
Without giving the Senator from West Virginia an opportunity 
to be heard. If the resolution as it stands proposes simply a 
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reference to the Committee on Education and Tabor 
all to agree to it. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Senator is mistaken 
that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The committee amended the r¢ t 
that particular and, instead of sending it to a spe 
mittee, sent it to a standing committee. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I suggest to 
Senator from Indiana that a motion to proceed ] ! 
eration of the resolution would make it the unfinished b 
ness, and then he could egree to let it lie over until We 
day or until the Senators from West Virginia can be pr 
It will then be the unfinished busi! : and will come 
matically immediately after the morning hour. T fl 
the better course to pursue and is one entirely within the s 
ment of the Senate. as I under nd it. at this t 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the S« 
sas will permit me, I will ask the Senator from Ind 
resolution directs the Committee on Edu mand L 


proceed to make the inves n? 
Mr. KERN. Yes, sir; it does. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Then, does not the Senator from I 
think that the junior Senator from West Vir ia [Mr. G 
who has suggested to me through hi retary that | 


some amendments to offer to the res 
an opportunity to offer th 


Mr. KERN. In the ordinary course of things I uld 
yes: but the matter was passed ove! t Thur 
becaus » of the absence ¢« f the juni r Senator fro. VV \ 
I supposed that the two Senators were in « l 
I had had the conference with the senior Senator fre 
Virginia on Saturday evening I unders (d 
from him that he had no objection | the ack of 
resolution, and I felt that it was no great ¢ oO to 
the matter up to-day. However, as it will or -ad 
of 2 day or two more, I will make the motion s) ed | 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Crarke] that the ‘ te pr 
to the consideration of the resolution and that it lie o 
notice that I will call it up immediately upon the « 


the bill now under consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that would be 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I suggest to t! 
make the request in the morning that he will ask to ] 
resolution considered after the morning hour on Wed 
if the Senate be in session at that time 

Mr. KERN. I do not know that it will be. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That will give all the t 
could reasonably be asked for the appearance of the nn 
from West Virginia. 


Mr. KERN. Inasmuch as the senior Senator from W 


Virginia will not be here until Wednesday, I will give n 
that I will call the resolution up on that day after the 
clusion of the morning busines 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. In other words, the § 
will agree to have it informally laid aside until Wedn 
It will then come up automatically, being made the unfin 


business. I think that will be satisfactory. 


Mr. KERN. It will be laid ide until the completion of 


morning business on Wednesday 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Se 
from Arkansas a question. If the motion to proceed to 
sider the resolution is agreed to and it becomes the 
business, it displaces everything else, does it not? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Not necessarily, because it 


be informally laid aside if other matters are desired to 


taken up. 

Mr. STONE. But primarily it displaces everythin 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Oh, yes; it has the right 

Mr. STONE. It becomes the unfinished busine but 
the sundry civil bill comes up again, then the 1 
laid aside informally. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Of course 

Mr. STONE. ‘Then there is no object in saying that i 
be called up at any given time on Wednesday or Thursday 
is sufficient to say that it is the unfinished business, and 
meet to-morrow, at the proper time the resolution can be 
aside. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. There are various ways of 
the same thing if the thing is right. That would be « 


do it. The intention was to have this resolution | ding, 


when it is reached. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It can not displace the 
civil bill, because unanimous consent has been given that 


not to displace the sundry civil bill. That can be taken care « 


ly 
nary 


the 


sundry civil bill shall be proceeded with to-morrow at the con- 


clusion of the morning business, 


a o 
L116 
| 
The VICE PRESIDENT Che Senator from Indiana moves | 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a resolution 
which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY Cal iar No. 10, Senate re ion 37, by | 
Mr. Kern, authorizing the ntment of a com » to make | 
an investigation of conditiol in the Paint Creek district of 
West Virginia. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. KERN. I now ask that the resolution be id aside 
until Wednesday at the expiration of the morning business, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks 
that the resolution be laid aside until the conclusion of the 


morning business on Wednesday next. 
tion that order will be made. 


In the absence of objec- 


EXECUTIVI 
Mr. BACON. I move that the 
eration of executive business. 
The was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After six minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


SESSION. 


Senate proceed to the consid- | 


motion 


s 


Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate adjourn until 2 o’clock 
p. m,. to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 6, | 
1913, at 2 o’clock p. m. 

NOMINATIONS. 

Ba t nominations received by the Senate May 5, 1913. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Ilenry Hayes Lewis, of Florida, to be collector of internal 

revenue for the district of Florida, in place of Joseph KE. Lee; | 





Sill erseded. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


li. Frank Woodcock, of The Dalles, Oreg., to be register of | 
the land office at The Dalles, vice Charles W. Moore, term | 


xpired. 
= APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
MEDICAL RESERVE 
To be first lieutenants with rank from April 80, 1913. 
Coleridge Livingstone Beaven, of Maryland. 
Berwick Anderson, of Texas. 


CORPS. 


Tohn 


William Washington Vaughan, of the District of Columbia. 
PROMOTIONS AND APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hollis M. Cooley to be a lieutenant in | 


the Navy from the 5th day of February, 19153. 

Medical Inspector Thomas A. Berryhill to be a medical 
director in the Navy from the 12th day of January, 1913. 

Judson Daland, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant | 
surgeon in the Medical Reserve Corps of the Navy from the | 
15th day of March, 1913. 

James D. Morgan, a citizen of Maryland, to be an assistant | 
surgeon in the Medical Reserve Corps of the Navy from the 18th 
day of March, 1913. 

The following-named paymasters with rank of lieutenant to | 
be paymasters in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant com- 
mander from the 30th day of March, 1913: 

Donald W. Nesbit, 

John 8S. Higgins, and 

Ignatius T. Hagner. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Walter D. Sharp to be a pay- | 
master in the Navy from the 18th day of January, 1913. 

Civil Engineer George A. McKay, with rank of lieutenant, to 
be a civil engineer in the Navy, with rank of lieutenant com- 
mander, from the 30th day of March, 1913. 

Ensign Ralph D. Spalding to be an assistant civil engineer in 
the Navy from the 3d day of March, 1913, to correct the date | 
from which he takes rank as previously confirmed. 

Capt. William M. Small to be a captain in the Marine Corps | 
from the 22d day of August, 1912, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously confirmed. 

Iirst Lieut. Robert B. Farquharson to be a captain in the | 
Marine Corps from the 1st day of January, 1913. 

sjoatswain Harry T. Johnson to be a chief boatswain in the 
Navy from the 3lst day of January, 1913. 














WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate May 5, 1918. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Hayes H. Lewis, of Florida, to be collector of internal revenue 


for the district of Florida, in place of Joseph E. Lee, super- 
seded, is hereby withdrawn, because of error in name. 
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May 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monnay, May 4, 1913. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the f 
lowing prayer: 


Infinite and eternal Spirit, God our Father, we thank 'T! 


| that Thou hast made us and assumed the responsibility of o 


well-being. ‘“ Therefore will I not be afraid, but 
trust in the covert of Thy wings.” Thou hast filled the eg 
with all things necessary to our existence and surrounded 
with Thy glory in the awe-inspiring scenes which bring 
our knees. Therefore my soul shall not be perturbed. ‘I 
hast revealed Thy love in the heart of the Christ, and in Hi 
Thou bast revealed man at his best. Therefore will I put 
trust in Thy loving kindness, and I will worship at Thy fu 
stool, and I will try to obey Thy mandates. In the spirit of 
Lord Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, May 3, 1913, 
read and approved. 


will put 


or 
a 


LEAVE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to 
Rucker, for 10 days, on account of illness in family. 

ELIMINATING CERTAIN LETTERS FROM THE 

Mr. J. I. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consen 
have stricken from the permanent Record some 409 leit: 
which were printed through a mistake in the Recorp of Frid 
May 2, 1913. As I stated in the House in Committee of | 
Whole on Saturday last, these letters, in the nature of a | 
tion, were filed by me with the idea of having them printed 
a petition. It was not my intention to have them extende:| 
the Recorp. I therefore ask unanimous consent to have th 
stricken from the permanent record of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks un 
mous consent that 409 letters printed in the Recorp of Frid 
May 2, 19138, be stricken from the permanent Rercorp, h 
been inserted in the current Recorp by mistake. Is there 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 1 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the s| 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill I! 
3321—the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committe: 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further « 
sideration of the bill H. R. 3321, with Mr. Garrert of Tennes 
in the chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

380. Ivory tusks in their natural state, or cut vertically across 
grain only, with the bark left intact, 20 per cent ad valorem; : 
factures of ivory or vegetable ivory, or of which either of these 
stances is the component material of chief value, not specially pro ! 
for in this section, 20 per cent ad valorem; manufactures of mot 
of-pearl and shell, plaster of Paris, papier-m&aché, and vulcanized india 
rubber known as “hard rubber,” or of which these substances or : 
of them is the component material of chief value, not specially | 
vided for in this section, 25 per cent ad valorem; shells engraved, « 
ornamented, or otherwise manufactured, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 95, line 14, strike out “ivory tusks in their natural state 
cut vertically across the grain only, with the bark left intact, 20 


cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous « 
sent that debate on this paragraph close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have two or three 
minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will divide the time with the ge! 5: 
man. : 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, ivory tusks are not indigenous 
to the United States. This is a proposition to put them on tlie 
free list, as they are in the Payne law, and not upon tlie 
dutiable list, as in the present bill. They enter very largely 
into the manufacture of piano keys. They are free of duty in 
Germany, which is the greatest competitor of the United States 
in the manufacture of pianos, Some gentlemen interested it 
this basiness in Cambridgeport, Mass., have indicated that 
would be destructive of the business in the United States if 
these ivory tusks are made dutiable, as proposed in the Under- 
wood bill. They were under the impression, as they writ. 
that the Democratic Party had promised not to destroy «ny 
legitimate industry, and they feel this is a breach of Democratic 
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RECORD. 
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. I find there are manufacturers of pianos in the city of | 
| »delphia who hold the same opinion. Whether or not these | 
were lured into voting for the Democratic Party | 
vear I do not know: but whether they were or not, they | 
now find what they believed to be a promise that “legitimate | 
ind istry” would not be affected by the Democratic majority | 
is being violated. I have nothing to say further, except that 
the admission of certain free raw materials which are not pro- 
duced in this country and which enter into manufactures here 
adds to labor’s opportunity for employment in the United 
St tes. In such cases there is no real objection on the part of 
pr tectionists. I submit herewith the letters to which I have 
referred : 
\N 980, LVORE TUSKS, DUTY 20 PER CENT; ALWAYS FRED HERETOFORE, 
CAMBRIDGEroRT, Mass., May 3,, 1913. 


men 


SEC! 


J. Hampron Moors, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 


Dear Str: We have $500,000 invested in the business of manufac- 


Hon 


turing ivory keys for pianos. Last year our importations of raw ivory 
smounted te $191,000 and our pay roll $200,000. The cost of the ivory 
is 50 per cent of the cost of the finished product. pe five per cent 
of the planes disposed of in the United States are sold on installments 


of about $5 a month, the purchasers being people of smal! means. The 
rich and luxurious class of people furnish only a trfling proportion 
of the piano manufacturer’s market. An increase of 20 per cent in the 
st of our raw material and the decrease in the tariff on the manu- 


oni red product from 35 te 30 per cent will open the market wide to 
foreign manufacturers, who will take our business away from us. They 
are waiting for the chance and petitioned the Ways and Means Com- 


mittee for a reduction in the duty so that they might enter this market 


(see p. 5205 Hearinge before the Contes on Ways and Means). 
They could net have hoped for such favorable consideration as they 
have received. They get their raw material free; we are changed from 
the free list to a duty list of 20 per cent, and the duty on the manu- 


fa red product has been reduced from 35 to 30 per cent. Section 380 
was made for fereigners, not for the United States. They will take 
our business and, with our raw materials taxed, we can not export at all. 
Our expensive plant is especially made for the manufacture of ivory 
keys, and our men are trained for this particular work. We were 
promised in a Democratic platform and by the President in his speeches 
that no legitimate industry would be injured. Ours is a legitimate 
business; it is based on sound capitalization, efficient management, and 
there is a state ef intense competition among the domestic manufac- 
turers of our line ef goods. 

Che duty on raw ivory would be the ruin of the !vory manufacturing 
industry In this country, and our men would be obliged to take other 
jobs with which they are not familiar at less wages. 

We earnestly request the restoration of ivory tusks to the free list. 
And in asking this, we are only asking for the same fair treatment 
that you have given to the manufacturers of goods from pear! shell, 
tortise shell, vegetable ivory, horns, tropical cabinet woods, etc.—all 
of these materials im the same general class as ivory tusks and all 
of them on the free list. 

Yours, very truly, SyLvester Towser Co, 
H, B. Leavert, 
Acting Treasurer. 


PHILADELPHIA, April 25, 1918. 


Hon. J. HAMprow Moorp, — 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. OC. 
HonoraBLe Str: We desire to make a vigorous protest against sec- 
tion 384 of the new tariff bill, which imposes a duty of 20 per cent 


on ivory tusks, thereby increasing the cost of ivory keys for pianos 
10 to 20 per cent. 

This ts clearly a discrimination against the piano industry of this 
country and will seriously affect the business. vory has been Increas- 
ing In cost steadily for the last five years, owing to its scarcity. At 
the same time the quality has been growing poorer for the same reason, 
80 that to those who desire to make a fine piano the cost has increased 
In the neighborhood of 25 to 40 per cent during this period, and if 
this duty fs added the cost will be at least 10 per cent more. There 
is no known substitute for it—it is impossible to use celluloid on 
account of its infertority. 

This puts the manufacturer of this country at a very decided dis- 
advantage, because ivory enters free of duty in Germany and other 

" countries which compete with us. Further, it is almost im- 
e for us to compete with the foreigners for export piano trade, 
‘many, particularly, can lay down a piano In South America for 
han it costs to make the same grade here. We do have some 

trade in player pianos, but this will fast disappear as our 







rt 
American patents expire. 
‘rusting you will give this your attention and use your influence 


— this iniquitous and most unjust item taken out of this bill, 


Most respectfully, yours, 


THE LESTER PIANO Co, 
Geo. MILLER, Treasurer. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, in many places in the bill there 
is for the first time imposed a tariff tax upon raw materials 
which are not naturally produced in this country. That, of 
course, is a real tax. Ivory tusks, now on the free list, which 
this bill puts on the dutiable list at 20 per cent, are mainly used 
in the manufacture of piano keys. I suppose gentlemen on the 
other side will say that piano keys and pianos are articles of 
luxury. That is not the opinion of a great many people in the 
country. I can see no excuse for placing this tax upon this 
article, I respectfully ask the House to consider the following 
letters which have been addressed to me: 
Hon. JAMES R. Mann. Cuicaco, May $8, 1918. 


4 inance Committee of the House, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: Referring to the proposed tariff schedule, our attention has 


been called to th 
imposes @ duty e fact that section 380 of the Underwood tariff bill 


means, at the 


eof 20 per cent on ivory tusks in natural state. This 
east, a 10 per cent increase in the cost of piano keys. 





Tii7 


tusks have been transferred from 


We have been informed that ivory 





the free to the dutiable List because articles of luxury are ma 
tured from this raw material. The chief use made « in y tt s in 
this country is for piano keys, and with mus so tan the publie 
schools, at the expense of the State, and considered a necessary adjunct 
to an ordinary education, a musical instrument in tl 1 no 
longer be considered an article of luxury, and 85 per « t inos 
manufactured are bought by artisans and people of small means 

You will please note that other raw materials from which articles of 
purest luxury are manufactured, such as pearl shell, tortoise shell, 
vegetable ivory, meerschaum, and all other tropical woods have been 


left on the free list 
We believe that much good can be done by having this duty removed, 
and are convinced that such a duty would 
We trust, therefore, that it will meet 
efforts in that directior 
Thanking you very kindly for any attention you may give 
we are, 
Yours, very truly, 


work considerable 
with y 


hardsh 
lend 


ip. 


ur approval to your 


the matter, 


THE 


By B. C. 


Marqvetrn P 


ANO Co., 
Wa 


Hon. Jas. R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, 


Dear Siz: Our attention is 


Washington, D. CO. 


called to the provision in the Underwood 

bill, section 384, imposing a duty of 20 per cent on ivory tusk 

This is a material which enters into the make-up of nstruments, 
and it would seem quite unnecessary that the present cost be tnere: d, 
through the imposing of a duty, particularly when it is pointed out that 
raw waterials of similar class at times used, ch as mo *r-of-pearl, 
horn, boue, ebony, etc., are on the free list 

Our understanding is at for over 100 years ivory has been admitted 
free, and our investigation its that it is at the present time admitted 
free from duty to every other country Piano indusiry of the United 
States must needs suffer this handicap, which clearly should not be 
imposed 

ay not the matter have your best attention? 
Yours, very truly, 
Gro. P. Bent Co., 
J. C. McCHery 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will! state that the tax 
on ivory in the raw state is strictly a revenue tax. It is a non- 
competitive article and I think that it can bear the small tax 
imposed in this bill without serious detriment to the industries 
involved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 


by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}, 
The amendment was rejected, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


382. Matting made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 5 cents per square yard; 
mats made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 3 cents per square foot 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand an 


item that appeared in the Evening Star of this city a few days 


ago that has caused me considerable concern. It says 
Progressives at odds on Underwood bill Several favor the measure, 

some are opposed, and others refuse to vote. Confusion has fallen, it 

is stated, upon the Progressive Party of the House of Representatives 


Instead of standing like a short but well-cor 


{ 
try 


S cted section of a stone 
wall on the tariff proposition, it has scattered to the four wind f 
heaven, and scarcely any five of its Members will vote the sam: Ly 
on the Underwood tariff bill when it is put up to the House for passage. 
It is said to indicate that the party is simply waiting to s way 


the cat will jump. 


Then this article goes on to say two distinguished gentlemen 
belonging to the party are going to stand directly on top of the 


fence so they may the more easily jump upon the side where 
they think there is the most clumor. ‘Then it says further that 
one distinguished gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. Corpiey] is re 
puted to be very wealthy and he is very much discouraged. 
Now, I trust the distinguished gentleman from I\lin« 


iis will not 
become discouraged in his battle for the people because he is 
wealthy. I ask him to look at Perkins and at Flyun and Me 
Cormick and at Crane, who has already received his reward, 
and take courage. It is very easy to serve two masters in the 
cause of righteousness when you learn how And a little fur r 
on the article says the distinguished gentleman from | is 
‘Mr. Murpock] is going to vote aguinst the bil I am serry to 
hear that because I was in hopes he would vote fo! » bill and 
then if he was true to his record he would immediately de- 
nounce it. If he yotes against it and follows his record on the 


~ayne bill I will expect him to sing its praises to cl 


tauquas’ 
remotest bounds. 


Now, it is a cause for public that this party, that is 
coerced by no caucus and controlled by no bos M lue! l 
by no interest, should take to g reling among themselves. 
But, Mr. Chairman, how is it possible that members of a party 
thut possesses all the wisdom and all the righteousness could 
disagree? Can it be possible, Mr. Chairman, that t re | 
same old vocabulary performers we have had with us always, 
that want to reform their neighbors and not then es? Is it 
possible that these anointed of the people are as ot! men ? 

Mr. HULINGS. Will the gentleman permit question 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. In just a moment. Th 
should not quarrel among themselves. Their way is perfe 
plain—they denounced the Puyne bill to get in and they will 


denounce the Underwood bill or get out. Now, what the Way 
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and Means Committee shonid have done, and what they would | 
have done if they had been honest in their desire to serve the | 
people, if they had not been influenced by some sinister motive, | 
would have been to bring in a bill here that gave high protec- 
tion upon every industry located in every Bull Moose district 


and free trade for all the rest of the country. That would have 
been real reform, that would have been real downward revision, | 
that would have been in the real interest of the people. Such a 
bill as that woulda receive the undivided, unanimous, enthusi- | 
astic support of the righteous 13. By the way, I hope that the | 
distinguished gentleman from Kansas will tell a candid and | 
waiting world just how many Members follow him now, when 
he is marching in any direction except toward pie. Now I will 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HULINGS. I just wish to inquire of the gentleman what | 
the gentleman had for breakfast this morning? 

Mr. MANN. It looks to me as if the gentleman had eaten a 
Progressive. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It is perfectly apparent I 
did not have a piece of Progressive pie, as I still think the 
world is all right. I do not believe I am the only honest man in 
the country and that I belong to the only honest party. 

Mr. COPLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, of course I do not wish 
to cut off the gentleman from his five minutes. This debate is 
rather entertaining to our side of the House; but as we want to 
progress I would like to cut off political debate this morning, 
and therefore I move that after five minutes, and after giving 
the gentleman a chance to reply, all debate on this paragraph 
shall be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
closed in five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COPLEY. Mr. Chairman, that article in the Evening Star 
was not inspired by any man friendly to the Progressive cause, 
nor was it inspired by any man friendly to myself. The gentle- 
man from Washington {[Mr. Humpnurey] has hitherto taken 
occasion to quote passages from newspapers that were inspired 
by political interests opposed to myself and accepts them as 
gospel. I will say to the gentleman, however, that my opinion | 
on the tariff question was expressed in a speech in this House 
printed on the same day that it was delivered, and if he wants 
to know where I stand he can find out by reading that speech. 
He also intimates that one of the other gentlemen and myself 
are going to stand on the fence. I took my political life in my 
hands at the election last fall. In fact, I took the attitude 
immediately after the Republican national convention had nomi- 
nated, and I have stood in that same attitude ever since. And 
it is not worth while spending any time in trying to explain to 
him. I will only call his attention to this fact, that although 
there are but 19 Progressive Members in this Congress, we have 

| 
| 





Without objection, the debate will be 


the satisfaction of knowing the candidate and the principles 
that we espoused in the last election were indorsed by more than 
700,000 voters in this country in excess of the number of voters 
that espoused the principles to which he seems so firmly wedded. 
f Applause. ] 

So far as that article is concerned, I had no intention of pay- 
ing any attention to it, having been in public life long enough 
to know that some of your enemies are going to write things 
which are intended to harm you and yet write them as appar- 
ently in a measure friendly. Now, as to “being a man of 
wealth,” that is purely a personal matter, and has been ex- 
aggerated manyfold. I have never stood under any circum- 
stances on any other basis than one of absolute equality with 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. HumMpnHurey] or any other 
Member of this House, or any other man, wherever or whoever 
he may be. I have worked in the ditch with my hands side by 
side with other laboring men, and am proud of it. I have never 
denied it. I have worked side by side with bank presidents, 
and IT am proud of it. I have never denied it. I am content in 
the fact of accomplishing something useful. I have run through 
the gamut of human endeavor, and I am just the same sort of 
a fellow that I was before, notwithstanding the attempt of the 
gentleman from Washington to read something into these lines 
that were written by interests hostile to me and that might in 
some way belittle the Progressive cause or myself. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

889. Pencils of paper or wood, or other material not metal, filled with 
lead or other material, pencils of lead and slate pencils, all the fore- 
going, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 96, line 25, after the word “ foregoing,” strike out “ 25 per « 


ad valorem” and insert “45 cents per gross and 25 per cent 
valorem.” 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment 


restore to this bill the existing rate of duty, for the follow 
reasons: The United States produces and furnishes to Germ, 
a large per cent of the graphite used in the manufacture of 
cils in Germany. Germany purchases the wood from the 1 
States.out of which to make pencils. Therefore we fu 
Germany not only with the wood but with the graphite, and x 
with her cheap labor, furnishes us with a large per cent of 1 
pencils used in this country. However, under existing law, 
manufacturing of pencils in this country has been establis) 
and is increasing year by year. The rate of duty fixed in ex 
Therefore I ask that the rates in 
Payne tariff law be inserted in the so-called Underwood tuaritf 
law for the reason given, that I do not want to see again 
pencil industry transferred to Germany, and that country, y 
its cheap labor, supply us with all our pencils. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the any 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Iorpnry 

Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. J. rp 
KNOWLAND] moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. I do so in order to ask that in 
time the following editorial on this subject from the Oak 
(Cal.) Tribune be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

{From the Oakland (Cal.) Tribune, Apr. 24, 1913.] 
INDUSTRIES THREATENED WITH DESTRUCTION. 


Making pencils is an extensive industry in the United States t! 
threatened with extinction by the tariff bill introduced in Con 
New York is where the pencils are made, but the cedar slats us: 
their manufacture are made in California, Tennessee, Florida, and « 
Southern States. Should the domestic manufacture of pencils ce 
plants scattered about the country now employed in producing 
would be compelled to shut down and our home market surrendered 
foreign makers. 

German-made pencils would supersede the product of our 
makers, and Germany does not use American cedar in making per 
The German makers get their cedar from German East Africa \ 
Government officers in Germany are required to use pencils made wii! 
African cedar, as Germany desires to develop the resources of 
African possessions while building up her manufactures at home 

The German tariff shuts American-made pencils out of the (: 


| market, even if the lower labor cost in the Kaiser's empire w: 


an insuperable obstacle to the exportation of pencils from the | 
States to Germany. Where the American manufacturer ed 
dollar for labor the German manufacturer pays out a mark. [i | 


| in American money a mark is 23 cents. 


Under the present tariff law a specific duty of 45 cents per : 
levied on foreign pencils Imported into this country, in addition t 
per cent ad valorem. ‘The bill which has just been introduced in ‘ 
gress abolishes the specific duty entirely. As the 25 per cent ad va 
duty is insufficient to equalize the cost of production, the pencil ind 
in the United States will be destroyed if the bill goes through 
present form. This will react disastrously on timberland owne! 

mill proprietors ip several States, besides throwing a large num 
people out of employment. 

Until a comparatively recent period the common red cedar of | 
fornia had no market value. It was not worth cutting until a com 
entered this field with a plant to manufacture pencil slats. This | 
is located at San Leandro, in Alameda County, Cal., and oc 
a tract of 14 acres. It has recently been enlarged and improve: 

a considerable expense. Several acres were purchased at a co 
$1,500 an acre. At San Leandro 108 persons are employed, and 

100 more are employed in the woods. In addition to cutting its \ 
timber the San Leandro concern buys cedar logs from a num 
lumbering companies operating in this State. 

Thus a new industry has been created in California utilizir 
hitherto waste product and giving employment to a large num! 
workingmen. If the pencil manufactories in the East are compelled t 
shut down by a ruinous reduction in tariff duties the San Lea: 
plant will also be compelled to close down, and there will be no |: 

a market for California cedar. 

And what will we get in return? The privilege of buying G: 
pencils made from African cedar. The shumbaee used by Am 
pencil makers is mined in the United States, but the plumbago 1 
will have to shut down if the pencil makers are forced out of busi: 


Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to sup} 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan. Ja) 
is becoming a competitor of the United States in the manuf 
ture of lead pencils. The wages paid in this country are nearly 
fifteen times higher than paid in Japan. Notwithstanding the 
present duty, the value of importations last year exceeded over 
$400,000, showing that the duty is far from prohibitive. I wi!! 
insert the following letter from the Hudson Lumber Co., of 
San Leandro, Cal. : 

San LEANDRO, CaL., January 13, ! 

Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND, Washington, D. C. 


Deak Sir: Referring to Schedule N, paragraph 472, 
present tariff: 

We object strongly to any reduction in the present tariff on pen 
We manufacture slats for pencil factories, and any reduction in 
tariff on pencils would make the price of our manufactured stock 5° 
low that we would, n< doubt, have to go out of business or cut 


%r< 


ihe 


pencils, of 


papa np eo 
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» of our labor to equal the pauper labor of Europe. 
the cedar wood that is left in the Southern States, and a reduc- 
n the tariff on pencils would mean a tremendous loss to these men 

‘od cedar, formerly found only in the Southern States of this coun- 

ig pow shipped in large quantities snd much cheaper from 

an East African possessions to Germany, where the authorities have 
iy recommended to the people not to use any other cedar. The 

er the tariff on pencils here, the more finished pencils will be im 

d made of the African wood, thereby cutting down the farmers’ 

‘ e and lowering the wages of the laborers. , ; 

F . depend for ovr living upon protection of the finished article made 

i wood used 


Germ 





ti is country as against ‘ow-priced | in Germany, Italy, 
I and Japan in the manufacture of pencils. 
7 Yours, very truly, 
™ Hiupson LuMper Co., 
Per R. E. GOopGAMe, 
Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND: 
We, the undersigned, citizens of this congressional district. kindly 
st that you use your influence to prevent any reduction in the 
f on pencils for the reasons as outlined in this letter. 
tank of Haywards, J. E. Farnum, cashier: W. J. Gannon; 
W. F. Knightly; John E. Lears; Alonzo Bradford; 
Chas Q. Rideout: i. C. Morehouse; A. B. Carey; P. 
Godchaux; A. S. Weaver. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 


will be withdrawn. 
dment offered by 
‘ORDNEY J. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The question is on agreeing to the 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 


t 


Pipes and smokers’ articles: Common tobacco pipes and pipe 
made wholly of clay, 25 per cent ad valorem; other pipes and 
bowls of whatever material composed, and all smokers’ articles 


oever, not specially provided for in this section, including ciga 
books, cigarette-book covers, pouches for smoking or chewing 
and cigarette paper in all forms, 50 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 97, line 18, after the word “ forms,” 


insert the words “ except 
paper.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 


mt offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

‘he question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4 
! or lace, 


paper 35 per cent ad valorem. Sticks for umbrellas, 


iis, or sunshades, and walking canes, finished or unfinished, 50 per 
id valorem. 
Mr. MOORE. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 97, line 23, after the 
35 per cent ad valorem” 


Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 


word “lace,” by striking out 
and inserting “45 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. MOOR. Mr. Chairman, this is the third and last stage 
umbrella question. Undoubtedly the committee has 
ade a mistake in this instance. It is taxing the raw material 


h cher than the finished product and is making it impossible 
f 


of 


+] 
the 


rr men in this country to successfully compete in the manu- 
ture of umbrellas. 

I hope the committee will give consideration to this matter, 
because here is a chance for them to make good and correct an 
error that is manifest. The Payne bill gave protection to the 
manufacture of umbrellas, in that it rated the component parts 
of the umbrella lower than the finished product; but this bill, 
whether for the purpose of raising revenue or not, does tax the 
component parts higher than the finished umbrella itself. When 
we reached paragraph 143, which provides that on umbrella 
ind parasol ribs and stretchers, composed in chief value of 

1, Steel, or other metal, in frames or otherwise, and tubes 
for umbrellas, wholly or partially finished, the duty should be 
» per cent ad valorem. 


nm 
| 


that duty, by the way, 
pon the finished product. 
_ When we reached paragraph 326, relating to woven fabrics, 
the piece or otherwise, of which silk is the component mate- 
of chief value, and all manufactures of silk or of which 
< or silk and india rubber are the component materials of 
chief value, constituting the coverings for umbrellas over the 
"ibs and frames, I undertook to have the duty reduced from 45 


( 
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the | 


throughout the country that will be seriously affected by this 
change. 

Now we have come to the crucial paragraph, that of the 
umbrella itself, the finished umbrella or parasol, which w ‘ 
against the umbrella or parasol which comes in from the her 

| side, and against that importation we fix a duty of only 35 per 
cent. How can a man make an umbrella at 35 per cent if | 


|} has to pay 


i> per cent, as this bill provides he must do, in ord 


| to get his woven fabric? It seems to me this is such a glaring 

| error that the gentlemen on the other side ought to be glad to 

correct it, more especially as it affects the wage of hundreds of 
| thousands of people employed in this industry 
I seriously appeal to the gentlemen on the oth le to permi 

| this amendment to go through. It does no 1 e tl fix the 
rate upon the finished product equal to that on the raw iterial 

| Mr. HARDWICK, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the ntleman from VPennsy \ 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia ? 

| Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

| Mr. HARDWICK. I understood the other day that the gen 

| tleman from Pennsylvania said that nobody could n a 

| in this bill, and that he was going to quit offering amendments 

| Is that right? [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

| Mr. MOORE. Yes; that is right I said it was useless to 

| offer amendments, but here is a meritorious case th morn 
ing - 

Mr. HARDWICK. Then the other cases wet! l neritori 
ous? [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MOORE. And it seems to me the ventlemen 1 iften 
| a little and permit this amendment to be adopted 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, will the g in vield? 

| Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

Mr. BARNHART. The gentleman says this time he 1 a 
“serious” appeal to the committee. Were the othe a 
ments not serious? [Laughter on the Democratie le. ] 

| Mr. MOORE, Yes: they were serious, but ineffectual. I 

| hope that in this case the committee will accept this amend- 
ment. I do not want to see these plants transferred from this 


Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades covered with material other | 


The Clerk will report the amendment of- 


oe) I endeavored to raise the duty from | 
per cent to 40 per cent, but the amendment was overthrown. 
yas equal to the duty that is placed | 


per cent to 35 per cent, in order that it would be less than the | 


rate 


i ‘ixed upon the umbrella itself. That amendment also was 
def ‘ated, and that notwithstanding the fact that there are 
umbrella factories employing hundreds and possibly thousands 
of people in the city I have the honor in part to represent, and 
vue in Lancaster, Pa., and other sections of the State and 


L——T1 


country to Germany and other countries abroad, as would seem 
to be the result if the committee ists in il 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 
The amendment was rejected. 


pe! iis e course 


‘ ft re l 











Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 97, line 23, after the word “lace,” by inserting the 
| words “not embroidered or apnliquéd 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

397. That each and every imported article not im ed in this 
section which is similar, either in material, quality, texture, or the 8 
to which it may be applied, to any article enumerated in thi ection 
as chargeable with duty shall pay he same rate of duty which is ley j 
on the enumerated article which it most resembles in any of the pa 

| ticulars before mentioned; and if any nonenumerated article equally 

| resembles two or more enumerated articles on which differ tr of 

| duty are chargeable, there shall be levied on such nonenume le 
the same rate of duty as is chargeable on the article which it resembles 
| paying the highest rate of duty: and on articles not enumerated, manu 
| factured of two or more materials, the duty shall be : d at the 
highest rate at which the same would be chargeable if com, d wholly 
of the component material thereof of chief value; and tl word 
ponent material of chief value,’ wherever used in this section, shall be 

| held to mean that component materia! which shall exceed in v 
other single component material of the article; and the va! ‘ h 
| component material shall be determined by the as ined f 
such material in its condition as found in the article If two 
| rates of duty shall be applicable to any imported i 

' duty at the highest of such rates. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous co) it 
| in the amendment which was offered and agreed to on Satur 
day, in line 8, page 93, the word “poke” may be changed to 
* spoke.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr 
| PALMER] asks unanimous consent that in an amendment agree 
| to on Saturday last, on page 95, in line 3, the word * poke” in 

said amendment be changed so as to read “spoke.” Is there 
| objection ? 

There was no objection. 
| Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
| word for the purpose of referring to a statement which was 
made on Saturday by the gentleman from Michigan |Mr 
ForDNEY], which is found in the RecorpD, on page 978, in which 


he says: 

Away back in 1894 or 1595 there was a gentleman whose name 
Osborne, who was a candidate for the office of governor of Wyoming; a 
great Democrat, and in favor of free wool. He told in a joking way 
afterwards, ‘I came within 3 cents a pound of getting it—free wool,” 


is 
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because that was all he could get for his wool. [Laughter.] He wasa 
very extensive woolgrower in Wyoming, and just at that time there 
appeared a higher price abroad for wool than was |] 1 in the United 
States Hie accordingly shipped his wool to London, England, and 
before his wool had arrived there the price went down 

He kept his woo! in a warehouse over there and paid the rent and 
storage upon it in England until the Republican Party once more got 
back into power and put wool on the protected list, and then he brought 
that wool back to the United States and sold it her 

The gentleman who is referred to in this statement—Mr. 
Osborne—is now an Assistant Secretary of State, and he has 
authorized me, indeed he has requested me to say, in order that 
the record shall be straight, that the distinguished gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Forpnry] is entirely mistaken in his 


statement as to Mr. Osborne selling wool abroad in that manner. 
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They brought in a unanimous report favoring the placi 
wood pulp, then bearing a duty of $1.66 a ton, on the fr: 
and a reduction on print paper from $6 to$2aton. That ; 
was unanimous, and it was made after a long and exhn: 
inquiry, and complete information was brought to the H 
What happened? In the face of that report, in disree 
the facts brought in by that commission, the duty on print 


was put up to $3.75 a ton and the duty on ground wi 
tained. What did the gentleman from Washington do i 
day, the gentleman from Washington who talks here ceo 


and eloquently in favor of a tariff commission? Where 
then? He was then, as he is always, following meekly | 
some leader, not following his own judgment, not usi 
information which within his reach, but voting 
leader told him to. And, in plain disregard of the facts | 
out by the commission, he voted for the Payne-Aldric} 
bill and against the findings of that commission, as 
future he would vote against the findings of any con 


was 


| if his bosses told him to do so. 


'and they do not care who knews it. 
| of a bill, they will write high and prohibitive duties. 


| the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 


He says—and I am just repeating Gov. Osborne’s statement— 
that he sent to the London market a considerable clip of his 
wool, nmounting to over 40,000 pounds; that he received for it 
a slightly higher price than the then prevailing market price 
in America, and that he was advised by his factors that he 
would have received a larger price if it had not been that it 
was badly packed; that the next year he shipped abroad a clip 
of about the same amount, 40,000 pounds, and that he sold it 
in the London market and received 14 cents a pound more than 
the then prevailing price in the United States. He says it is 
not a fact that he stored that wool abroad and returned it to 
this country, when he sold it cheaper, or for any price; that it | 
was not returned to this market, but in each of those years it 
was sold in the London market, the first year at a slightly 
higher price than the American price, and the second year at 
14 cents a pound higher than the American price. 


I do not desire to get into any controversy about it, but I am 


making this statement at the request of Gov. Osborne in order 
that the facts may appear upon the record. 

Mr. MONDELL. What year was that? 

Mr. PALMER. It was 1894 and 1895. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to set myself 
richt before the House? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I made that statement in good faith. I re- 


ceived my information from Senator WARREN. Senator WARREN 
happened to be in the House last Saturday when I made that 
statement, or he learned of it, because within five minutes after 
I made it I met him in the cloakreom, and he again said that 
my was correct. When I made the statement last 
Saturday I did not know that Mr. Osborne is now an Assistant 
Secretary of State under Mr. Bryan, but if I had known it it 
would have made no difference. Before I revise my statement 
of last Saturday I want again to consult with Senator WARREN, 
and let him and Assistant Secretary of State Osborne thrash 
it out. Mr. Osborne does admit having shipped his wool abroad 
when wool] in the United States was on the free list. The only 
way in which he contradicts my statement is that he did not 
bring any portion of that wool back to the United States. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, twice 
within the last week the dyspeptic gentleman from Washington 
{Mr. Humpurey], who is a weak understudy of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN], has brought into this Chamber a super- 
cilious sneer. On the first occasion the gentleman from Wash- 
ington undertook to deride the men in the country who live in 
sinall towns. He quoted from a newspaper, friendly to him, to 
show that a large number of men on the Ways and Means 
Committee were laboring under the awful disadvantage of not 
having been reared, as the gentleman from Washington has 
been reared, in a large city, and consequently that they were 
not able to write duties in a tariff bill. 

This morning, in a second attempt along the same line, he 
essays to ridicule the Progressives in this body for an alleged 
division among them. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Washington that the members of the Progressive Party have no 
rings in their noses. [Applause.] 


stantement 


by so-called bosses or leaders. 

I call the attention of the gentleman from Washington, in 
his criticism of me for voting against the Payne-Aldrich tariff 
law, to the fact that he did not vote against the Payne-Aldrich 
law, but that he voted for it under the direction of the bosses 
and under dictation. The gentleman from Washington, who 
now claims to be for a tariff commission, is not in fact for a 
tariff commission, nor, if we had a tariff commissien, would he 
abide by the facts the commission found. Does the gentleman 
claim that he would? No; he will not claim it. We once had a 
full investigation into the matter of one item of the tariff. 

Three years ago a board appointed by this body went into the 
matter of proper duties on wood pulp and print paper. That 


committee was headed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN]. 


It had on it four Republicans and two Democrats. 


They are not led around. as | 
the gentleman from Washington has been led around for years, | 


The gentleman spoke of a division of the Progressi 
far as I can observe, there are about four different ca 
the Republican Party at the present time. I honor the 
of one faction, not for their tariff policy, but for their si 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNry] and the 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] are high prot 
If they have the 
Ther 
is another camp in the Republican Party which is hex 
The gentlem 


Illinois [Mr. MANN] is in great trouble. For years here 


| brought against those in the Republican Party who wa: 





make a little progress the obstruction of his sneer. Tl 
never been a moment in the last six or eight years in thi 
when the Republicans tried to get away from the old sys 
bossism that they have not been opposed by the gentlem 
Illinois. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
has expired. 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to h 
minutes more. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I can not br 
rule. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to « 


about these two other divisions in the Republican 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I should like very 
to yield to the gentleman under other circumstances, 
ean not break the rule. 

Mr. MURDOCK. This is the end of a schedule. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not play favorites, as mnc! 
would like to play a favorite of the gentleman from Kz! 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I join in the request t! 
gentleman have a chance to get rid of his bile. 

Mr. MONDELL rose. 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary ina) 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ing: 
under the rules those on the other side of the aisle are | 
permitted to bring their Monday wash day linen in her 
consume the morning in cleansing it? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is hardly a parliamentary inq' 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the ¢ 
man from Kansas that the first paragraph of the fre 
covers arsenic and carbolie acid, and that that would be a 
place to inject his remarks about the other two divisions 0 
Republican Party. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the nai 
some honorable citizens of my State have been brought 
the debate, I ask that I be permitted to address the com! 
for five minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will state that I a) 
willing to go into political diseussions. I move that all « 
on the paragraph and all amendments thereto be nowy clos 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion 0! 
gentleman from Alabama that all debate on the paragra)!! 
all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the pro forma 
ment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FREE LIST, 


That on and after the day following the passage of this act, ' 
as otherwise specially provided for in this act, the articles me! 
in the following paragraphs shall, when imported into the United > 
or into any of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands ©: 
islands of Guam and Tutuila), be exempt from duty. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to announce 
w. because I am not willing to go into any general debate, 
ul I know that this will lead there if we permit it, that I 
‘end to insist on the debate being confined to the bill. I 
to interfere with the gentlemen, but if we go 
debate to what these gentlemen think of 


like 

| eral 
tuner 
Mr. MUI 


if seems 


as one 


tDOCK. 


hardly fair, inasmuch the gentleman from 


as 


i 
y 


do | 
into | 





| 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? | 


‘ashington [Mr. Humpnrey] rose this morning and without | 


Jbiection from the gentleman from Alabama made an attack | 


the Progressive Party in this Chamber. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to the gentleman from 
<ansas that I did not interrupt the gentleman from Washing- 
» because he had gotten half way through his five miautes’ 

k before I discovered he was not talking about the bill. 

Mr. MURDOCK. And I am only half way through my 10 

nutes. 

Vr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the gen- 
fleman from Kansas that his party has had 10 minutes in 
which to answer the gentleman from Washington, because both 
ihe gentleman from Kansas and the gentleman from 
‘Mr. Copirey] have consumed 5 minutes. I must insist 
ihe debate being confined to the bill. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman permit me two minutes? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am willing to 
compromise— 

Mr. MANN. 


upon 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 


eentleman from Kansas have my five minutes, and that the 
ventleman from Wyoming have five minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I expect to speak to the 
bill. as I have up to this time in all the arguments that I 


have made, 

rhe CHAIRMAN. 
mit the Ohair to state the question. The gentleman from 
nois asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Kansas 

iy proceed for five minutes in such manner as he may choose. 
is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, if this is going to bring 
on further debate I am not willing to consent to it, because I 
do not want to play favorites in this matter. 


Mr. MANN. And the gentleman from Wyoming five minutes. 
I do not know whether the gentleman from Kansas will excite 


ine sufficiently to want to reply, but he has not yet. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the proposition is that 
n from Kansas, representing the Progressive Party. and the 
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monvetr], speaking for the 


The gentleman from Wyoming will per- | 
Llli- | 


Illinois } 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to modify the 1 he 
I want to be fair and I do not want to be put in the attitude 


‘equest, 


objecting to or raising the point of order against the lev 
of the Republican Party. Now, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Kansas may have five minutes te talk ab 
what he wants to and then the gentleman from Illinois to 1] 
five minutes, if he wants to use it for the same pur] 

the end of that time I give notice that I am going to insist 


debate be confined to the rule 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks unan 


mous consent that the gentleman from Kansas may have five 
| minutes in which t- talk about anvthing he wants to [laughter] 
and that the gentleman from Illinois may have five minu t 
reply, if he desires to do so. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I was, when interrupted 
describing the present condition of the Republican Party nil 
the present state of its fragments. First come the standpatter 
represented by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payn th 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNney], and the gentleim 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], all on the Ways and Means 
Those gentlemen, if permitted to write a tariff, would tw 
| that tariff upon the report of any commission; they would writ 
into the bill prohibitive rates, according to their belief: and 4 
I have pointed out in particular, tl when we had the full 
port upon wood pulp and print paper that they disregard 
those recommendations [applause on the Democratic side] and 
put in prohibitive rates. Now, I want to show how Mr. Taft 
then President of the United States, in his Winona speech, said 
that the duties upon wood pulp and print paper in the Payne 
Aldrich law were not exactly as the commission had found. but 


{[Laughter.] | 
the gentle- | 


Republican Party, have five minutes to say what they please, | 


and that then we stop the debate on that subject, I am willing 
consent. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I am not asking permission 
speak out of order, but at the proper time I want five minutes 
to address myself to the bill. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘Then the gentleman from Wyoming is 
not in this preposition. If he will wait he can get the time. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Ghairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from. Kansas may have five minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. With the understanding I intend to ob- 
ject if anybody else goes out of the record. 


Mr. MANN, Well, we will have to take a chance on that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman himself wants 
minutes in which to reply I will consent to it. 

Mr. MANN. There is nothing I have heard so far that is 
worthy of reply. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, as usual the gentleman from 
lilinois puts in a supercilious sneer against the Progressives. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, if I can not come to an 
agreement on this political debate I will have to object. I am 
perfectly willing for the gentleman from Kansas to have five 
ininutes and for the gentleman from Illinois to have five min- 

es to do with as he pleases. 

Mr. MANN. I am not at this time asking five minutes; I 
Will take my chance of getting such time as I desire. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman knows I would dislike 
to raise the point of order, so far as he is concerned, but if the 
<entleman wants five minutes I am willing to yield it now, but 
f he does not I will have to make the point of order. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman from [Illinois apparently 
makes no request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has not pre- 
ferred a request: the gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Kansas proceed for five 
iinutes out of order [laughter]—— 


: Mr. MANN. That part is not necessary; of course, he will 
out of order. 


five 


that Mr. PAYNE, upon investigation, had concluded that the com 
mission had found the figures much too low. [Applause 


i the 
Democratic side.] 

And if the gentleman from New York and the gentleman who 
is his associate on the committee [Mr. Moore] and the gen 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNry] had the right to writ 
a tariff bill to-day it would be a prohibitive tariff not based 
upon a tariff commission’s report. [Applause on the Democrati 
side.] Now, I said the second division of the Republican Party 
was headed by the chief. sneerer of the Republican reregi 
tion, Mr. MANN, of Illinois [laughter], assisted by the other 
artist in that line, Mr. Humpnrey of Washington hey n 
great trouble; they are afraid to follow their natural inelina 
tions and go with Mr. Payne, Mr. Moore, and Mr. Forpn 
because associated with those gentlemen are some other mem 
bers of the Republican Party who have been in the past pi 
gressive. Just where they are now I do not kn Ty} 
of them is the gentleman who indulged in criticism of me Satur 
day in this Chamber, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. I 
RooT]. Where is Mr. Lenroor and what is he? Is he a Repub 
lican. I doubt it. Is he a Progressive? He is not f Applarse 
on the Democratic side.] Is he a standpatter? I do not know 
It seems that the impression is abroad up in Wisconsin that 
is a Democrat. [Cries of “No! on the De ratie 1 
But I would not deny it. Here is a letter to the editor of th 
Superior Telegram. Listen to it: 

Representative Lenroor’s offilintion to the Democrat 
tion, as outlined in the Associated Press dispatches, is no | to 0 
Progressive Party of his own country, as he never y P it 
He, by his glib tongue, led us+to believe that he wa » at th 
we found him out long ago to be inclined toward t Den t 1’ 
rather than to the Republican or Vrogressive Parties Good-by ] 
ROUT. 

A. BS. A 
Chairman County Committee of the Prog 

Now, there is a fourth element of the Repub! 1 Party, and 
it is in some respects in the worst pickle of here are 
some 8 or 9 or 10 Members acting with the Repub n Party 
on this side who were elected by the Progressive Party and not 
by the Republican Party. This is not fiction; it is not guess; | 
is demonstrable. Up in Pennsylvania a candidate can get his 


name on the ballot twice, in two places, and it is possible to 
show by the ballot in Pennsylvania what votes these Members, 
now acting with the Republican Party, received as Progres 
and what votes they received as Republicans. 

Now, it may surprise some of the Members of this House to 
know that some of the men from Pennsylvania who are follow 
ing the sneering policy of the gentleman from Illinois, aided by 
his understudy, the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Hum 
PHREY], received more Progressive votes in Pennsylvania than 
they did Republican votes, and Progressive votes enough to 
elect them. I will ask Mr. Morin, of Pennsylvania, if that is 
true of him; I will ask Mr. Farr; I will ask Mr. Ainey; I will 
ask Mr. Kress; I will ask Mr. Patron; I will ask Mr. LANc- 
HAM; I will ask Mr. Porter; and I will ask Mr. BARcHFeELp. 
And yet, gentlemen of the House of Representatives, the Pro- 


SiVesS 
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gressive Party, denied its full strength in this House, must sit 


here under the suneers of the gentleman from L[linois, backed 
up by the sneers of the gentleman from Washington [Mr, Hum- 
prrey |, playing the old, old game of fooling the people of the 
United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it is worthy of the thoughtful 
for the gentleman from Kansas, elected on the Republican ticket, 
Republics complaining about Republicans who received 
Progressive The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] 
has secured his position in the House standing as a Republican 
and then claiming to be the leader of another party. Why, if 
the gentleman from Kansas had the sense of honor that most 
of the Members of this House have, when he wished to run as 
a Progressive he would have resigned his seat as a Republican 
and then been a candidate as a Progressive. 
Republican side.]} 

The gentleman from Kansas, who referred to a tariff com 
mission report on wood pulp and print paper, which report was 
made by the Mann committee, of which I was chairman, a dis- 
interested report far as I was concerned, supported it be 
cause it lowered the duty on print paper, which he uses in his 
newspaper establishment. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
The gentleman from Kansas claims now that he is for a tariff 
commission, and complains because the gentleman from Wash- 
ington [Mr. HumpHrey] did not on the motion to recommit the 
Payne bill stand for the report of the Mann committee on print 
paper; the gentleman from Kansas, who voted against the Tariff 
Commission on the motion of the Republican side to recommit 
the wool bill at the session two years ago, to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, to await the finding of the Tariff Commission 
on wool: the gentleman from Kansas voted against the Tariff 
Commission on the motion of the Republicans to recommit the 
metal-schedule bill to the Committee cn Ways and Means, to 
await the finding of the Tariff Board on that subject; the gen- 
tleman from Kansas did not vote against the Republican mo- 
tion to recommit the cotton-schedule bill and await the finding 
of the Tariff Commission, because he was then, I presume, as he 
usttally had been for several years, using the advertisement of 
being a Member of Congress to obtain audiences for pay on the 
Chautauqua leeture platform [applause]—was not here to vote 
either way. And you can not find, although there were three 
or four votes altogether upon the cotten schedule, I believe— 
you can not find that the gentleman from Kansas is recorded 
anywhere on the subject. But the gentleman voted for all the 
other tariff bills which were proposed in the House in the last 
Congress, with the exception of the chemical bill, where he 
voted at all, without waiting for a tariff commission report. 
And he has no more desire for a tariff commission report than 
the other side of the House has. The Democrats in this House, 
frankly and aboveboard, declare that as far as they can be, 
they are for free trade. The gentleman from Kansas, without 
the frankness and the candor which shines from the other side 
of the House, is and has been a free trader on everything that 
Kansas does not produce, aye, everything which his district 
does not produce—a free trader as against the protective prin- 
ciple. And no wonder that on Saturday, on the wool-schedule 
bill, where the Republicans offered an amendment to this bill to 
conform with the repert of the Tariff Board on wool, the gen- 
tleman from Kansas marched through the tellers against the 
bill which would conform with the report of the Tariff Com- 
mission and in faver of the free-trade bill of the other side of 
the House, which expressly disavows any intention to comply 
with the report of the Tariff Board. The distinguished gentle- 
man from Kansas will need to revise his leadership and his 
actions in the House if he intends to represent the great masses 
of the country who voted for Theodore Roosevelt, a protec- 
tionist, an advocate of protection which the gentleman from 
Kansas does not now and never will stand for. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wyoming moves to 
strike out the lest word. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, this is the first paragraph 
of the free list, and I desire to diseuss it briefly. A few mo- 
ments ago the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Patmer] 
referred to some experience under free wool, which this bill 
provides for, of a distinguished friend and constituent of mine— 
that is, assuming that his present residence in Colorado is 


as a in, 


VOLCS, 


SO 


strike out the 


only temporary—who once defeated me for Congress, running 
on a platform declaring for the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, without the aid or consent of any 
other nation, now or hereafter, world without end. 
on the Republican side.] 


[Laughter 


[Applause on the | 
J 
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Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe there is 
16-to-1 rate involved in this paragraph, and I therefore 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming | 
to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. MONDELL I regret I can not yield. 

Mr. HARDY. I raise the point of order that the gentle 
is not discussing the paragraph now pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas raises 4 
of order. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, in 1894 the Wilson b 
wool on the free list. At that time a gentleman distingnisie, E 
in the councils of the Democratic Party in my State. 


| honored by this administration by appointment as Ass 


Secretary of State, was a large grower of wool. The exigzey 
of politics compelled him to defend the placing of wool « 
free list. His neighbors so prodded him and his pocke 
so persistently reminded him of the fact that the price of \ 
had gone down to practically nothing at home that he shi 
some wool to London. The only error in the statement | 
the other day by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp 
was that he shipped the wool back again to this country. 1} 
did not do that. because we had free trade in woo! here, . 
low 2s wool was in London, it was practically bringing no | 
at all here at home. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
tleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Osborne did sell this fleeee in Lom 
just as he says he did, and I saw, about a year ago, what | 
ported to be a copy of the bill of sale, which establishes 
fact that Mr Osborne received for the wool 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the ¢ 
tleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming l 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. MONDELL. Just a moment. The gentleman does no 
want to interrupt me, I know, in the middle of a sentence. 
bill of sale establishes the fact that Mr. Osborne receiyou 
London for wool that cost him at least 12 or 14 cents a pound 
to grow, net 34 cents per pound, or thereabouts. 

It is true, I am advised, that he did not ship the wool b 
It is also true that he lost about 10 cents a pound on his fle 

Now, I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Is it not true that we vy 
have a duty of 10 or 11 cents a pound on wool, and in spite 
that fact we are now shipping American wool to the Braidf 
mills in England. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is—I! 
going tu say so simple-minded, but he is not—he is so artful 
that he would have those who do not understand believe that 
the agitation for the placing of wool on the free list or the 
assurance that it is to go on the free list does not have 
effect of sending it to near a free-trade basis here. The 
is, wool is low here because you are proposing to put it 
competition with foreign wool. I am not informed 
whether American wool is being sold abroad; I doubt it. W 
your continual agitation of free wool has depressed the 1 
for a long time, however, I called attention a few days ) 
that, in spite of your agitation, the Boston prices were, a: 
as last December, from 44 to 74 cents a pound higher than ' 
London prices. If the level of prices now tempts export 0! 
American wool—which I doubt—it is due wholly to the 
that you propose to put woo! on the free list. a 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expird Bs 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be 
drawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


398. Acids: Acetic or pyroligenous, arsenic or arsenious, car! 
chromic, fluoric, hydrofluoric, hydrochloric or muriatic, nitric, 
phoric, phthalic, prussic, silicic, sulphuric or oil of vitriol, and valeria 


Mr. Chairman, will the 








ed 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer Ky 
amendment. 3 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers ee 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. . 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, page 99, line 15, in the word “ pyroligenous,” by trans} # 
the letters ‘“‘e” and “n,” se that it will read “ pyroligneous.”’ be 
cz 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


402. Agricultural implements: Plows, tooth and disk barrows, bheac- 
ers, harvesters, reapers, agricultural drills and planters, mowers, | 
rakes, cultivators, thrashing machines and cotton gins, wagons and 
carts, and all other agricultural eee of any kind and descr!p- 
tion, whether specifically mentioned herein or not, whether in whole © 
in parts, including repair parts. 


Mr. HUGHES of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I more to sire 
out the last word. 
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During the disevesion of this tariff bill I have been amused between prices of machines to the farmer In the United § 
d somewhat entertsined by the paternal expressions so fre- ae aero Cae oe ee ae ee = 
quently used by our distinguished friends upon the other side Aaeiien a prices of specified lines of the I — : 
of the aisle in behalf of the farmers and the so-called common in the United States and in " 
Inborers of this country. But. Mr. Chairman, we have felt their 1910," 
nrotective arms for 16 consecutive years. We must return to | —— . a 
them our thanks for some consideration during that time, how- Item. ‘ ! 
ever, because of the fact that they have given us upon the free ee 2 
list such articles as apatite, acorns, bladders, dragon’s blood, | gyain pina rs, 5-foot, 6-foot, 7-foot... es leim.e | sg 
e. kindling wood, and ashes. [Laughter.] Reapers........ ; , ; g3 | g. 28 
But, my countrymen, we wish to say this, that you have taxed | Mowers......... Sa dtads Liain at | 37.1 | 41.09 
to the very limit the necessities of the farm, namely, agricul- ~— MRRDA HERS HON See acestensaccces . -* 18 + a 21.71 
tural implements, plows, disk harrows, headers, reapers, agri- ier ees oe ae Pog a ae — 
eultural drills, planters, and so forth, cotton gins, wagons and|~  ——S : hnciiineaetm teins : 
carts, wire for fencing. bagging and ties for their cotton. | The average proceeds of sales given above include a : of ma 
Mr. Chairman, we ask those distinguished gentlemen if they | chines to dealers and jobbers (1 discounts). Ip ¢ I . 
have taxed these necessities in behalf of the farmers of this | the business done with jobbers is very small as com d t t 
utry, the creators of honest wealth? The Underwood bill seh countries. It should also be remembered, a st stated, t! 
: . 1e prices for machines sold in foreign countries inclu ea Vy 





them on the free list to lessen the cost of production. and duty charges, amounting, a: a to an 


\enin, Mr. Chairmen, they have taxed almost every necessity | on the monopolistic lines for 1910 and 1911, to over five ti m 

1 > : ar . rO rti 0 sales as the freig} ya ic , . . . . 
for the common liborer of this country; his clothing both for a. Ee ; — sales as the freight paid on 
er and for summer, cotton and wool. They have taxed his From the ficures in the above table it can be easily = that the 


bread, his butter, and his meat. I ask you, gentlemen of the | — in the United States enjoys a marked advanta 
a eae ec an Sct mesthatnm te a on ers in foreign countries generally, even if the retailer's 1 were 
R blican Party, if you have taxed these articles in the interest | yory much lower abroad, on an average, than in the United S . The 


of the common laborer of this country? The Underwood bill | foreign price shown by the table on grain binders 





bas placed on the free list many of the necessities of the laborer | a. — the domestic; on reapers, about 27 per cent 7 : 
i reduced the tariff on every article he consumes, in order | * out per cent; on rakes, about 20 per cent; and on twine, about 12 


per cent. 











» reduce the cost of living. While the above table indicated that in general the advantage to the 
Mr. Chairman, the Republican Party saw the handwriting on | farmer in the United States is very considerable, it is not to be inf 
ome | from is that so great a contra would be four in all ! if ’ 
the wall. They sow that they stood over a volcano that was | pop; - saan ail with partic a countries = ‘some « the 
ble to burst forth in its fury. They also saw that they could | International Harvester Co. meets very aggressive pet n ! 
no longer continue to exact the last pound of flesh. Therefore | C2use of that competition it is compelled to lower it 
they catered mpon a cammaig al latfor : hic hey | ably rhe areas of low prices are comparatively unimportant and 
they entered upon a campaign under a platform in which they | jit effect on the average price 
pledged the people of this country that if they would only trust Because of frequent reports that the International H r ( has 
them again they would revise the tariff and revise it downward. eee ee ake — lower fey ey: than in the United § 
" 5 5 » ‘ 7 . — itn nati e yhasis should be placed on the fact that the bureau’ ranta t - : 
rhe neople unfortunately felt that they were sincere, for the | extensive investigation in Europe and found no 1 wort! 
Republican Party was trusted, and again was placed in power | of what is usually termed “ dumping” with respect to t Interr 
ind control of this great Gevernment. But so soon as they ———- Co. In some in “ene 1 delow actual cost were { i 
- : ; aN Ss : ; , ese were apparently due, however, to peculiar condition ( is } 
possessed that power they forgot the pledges that they had | accuniulation of stock that had deteriorated in value bea of ex 
made to the people, and they turned again to their first love, | posure or other circumstances, or to other conditions justifying the 
for they revised the tariff upward, not in the interest and in ee ee ee In ro cates it bas been found that the Interna 
1 To . eras a : ws . ‘ Sa 4 oné f fester o. rea ed a iower (Dé a factory) ave ize pl e for 
alf of the great n asses of the people, but in behalf of the j some of its principal machines in particular foreign count: in cer- 
trusts nnd combines of this country. [Applause on the Devmio- | tain years as compared with the United States, but such pri wera 
cratie side.] apparently due to aggressive competition or to abnorma!! igh lling 
: expenses, 
rhe Democratic Party presented to the people a platform,|" 
upon which they were elected. This party will prove true to | _ Now, the fact is, as shown by this report, the foreign price of 


the trust impesed and received. As evidence of their fidelity farm machinery is about 25 per cent greater than ‘the domestic 
they have presented the Underwood tariff bill and will pass it. | Price, or, in other words, agricultural implements can be pur 

Those who approve this bill are the masses of the people of chased in the United States 25 per cent cheaper than the same 
this Union, for it gives justice to all and special privileges to | 2rticle can be purchased abroad. 


none. Those who do not approve the Underwood bill are the Mr. HELVERING. Will the gentleman yield? 
Republican Porty, the representatives of the trusts and com- Mr. GOOD. - Yes 
bines, the ereatures of a protective tariff. They oppose it Mr. HELVERING. What was the quotation the gent! n 
because it is justice to all, special privilege to none. gave as to reapers? 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- Mr. GOOD. The average net price on specified lines in the 


. 

graph. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Hvoeurs] pro- | United States was $102.64 as against the foreign price of 
; . : : £19 OT 

ceeds on the theory that we have a high tariff on agricultural $125.27. 


implements. When this paragraph was under discussion in the Mr. HELVERING. The gentleman said that we could buy a 
last Congress, gentlemen on that side of the chamber made the | reaper cheaper in the United States than in a foreign country? 
statement over and over again that American-made agricultural Mr. GOOD. Unquestionably. American-made reapers which 


implements could be purchased more cheaply abroad than here. | Our farmers can buy for $102.64 sell abroad for $127.27, as 
In the last campaign a Democrat, making a speech in my dis- | Stateu in the Government report—a report not made for the 
trict, is reported in the Benton County Times as follows: purpose of securing votes; but rather for the sole purpose of 

Mr, Huber, having traveled extensively in Europe last year, largely | Siving reliable information. The following table, set out on 
for the very purpose of studying the economic conditions of foreign | page 248 of said report, shows the range of farm machinery 
countries, was able to cite cases that came directly under his observa- | covered by the investigation and report: 


| , : ‘ 
Mr. Huber saw American-made self-binders of the latest models sold | Average net prices in the United States of the Internat Has ter 
in Europe from $25 te $35 less than is charged the American farmer, Co. for specified kinds of farm machinery, etc., ! 
and this after the cost of shipping is paid. {[Deducting discounts but not freight.]} 
Mr. Chairman, the Department of Commerce and Labor made a 
a report on the 8d day of March on its investigations of the Machines, ete. 1903 ata 


International Harvester Co., and I hope the report of that | ——— 











: . = ! 
investigation will solve and settle the question with regard to | Grain binders, 5, 6, and 7 
the prices paid for American machines in this country and | _foot.. } # $98. 42 7 7. 67 $95.79 $96. 34 
abroad. On page 244 of " aris mactic | Grain binders, 8-foot... 9. 49 63 
road. On page 244 of the report a comparison of the domestic | ys 35 ii 4 53 4.68 443 | 9 
price and the foreign price is given: EME. 7 0.5. cidecsaek Teen 17. 67 17.18 | 17.11 | . 17.05 
f Prices in United States and in foreign countries.—Comparing the REED =n «ow ensecns | oe og a. a a aa ae 
oreign business of the International Harvester Co. with the domestic | CO Dinders.-....-...-.-. ae ss 7 Se a a 
business, there are comparatively few exceptions, apparently, to the Disk ha ; ee, ae ‘a4 — 8.2 oe 
Statement that the prices to the retafl dealer or to the farmer are higher a en eatin Ey iia yi ames | “san - 
abroad than in the domestic market. The difference between domestic Mant aha ey +e - 58. 98 
8 foreign prices is due largely to the fact that the business in for- _ ere een aess 1s spensnesrinanennessod = aa . ““tieod. aoe 
eign markets must bear a large expense for freight and generally for | °'™¢°! 'W'ne, per pounce “| —_ — sae od — 
duty, while the selling expenses Iikewtse are often high. _ - 
comparison of domestic and foreign prices for certain harvesting 1 Includes a number of 8-foot binders. 
mechines is given below. It should be noted, however, that a much 2 Prices of 8-foot binders advanced $5. 
jobber ae of the foreign business than of the domestic is done with 8 All sizes. 
8. his tends to lower the foreign price as compared with the ‘Allkinds. The unusually large variations in the price of twine were chiefly due 


domestic. Of course the figures take no account of any differences ' to changes in the price of fiber. 
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Avera net prices in the United States of the International Harvester 
‘ for specified kinds of farm machinery, ete Continued. | 
Machinvs, ete. 1908 | 1909 | 1910 1911 
j 

7 foot $102.65 | $102.49 | $102.64 | $102.39 
( I t 2122.70 } 122.50 122.98 123.74 
M 437.21 | 7.10 | 37.11 37. 05 
R 18. 11 18. 18 18.17 | 18.20 
Pad 30.95 | 30.00 | 29.74 |} 29.77 
Corn bind 100.02 | 99.65 100.19 | 101.28 
Dick h 0. 07 20.18 20.25 | 20.20 
Wagons, t or 8.08 | 58.66 58.97 i 68.15 
Manure spreaders 4 97.39 | 95.79 89. 01 | 86.29 
Creat rat 51.60 | 51.35 44.87 | 44.51 
I r pound 0822 | 0748 | .0743 | . 0647 

Pri of 5, ¢ id 7 foot binders advanced $7.50 

* Pri of &-f binder ivanced $10 

SAllsiz 

‘yy mowers generally advanced $2.50 : 

6 All kind The unusu iy large variations in the price of twine were chiefly | 


due to changes in the price of fiber 


Mr. FOWLER. Mr. 
I may be 


gentieman 


Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
permitted to follow in the Recorp the speech of the 
from Iowa [Mr. Goon] with a table of prices of 


| sons, all of them patent to business men. 


igricultural implements in this country and in foreign countries. | 


The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman from 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I will 
ask the gentleman from what source this table was compiled? 

Mr. FOWLER. I will give the source. 

Mr. GOOD. Yes: but I would like to know in advance 
whether it is authentic. 

Mr. BARTLETT. ‘The gentleman has that right, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I want to know something about 
the authenticity of the report. 

Mr. FOWLER. It will come from authority. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has the right to 
extend this table in the Recorp without any request, and he is 
ont of order in making the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not made any remarks 
heretofore, so that he does not come within that rule. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Illinois? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, it is hardly to be expected 
that any considerable number of Republicans will admit that 
farming implements have been and still are sold cheaper in 
foreign markets than they are in the American markets. Yet, 
nevertheless, such is a fact. I am somewhat surprised at the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] contending that such is not 
the case. He is too well informed to make such statements and 
his common course of honesty on the floor of this House forbids 
him from m aking statements which are calculated to mislead 
the public. It is well known among the implement dealers, both 
in America and abroad, that farming implements manufactured 
by the International Harvester Trust are sold in all the princi- 
pal European and Asiatic markets in competition with the im- 
plements made abroad, and that the prices which they bring in 
these foreign countries are from 25 to 100 per cent less than 
what they receive from the American farmers for the same 
grade of implements. I submit the following table of prices, 
which is taken from a price list circulated in Spain. The price 


[linois? 


any way. 


Is there objection to the request of the | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 








This table was obtained from the Reform Club of South 
America, and in each instance the figures were obtained from 
the manufacturers themselves, showing that the identical] 
articles were advertised for sale at the rates in the table above 
The Mail and Export Journal for April, 1890, printed this list 


| in English, and circulated in Spain a supplement of the same 


periodical, of the same date, printed in Spunish, which was not 
ellowed to circulate in America, and we were only able to 
obtain it through the Reform Club of South America. 

Mr. Dalzell, of Pennsylvania, a high protectionist, represent 
ing Pittsburgh in the American Congress, was fair enough to 
admit that iron and steel implements are sold abroad cheape 
than they are in America. On the 26th day of May, 1906, iy 
the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, pages 7643-7656, Mr. Dalzell, in 
answer to a question propounded by Oscar UNDERWOOD, of Al: 
bama, made the following statement: 


Do we sell goods cheaper abroad than we do at home? Undoubtediy 
sometimes; certain kinds of goods; the kind of goods the sale of whi: 
promises us a foothold in a foreign market, and, to a limited extent, t 
wit, to the extent of our surplus. Why? Well, for a number of re; 
The first and foremost, | 
cause our home production exceeds our home consumption: and t} 
excess of production must be sold in a foreign market or our facto 
and our workmen remain during a portion of each year idle. 


Further on in his remarks Mr. Dalzell says: 


Another reason is because, in order to gain a foothold in forei 
markets, the price must be regulated so as to meet the price in ¢! 
foreign market with which we come in competition. Another reason j 


| because, in our contest for entrance into the world’s markets, we hay 


which the American farmers paid was printed in that price list | 


in the English language and the price which was offered to the 
Spanish farmers was printed in the Spanish language. This 
price list shows that the Spanish farmer paid only about one- 
half as much for American-made farming implements as the 
Americans were ¢ ‘ompelled to pay for the same class of goods : 


This column 
This column of prices was 
of prices was printed in the 


printed in the English lan- 
Spanish lan- | guage, showing 





guage,showing/ the prices 
the price to be which the 
paid by the Americans 
Spaniards. | were compelled 
ae to pay. 
| 
Advanéed plow, No. 2......ccccsccccccccccccces ~ $9.00 | $18. 00 
Advanced plow, No, 1,...cccccesees eedebvosdectoo” 4. 00 | 8.00 
Hay tedder........ peecededs 30. 00 | 45. 00 
SEs stacaersuxsepee senens aes 30. 00 65. 00 
ea gapwenrccocceccoece 17.00 25.00 
Ann Arbor feed cutter, No, 3 60. 00 90. 00 
Ann Arbor feed cutter, SS 28. 00 40. 00 
Ann Arbor feed cutter, POs Lae daccwsveccecsonpence 16. 00 28. 00 
REENONT 30 fcr 0c catateab hia cdincatanteaie 9. 50 18.00 
LOVEE COCs coc cccccccevevessecececcecccucednctes 4.25 8.00 
CIID. ccinacasettnnnnveniadsséabiseieesiane 22.00 30. 00 
BWeep,..occccccsccceccccenccccucevesszcccenseczers 60. 00 80. 00 





to encounter a system of tariffs, of syndicates, of cartels, of bounti: 
all of which were made for the purpose of excluding us from thu 
markets. 

It will be seen from this frank statement of Mr. Dalzell that 
the better informed Republicans now admit our contention that 
trust-made goods in America sell cheaper abroad than they do 
at home, but we assign a different reason for such low prices 
abroad to that which is assigned by Mr. Dalzell. We clai: 
that America is able to manufacture the finished product 
cheaper in this country than it can be manufactured in any 
other country -in the world, and for this reason they are able 
to ship their goods to foreign countries, compete in the markets 
of the world with foreign-made goods, and sell them as cheaply 
as the foreign-made goods are sold, which is at a much lower 
rate than the Americans are compelled to pay for the same class 
of goods. 

The International Harvester Co. was incorporated August 
12, 1902, under the laws of New Jersey with a capital of 
one hundred and twenty sixty million preferred and 
sixty million common. In February, 1910, a dividend of 33 
per cent was paid on the common stock increasing it by 
twenty million, which made a total of eighty millions common 
stock. This twenty millions of common stock was paid en 
tirely out of the accumulated earnings of the company. 

It has spread out all over the world in its holdings, there) 
becoming international in character. It has not only bought 
out practically all of the American companies engaged in tlh: 
manufacture of farming implements and machinery, but it has 
taken over the International Harvester Co. of Canada, Akti: 
bolaget International Harvester Co. of Sweden, Internationa! 
Agricultural Machine Co. of France, International Harvester 
Co. of Germany, and the International Harvester Co. of Russis 

It can manufacture a binder for less than $30, includin: 
cost of material and cost of labor, and it can manufacture 1 
mower for less than $15. The binder is sold in America to 
our farmers from $125 to $150. I am reliably informed that 
sells the same binder abroad at a much lower price. What 
party will indorse such methods? The Republican Party lost 
its prestige and the confidence of the people in its defense o! 
these unlawful combinations. I advise my friend from Iowa 
[Mr. Goop] to take notice and govern himself accordingly. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consen 
that all debate on the paragraph close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph.close in five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi. 





Mr. Chairman, I want five 


minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will not the gentleman take the next 
paragraph? 

Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi. I would rather have it on 
this. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that all debate on ‘his paragraph close in 10 minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph close in 10 
minutes. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. COOPER. 
a most important fact which seems to have escaped the notice 
of very many gentlemen on the other side of the aisle, judging 
from what they have repeatedly said on the floor of the House. 
1 refer to a provision in the Payne tariff law now on the statute 
book: 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to 


Plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, agricultural 
drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, thrashing machines, 
and cotton gins, 15 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That any of the 
foregoing, when imported from any country, dependency, province, or 
colony which imposes no tax or duty on like articles imported from 
the United States, shall be imported free of duty. 


Observe that under existing law our markets are free to the | 
implements of other countries when those countries open their | 
markets free to ours. What could be fairer than that? 

We on this side of the aisle believe that before putting on | 
the free list the implements made in other countries whose | 
workmen receive only one-half as much pay as the wages re- | 
ceived by American mechanics, we should see that those coun- 
tries take down their tariffs against us. 

And yet you propose, in the interest you say of American 
labor, for the purpose of extending our trade and enabling our 
manufacturers and workmen to capture foreign markets, to 
throw completely down our tariff on these implements, and let 
Canada, Germany, France, and other countries with their under- 
paid workmen sell in free competition here while at the same 


2 : eat ai Sos ariffs gains y ‘ts os - . 
tine they maintain high tariffs against the products of our | Gongress, chief among these promises made by the party were 


factories. Every one of the other nations excepting only Eng- 
land has a protective tariff. For four years the market of 


England has been free for our machines to go there, and for | 


four years our market has been free for English implements 
to come here. But upon what theory—I will not say of “ states- 


manship "—upon what theory of ordinary, practical, business | 


common sense, upon what theory of justice do you open up 
the United States, incomparably the richest market the world 
has ever seen, to workmen in Canada and across the sea while 
they keep up their tariffs against us? [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 


The policy is absolutely indefensible, I care not what gentle- | 


men may say in attempting to justify it. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COOPER. No; I can not yield at this time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, reciprocity, if you are going 


to have it, would make us put into the law precisely what has | 


been in the law for four years—a provision for no tariff in 
this country upon agricultural implements from any foreign 
country that will allow our machines to enter its markets free 
of duty. 
several large manufactories in it, not alone in my own city 
but in other cities—some of the largest of their respective kinds 
in the world—and 

The CHAIRMAN. 
sin has expired. 


Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Goop] quoted from a report on prices of agri- 
cultural implements in foreign countries. I have not read that 
report, but I do know that these people who make these agri- 
cultural implements and put them on the market for sale have 
been forced to admit that they did sell some, if not all, agricul- 
tural implements abroad at a cheaper price than they sold 
them in this country; and the report from which the gentleman 
read, before he finished, stated that there were some cases, 
where they had a surplus or where there were some conditions 
existent that justified it, where these articles were sold in for- 
eign countries more cheaply than they were sold in the United 
States. Hence this report upon its face detracts from the force 
of the statement made by the gentleman from Iowa, he being 
compelled to admit before he finished his remarks that some 
of these articles were sold in foreign countries more cheaply 
than they were sold in this country. That has been admitted 
for years past, and the justification made for it by the manu- 
facturers was that they were selling simply their surplus in 
foreign countries that they could not sell in this country. 
facts are that it was not alone the surplus, but regular sales in 
competition with the world at a profit. 
than none, and they found themselves resorting to the excuse 
that they had made more than the demand in this country 
required and were compelled to go abroad to foreign countries 
to sell that surplus. In view of the fact that our manufac- 
turers could and did sell agricultural implements abroad cheaper 
than they sold them in this country, and sold them at a profit, 
and beeause of the further fact that the manufacturers of agri- 
cultural implements are in a trust, justify us absolutely in 
putting all agricultural implements on the free list in this bill. 
Your speakers in 1908 proclaimed upon every stump, from the 





The time of the gentleman from Wiscon- 





I bave the honor to represent a district which has | 


The | 


Some excuse was better | 


Republican presidential candidate down to the humblest one 
on the hustings, that the tariff would be revised and revised 
downward. Instead of doing that, you deserted the people, 
you proved false to them, you betrayed them, and revised it 
upward. You made it higber instead of making it lower, and 
hence the people turned away from you, and having driven you 
from power they will keep you out of power, because we are 
going to keep our promises and pledges made to the American 
people to reduce their taxes. [Applause.] This bill, in this 
free-list schedule, is an encouraging feature, because we find in%t 
32 pages covering articles which the American 


people are 
entitled to receive without paying taxes upon them. 


I hope it 


| can be enlarged in the future so that the American people may 


be relieved as much as possible from the heavy burdens of taxa 


tion under which they have labored so long. We have kept our 


| promises in the past; we are going to keep them in the future, 


and this bill will redeem the last pledge that was chief and 


| important among the several pledges enumerated by our dis 


tinguished Speaker at the beginning of the Sixty-second Congress 
that we would reduce the tariff taxes of the people and 
them relief. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, on April 28, 1911, when the tariff question 
was under consideration in the House. I made a speech in which 
I called attention to some of the promises of the Democratic 
Party. As stated by our distinguished Speaker, Hon 
CLARK, when he 


Five 


CHAMP 
ras elected at the beginning of the Sixty-second 


the following: 

(1) An honest, intelligent revision of the tariff downward. 

(2) The passage of a resolution submitting to the States for 
ratification an amendment to the Constitution providing for the 
election of United States Senators by the popular vote. 

(3) Certain changes in the rules of the House. 

(4) The publication of campaign contributions before elee- 
tions. 

(5) Economy in the public service. 

(6) The admission of both Arizona and 
| States. 


New Mexico as 
| We have redeemed ail these pledges except the one declaring 
for a revision of the tariff downward. We sought to redeem 
this pledge during the Sixty-second Congress, and would have 
done so, to some extent, but for the several vetoes of our bills 
by President Taft. In my speech I also called attention to the 
| fact that the people had given the Democrats a majority in 
the lower House because the Republicans had failed to k« 
their promise and pledge to reduce the tariff. Because of the 
deception and betrayal of the Republicans the people determined 
| to give the Democrats an opportunity to prove their sincerity 
and make good their pledges, and I said to the Republicans 
then, “ We are going to give the people relief, keep our promises, 
and reduce their taxes, and continue to defeat you at the polls 
until we have the House, the Senate, and the President, and 
then we will give to the people genuine reform and permanent 
relief.” I invited all to draw near and hear the prophecies of 
the prophet Ezekiel, and time has demonstrated the wisdom of 
doing so, as my prophecies came true, for to-day we have a 
larger majority in the House, a majority in the Senate, and 
President of the United States in the White House, and ws 
propose to redeem the last of the pledges mentioned above by 
giving the people an honest and intelligent 
tariff downward. {Applause.] The bill under consideration 
will, when it becomes a law, redeem that pledge and verify our 
sincerity when we made it to the American people. Just what 
the bill is expected to do in comparison with the Payne-Aldrich 
bill is as follows: 

Government revenue from all sources in 1912 was $938 


Dp 


thea 


revision of the 


522.481, 
and expenditures were $901.297,979, and surplus $37,224.502 
Government revenue during the first year of the Underwood 
tariff estimated at $926,000,000 from duties and $70,125,000 
from income tax, making a total of $996.125,000 
expenditures during same period estimated at 
This would leave a surplus of $1,325,000. Imports durin first 
year of Underwood tariff are estimated at $1,000.999.000, and 
duties are estimated at $266,701,000. Imports worth $759.209.015 
under Payne tariff law in 1912 yieided $304,597.035 in duties 


Gover 
$994 790.000 


ment 


| 

1 

| Imports aggregating $102,402.579 under Payne tariff law that 
| paid duty aggregating $24,698,226 in 1912 will be admitted free 
by Underwood tariff bill. It is estimated that 100 persons wil! 
pay'on incomes of more than $1,000,000 a year each, 550 persons 
on incomes between $250.000 and $500,000 each, 2.500 pers: 
on incomes between $100,000 and $250,000 a 
126,000 persons will pay on the minimum of ii 
$4,000 and $5,000 a year each. By the collection of this 
tax we will reach the surplus wealth and 
bear the burdens of government, and thereby 
on those less able to bear them. 


ns 
year each, and 
comes betw 


Income 


require it to help 
reduce the taxes 
A righteous and just tax it !s, 
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and [I have long favored it and rejoice now that I will have an 
opportunity to vote for it. 

If this bill accomplishes these results, and I confidently 
believe it will do so, then it will be found to be a bill in the 
interest of the masses of the American people. It reduces every 
schedule in the Payne-Aldrich law except the schedule on 
“sundries.” This schedule is increased from 25 per cent to 
33 per cent because it taxes in a large measure luxuries. The 
bill throughout reduces the taxes on the necessities of life and 
the increnses are on luxuries, which is strictly in accordance 
with Democratic declarations and doctrines. Taxes in the 
chemical schedule are reduced 24 per cent. Earthenware and 
schedule is reduced 35 per cent; on metals and manu- 
factures of metals the reduction is 41 per cent; on wood and 
manufactures of wood the reduction is 71 per cent. The reduc- 
tion on sugar is 25 per cent for the next three years, and then 


class 
gias 


we will have free sugar. On cotton manufactures the reduc- 
tion is 83 per cent, on wool and wool manufactures the reduc- 
tion is 67 per cent; on paper and books the reduction is 45 


per cent. Therefore it will be seen that upon the necessities of 
life this bill provides for a substantial reduction, which will 
be for the benefit of all the people. In the presidential cam- 
paign in 1912 the Democratic platform included the following 
statement: 


We declare 
Party that the 


e 
ot 


it to be the fundamental principle the Democratic 
Federal Government under the Constitution has no right 
power to impose or collect tariff duties except for the purpose of 
revenue, and we demand that the collection of such taxes shall be 
limited to the necessities of government honestly and economically 
administered 

The high Republican tariff is the principal cause of the unequal dis- 
tribution of wealth; it is a system of taxation which makes the rich 
richer and the poor poorer; under 
and laboring man are the chief sufferers; it 
necessities of life to them, but it does not protect their product or 
wages The farmer sells largely in free markets and buys almost 
entirely in the protected markets. In the most highly protected indus- 
tries, such as cotton and wool, steel and iron, the wages are the lowest 
paid in any of our industries. We denounce the Republican pretense 
on that subject and assert that American wages are established by 
competitive conditicns and not by the tariff. 

We favor the immediate revision downward of the existing high and, 
in many cases, prohibitive tariff duties, insisting that material reduc- 
tions be speedily made upon the necessities of life. Articles entering 
into competition with trust-controlled products and articles of Amer- 
ican manufacture which are sold abroad more cheaply than at home 
should be put on the free list : 

We recognize that our system of tariff taxation is intimately con- 
nected with the business 6f the country, and we favor the ultimate 
attainment of the principles we advocate by legislation that will not 
injure or destroy legitimate industry 

We denounce the action of President Taft in vetoing the bill to 
reduce the tariff in the cotton, woolen, metals, and chemical schedules 
and the farmers’ free-list bill, all of which were designed to give 
immediate relief to the masses from the exactions of the trusts. 

The Republican Party, while promising tariff revision, has shown by 
its tariff legislation that such revision is not to be in the people's 
interest; and having been faithless to its pledges of 1908, it should no 
longer enjoy the confidence of the Nation. We appeal to the American 
people to support us in our demand for revenue only. 


raises the cost of the 


On this platform declaration we went tothe country and 
President Wilson was elected by an overwhelming electoral vote 
and the Senate became Democratic, and we have a larger Demo- 
cratic majority in the House. This bill now under consideration 
has been framed and will be passed in strict accord with this 
platform declaration. It isa bill for revenue and for the benefit 
of the people and not in the interest of any class of our citizen- 
ship or special interests. The Republican tariff bill was written 
and enacted into law at the dictation of the great manufactur- 
ing industries and special interests of this country. The Demo- 
cratic Party is now and has ever been the party of the people, 
and hence in striking contrast it proposes in this bill to enact 4 
law in the interest of all the people and to serve the purpose of 
securing revenue to run the Government economically admin- 
istered. When the Republicans were in power, I introduced a 
free-list bill. Of course, it received no consideration at their 
hands and was never reported. In 1911 the Democrats reported 
and passed a free-list bill containing many of the articles men- 
tioned in the bill which I introduced. This bill now before 
the House—the free-list bill—will materially help the farmers 
in this country. This free-list provision is entirely just and in 
recognition of the demands of the farmers and the people gen- 
erally. It provides free of duty plows, hoes, harrows, harvesters, 
reapers, planters, mowers, cultivators, thrashing machines, gin 
stands, and all other agricultural implements of any kind and 
description; wagons, carts, harness, saddles, trace chains, bag- 
ging and ties, binding twine, nails, barbed wire, and fertilizers 
of all kinds, and besides gives to the sewing woman her sewing 
machine and needles without taxation. It also provides for 
free meat, free coffee, free salt, free flour, free meal, free boots 
and shoes, free wool, free lumber, and free coal for the toiling 
masss of the American people. The Republicans taxed the 
people on all they used from head to foot. In our bill we reduce 
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all these taxes and place the above articles on the free list and 
thus give the masses of the people the relief to which they have 
long been entitled. I can not go into every detail in the bill a: 
this time, but I desired, Mr. Chairman, to call attention to thes: 
features in the bill and to invite an investigation by all of it 
general provisions, because I believe that the Members her 
upon due investigation will realize the beneficial results which 
will necessarily flow from its enactment into law and give to ii 
hearty and enthusiastic support; and when the American peopl: 
feel and realize the great benefit which will come to them when 
it is upon the statute books they will applaud the Democrati. 
Party and say to their Democratic Representatives, “ Well done 
good and faithful servants,” and having trusted the Government 
to that grand old party and found it true to their every interes: 
will continue it in power for many years to come. Let us | 
faithful to the people and they will be true to us and will cor 
tinue to give us their confidence and trust us with the affairs , 
the Government. 

Now, in conclusion, I appeal to all true representatives of the 
people to rally around the standard of honest tariff revision anid 
put this bill upon the statute books and make it the law of th 
land and thereby please the people and bring prosperity and 
happiness to their homes throughout this country. [Applause.} 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired: 
all time has expired, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

406. Any animal imported by a citizen of the United States special! 
for breeding purposes shall be admitted free, whether intended to be s 
used by the importer himself, or for sale for such purpose: Provided 
That no such animal shall be admitted free unless pure bred of 
recognized breed, and duly registered in the book of record established 
for that breed: And provided further, That certificate of such record 
and of the pedigree of such animal shall be produced and submitted to 
the customs officer, duly authenticated by the proper custodian of su 
book of record, together with the affidavit of the owner, agent, or i: 
porter that such animal is the identical animal described in said ce 
tificate of record and pedigree: And provided further, That the Secr« 
tary of Agriculture shall determine and certify to the Secretary of th 
Treasury what are recognized breeds and pure-bred animals under th 
provisions of this paragraph. The Secretary of the Treasury may pr: 
scribe such additional regulations as may be required for the stri 
enforcement of this provision. Cattle, horses, sheep, or other domesti 
animals straying across the boundary line into any foreign country, 0 
driven across such boundary line by the owner for temporary pasturage 
purposes only, together with their offspring, may be brought back to t! 
United States within six months free of duty, under regulations to | 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury: And provided furth+ 
Phat the provisions of this act shall apply to all such animals as hai 
been imported and are in quarantine, or otherwise in the custody 


customs of other officers of the United States, at the date of the passay 
of this act. 


Mr. PALMER, 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
committee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk began the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to return to paragraph 405, which has just been passed 
I did not notice that it had been passed. I desire to offer au 
amendment to that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman - from 
unanimous consent to return to paragraph 405. 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes; the one which precedes this. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, paragraph 405, by adding, after the words “ sulphate of,” th: 
words “ perchlorate of.” 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, paragraph 405 of the bi! 
puts sulphate and nitrate of ammonia upon the free list. My 
amendment proposes to add to this perchlorate of ammonia. 
In explanation I will say that I understand that nitrate of ; 
ammonia is one of the component parts of dynamite. There : 
has been an explosive discovered called “ amerite,” of which ‘ 
perchlorate of ammonia is one of the component parts. Now, 3 
we all know that the manufacture of dynamite in this country § 
is practically a monopoly. Now, why nitrate of ammonia should 
be free and perchlorate of ammonia carry a duty of 15 pei ; 
cent I can not understand. I have in my hand, Mr. Chairman, 2 
a letter from Prof. Delwiche, from the University of Wis 
consin, in which he asks that this perchlorate of ammonia be 
put upon the free list. I shall extend the full letter in m) 
remarks in the Recorp. 4 

The letter is as follows: ; 


Tue UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN, 
COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE AND 
AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION, 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend 


Wisconsin asks 


Sr iMi Mit sy 









Ashland, Wis., April 1), 191). as 

Hon. Irvine L. Lenroor, rs 
United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear S1r: I take the liberty to write you regarding the explosive 4 





amerite and the possible good that would accrue from its manufacture 
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the cut-over regions of northern Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan. 
i herewith inclose a circular which describes some of the advantages of 
is explosive above ordinary dynamite. I wish to have it understood 


» the beginning that my interest in this matter is of none other than | 


that of benefiting the new settler on cut-over land. 
rhis new explosive called amerite is the invention of Francis M. 
Marshall, of Chicago. One of the chief components is perchlorate of 
monia. In addition to the points of superiority mentioned in this 
ular which I inclose is the fact that it will cost the settler about 
half what dynamite costs at wholesale prices. Mr. H. A. John- 
of Superior, Wis., is interested in this matter of securing cheaper 
epliosive for the farmer, and through his instrumentality Mr. Marshall 
ne to Superior and gave a demonstration of this explosive. Another 
monstration was also held at Madison, at which members of the 
ineerimt department of the university were present. Mr. W. H. 
lien, land commissioner of the “Soo” line was aiso there .at the 
ime. - intended to be present, but owing to circutastances it was 
possible for me to be there. The result of this test, according to 
Mr. Killen and Mr. Johnson, was to the effect that amerite proved its 
eriority over 40 per cent dynamite. The proposition is to have the 
ne manufactured here in Wisconsin and then furnished at cost price 
t» settlers. Members of the State legislature propose having the 
<tote manufacture the material at some of its reform institutions, but 
the great trouble just now is that the perchlorate of ammonia is subject 
» a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem. Practically all the perchlorate 
of ammonia used in this country is manufactured in Sweden and the 
nufacturers here are obliged to pay a duty, which is 24 cents per 
pound for the manufactured amerite. If the duty was taken off the 
rehlorate of ammonia amerite could be manufactured for 8 or 9 
cents per pound, and 1 pound of the material is claimed to be 
equal in blasting power to 2 pounds of 40 per cent dynamite. 
ite at the present time wholesales for about 104 cents per pound, so 


Dyna- | 
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‘hat amerite, if manufactured in this country, would cost less than half | 
what 40 per cent dynamite does for stumping purposes, but in order | 


to manufacture it so that it can compete with dynamite this duty 
should be removed, and I am writing you at this time asking you to 
consider the proposition in view of the fact that cheap explosive is one 
of the greatest needs for the development of the stump regions of the 
North. 

i am sure that this is a matter of great concern to the northern sec- 
tions of Wisconsin and adjoining States, and anything that you could 
do toward helping the development of this industry would be a great 
Personally, I would like to see the patent for this explosive 
held by some public institution to prevent it from being monopolized, 
for I fear if what is claimed for amerite is true that the same will be 

ntrolled by the trusts some day. 


oon. 


I am asking the Lake Superior Farmer, a new publication published | 
in Ashland, to send you a copy of their paper which contains | : : ’ 3 
' . " “ | heard him mention the chlorates of ammonia. 


here 
n article on this subject. : 
I shall be pleased to write you further regarding this if you ask me 


to. You can get more specific information by writing directly to the | 


inventor, Mr. Francis M. Marsall, 675 North Clark, Street, Chicago, 

Ill, or H. A. Johnson, Superior, Wis. I hope you will pardon me for 

thus writing you regarding this matter, but the object I have tn mind 
asking you to consider this prompts me to write you in this wise. 

I inclose herewith a letter written to Mr. Marshall by George Boor & 
Co., regarding this matter of the duty on perchlorate of ammonia. 
lease return this at your early convenience. 

Hoping you will give this matter your kind attention, I am, 

Respectfully, yours, 
E. J. DELWICHR, 
Assistant Professor of Agronomy. 


I shall also insert a letter from George Boor & Co., of London, 
ingland, upon the same subject. 

rhe letter is as follows: 

JANUARY 29, 1913. 
FRANCIS M. MARSHALL, Esq., 
675 North Clark Street, Chicago, Ill., U. 8. A. 

Dear Sir: We are in receipt of yours of the 11th instant, in reference 
to perchlorate of ammonia. 

With régard to what you write respecting the comparison of nitrate 
of ammonia with the perchlorate in price, there can, of course, be no 
comparison between the two, as the combination of nitrogen with 
mmonia is a very different problem to the combination of the ammonia 
with oxygen, a very much greater power being. required to make the 
two combinations; also as the power required to do that part of the 
work is much greater and more costly, so the resulting force of the 
two chemicals is, of course, very much greater. The difference in cost 
is, of course, far more than accounted for, and in addition to that 
the perchlorate of ammonia is not only safer to handle, but is not 
\fected in any way whatever by atmospheric conditions, and is there- 
fore not liable to deterioration. 

It is unfortunate, of course, that the one should be subject to a 
duty in the United States of America and the other allowed in free. 
What that is so is unintelligible; but as perchlorate of ammonia is not 
made in the United States, we should think that a petition in the 
proper quarter would probably bring about its introduction free of duty 


under the new régime which we understand is likely to start with the | 


new administration. We understand that a movement is already on 
foot_to allow chlorates and perchlorates in free, as the enormous duty 
of 25 per cent already levied on them makes their use for heavy blasting 
work es very difficult. Even in spite of that the perchlorate of 
ammonia at its present price has been able to compete with dynamite 
Where they are already up very high in price and also very inferior 
qualities are delivered. 

Che Dynamite, or Du Pont, Trust naturally oppose any alteration, 
but at the same time we think it will probably come. 

We regret, however, that we are not able ourselves to help you in the 
matter by reducing our price to 44d. per pound, or 9 cents. We are, 
oF course, not in a position to pay the American duty. We have also 
been able to bring the price down at which perchlorate of ammonia 
original stood—of about 2s. per pound—to its present value a 
y the electrolytic production of it, and at that price it is not leaving 
us a very big margin. 

We ourselves are too busily occupied here at the Swedish works to 
put down a factory in the United States, as the cost involved is heavy, 
re very large quantity of platinum being necessary for the plant. 
‘oughly speaking, for an output of 1,000 tons yearly about £70,000 
would be necessary to cover the works and platinum. Out of this 
imount £48,000 would be for platinum, which, however, is not, of 


course, thrown away, as sts wi ii r ics 
unchanged. J it lasts with ordinary maintenance practically 








| the Secretary 
| That the certificate of such 
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For a 3,000-ton plant the figures would be £144,000 for platinum 
and £46,000 for the works Electric horsepower w en have to 
be obtained from a power station; and if this were obtainable, which 
we expect it is, at 10s. to 12s. per horsepower per aun how doe 
your price compare with this?—we could then guarantee that the cost 
of the perchlorate of ammonia of suitable quality to work ex; 
would be considerably wnder 4d. per pound, including All costs, interest 
on capital, office expenses, etc 

From this you will see that it is a great propositk starting to make 


this chemical. In addition to this it 
plant to turn out much less than 
expenses on 1,000 tons are 
500 tons only. 


We are shipping considerably 


would hardly pay to put down a 
1.000 tons a vear is the working 
not very much higher than if you turn out 


more perchlorate of ammonia to the 


United States of America and Canada than you mention being able to 
guarantee to take, and that in spite of the duty on them in the United 
States of America. 

With regard to the ammonia which you refer to, that, we take it. ean 
be obtained on your side at around about the price you mention it 


is at present selling here at about the same figure 

The sulphate of ammonia, which is what we presume 
has very much the same value in most parts where it is produced W 
have, however, the only patent that is of any economical value for th: 
production of perchlorate from sulphate, all the other known method 


you allude te 


using another base, which, however, is not economically suecessful, 
although it can be worked, 
Yours, faithfully, G. Boor & Co 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I realize that there is no use 
Democratic majority to vote with 


asking the 


me upon this amendment, 
but I want to ask the committee if they will not accept this 
amendment, which is clearly in the interest of the American 


people, as there is no reason in the world why this chemical 
constituent should not be put upon the basis of another one 
very similar to it used by a monopoly in this country. Accept 
this amendment and there will be some competition with the 
Powder Trust of this country. 

Mr. HARRISON 


of New York. I would like to have the 
attention of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] a 
moment. I did not have the pleasure of hearing all of his re 
marks, inasmuch as I came in just as he was concludin I 


understood him to be asking the committee to accept an amend 
ment to extend this free list on the salts of ammonia, and I 

Mr. LENROOT. Perchlorates. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman will renlize 
the duty has already been reduced to 15 per cent on the chlo 
rates, and, so far as I am individually concerned, I would be 
willing to accept his amendment if I knew exactly where it would 
lead us. jut I have found in dealing with these chemical proposi 
tions that cone has to be very sure of all the constituent parts 
of a chemical compound before placing the compound upon the 
free list, for fear of thereby free-listing something in which 
all the materials may be taxed. I wish the gentleman to accept 
my assurance that this matter will be investigated by the com 
mittee, with a view of ascertaining where it will lead them. 

Mr. LENROOT. I assure the gentleman that was my | 
pose in offering it at this time, namely, that it may be in 
gated before it becomes a law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the-gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 
offered by the gentleman from - 

Mr. PALMER. 


amendment 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend 
ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] offers a committee amendment, which the Clerk wil 
report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 100, line 8, strike out para 


l 
A 


graph 406 and ir 


sert : 





“Any animal imported by a citizen of the United State ne 
for breeding purposes shall be admitted free, whether intended to : 
used by the importer himself or for sale for such purposes: Provided, 
| That no such animal shall be admitted free unless pure bred of a 
recognized breed and duly registered in a book of record recognized by 


of Agriculture for that breed: And provided further, 
record and pedigree of ich animal shall 
be produced and submitted to the Department of Agriculture, duly 
authenticated by the proper custodian of such book of record, together 
with an affidavit of the owner, agent, or importer that the animal im 
ported is the identical animal described in said certificate of record 
and pedigree. The Secretary of Agriculture may 


prescribe such r 


lations as may be required for determining the purity of breeding and 
the identity of such animal: And provided further, That the collecto 
of customs shall require a certificate from the Department of Agrl 
culture stating that such animal is pure bred of a recognized breed 
and duly registered in a book of record recognized by the Secretary of 
| Agriculture for that breed. 
‘The Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe such additional regu 
| lations as may be required for the strict enforcement of this | 

“ Horses, asses, cattle, mules, sheep, swine, and goat t 
the boundary line into any foreign country, or driven across 
| boundary line by the owner for temporary p : pury 
| together with their offspring, shall be dutiable less ight k 
to the United States within six months, in whi se t | 
| free of duty, under regulations to be prescribed by the & t 
j the Treasury: And provided further, That the | 
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shall apply to all such animals as have been imported and are in 
quarantine or otherwise in the custody of customs or other officers of 
the United States at the date of the taking cffect of this act.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the substitute in the 
nature of an amendment offered on the part of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to take five min- 
utes. When I first came to this Congress, some six years ago, I 
learned to regard the gentleman from Wisconsin {|Mr. Cooper] 
as one of the then progressive Members of that side, but it 
seems to me he has turned back and is now one of the ultra- 
stundpatters on the tariff question. He takes the view now that 
before we should give our people the benefit of free trade in 
agricultural implements we ought to be very sure that no other 
country taxes our implements going into that country. That is 
reversing the principle we stand for and presenting the con- 
tention that to admit something free of duty is an injury to 
our people as a whole. We are not so much concerned in the 
question as to whether England or Germany may get cheaper 
ngricultural implements by taking off the duty on implements 
going into England or Germany, and thus receive a boon by 
being freed from paying tribute to their special interests, as we 
are that our country may be getting cheaper agricultural im- 
plements by being freed from the burden that is placed on us 
for the specia! benefit of a few. The gentleman wants to know 
what kind of statesmanship it is that takes off the tariff here 
on such commodities that are not permitted to be shipped by us 
free of duty into other countries. 
not understand such statesmanship; that such a proposition is 
outrageous. I hope he will remember the Standard Oi! joker 
as to our duty on oll. For many years many people supposed 
there was no duty on crude oil, until this Standard Oil joker 
was discovered. 

Our statutes, when I came to Congress, authorized crude oil 
to be admitted free into this country, and everybody supposed 
it was free, but it hed a condition, just such as the gentleman 
from Wisconsin demands as to agricultural 
provided that when any other country put a tax on crude oil 
shipped from the United States a like tax was to be put on oil 
when sent from that country into this. That was a very healthy 
joker, and came to be ealled the Standard Oi] joker. Under 
it it was found that erude oil while apparently free was in fact 
heavily protected, because every country that produced oil had 
a duty, and hence that left us with a high duty on oi] from 


anywhere, and the statesmanship of the gentleman from Wis- | 


consin [Mr. Cooper] did not prevent him then from voting to 
repeal and remove that Standard Oi] joker and let oil into this 
eountry free whether it was from a country that taxed our ofl 
or not. We want to apply te agricultural implements the same 
principle that the gentleman from Wisconsin belped us to make 
apply to erude oil. We are not interested in the manufacturing 
of farm implements carried on in the district of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, but we are interested in letting our farming 
people have their agricultural implements free from an’ unjust 
price by virtue of a tariff in the interest of and for the benefit 
of the mannfacturer. It is a shrewd trick to get this joker in 
our law and then get other eountries to fix a high tariff on 
the articles they want protected. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARDY. I will if I bave time. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. The gentleman refers to the act 
of 1909 whieh took all the duty off of petroleum. Why is it 
that petroleum bas been going up ever since we made it free? 

Mr. HARDY. The duty of 1909 did not take all the duty off 
of oil. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman had better read that portion of 
the act. 

Mr. HARDY. I know what I am talking about, if the gen- 
tleman will contain himself. It did not take the duty off of off 
apparently, because apparently oi! was on the free list under 
the Dingley law. What we did was to repeal the joker of the 
Dingley law and make oil really as well as apparently free, 
whether other countries taxed it or not. It was in this unstates- 
manlike performance, as he now views it, that the gentleman 
from Wisconsin {[Mr. Coorrr) aided. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman does not seem to understand 
that we put oi} absolutely, and all its products, absolutely, In 
terms, on the free list. 

Mr. WWARDY. I know that we did that, if the gentleman 
will only understand what I mean. But the Dingley bill had 
apparently done it before that, only the joker was I¢ft in 
there—-the joker which I am calling to the attention of the 


gentleman from Wisconsin {Mr. Coorrr}. 
Mr. PAYNE. 
TSO4. 


That joker was in the first Wilson bill, in 


The gentleman says he does | 


implements. It | 


| 





i 


Mr. HARDY. Oh, yes; it was also in your bill when it firs 
came into the House, and the gentleman from Wisconsin helpe 
us strike it ont, and he is now saying that no statesman wor 
let in anything free here from any country that taxed the sa) 
article when imported there, just reversing, if I am not mi 
taken, the position he took on the Standard Oi! joker. I wo: 
like to add one thing more, and that is that the present pos 
tion of the gentleman from Wisconsin would seem to me | 
leave us in the attitude of letting other countries deter) 
what articles we put on the free list. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman “yield? 

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. That was Mr. Morcan’s qu 
tion, was it not? 

Mr. HARDY. No. I did not answer Mr. MorGan becanse | 
do not understand that Mr. Morcan’s question has or had 
relevancy to the question I am discussing. The truth is, | 
price of crude oil goes up and down in different localities, - 
parently at the will of Standard Oil—— 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
the debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Saunpers). The gentleman fr 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PaLMer} asks unanimous consent that < 
bate on this paragraph close in five minutes. Is there object 

Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to st: 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request of the gentleman from I 
sylvania [Mr. Parmer] is being put. Is there objecti: 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so order 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] is recognized. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Te) 
[Mr. Harpy] is mistaken in intimating that I represent 
purely manufacturing district. It is true that the district « 
tains some very large manufactnring establishments, but it 
true also that ft is one of the richest agricultural districts 
the United States. It may be called the lake district of \ 
consin. Sugar beets, tohaceo, corn, and other agricu!tm 
products are raised in great abundance, and its dairying ind 
try is large and very prosperous. So I spoke not alone for th. 
workingmen in the factories in my district, but also for 
farmers who have their market right at their doors because o! 
these great factories, and of the rich and varied manufacturine 
industries. 

That is the theory of a proper tariff. The moment you b 
a factory you have a market for the products of the farms 
its vicinity. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin 
to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. COOPER. I have only five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
yield. 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman said that I voted to put | 
troleum on the free list. I did; and if the gentleman will cons 
the Rrcorp he will see that I bore, if I may be permitted to s 
so, a net inconspicuous part in the hard struggle whieh resu!ic! 
in putting it there. I voted and labored to put the products of 
the Stzndard Oil Co. on the free list, because at that very | 
the United States in the court in St. Louis had filed its c 
plaint and depositions to support it, showing that that er 
corporation, while ostensibly having some independent com) 
tors, had in reality none; that it controlled all the way fr 
85 to 95 per cent of the refining industry in the United Stat 
that the so-called independent refiners were independent only «5 
that great corporation consented that they might run under the 
name of “independent.” That company was a great controlling 
monopoly. 

In voting to put oil on the free list, I did nothing in conflict 
with my contention to-day that agricultural implements mae 
by scores of absolutely independent manufacturers in [1)'5 
country ought not to be forced to pay a tariff when seekil¢ 
to enter other countries, while we at the same time put foreiz 
made implements on our free list. There is mo such mono 
in this country in the manufacture of agricultural implemer's. 
The great thrashing-machine company in my district, | 
largest of its kind in the world, is an independent concern. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yie! 

Mr. COOPER. I can not. FI have only five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin decli: 
to yield. 

Mr. COOPER. The tool factories, plow factories, and was’ 
factories in my district are entirely independent, so the geniic- 
man is absolutely mistaken, not only as to the facts concern'ns 
my district and the motives which prompted my argument, b\t 
he is utterly mistaken as to why the House of Representat!\:s 


I can not yield n 
The gentleman from Wisconsin declin 
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four years ago, after a bitter struggle on this floor, succeeded 
: putting petroleum on the free list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
4ll time has expired. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

407. Animals brought into the United States temporarily for a 
neriod not exceeding six months, for the purpose of breeding, ex- 
hibition, or competition for prizes offered by any agricultural, polo, or 

cing association; but a bond shall be given in accordance with reg- 

itions prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; also teams of 
nimals, including their harness and tackle, and the wagons or other 
vehicles actually owned by persons emigrating from foreign countries 
to the United States with their families, and in actual use for the 

rpose of such emigration under such regulations as the Secretary of 
‘he Treasury may prescribe; and wild animals intended for exhibition 
in zoological collections for scientific and educational purposes, and not 
for sale or profit. 

The TAYLOR of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I ask unanimous consent that 

all debate on this paragraph close in 10 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Har- 
risoN] asks unanimous consent that all debate on this para- 
craph and amendments thereto close at the end of 10 minutes. 
~ Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman make it 15 
minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman modify his request? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will make it 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Har- 
RISON] asks unanimous consent that all debate on this para- 
graph and all amendments thereto close in 10 minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, considering the 
creat Democratic majority in this House and pointing out also 
the fact that this Democratic tariff bill has been so ably de- 
fended by our learned and eloquent leader from Alabama [Mr. 
UnpERWoop], supported by those splendid statesmen, Mr. PALMER, 
of Pennsylvania; Mr. Harrison, of New York; Mr. Ratney, of 
Illinois: and that gifted and splendid gentleman from Georgia 
| Mr. HarpwickK] and others, I have not felt that up to this time 
that it was necessary for my voice to be heard in this Chamber. 
tut knowing that I represent one of the greatest agricultural 
districts in this Nation I promised the people of my district that 
if they hovored me with a seat in Congress that my voice 
would be heard in the advocacy of a tariff for revenue only; 
that a downward revision of the tariff should come to the 
people of this country, as pledged by the last Democratic con- 
vention of the Democratic Party at Baltimore. I stand in 
ny place and keep that pledge. I want to see enacted into law 
the doctrine advocated by the Democratic Party for all these 
niany past years; the doctrine proclaimed in the platform upon 
which the immortal Samuel J. Tilden stood, and the doctrine 
which has been written in every Democratic platform from 
that day to this. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

And now we have a great majority of Democrats in the House 
and a majority in the Senate, and a Democrat sitting in the 
White House, and the day for keeping that pledge has come. 
The people of this Nation have hearkened unto the voice of the 
Democracy, and with this majority in the House and in the 
Senate, we should keep the pledg? with vestal fidelity. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

The people who sent us here are looking on and trusting that 
their servants will carry out and enact into law every promise 
iuaide, I promised the people of my district that when I took my 
seat in Congress I would vote as though every constituent 
of mine was sitting by my side, and I am glad to state that each 
and every vote that I have cast, I believe, will be approved 
by every Democratic voter in my district. 

The pending bill now being discussed is a bill to reduce tariff 

duties and to provide revenue for the Government, and for 
other purposes. This bill is known as the Underwood bill and 
reported to the House by him as chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee. It has been passed upon and approved, 
every paragraph of it, by the Democratic caucus, and it is now 
before the Congress for its solemn and deliberate judgment. 
For years and years the Republican Party have been legis- 
‘ating in the interest of the few and the rich, as against the 
creat masses of the people, and I have always thought and con- 
tended that it was a crime for the American Congress to under- 
take to enrich men by legislative enactment. All men of this 
Nation should be placed upon equal footing, and if the Govern- 
ment undertakes to legislate for one class as against another 
it is not only unconstitutional but is a mournful condition of 
affairs. 

This bill now before the House reduces all schedules, except 
‘s to luxuries, downward. The farmers of the country will find 
when this bill becomes a law. that bagging for wrapping 
cotton, boots and shoes, sewing machines, leather and harness, 
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saddles and saddlery, hoops and bands of iron b ¢ th 
cotton, nails and spikes, horse aid mule sho uber, 
fencing wire, and a great many other articles used by the farmer 
are absolutely on the free list. 

The changes in food are, in part, as follows: 

Bacon, from 17 per cent to free 

Beef, from 19 per ent I 


Lamb, from 12 per cent to fre 
Lard, from 12 per cent to free 
Pork, from 8 per cent to free 


Buckwheat flour, from 25 per cent to 

Wheat flour, from 25 per cent to f ; 

In addition to the free list, the following ars me of tl 
portant reductions in tariff duties carried by tl 

Woolen dress goods, from 99.70 to 35 1 cent 

Ready-made woolen clothing, from 79.56 t 


Flannels for underwear, from 93.29 to 25 and 35 | ‘ & 
Woolen blankets, from 72.69 to 25 per cent. ; 

Cotton underwear, from 60.27 to 25 per cent 

Stockings, hose, and half hose. from 75.28 to 5O 1 ent. 
Shirts, collars, and cuffs, from 64.08 to 25 per cent 


Ready-made wearing apparel, from 50 to 30 per cent 
Handerchiefs and mufflers, from 59.27 to 30 I ‘ t. 
Cotton thread, from 31.54 to 19.29 per cent 

Gloves, from 44.15 to 31.77 ent 

Anvils of iron and steel, from 32.11 to 15 per cent. 
Bolts, from 20.59 to 15 per cent. 

Chains of all kinds, from 46.59 to 20 per ce 
Pocketknives, from 77.68 to 40 per cent. 


Scissors and shears, from 53.77 to 30 per cent 

Table and butcher knives, forks, et from 41.08 t 7 per cent 
Files, ete., from 60.47 to 25 per cent. 

Tinware, from 45 to 25 per cent 

House or cabinet furniture of wood, from 35 to 15 per cent 
Sugar, from 48.54 to 36.25 per cent; free after 3 y: 


Red lead, from 60.35 to 25 per cent 
White lead, from 38.01 to 25 per cent 
Castile soap, from 16.20 to 10 per cent. 
All bricks, from 30.23 to 10.28 per cent. 


China, crockery ware, from 55 per cent to 25 or 50 | it 

Wire rope and strand, from 49.84 to 30 per cent 

Common window glass, from 46.38 to 28.20 per cent 

The arguments which I have heard on this floor during the 
consideration of this bill is to the effect that the manufacture 
and the business men of the country must be protected and 


taken care of. Little thought seems to have been given to the 
producer, and by the producer I mean that great mass of our 
people who cultivate the ground, the people who sow and resp. 
These are they who furnish food and raiment for the jx 

of this Nation. The little farmer who cultivates his 40 or 6O 
acres of ground is as much a business man, in so far as his 
ability goes, as the wealthy man who handles his millions on 


Wall Street. These are the men who in time of peril or in 


time of war are the patriots of the Government, and yet in the F 
past the Republican Party, it seems, have overlooked them. 
e Princes and lords may flourish or may fade 


A breath can make them, as a breath hath made, 
But the bold farmer, the Nation's pride 
When once destroyed can never be supplied. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The great millionaire, Mr. Rockefeller, is not a producer, yet 
he is one of the great beneficiaries of protection When he 
bores a hole in the ground and gets oil he has not produced 
anything. God Almighty put it th re, and with his wealth all 
he had to do was to go down and get it; but the farmer, with 
his brain and his brawn and his muscle, produces that which 
feeds the people of this country. ‘“‘He makes two blades of 
grass grow where only one grew before.” [Applause.] 

The people of this country, from Vermont to California and 
from the Lakes on the north to the Gulf of Mexico, have dis 
credited the Republican Party and have driven it from place 
and power, and, as was said by St. Paul, “Their sins have 
found them out.” 

And now, since the Democracy is charged with the resp« 
bility of enacting a tariff law in behalf of all of the people of 
this Nation, there comes from the throbbing heart and the 
trumpet tongue of the people the mandate, “Onward.” Every 
Democrat is expected to stand on guard and do his duty. This 
is no time for speculation and dodging, and as was said many 
years ago by a distinguished statesman on this floor, “He who 
dallies is a dastard, and he who doubts is damned.” 

The tariff is a tax pure and simple, and the consumer pays 
the tax. Thousands of speeches have been made to disprove 
each of these propositions, but their truth is now almost uni 
versally admitted. 

The fact that the people have insistently demanded for sey- 
eral years past a revision downward proves that the masses 
have arrived at the conclusion that the tariff is a tax and that 
the tax is paid by themselves. 

If the goods are imported, the tax is added to the import 
price and paid by the consumer. If the goods are made at 
home and the tariff rate is high enough to keep out foreign 
competition—as it has been and has done for the last 16 years— 
then the tariff is added to the domestic price and is paid by the 
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consumer. Manufacturers monopolize the home market at high- 
tnriff prices and the masses pay the bills, thus making mil- 
lionaires of one class—the tariff-protected barons of the United 
State and poor men of another ciass, the millions of people 
who pay for and use the goods, 

The tariff made a colony of plutocrats in the sale of steel, 
aud that colony formed the Steel Trust to further earich itself 
at the expense of the people. Another colony of tariff-made 
plutoerats formed the agricultural-implement trust—the Har- 
vester Trust—and proceeded to greater enrichment at the ex- 
pense of the consumers. In oil, in tobacco, in flour, in meat, 
in leather, in machinery, in sugar, and in divers other ways the 
tariff favored certain manipulators—in fact, was constructed at 
the demand of a manipulating interest—and these manipulators 
wixed fat in riches while the millions of consumers paid the 
bi These men prospered and flourished even to the making 
of llions of dollars, while the masses were kept down to the 
py y hundreds and thousands. On all hands the “ captains of 
industry,” as these manipulators styled themselves, were fa- 
vored by tariff provisions, thereby enabling them to disturb the 
natural distribution of wealth, taking to themselves the lion’s | 
share and leaving the remnant for the millions to divide among | 
themselves. 

\ll taxes should be just and equal, and the protective-tariff 
doctrine when expressed in high tariff rates violates both these 
provisions. It is not just to force consumers to pay higher 
prices for their goods to enable a class of people to live. Taxes, | 
to be just, should be levied on all alike for a necessary govern- | 
ment expense. To tax all farmers in order to enable a manu- 


facturer to gain a foothold is unjust; to tax all the people to 
of people to make abnormal or any other kind of 
profits is unjust and decidedly unequal. 

The people have come to recognize the injustice and inequality 
of tariff taxation and have commissioned the Democratic Party 
to write a new tariff and reduce the taxation of the people, 
whether direct, as paid on imported goods, or indirect, as paid 
in higher prices to the makers of almost every sort of goods 
consumed by the people. 

This bill, the Underwood bill, is the answer of the Democratic 
Party to the people who sent that party to power. It was not 
written at the call of men who profit by its enactment through 
tariff and trust prices, but at the cal! of men who, if they profit 
at all, ean only do so by a lowering of consumption prices 
growing out of a total destruction of tariff and trust profits. 

The bill before us is a radical departure from the bills that 
have been passed by the Republican Party in years agone. The 
Republican tariffs were tariffs drawn to favor the manufactur- 
ing plutocrats. This bill was drawn to favor the people by 
reioving unnecessary and unjust burdens from their shoulders. 

This bill leoks to ultimate free sugar—free within three 
years—and to the ultimate reduction of all sugar prices of 
from 1 to 2 cents on each pound consumed. 

In this measure we give not only free hides to the mannfac- 
turer, but free shoes to the people. We not only give free wool 
to the factories, but cut down the tariff rates on all woolen and 
cotton goods. In every paragraph of the bill we are confronted 
by downward revisions—revisions that cut out the pernicious 
doctrine of protection and fix rates looking to the ultimate 
betterment of the consumer’s interests. 

The following table shows some of the reductions on iron 
and iron ore: 


ennble a class 
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Tn chemicals the cuts are exemplified as follows: 
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Potatoes are no longer taxed, nor rye flour, nor corn 
nor milk and cream, nor oatmeal, nor salt, and after three y: 
sugar will be untaxed. 

This is a record of achievement. It is a history of what 
Democratic Party has done and is worthy of all commenda 
In woolen goods the record is even greater. This was the « 
del of protection, but it is no longer so. Free wool put 
woolgrower on the same plane as the cotton grower, the « 
grower, and farmers generally. Free wool will not only 
down prices indirectly, but the tariff on woolens being cut 
cut all prices directly. We have adjusted the rates so as no 
despoil honest industry of a single right while giving ba 
the people the rights of which they have been despoiled. 

The average tariff rate on all woolens has been as high 
96 per cent, while in 1912 it was 87.72 per cent. This bill « 
the average to 40 per cent. Descending from generals to 
ticulars, we have: 

Woolen blankets that were taxed from 71 to 165 per cent 
taxed at from 25 to 35 per cent. 

CarpefS, from 50 to 95 per cent to 20 to 50 per cent. 
Women's dress goods, from 70 to 155 per cent to 35 per cent. 
Children's dress goods, from 70 to 155 per cent to 35 per cent. 
Cloaks, from 80 per cert to 35 per cent. 

Woo! hats, from 86 per cent to 35 per cent. 

Ready-made clothing, from 76 per cent to 35 per cent. 
Flannels, from 86 to 143 per cent, to 25 to 35 per cent. 
Plushes, from 95 to 141 per cent, to 35 per cent. 


The clothing schedule has had its fangs extracted as to | 
rates on shawls, mufflers, webbings, stockings, cloaks, and « 
other element entering into the question of household ex; 
tures. The door of privilege to the few has been closed ai 
door of opportunity opened to the million. This bill dest: 
favoritism and gives equal chances in the race for wealth t 
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our citizens. ; 
This is the way the tariff makes living high. The ren 5 
was vetoed by President Taft. The present law cuts all 4 
rates from 50 to 100 per cent. Beef is cut 100 per cent. ‘I i 
will not be vetoed this time. x 
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I am proud to stand upon tiptee in this House and state 
that a new era has come in this Government. A new day is 
approaching when the burden of the oppressed shall be light- 
and the men, women, and children in all of the walks 
life in this Government shall he free. The Democratic 


ened, 


Party has been commissioned to work out this high destiny. | 


With our great and able leaders working in harmony and with 
patriotism for the general welfare of the people we shall not 


fail to serve faithfully and well those who have trusted and | 


commissioned us, and when this tariff law shall be passed and 
go into effect, and when the people of this Nation come into a 
full realization of its great blessings, “Then will a shout of 
joy go up, the wild glad cry of freedom come from hearts 
long crushed by cruel hands, and songs from lips long sealed 
and dumb.” [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to print in the Recorp, following my 
remarks, two letters relative to taxing life insurance com- 
panies under the income section of the tariff bill. 

Mr. PALMER. 
at the end of his speech anyway. 

The following is the matter referred to: 
SUGGESTED AMENDMENT TO THE INCOME-TAX SECTION 

BILL NOW PENDING IN CONGRESS. 


Grapy, Apréi 30, 1913. 
ro the Hon. S. M. TayLor, Washington, D. C. 
The income-tax law of 1894 exempted life insurance 
the mutual plan as follows: 
“Section 32 of the act of August 28, 1894, provided that ‘ nothing 
herein contained — & © 


OF THE TARIFF 


conducted on 


in cont shall apply to any insurance company 
or association which conducts all its business solely on the mutual 
plan and only for the benefit of its policyholders or members and 


having no capital stock and no stock or shareholders and holding all 
its property in trust and in reserve for its policyholders or members ; 







nor to that part of the business of any insurance company having 
a ¢ tal stock and stock and shareholders which is conducted on the 
m | plan separate from its steck plan of insurance and solely for 
the benefit of the policyholders and members insured on said mutual 


plan and holding all property belonging to and derived from said 
utual part of its business in trust and reserve for the benefit of its 
policyholders and members insured on said mutual plan.’ ” 

I respectfully suggest that you take whatever action may be neces 
sary and proper to have that language incorporated in the income-tax 
section of the tariff bill now pending in Congress. 

Yours, truly, J. H. Hettvms. 


3 LItTte Rock, ARK., April 26, 1973, 
The Mutua Lire Insurancn Co. or New Yor«, 
New York City. 
GENTLEMEN: Returning your letter of the 15th, I do not see why 
anaes companies should be exempt from the income tax upon the 
a s that policyholders pay it. The amount is very small onl would 
it , make a difference of one-tenth of 1 per cent in your dividends. 
- Ss by far better that your policyholders, especially the smaller 
hes, should be able to save from $2 to $5 on every suit of clothes 
ry proportionate on other necessary articles they buy than to get 
‘0 or 15 cents per thousand per annum on their policies payable 20 
years hence, or to their heirs at death of assured. 
Yours, very truly, 


(Attention Mr. W. J. Baton.) FP, B. T. HALLensene, 
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Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. 





Chairman, the gentleman from 
Mississippi a short time ago stated that it had been currently 
reported and never denied that the man cturer of 1! 
tural implements seld their products abroad cheaper th 
home 

Mr. REILLY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
point of order 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will ite it. 

Mr. REILLY of Connecticut rhe gentleman from Towa 
not speaking on the paragraph. This paragraph relat to 
animals. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut makes 
the point of order that the gentleman from lowa is not speak 
ing to the amendment. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa If the gentleman wants to make t 
point of order against me he ought to realize that gentleny 
for some time have been talking on something else besides tl 
| amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman from Alabama gave m e 
| that he would make this point of order. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, th 
gentleman from Alabama did not say quite that He said | 
would make a point of order against anyone not speaki 
the provisions of the bill, 

Mr. PALMER. But he meant upon the amendment. The 
| gentleman from Texas did make a five-minute speech which 
wis out of order. and we did not object when the gentleman 
from Wisconsin did the same thing. We thought that it should 
be evened up, and the gentleman from Arkansas has evened 
up the time, and I hope the gentleman from Iowa will confine 
himself to this paragraph. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Has the gentleman from Pennsy! tia 


| or 





The gentleman has permission to print that | 


(i 


the gentleman from Alabama, or anyone on that 
objected to a gentleman on that side claiming that 
confine his remarks to the paragraph? 

Mr. PALMER. To this 
has been made to gentlemen on this side. 
apply to both sides. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
that you do not apply it. 

Mr. PALMER. I am not making the point of order, but I 
hope the gentleman will confine his remarks to the paragraph 
under consideration. 


side 


he should 


speakers on side? 


Yes: 
We want 


objection 
the ru Sn to 


What I am complaining about is 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Very well, the gentleman will not 
succeed in keeping me out In that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa will proceed 
in order. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would tike to know 
| whether the Chair held it out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of orde 
| made by the gentleman from Connecticut, 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Very well, Mr. Chairman, I will pro- 
ceed later when I will be in order with the same thing that I 
proposed to say now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman will be in order 
when he does that. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, is par 


407 under consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN. Paragraph 407. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, this paragr 
refers to animals. I am opposed to putting animals on the f 
list, and I am opposed generally to tak the duty of 


ng 


things the farmers produce. The gentlemen on the oth 

who prepared this bill contend that the re tion of the tariff f 
will reduce the price accordingly, and I think that idea is | 
extensive among the people of this country; but that 


does not always follow. 

That was iltustrated by the tariff legi 
I remember in 1899 we put petroleum 
the free list. 

Mr. REILLY of Connecticut. 
of order. 


ntion upon petroleum 
and all its products on 
Mr. Ch 


raise a } 


irman, I 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REII.LY of Connecticut. The gentleman is not talking to 
this particular amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I insist that where a Memb< 


is addressing himself to a paragraph that he is not required to 
confine himself to talking purely upon terms used in the para- 
graph when he wishes to use a relation between that and a! 
other item in the bill. 


Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not want 
to be discourteous to the gentleman from Oklahoma, but this 


deals with polo ponies and wild animals, and I have not heard 
the gentleman say a word relating to them. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, in discussing a paragraph in the 


bill as to whether items shall be upon the free list or the dutiable 
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list, it is often necessary to refer to other items which may or 
may not be placed upon the free list, or may or may not be 
placed upon the dutiable list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that of course it is 
always a matter of difficulty to determine, when a pro forma 
amendment is pending to strike out the last word, just the | 
scope that the argument being made may take. The gentleman 
from Oklahoma has not proceeded far enough for the Chair to | 
determine whether he is speaking to related items. The gentle- 
man from Oklahoma knows the rule and the Chair will request | 
him to proceed in order. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that I may be permitted to proceed for three minutes 
without regard to the rule. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman wishes 
to speak in reference to petroleum we will reach that item later | 
on in the bill, and he can discuss it then and be in order. | 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, this bill relates | 
to animals. There are a good many kinds of animals in this 
world, and they are found almost everywhere. I am opposed to | 
the theory of this bill, so far as it relates to placing animals 
produced by the farmer upon the free list. I am opposed also 
to placing the manufactured product made out of those farm | 
animals upon the free list. I believe that it is unjust to the | 
farmer. 
sheep, on the free list 
farmers ef the country. 





will work a great detriment to 


strike at monepoly, or to strike at combinations—to strike at the 
great wealth of this Nation—and I understand that is the 
theory on which the gentlemen claim this bill was prepared. 
I do not understand that the farmers have any combination. 

I do not understand that there is any monopoly in the pro- 
duction of farm produce, and yet apparently the provisions of 
this bill strike hardest at the farmers of the Nation. There are 
6.500.000 farmers in the United States. There are, perhaps, 

2,000,000 persons over 10 years of age engaged in labor on our 

farms, and there is competition between each and every one 
of those 12,000,000 persons. If the great object of reduction 
of the tariff is to afford competition, is to strike at monopoly, 
is to hit a definite blow at wealth, why should the provisions 
of the bill strike so hard at the farmers of the country? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Okla- 
homa has expired. 

Mr. MANN. 
out the last word. I do not know whether it is practicable to 
ask the question that I wish to under the strict rule which 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] and the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Patmer] are seeking to in- 
voke about discussion, but I would like to inquire about this. 
Gentlemen will remember that in the last Congress we passed 
a bill which came from the Democratic Committee on Ways 
and Means, introduced, I think, by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Kopp], designed to permit wild animals used for 
circus or menagerie performances into the United States, 
where the company had gone over into Canada and wished to 
bring their animals back. I do not find that that amendment 
to the law is covered in this paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is. 

Mr. MANN. How? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was a mistake in the Payne Dill, 
admitted to be such. We passed a bill last year to correct that 
mistake, and that correction is included here. I saw that it 
was done. 


Mr. MANN. I can not find it. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will hunt it up for the gentleman. 
Mr. MANN. It certainly is not in either one of these two 


paragraphs. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My clerk calls attention to the fact 
that the change is made in paragraph 406. Of course the bill 
as we passed it is not here, but the change of language is made 
to conform to the idea in paragraph 406. 

Mr. MANN. Where is it in 406? I have read 406 over, and 
of course I may be mistaken, but I could not find where it 
admitted those animals back into the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will have to look into it, and I will 
eall attention to it later. I know it is in the bill, because I 
took the trouble to have it put in. 

Mr. MANN. Well, if it is not in here, I know the gentleman 
wants to put it in. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. I remember it came up in 
the committee, and the change was made to conform, but I have 
not just got the memorandum before me. 

Mr. MANN. It may be in, but I do not find it. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Alabama a question, I notice that by this para- 

















To place meat, manufactured from cattle, hogs, and | 
the | 
I have understood that one of the ob- | 
jects of a reduction of the tariff was to strike at the trusts, to | 


Mr. Chairman, I oppose the motion to strike | 





graph, when it becomes a law, animals can be brought in te: 
porarily for exhibition purposes for a period of not exceediy 
six months. Is there anything in existing law relating to it) 
San Francisco exhibition in 1915 which would allow such an 
mals to stay here for a longer period thanthat? I mean anims 
going to the exposition. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It has been customary in expositi: 
matters to pass special acts relating to them and it does 1: 
relate to general tariff law, and for every exposition we hay 
adways passed a special act. In this case I have not got t¢) 
act that was passed in reference to San Francisco before \ 
and my memory does not serve me as to the terms of that « 

Mr. COOPER. I mention this now to call attention to a lat 
possible dispute, for as the pending paragraph will constit\ 
the last statute relating to animals brought in for exhibiti: 
purposes, there would be an opportunity for a diversity 
opinion as to the law. That exposition is going to continue, | 
understand, for fully six months. 

Mr. KAHN. More than that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I recognize the force of what the gen 
man says, but, of course, we could not put a provision of | 
kind in a general tariff bill. 

Mr. COOPER. I did not know but that the law alread 
passed for the San Francisco exposition covered such anim 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘The law is not before me. 

Mr. KAHN. If the gentleman from Alabama will permit 1. 
it was the purpose of the gentleman from California to ini: 
duce a bill covering these tariff matters. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It may be necessary after this bill |x 
comes a law. 

Mr. KAHN. Possibly it will. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma an 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

413. Articles the growth, produce, 
States, when returned after having 
been advanced in value or improved 
manufacture or other means; casks, barrels, carboys, bags, and : 
containers or coverings of American manufacture exported | 
with American products, or exported empty and returned filled 
foreign products, including shooks and staves when returned 
barrels or boxes; also quicksilver flasks or bottles, iron or steel di: 
of either domestic or foreign manufacture, used for the ship: 
of acids or other chemicals, which shall have been actually exr 
from the United States; but proof of the identity of such art 
shall be made, under general regulations to be prescribed by the 
retary of the Treasury, but the exemption of bags from duty 
| apply Only to such domestic bags as may be imported by the 
| porter thereof, and if any such articles are subject to internal-rev: 
tax at the time of exportation, such tax shall be proved to have 
paid before exportation and not refunded; photographic dry p! 
or films of American manufacture (except moving-picture fi 
exposed abroad, whether developed or not, and films from mov 
picture machines, light struck or otherwise damaged, or worn 
so as to be unsuitable for any other purpose than the recover: 
the constituent materials, provided the basic films are of Ame! 
manufacture, but proof of the identity of such articles shall be 1 
under general regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of 
| Treasury; articles exported from the United States for repairs ma 
| returned upon payment of a duty upon the value of the repairs 
| conditions and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of 


or manufacture of the U: 


been exported, without hay 
in condition by any process 


owed; or to any article n 
factured in bonded warehouse and exported under any provision 
law: And provided further, That when manufactured tobacco w 
has been exported without payment of internal-revenue tax shal! 
reimported it sha]! be retained in the custody of the collector of 
toms until internal-revyenue stamps in payment of the legal duties + 
be placed thereon. : 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee amend 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 103, line 24, at the end strike out the period and i 
“ : And provided further, That the provisions of this paragraph sha! 
apply to animals made dutiable under the provisions of paragraph 4' 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed | 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the | 
word at the suggestion of some gentlemen on this side for tle 
purpose of inquiring of the gentleman in charge of the bi! |! 
the word in paragraph 410 “ apatite” is not spelled improper'y 
Some one over here thought that it should be spelled “ appeti! 
and we were unable to account for the spelling. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It conforms to the language of the P:\: 
law and the other laws. 

Mr. CALDER. Will the gentleman advise me what it means: 

Mr. RAINEY. I will say this is a phosphate, none of whic! |= 
imported, and is produced down in Florida; it is a phospha'. 

Mr. CALDER. By consulting the dictionary it occurs to ! 
it might be a gem. 

Mr. RAINEY. It is a phosphate produced in Florida; 1 
of it comes from abroad. 

Mr. CALD What is it used for? 


Treasury: Provided, That this paragraph shall not apply to 2 
article upon which an allowance of drawback has been made a 
reimportation of which is hereby npg except upon pay 3 
of duties equal to the drawbacks all 3 
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Mr. RAINEY. I do not know; I expect it is a fertilizer; it Mr. MOORE. Yes. 
phosphate anyway. Mr. AUSTIN. Do you not think it is a fair return when v 

Mr. CALDER. What gentlemen on this side would like to | give the Bethlehem Iron Co, free iron, that the Sout! 

w is if this product, as indicated in the dictionary, can be ested in, that we should have 





l some return in the way 
i to manufacture the poor man’s diamond. cotton bagging? 
Vr. RAINEY. I do not know anything about that. Mr. MOORE. I am pleased when the gentleman st 
a GARDNER. Is not apatite a mineral? protection throughout the country as I have tried to | 
‘fr. RAINEY. It does not come in at all. when it comes to sectionalizing protection and protectin 
ae CALDER. I merely inquired for information, and I | interest as against another interest, then perhaps I may dif 
nk the gentleman for his very illuminating exposition of the | from some gentlemen. But I call attention partieularty to t 
-nbject. Some one has just suggested to me that about all the} fact that whereas in the Payne bill the existing law proposed a 
4 merican people would have left after this bill becomes a law | duty on cotton bagging, and so forth, the new bill adi 
will be their appetite, and that in placing it—their appetite— | addition to those things that were dutiable un - the | 
the free list, the Democratic Party would be simply adding | law, what is known as “seg, Russian seg, Ne 7, i 
sult to injury. | Norwegian tow,” and so forth. Not satisfied tol } 


However, for the infomation of the Ways and Means Com- | things that 








were «dutiable under the Payne lhiw 1 
ttee I am going to read the definition of “ apatite,” so that in | were protected against the Hindoo labor of India, tl 
future they will be able to inform their constituents just | is now admitting a product of the cheap labor of Ru 
hat they were really legislating on in this paragraph: | the cheap labor of other countries, 
\natite is a erystalline mineral and is the purest phosphate met with | The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has exp 
an inorganic state. There are three varieties- -fluorapatite, chlor } Mr. UNDERWOOD Vir ( rman. I ask una 
tite, and mangan-apatite—according as the lime not existing as|, - 28 a. 
ate is combined with fluorine, chlorine, or manganese Apatite | that all debate o bis paragraph be closed in five minut 
widely distributed, and in many places occurs in vast deposits, which rhe CH \IRMA N. Is there obiection? 
e worked on a commercial scale on account of the value of the mineral Mr. GIL] ; ld lila ane ar ft . i ae 
1 phosphate fertilizer. It is found in Scandinavia, Bavaria, Saxony, Mr. c ; : I W gs _ a ir minutes on 
1 Switzerland, and In this country In New York and New Jersey | Mr ALDER, May I have ty Ininutes? 
e Canadian variety flnorapatite was formerly extensively used in | Mr. 2 ARTI LETT. I would like some time. 
the United States for fertilizing purposes, but has now been almost Mr VT) oOOoDn erase a a aca 
, ly supplanted by the phosphates (par. 639) of Florida, South Mr. UNI ERW aeee se a2 we ek _ ~~ om ao 
( lina, and Tennessee. Phosphate is another name for apatite, but | Seutieman trom Georgia [Mr. BartLerr]) have five 1 
hiefly applied to the impure, uncrystallized form. gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Gittetr] five minu 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-| the gentleman from New York [Mr. CaLper] two minut 
. . "hI 1? \i » cantlar r) Pas 1 . 
ment will be withdrawn. CHAIRMAN. the ge ntlems: 1 from Alabama ask 
There was no objection. mous consent that the gentleman from Georgia may pro i 
The Clerk read as follows: five minutes, the gentleman fr« in Massachusetts for f 
117. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable for | and the gentleman from New York for two minutes, ra ) 
cotton, composed of single yarns made of jute, jute butts, | that all debate on this amendment close. Is there obj 
eee op lew Zaals w lorwerk , . waete . . oa ray ’ . : . 
Russian seg, seed Zealand a Norwegian tow, aloe, mill waste, | [After a pause.} The Chair hears none. The genileman fi 
on tares, or ot! material not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, | Georgia [Mr. BARTLET . cornized 
' ited, or printed, oat exceeding 18 threads to the square inch, count- | s€0rgia r. BartLert]) is recognized. 


the warp and filling, and weighing not less than 15 ounces per 
are yard, 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, this provision is an 
justice to the farmers of the South, those people, especi 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. cotton farmers, who, by reason of raising the greatest 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. producing crop in this country, have done more to produ a 

The Clerk read as follows: maintain prosperity in this country than any other people in 

Page 104, lines 3 to 10, strike out the paragraph. After endeavoring for 16 years to have a Republican ¢ 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other side | ive the cotton planters of the South free cotton bagel 
have stated that this bill is not sectional; but the fact is evident | f@!!'"s, at the beginning of the Sb ty second Congress, the firs 
throughout that very great pains have been taken upon the Democratic House [ served in, I introduced bills exempt 
other side to protect the cotton planter of the South. Now, | Cotton bagging and ties from tariff duties. Roth of the ai 
every one of us wants to see the cotton planter grow and de- | are manufactured : and controlled by trusts, and the Govern f 
velop and prosper, and I for one would like to protect him in | has di rived but an insignificant amount of revenue trom 
his business in every particular | source. lo longer retain a duty upon them will be sole 

: aes i . no ° ° » nef) P theca “nats 1) t to ahant ¢ et . hy 
But it does seem in this instance, as it has in a number of | the benefit of these trusts. And it is a time that ¢ 


other instances throughout this bill, that special attention has planter should not longer be required to pay tribute to 
been paid to this very special interest in this very special sec- | 2"! ifacturers , : é 
tion of the country. Cotton is very widely sold on the other At the open ng of this session I introduced bills exen 

le of the water, the market is very largely in Germany and these articles—bagging and ties for cotton—from tariff d 
England, and there is a fine exchange as between the foreign | 294 the Ways and Means Committee h ive rej orted in this b 
purchaser and the planter of the South, who is the seller. The | paragraphs placing both on the free list, as should have 
particular item that we now have under discussion—that of | dome years ago. 













bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics— indientes | - f COTTON BAG ING. . ' 
that if duties have hitherto been imposed on these commodities, rhe importation $ of cotton bagging for the years stated i 
é which come largely from the beaten-down labor in India, it is } following table will show that in no one year has there bi 
3 intended now that more shall come in from the same kind of imported as much ap 66> ae of the cotton bagging used 
2 labor, and that the possibility of encouraging any kind of labor | COYCTNS the cotton crop. : Take the year A 10. There w ‘ 
% to do this work in the United States is eliminated. The purpose for that year’s crop 102,666,664 4 square yards of bagging wl 
; of this paragraph is better understood when we recur to sec- | the imports from all countries only amounted to 16,505 
4 tion J, paragraph 282, where it is provided that all “ carpets, | square yards. 
carpeting, mats, and rugs made of flax, hemp, jute, or other | — | 
vegetable fiber except cotten” shall be dutiable at the rate of } Av 
4 vo per cent ad valorem. In other words, as it also appears in Fiseal | 
4 paragraph 276, — reference to single yarns made of jute, year Duty col-|“™! Ad 
dutiable at 15 te 24 per cent ad valorem, it is now proposed | ended Rate of duty. | Quantity. | Value. | \cted, | P 
that there shall be a tax upon the American people who desire _ | of 
in any way to secure whatever benefits are to be had from the | tot 
sow cost of yarns made of jute, which, of course, are essential | tit 
, to manufacture. In the matter of carpeting, mats, and rugs, | ————————— 
hic ch are unquestionably a commodity of the poor, those who apmend » 
4 ‘ to buy these modern household necessities shall be taxed at | 1898 *. cent per sonare vard.| 5, 262, 7&8. 00} $183. 524. OONS31, 576. 72 
the rate of 35 per cent ad valorem. But when it comes to |‘ GO. .2 0-0 te oe 
using this same kind ef material for bundling up bales of cotton | joi 177’ ee oe | 9" 161,995.55} 432,785.00) 54.971. 98 
in the South and sending it largely to foreign purchasers there | 1%2 20. ..20-e0es 6, 641, 802. 66] 296, 454. 00} 39,850. 80} .0 
shall be no duty at all. If this is not sectional, then I do not | reese tews -oo-} SOT rt oot 200 238 e0h 26 810.02 
know what sectionalism is, If it is not partial, I do mot know | 1905..-2~.).2221d00222222222222227} 9 8, 487. 00} 301.730. 00} 57,620.91) “« 
a partiality is; if this does not pertain to special interests, | 1996... wet SaaS 12.3 0, 136 a 66s, M3. 0 73, 54. 30) 
7 de ‘ 17 ) . 3 O71 4 
Me, LOST errant muerte tereate are ata | Melton ee ae at sa sof sore 63] 
® question? May i as te gentleman from Pennsylvania | i910......!..... BO... cccccccecesess 16, 505, 542. 7 699, 940 7 ), 033. 2 ‘ 
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These tables will show that while it required nearly 103,- 
000,000 square yards of bagging for the cotton crop of 1910, 
there were imported only 16,000,000 square yards, and while 
it required 106,000,000 pounds of cotton ties, there were imported 
only 500,000 pounds of cotton ties. 

The duty collected by the Government on cotton bagging for 
1910 was $99,000 and that upon ties was $1,498; so that the 
amount of revenue that the Government receives from the impo- 
sition of this duty is insignificant, while the amount exacted 
from the cotton planter for the year 1910 upon those two ar- 
ticles amounted to fully a million dollars, which finds its way 
into the coffers of the Bagging Trust and the Steel Trust. 

There has not been any excuse for the retention of the duty, 
and justice to the farmers demands its repeal. 

From an examination of the foregoing tables it will appear 
that the duty imposed is almost prohibitive, and that the rev- 
enue derived by the Government is insignificant compared with 
the immense amount of money returned to this country from 
the exportation and sale of raw cotton abroad; and the imports 
and duties paid have averaged about the same during the past 
two years as in 1910. 

In support of my assertion that these cotton bagging manu- 
facturers combine to keep the price up and are a trust, I submit 
the following evidence. 

The statement of Mr. C. Lee McMillan, made to the Ways 
and Means Committee of this House in 1908, is as follows: 


The American mekers, say three in number, consisting of the Amer- 
ican Manufacturing Co., of New York; the Ludlow Manufacturing Asso- 
ciates, of Boston; and the Peru Bagging Manufacturing Co., of Peru, 
Ind., own and control every mill in America now engaged in making 
new bagging for cotton. 

The first two corporations agree at the beginning of each season 
upon a price to open the market at, and the small Peru company fol- 
lows. An arbitrary list, showing differentials throughout the entire 
cotton belt, is strictly followed, and the price named any given point 
by the American Manufacturing Co. is exactly same as the one quoted 
same point by the Ludlow company. 

Some years ago there were several independent mills engaged in this 
business, but the ones now surviving managed to drive the others en- 
tirely out by selling bagging below price at which the independents 
could make same at, and in the end the American Manufacturing Co. 
bought such independent mills as the one in New Orleans, in Louis- 
vilie, Ky., and in Galveston, Tex., and then dismantled same, —_ ed 
such machinery as was wanted to Brooklyn and St. Louis and breaking 
up and selling for scrap the balance of the machinery. I think that 
the same process was followed when the American Manufacturing Co. 
bought out their New York and Brooklyn rivals. When additional 
machinery has been required by the Americans, they have either had it 
made in this country or they bought it secondhand in Dundue and im- 
ported same free of duty. 


In a letter to me, dated May 6, 1911, Mr. McMillan says: 


Each year both of these concerns (The American Manufacturing Co. 
and the Ludlow Co.) open the market upon the same day, and both ask 
the same identical prices for the same quality of goods to every point 
they trade with. The same plan as the above is carried out by the 
Carnegie Steel Co. and the Pittsburg Steel Co. in the sale of cotton ties. 


Mr. R. Rochester, of New York, N. Y., made the following 
statement before the Ways and Means Committee on November 
28, 1908: 


Every yard of bagging used to cover the cotton crop of the United 
States is made by the American Manufacturing Co., 65 Wall Street, and 
the Ludlow Manufacturing Co., at Ludlow, Mass., which concerns have 
the country districted, the American selling 82 per cent and the 
Ludlow 18 per cent, at an agreed price. 

This business has been going on for many years, the two concerns 
in question having gradually crushed out or absorbed all others who 
attempted to make bagging. 

They are protected by a tariff to such an extent that it keeps out 
the Dundee and Calcutta bagging. For it has been the rule for many 
years that whenever a consignment of any foreign bagging would come 
in, the combination (American and Ludlow) would promptly lower their 
prices in the market to which the foreign bagging came to a point 
below the cost of the foreign bagging, and would so advertise the fact 
and intimidate the trade as to discourage further importations. 

In addition to the above combination between the American and 
Ludlow they also maintain a chain of brokers or so-called dealers 
throughout the country who, though posing as independent, are in 
fact emissaries of these concerns, keeping them advised at all times 
of the conditions in the various markets regarding the status of foreign 
bagging, etc., and with suggestions as to “all the traffic will bear.” 


Sut we are not confined to the testimony of third parties. 
The following statement was made before the Ways and Means 
Committee of this House, in 1908, by Mr. Thomas F. Magner, 
the representative of the manufacturers of jute cloth from jute 
butts: 


STATEMENT OF TIIOMAS F. MAGNER, WHO REPRESENTS MANUFACTURERS 
OF JUTE CLOTH FROM JUTE BUTTS. 


Monpay, November 30, 1908, 


The CHATRMAN. On what subject do you appear? 

Mr. MAGNeER. Cotton bagging. 

The CHAIRMAN. Please proceed. 

Mr. MaGner, I represent, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, all those manufacturers who are engaged in the manufacture of 
what is known as jute cloth made from jute butts in the United States, 
They are the Peru Bagging Manufacturing Co., of Indiana; the Lud- 
low Manufacturing Associates, of Ludlow, Mass.; and the American 
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Manufacturing Co. The Ludlow Associates have a large plant, 30 acr: 
in extent, at Ludlow, Mass. The American Manufacturing (Co. ha, 
different plants, several plants in St. Louis, one at Galveston, one 
Charleston, and they have two large plants in Brooklyn, New York Ci: 
my native city. 

We present here to-day from all of these manufacturers a memori» 
We have now in process of preparation, and later will present to 1 
committee, a table giving the relative cost of production of this fi) 
of the manufactured article, in India and in America, the amo 
produced, and everything relating to it, both in the production ,; 
manufacture in Calcutta and in the United States. 


The memorial referred to was signed as follows: 


The American Manufacturing Co., by John M. Maury, assistay 
secretary. 

Ludlow Manufacturing Associates, by Charles W. Hubbard, treasu; 

Penn Bagging Manufacturing Co.,, Max W. Kraus, secretary-treasu: 


So that whenever you find one of these three corporations 
who manufacture and sell cotton bagging, whether before t}.o 
committees of Congress, endeavoring to prevent a reduction o 
duty or to have it increased—in the world of trade, or in the 
market fixing the prices, or endeavoring to destroy competi 
tion—you will find them in company, acting in concert, throue), 
the same agents and attorneys, and pursuing the same course 
and methods as other trusts and combinations do and haye 
done. 

Some time ago a Member of this House from a cotton-ra 
ing State received a telegram from citizens of his State stuting 
that they were stockholders in a bagging factory, and asking 
him to oppose putting cotton bagging on the free list. Upon 
inquiry as to where that factory was located, he received the 
reply that 14 years ago the bagging factory in a Souther) 
State had been abandoned and closed, and that all the stovc! 
holders had now the same interest in the American Manufa: 
turing Co.; that is, that the stockholders in the southern mi 
which had been discontinued now owned the same number of 
shares in the American Manufacturing Co. 

This bears out the statement made by Mr. McMillan before 
the Ways and Means Committee in 1908, which was as follows: 


Some years ago there were several independent mills engaged in this 
business, but the ones now surviving managed to drive the others « 
tirely out by selling bagging below price at which the independents 
could make same at, and in the end the American Manufacturing (o 
bought such independent mills as the one in New Orleans, in Lou 
ville, Ky., and in Galveston, Tex., and then dismantled same, shipped 
such machinery as was wanted to Brpoklyn and St. Louis, and break 
ing up and selling for scrap the balance of the machinery. 


A few days ago I received a letter from Mr. C. Lee MeMillan, 
of New Orleans, a dealer and importer in cotton bagging, which 
I will read: 


Hon. CHARLES L. BARTLETT, 
Washington, D. C. 


Sir: Your kind letter of the 8th instant reached me this morning. | 
have received copy of tariff bill, which Mr. Dupré forwarded, and | 
note the difference you refer to in the wording between present and 
farmers’ free list bill. 

The jute-bagging paragraph as contained in present Underwood )i!! 
is all that can be desired by #he cotton people, and if same passes in 
its present shape I do not think the Bagging Trust will annoy importers 
as in the past. 

For your information I hand you a copy of last “T. D. 33277." The 
decision will doubtless strike you as being absolutely sound, but at 
same time I expect Overton & Co., New York importers, acting in t 
interest of the Bagging Trust, will appeal the case. The trust n 
never have expected to win, but it knows that as long as it can 4: 
such cases into court importers are timid about bringing in bags! 
a same is of far better quality than is now made by any Am: 
ean mill. 

Within last few days we were called upon to pay 45 per cent d 
on an importation which had been entered by us here 363 days bef 
we got notice of advance in duty. Bagging in question was passed 
New Orleans appraiser at six-tenths of a cent per square yard. | 
Government here sent sample to Washington for analysis, and Treas 
Department reported same at six-tenths of a cent; but when two dys 
less than a year had elapsed we were notified that our entry bad | 
reliquidated, and the Government said the jute in said bagging w 
worth three-eighths of a cent per pound, while some other secondhai! 
fiber the maker of Liverpool put in a small amount of was worth + 
cents per pound, which, of course, figured out chief value other th 
jute, and we were made to suffer. 

The writer asks your pardon for the length of this letter, as we!! © 
several former ones, but you were the one who took sufficient interes! 
in bagging and tiles ap m1 to place the matter in its proper |i 
before Ways and Means Committee, and I suppose you care yet to s° 
how the question is being handled. 

Thanking you most heartily for your kind indulgence in the past, | 


beg to remain, 
Faithfully, yours, Cc. Les McMILLAN. 


New ORLEANS, April 11, 1913 


{Treasury decisions. ] 

(T. D. 383277—G. A, 7447.) 

Jute WASTE STILL JUTB, 
BAGGING FOR COTTON MADE OF JUTE WASTE, 
Bagging for covering cotton made in chief value of various kinds of 
jute waste, such as card waste, a hay waste, loom waste, jute crop- 
pings, and other kinds of jute waste is made in chief value of jute 
within the meaning of paragraph 355, tariff act of 1909, and is dutiable 
under said paragrapb, and not under paragraph 358 of sald act, 


: 
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Unttep States GENERAL APPRAISERS, for waste rope and wast igging, but. although unfitted for e 
New York, March 1}, 1913. | purpose for which bagging « ro} is intended, the waste is no new 
In the matter of protest 621927, of Overton & Co., against the assess anaes a is the same substance as the bagging or rope which ts 
‘ment of duty by the collector of customs at the port of New York. ae oy a oe nded = purpose The otton waste of paragraph 549 
Refore board 3 (Waite, Somerville, and Hay, general appraisers ; silk the silk waste of paragraph 705 are still, respectively, cotton and 
Hay, G. A., absent). This was, in substance, said also by. the board in fe 1a 
Somerville, general —_—: G. A. 7242 (T. D.. 31789) This case, howeve w \ i the 
The merchandise in this case is described on the invoice as five rolls | Court of Customs Appeals in the case above cited Sects. ‘eile’. Bale 
vgging for covering cotton. It was accordingly assessed for duty following the Standard Varnish Work Lnited States ‘ d 
nder paragraph 355 of the tariff act of 1909, which reads as follows: | was verified and in no manner reversed 
“255, Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable Our conclusion is that the various kinds of juts te are s 
for covering cotton, composed of single yarns made of jute, jute butts, | peing only inferior erades of t! material rhe ' 
or hemp, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, not | and the collector's decision affirmed 
eeding 16 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, | 
and weighing not nn than 15 ounces per square yard, six-tenths of 1 Mr. Chairman, if vou take from the exports of our country 
ent per square yard. ‘ing 1 Ins ive ye ‘ wn ly. : an tniins 
rhe merchandise is claimed to be dutiable under paragraph 358 of during the aes five years the amo i tae is bro back fot 
said act, which reads as follows: the payment of raw cotton, instead of having a mou 
“358. All woven articles, finished or unfinished, and all manufac- | side for exports over imports we would be debtor to foreien 


tures of flax, hemp, ramie, or other vegetable fiber, or of which these | 
substances, or any of them, is the component material of chief value, | 
not specially provided for in this section, 45 per cent ad valorem.” 

At the hearing this was the only contention made by the importers. | 
A letter by the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, dated April 15, | 
1912, was introduced in evidence without objection. The letter, so far 
as pertinent, reads as follews: 

“T have to state that the Director of the Bureau of Standards has 
reported that the analysis of the sample submitted shows that the com- | 
ponent material is jute waste, 100 per cent. In view of this analysis | 
the merchandise represented by the sample is properly dutiable at the | 
rate of six-tenths of 1 cent per square yard, under paragraph 355 of | 
the tariff act of 1909.” 


4 


‘ountries. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman vield 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. BARTLETT. Well, the gentleman vields so often when 
he has only five minutes that I must decline. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia de sto 
yield. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman. the point is that the Rey 


hit 


lican tariff bill has carried exemption from duty on the binder 


rhe importers introduced, after proper proof, the result of their twine that is used by those who raise grain and other 
nalyses of bagging for covering cotton from sample roll No. 3, which | products requiring binder twine to be used. In 1894 the Wilsen 
as follows: | bill placed both binder twine and cotton bagging for the 
a oe — = ee i ae il —— | time upon the free list. and carried this great boon to the 
| Gremme Percent. | western farmers and to the southern farmers When a Den 
oe r nn} in i eratie Congress had control here we did not make any di 
T ee ee a ncawmcswdqaeatee 33.33 | 82.325 | tinction between those who raised wheat nnd grain nad tl 
all a Seis, ee kee eweuuectbecuneceeea’ | eae 825 | who raised cotton—that creat prod wt that clothes the world: 
IEC. eee een ence rene eneeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeesereceteecresesees ma -0 | that great product of ours, 66% per cent of which we send 
( a scckcchdaehensdasecetenonaneeantscacesesésoeeunesen -18 45 25 Siam PoP 
ry irt 5.30 13. 25 abroad, and which brit es back to this country ve ' » sty nm 
I IE Hob iisnc bcddsddecedicdedcdecdssueicececues . 66 1.65 | of gold that adds prosperity to the whole Nation. 
; lo. . ~| If there is any sectionalism with reference to these 
POUR . on cc cccececesccccccccccccccccccesnceesescooseecocees .00 100.00 |. . . ‘ aon 2 
tal |} is not found in this bill. It has been in the bills passed and 


SUMMARY. 


Per cent. 
Jute waste spe eet pe he catch ry dace ahd inp hci che onion See 
are i eo cect cvs wehbe aseneyieetaneilionnan 1. T75 | 
RE i relate irtenecenates tie etn artastieittniichatie dine witinlni 14.90 | 
100 
rhe testimony shows conclusively that jute waste is chief value | 
¢ 


of the importation. The jute waste consists of roving waste, of card 


was of loom waste, of jute croppings, of jute rejections, or shredded 





cotton tares, and other waste, all of which are shown to be of jute 
extraction or jute material. The question presented for decision is, 


Are these different kinds of waste to 
ieaning of said paragraph? 

“A vast amount of testimony was taken by the importers, who | 
proved that these wastes were known in trade by particular names | 
under which they were bought and sold, and that none of them would | 
be a fulfillment of a contract and delivery under an obligation to sell 
so much jute. We think this is immaterial. The testimony shows 
that this jute waste is simply an inferior grade of jute. It is ad- 
mitted to be jute and is claimed to be legally not jute within the | 
meaning of that term as used in said paragraph. 

‘In Salomon Bros. Co. v. United States (2 Ct. Cust. Appls, 431, 
T. D. 32196) certain card waste, which consists of broken fibers of 
undressed raw jute rejected by the carding machine in the first process 
of manufacture, was held to be more accurately described as jute 
unmanufactured than as waste not specially provided for and was 
entitled to free entry under both the tariff acts of 1897 and 1909.” | 

rhough a waste unquestionably the court said: 

“The substance is unquestionably jute. It is inferior to the parent 
substance, however, in quality. But the evidence discloses that it 
may be devoted te the same uses to which the substance resulting 
from the first carding is devoted. It may be spun or it may be felted | 
7 may be used without further manipulation for stuffing horse | 
colars, 

The question there presented was, Does the fact that this substance, 
which is called in one sense a waste, make it dutiable or does it come, 
so long as it retains its native characteristics of jute and is sus- | 
ceptible of the same uses, more properly under the provisions of 
paragraph 566 of the tariff act of 1897 and paragraph 573 of the act 
of 1909, respectively? ‘This question was answered in the affirmative 
in the following language: 

~ Our conclusion is that this importation is more accurately de- 
cme as jute unmanufactured than as waste not specially provided 

Chis decision establishes the fact that a waste does not cease to 
be the material which composes it for tariff purposes. 

_In the case of the Standard Varnish Works v. United States (59 | 
je oe 8 C. C, A., 178), in discussing the subject of waste, the 
ourt said: 

“Ring waste is a highly purified article of scoured wool and is 
made from wool tops or coomed wool, and the couronnes, when not | 
made for export, ig the tangled slubbing, or wool top, that through | 
accident becomes disarranged in the process of spinning it into yarn. 
Garnetted waste is the product of a garnett machine, which tears | 
and ravels out the twist in thread, thus reducing it back to the original 

| 
| 


be considered jute within the 





purified wool by reason of taking out the twist which is originally 
siven to the wool to make it yarn or thread. In the process of spinning 
yarn wool tops are sometimes called “slubbing” or “roving” in a 
process midway between wool tops and yarn. It is plain that in all 
these cases the waste is still wool. Again, paragraph 670 provides 


L——_72 


} enacted 
| sponse to demands from the great 


| brings it here and sells it to 


| butts, but 


heretofore by Republican Congresses, because in re 
Republican Northwest and 
the grain-raising States they have given to the farmers fr 

binding twine, but they have not given to the farmers of t] 

South free cotton bagging, and the reason for it is that th 
material is controlled in this country by a bagging trust. 


I know that the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. Giutiert 


denied that once upon the floor of this House. I have not the 
time now to reply to him if he denies it again, but I have the 
proof accessible here, which will demonstrate clearly that t! 
American Manufacturing Co. is a trust. , 

And not only that, but they speak about the cheap labor e1 
ployed abroad in this industry, in the mills in Caleutta 
have here a statement from a reliable gentleman engaged 
selling cotton bagging and the importation of it, which \ 
that this same American Manufacturing Co. buys up nearly the 
entire product of these cheap-labor péople in Caleutia and 


the 


gent 


American 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the leman from 
suggested something with reference to the increase of the 
of material that is provided for in the Payne bill. W 
not only to exempt cotton bagging 
made out of 
cited in this section. 

In the bill introduced ‘and adopted by the 
Ways and Means at the last Congress and in the provision in 
this present bill the wording of the bill which IT drew and whic! 
was adopted by the Committee on Ways and Means is fol! 
The reason for that I demonstrated in a speech that I made on 
this item when the Underwood bill was up for consideration 
in 1912, and I then showed by the reports from the Treasury 
Department and by the reports from the Customs Court of Ap 
peals that these importers of cotton bagging had gone ont and 


farmers. 
Pennsylvania | 


© propos 


made out of jute and jut 


also Russian seg and other m: ria 


Committee on 


owe 


| brought into the country certain articles known as Russian sez 


and other materials cited in this section 558 of the Payne bil! 
and the Treasury Department decided that it was not dutiable 
under the section providing for 45 per cent ad valorem, but was 
dutiable under this rate of one-sixth of a cent per pound. 

And just think of it! The importer appealed from ‘that de 
cision, and the case went up to the Court of Customs Appeals 
and the importer, who should be interested in having chen 
duties, absolutely appealed the case in order that there might! 
be higher duties placed upon an article that he imports. 

It was intended by the provision of this section to prevent 
any such efforts on the part of the importer to wring from 
farmers of the South an additional price for cotton bagging 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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CHAIRMAN 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 


The 
iit 


Mr. GILLETSY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman states that this 
clause is a matter of justice to the southern planter. He 
thereby admits the motive for the clause, and if instead of the 
word “ justice”? he would use the word “ favor” 1 would agree 
with hin It is a favor to the southern farmer, a favor granted 
in violation of every theory upon which that side of the House 
have ostensibly framed this bill. It is not a revenue provision 
to take this out of the dutiable list, because to-day there is an 


igging, and a revenue is produced from it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Less than $100,000, 

Mr. GILLETT. It is not a competitive provision, because to- 
day there is competition, and anywhere from one-tenth to one- 
quarter of all the bagging used in the United States is imported. 


importation of t 


There is ho excuse for this provision, except, as the gentleman 
says, it is a matter of “ justice” or of favor to the South. And 
they are putting the American manufacturer and laborer not in 
competition with the European laborer but in competition with 
the cheapest labor in the world, in competition with East Indian 
labor, where they get from $2 to $3 a month, so that even with 


the very slight duty that is now levied we are liable to lose our 
market. 
But the gentleman says that we gave free binding twine to 
the western farmer, and why should we not give free cotton 
bagging to the southern farmer? Mr. Chairman, there is no 
analogy between the two. When binding twine was put upon 
the free list instead of there being from 10 per cent to 25 per 
cent of binding twine imported there was no binding twine im- 
ported. It looked as if the duty was prohibitive, and it was 
stricken from the dutiable list, and since the duty has been 
stricken off there have been no importations of binding twine 
from India, the product of the cheap labor of the Orient, but the 
only importations have been from Canada, the nation of all 
others with whom we ought to be able to compete without any 
duty or protection at all. The truth is, I suppose, the harvester 
people who make binding twine in the United States make it 
also in Canada, and it is exchanged from one country to the 
other according to existing needs, so that there is no real com- 
petition, and there is no possible analogy between binding twine 
and cotton bagging. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
a question? 
Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman is talking about his part 
of the country. What does he think about New England getting 
free coal, free iron ore, and free wool? 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


Mr. GILLETT. That is something which I would vote 
against. I do not believe in it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wanted to know whether the gentle- 


man was in favor of that. 

Mr. GILLETT. No; I am not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. GILLETT. No;Ican not. I have only a minute or two 
left. I do not ask any relief from the protection for the raw 
materials which my section of the country uses, and I do not 
think it is fair to take it from any section. I think all sections 
and industries ought to have a protective duty. 

And now as to what the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Bart- 
LETT] has said about the trusts. The gentleman has made that 
statement before. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And proved it. 

Mr. GILLETT. And given evidence for it. He calls it prov- 
ing it. For evidence he has quoted the testimony of a dis- 
charged employee of one of the companies who now is an im- 
porter and interested. I deny the statements which that gentle- 
man has made. I of course do not know from personal know!l- 
edge, but I am informed by the head of one of the great manu- 
facturers of this product—and I believe the statement—that he 
has never been in any trust; that there was not any trust. I 
will admit the statement of the gentleman that the American 
Manufacturing Co. did absorb some others—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. And dismantled the plants also. 

Mr. GILLETT. It may have absorbed a number; but the 
Ludiow Co., one of the largest in the country, has never been 
in the combination—has been a rival and competitor always— 
so that although one branch of the manufacturers may have 
tried to absorb others, it never succeeded. And if the gentle- 
man calls it a trust because one manufacturer has tried to 
make a monopoly and has not succeeded, I do not know where 
he will end in his definition of trusts. The truth is, the com- 
pany in my district, I am assured, never has been in any trust— 
never has had any combination with other companies—and just 
because another factory in another part of the country has suc- 
ceeded in buying out some rivals that does not prove that there 
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is a trust. There has always been eompetition between them 
and the Ludlow Co., which is one of the largest manufactu: 
in the country. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Is not this the same kind of bacei 
on which there is a duty imposed if it is used for coveri 
wool or wheat, but when it is used for covering cotton it 


now made free? 
Mr. BARTLETT. No. 
Mr. GILLETT. I do not know; I did not suppose it was 
Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, no. This is gunny bagging—g¢u 
cloth. 
Mr. GILLETT. I do not know as to that; but, Mr. Ch 


man, to-day there is a tariff on that article which is 
slightly protective. It is a specifie duty, and therefore it 
valorem depends on the value of the product; but it only ry 
at the most to 20 per cent, and {is now less than 10 per « 
The manufacturers in this country have to import their 
chinery and pay a heavy duty on it; and then, paying Ameri: 
wages, they have to compete against the Caleutta manu! 
turer, who gets the same machinery without paying any duty 
and employs labor at about one-tenth what we pay. And | 
abolition of a revenue duty—a competitive duty—this departu 
from the theory on which the Democratic leader told us th 
bill was framed—is made in order to give the southern planter 
an apparent saving of 3 or 4 cents on the covering of a bale of 
cotton worth from $50 to $75. I do not believe it will be a 
real saving, for I think as soon as the Calcutta manufacturers 
have killed out ours and won a monopoly of the market {! 
prices will be put up above the present figure. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I know that this paragraph 
has received the approval of the Democratic caucus, and a 
thing I may say can do nothing to change the situation. How- 
ever, I want to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that in the city of New York we have located several great 
plants engaged in manufacturing cotton bagging, employing up- 
ward of 5,000 people under proper labor supervision, wor! 
fair hours, and getting good compensation. These plants ; 
not in my district, and, as far as I know, none of the pe 
employed in them live in my district. But I do feel that 
my duty to stand up and protest against the passage of any- 
thing in this bill that will destroy an industry of so much in 
portance to the city which I in part represent. 

No gentleman on the Democratic side has uttered a word 
protest against this action. The gentlemen in whose disi 
these plants are located are going to permit them to be ( 
mantled and the business moved to India, where I know fro! 
my own investigation they have modern plants and the | 
high-class, efficient supervision. 

This cotton bagging is used exclusively for covering the 
American cotton crop, and I am informed that when the cot- 
ton is sold it is weighed in and charged for at the same rate 
as the cotton, so that the cotton grower actually mak: 
profit on what he pays for the bagging. He comes here now, 
through the southern Representatives, and demands free trad 
in cotton bagging, so that he may obtain additional profi 
his product. 

We have heard much in the debate on this tariff bill al: 
the Democratic Party favoring the workingmen of the count 
but when in this particular item it is shown that in the jute 
mills in India the men, women, and children employed in 
this industry work 133 hours per day and 81 hours per week 
for a compensation of $1.75 a month for the boys and girls 2n 
$2 a month for the women and $3 for the men, it is a com 
tion that will drive out of business everyone engaged in tl 
industry in the United States. There is no oriental industry 
competing with this country that has grown as has the Calcut' 
jute industry. 

I have personally examined the conditions under which tlic 
working people engaged in this industry in New York City «re 
employed. The factories are of modern character, the | 
and women are employed under the very best conditions, ant 
the women receive as high as $15 a week, the men considera)! 
more than that amount. 

I know whereof I speak, and as sure as this paragrapli is 
passed and written into the law, just so sure will this partic: 
line of business—that is, the manufacture of cotton bag’ 
in the city of New York and in the United States—be moved 
India, and the people now employed therein have to seck 
some other employment. I hope that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania will prevail. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

418. Balm of Gilead. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. It seems to me a strange situation, that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts seems to think it is a favor to the South 
when a great southern industry and cotton-growing section is 

owed to buy an article in the cheapest market it can. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, are we considering paragraph 

IS? 

; The CHAIRMAN. Paragraph 41S. 

Mr. GOOD. What relation has that to the cotton industry? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa make the 
point of order? : ; . 

Mr. GOOD. Ne; I am simply calling the attention of gentle- 

men on the ether side that the gentleman from Texas is not 
in order. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, whenever a matter is put on 
the free list, if it happens to be used in the South, gentlemen 
raise a sectional issue and declare that putting such article on 
the free list is giving a special privilege to the South. By what 
process, or inversion ef the process, of reasoning does the gen- 
‘leman think it is a favor to the South if something they ought 
to have, and did have but for restrictive legislation—the right 
to buy anywhere—is permitted to be bought by them without 
the imposition ef a tribute levied on it for the benefit of some 
industry im New Eagiand? 

Mr. GREEN ef Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GREEN ef Iowa. Will any gentleman on this side be 
permitted te amswer the argument of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 
Does the gentlemaam from Iowa make the point of order? 

Mr. GREEN ef Iowa. I am not making a point of order. 

Mr. HARDY. If the gentleman will allow me to proceed. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I was called to order some 
time ago fer simply saying “Amen.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman 
from Texas not te go into this matter now. 

Mr. HARDY. I was only replying to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. I was discussing the putting of materials on 
the free list, amd the item of balm of Gilead was up. By 
right, without any restrictions of law, naturally, men have the 
right to buy anywhere anything, and when you restrict that 
right by law as te one man and refuse to give him the right to 
buy a thing anywhere and do this for the benefit of somebody 
it is a strange perversion of reasoning for that man, 
who has ridden and is riding on the other man’s shoulders, to 
come in and say that it is a privilege to allow that man to buy 
where he can buy the cheapest. It is just the other way; you 
have levied a tribute on the whole of southern industry for 
the benefit ef New England, and now you complain if only 
just in one little matter you are asked to take your heavy 
yoke from eur necks and say that is giving us a special priv- 
liege, 

Mr. GILLETT. Inasmuch as in this bill all manufactured 
articles pay some duty, and inasmuch as this is a very small 
one, why sheuld it be taken off? 

Mr. HARDY. Because gentlemen have ridden for lo, these 
many years en the backs of the people; that is, the manufac- 
turing interests have ridden on the backs of the farmers, who 
Sell to all the world, the gentleman thinks it has grown to be 
a sacred right, and that it ought to be continued. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, how does the gentleman 
harmonize his present views with putting a tax upon furs, 
from which the clothing of the people are made that is worn in 
the North. That has heretofore been on the free list. 

Mr. HARDY. The gentleman’s present views are just what 
they have always been. As I told the gentleman who now ad- 
dresses me the other day, in private conversation, if furs in 
his great region is one of those great necessities of common 
‘ite, then I believe they ought to be upon the free list. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] I do not believe in taxing 
the laboring masses of this country for the special benefit of 
any class; and as far as we can we have observed that rule 
in this bill, and we invite the gentleman from Minnesota to 
come over and vote with us for this bill. Let him present the 
merits of his case to the consideration of a Democratic Con- 
gress, or a Democratic Ways and Means Committee, and it 
will receive a hearing. This committee has shown that it does 
hot regard section or interest, but that it has attempted to re- 
gard the whole mass of the people, and to take off the burden 
from the poor. 
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Mr. GILLETT. 
on the free list? 

Mr. HARDY. The gentleman knows full well that both 
woolen and cotton cloths have retained a duty greatly reduced 
in this bill for the reason that when you have built a struc 
ture on stilts you can not afford to cut the stilts from u 
the whole structure at once. 

Mr. GILLETT. Why does the gentleman want to take the 
stilts from under this factory and not from under any other 

Mr. HARDY. Because this is a little industry wherein by 
nature the goods ought all to be made perhaps in Indin—we 
don’t grow the material—and yet you to build this i 
dustry in New England out of an East Indian product by de 
manding a supporting special tribute from the cotton grower 
and you have no more right to do it than you would to t 
up a collection from the whole people. Your duty on bag 
is not a right of your factories; it is a burden on the farmers 
in the South, and it is net right. 


Why does not the gentleman put cotton cloth 


ler 


seek 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tex 
has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I think it is rather appro 
priate to put balm of Gilead on the free list in a Democrat 


bill. 3alm of Gilead, I believe, is a balm to soothe the weary 
and the distressed and the injured, and there will be a great 
many people in this country needing balm if this bill passes 

Mr. HARWICK. Is that the the Re 
it on the free list also? 


reason ‘public 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to express my hich 
appreciation of the exceedingly logical attitude of my good 
friend from Texas [Mr. Harpy]. Cotton is on the free list. 
and cotton bagging, says the gentleman from Texas, should 
also be on the free list as provided in the bill. This bill puts 


wool on the free list, and every pound of wool shorn from the 
backs of the sheep must be placed in a bag, or is placed in a 
bag for shipment, but that particular kind of bagging pays a 
duty of 30 per cent. If it is proper and righteous to give the 
cotton planter of Dixie free bagging for his cotton how ab 

the woolgrower in the great Northwest country, 
by all of the difficulties that he has to overcome? 


surrounded 


How about 


knocking the stilts from under his feet and then planting 

mine of dynamite under him, denying him the poor, miserab 

| consolation of a free bag in which to place the free wool? 
Mr. HARDY. Does the gentleman wish an answer? 


Mr. MONDELL. I think the thing answers itself: 
utterly, absolutely inconsistent. It shows how se 


that it is 


‘tional this 


bill is; that while it puts wool on the free list, along with 
cotton, it denies wool the free bagging which cotton is given 
that while it gives the South free bagging for cotton, cl 
all the country 30 per cent for bagging for wheat. I do nm 
care to take the time of the committee, but it is pl nt { 
illuminate these charming inconsistencies 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlem ft Wro 
| ming has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

420. Bauxite or beauxite, crude, not refined th » ad ! 
condition from its natural state 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fe Ww 
ment, which I send to the desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 104, strike out paragraph 420, lines 14 and 15 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
that all debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto 





close in five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, bauxite is the crude ore 
which aluminum is manufactured, and it is found in 


only ! r 


States—Arkansas, Alabama, Georgia, and Tennessee. Our « 

petitors are the people of France, where this ore is found in 
abundance, where its richness is 10 per cent greater than that 
of the American ore, and where it is mined by cheap labor. 
sSauxite now is being shipped from the Southern States to the 
St. Lawrence River, to be treated at Niagara and Messina. The 
Aluminum Co. of America has decided to begin the manufacture 
of aluminum nearer the base of raw material, down in the 


South, where there is an abundance of water power, because in 
the manufacture of aluminum the question of power is of con 
siderable importance. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr 
PALMER], who drafted, as he said, the metal schedule, or rather 
was largely responsible for it, stated that he proposed to pnt 
bauxite on the free list for the benefit of a French 
that has begun the construction of a plant in North Carolina: 
and then in one of the first discussions of this subject he stated 
that by putting bauxite upon the free list they could use the 
raw material somewhere on the Atlantic ccast in factories or 


company 
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plants to be established there. In either event this legislation 
is not in the interest of the South, because if the French com- 
pany now located in North Carolina secures its raw material 
from France it does it at the expense of the bauxite mines in 
the four Southern States I have named. Then every ton of raw 
material mined in France takes away that amount of raw mate- 
rial that could be mined in the Southern States by American 


Wage earners——— 


Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. AUSTIN. In a moment. We shoulc retain that money 


in this country, and give wages to the American workingmen, 
and develop a new industry in the Southern States. 

Mr. SHERLEY. This is one of the cases where we are not 
he! \ing the South and being sectional at all. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I have said all along that this bill was not 
drawn in the interest of the South, and I challenged the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpexi] the other 
night when he was criticizing my southern gues of the 
Ways and M.ans Committee for, as he said, making a sectional 
bill, when they were in fact not making a sectional bill. 

I said that they had given up virtually everything in the 
South, free iron ore, free coal, free lumber, free meal, free 
corn. free cotton, free sugar, free meat, and free wool in Texas; 
they have surrendered everything—all the South had, except 
the Angora goat in Texas and peanuts in North Carolina—and 
I repudiated the insinuation that the southern men on this 
committee have been partial to their own section. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I ask the indulgence of the House for a moment 
on this subject to have the Clerk read a letter—or part of it— 
from Col. Robert J. Lowry, an ex-Confederate soldier and one 
of the most prominently known men in the South. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The South has become a manufacturing section, and as such she is 
now entitled to the same protection that New England as a manufac- 
turing section has enjoyed for a century. Factories of all kinds are 
dotted all over our southern country, and new ones are being erected 
coutinually, and these industries should be protected. The South, 
which, as a consumer, has paid tribute to the New England section for 
a century. is now coming {nto its own as a producer and manufacturer, 
and she is certainly entitled to the same adequate protection which New 
England has heretofore enjoyed. Just at the time when the Sonth can 
make her industries pay, the proposed tariff revision, unless judiciously 
handled, may subject much of her product to competition with cheap 
foreien labor and be the direct means of allowing foreign manufacturers 
coming in here and underselling and putting out of business many of 
our established industries, which are at this time our pride and the 
result of years of endeavor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Austin]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

423. Bibles, comprising the books of the Old or New Testament, or 
both, bound or unbound. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 104, lines 19 and 20, strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all debate on this paragraph and all amendments 
hereto be limited to five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on the paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection. [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. MONDELL. I did not understand what the motion was. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I just asked that debate on this para- 
graph close in five minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I wish the gentleman would add a 
few minutes to that, as I desire to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that debate be limited to five minutes, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to have three minutes and the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming to have two. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I realize that there is a neces- 
sity for more Bibles in certain sections of the country and wish 
there might be more of them read, but I do not see why it is 
advisable to bring into this country foreign Bibles, many of 
them printed in foreign languages, to be distributed amongst our 
people, nor do I see why we should bring in Bibles, even though 
they were printed in the English language, that are made in 
England, when bookbinders and printers might just as well be 
employed at that occupation in the United States. I submit 


colle: 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
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this amendment in the interest of the very efficient men ene» 
in these industries in this country. The printers, the press) 
the bookbinders, and others who make up books are inter: 
in this paragraph. I wish the committee would permit BP 
to be made in this country as they would continue to be if 
paragraph were stricken out. This is absolutely in the int 
of the labor of the country. 

There must be a little Democratic deviltry in this country; 
order to keep the preacher properly employed, but this is n 
the interest of the preacher; it is in the interest of the labor 
makes up the Bibles for distribution throwghoeut the 
Perhaps the preacher will have just as much to de, and if 
all get too good his oecupation will be gone. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, far be it from me to den: 
any American citizen any consolation that can be obtained fro 
this bill. After it passes there will be no earthly sources og 
consolation, and men’s minds will naturally tend to that con 
solation that can be had only in Holy Writ. Therefore I ¢ 
Bibles ought to be free. I think hey ought to come in | 
fully. I think the American people after this bill passes, afte 
the soup houses are in full swing and rags become popular, ouvly 
to have Bibles just as cheaply as they can get them. They wii 
be the only consolation they will have. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of 1h 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] to strike out th 
paragraph. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

424, All binding twine manufactured from New Zealand h 
manila, istle or Tampico fiber, sisal grass, or sunn, or a mixture o 
two or more of them, of single ply and measuring not excecding 
feet to the pound. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, IT desire to offer an amend: { 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Moore] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Insert in line 25, page 104, after the word “ pound,” the follo. 
“Provided, That articles mentioned in this paragraph, if imported { 
a country which lays an import duty on like articles tmported from th 
United States, shall be subject to a duty of 4 of 1 cent a pound.” 

Mr. MOORE. This is simply restoring the very wise 
excellent provision of the Payne law as against unfair competi 
tion in this line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorr}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was reject: 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word. May I ask the gentleman what dressed istle or Tam) 


fiber is used for? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is fiber that is used for binding. | 
am not sure exactly what particular articles are bound with i 

Mr. MANN. I notice that the bill provides for free istic o 
Tampico. It provides for a duty upon dressed or combed 
or Tampico, and then provides for binding twine made fron 
istle or Tampico free. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman th 
language of this bill, except as to the proviso, follows the 
guage of the present law, which seems to work satisfactori! 3 

Mr. MANN. Except this, I am frank to say, that I do ne! : 
recall whether istle or Tampico that is dressed is used fo 
binding twine or not. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is used for some binding purpose 
It may not be for what you call ordinary binding, but 
used to make some kind of a string out of. 

Mr. MANN. The present rate on istle dressed or Tampico is 
practically prohibitory. I think all of. that article that com: 
into the country comes in undressed free. But when you rm 
duce the duty on dressed Tampico or istle, and then leave 
binding twine on the free list, I am not sure what the rm 
will be. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma au 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

425. Birds and land and water fowls, not specially provide) 
in this section. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the |as! 
word. May I ask the gentleman what will be the effect of (lis 3 
provision as to the admission of birds and water fow! free o! 3 
duty? Of course we have already provided that heads, ti!'s, 
and wings of birds shall not come in at all. , 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to the gentleman that this 
provision in here probably does not mean anything either, ) 
cause of the provision in another portion of the bill. ‘The 
gentleman will note the words “not otherwise specially p!0- 
vided for in this section.” 
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wir. MANN. I understand, but I was asking where it is 
specially provided for in this section, providing that the heads 
ond wings and the tails and the skins of wild birds should 
not be admitted at all, whether there would be any way of 
pringing in these birds or water fowls without heads, tails, 
wings, or skin? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


Pressed. The bill contemplates bring- 


, dressed birds. We change the language to “ dressed” 
in the bill. . 
\ir. MANN. I was under the impression there was a dutiable | 
' on dressed birds. 


UNDERWOOD. There is on dressed birds, so that they | 


ome in im that way. 
ir MANN. Having already provided a duty upon dressed 
bi is. and then having provided that no birds should come in 
, head. or tail, or wing, or skin upon them, what will this 


Ww ! Pog. 4 . = : } 

narticular provision permit to come in? What kind of a bird | 

; the gentleman find which is not dressed, but which has 
head, wing, tail, nor skin? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, as I said awhile ago. I think the | 
bilities are that this line, as it appears, will not be ef 
f e. but we recognized it in the old law. We put the “n. s. 

f’ behind it, and made it a negative proposition by so doing. 

Mr. MANN. I understand. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 
mon from Illinois [Mr. MANN] will permit me, I am under the 
mpression that any appraiser would be justified in construing 
these two paragraphs to which he has made reference so as to | 

t live birds introduced for breeding purposes or for pur- 

; of exhibition. 

Mr. MANN. That is already carried in a former provision 
of the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes: and that the feather 

would prohibit only the importation of plumes or 
; or heads or tails or wings when an attempt was made | 
to import them separately from the birds themselves. 

Mr. MANN. Well. now, let us see. Does the gentleman con- 
tend, as te these birds that are princip.lly valuable for plumage, | 
that when you bring them in whole that provision will permit 


mre so 





them to be brought in free? For instance, I remember on a | 

re t trip to Panama seeing certain gentlemen of the House, | 

Members ef the House, using their best endeavors to get a | 

chance to bring in a bird or two of the kind which fly in | 

Pansma, and if they had been better shots they would have | 

succeeded. [Laughter.] Now, would they have been able to | 
bring in these birds free if they were whole? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. There may be doubt abont it, 

! my opinion is, as I say, that any appraiser wonld be justi- 

| in construing that provision as to a bird coming in whole 

in conflict with this proviso, because they could not be | 

rted in quantities sufficient to supply the feather trade. It 

v | not be pessible to import the birds alive into the United | 

» tes 


s, but dead birds. 





Mr. MANN. Iam not speaking of live bir 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


t'1. Bolting cloths composed of silk, imported expressly for milling 
I oses, and se permanently marked as not to be available for any 
‘ » Press cloths composed of camel's hair, imported expressly 
f milling purposes, and marked so as to indicate that it is for | 
§ purposes, and cut into lengths not to exceed 72 inches and woven 
ths not under 10 inches nor to exceed 15 inches and weighing not 
an one-half pound per square foot. } 


Mr MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


less t 





Mo oe | offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 
Amend 


page 105, line 16, by striking out after the word “use” the 
remainder of the paragraph. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of 
my friends, the gentleman from Georgia {[Mr. Bartierr] and 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpy], to this paragraph, so 
that I may answer their criticism that some of us on this side 
have raised the question of sectionalism. I do not think they 
uaive answered the question fully with regard to bagging for 
cotton, because the gentleman from Georgia 

Mr BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have not suggested the raising of a 
Sectional question. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GILLert] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania himself are the 
ohes that have charged sectionalism against us. 
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the nositi 


Mr. MOORE. I do not want to be put in n of ra 
ing a sectional question, and do not intend to raise it except as 
the facts show it 


Mr. BARTLETT But you did it 








Mr. MOORE. I call the attention of the n f \ 
Georgia to this new paragraph, 431, where I propose to st e 
out the langnage— 

Fress cloths mposed of camel's hatr. imported ex V 1 
milling purposes nd marked so as to indiente that it t ) 
purposes, and cut into lengths not to exceed 7 veh ind w » in 
| widths not un 10 inches nor to ey 115 i ind v ghin t 
less than one-half po 1 pe juare foot 

This is purely and specially a sectional proposition The 
gentleman from Georgia will observe that under the lancuage 
on line 17, which I propose to st e out “ press S 
posed of camel's hair, imported expr vf ‘ 
poses’ are to come in free. mark you, | led tl to be 
‘used expressly for oi! milling pur Now 
would appear on its face that tl ress t to 
| come in free are only for those who are to1 
seed oil. That is what the paragraph s»ys; d while I do not 
want to raise a sectional qu ion—and I hope I do not I 
sist that when you say these things shal! come in free if used 
“express'y for oil milling purposes” you previde for | . 
them in for only one specific purpose. You 3 
of the cottonseed-oil manufacturers, who may t : |} e the ad 
i vantage of gettir e them in \ y 
quiring press cloths in their business must pay » pl beck 
rate of duty 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt 
tleman? 

The CHAIRMAN Does t } P l 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. You n mke that s ’ v 
to cloths for milling purposes generally, can you 

Mr. MOORE. No. That is the very point I : making, if 
the gent'eman please. I am contend yr that t S lL 3 
inst»nce is taking care of its own Of ce se I do not blame 
| the Sonth for doing it I am not biemit th uth at all I 
am simply pointing out this circumstance 

Mr. BARTLETT. But the milling industry is not confined to 
the South 

Mr. MOORE. T think it is in the matter of cottonseed « 

Mr. BARTLETT. L say the mi ig ind i 
to silk. 

Mr. MOORE. I am sg ! ry of the 1 f n 
seed oil. whieh is coming to be a gre h I t uth 


Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. That goes on the free list, teo, in 
this bill. 


Mr. MOORE. Cotton seed is manufactured and pressed into 
| oil in the South: and in ord to Immodate 
turers of cottonseed oil vou propose to give the frog Ig 
cloth, while in other paragraphs of the bill you ise a du 
upon the component parts of press oth I the particular 
purpose of accommodating “ or friends ! nd the corner” 
you give them their press h fre 

I have a letter here whik i just what this thing is. 
In it the writer s that ndmission free of press eloth 
composed of camel's hair imported “expressly for n g 
purposes ” 

Is the worst piece of rank fa‘ itism that the whole bill shows, ar 3 
probably made still worse f ! t that it cor | 
only a limited I r ¢ | le dir t ut at the ! tin ’ 
been done to make a } t to the 1 cottor ‘ 1 very 

| large percentage of the price they pay for the | 
in pressing the oil. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MOORE. Now, I want to say this: God bless tl South 
in every effort it makes to build up its industries. God 3 
the South when it undertakes to manufacture cottor 
tition with foreign countries or New England. God bless the 
South even when it undertakes to get in c m bagging free 
in order to widen its foreign market 

God bless the South when it undertakes in fair competition 
to take away from New England or any other portion of the 
country the manufseture of cottonseed oil, which is experted 
and often comes back throngh our ports agzin “pure olive 


side 


on the other 
es to favo 


oil.” after it has been manipulated 
the South in all of its undertakir 
but when you have control on the other side you ought to be a 
little consistent in your treatment of the other industries 
country. We have need of heavy fur goods in the winter, when 


(sod bless 


s own industries 


you do not need them in the South. 
Mr. SHERLEY. 
Mr. MOORE. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Yes. 
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Mr 
industry 
cloth is put on the free list? 


SHERLEY., 


getting 


Does the gentleman think the cottonseed-oil 
is any great show of favoritism when this 
Mr. MOORE, I 
Mr. SHERLEY. 
thought. 

Mr. MOORE. I think so. If you put 
list and then provide expressly that it 
oil-milling purposes,” 
to the cottonseed-oil 
to look at it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
vania has expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I 

this paragraph and all amendments 
minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
all debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close 
in two minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I hardly think it neces- 
sary to answer again the gentleman’s charge that these provisions 


think so. 

I just wanted to know what the gentleman 
press cloth on the free 
shall be used “ only for 
I think you are giving a direct advantage 
manufacturers, and there is no other way 


The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


all 


close 


move that 
thereto 


debate 


on in two 


of the bill are put here for the purposes of protection. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania did not read the whole para- 
graph to the committee. The first portion of the paragraph 
reads: 

Bolting cloths composed of silk, imported expressly for milling pur 
poses, and so permanently marked as not to be available for any 
other use. 

Mr. MOORE. If the gentleman will pardon me, that is in 
the Payne law. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. It is already in the law. 
It is a discrimination in favor of the wheat mills of the North, 
which the gentleman did not mention at all. It has always 
been carried in Republican bills for the benefit of the northern 
milling interests. And now the gentleman says that this is 
sectionalism, because the provision in this bill happens to do 
something for an industry located in the South, it all being in 
the same paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

434. Books, maps, music, engravings, photographs, etchings, bound 
or unbound, and charts, which shall have been printed more than 20 
years at the date of importation, and all hydrographic charts and pub- 
lications issued for their subscribers or exchanges by scientitic and lit- 
erary associations or academies, or publications of individuals for 
gratuitous private circulation, and public documents issued by foreign 
Governments, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 106, line 6, after the word “ etchings ” 
graphic prints.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, 
further amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, page 106, line 11, after the word “ circulation,” by inserting 
words “not advertising matter.” 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 


insert the words “ litho- 


I offer the following 


the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

age 106, line 5, after the numerals ‘“ 434,” 


strike out “ books”; 
after the word “ music” strike out “ engravings’ 


; and in line 6 strike 


out the word “ etchings.” 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 


tleman from Alabama whether he intends by this paragraph 
that all books, maps, music, engravings, and so forth, that come 
in under this paragraph shall be those published only for sub- 
scribers, scientific societies, and so forth? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This is a reenactment of the present 
law, and I am not informed fully about that. 

Mr. MOORE. It would appear from line 8 that the scientific 
and literary associations only were to receive publications for 
their subscribers, and so forth. Books, maps, music, and en- 
gravings appear to be treated separately. If that is so, I shall 
press my amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This is a reenactment of the present 
law. There is no change in these articles. We received no 
complaints about the present law and we concluded to retain it. 
It was not given very full investigation. 

Mr. MOORE. I will say that it does appear that many books 
and engravings are being brought from abroad into this country, 
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not for philanthropic purposes. There are dealers 
them in under various subterfuges, as they do other 
supposed to be admitted only for a scientific purpose. 
printers and bookbinders and pressmen are protesting 
this sort of thing and artists have a grievance again; 
vast quantity of art works being brought in under pro 
of the law which are evaded. I ask for a vote on my a 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

436. Books, maps, music, photographs, etchings, lithographi 
and charts, specially imported, not more than two copies in 
invoice, in good faith, for the use and by order of any society 
stitution incorporated or established solely for religious, philos 
educational, scientific, or literary purposes, or for the encour 
of the fine arts, or for the use and by order of any college, a 
school, or seminary of learning in the United States, or any 
or public library, and not for sale, subject to such regulation 
Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 


that 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol! 
committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 106, line 16, after the word “ music,” by ins 
word “engravings.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was 

The Clerk read as follows: 

437. Books, libraries, usual and reasonable furniture, and 
household effects of persons or families from foreign countries 
foregoing if actually used abroad by them not less than one y« 
not intended for any other person or persons, nor for sale. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 107, lines 1 and 2, after the numerals “ 437,” st 
“books, libraries, usual and reasonable furniture, and simila: 
on line 3, strike out after the word “ countries,” “all the f 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this par 


following 


is happily phrased. Its purpose is to admit the lh 
effects of families who come here in good faith. The 


sion of books, libraries, “usual and reasonable furnitur: 
similar household effects, allows a degree of latitude a 
cretion to the inspector at the customhouse that ough! 

to be tolerated. I have heard of people bringing in bo 
furniture under such a clause as this that were not | 
admissible. They have defeated the customs laws of the 

try and imposed upon the credulity of the people of the United 
States. I think the purpose is merely to permit the adn 

of household effects, which is all right. I urge the amen 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment o! 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

439. Bran and wheat screenings. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, 
paragraph. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. 
ment to the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentlema 
Minnesota will be first in order. The Clerk will rej. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment by Mr. Smits of Minnesota: 
Amend, page 107, paragraph 439, by striking out, after t i 


I move to strike o 


Mr. Chairman, I have an 


“and,” the word “wheat” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“ ground.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment « | 


by the gentleman from Minnesota. ; 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I offer this 
ment, not with any hope that it will be adopted, but for the 
purpose of showing that you are heaping insults to injury , 
The farmers of this country by this bill will be severely afflic ed 
You have destroyed their flocks, you have reduced the pri: y 
will get for their crops. You are bound to make the nd 
waste, and now you are inviting the foul seeds—un: 
screenings—of foreign countries to be admitted to be sow! 
them to make them forever useless. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not so much alarmed over the effect of 
the Underwood bill on the country as are some of my Col 


ba lhe mtg ed 


vs 


lengues. I do not believe that it will bring on a panic, because 3 
the framers of this bill have placed its burdens on those of ¢ 
our people who are the most patriotic and self-sacrificing “as 

None of our great industries that are highly organized and &: 
monopolized have been interfered with, and in many instances 3 
they have been extended privileges that they have not ler ; 


the present law. 


Pel a 


Does anyone contend that the great * 


Trust, the Beef Trust, or the Sugar Trust or the W 
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Trust have been materinily handicapped by the Underwood bill? 
The burdens of this new fiscal policy are deliberately placed 
on farmers, the small manufacturers, and the laborers. 
The benefits are given to those who do not need them. The con- 
enmer will gain nothing. Whatever loss the producer will sus- 
toin by the lowering of his prices will result in profits to the 
imr ter, the trust magnate, the middleman, and the foreign 
producer, but will never reach the consumer. 

The actual producer is sacrificed on the altar of free trade 
for the sake of redeeming platform pledges written by idealists, 
who disregard business principles, common sense, and fairness. 
I do not say that the authors of this bill were not actuated by 
worthy motives, but I do say that the farmers, the small man- 
ufacturers, and workmen—the independent producers of this 
country—have been penalized for the sake of a wrong economic 
principle and fiscal policy. 

On the Democratic side of this Chamber we have the free 
trader advecating protection for the industries in which his con- 
stituents are interested and free trade on every other com- 
modity produced in this country. The gentleman from Wash- 


the 


ington [Mr. Bryan] is clamoring for a 15 per cent duty on | 
shingles, but is perfectly willing that everything else be free. | 


The gentleman from Texas {Mr. Garner] is perfectly willing 
that the goat industry of his State be protected to the extent 


of 35 per cent ad valorem, while raw wool be admitted free. | 


The gentlemen frem Louisiana throw up their hands in horror 
over the reduction ef the duty on sugar, but insist that the 


northern wheat producer and flour manufacturer submit to the | 


ssion free of duty of Canadian flour and by-products. Does 
this not conclusively show the absurd and unscientific principles 
1 | which this tariff measure has been constructed? This ex- 
pl: ins in part the reason for the many unfair and indefensible 
items in this bill and its many inconsistencies. 

Political expediency is the underlying principle upon which 
this bill is constructed. The items of this bill relating to wheat 
and flour can be explained on no other ground. This is true of 
practically all the products of the farm, as well as a good many 
of the materials that go to make up the manufactured product. 

To place a duty on the raw material while admitting free of 
duty the finished product is a discrimination against our own pro- 

er and of ne benefit to the consumer. The chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee, the distinguished gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Unpsrwoop], stated Saturday that the effect of 
the Underwoed bill would be to slightly reduce the price of 
sugar, but that on other articles the reduction would be in- 
finitesimal. 
this bill it is evident that the consumer will be benefited only 
infinitesimally. 


This bill can have no other effect than to encourage and in- | 


crease importation. Every manufactured article imported into 
this country which can be manufactured here displaces our own 
products. Every agricultural product imported into this coun- 
try which can be produced here displaces an equal amount of 
our own agricultural products. 

Clearly, then, the bill is of no benefit to the consumer and of 


irreparable injury to the producer, and the producer and the con- | 


are one and the same. 

How our Democratic friends can explain that they are going 
to reduce the high cost of living without reducing prices I can 
justify on only one theory, namely, that the cost of living will 


be reduced by reducing the purchasing power of the consumer. | 


By limiting the demand for his product the producer wil! have 
less purchasing power as a consumer. He will, therefore, in 
order to live within his means, be compelled to reduce his stand- 
ard of living, and in this way he will reduce his cost of living 
at the expense of his standard of living. This is the only logical 
conclusion that can be reached. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been claimed by the Democrats through- 
out this whole disenssion that they have framed this bill on the 
theory of reducing the cost of the necessaries of life; but they 
have taken our furs, one of the most necessary of necessaries, 
and transferred it from the free list to the dutiable list. The 
majority of these furs are not used for ornament, but are used 
aS a protection against the severe northern climate. They are 
a matter of absolute necessity. They are worn by people in 
every walk of life. 
4 if this bill becomes a law this will be practically the only 
our Democrati 
inconceivable. 
uxuries, should be t 


¢ friends placed this item on the protected list is 


axed, but common furs should be admitted 


ne So that they would be within the reach of everyone, not 
omy as & protection against the cold but as a matter of econ- 


the aa garment can be produced for the same money to take 
© piace of the fur garment either for comfort or for dura- 


Thus from the admission made by the authors of | 


ry in the world that has a duty on raw furs, and why | 


High-priced furs, which are properly classed as | 
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bility. The fur garment is indispensable for the people of our 
northern climate. 

Gentlemen, there are several items in this bill that I wish 
I had the opportunity of voting for, but you have deprived me 
of that opportunity by bringing in an omnibus bill. In its con- 
sideration and discussion we have not had suilicient information 
or time to consider the effect of the bill as a whole. In various 
items of the bill you have disregarded the information fur- 


nished by the Tariff Board. 
I am in favor of a tariff measuring the difference in the cost 
of production at home and abroad based upon the recommenda- 


tion of a nonpartisan, unbiased tariff board or comu on, hav- 
ing at its disposal sufficient means and ample power to acquire 
authentic information. We will never have a just and equitable 
tariff measure until it is freed from partisan politics. [Ap- 


plause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous ce 

sent that all debate on this paragraph and all amendments 

thereto close in five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair 


will suggest to the gentlem: 


in 
from Alabama that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. I ) 
| NEY] has also offered an amendment. 

| Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
| gentleman from Alabama? 

| There was no objection. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, I just want to say a word on 


this particular paragraph in opposition to the remarks made by 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Smirm]. He assumes that 
this item is in some way hostile to the farmer. In that I think 
his inference is unwarranted. This puts bran on the free | 

The farmer is the best 


customer for bran, especially the d V 
farmer, and, as I understand it, the dairy farmers of N York 
State and some parts of Michican and Pennsylvania w prob- 
ably enjoy some particular advantage from this. Cert: 10 
farmer in any section of the country will be at any rticular 
disadvantage. This bran item is the only item of t whole 
flour and wheat schedule that I think, after ref 3 





at all subject to criticism. It may be that on fu 
tion the committee or the other body may put bran on the same 


rther 


footing as flour. There is where I think it ought to be. We 
have a large milling industry centralized in Minneapolis, 
Duluth, Buffalo, St. Louis, and Kansus City. 
| Mr. SMITII of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, will the gent! L 
yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. Not now. I have only a very few n 


milling industry in Canad 


They have a large growing 
| tralized at Winnipeg. 


They have a very fine quality of hard 
wheat in Canada which makes a high-class flour. I do n 
lieve under present circumstances that the American miller is 
at a disadvantage with the Canadian miller. The facts V 
that the importations of wheat into this « try have been 
growing. The exportations of flour from th ry ( n 
growing, but the importations of flour into th ‘ ntry | e 
not been growing. The importations of wheat during the t 
year were about 2.000,000 bushels and the importati of r 
| were in amount only about half a million d ! rhe « 
of flour from this country were nearly $50,000,000. In « 
words, the importations of flour bear the relationship to t 
} exportations of flour that 1 does to 100. 

The domestic consumption ef flour is nearly $500,000,000, so 
that the millers of America are finding a po rhe ! 1 
petition now of less than one-tenth of 1 per it \f 
careful and sympathetic study from the standpoint of the 1 
themselves and in sympathy with their industry, 1 do not 
they are injured by the provisions of this bi But 

| and I think with some possible show of ju 
| Canadian miller is at a disadvantage in some ( 
| tion with them now, that he will cain an ad . n 
proposition. The Canadian miller has a large supply of th 
raw material of wheat, but he is at a disadvantage on lal 
he is at a disadvantage on transportation, and he at a « 
advantage on fuel, and more th that he is at a disad 
tage in the local market for his bran and reen 8, ( 
offal. 
Now, bran and screenings are 30 per cent of the 1 7 
| per cent are flour, so that this 30 per nt of |] ! 
the real margin of profit in the milling industry. The C d 
miller has no local market for his bran. There ar 
| dairy industries, there are not e izh live-sto¢ 
the whole Dominion of Canada to use the bran, and the 
| portation clear over to England is more or less exy« ‘ B 
they say this provision for free entry of bran into t 
States will open to the Canadian miller a market for his bi 
and it will enable him to more profitably grind his wheat. I 
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am not sure but there is some basis for the criticism. But that | hay per year. Hay grows on from year to year and does pot 
is not the basis the gentleman from Minnesota seems to take. | have to be replanted and cultivated and harvested. It is a yer 
It does seem to me that bran ought to be tied to flour. If there cheap product, so far as the labor that is required to produce 

is free flour there should be free bran; but if there is not free | and yet, gentlemen, you give the hay farmer a protection of §2 
flour there should not be free bran. Now I yield to the gen- | on a ton, but you take off $3 per ton on broom corn and | 
tleman. that upon the free list. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Does the gentleman understand I can not understand why this House should discrimin 
the purport of my amendment? It simply says “ bran and ground | against the farmers who produce broom corn. You have a t 
screenings.” The bill as it is now is “bran and wheat screen- | upon oats, a tariff upon peas, apples, and lemons, and peat 
ings.” Now, one point that I am bringing out at this time is | garlic, and onions, and so forth, and yet the men in Ok: 
the fact that under the provisions of this bill as it is written | who give their energy and their industry and their labor gy4 
you are affording the Canadian people an opportunity to ship their toil, who give, as it were, their lives to the producti 
over to us all sorts of foul seed, weeds, and everything of that | broom corn to supply the needs of the country are discrimi: 
kind. Now, we want those ground over there—— | against. Their product is placed on the free list. I do noi 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri | why this has been done, but I do know that if this bil! s 
has expired. become a law the farmers of my State, who produce two-t! 

Mr. BORLAND. But the gentleman was arguing that the | of the broom corn that is produced in the United States, « 
farmer was injured, which is absolutely without foundation. | know and understand that their products are discrimi: 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. You can not injure the farm | against by a House in control of Democrats, and that b: 
without injuring the farmer. corn is refused even the little protection that is given to : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri | other products. 























































has expired Mr. DIFENDERFER. I would like to ask the gentk 
Mr. MANN. I would like to have about two minutes. it is not a fact that 3 acres of ordinary land will produce 2 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | of broom corn, and that a few years ago it sold in the i 
that the gentleman from Illinois may have two minutes. for $240 a ton? 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman just stated the term “ wheat | Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. It is not a fact. It will t: 
screenings” would admit all weed seeds and such things as | an average in Oklahoma, where we produce two-thirds of 
that, and I am sure the gentleman from Alabama will disavow | broom corn in the United States, if my information is 


the intention of changing the law that we passed in the last | about 3 acres to produce 1 ton of broom corn. 





Congress which forbids the importation of weed seeds or which | Mr. DIFENDERFER. Then the land must be exce 

relates to the importation of pure seeds by this change in this | poor. Then, another question—— 

provision of the law. | Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. We may have poor land. | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. have as good people as there are in Pennsylvania or an) 
Mr. MANN. I would like to have that go in the Recorp. else on earth, and they are entitled to the same consid 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is not intended in any way to affect | from this House. 


the pure-food law provision. Mr. DIFENDERFER. But is it not true that a few ye: 
Mr. MANN. The pure-seed law. broom corn sold in the market for $240 a ton? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is the same thing Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. It is not a fact. It w 


Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman let me state, however, | one year, but that was exceptional. I would like the con 
under the provisions of that paragraph 429, wheat screenings | to explain why they discriminate against broom corn. 
includes all kinds of foul weeds, auch as cockle and cheat So far the gentlemen have remained silent. I refer 
so-called, and many other things which are foul weed seeds | this matter a few days ago. Not a word of explanat 
which can come in free. been made. Why shontld the truck farmers around the 

Mr. MANN. I take it, Mr. Chairman, this provision in the | cities of the East be given a little protection on gat 


bill only admits free of duty wheat screenings, which are per- | onions, and the broom-corn growers of Oklahoma be »p 
mitted tc come in— competition with Italians, Turks, Japanese, Mexicans, and 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. | who work for 25 cents per day? No one in charge of t! 


Mr. MANN. And the language of the pure-seed law is that | and no one who will vote for it has attempted to exp! 
these wheat screenings which are filled with weed seed are | discrimination against the men of Oklahoma who produ 
not permitted to be imported at all, corn. The Democratic caucus considered this bill for tw. ¢ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all. weeks. I do not know what occurred in this secret ca 

Mr. MANN. It is not intended to change that. do not know whether or not any effort was made in th 

Mr. FORDNEY. How can you tell when they are ground? /|in behalf of the broom-corn growers of Oklahoma. Bf 

Mr. MANN. If they are ground up they will not grow, and | decree has come from the caucus that no material ame 
therefore it will not make any difference whether it comes in | offered shall be carried. So I presume the caucus will 
at all or not. |} and broom corn will go on the free list. But I shall prot 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | the strongest terms possible. 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. Sir, in 1910, 11 foreign countries imported broom ¢ 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. the United States. Importations came in 1911 and in 1912. 


The Clerk read as follows: ever the price of broom corn reaches a price which : 

444. Broom corn. ; reasonably profitable for our farmers to raise broom cor 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- | broom corn sells for a price that gives our farmers f 
lowing amendment. | pensation for their labor, then ships are loaded with bro 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers an | grown in foreign countries, come to New York, and dow) 20s 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. | the price of broom corn. The ocean freights are cheap: | 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, by striking out paragraph No. 444, line 15, page 107. 


rates are high. Foreign broom corn comes to our mar 
water transportation. Oklahoma farmers transport thei! 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, there are but | uct to market by railway. It is evident our farmers a: 
two words in paragraph 444, and those two words are “broom | disadvantage. I believe in protecting our own farmers @: 
corn.” By the terms of this bill broom corn is placed on the | competition from those who pay none of our taxes. 


free list. Under the terms of the present law there is $3 per ton The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
duty on broom corn. While we had under consideration the | by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Morcan}. 
agricultural schedule I tried to secure an amendment to put an The question was taken, and the amendment was rej 
additional tariff on broom corn as compared with what we The Clerk read as follows: 

have at the present time. I know some gentlemen have the 445. Buckwheat an@d buckwheat flour. 


idea that putting $25 on broom corn was somewhat ridiculous. tha > er sty ‘ 
And yet it was not. You must remember that in our country, Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, ! 
at least. it requires several acres of ground to produce 1 ton amendment. 


of broom corn. Our farmers are at a very large expense, not | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wasbinc' 
only in the cultivation of that corn but in harvesting it, and at | Humpsery] offers an amendment which the Clerk will 1 
a large expense in preparing a shelter so that the broom corn The Clerk read as follows: 

may be properly dried and cured and put in proper shape to; Amend, pare 107, after line 16, by inserting - “a 
produce the best breoms, and in many other ways broom-corn “4453. Bulbs used exclusively for purposes of propagation. 


crowers are put to a very heavy expense. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
Now. for instance, this bill provides $2 a ton upon common | that all debate on this amendment offered by the gentlei: 


71 


hay. One acre of land will preduce from 2 to 4 tons of ' Washington, and all amendments thereto, be closed in five » $ 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do not want but two. recommendation x hich statem ts seem « 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- | Pets ioendont shoe machinert cumpena 
mous consent that all debate on this amendment and all amend While it may be true, as stated, that the Un 

ments thereto be closed in five minutes. Is there objection? | can build its machines abroad aut 1 in po 
There was no objection. | they would find it feasible "practical to do. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, this is | or not is a matter of ‘no particular conseque 
the—may I have the attention of the gentleman from Alabama | Merits of the question of free sho rine 
Mr. UNDERWOop|—matter to which I called attention several | * Sap taea tees f- vite ae én . = 
days ago, hoping you might give it consideration when you | duty from shoe nach inery would be several te 
reached the free list. I called attention at that time to the | _ We believe that the rer of the duty 
fact that on Puget Sound, near Bellingham, the Government has | Pavia ce Be ken tee tee tenes, Gesited 
experimental garden, and it has been demonstrated there Inasmuch as the tying clause n t ease 
that bulbs of this kind can be raised equal to those imported | the practice of placing substantti l of 
" ’ 3 ou 113 machines and of furnishing 
from Eurepe. The Commercial Club of Bellingham and several | , ith the principal machines nd tl ‘aaa 
lividuals there have written me saying that if they could | necessary for « manufacturer of S ¢ 
port these bulbs free for propagation purposes it would be- it from United | 
ne a profitable industry. ae o 
[ have always understood that the view was taken both by ecessary ‘ 
Republican Party and by the Democratic Party that, unless J / 
re was some special reason against so doing. it was wise to sions saan 
t free bulbs or seeds or other agricultural articles for propa of ther re 
tion, and accordingly I offer this amendment. a ! 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Wash 
“ton that I have not had the chance to investigate the question da 
i have not got a chance to doit now. But there may be merit : d 
is proposition. I would not say that in the end, if I had a ree sees 
e to investigate it, I would be opposed to it, but I am not i I ant 
y ng to consent that the amendment shall go in at this time. r to have ds tl wourd ed f 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Then, Mr. Chairman, I i stom name thee - , ; 
withdraw the amendment and leave the matter open. While free shoe nery ve little 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the Senate should put this amend- » the Ur ted ! aS of . e shoe f 
ment on I would give it very careful consideration. It may be | pojent mann ae wk hnee am enneit 
eritorious, but I am not prepared now to pass upon it. the success of t Governme t i the 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. In view of the statement | the remov of the t ff be of t 
made by the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. Chairman, I ask fon? teen tiene 3 ee oe 
mous consent to withdraw the amendment. advantage vhich the United ¢ will 
e CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be f ft — : ee by the 
' lrawn. for thes waa’? ao tt. ‘ 
re was no objection. If you have 1y doubt as 
» CHAIRMAN The Clerk will read. | spe h ‘ » fe I 
The Clerk read as follows: a kit : wil ‘ 
4 Cadmium. Y y 
Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, bas the buckwheat wn toot 
i kwheat flour item bee! passed ? , The CHAIRMAN. Without obj 
e CHAIRMAN. That has been passed. ’ re ; are 
Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I would like to go back to that |) Wh Oe id 
graph eee a ew en ‘a 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.| f'- MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offe 
aia “2 ee ae : : cea dad The CHATRMAN rhe ge e! iz 
S\iTH] asks unanimous consent to go back to the buckwheat | ,, a ; 
graph. — ee : 7 
Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I can not consent to that e ¢ . 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unper : ee ae 
objects. The Clerk will read. Mr MOORE Mr ¢ 
e Clerk read as follows: . ee q ; ; 
4 Cash registers, linotype and | typesetting machines, sewin oe nit A ' naragr 
nes, typewriters, shee ms nery, cream separators, and tar and = ; _ ee 
ding machines 1 1 in the r ynstruction and maintenance ( I ] s of hiner It f 
1 in improving them by the use of road preserva t f rn like 
f g whether imported in whole or in parts, including repair parts ; Odd te vy have a facte 
Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the las factory e foreign « trv. to ft 
o the foreig untry and st old the 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | States on a trust bas 
t the debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto be | I do not re to enter into any d 
1 in five minutes. | from Pennevl (Mr. Parmer) with re 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN- | the other night. but I do hapnen to ki 
voop] asks unanimous consent that the debate on this para- | of sewing machines one large company in 
: h and amendments thereto be closed in five minutes. Is | establis ent in Connecticut. w e 
re objection? te of waze to its employees. and also | 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will not the gentleman from | geotiand. where it pays a Bi! h st 
A ma extend that time to 10 minutes? | emplovees: and it Is « ecount of t 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I will make it 10. naid in the United States and Sect 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama modifies | ean he sok road moi ! t ( 
request and asks unanimowds consent that the debate on We have had reports recet t ft 
; ragraph and amendments thereto be closed in 10 minutes. | yester Trust was prop yg do t 
Is re objection? ‘ ; What is to pre t the ¢ Reg 
cee ee BO objection. ' i and the type-setting mas ( 
ir. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk typewriters, the shoe-machinery f 
id ask to have read in my time the following letter. turers of se * 1 hins 1 the ‘ 
vi ae oe AN. T he Clerk will read. turers from doing all their t | eh 
7 werk read as follows: ia —_o | where they can get the benefit of 
Hon. Mr. Bortayxp, M. C., a a oe ae il, and continue the control of \ 
Washington, D. C same? We get nothing for the G 
j EAR Sir we understand from the press that you recent Y t of this business, and W ( 
motion ir the “mocrat ance -ecammendin« - « a ‘ 
nery be placed on the t ee list in the tariff. bill oe A ol cor sfer the ma ufacture wo ' 
Sideration, and, as number of statements have since been published | VeSterTs, to England In the matter o 
ch would tend to cause Congress to disregard this | land in the matter of sewing mac! 
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in the 


matter of cash registers, and so on. This gives them an 
opportunity to make machinery with cheap labor instead of the 


well-paid labor of the United States, and it permits their cheap 
products to come across the border to our country, without any 
reservation whatever. 


I read this bill as being in the interest of large combinations 
against independent operators, and with respect to this para- 
graph I am prepared to make the prediction that the small 
operator in any one of these lines referred to, the individual 


manufacturer making machinery, will positively be driven out | 


of business by the passage of this particular paragraph. Who, 
unless he is a great capitalist, can stand as an independent 
the International Harvester Co.? Who can stand as 
an independent against the National Cash Register Co. should 
they decide to transfer their business to the other side, where 
they can get labor so much cheaper? What small man in the 
iron business can stand against the Steel Corporation after all 
the facilities you have given it in the way of free iron ore and 
other raw material? Who can stand against any of these 
trusts? Who, with small capital, can do any business against 
a combination when you admit free to this country goods made 
by American capital under the direction of foreign or American 
trust magnates? 

Mr, BARNHART. Is the gentleman informed concerning the 
enormously high prices of linotype machines and cash registers, 
for which this country is held up now? 

Mr. MOORE. I do not know anything about the price of 
linotype machines. 

Mr. BARNHART. Let me tell the gentleman. 

Mr. MOORE. I do know that those who operate linotype 
machines are special favorites of the Government and that they 
know the Democratic Party dare not undertake to tear down 
the privileges which they now receive. I know that those who 
operate linotype machines and who run the pressrooms of this 
country have in this bill everything they want, and no Demo- 
crat will raise his voice to afford protection to the independent 
operators who want to make machines, who want to do busi- 
ness, who want to manufacture paper, who want to manufacture 
wood pulp in competition with those who do it so much cheaper 
in foreign lands. 

This thing may go through for a time, but when the American 
laborer comes to understand that his employment is taken 
away perhaps this bill will not be so successful as some of its 
advocates at this time seem to think. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.) 

The CHAIRMAN, 
vania has expired, 
has offered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Charcoal, blood char, bone char, or 
use as a pigment. 

Mr. SMITH “of Minnesota. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 108, line 12, by striking out the words 
or use as a pigment.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on the paragraph and amendment close in five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous censent that all debate on the paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto be closed in five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

460. Coal, anthracite, bituminous, culm, slack, and shale; coke; 
compositions used for fuel in which coal or coal dust is the component 


against 


The time of the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
The question is on the amendment which he 


‘ ro 
ack, 


bone bil not suitable for 


456 


Mr, Chairman, I offer an amend- 


“not suitable 


material ef chief value, whether in briquets or other form. 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to delay the 


committee at all in the progress of this bill, but in the interest 
of truth and fairness I want to place in the Recorp a letter 
relative to the statement made during this debate by my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. BucHaNaN]. He was jin his seat a moment 
ago, but I do not see him in the Chamber just now. I under- 
stood him te say that he had received no protest from any labor 
organization relative to the terms of this bill, and that he did 
not think anyone else had received any protest from organized 
labor, and that organized labor, in the main, was not in favor 
of protection, I desire to place in the Recorp at this time the 


protest from the International Brick, Tile, and Terra Cotta 
Workers’ Ailiance. This organization is affiliated with the 
This protest is signed by Frank 


American Federation of Labor. 





| there would be a general reduction of wazes, 


| 
| 


Butterworth, president, and William Van Bodegraven, secretary. 
treasurer. It comes under the union label and has the seal of 
the organization on it. 

The letter is as follows: 

INTERNATIONAL Brick, TILe, anp 
Terra COTTA WORKERS’ ALLIANCE, 
Chicago, lil., March 31, 1913. 
Hon. Frank B. WILLIS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Our Trenton (N. J.) union of the tile makers have called 
our attention to a proposition to reduce the duty on floor and y 
tile, which will be considered by the incoming Congress 

Should the present duty on floor and wall tile be reduced we 
much doubt if anyone would benefit except importers or foreign man 
facturers. 


You are doubtless familiar with the comparative wage scales of 
| the countries of Europe. ‘Therefore we will not burden you with 
tiresome statistics 

Ve would, however, call your attention to this fact: That + 
American tile presser and the kiln placer receive $14.50 and $1 


respectively, while the Belgium worker receives $3.92 and $4.90 

the same labor. We would further call your attention to the fact ¢) 
the wage earners of Spain and Italy in this line of work receive » 
less than those of Belgium. 

Should the present rate on tile be reduced our American ma: 
facturers and tile workers could not hope to meet the competition 
the underpaid worker of Spain and Italy, who we understand w 
long hours and at a wage that would reader any attempt at com 
tition by the native ware hopeless. , 

In the struggle to meet the changed conditions should the pre 
protective tariff be lessened it will inevitably happen that the sm: 
and weaker tile plants must succumb and be forced to the wal! 
the American worker deprived of the opportunity of earning his liyins 
at the trade that he has made his life's calling. 

The American manufacturer and workman in the tile industry have 
done much to beautify the structures of our country. Even in { 
comparatively short period of 30 years that they have been in 
istence they have outstripped European competitors in the exceller 
of their material and in artistic expression and execution. ( 
American manufacturers have done much to develop and improve 


art of tile making, and even with the present protective tariff 
have not always received compensation in proportion to the res 


obtained. 

Should the present rate be reduced the standard of the ware w 
of necessity become lower. In order to meet the changed conditi 
which are not even n 


sufficient in some instances to adequately maintain the Ameri 


standard of living. 
Trusting that you will give this, the protest of the tile workers, « 
consideration, we are, 
Sincerely, yours, 
Frank BuTrrerwortnu, President. 
Ws. VAN BopeGraven, Secretary-Treasure 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following an: 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 108, paragraph 460, amend by striking out the paragraph. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask un 
mous consent that all debate on the paragraph and amendme 
thereto be closed in 10 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, several gentlemen wish to be 
heard on this side, and coal is a very important item in t 
bill. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
Mr. LANGLEY. 
25 minutes at least. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I will modify 
my request and make it 25 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks t) 
all debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto s! 
close in 25 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I shall not detain the com- 
mittee but two or three minutes. I shall not attempt to go into 
this question in detail now, because I covered the matter rat! 
fully in my remarks in general debate. The coal industry is 
the greatest one in my district. Something has been said 
this debate about looking to the interests of the country in 
general rather than to our own local interests. My opinion is 
that you can not injure any great industry in the country wi! 
out on the whole injuring to some extent the whole coun! 
So far as I am concerned, I shall endeavor to represent, so lon< 
as I am a Member of this body, what I believe to be the bes 
interests of my own State and district. I have tried to do t) 
ever since I have been here. If there is a Member of this bo: 
who is willing to sacrifice any industry in his district for | 
benefit of some other section of the country, I would like to s 
the color of his hair. [Laughter.] My experience here 
been that if you do not loek out for your own section no « 
else will doit for you. In my district there is one of the greates 
coal fields in the world. It is my opinion that when you trans! 
coal from the dutiable list to the free list you necessarily injure Fi 
that industry more or less. bis 

I have heard gentlemen, and particularly the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Prerrers], boast that this bill will give tue = 
people of the country free coal. If there was anything to boast 4 


Well, I will say 15 minute 
I suggest to the gentleman that he make 








1915. 


un that connection, it must have been that it will reduce the 
» of coal to the consumer. You can not reduce the price 
{he consumer without affecting the capital and the labor in- 


sted and employed in producing coal. 

i have listened attentively to most of the speeches delivered 
this det and I have listened intently and earnestly, 
I was extremely anxious to find out, if I could, by what 
on the other side expect to reduce the 


ate 
mite, 
Anse 


ss you gentlemen 


of anything to the consumer and at the same time not 

t adversely the interests of the producer. I would ask 

distinguished friend from Illinois if he can explain it, 
| fear he would answer me like he did the gentleman from 
wa {[Mr. Goop], by asking me what I thought about it, or 
pound the ancient and perplexing interrogatory, “ Tow old 
cee - 

herefore I shall refrain from asking him or any = his col- 
sues how they propose to reduce to the consumer the price 


oal and at the same time not 
Numerous efforts on this side to get that information aes been 
e, and I do not wish to waste time. I shall content my- 
f with protesting against free coal. 
Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LANGLEY. Certainly; with pleasure. 
HELM. The district that the gentleman represents is 
) miles from any line, is it not? 
LANGLEY. It is quite a distance. 
number of miles. 
Mr HELM. From what foreign country would coal = im- 
which would affect the price of the Kentucky coal, which 
s to pay a freight rate on 500 miles of railroad? 
LANGLEY. I will say to my colleague that 
1 from Massachusetts the other day admitted that with free 
there would be large importations of coal from Nova 
2, and that would increase the supply and reduce the de- 
i for domestic coal, and—— 
Mr. HELM. But Massachusetts is right along the coast line. 
Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield any further. 
gentleman asks another question before he permits me to 
omplete my answer to the question he has already propounded. 
Mr. HELM. Kentucky has not any coast line at all. 
Mr. LANGLEY. The gentleman is asking a useless question. 
I take it for granted that he knows where Kentucky is located 


affect the nae or r of coal. 


coast 


I do not recall the 


Mr. 


the gentle- 


d how it is bounded. 

Mr. HELM. I want to inform the gentleman that it is 500 
miles from any coast line. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I know that is substantially correct. Now, 


Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield further, because I have not 
enough time left now to complete the statement I wanted to 
ke. Coal coming from Nova Scotia will necessarily come in 
npetition with the coal now shipped into New England and 
the Atlantic coast market, particularly from West Virginia, 
1 that will necessarily divert that coal to the markets to 
ich we are sending our coal from the Big Sandy, the Lick- 
g, and the Kentucky River valleys. But, Mr. Chairman, the 
ef damage to the coal industry of the country will be not so 
ich from foreign competition in the coal business itself as 
m the commercial depression throughout the country re- 
lting from the general provisions of this bill, which embody 
assault upon nearly all of the great industries of the 
try 
The CHAIRMAN. 
icky has expired. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, this is the old fight over again 
that we have had here before, led by certain New England 
iterests that want everything protected that they produce, but 
at the same time want free raw material and cheaper fuel. 
eae soston and New England interests got into our last 
I 





The time of the gentleman from Ken- 


epublican tariff bill as it left the House this same provision 
utting coal on the free list. Mr. Chairman, West Virginia 
ind Maryland are largely supplying New England with its fuel 
upply by rail and water transportation. It is true that we 
mport coal, and by placing coal on the free list we will de- 
rive the Treasury of the United States of an annual tariff 
ty of $518,468, the value of the coal and coke imported being 
927,723, and the total quantity. in tons 1,367,068. By plac- 
ig coal on the free list New England will import coal from 
Nova Scotia, and in that country the coal is from 15 to 20 feet 
7 thickness. The operations are owned and controlled by 

‘anadian and Boston capitalists, and you will prevent the West 
Virginie and Maryland operators from ever selling any more 
— in the New England markets. With cheap water trans- 

rtation the Nova Scotia operators will ship their coal down 
t i¢ south Atlantic coast, and with free coal will drive from the 
markets of the southern seacoast towns, cities, and near-by 


Qos DT 
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communities coal that is furnished lds of Vir- 
ginia, Kentucky, and Tennessee. 


When we have completed the Panama Canal tl] 


from the coal fic 


l@ vessels now 


going to the Orient through the Suez Canal will cross the 
Atlantic Ocean and pass through the Panama Canal When 
they reach this side of the Atlantic Ocean they will have to 
recoal,. , 

This item in this bill makes it possible for the Nova Scotia 
people to ship by cheap water transportation the output of 
their mines and supply the European vessels going through the 
Panama Canal to the Orient with coal, so that this bill means 


injury to a great industry in the States of Alabama, Tennessee. 


Kentucky, and Virginia. When the West Virginia operators lose 
the New England coal market, having invested thousands and 
thousands of dollars in plants, in railroads, in coal-mining 
towns, with an army of industrial workers, they must either re 
tire from business or find a market elsewhere. They will find 


that market in our own country, in the interior, in competition 
with the coal mined in Tennessee and Kentucky. So that thi 
proposed legislation does affect the interest of the district 
| represented by my colleague from Kentucky [Mr. LAaNciry} 
It affects the coal district represented by the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Steme]. The L. & N., the Southern, the Three C’ 


and Rogers's Railroads have built their low-grade coal roads to 
the seaboard, anticipating the increased demand for coal in 
this country by the completion of the Panama Canal, but you 
are taking from the American coal operators and the American 


wage earners the opportunity of supplying that market and 
giving a favorable chance and opportunity for a foreign country, 


with foreign coals, with foreign miners, to come in and take 
from the Americans in whole or in part an Ame rican market, 
I protest against it in the name of fair play and justice to that 
great mining and mineral region in the Southern States, in 


Kentucky, West Virginia, Maryland, 
{Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I 
ment, which I send to the 
paragraph 460. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 
The Clerk read as follows: 


‘Tennessee, and Alabama. 
offer the fol 


} | . 
aesh, Aas a 


lowing amend 


Clerk’s substitute for 


the amendment 


report 





Substitute for the paragraph the following: 
“Coal, coke, anthracite, bituminous Im, # 45 « 
ton of 28 bushels, SO pounds to the bushel.” 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, let me ask the gentleman a 


question. Is not that the existing law? 

Mr. POWERS. Not exactly. 

Mr. AUSTIN. What is the difference? 

Mr. POWERS. I have not the time to explain 
but it differs but slightly from the present law. I 


it at present, 
have offered 


this amendment with the anxious hope and fond expectation 
that this House will adopt it unanimously (7), and I am en 
couraged in that belief for two reasons. In the first place, I 
have noticed with what generosity (7) the Democratic majority 
here have been receiving meritorious amendments coming from 
the Republican side. I am confident, therefore, that my amend 
ment will be received with the same open-handed generosity 
and hospitality, and will also meet with the same fate 

In the second place, I received a letter from a constituent of 
mine a few days ago calling my attention to the fact that the 


State of Kentucky stood seventh among the coal-bearing States 
of this Union in the matter of production. 
Mr. LANGLEY. And it has just fairly gotten started now 
Mr. POWERS. Yes; it has just fairly gotten started now, 


as my colleague from Kentucky suggests; and of the coal-bear 
ing sections of the State of Kentucky the eastern Kentucky coal 
field is by far the most important in area, quality, and quantity 
of coal. My constituent further reminded me that the eleventh 
congressional district, the one I have the honor to represent, is 
in the heart of that important coal field, and that it will injure 
our chief industry if coal is put on the free list. He further 


suggested that the eleventh district is the Gibraltar of Repub 
licanism in the State, and that if I would just call these fa 
to the attention of the Democratic majority, ‘ially to the 
fact that the eleventh district was the Gibraltar of Republican 
ism, he felt sure the Democratic majority would put coal 
on the protected list without delay. I wrote to my constituent 
and stated that I would take pleasure in calling these things to 
the attention of the Democratic majority, and that I would see 
to it that coal went back on the protected list. Now, if you 
gentlemen fail to put coal back on the protected list you will 
cause me to violate my word to my constituent; he will be dis 
appointed; my influence in the district will be impaired; and I 
know that you would not have a thing of that character happen 


ets 


espet 


back 
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for the world. |Paughter and applause.] tut let me now 
speak seriously. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN] 
and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY] seem to be 
very much alarmed about coal going on the free list. They 
both represent districts in which coal is the chief product, but 
neither the district represented by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see nor the district represented by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is any richer in valuable coal deposits than the one I 
have the honor to represent. 

The United States now produces annually more than 
500.000.0080 tons of coal. We produce more than any other 
country in the world. Great Britain is second with about 
300,000,000 tons. We only export about 15.000,000 tons, and 
there is imported into this country less than 2.000.000 tons of coal 
annually. That is true under the existing law with coal on the 
protected list at 45 cents per ton. With coal on the free list 
there is no way to know just how much coal! will be imported. 
As a matter of fact, coal will not be one cent cheaper to the 
consumer after it has been plaeed on the free list than it is 
now, and the only idea of the Democrats in putting coal on the 
free list is to fool the American people. The people who live 
along the Canadian border line and along the Pacific coast and 
along the Atlantic coast will be more seriously affected by put- 
ting coal on the free list than any other section of the country, 
becnuse the Australian and British Columbia coals reach the 
Pacifie coast, the Canadian coal crosses the border line, while 
eoal from Great Britain and Nova Scotia reaches the Atlantic 
Coast States. 

Coal has been diseovered and is now produced In ahbont 30 of 
the States of the Union. As everybody knows, the State of 
Pennsylvania stands first among the States in the production of 
eoal—first in the production of both bituminous and anthracite. 
In fact, Pennsylvania produces nearly all the anthracite coal 
produced in the United States She produced in 1910, 84,000,000 
tons of anthracite valued at $160,000,000, while her bituminons 
coal production in that year amounted to 150,000.000 tons valued 
at $153,000.000. The other coal-producing States I will now give 
in the order of their coal production in 1910, together with the 
amount of tonnage and value of same: 





States. Tons. Value. 


rgd ania ea ~sacncas----} 61,671,019 | $56, 665,061 





SAIS 5 os écnsin sted ubiniknnctin abidungetdeS eee eben 49,900,246 | 52, 405, 897 
QO ain. 'de- cence ce cctnnac 0dsiesocchbeenmes ndaiaznmanins teen 34, 209,668 | 35,932,288 
NE So coen sabat sweet absentia tae 18,389,815 | 20,813, 659 
NS neo eem ian iis y eahasa a Unedeanaetaaeaaaae 16,111,462 | 20,236,853 
GDOEG o5s ocncvcyaceuvesscusniceasdckocunsalehDibnauee 14,623,319 | 14, 405, 887 
CRUNGG ss ns wnkevaseues-oone = -aihlansebiacseliedin tibeltintadadgdi 11,973,736 | 27,026,934 
er ete seceiinakieianea i ctemaguninnelnediadaniiame 7,928,120} 13,903,913 
habe nadnesamnantammeenmnieeid 7,533, 088 11, 706, 187 
MMIDAIED. <3. .04 5aucka cebu A ekadn bueedanceae tod 7,121,380 | 7/.925.350 
6, 507, 997 5, 877, 436 

5,217,125 | 5,835,058 

4,921, 451 7,914, 709 

3,911,899 | 9,746, 465 

| 3,508,321 4, 877, 151 

2,982,433 | 5,328,285 

..| 2,920,970 | 5,329,322 

GRIIIIIIG.. oicccencscccecscnssackss .nsibbaiebendn tess 2, 646, 226 | 5, 867 , 947 
ia tlle aeriieeld Mall ciiendipsitteeliibicndiiiiliiscliaiiaa | 2,517,809 | 4,224,566 
PID oo ng <com cnn nausea coninde cna ae | 1, 905,958 | 2,979, 213 
eet - -. ick. Uihcles oid Sealed debe ween tae ealae mated 1,892,176 | 3,160,965 
tts saison ciieibsitiblinnnn didlpniinen dasamsa | 1,534,967 | 2,930,771 
ee 660, 431 | 1,140, 262 








What I have here said shows that Pennsylvania, West Vir- 
ginia, IMimois, Indiana, Alabama, Kentucky, and Colorado are 
the principal coal-producing States of the Union, and it is 
fortunate for them that nearly all. if not all, of them are what 
may be termed inland States, and therefore, in a way, by dis- 
tance and freight rates, protected from some of the baneful 
effects of free coal. 

tut why should the Democrats seek to put coal on the free 
list? The reason is plain. They have pledged to the country 
that they would reduce the cost of living. The real problem 
of the Democrats lies in how they can reduce the cost of living 
and at the same time leave the business of the country undis- 
turbed. This country is now enjoying unparalleled prosperity 
in all avocations and lines of industry. The only element of 
real discontent among the people is the high cost of living, and 
that is a very serious and disturbing element. How the Demo- 
crats ean reduce the cost of living and yet maintain the high 
degree of prosperity now enjoyed by the people is the real 
problem confronting them. They know that they will not re- 
duce tke price of coal to the consumer by putting coal on the 
free list, but they are willing to jeopardize the coal industry of 
this country. and especially that part of it along the Canadian 
boundary line and along the Pacific and the upper Atlantic 
coasts. The whole Atlantic coast will be in the same position 
when the Panama Canal is opened and the coal from British 
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Columbia, which now reaches the Pacific coast, reaches likewise 
the Atlantic Coast States. 

The Democratic Party certainly ought at least to protect the 
most seriously exposed parts of our country by leaving coal on 
the protected list, but they are willing to sacrifice these for the 
purpose of being able to go before the country with the argn- 
ment that they are giving the American people free coal and 
doing all they can to reduce the cost of living. If putting coq! 
on the free list would really reduce the price of coal to the 
consumer there would be some justification in their argument. 
but it will not reduce the price of coal. The price of coal is 
fixed and determined not so much by tariff rates as by secret 
agreements of the big coal concerns of this country—the agree 
ments of the middle men and others concerned all along the line 
The producers of coal in the States of Pennsylvania, West Vir 
ginia, and Kentucky are getting only in the neighborhood of $1 
per ton at the mine, while the consumer is forced to pay in the 
markets of the country some $3 to $4.75 per ton for the same 
coal, so the producers of coal are not so much to blame for its 
high price as the exorbitant freight rates paid and the big co: 
missions exacted by the middle men. The average price of K« 
tucky coal at the mines for the last 10 years has been about $1 
per ton. The Underwood bill does not reach the real reason for 
the high price of coal, and offers no real remedy for lowering 
the price of it, and all the hue and cry that the Democratic o: 
tors on the stump will make about putting coal on the free list 
will avail them nothing, because the consumer will know th 
the price he pays for his coal has not been reduced by the f. 
that coal has been put on the free list. I realize, of course, thot 
the general disturbance of business which may result by reason 
of the passage of the Underwood tariff bill may bring down 1 
price of coal and the price of everything else. That always 
results when the business conditions of the country are di 
turbed; and if the price of coal to the consumer is lowered 
all it will be because of this disturbance and not by reason 
the fact that coal has been put on the free list. 

Mr. MONDELE. Mr. Chairman, coal is so important an 
article of use that if the placing of coal on the free list would 
make coal cheaper to any considerable number of people an) 
where I think that all of us would be much inclined to fav 
that sort of proposition. But, Mr. Chairman, I take it th 
there is no one who will pretend to say that the placing of co:! 
on the free list will ever make a ton of coal cheaper to the 
ordinary consumer. It may reduce it, not the amount of the 
present duty, 45 cents, but it may reduce temporarily 10 or ! 
cents a ton coal purchased in the port of Boston by the lar 
importers and consumers. It may reduce the price which \ 
Hill pays.on coal to be burned on the Great Northern a 
Northern Pacific Railroads by some 10 or 15 cents a ton, b 
no one claims, no one believes, that any ordinary consu) 
will ever get any reduction. I called attention to all this the 
other day, and to the fact that my State will suffer, because 
it will give our Canadian rivals an opportunity for a reduction 
of the price a few cents a ton and drive and keep us out of our 
northern markets. 

But what I desire to particularly call to the attention of the 
committee in this connection at this time is this importa: 
fact, namely, that the Canadian duty on coal is the sume as 
ours. We export annually to Canada about 12,000,000 tons « 
coal, and on that we pay a duty of 45 cents a ton. The wages 
the miners in both Ohio and West Virginia mining that coal a 
fixed to a certain degree by the fact that the exporter of tha! 
coal must pay that 45 cents a ton duty. In the late reciproci 
bill provision was made for a reciprocal arrangement wil! 
Canada whereby if we give her our markets for her coal free s/ic 
would also give us hers. No such attempt is made in this bill. 
The miners of my State are to lose a large proportion of their 
employment, the mines a considerable portion of their output, 
and no attempt is made in surrendering these opportunities for 
labor to secure any corresponding benefits. We still continue to 
pay to the Canadians on the 12,000,000 tons of coal that we 
export 45 cents a ton. They will pay no @uty on coal they send 
us, though every ton of increased importation deprives a! 
American miner of an opportunity to mine coal. 

It does seem to me that the majority, if they felt it incum 
bent upon them to attempt to fool the people—and that is «!! it 
amounts to, an attempt to fool the people into believing th«' 
they were going to get cheaper coal by placing coal on the free 
list—they could at least have attempted while doing that to 
seeure a more profitable and favorable market for our miners 
and our exporters into Ontario and other parts of Canada from 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, and West Virginia. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield. 
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POWERS. 
sry for the purpose of going before the American people 
ving they put your coal on the free list. 


are perfectly willing to affe 


MONDELL. I do not like to say that a great party wh 
makes schedules deliberately plans to fool the people, but 
nnderstaud this coal situat 
centlemen Who put coal on the free list do understand the si 
and they are not justified in doing it if they do not 
ey do understand the situation, they 
| ison for it, except the possible political advant 
he gained by the claim that they have 
¢ it on the free list. 
r. GORDON. 
MONDFUL. 
GORDCN, 
of coal, why is it on there? 
MONDELL. 
1 if you do not care to do that read what I have 
some parts of the Northwest and in New Eng 
10 or 15, possibly for a brief peri 
ents a ten cheaper to certain large railway companies 
manufacturing 
his coal cheaper, and eventually ev 
their coal 


ion fairly well, and 


possible re 


made coal cheaper by 


Will the gentleman yield for a q 


statement of the oth 
» coal will, in 
make coal chea 
companies 
purchasers will cheaper, for 
the foreigner can sell his coal cheaper than our mines with 
ping out his profit that fact gives him the market without 
much lower prices. 
Chairman, 


I represent 
a year as any district in the Mis 
Our production is larger perhaps than that of 
other district situated in that great coal-producing 
The duty on coal, 
If coal is punt on the free li 


the gentleman s: 


sold cheaper to the consumer, and yet, 
is put on the free list it will close up 
United States. 

w. by what process of reasoning, if taking the duty 
will not cheapen it, does he arrive l 
| close down the industry of the United States? 
He asserts the duty 
its removal, he charges, 


e time that 


to comprehend. 
vill destroy the business 
my judgment, that a duty on coal does not assist 
oal miners of this country one particle, but I will tell you 

i { ts the great transportation com- 
ies of this country, and they are enabled, by a duty on coal, 


tion cost than they would otherwise be able to charge in 
to haul it to the extreme portions of the country. 
heneficiaries 


| the duty on coal affect the coal miners adjacent 


England, but it wil! only enable the common carrier which | 


higher transportation 
is what the tariff on 
nothing more and nothing less. In New England | 
the wages of 


and demand as by the labor 


Northwest 
fixed so much by the supply 
! organized 
regulate the wages instead of the protection that has 
They know fully this is the 
and their wages are by and through them maintained | 
ot becanse of the tariff. 
LANGLEY. 
CULLOP. 


levied heretofore upon coal. 


Will the gentleman yield to me? 
I can not at this time. 
nly advantage and the sole purpose of duty on coal is to 
transportation companies that haul it from the mines | 
» market in distant portions of the country. 
rhat is all it does, and that is the sole purpose of putting the 
a larger bonus to the great 
‘portation companies of this country which the ultimate 
is why the Democratic Party 
oses to strike it off, in order to give the ultimate consumer 
ilvantage of the transportation charge instead of letting 
reat common carriers of the country have it, as is now the 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 


It is simply voting 


bear, and that 


fhe CHAIRMAN (Mr. Byens of Tennessee). 
‘ian from Indiana yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 
Yes; with pleasure. 

Does not the gentleman from Indiana think that 
‘put on the free list coal coming from Canada we ought to 


“dllire, as a consideration for that, that our coal should go into 
Canada free of duty? 
Mr. CULLOP. 


hols has suggested that question. 


Does the gen- 


Mr. CULLOP. 


I am mighty glad the gentleman from IIli- 
I take this position about 
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supply New Eng 
nd let us take the interior 


ments are, and 


Pennsylyani 
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for the Americar 
It would be far 


Mr. MANN. 






Mr. CULLOP. 


will extend the 
to do so Ihe 
matter, and h 
whole procedure. 
Mr. MANN. 
ment to this bill, 











ing from countries whi 
Mr. CULLOP 
siy to the gentlem 


at the desired result 


doing it this w 







will therefore exte 


will s cee 
Vl Soon Se¢ 


Let no one 






benefit to either 


creat benefit 
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| the cost of mining 
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oppresse Ss 


The CHAIRMAN. 


has expired 
ing to the a1 


[Mr. Powers 








The question was taken, 


jected. 






The CHAIRMAN. 


| substitute offered 


hd 


LANGLEY | 






The question was taken, 


| jected. 









The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD 


| myself to tl! 









ie gentieman 


| gentleman from 
fo some agreement 


bill Of course 









the opportunity 


| to offer. but 






make amendments, 


ments they want fo offer now, | 


bate on the fl 









mendments, 


free list throug] 


| consideration 






the same time give every opportunity 


ments, 
Mr. MANN. 


list. Can we 








I believe there are 


submit amendments on? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD 
Mr. SMITH of Minnesota 
amendment to paragraph 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa 
Mr. AUSTIN. 
and one to paragraph 
Mr. STEENERSON. 
graph 586 and paragraph 670 


Mr. MANN. 













to paragr: 


to offer an 


Mr. AUSTIN. 
and an amendment to paragraph 5 


ore. 


amendment 

















Mr. GARDNER. 
one to paragraph 535. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


I wish to offer one to paragraph 511 











I will wish to offer one to paragraph 654. 
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v, 
Mr. GUERNSEY. I wish to offer one to paragraphs 572 Mr. MANN. For amendment and debate. 

and 575. Mr. UNDERWOOD. And that committee amendments 1 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I wish to offer an amendment to para- | be offered on any paragraph while it is being read. 

graph 535. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks un») 
Mr. SWITZER. I want to offer one to paragraph 653. mous consent that the remainder of the free list may be 1 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. And I desire to offer one to para-| through for committee amendments, and that after being 

graph 514. read through the committee shall return to the consideration 
Mr. MANN. Five hundred and fourteen? the several paragraphs which have been read, a list of wl 
Mr. GREEN ef Iowa. Yes; and two others, paragraphs 559 | will be furnished at the desk for amendment. 

and 648. Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the Clerk had better read 
Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Six hundred and forty-seven. numbers of the paragraphs to which amendments 
Mr. GOOD. Five hundred and forty-five. offered. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Six hundred and eight, 609, The Clerk read the following list: 

506, and 628. 


may 


471, 474, 476, 491, 505, 511, 514, 517, 523. 532, 535, 545, 549 


Mr. GOOD. And 549. 553, 557, 559, 567, 572, 573, 574, 575, 586, 595, 607, GOS, GOD, 622" | 
; oa 647, 648, 650, 653, 657, 659. . 
Mr. MURDOCK. Five hundred and seventeen. ave on aa z — —_— 
Mr. SLOA N. Four hundred and seventy-four. The ( HAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of 
Mr. MOORH. 471, 505, 535, 553, 557, 567, 572, 574, 575, 608, gentleman from Alabama? 
659 There was no objection. 


Mr. WILLIS. I think I shall want to offer an amendment to The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the remainder of 
653 and probably 549, if some one has not named that, as well free list for committee amendments. 
as 552 and perhaps one or two others. The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. MANN. If the gentlemen will take notice, I have a 470. Copper ore; regulus of, and black or coarse copper, and 
memorandum ef these paragraphs to which gentlemen have said cement; old copper, fit only for remanufacture, clippings from 





' : copper, and copper in plates, bars, ingots, or pigs, not manufactur 
they desire te offer amendments. Of course, they are not in | specially provided for in this section. 

hae satel “ ~. OQ 7c ror ene Ror B79 5T3 : . ¢ : 
ee ee eae” ok cis a — 474 491 471. | Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
653, 514, 559, 647, 648, 622, 609, 595, 528, 517, 549, 474, 491, 401, | mittee amendment. 
505, 553, 557, 567, 572, 574, 575, 659, 653, 549, 552. | The Clerk read as follows: 

Some of these have been named by several different gentle- Amend, page 109, line 12, after the word “ remanufacture,” 
men. end of the line, insert the words “ copper scale.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I checked it, there were two gentle- | The CHAIRMAN. Tke question is on the committee any 
men who indicated their desire to offer amendments to 523. | 


ment. 
Mr. MANN. I did not in every case indicate how many) ‘The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed | 
gentlemen. I have some of them several times. 


ff sk tlie The Clerk read as follows: 
. 7 ‘ ay’ ‘ > > > -) oo . ° . * . 
Mr. LANGLEY. I want to offer an amendment to the lumber 565. Miners’ rescue appliances, designed for emergency use in | 
schedule. where artificial breathing is necessary in the presence of poi 
Mr. MANN. Suppose we read the free list through and then | gases, to aid in the saving of human life, and miners’ safety | 
have these numbers arranged in numerical order, with the Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following con 
privilege of gentlemen offering amendments to them as we re- | tee amendment. 
turn to then; and if some gentleman is now out of the Chamber The Clerk read as follows: 
who has a reason for offering an amendment to some other Page 116, line 12, after the word “ lamps,” strike out the pei 
paragraph, that there be no objection to that. insert “ parts, accessories, and appliances for cleaning, repairi: 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If it is a real amendment and not a | operating all the foregoing. 
motion to strike out. The amendment was considered and agreed to. 
Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly; an amendment to the proposition The Clerk read as follows: 
itself; that we read the free list through and then return to 
these paragraphs in their numerical order for the purpose of 
offering amendments, without at this time trying to limit the 
debate on the amendments, because on some of them there are 


558. Myrobolans, 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following « 
tee amendment. 


ral gentlemen who desire to be heard The Clerk read as follows: 
—— = a - > ge a Amend, page 116, line 12, after the word ‘ Myrobolans,”’ 
Mr. LANGLEY. I want to offer an amendment to take lum- | tpe period and insert “, fruit,” : 
ber off the free list. I was called out of the Chamber for a mo- as ; oe s a . 
ment. I do not know the number of the paragraph. is Taaet aelemeeneeaiiies ———? on the amendment oft 
. 'NDER TOD >. ; - ‘ is reserved, ¢ > r, oe a ‘ »! ‘ a. 
a ~ ge ‘ ghee oding dh ee ig veers : The question was taken, and the amendment was agree 
Mr. SHARP. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman in in dieats seuk we dele - 
charge of the bill what rule is to be followed as to limiting the Pe SoS OS Hews. } i ate 
number of amendments upon any particular paragraph? Pn pegs ttt, line 16, by inserting after the wor 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘That will be in the hands of the com- Mr GARDNER i Ri ai a al ad tinea 
mittee Mr. GARDNER. oul¢ ce » as e gentlema! 
Mr. MANN. That will be disposed of when we reach the | Pennsylvania if the word | cod” would be qualified by 
point. phrase a few lines below “that it must be rendered un 
Mr. SHARP. Although I made no request, I expect to offer | US¢ a8 food ”? 
aes andaaeaiaiale : Mr. PALMER. No; I think that refers to olive oil. 
an amendment to one of these paragraphs. Mi PAI ! ¥ . a 
Mr. MANN. Js it one of those named? = — pe ae and the amendment was agree 
Mr. SHARP. Yes. e Clerk read as follows: ’ 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If there is only one gentleman propos- 571. Ores of gold, silver, or nickel, and nickel matte; sweepi! 


ing an amendment to a paragraph, I shall probably move to gold and ee oe Sa 7 
close debate. If there are several, I intend that they shall have| Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following «1 


an opportunity. ment. 

Mr. MANN. The purpose of this agreement is to give a little The Clerk read as follows: 
more time on the controverted paragraphs and dispose of those Page 118, after line 8, insert the words “ores of the p a 
items about which there is no controversy, so as to avoid ex- | Metals. 
cessive debate on those, and lessen the time on the controverted The amendment was agreed to. 
propositions. The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 573. Printing paper (other than paper commercially known as 
sent that the Clerk may read the free list through; or I sup- | ™ade or machine handmade paper, japan paper, and —— 
pose y paper by whatever name known), unsized, sized, or glued, 


7 . J for the printing of books and newspapers, but not for covers 0! 4 
Mr. MANN. You had better have it read through. ings, not specially provided for in this section, valued at not 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. That the Clerk read it through; and | 24 cents per pound. 


then, after the free list is completed, that the following para- Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following an 
graphs shall then be read in their order—not as I give them, | ment. 
but in their order in the bill—for amendment. The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. MANN. We both have the list. Line 22, page 118, strike out the period after the word “| 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The list has been read by the gentleman | and insert a semicolon, and add the words “decalcomania pape 
from Illinois. That they then be considered in the order in | Printed. 


which they come in the bill. The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed | 
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Clerk read as follows: 
Seed Cardamom, cauliflower, celery, coriander, cotton, eum- 
l, fenugree hemp, hoarhound, mangelwurzel, Mustard, rape, 
read or ean, sorghum, sugar beet and sugar cane for 
nd bull ro not edible and not therwise provided 
tion > all wwer and grass seeds; evergreen seedling all 
ying not specially provided for in this section. 
PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
which I send to the desk. 
Clerk read as follows: 
122. line 6, after the word “ evergreen” insert the word “ conif 
CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 
: . . | 
ffered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. | 
e smendment was agreed to. 
e Clerk read as follows: 
Stone and sand: Burrstone in blocks, rough or unmanufactured ; | 
tripeli, and sand, erude or manufactured; ciiff stone, | 
ranite, sandstone, and limestone, unmanufactured; all of | 
ng not specially provided for in this section 
ir. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amenda- 
which I send to the desk. 
Clerk read as follows: 
124, line 9, after the word “ unmanufactured,” strike out the 
n and insert: “, and not suitable for use as monumental vi 
e CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 
| 


mendment was agreed to. 
» Clerk read as follows: 
old, and fit to be 


PALMER. Mr. Chairm 


tured 


followin: 


remanil: 


fT 


I offer the 


only 


An 
alli, 


y amend- 


. which I send to the desk 
e Clerk read as follows: 
126, line 15, strike ont the paragraph and insert the words: | 


stereotype metal, electrotype metal, linotype composition, all of | 
zoing, old, and fit only to be remanufactured.” 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
amendment was agreed to. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

0. Wood: Logs, timber, round, unmanufactured, hewn or sawed, 
d or squared; pulp woods, kindling wood, firewood, hop poles, | 
handle belts, shingle bolts, gun blocks for gunstocks, rough 
yr sawed, or planed on one side; hubs for wheels, posts, heading 
stave bolts. last blocks, wagon blocks, oar blocks, heading blocks, 


posts, 





like blocks or sticks, rough hewn, sawed, or bored; sawed | 

is, planks, deals, and ether lumber, not further manufactured than 
planed, and tongued and grooved; clapboards, laths, pickets, 

| s, staves, shingles, ship tfmber, ship planking, broom handles, | 


yvood flour; all the foregoing not specially 
ir. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
which I send to the desk. 
‘he Clerk read ag follows: 
I 128, line 14, after the 
‘ sawdust.” 


e CHAIRMAN, 


t 


provided for in this | 
} 


words “broom handles,” insert the | 


The question is on agreeing te the amend- 


lhe amendment was agreed to. 
e Clerk read as follows: 
652. Me 


} 
enue 


hanically ground wood pulp, chemical wood pulp, unbleached 
d: Provided, That if any country, dependency, province, or 
subdivision of government shall impose an export duty or other 
charge of any kind whatsoever, either directly or indirectly 
(W her in the form of additional charge, or license fee, or otherwise), 
printing paper, mechanically ground wood pulp, chemieal wood 
wood for use in the manufacture of wood pulp the amount 
1 export duty or other export charge shall be imposed as a duty 
chemical wood pulp when imported directly or indirectly from 
» country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of govern- | 
and if any country, dependency, province, or other subdivision 
ernment shall prohibit the exportation of printing paper, me 
ground wood pulp, chemical wood pulp, or wood for use in 
1ufacture of wood pulp there shall be imposed a duty of one- 
f 1 cent per pound upon such chemical wood pulp when imported 
or indirectly from such country, dependency, province, or other 

vision of government. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
. which I send to the desk. 
he Clerk read as follows: 


rage 128, line 26, strike out all of paragraph 652 and insert: 
. _ Mechanically ground wood pulp, chemical wood pulp, un- 
: 1 or bieached: Provided, That if any country, dependency, 
e, or other subdivision of government shal] impose 


an export 
* other export charge of any kind whatsoever, either directly or 
ly (whether im the form of additional charge or license fee or 

wise), upon printing paper, mechanically ground wood pulp, chem- 
wood pulp, or wood for 

nt of such export duty or other export charge upon an equal 

nt of mechanically ground wood pulp, or chemical wood pulp, or 
Upon an amount of woe? for use im the manufacture of wood pulp neces- 
2 Manitaeture such ehemical wood pulp, or upon an amount of 
ng paper ordinarily manufactured from such wood pulp, shall be 

ed as a& duty upon chemical weod pulp when imported directly or 
y from such country, dependency, province, or other subdivision 
iton = pod and if any country, dependency, province, or other sub- 
Bechet eovernment shall prohibit the exportation of printing paper, 
hanically ground wood pulp, chemical wood pulp, or wood for use 
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| sueh ameunt of the pulp as would go into that paper 


use in the manufacture of wood pulp, the | 






of paper instead of now simply upon the wood pulp, 
forth. 
Mr. MANN. Suppose the export duty is upon the pulp 
Mr. PALMER. We do not change that. 
Mr. MANN. You levy a retatiatory duty here upon s 


paper if it happens to be print paper. It takes about 
cent of mechanical pulp and about 20 per cent of suly 
to make print paper. 

Mr. PALMER. We make the duty equal to the duty 


no doubt that is the way they would have to interpret 
to make that clear we write those words in. 
Mr. MANN. That very much reduces the retali 
Mr. PALMER. I would not think not 


tory d 


so very tilt 


I 


in the manufacture of wood pulp tl shall be La duty 
tenth of 1 cent per pound upon « 1 wood > v i 
directly or ind it ( ndency ince 
subdivision of rnment 

The CHAIRMAN The question is on the : | 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Ch man, t Sa com 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes 

Mr. MANN Mr. Cl rman I am f | oO a 
not ste r fo the committee amend ut as it w l l 
the desk. It is to paragraph 652? 

Mr. PALMER. Y« 

Mr. MANN. May I ask w ‘ 3; pre L in 
the bill? 

Mr. PALMER. The purpose o i M 
conform to the paragraph in the pn: r hedule, w 
amended by the committee by add tl sy 

mount of wood pulp or wood for use in the 
wood pulp necessary to m eture such printing pa 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Cha n, tl was one 0 ! 
that was ress ed r 4 ‘us I do ne > 
discuss it for a ment w or | t 

Mr. PALMER. There is no controversy about the 
ment. ie th ee? 

Mr. MANN. I do not w wil t the a ned t a 
is no controversy about it anyway \ll I want to } 
whether the amendment changed the rate of duty on « 
pulp? 

Mr. PALMER. No 

Mr. MANN. Or whether ft changed the retaliatery d 
reference to being confined wl rly ehen ‘al ontin? ; 

Mr. PALMER. It does not change any rate of d 
affects the retaliatory duty in this, that the retali rv dh 
vides it shall be equal to the amennt « é t dut 
posed by such country, and so forth, upon pr ‘ 
pulp, or wood for use in the manuf: ire of wood pulp. 
is no way to translate into the value of the paper the « 
duty upon the wood pulp or the wooed for use in the ma 
ture of wood pulp, so that we now previde for that | 
by making it equal in amount to the export duty charg 

| the country upon the paper and by such an amount ¢ 
wood pulp or wood as is necessary to mapufaeture such 

Mr. MANN. Well, there is no retaliatory - 

Mr. PALMER. It does not affect the rate at all 

Mr. MANN. There is no retaliatory duty in this 
levied upon paper at all. 

Mr. PALMER. No; not in the free paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. It is only levied upon chemical pulp. I « 
know how you will translate it in any event except b 
cision or regulation of the Treasury Department w i 
be affirmed by the court that it requires so much pulp f 
| manufacture of so much paper. 

Mr. PALMER. We are writing that into the lav 
shall be such an amount as equals the duty upor dl} 
upon sueh amount of wood pulp as goes into the 1u 


Mr. MANN. I had supposed from this paragraph th 
Canada, for instance, levied an export duty of one-tent! 
eent a pound upon paper that would be added to the du ( 
sulphite pulp. You put a duty upen si e pulp—che 
pulp—coming here, but only 20 per cent of sulphite pulp is used j 
the manufacture of paper. I understand from the gentilen 
now that if Canada should levy an export duty of one 


of a cent a pound the retaliatory duty would be one-fif 
tenth of a cent a pound on sulphite pulp. 
Mr. PALMER. W if the gentleman's 
his conclusion is right. 
Mr. MANN. 


ell, premises are « 


My premises are right as to quantities. + 


Mr. PALMER. I do not doubt it; I do not know ab 
proportion. 

Mr. MANN. Well, that is the propertion—-from 20 
per cent. 

Mr. PALMER. This proposes that the duty shall be 


upon the amount of wood pulp that goes into the manufac 


to 


— 








as 


1150 


the paper, such an amount as will be necessary for the manu- 
facture of such paper. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, that would not make any duty at all 
upon seda pulp, practically speaking. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

660. Zaffer. 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the committee made 
by unanimous consent a few moments ago the committee will 
now return to the consideration of 37 paragraphs which were 
reserved, the first paragraph being No. 471. Has any gentle- 
man an amendment to offer to this paragraph? 

Mr. MOORE. I have, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out paragraph 471, which reads “copperas or sulphate of 
ron 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask that all debate on this—— 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, just a sentence. This is offered 
in the interest of an American industry, the continuance of 
which is threatened by this bill. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any other amendment to 471? 
The next paragraph is 474. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, paragraph 474, page 109, by striking out the paragraph which 
reads as follows: ‘Corn or maize.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all debate on this paragraph and all amendments 
thereto close in five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether anybody else wants to 
be heard about the free corn proposition or not. There was 
some discussion about it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I took it for granted that when I made 
the request they would get up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and amend- 
ments therete close in five minutes. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLoaNn] is recognized. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the committee’s 
attention to the figures which they furnished the House. The 
value of the corn imported in 1896 was $2,974; in 1903, $10,698 ; 
in 1910, $72,357. I find by consulting another authority that 
in 1911 it was $38,785, and in 1912 it was $47,858. It was a 
constant inerease—and especially a great increase in 1910— 
and a growing revenue producer. I want to call your attention 
to the fact that of all the great cereals, wheat, oats, corn, barley, 
and rye, that rye is the only one that is placed upon the free 
list with corn or maize. I want to call your attention to this 
further fact, that in each case of wheat, oats, and barley there 
is forecasted a decrease of importation and a decrease of 
revenue. I want to state that if this bill, as a great many think 
and it is probably true, goes into effect and lasts but two 
years, it is not very important. But if this legislation is to 
last longer than that time, corn is entitled to the same considera- 
ion as that of the other important cereals. It is not a question 
alone of what our importations have been, but what our potential 
importations may be. There was a time when the United 
States furnished nearly all of the corn for the world. Our 
principal competitor in the matter of corn production and ex- 
port is the Argentine Republic, and its exports now amount to 
four and three-quarters times the amount of the United States 
exports. While our exports amount to only about 40,000,000 
bushels, their exports amount to 190,000,000. This indicates a 
fact patent to all of us, that the time has come when the ex- 
ports and imports will be practicaly the same, and if any of 
the. grains are entitled to protection, as wheat and oats and 
barley are, corn should be placed in the same category. I was 
going to mention peanuts, but I understand that is entirely a 
shell game, as worked in this bill. 

I want to call your attention to this fact, that down in the 
State of Alabama a boy by the name of Junius Hill has been 
endeav6ring to do what he can to see what can be done in the 
production of corn. That little boy, something over a year ago, 
produced 212 bushels of corn on 1 acre of Alabama soil. I do 
not know what the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Heritn] or the chairman of this committee [Mr. UNDERWoopD] 
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think about Alabama boys, but I know if that boy was in , 
State, and I think it would be true of nearly every other s 
in the Union, and any favors were to be granted we yw, 
grant them to the boy in America who was producing « 
And in the struggle for the markets of the East, where 1 
use great amounts of this domestic-produced corn, it seems ; 
me that the long end of the lever should be given to the A 
bama boy or the American producer whether he is a boy or 1 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Nebraska yiel) 
to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. SLOAN. I will. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Is it not a fact that the reason 
admitting rye and corn free is to encourage the industry of ( 
tilling whisky and furnishing raw material cheap to the d 
tiller? 

Mr. SLOAN. I would not pass on that proposition. I am 
familiar with that article, but I fancy if I were I would 
inclined to rate that corn of that little Alabama boy as 15 
cent better than the corn that was raised by the Pedros 1 
Josés down on the plains of the Argentine, and I would give | 
that much advantage over everybody else who did not live uw 
the American flag and who did not pay taxes to support 
local and State governments. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offere| 
by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLoan]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further amendment 
paragraph 474? If not, the Clerk will read paragraph 476. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

476. Cotton, and cotton waste or flocks. 


Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to Insert after 
word “cotton” the words “$5 per bale.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendny 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 109, line 22, after the word “cotton,” at the beginn f 
the line, insert the words, “ $5 per bale.” 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, on page 337 of the report of 
the Ways and Means Committee the value of the imported 1 
cotton or unmanufactured cotton was $20,217,292, which 
admitted to this country free last year. We are raising 60 | 
cent of the entire world’s output of cotton and are exporti 
this amount about one-third, and at the same time, under | 
provision of existing law, admitting cotton free, we are re 
in imports in competition with the American cotton, raw 
ton, in our own country, cotton of the value of $20,000,000 
year. Now, in the discussion of the cotton schedule on Muay 2 
I had a controversy with some of the gentlemen on the 


side in reference to the importation or exportation of Ame) ! 
and Japanese cotton goods. In this connection I wish to s 
the following letter, with certain tables from the Department 


of Commerce: 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, 
BUREAU OF FOREIGN AND DoMESTIC COMMERCYr, 
Washington, May 3, ! 
Hon. R. W. AUSTIN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: In compliance with your telephonic request of to-d I 
am sending you herewith tables showing the exports of manufactures 
of cotton from the United States to China in the fiscal years 190 ! 
1912; the imports of cotton goods into the United States from J 
in the fiscal years 1911 and 1912; and the total exports of cotton ls 
from Japan to China in the calendar year 1912. 

Very truly, yours, 
0. P. AUSTIN, 
Assistant Chief of Burcau, Division of Statis! 
Egporls of domestic manufactures of cotton from the United States (0 
China, fiscal years 1906 and 1912. 














1905 1912 
Classes of cotton goods. oe — oo = 
| Quantity. Value. Quantity. | Val 
Yards. Yards. 
Cloths, uncolored .............- 494, 287,746 | $29,377,179 | 104, 439,275 | $7,1 t 
GUNS, GUNNERS 5 6. 255i e cv ctades 4, 233, 656 264, 009 3, 976, 194 133, 4 
Wearing apparel................ S 
Waste cotten ......... pounds. . SP ods bck. ses-]ee. 
ME Dee Ss bles fdas ductesd cn dei ecg bvevegess i | 
All other manufactures. ........).........20-- } ! 
Aedeaniall etna en 
Total | 7,4 


ROR ee ee eee eee ee te ewww eee eeneee Wy ak ec eccccsceess| 








3.56 St of 1912 were subdivided into two groups: Unbleac'¢d, 
1a AGS. yards, valued at $7,088,033 ; bleached, 875,984 yards, valued : 
a \ 5 0 | 

Exports of cotton goods from Japan to China, calendar year 1912, ; 
$29,742,329. 















































| 
ts of manufactures of cotton into the United States from Japan | 
during the fiscal years 1911 and 1912. 























| 1911 1912 
Articles. ; = — ¥ " 
| Quantity.| Value. | Quantity.) Value. 
| | | | i 
a - | 
CLOTHS. | | | 
ached, dyed, colored, stained, | st | il 
d, or printed .......... sq. yds. .| 2,093 $258 | 7,623 | $775 | 
00 une cadabenesqadueeche sq. yds..} 71,049 6, 687 91,515 8,592 | 
colored, stained, painted, or | | | mee® 
tN PE eee sq. yds..| 1,082,654 | 136,306 | 1,420,020 171,618 
OTHING AND OTHER WEARING 
APPAREL. 
Knit goods: 
ockings, hose, and half hose, 3 
d _~ Das cbacieige veddcosenacs 97 | = a = 
All OCWOP . co cccccccccccccccssccccesclecccscccccs DE jo cccccocces i ; 
et CRG, ciatnnteactvssaeesee pibepireatiome CEGEE fi cciescandes } 65, 216 
| ene cdenwunt ee Medan sdeane 5,459 
Laces, embroideries, etc., except wear- 1 a) Poe 
ind CUDUIIEG Cie ciasde shades a0 sticks andchiccccencses TRAE fo cdiccacves 2317, 709 
Plushes, velvets, and velveteens, and | } 
other pile fabrics except corduroys, onl watt “ 
VS . cece cc cecweccceseccceeeseesess! 265 298 ~ 
rhread (not on spool), yarn, warps, or ine in | ol oa 
WOLD VOT. c ccccccscsacscveves Ibs. . ,079 80 | _ 322 | . 
V OP ixeshanadsceddseases Ibs..| 2,923,142 | 112,737 896, 090 | 37, 737 
\ er manufactures................ acaGtecacaes f” NIM lanes ccdcace 96, 112 
DOR ca a custnrsieeeetenssnem sees smc aike eee GETING Fac occdecens | 703,663 
! | vi 
Included in all other manufactures of cotton. ; 
subdivided into: Laces, hand-made, $42,524; laces and lace articles, $41,884; nets 
ttings, $156; embroideries, including edgings, etc., $202,221; all other laces, etc., 
rports of domestic manufactures of cotton during the fiscal years 1911 
and 1912 to Japan. 
1911 | 1912 
Articles. ——--- — ~ 
| Quantity.| Value. | Quantity.| Value. 
| — 
CLOTHS. | 
Ur ROG. <n cucnbectantecavec yards 31,174 $3,890 | 363,180 $31, 892 
Bl Li... secaanbaeeotbanat yards 108, 189 | 14, 263 90,862 | 12,665 
] jlored, or printed....... yards..} 271,503 15,391 102, 477 | 10, 013 
| 
CLOTHING AND OTHER WEARING | | 
APPAREL. 
Seapets a aigaed anieksinuaines Kaan a Sea 3, 633 
AR URE. << cute deeidee aki biebead thai ctiek ck SoM lcs cacaad | 502 
Waste, C0ttoti.scessnidctccnsce pounds.. 100 | MD icenescadeincscaanecs 
Yi Sum behidienebiedibinendideseuctenane OU iit bebanuaeiheesundias 
Al FR aaildn v dings é cv acdsaneccucwes GEE Wsdcicccnsas 56, 603 
PONE: siti seid Rene ctiavenstnentuantees DS SUE t. ccectaasei 123,308 





Mr. DoNovAN was recognized. 

Mr. AUSTIN. May I ask the gentleman from Connecticut 
|Mr. DoNovVAN] a question? 

Mr. DONOVAN. Yes. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Is it not true that on May 2 you asked the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] if my statement 


Was true, namely, that in 1906 we exported in cotton goods to | 


China $29,000,000 and six years thereafter, 1912, $7,000,000, or 
i falling off of $22,000,000, and that Mr. Patmer denied that 
tl 
to China were increasing? 

Mr. DONOVAN. That is the way I understood it. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I will print in the Recorp a 
Statement from the Department of Commerce verifying my 
igures and statements on that question. 

Mr. DONOVAN. The gentleman from North Carolina 
KtrcHIN] is looking for information on cotton. 


‘ 
Lif 


[Mr. 
Can the gen- 
iain state the transportation rates from Galveston to Liver- 
pool for cotton? 

Mr. KITCHIN. If you want me to answer, I can not. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Can the gentleman state the number of 
yards of cotton print that are made out of a pound of cotton 
or a bale of cotton? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I can not. 

Mr. DONOVAN. How could the gentleman, as a member of 
this committee, find intelligently the difference in expense be- 
tween the cloth on the other side and on this side, not knowing 
how much it cost the manufacturer on the other side to take 
his raw cotton from this country over there or to return the 
manufactured goods here? How do the committee intelligently 


find the difference, in order to fix the tariff upon cotton fabrics? 
That is the question. 


L-—73 


was true and said that, on the contrary, our exportations | 
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Now you have reduced that to 25 per cent. 
ent conditions we can import $65,000,000 and you reduce the 
duty practically 50 per cent, it necessarily means that the iin 
portation will be at least double under your bill. 
things ought 


tion to create a 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman wil ow n I think 
he has wandered away from this side of the HH Phat side 
of the House attempt to fix their tariff rate on the differen 
in cost at home and abroad. Those figures are very necessary 
for the Republican side of the House. This side of the Ho 
levies a revenue tariff. 

Mr. DONOVAN. I thought the gentleman was going t 
Swer a question or ask one. I did not suppose he was going 
take up my time as these amateurs here have done [Laugh 
ter.] I will say to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNper 
woop] that when the whole force of his tongue is turned on it 
becomes shockingly mixed with fiction. He, as chairman of the 
committee, ought to be able to say, or some member of the com 
mittee ought to be able to say, why they fix the rate upon cot 
ton, because unless they know the cost of transporting the 
cotton from this to the other side, manufacturing it tl , 
and returning it here there must be something wrong when, 
according to the statement of the gentleman from Tennesse 


{[Mr. AvusTIN], they can send $65,000,000 of their product here 
If 


under the pres- 


Surely these 
[Laughter on the 
I find that this great expert at repartee 


to be explained intelligently. 
Republican side. ] 


is 


one of the cleverest Members that ever came over the pike; but 
when you undertake to pin him down and ask him an abstract 


question he turns the answer over to some other Member. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Connecticut 
asked for information of the Democratic members of the Ways 


and Means Committee how much it cost in the way of freight 


to ship cotton from this country to England. Then he asked 
how much cotton print could be made from 100 pounds of cot 
ton—two intelligent questions. Having asked two intellig 
questions the gentleman from Alabama very naturally said that 
the gentleman belonged on the other side of the House. [L 
ter.] 

It is true that these questions were not answered except to 


nf 
t \ 


iugh 


say, “ Why, we are legislating in the interest of the great mass 
of the American people.” No matter what questions may be 
asked in this debate in order to get information for an intelli- 
gent understanding of the question, the only answer that is 
given is, “ We are not legislating in the interest of the manu- 
facturers, we are legislating in the interest of the great mass 


of the American people.” If you would read the number of 
times that that expression has been used in this debate, it 
would cover page after page of the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, and 
if you will read the number of times that intelligent questions 
have been asked and answered you can put it in three lines 

Mr. DONOVAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I will 

Mr. DONOVAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois answer 
the two questions? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I will not. I do not know. But if I were writ 


ing a tariff bill I would know. 
Republican side.] 


[Laughter and applause on tl 
The gentleman from Connecticut, who repre 


| sents a cotton manufacturing district; can he answer his own 
questions? 
Mr. DONOVAN. I am here as a pupil and not a teacher. 
[Laughter. ] 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman gives an intelligent answer con 


cerning the question, but will the gentleman vote for a propos 


tariff commission which will report accurately 


this information to this legislative body so that it can have it 
when it comes to legislate? He will not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DONOVAN. Did I understand that question to be di 
rected to me? 

Mr. MANN. It was. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Will the gentleman repeat it? I lost the 
first part of it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman evidently has lost a part of the 
intelligence that he has displayed heretofore. 

Mr. DONOVAN. It is true that I have lost part of it, but I 


will have to go elsewhere to get the information. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on the paragraph and all amendments thereto now close 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AustTIN]. 

“The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there are no further idments to 
paragraph 457, the Clerk will read the next paragraph, which 
is paragraph 491. 


ale 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


191. Fresh-water fish, and all other fish not otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this section. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 


following amendment, which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 11, strike out all of paragraph 491 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on the paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed in five 


Ininutes. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, the pur- 
pose of this amendment is to strike the fresh-water fish and 
other fishes from the free list. Fishing is cne of the great 


industries of Alaska; perhaps it is the greatest. It is also one 
of the great industries of the Pacific Northwest. I am not 
going to argue the question of oriental labor. I have discov- 
ered that it is entirely useless to appeal to the Democratic side 
of this House to protect the people on the Pacific coust from 
competition with oriental labor. I will only say this much, 
that in the State of Washington and in Alaska no alien is 
permitted to fish and no alien is permitted to be in a fishing 
crew. All of our fishing is done by American citizens. The 
fisheries of British Columbia are vast, and they are rapidly 
developing. The Government is erecting at Prince Rupert a 
great cold-storage plant, where the catch can be stored until it 
is ready to be shipped. The Government also pays a bounty to 
the fishermen; but greater than all that, the British Columbia 
Government, or the Canadian Government, pays one-third of the 
cost of transportation of sending the fish into the markets of 
this country ‘The great fish markets of this country are along 
the northern border—Minneapolis, St. Paul, Chicago, Cleveland, 
Buffalo, New York, Boston—and they are all reached as directly 
from British Columbia as they are from the fisheries of Alaska 
or the State of Washington. So that they have every advan- 
tage in getting into our markets with their fish. We receive 
nothing whatever in return, and I again want to call attention 
to the fact that this bill gives free markets for the industries 
and products of British Columbia, while they levy a heavy duty 
ou our products. 
proposes that we shall out and get the markets of the 
world—by making our markets free for the products of other 
countries and permitting other countries to maintain a duty on 
our products. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
Democratic Party do its best, in conjunction with a 
the gentleman’s party, to get a reciprocal agreement for free 
fish? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. When? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Last year. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That was in the Canadian 


, 
£0 


reciprocity pact? 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Oh, no: the gentleman is 


entirely mistaken. You kept fish just as it is now. You pro- 
posed to make fish free, but you made no arrangement that ours 
should go in there free. 


Mr. HARRISON of New York. Having tried to do so, but 
failed. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It was not provided in the 
bill. The gentleman refers to the reciprocity measure? 


Mr. KITCH'N. Yes. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman is mis- 
taken. The reciprocity measure did not make provision for 


letting our fish free into British Columbia. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon. Fresh fish was on the reciprocal list. 

Mr. GARDNER. Has not the gentleman from New York 
overlooked the fact that the bounty provision was not re 
pealed—the bounty that Canada pays to her fishermen and the 
transportation which she pays for her fishermen? That was not 
affected in the reciprocity treaty. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If I may have the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from New York; if I am wrong, I got my 
information from the department. At any rate, the tariff still 
remained and this bounty still remained. The gentleman will 
remember I was against the reciprocity bill ~ 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I do remember perfectly well 
the gentleman’s attitude. I merely want to call the gentleman's 
attention to the fact that the Democratic Party made an honest 
effort to get into their markets by the Canadian reciprocity act, 
and having failed we are trying to relieve our own consumers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Washington. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


And that is the way the Democratic Party | 


Mr. Chairman, did not the | 
section of | 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there any other amendment to pa: 
graph 491? If not, the next paragraph is paragraph 505. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

505. Guano, manures, and all substances used only for manur 
cluding basic slag, ground or unground, and calcium cyanamid o1 
nitrogen. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 112, line 
“(excepting puer). 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
} a question? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Is not the gentleman ay 
| that the article to which the amendment refers is not used 
|} manure, but used for tanning leather? 

Mr. MOORE. That is the point, and I am very glad the 
tleman is familiar with the article. [Laughter.] This 
| modity is found in various parts of the United States, in 
all over the civilized world, and at least 5,000 people have |! 
employed in preparing it for the market. In certain for 
countries it can be produced cheaply, and gathered and a: 
bled, as it were, with much more ease and at much less ex) 
than it can be in the United States. In Constantino; 
particular and throughout Turkey it is a prolific commodity, l 
the reason for asking that it be excepted from the free |i 
| that it is entirely possible to collect and transport this ar 
| pay the freight all the way across the deep blue sea, 
at the wharves of the large ports of New York and Philad 
for 85 cents a bushel, whereas the labor cost of produ 
in the United States is $1.25 per bushel. 

Mr. MANN. Is it an edible product? 

Mr. MOORE. It is not edible nor is it valuable as a fi 
Its collection is valuable from a sanitary point of view 
a commodity, however, essential to the tanning trade. 
is nothing to take its place. Its collection from the hig 
| and byways by the scavengers engaged in the business is | 
a benefit to the community. MHorticulturists ought 
of it because it is of no benefit to the green 
about the squares. Now, I have said there are, or we 
| least 5.000 people whose employment in one form or anot)} 
dependent upon this article [t assembled and 


17, after the word 


*manures,” insert in par 


Will the gentleman yield 





to 


grass 


is 





tanning purposes, and in the treatment of morocco is 
have no superior. 
Mr. PAYNE. Does not the gentleman think these 


would be very glad to get a job of collecting this materi 
this bill is passed and there is not any other work to « 
if it remains on the free list? 

Mr. MOORE. I think the gentleman is entirely right 
collection of this commodity in this country is not 
any locality; there is no special interest here to be serv: 
the people who do this work are poor people. People fro: 
ginia have sent in petitions asking for the protection 
article, as well as those from New Jersey, New York, and | 
Sylvania. They ask a specific duty upon this commod 
cause it can be picked up in Constantinople and laid up 
wharves in New York, which the gentleman [Mr. Harris 
handsomely represents, at 85 cents a bushel. This 
when it can not be produced here for less $1.25 a bushel. 
ought to be a tariff duty of at least 50 cents per bushel im 
upon the article. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
whether this is a Philadelphi.. industry which he is prote 

Mr. MOORE. I have just said that it is as plentiful in 
York as in some of the other cities, and that warehouse 
in New York and in Virginia and some parts of New J 
My purpose in offering this amendment at this time is to ! 
this article excepted from the free list in order that thie 
cle, without specific duty, may be dropped into the basket « 
for such advantage of the rates as it may there obtain. 

Mr. LOGUE. Does my colleague consider that a single ! 
facturing industry in Pennsylvania will be closed if this 
on the free list? 

Mr. MOORE. My colleague, the gentleman from Pe 
vania [Mr. LocvuE], who has just put this pointed interro 
knows full well that the lowly people who are engaged i 
business are performing a distinct service to the public 
they are forced to compete, even in their lowly state, wit! “a 
downtrodden people in Constantinople and throughout T' 
almost to an extent which is most dispiriting. 

Mr. LOGUE. In reply to my colleague from Pennsy! 


is 


Will: the gentleman ft: 


I would say that those who come over here from the pi: ; 
he has mentioned never come here in anticipation of perfv! : 


a 
= = 
ne) 2 3 











‘ 
‘ 


) 
). 


1S) 1 


‘ly this kind of American industry. 
for something higher. 

MOORE. Of course they have. The gentleman certainly 
not oppose this amendment, knowing wha* he does about 
trade? 

Mr. LOGUE. 
ion of a single pound. [Laughter.] 

e CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 
rhe question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
rhe CHAIRMAN, Are there any further amendments to 

craph 505? If not, the next paragraph is 511, which the 

; will report. 

Clerk read as follows: 
Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, or dry salted or pickled. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr, Chairman, I move to out 

word. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

t all debate on this amendment be closed in five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think there is a littie more 
me desired. 

Che CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] asks unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph 

di 


They have a little ambi- 


i ie 


strike the 


:mendments thereto close in five minutes, 
Mr. MOORE. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MOORE. Was there any reservation made as to para- 
L h 535? 


the CHAIRMAN. There was. 

Mr. MOORE. I thank you. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
the debate on this paragraph close in eight minutes, five 

minutes to be given to the gentleman from Massachusetts and 

three minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 

Mr. GARDNER. I want to ask the gentleman from Alabama 
hat rate is charged in this bill on horsehides? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will look into it and answer the gen- 
ileman when he gets through with his argument. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, in the meantime, while the 
gentleman is looking that matter up, I shall just say a few 
ords in connection with a letter presented to-day by the gen- 
ian from Missouri [Mr. Bortanp], a letter which mentioned 

name. It was written by the secretary of the Haverhill 
Shoe Machinery Co. in connection with the question of putting 
the product of the United Shoe Machinery Co. on the free list. 
Mr. L. H. Harriman the author of the letter. He closes 
with this sentence: 

If you have any doubt as to whether the writer knows whereof he 
! he would beg to refer you to his Representative, Hon. A. I. 


. NER, 


\ 


is 


Now, I might as well say once and for all that the Haverhill 
Shoe Machinery Co. and the United Shoe Machinery Co. are 

th of them established within the limits of my district. The 
plant of the United Shoe Machinery Co is situated in Beverly. 
Beverly is in my district and Haverhill is in my district. Mr. 
Harriman is a patent lawyer and an exceedingly able one. 
Hie makes the statement that he believes that we ought to admit 
shoe machinery free of duty. I do not think so. He believes 
that there is no danger of shoe machinery being made abroad 
ind inported. I disagree with him there. He implies that the 
“tied lease” system of the United Shoe Machinery Co. is not 
proper asa method of doing business. In that I certainly agree 
with Mr. Harriman. In fact, I have said so before the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. However, I do not think that it is 
the “tied lease” system or yet the high protective duty which 
gives the United Shoe Machinery Co. the strong position which 
it occupies, I rather think that its remarkable organization 
for rapid repairing has much to do with the company’s success. 
Let me say in passisg that, although I personally do not be- 
eve in the “ tied-lease” system, and I think it improper, yet, 
80 far as I know, a majority of the shoemakers in my district— 
that is to say, a majority of the shoemakers who use the United 
Shoe Machinery Co.’s machinery entirely—have ranged them- 
‘eives on the company’s side. Most shoe manufacturers with 
‘Ge capital favor a system of leased machinery, as it tends to 
‘qualize conditions between them and their richer rivals. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, for the benefit 
of those of us who do not understand the terms of the trade, 
oo a gentleman from Massachusetts define what he calls the 

ied leases”? 

m os GARDNER. The “ tied leases” are leases by which shoe- 
= ng machines on which the patents have expired are “ tied” 
~ oe upon which the patents have not expired. Under 
~ Hed-lease System it is exceedingly difficult for a shoe 
vanufacturer to hire the best modern machines except in con- 


Ne 


IT do not think it will interfere with the pro- | 
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| nection with old machines, like the Goodyear chine on 
which the patent has expired. For the most he United 
States Machinery Co. controls the best modern 1 ry con 
nected with the “ bottoming” of the shoe. The s« fom 
esses by which the bottom of the shoe is attached to th 
are called “bottoming.” If I am correctly informed, \ ‘ 
shoe manufacturer desires to hire “ bottoming” machinery, | 
finds that each of the various recent inventions is tied in ! 
is known as a “series.” As a general rule, each series must be 
leased as a whole, and in that way dead patents are revitalized, 
or so it looks to the ordinary layman. 

My impression is that the United States Machinery ¢ de 
not at all control the machinery situation with res t to 
“turned” shoes. “ Turned” shoes are shoes with flexible sol 
which are manufactured inside out. 

Iam not at all up to date on this question, but, on the 
I think that my statement conveys a correct impression, 
though my details may be all wrong 

Of course there is great difference of opinion on the n s 
and faults of the “ tied-lease”’ system. 

Now, is the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNp! | 
ready to answer the question I propounded to him? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. I would state to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] that the hides of horses 
are provided for in paragraph 609 of this bill, which provides 
for the admission, free of duty, of skins of all kinds and hick 
not specially provided for. 

Mr. GARDNER. ‘They come in free? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER. I wanted the statement of the gentleman 
that the intention is to admit them free 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is. There is a similar prey 1 in 
the Payne law. 

Mr. GARDNER. This bill does admit them free? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; it admits them fre 

Mr. KREIDER. Mr. Chairman, my only purpose in rising at 
this time on this schedule is to commend the committee on the 
fact that they have continued to place hides on the free list 

During the debate here on several occasions the fact ha 
been mentioned that when hides were put on the free list the 
price of shoes and leather did not come down, as was antici- 
pated, and I take this oceasion to say, and to say to the Mem 
bers of this House, that the reason why there was no redu n 
was the fact that our packing interests, who receive about 85 
per cent of the hides of this country as soon as they are taken 
off, not only had cornered the market in this country, but the 
market of the entire world, and the moment the tariff was 
taken off the price of hides was just as high on the other sid 
of the water as-it was here. 

The shoe manufacturer and the leather manufacturer were 
absolutely helpless, because they were getting their raw mate 
rial—and hides are the raw material of the leather manufac 


turer—from an absolute trust. 

And I want to say in passing that hides are one of the best 
things on the face of the earth to speculate in, because the hich 
price of hides does not stimulate the production. No matter 
what the price of hides are, you will have no more of them 
cause the price is high. The packing interests and the men 
engaged in the tanning business have a line on the production 
of hides of all classes of animals throughout the entire world 
and they know within a small percentage just how many ealf 
skins and how many cattle hides and all other hides and skins 
are taken off each year; they know where they are tanned and 
the uses to which they are put, and control the market pri 

I say this simply by way of explanation, that whenever you 
remove the duty from a commodity that is controlled by a trust 
on both sides of the water, or a world-wide trust, the only thing 
you gain by putting the article on the free list is that you give 


to 


the duty, which otherwise would be paid into the 
the United States, right over to the interests that 
commodity. 
free list. 

I do not wish now to speak of the shoe question, although I 
want to define my position on it later. I simply wanted to 


Treasury of 
control the 
It did not help us one whit to put hides on the 


] 
call your attention to these facts, so that you will understand 
why leather goods and shoes did not come down when hides 
were put on the free list four years ago. 

Mr. KANIN. Then it was your experience that the fact that 
a commodity in which you were interested, namely, hides, had 
the duty removed had absolutely nothing to do with the price, 
and that there was a combination in the commodity even af 
the duty was removed? 

Mr. KREIDER. Absolutely; the trusts controlled the com 
modity on both sides of the water. Thus a world-wide combina- 
tion exists to-day on a number of articles put on the free list 
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by this bill, and the removal of the duty will not reduce the 
price of any commodity in which there is a world-wide trust, 
but is a direct benefit to the trust controlling the commodity. 


Mr. KAHN. And the turiff bas nothing to do with it? 
Mr. KREIDER. 
price is concerned. 
The CHAIRMAN. If 
amendment is withdrawn. 
this paragraph? 
Mr. GREEN 

amendment 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa 
amendment, which will be reported by the Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


there be no objection, the pro forma 
Are there any other amendments to 
If not, the next paragraph is 514. 

of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 


offers an 


Amend, page 113, by striking out paragraph 514. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I ask that the Clerk read paragraph 
514. 


The CHAIRMAN, 
read paragraph 514. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

h14. Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, or 
wholly or partly manufactured into hoops or ties, coated or not coated 
with paint or any other preparation, with or without buckles or fas- 
tenings, for baling cotton or any other commodity. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close 
in five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if this amendment pre- 
vails, I will follow it with another amendment transferring the 
articles covered by it to paragraph 109 of the metal schedule, 
which provides that hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel not other- 
wise provided for in this section shall bear a duty of 12 per 


cent ad valorem. 
t 


If there be no objection, the Clerk will 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Dono- 
VAN] a short time ago seemed to be somewhat puzzled or be- 
wildered as he examined some of the provisions of this bill; 


but when he comes to examine a provision like this paragraph 
inder consideration it seems to me that the gentleman will be 
uilerly paralyzed. 

his particular paragraph provides that band iron used for 
baling cotton shall be admitted free. The provision in the 
metal schedule to which I referred provides that other band 
iron shall bear a duty of 12 per cent. 

It is true that in this particular paragraph to which I have 
just referred there is a provision that band iron used “ for baling 
cotton or any other commodity ” shall be free; but I know of no 
other commodity for which it is so used, so that it practically 
means that a special privilege is granted to the southern planter, 
in order that he may bale his cotton with cotton ties that are 
admitted free of duty, although we have heard so much talk 
here against special privileges being granted. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, save and except that lamentable time 
when our Democratic friénds were in control before, when they 
passed the Wilsvn bill, nobody ever thought of inserting in a 
tariff bill any such a provision as this. But now we have in 
this bill not only this provision, providing that band iron used 
for baling cotton shall be free, but we have also in paragraph 
417 a provision that bagging suitable for covering cotton shall 
be admitted free, whereas other bagging, that may be a little 
finer woven, but which is used for covering wheat or covering 
wool, shall bear a duty. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. This section which the gentleman is dis- 
cussing does not limit this to band iron used for baling cotton. 


It says, “ cotton or any other commodity.” 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman was not listening. I 
just stated that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. But the gentleman stated that it was a 
special privilege granted to the cotton raisers. 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I read the words which the gentleman 
has quoted, but after I had read them I said that cotton was 
the only commodity that was so covered, and therefore that it 
applied strictly and solely to cotton. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Will the gentleman 
statement? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I have only five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will say to my esteemed friend, 


permit me to make a 


the gentleman from Tennessee—and I regret very much that 
I can not yield to him now—that he has stated here that this 


Nothing at all, so far as the lowering of the | 


desire to offer an | 
| went down to 4 cents a pound, and this provision is to 
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at i 
is not In his judgment a sectional bill. and he } 
his reason for that statement that cert produ 
South, of which he enumerated a long list. have been j)] 
the free list, or the duty very much lowered thereo h 
seems to have failed to notice that so far as th part 
products are concerned they are also the prednets of 


North, and that those provisions apply alike to products of 
North and of the South. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I want to tell the 
time our friends on the other side enacted a 


gentleman that 
tariff bil 


the 


compensate them for the lowering of the price of their pr 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do not think that bas any 
tion whatever to that situation. : 

Mr. BARTLETT. When was that? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Under the Wilson bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is not true, though. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman from Connecti 
DoNovaN] did succeed in getting an answer from the ger 
from Alabama, He commented on it as not being satis 
and I do not care to repeat his comments: but I wil] »s f 
anyone bere can answer why such a provision as this is 
and under what theory, reason, or principle any such 
sions are put in this bill? And after some one has ans 
that I should like to inquire of my Democratic friends 
before the election, when they were considering this q 
of jute bagging, they then provided that it should be free 
only when used to cover cotton but when used to cover 
agricultural product? For that was the provision in the 
called “ farmers’ free-list ” bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. They do not use jute bagging for an 
else except cotton, They use burlap for other things, not 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e 
All time has expired. 

Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi. 
say that all time has expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CANDLER of Mississippl. 
want to answer the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment « 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was reject 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any amendment to paragraph 
523? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out pai 
523, which is as follows: 

623. Lron ore, including manganiferous iron 
residuum from burnt pyrites. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous c t 
that all debate on this paragraph be limited to five minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks 1 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and amendm: e 
limited to five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, in the eourse of the dise n 
on pig iron a few days ago, the gentleman from Missouri 
Lioyp] made this statement: 

In conversation with Mr. Schwab last night he made a statement that 
the worst enemy to the profits of the Bethlehem Steel Co. in the | J 
States was their Representative in Congress, Mr. PALMER. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Following, Mr. Lioyp said that— 

Mr. Schwab said that he himself had put into the business $35.09 ) 
in seven years and that be had made 20 per cent on his investment , 
ing that time. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, the man who led the unsuccessful fight for 
free iron ore when the Payne-Aldrich bill was up for tariff | 
sideration was Mr. Schwab. This provision of the Underw 


Do I understand the C 


I am sorry for that, for I 


ore, and the d or 


bill will give Mr.. Schwab free iron ore, and he is the l:rgest 5 
importer of iron ore in the United States. If he has made 20 per ¢ 
cent on $35,000,000 per annum, that is $7.000,000 in profit a ; 
and in seven years a profit of $49,000,000 on the investment of 3 
$35,000,000. : 

Now, if the largest importer of iron ore in the United Stites 5 
is making $7,000.000 a year profits in running the Beth! 4 
Steel Works, why should we vote out of the Treasury of ¢! 4 
United States $263,767, the amount of duties per annun 2 


foreign iron ore and make that a present to Mr. Schwab, of 
Bethlehem Steel Co., and to the Pennsylvania Steel Co.? 
Why, the Democratic platform says that under a Re 
lican protective tariff we are making “the rich richer and 
poor poorer.” Your proposition is to give Mr. Schwab free 
ore, to give him 15 cents a ton on every ton of iron ore, when 4 
he is making 20 per cent on an investment of $35,000,000. \0!! a 
are depriving American citizens who own the iron-ore miles 
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nd the American citizens who work our mines of this money, 
whel you send to Cuba, Spain, Sweden, and Chile under this 
hill. You are giving these importers of foreign iron ore $263,000 
out of the Publie Treasury—the people’s money—when they do 
t need it and do not deserve it. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
hy the gentleman from Tennessee. 

rhe question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there any further amendment to para- 
nh 523? If not, is there any to 532? If not, are there any 
endments to 535? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, there are several gentlemen who 
wish to be heard on paragraph 535. Can we agree upon a time 
for deb: te? 


i 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think so. 

Mr. MANN. I would like 25 minutes on 

to give one gentleman more than 5 minutes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Can not the gentleman 

minutes on that side and 10 on this? 

Mr. MANN. No; 

inutes on this side. 


this side. I want 


make it 20 


»~ 


I wish the gentleman would make it 25 


I 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Chairman, that debate on paragraph 535 and amendments | 


thereto be limited to one-half hour, 25 
the centleman from Illinois and 5 minutes to this side of the 
House. 

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
that debate on paragraph 535 and amendments 


or. 


thereto be limited to 30 minutes, 25 


mous consent 


Alabama. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, 
ment. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the paragraph by striking out the period in line 21, on page 


I offer the following amend- 


114, and inserting instead a colon and adding thereto the following: 
“Provided, That whenever any of the foregoing articles are exported 
to the United States, if the export or actual selling price to an importer 
in the United States, or the price at which such goods are consigned 
is less than the fair market value of the same article when sold for 
home consumption in the usual and ordinary course in the country 


whence exported to the United States at the time of its exportation to 
the United States, there shall be levied, collected, and paid on such 
article on its importation into the United States a special duty (or 
dumping duty) equal to the difference between the said export or actual 
selling price of the article for export or the price at which such goods 
are consigned and the said fair market value thereof for home consump 
tion, provided that the said special duty shall not exceed 15 per cent ad 
valorem in any case. 
** Export price’ or ‘selling price’ or ‘ price at which such goods are 
ed’ in this section shall be held to mean and include the ex 
porter’s price for the goods, exclusive of all charges thereon after their 
shipment from the place whence exported directly to the United States. 

“The Secretary of the Treasury shall make such rules and 

as are necessary for the carrying out of the provisions of this 
ion and for the enforcement thereof.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, under the agreement there were 
to be 25 minutes upon this side. I ask unanimous consent that 
I may have control of that time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That was the understanding. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Barttetr). That was provided for in 
the order that was made. The gentleman from Illinois is recog- 
nized for 25 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 12 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, there has been perhaps a 
little too much caustic discussion in the last few days as to 
whether or not organized labor favors this bill. At all events, 


‘ ’ 





consig 


regula 


the president of the International Boot and Shoe Workers’ 
Union, Mr. John 8S. Tobin, appeared before the Ways and 


Means Committee in opposition to reducing the tariff on boots 
and shoes in any way. Moreover, an organizer from the In- 
ternational Boot and Shoe Workers’ headquarters, Mr. Thomas 
O'Hare, appeared before the Ways and Means Committee in 
protest against free boots and shoes. Mr. O’Hare was 
merly a practical shoe worker and an organizer for British 
unions. In case there should be any misstatement as to who 
paid the expenses of those witnesses, I am authorized to say 
that the Boot 
entirely. Mr. Tobin appeared on his own initiative. 
Mr. O'Hare, he was detailed from the union headquarters at 
my request. I had in the past received most valuable infor- 
mation from him as to conditions in the boot and shoe indus- 
try of Great Britain, where he was formerly an organizer. I 
asked permission to pay Mr. O’Hare’s expenses. I offered the 
money tohim. He declined. Next I wrote to the union headquar- 
ters. They would not hear of it. That statement seems to 
dispose once for all of any lurking suspicion that these union 
men had their expenses paid by boot and shoe manufacturers. 


for- 


minutes to be given to | 


minutes to be given to the | 
gentleman from Illinois and 5 minutes to the gentleman from | 


and Shoe Workers’ Union paid their expenses | 
As to| 
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manufacturer to go to work and equip his fact y to] l 
American goods on American lasts with American patte 
there were danger that in a yenr or two the United Sta 
might put a high duty on boots and shoes, 

But, with free boots and shoes guaranteed for four ye: 
I think it extremely probable that Englishmen may consids 
wise to equip their factories for the Ameri ! Unqu 
tionably there is grave danger lest some Ame an shoe man 
facturers, finding labor conditio at home unsatisfactory to 
them, may establish foreign shoe factories. By mi 
American supervision and American machinery, coupled with 
a low wage scale, such manufacturers ought to be able t d 
shoes into this market which would undersell similar At 
made articles by 25 to 30 per ‘cent As yet, Great Bri 
our only serieus rival in the manufacture of boots and 
Great Britaim and the United States have | rl 
and neck in the matter of ‘XPol Great ] 
always a little ahead in exports though, of course, far | 
in amount of product Now, note tl Where our ex 
boots and shoes to France and to Germany |! 
much in the last decade, on the other band our « to ¢ if 
Britain has fallen off during tl ime pel 0 to 
Great Britain in 1902 and 1908 was a little over $2,000,000 
Nowadays we have an export of s! that try of 
| $1,800,000 a year. In 1906 the If | ! exnorted 
little smaller amount of shot than did ie United St 
Since that year Great Britain has shown such an increase th 
to-day her export of boots d shoes exceeds our | 7 
per cent. 

I now invite your attention to this chart showing th t 
| national wages In the shoe industry. The out; 3 ! 
Nothing is shown but the actual wages paid. These f ! 
made up from various sources, larg from t ly 
on the boot and shoe industry published by the Depar 
of Commerce and Labor. 

As you see in the chart, England, taking the era ge 
whole industry, pays its shoe workers bout 55 per ¢« 
what we pay ,our shoe workers. Scotland does a little better, 











Mr. Tobin testified to vari thir I shoal! not go too 
deeply into his evidence befor o, but here on 
significant passage. Mr. Lonew h asked t! ( ti 

Do you believe that the pl } 

a tendency to reduce the standart ‘ liv : of the An 
workers? 

Mr. T Without any qu 

Mr. Rainey. Why, Mr. Tobin‘ I they would be | 
wages? 

Mr Tortn. The foreign shoe ur I 1 then find a v 
large market in t mmiry nd | ‘ da himself to 
|} the American style of s} TT! ‘ ner I thet 
would yield that result. with tl »m y which t y ar 
now working, and very diligently, within t ist two or three years pa 
ticularly. 

Mr. Tobin memorialized Congress the year before last, and 
in his memorial he used these w is 

To put shoes and fin ed ther on the ft 
reduce tl present tar ‘ t! ‘ 
turers to meet foreizn competition t! t! only avenue ‘ 1 
them, namely, to attack t wages » shoe wor ind 
bring about a lowe t I ! t I t 1 nt, whi 
result in an industrial wai oO ¢ t eve lly we 
the standard of wages and co quently lower the standard of 

There has been a great change in the situation since t d 
when we used to export Gor ly« elt hoe } i! q { 
to England to be sold by English retailers In the last 10 year 
the American Shoe Machinery Ce S s] al it chi y 
over the face of the earth, and to-day it can equip a fact 
Hongkong as completely and almost as rapidly as it can equ 
a factory in the city of Brockton, in the State of Massacl 

| So the situation has changed, and yet, as I said the other day 
my expectations of the future when the Payne law was | ed 
have been entirely disappointed.  \ nm the boot-and-shoe duty 
was cut in half by the Payne law I thought that the result 
sure to be a very large importa boots and oes. Such 
has not been the case Our « rt of shoes amount to 
$16,000,000 a year, and our i! rts are a negligible quar 
Therefore, I understand perfectly well why the Ce { ( 
Ways and Means felt itself justified in putting boc and 
on the free list. 

If I had the time I should elaborate on my re sons for h 
ing that action a mistake. Inasmuch as I have only 12 mi 
utes, I shall be forced to curtail my remarks and disarrar tl 


order of my speech. It is not so much the immediate 


which I fear. I am fearful of what may happer 
English manufacturers and <Amet n manufacturer } 


looked around them and have come to the rea m tl 
provision for free boots nd shoes is going to |! t four 
anyway. Perhaps it would be too risky for tl Britis 


Ireland not quite so well. In Germany, as you will observe, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—THOUSE. 








the wages in this industry are 45 per cent of ours. In Switzer- 
land 35 per cent, in Austria 38 per cent, in Denmark 41 per 
cent, and in Norway 45 per cent. Except in Scotland, England, 
and Ireland the average European wage of the shoe industry 
is less than half what it is in the United States. Of course all 
these wage figures would be entirely unconvincing if we could 
form no comparison between the output of an individual 
European workman and the output of an individual American 
workman. On this question of comparative output our infor- 
mation is by no means complete. Certain things we know, how- 
ever. We know that our shoemakers are almost all on piece- 
work. We know that some British shoemakers are on piece- 
work, but that more of them are on weekly wages. In a few 
minutes I shall give you some direct comparisons. Meanwhile 
let me offer an illustration showing the relative output in a 
day’s work at home and abroad as measured by one of the most 
important processes of shoemaking, to wit, welting. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Bartrett). The time of the gentle- 
man has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I yield the gentleman three minutes additional. 

Mr. GARDNER. I am informed by Mr. O'Hare, of whom I 
have spoken, that the British workman is permitted by his 
union to welt a maximum of 200 pairs of shoes in the course 
of a day. 

In Brockton, Mass., as I understand it, the men affiliated with 
the Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union welt from 250 to 280 pairs 
of men’s Goodyear welts daily. From the point of view of 
output, if welting is a fair standard of comparison, our manu- 
facturers have an advantage over Great Britain in the ratio of 
250 or 280 to 200. In the matter of wages, however, our manu- 
facturers are at a far greater disadvantage in the ratio of 55 
to 100. 

In the hearings before the Ways and Means Committee ap- 
pears a table showing the relative cost of producing shoes in 
Great Britain and in the United States. From this table it 
appears that the cost of shoemaking in Great Britain exceeds 
the cost elsewhere except in the United States. It also appears 
that in Great Britain the highest cost is found in the town of 
Leicester and in the class of shoes known as Goodyear welts. In 
Leicester, the center of the British shoe industry, it costs 81 per 
cent of what it costs in America to produce a pair of men’s Good- 
year welts. In all other parts of England and in all other kinds 
of shoes the proportionate cost of shoemaking is even less in 
comparison with ours. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood the gentleman—— 
Mr. MANN. I desire five minutes more on this side. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 


sent that the time of debate on this be extended 10 minutes—5 
minutes on this side and 5 on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UnN- 
DERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that the time for debate on 
this paragraph be extended 10 minutes—5 minutes to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and 5 min- 
utes by himself. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I may be out of the Chamber at the 
time, so I wish to say now that I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] and five minutes to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Pretrrs]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Switzer]. 

Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amend- 
ment to strike this paragraph from the free list and place the 
articles therein named upon the dutiable list. That auto- 
matically would subject the articles named in this paragraph to 
the protection afforded in the provisions of what is known as 
the dumping clause or the special dumping duty in section 4 of 
this bill. But according to the Democratic interpretation of this 
law, articles upon the free list are not subjected to the protec- 
tion afforded by this dumping clause provision. Boots and 
shoes, if they remain upon the free list, will not have the pro- 


tection that is afforded articles that are left on the dutiable 
list. Take the fabrics of the cotton factories in North Carolina 


and New England, and you have reduced the duty for the pur- 
pose, I understand, of increasing importation. Therefore, you 
have taken all the duty off of shoes for the purpose of increas- 
ing the importation of boots and shoes. Now, in one case you 
protect the manufacturer of cotton fabrics against having 
dumped into this country cotton goods procured at a price in a 
foreign market lower than they are sold for there, but you give 
to the shoe manufacturer no protection against this unjust and 
unfair competition. 

I can see very readily why this dumping clause should not 
apply likely to all the articles named in this free list. We have 
no objection to dumping rubber in here, or coffee, or something 
of that kind, but the shoe industry is a great industry. We pro- 
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duce shoes here. A great many people depend on this indy 
for their living, and I see no reason why in the interest of { 
play, that the men engaged in this industry, the employ 
should not have the equal protection with the men who 
engaged in the steel industry, the iron industry, and the cot; 
industry, and the textile woolen industry. I can see no rey 
for this unjust discrimination. Therefore, I think that i: 
fairness if boots and shoes are left upon the free list, ana 
number of other articles on the free list that are produced 
this country in considerable quantities, this provision should }). 
adopted or there should be another special dumping clause 
plying to those articles on the free list that we produce in | 
country as well as being produced abroad, protecting the m 
facturers and the persons engaged in those industries equ 
as you protect the persons engaged in the industries wh 
products stay upon the dutiable list. 

I yield back the rest of my time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman f; 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KReEIDER]. 

Mr. KREIDER. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to 
into details of the shoe question. If I did, I should want 
four hours instead of the short time yielded to me. 


STATES POSITION IN RELATION TO SHOE INDUSTRY. 


In view of the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylya; 
[Mr. PALMER] a few days ago, I want to set myself str 
with the membership of this House as to the business in w) 

I am engaged in private life. I want to say that I own st 
in three different shoe manufacturing concerns, two of whic! 
are located in the district which I have the honor to represe 
I also want to say that the remarks made on this floor by 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that I am president of the 
National Boot and Shoe Manufacturers’ Association of 
United States is correct. The shoe manufacturers have indee| 
greatly honored me by electing me as president of their ass 
tion. To have and maintain the confidence and respect 
trade in which we are engaged is an honor and pleasure t 
any man can well be proud of. 


SHOE INDUSTRY NOT A MONOPOLY OR TRUST. 


Again, I am exceedingly gratified and delighted to be 
head of an organization that represents an industry with an 
output valued at probably $600,000,000; has an invested ca) 
of over $200,000,000; employes hundreds of thousands of 
men, to whom are paid annually about $150,000,000 in wages 
at which the finger of scorn has never been pointed and 1 
will be pointed because of monopolistic or trust control in any 
way, shape, or form. [Applause on the Republican side.] 1 
shoe manufacturers of this country have never combined 
the purpose of either raising the price of the shoes they mii 
facture or lowering the wages of the men whom they e 
The manufacturers of the trade which this association 
sents are in free and open competition with each other. | 
want to call your attention to another fact, gentlemen, espe \ 
in view of the statements that have been made here as to tivs 
and monopolies; there is no shoe manufacturer or combi! \ 
of shoe manufacturers that is to-day producing over 5 per t 
of the entire production of shoes in the United States. 


SHOE INDUSTRY ASKS NO FAVORS, BUT IS ENTITLED TO A SQUARI 

I am not here asking for favors or special privileges for 1! 
shoe industry, or any member of the industry. I do not 
at this time, to speak in favor of the shoe manufacturer 
if I did I would call your attention to the fact that this 
does not give the shoe industry a square deal. You « 
entire pages of this tariff bill to woo), sugar, and other i 
tries, none of which is equal in importance to the shoe | 
try, yet in one sentence, in one paragraph, you place the « 
shoe business of the country, without regard to quality. 
class, or grade, on the free list in open competition wi 
worlé. Not only this, but were I to speak at this time fo 
shoe manufacturers of the United States, I would call 
tion to the fact that you are subsidizing the industry in ! 
of the foreign manufacturer, by allowing some 30 articles use! 
by the manufacturer and in the manufacture of shoes to re! 
on the dutiable list. In effect, you say to the foreigner, \0U 
ean not send cotton linings, cotton goring, cotton galloon of 
webbing, or thread, nor silk thread and silk galloons and gor 
nor buttons or hooks and eyelets, nor cardboard for cartons, ! 
box shooks, and a number of smaller items into this coun!’ 
without paying a duty, but if you will use your cheap fo! 
labor and make these articles into shoes, all can come in !' 
Is this a square deal? But I must not dwell any longer on '!''> 


eet eee ieee. 


subject. = 
PROTEST IN BEHALF OF MY DISTRICT. 4 4 

Mr. Chairman, I am here to represent the people in Ry 
trict, and I want to register my protest against this bill in » 
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foy as it relates to the farming, mining, manufacturing, and 


‘s of trade carried on in my district. 
AGRICULTURAL SCHEDULB., 


other line 


Che agricultural schedule is an insult to the American 
former. My district is a large agricultural district. In it are 
} ed the fertile and beautiful Lebanon, Cumberland, and | 
Lvkens Valleys, and they are inhabited and the soil is tilled 
hy the most industrious and intelligent people on earth, com- 


nly known as the Pennsylvania Germans; their reputation 


thrift and economy is known throughout the entire coun- 
and if it is the purpose of the framers of this bill, as it 
ns to be, to fool the average farmer, I want to say hr 


nd now that they will not fool the Pennsylvania Germans. 
When you pretend to give them protection in one section of 

pill and take it away in another you are not fooling a 
single one. By providing for a duty of 10 cents per bushel 


wheat and putting flour and bran, the products of wheat, | 


on the free list, you are not only legislating against the farmer 
directly against the milling industry in my district 
country. 


but more 

i the 
INCONSISTENCY OF CATTLE DUTY. 

You have provided for a duty of 10 per cent on cattle and 

» and all other live animals not specially provided for, 

and again, you have put beef and all products of cattle and 

sheep on the free list. There are a large number of farmers in 


I 


my district who buy cattle in the fall known as stockers or | 


feeders, which they fatten during the winter months and sell 
in the spring. 


This bill is a direct handicap to these farmers. It prevents 


them from securing a supply of these cattle from the border | 


States of Mexico and from Canada in the fall of the year when 


y buy their stock, but compels them to sell their fattened | 


cattle in the spring in free and open competition with the. prod 
t of the large packing interests who own and control packing 
houses in Canada, Mexico, and the South American countries, 


whose product may now be brought into this country free of | 


duty in direct competition with stall-fed cattle. After the 
farmer has bought his cattle in the protected home market and 
has fattened them, the beef he has produced must be sold in 
open and free competition with these outside countries. 

. direct handicap to the farmer, and not only to the farmer 
but to 
do not have Canadian or South American connections, 
must sell in an open market, 


J ‘ 
market? 


If they 
why not let them buy in an open 
By your duty on live cattle you are also compelling 

| dairymen who would replenish their herds of milch cows, for 
which they are paying an extremely high price at this time, to 
pay a duty of 10 per cent on every cow they might wish to bring 
into this country to help to increase the supply of milk, a very 
necessity of life. 

DUTY ON PRODUCTS SOLD IN HOME MARKET NO BENEFIT. 

You have tried to eater to the farmers and fool them by al- 
lowing a small duty on butter, cheese, eggs, and garden products 
of various kinds, which is of absolutely no use to them at all, 
I 
j 
the price is regulated by the demand. 

INTERESTED IN A MARKET, 


But, Mr. Chairman, the farmers are very much interested in | 


having a demand and a market for their product. They know 
and realize that the wage earners of the country are their cus 
tomers, and they know full well by past experience that when 
the wage earners are steadily employed at a fair wage, they 
know that when the mills, the mines, the manufacturing estab 
lishments, and iron*works of all kinds are running on full time 
that they need not worry about their market; but when these 
industries begin to shut down, to lay off help, or reduce wages, 
then their market conditions suffer in the same proportion, be 
— their customers will not have the money with which to 
uy 

: REDUCSB COST OF LIVING. 

Mr. Chairman, we are told that this bill is framed for the 
express benefit of the consuming public and to reduce the cost 
of living. We admit that if this bill compels the shutting down 
and closing of our mills, mines, manufacturing and industrial 
establishments to such an extent that the wage earners do not 
have the money with which to buy the products of the farm, the 
hecessaries of life, then the cost of living will be reduced. 
the products of the farm will again flood the market, and the 
Wage earners will not have the money to buy even at low price; 
but, rest assured, when this is again brought to pass by the pas- 
Sage of a vicious tariff bill, notwithstanding the solemn promise 
of the Democratic Party platform and orators in the last cam- 
baign that “legitimate business shall not be destroyed or in- 
jured,” the American people will rise in righteous indignation 


This | 


the butcher and small slaughtering house as well, who | 


ecause they know and you should know that on these articles | 
t is entirely a matter of production and consumption and that | 


Then | 
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| 

and condemn the party that 

| of the consuming publi but \ ‘h 

| in disaster. 

} DEMAND 

| It seems that the framers of this bill ha lt 
regardless of the consequences. There a 

sands, yes millions, of wage earners whose e: 
| threatened by this bill, and I want to enter as em] 

test as is possible against the ASSIEe ¢ such : im-Al 
piece of legislation. It has been 1 oor « 
| House by the leaders of t) 1) e ty tl t y do 
intend to give protection to A rora ndu 


i 


that the quantity of impor b iw fy ‘in 


writing a tariff law. I want to say, Mr. ¢ hat I 
dorse the position of the Republican P 1 f 
the protection of American labor. We are not asl 

special privileges for any industry, but we do ¢ that in 
industries the wages of the workmen shall rot ! 
| free and open competition with the underpaid f 
| We ask you, and sincerely hope, t! a riff rd 
| mission may be appointed to f { dit ‘ec in the 
| labor cost of production between home and abroad, to the end 
| that a tariff bill may be written that wil! otect the wage 
| earners, We invite members of such a ¢ n to en 
}our manufacturing establishments and see how much mon 

| is contained in the pay envelope of the American wi 

and then see how much money is contained in the pay envé 

of the workmen of foreign countries in simil of indust 
| and then write a tariff that will put the American wage eat 

on such a basis that their p1 nt scale of wages may be 
| maintained. , 
STANDARD OT LIVING AND WA 

| It is an acknowledged fact that all that the workman 1 to 
| sell is his labor. This he bas been able to s oO ¢ lad 
| vantage during the last 10 or 15 years, and because of 1 
fact he has established a standard of living that is hicher 1 


he has ever had before. Let it be 


remembered that the stan 
ard of living is just as high as the wage scale will pert 
be. The moment that you pass legislati 
the earning capacity of the wage 
the purchasing power of the wage earner and the bh 
Wage earners are the great consuming public, and national 
prosperity is absolutely imp when the wage earner 


n that will cut 4d 


earner, you are ¢1 


i} 
“Siple 


| not prosperous. 
| We are thoroughly in sympathy with our Democratic f 1 
in their attempt to legislate for the reduction of the high « 


of living, but we 


most earnestly protest against the wre 

of industrial prosperity and the putting of the wage earners o 
a starvation basis to accomplish the result. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chaitman, if there is any one ind 
iin all the length and breadth of the American manuf 
business which has demonstrated its ability to stand alo 


only in its own market but also in the markets of the rid, 
without the protection which tariff rates give to it, it is th 
American boot-and-shoe industry. 


I want to say that the hearings which were held by the Con 





mittee on Ways and Means in January were i vy resnect 
most impressive. They were the most interesting feature 
congressional life that I have ever been associated with, and 
| I was particularly impressed by the men who enme out of Ni 

| England, representing the great industries of t sect , 


the country, discussing before that committee the tariff as ji 
| affected their industries. They were mostly young men, sho 
ing by their methods and their 
and brilliant men and men who 
I never was able to understand before, unti ' 0 
sharp eyes of those Yankee manufacturers, why it was that the 


manners that they were abk 


; 
possessed 





American manufacturer in so many lines of trac to-day 
beating the world. And probably one of the nx ble of thos 
men, certainly one who impressed me most favorably, was a 
young man who came before our committee 1 resenting the 


American boot-and-shoe industry, who said that he was hin 
self practically the largest manufacturer of boots 
America, owning mills which 
shoes per annum. 


and shoes in 
produced $20,000,000 


worth of 


That was Mr. McElwin. He was a fair witness. Of course 
| he was looking out for his own, but he said three or four thir 
| which are so highly significant and which, to my mind, so e 
tirely justify the act of this committee in putti boots and 


shoes on the free list that I 
reference to those things. 
The first was this: When he was asked by a member of the 
| committee at what point he would lay a rate, between zero and 
| 10 per cent. which would result in some competition with the 
American manufacturer, however small, despite his large knowl- 
edge of the boot-and-shoe industry, he could not name such a 


shall content ny simply with 





1158 


' 


rate. To-day the American producer manufactures over one- | 


half billion dollars’ worth of shoes in this country per annum, 
exports $16,000,000 worth per annum, and there are no importa- | 
tions 

The imports of 
various 
country. 


less than $200,000 cover carpet slippers and 
and shoes do into this | 


Yet when we have reached the day when we must 


specialties. Boots not come 


have something come through the customhouse, or we men upon 
this side of the House be charged with a violation of our pledges | 


to the | 


where 


wople, we asked this able representative of the trade 
he could 


put his finger on a rate which would result in 
any boots and shoes coming into this country, and he said he 
could not do it 

rhe next thing Mr. McElwin said, which was very significant. 
was this: When I asked him whether he was engaged in the 
export trade he said, “ Not largely; but by the way,” he said, 
“we are going into it right now.” 

And not only he, but every big manufacturer of boots and 
shoes in the country is preparing to go into the export trade 
Why? Because of the third thing that Mr. McElwin said, 
which impressed me so deeply that I have remembered it ever | 
since. That was that the reason for the large exports of 


American shoes is found in that first line of the advertisement 
of the Walk-Over shoe: “In 87 countries the Walk-Over sets 
the style for shoes.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from [Penn- 


| 
sylvania has expired. | 
Mr. PALMER. If I may have two minutes more—— 
Mr. GARDNER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- | 
man have such time as he desires to conclude his remarks. | 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Bartietr). The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania have such time as he desires to conclude his | 
resnarks. | 

Mr. PALMER. No, no. 


The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. PALMER. Two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman Pennsylvania 
uninuimous consent that his time be extended two minutes. 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for two min- 
utes, 

ir. PALMER. The significant thing about that is this, that | 
where the value of an article produced by an American manu- 
facturer consists of something else than its intrinsic worth, as 
for instance, its style or its fashion, it can not be stolen by a 
foreign manufacturer. 

Mr. GARDNER. If the gentleman will yield—— 

Mr. PALMER. In a minute. Where an article seils in all 
the countries of the world upon its style it is the style of the | 
producing country that makes it sell. The reason why we are 
such large exporters of shoes is because the American style, | 
devised, invented, and perfected by the American producer, is 
attractive to the eyes of the world. It can not be copied with 
success. The world will not buy a counterfeit. Now I yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 


That was the request. 


from 


asks 


Is 


a , 

Mr. GARDNER. Supposing that the manufacturer in a for- 
eign country buys American machinery, American patents, and | 
American lasts, and has American floor superintendents, how 


can he produce a different shoe? 

Mr. PALMER. The American manufacturer automobiles 
produces just as good a car as the Fiat or the Mercedes, but the 
people who want that kind of a product insist upon it, because 
it is a foreign car. They insist upon an Italian, a French, or a | 

| 
| 


et 
oi 


British car. The same thing is true of the American shoe. It 
has such a reputation the world over, because it is American, 
that the foreign imitation will never seriously interfere with the 
American preducer. I do not believe there is a shoe manufac- 
turer in the country who has any real fear that the American 
market will be seriously “ inroaded” if we put boots and shoes 
on the free list. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. KREIDER. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Stevens] is recognized for 
three minutes. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, paragraph 535, Hines 19, 20, and 21, by striking out all of 
the paragraph after the word “ unfinished ” in line 19. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
seeks to strike out harness and saddlery from the provisions of 
this paragraph. In effect it would restore them to the dutiable 


rc 
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| chance 
| Lhe 


| since it takes away revenues from it. 
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list, in accordance with the amendment which I offered S;; 
and at that time I stated that I sh 
offer it to puragraph 535 when it should be reached. I now 
deem my promise and statement to this committee, as we 


| seek to clear any possible confusion in the pending bill and | 


vent any possible injustice to a very deserving industry scat! 
all over the country. 


On Saturday evening when, in the consideration of paragy; 
S77, I had read from the desk a letter from one of the le 


Democrats and one of our leading and public-spirited cit 


from our section of the country which stated, in subsi 
that the harness and saddlery business of the border 


would be seriously injured by the free-trade provisions of 


i 


pending bill; that the largest manufacturing concern on a 
American continent was located at Winnipeg, ready noy 


looking forward to the passage of this provision for free ha 


and saddlery. This large concern in Winnipeg was mak 
organization and seeking the services of American tray: 
men to solicit for their business and take it 


ivy 
bling 


away from 
of the trade to Canada 


owl people, remoy the benefit 
of this provision in the bill would inevitably res 
depriving the American manufacturer along the border ot 
and a fair return in the harness and saddlery bu: 


American manufacturer obliged to many 


passare 


is use 


|} now on the dutiable list and which will remain on the d 


list under your bill and he pays his share of the taxes 
manner and ion many other ways for carrying on his bus 
and aiding in the support of our institutions. The foreign 
ufacturer would have exactly the same market, would ha 
good organization in taking it away from us, as the Ame) 
would have; and yet the foreigner would pay none of the | 
securing many of his materials without the taxes and b 
you place upon the competing American manufacturer. 

This good Democrat declared that such a provision 
a condition in the bill of his party was grossly unfair. I! 
with him, and I am unwilling to believe you are acq: 
with the situation or you would not permit such an inju 
Free trade in harnesses certainly will not help the T: 
It will not help tl 
sumer, the farmer, and the teamster will not get harness: 
cheaper, because any difference will be absorbed by thi 
who will push the goods where be can make the larg 
for himself. But it will injure a good many American 
who now pay their share of the expenses of the Gove 
by giving the competing foreigner free admission for his 
peting goods without his paying any expenses of our G 
ment, and giving them the same splendid market of our | 
who are obliged to bear the burdens. 


nial 
ana 


In addition, the harness and saddlery business is de} 
now by the development of the great automobile industi 
| this will be increasing as time goes on. If this ame 


passes, the letter of my good Democratic friend states 
would be necessary for many of the 
are now competing highly with each other to combine. 
out one to the other to reduce overhead expenses, and eli 
some competition among themselves, in order to meet t 
creased competition from Canada and over 
In other words, it will eliminate quite a number 
American business manufacturing concerns in order that 


small conce 


"nS 


across ft! 


of 


| remaining can be strong enough to compete with the !f 


concerns over across the border and over across the sea. 


| free trade does not help the consumer, it does help the fo: 


it does injure the small producer. It will result in eli: 
ing lines and in necessary combination in order to live 

The adoption of my amendment will prevent confusion, | 

injustice, protect American labor and employers, and ¢:! 
our own people first of all. [Applause on the Repu 
side. ] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, there is scarcely an it 
try among. the people I have the honor to represent on 
floor that is not seriously threatened by the provisions 0! 
bill. Woolgrowing sheep, cattle and horse raising, coal m 
potato raising, sugar-beet raising are all seriously endan: 
and now we have reached a manufacturing industry—t! 
making harnesses and saddles—which is placed in compet 
with all the world. 

Among the most promising of the small industries of my 8 
is that of the making of high-grade, handmade stock sad 
and harnesses. This industry, I think, was injured somew 
by the reduction of the rate in the Payne bill. If stock sacdie- 


Bit teil ye dates, 


and harness now go on the free list our handmade stock s1( 
and harness industries are very certain to be injurious!) 
fected by competition from Mexico, Canada, and Europe. 

Mr. Chairman, while this may seem a small matter, it |= 
The prosperity of 0 


fact a matter of great importance to us. 
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emall manufacturing industries touches me deeply. The other 


d in my temporary absence from the House the accidental 
eoutieman from Colorado, who lives in Denver, called attention 
t the fact that we had but few manufacturing industries in 
‘ State. I regret that fact, and I want to save this one. 


rhe gentleman from Colorado had the advantage of me because 
i was not here. Whether he is here now I do not know, for I 
never had the pleasure, so far as I recall, of meeting the gen- 
in. and I do not know what he looks like. I can only 
cine him as he described himself the other day in that 
«h. He painted a picture of himself as a Janus-faced com- 
e of Gambrinus and Carrie Nation, with, in the language 
heraldry, a stein rampant and hatchet passant, or en passant, 
our French friends would say. He adorned the picture by 
ting how artfully he had fooled 17,000 Prohibitionists in 
State out of their vote by temporarily holding the hatchet 
! nant and the stein passant. [Laughter.] Although the gen- 
an did refer to me in rather harsh terms, the sympathy I 
. for him is unmixed with any other emotion. 
| sympathize with him, for I realize how badly he must feel 
1 every industry of his grest and glorious State, her mines, 
farms, her forests, her mills, her factories, all threatened 
destruction by this measure, and he, tongue-tied with party 
paralysis, unable to rise here and defend any one of 
creat industries. I sympathize with him also because he 
ws to have confused an election to Congress with an appoint- 
t on the Interstate Commerce Commission; but if it be true, 
he modestly told you the other day, that he controls the de- 
that great commission—at least he assured us that 
were Kindell decisions—even though that be true, I sug- 
io him in the most friendly spirit that when the magnifi- 
potato industry of northern Colorado, the greatest in the 
d; her splendid sugar-beet industry, the largest in the 
United States; her great mining industries; her farming indus: 
when all of them are burdened under this bill and are 
yzed by it, he will not be able to fill the aching void that 
: left in the stomachs and pocketbooks of his constituents 
ailroad rate. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
e CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts 
“1 for five minutes. 
ir. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, 
e has consumed all its time? 
he CHAIRMAN, Yes. 
ETERS. Mr. Chairman, the boot and shoe industry 
ves to-day no help from the present tariff, and the provi- 
f the bill before us will prove an aid to the industry. 
fhe small rates on its finished product are of trifling assistance, 
ihe duties placed by the Payne bill on the materials which 
“o into the manufacture of shoes impose a heavy burden on the 
lustry. The provisions of this bill will place the boot and 
industry on a better industrial foundation than that on 
h it rests to-day. The bill, it is true, removes the duty of 
r cent and 15 per cent on various classes of boots and 
but it also follows out the policy which our party 
ed in framing this bill by placing on the free list the prin- 
articles which enter into the manufacture of shoes and 
tly reduces the rates of duty on many of the other articles 
this industry. The proposed act puts on the free list 
leather, grain, buff leather, patent leather, upper leather, and 
and reduces the duty on shoe knives and shoe laces, 
cotton thread, linen thread, and the other component 
parts which go into the manufacture of the shoe. 
lollowing is a table showing some of the materials which 
enter into the cost of making shoes on which there will be a 
initerial reduction in the rate of duty: 
Boots and shoes. 


s ol 


is 


I understand that the other 


es 


» | 
wy 


is} 


kins, 


( rin 


Rate of duty on ad 
valorem basis. 











Article, Under | 
Payne law Under 
(fiscal year! H. R. 3321. 
1912). 
| 
. sc — SC beds c dUNEE dope Vawbnbesduws cgbales ede eedbiéoscs Free. Free. 
: : reich ae be ed tats Be edicenuadkeidegs twovcde’ 5. 00 Free. 
ain, buff, and split NG 308 60 y m 7.50 Free. 
; ‘lent, ete., leather weighing not over 10 pounds per dozen 
f Pat Do 60 SURES ED SUD Eah odie chbeaben dnt cedd sedan: tna cies 29. 55 Free 
‘ a , @te., leather weighing over 10 and not over 25 
é pounds per dozen hides...........-....sssccececeessecee 24.99 Free 
7 : tent, etc., leather weighing over 25 pounds per dozen 
RIO, cons cece ei ake tt ed, sali ds caatisonece x: 25. 60 Free. 
caper RODEN GIS MUG, BE. ois os ca vinndacccesvscs secs 15.00 Free. 
SRO c3iok Saleh Fine hoo cd tisk « Siidse cSiducnn obead oi 15. 00 Free. 
eather Gut into shoe uppers or Vamps. ...........--....-- 15.00 Free. 
Shoe WO isin ccna ee fe 45.00 Free 
Coal, WUT BU So vce cs Sub dsbackeeCacieelecececcdeet 13. 66 Free. 
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Boots ond shoes—Con!inued 





Ra i { 
V 
Article. 1 
Pav 
co i i i 
_— 
| 
SU sHth  nuetedeteidninasendectdecndeccedcdeces a). OF 
ow TA decinwihnekutwaddausddcunceeakane 

Nails: 

di dinnniebetitnekeinddendiatesdacsieas 7.16 | 

SL thingubhinGahdekecddtetdtandcesutes ‘ . 1 ‘ I 
EARS ieee be da ailariancnguseeeions 1 ) | 
ee deo Lo. s cumbuhomaaene 14 
Ts awamdrnaann () 

Lumber for boxes...... i | 
I  aacaaseneas 4 
tele tc cmneadeacaadiawedwkn i ) 
oo) | aa ) 
Tannic acid and tannin.................... M 

el teeciibanmenaekencnectd ) ) 
SEG oddedancebendidedsiacddedescces saaehws 21.3 1.31 
chi dacaxedsctadaesectacenedesnccesece piesa } 
SLAM teh bleh abinzakeatmemianddidutattcsucnndaxes ] 
EELS 4 } 
ST dcttenddans tachakneindandetewedceanactes ) 
FEE I cee ) 
Tice tae cs nadukubenaaknnkeds ) 

TES cditideindatwaonucBdcdiundwieuceecds ) } 
RE SHR aE eS at ea pee ae , 60 

| ET TTD aoe co 

RODIN Sd sRascantadencnadeundesbudnedtsccusencess 60. OO , 
SEES LATE eae 60. 00 ) 
th Mri iveaidhdnwadddvebdacnsacadecesccsns ieeod 43 and 48 ) 
Eh ciaktasdth nchdahendadcactiwesaucscsnc 45.0) ) 

The shoe industry is one of the great industries of this eo 
try. My own State—Massachusetts—produces 46.1 per ce! 
the total output of shoes. It is an industry of which we may 
justly proud, and I am gratified that Massachuset has fw 
nished so large a part of the organization and the workingmen 
who have led in this great industry. The growth of 1! 
dustry is the strongest testimonial of the brains and energy of 
those who have created it. From a total output for the United 
States valued in 1899 at $290,047,087, it has grown until in 1910 
the output was valued at $515,797.042—a growth in a decade of 
76.8 per cent. That the shoe industry will be seriously affected 
by free shoes I do not believe. We have seen the effe t ad lower 
ing the duty in the Payne law. The duties on shoes were 
lowered in that act from 25 per cent to 10 and 15 per cent. The 
manufacturers protested at that time, yet there are no re { 
from that decreased duty from which we could infer that th 
industry is threatened with any injury by placing boots and 
shoes on the free iist, as is done in this bill. The last year of 
the 25 per cent duty there were importations of S104.000. and 
the next year when shoes were subject to the 10 and 15 
cent duty the importations were only a little greater. 

To-day, the very last year of which we have the returns, the 
importations are only valued at $216,000, and Turkish ) 
and other inexpensive slippers form the larger part of th 
The importations of shoes are but a trifle compared to the 
preduction of the industry. 

Each year we have shown the strengthening force in t 
organization and the capabilities which the shoe manufact 
have displayed. Five years ago the exportations were b 

| $11,469,559. They have increased each year until this | 

| year—1912—the exportations were over $16,009.002. TI 
shows the strength of the industry. Those exportations sare 
made in direct competition with the countries whose compe! 
tion in our market is most feared. We are sending sh 

only into neutral markets where they do not ma cture 
them, but we are sending shoes into markets where manufactur 
ing of shoes itself thrives. From 1908 to 1912 the exportation 
of shoes from this country to Austria-Hungary increased from 
$140,000 to $563,000. In addition to that, we paid a tariff duty 
of over 5 per cent. Into France the exportations increased in 
the last five years from $238,000 to $501,000 despite a duty of 
12.3 per cent. Into Germany, whose competition is most often 
now held up before us as something we should fear, our e 
portations increased from $589,000 in 1908 to $920,000 in 1912. 
and that despite the fact that we were paying a duty ot! 


per cent. 
To Italy our exportations increased voy $29,973 in 1908 to 


$383,932 in 1912, and we paid a duty of 9.5 per cent. Our ey 
ports to the United Kingdom have not aaelindd materia 
For Scotland and Ireland there has been a decrease of a! 
250,000 in the last four years, while for England there has 
been an increase of about an equal amount. Despite a duty of 
28.5 per cent which we pay, we have increased our exports to 
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Can om $1 
our iu 
tinn, Brazil, and Chile hay 
fr 


215,248 to $2,457,007 in 1912. In South America 
has been even more marked and exports to Argen- 


years respectively 


“rrg an 


e increased in five 


from $94,661 to $377,407; from $151,407 to $234,817, and from 
$28,196 to $171,502. Exports to all of South America have in- 
creased from $548,000 in 1908 to $1,192,000 in 1912. Re- 
moved from the restrictions which the tariff lays on his in- 
dustry the manufacturer should be able to meet his competi- 
tor on equal terms and not only retain his domestic market 
but extend his export sales to increased volume. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the considerable disparity in time I 
venture to ask unanimous consent that I may have three min- 


utes more 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 


unsnimous consent that he may have three minutes additional. 
Is there objection? 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, at the request of the chair- | 
man of the Ways and Means Committee [ withdraw the i 
quest. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. All time has expired. The question is on | 
the amendment offered by the 


STEVENS | 
‘ ‘ Ie 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. | 
Is there any further amendment—— 


Mr. MANN. What became of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was lost. 

Mr. MANN. It was disposed of? 

Mr. SWITZER. Was my amendment voted on? 


The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair was not 
in the chair when the amendment was voted on, but he is in- 
formed at the desk that it was voted on. 

Mr. MANN. I think it was not voted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Switzer]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next paragraph is 455. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, 

The Clerk read as 

Page 115, line “and mannit.” 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, mannit is produced in Sicily. It 
is used as a medicine by the Latin people. There is none pro- 
duced in this country, and I desire to have read in my time a 
letter from Langley & Michzels Co., San Francisco, explaining 
the necessity for putting mannit on the free list. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

REQUEST THAT MANNIT BH PLACED ON THE FREP LIST. 

San FRANCISCO, April 30, 1913. 
Honorable WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 


The Clerk will report the amendment. 
follows: 
11, strike out the period and insert 


The 
Co 


Je 


GONTLEMEN: Mannit has been commonly classified under the present 
Payne Act, Sehedule A, paragraph 65, as a chemical and medicinal 
substance, in the preparation of which alcohol is used, subject to 25 
per cent duty. It will therefore probably be considered under the 
general classification provided in paragraph 18 of the Underwood 


bill, namely, 10 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem, but this 
classification does not meet the properties of mannit, nor does any other 
classification cover it in the proposed bill. We therefore request 
that you place it on the free list with manna for the following reasons: 

Mannit is used for medicinal and industrial purposes. [It is a 
sugarlike substance crystallized from manna, which is the sap ex- 
tiacted from a tree grown principally in Sicily. Mannit is therefore 
a vegetable substance refined, but it does not contain aleoho!l and 
alcohol is not used in its preparation. Textbeoks state that alcohol 
is used In its preparation, but It is only done in very rare instances. 
Ninety-eight per cent of the entire production is refined simply by 
erystallizing from solution of manna in pure water. The mannit of 
commerce is all producec in Siciiy and Italy. None is produced or 
refined in the United States. The world’s production and supply 
does not exceed 165,000 pounds annually, but it has an important part 
in the health of the Latin races in Burope and South America, and alse 
in the United States. 

We understand that application was made to the Ways and Means 
Committee through the Italian Chamber of Commerce in New York 
by one of our foreign correspondents and producers to have mannit 
placed on the free list with manna, which latter has always been and 


still is on the free list. We heartily indorse this request, because 
mannit and manna are both used for the same purposes—as a sirup 


and laxative, principally among the Latin races. 

Manna is never over 40 per cent pure, balance belng molasses and 
gums without any medicinal properties. The only reason that manna 
is used instead of mannit in the United States is because it can be 
procured so much cheaper, being duty free. Mannit is better adapted 
to children and delicate women because of its purity, and for this 
reason is almost exclusively used in preference to manna in foreign 


countries. The American consumer should therefore also be able to 
procure the mannit more reasonably. Mannit could also be used 


in America for industrial as well as medicinal purposes, if obtainable 
without duty, 

The above reasons summarized show: 

1. Manna and mannit applicable for the same purposes. 

2. That it is possible to inerease foreign commerce without in any 
ise injuring home industry, on the contrary —— it. 

a 3. Public and humane policy to supply our people with the “ pure 
rug” 


w 


instead of the impure. 


4. Use of the more desirable 
has been improperly classified heretofore. 

We therefore join others in requesting that you place mannit 
the free list by having paragraph 548 of the Underwood bill, j 
of only “manna,” read “manna and mannit” free. 

Respectfully, 


product prohibitive, beeanse man: 


LANGLEY & MICHAELS « 

By C. F. MICHAELS, 
Vice Pre: 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment off; 
by the gentleman from California. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any further amendment to 
graph 545? If not, the next paragraph is 549, 

Mr. GOOD rose. 

Mr. MANN. I think there is some little discussion on 
Why not dispose of 552 before taking a recess, and th 
back? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If we can come to an agreement on 
I will rise and let debate come after. 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman after this a: 
ment is discussed I want to offer then another amendm 
this is not adopted. I was in hopes the gentleman from 
bama would be agreeable to it. 

Mr. MANN. That is on meat. Let us dispose of 552 
then go back to 549, and do it before the recess. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any amendment to 552? 

Mr. WILLIS. I have an amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is the gentleman willing to hay 
agreement for 15 minutes debate on all amendments pend 
5 minutes to go to this side? 

Mr. WILLIS. I would like to have four or five minute 

Mr. MANN. There is the gentleman from Ohio, the 
man from Wyoming, and the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GOOD. I have two amendments. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then the gentleman ean offer bot! 
them. 
Mr. GOOD. And if this is not adopted, when I offe: 


strike out this paragraph I want three minutes on that. 

Mr. MANN. Make it 18 minutes on this side. 

Mr. SWITZER. Does that include all amendments off. 

Mr. MANN. On meats. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask wnanimous consent that 
may be 30 minutes debate on this paragraph, 20 minutes | 
controlled by the gentleman from Illinois and 10 minut 
myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks u 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph 549 and 
amendments thereto shall close in 30 minutes, 20 minutes 
be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois and 10 minnt: 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNprrwoop]. Is there 


jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none and 
so ordered. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 


mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having : 
sumed the chair, Mr. Garretr of Tennessee, Chairman o! 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 1 
ported that that committee had had under considerati: 
bill H. R. 3321, and had directed him to report that it 
come to no resolution thereon. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cons 
that I may have five minutes to make a statement about s 
thing that is printed in the Recorp relative to myself that « 
not state correctly my attitude. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks w! 
meus consent to address the House for five minutes. 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
sachusetts [Mr. GREENE] in the Recorp of May 3, on pag 
inserted a letter or a statement from Mr. Walter H. Lane 
shaw, of New Bedford, Mass., which contains the fol! 
statement: 

There is certainly not over 15 per cent of our products in this « 


Is tl 


MI 


that is on fancy and figured work. A large portion is made in 

Bedford, and plants have been equipped to do this work, and th: 

consideration shown for the increased cost in adjusting the rate ot | 

as compared with other classes is singular considering Chairman UU)" Z 

woop’s significant remark, when asked by a Congressman from (thls & 

district te give New Bedford more consideration, He said, “ New °° 3 

ford mills are rich; they can stand it.” 2 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not reflect on the gentleman fro” i 

Massacuusetts [Mr. Greene], because I suppose he did 10! : 

notice this when he put it in the Recorp. That statement W*> 


It was denied in these 
I simply want te 


published in some New England papers. 
papers before this letter reached here. 











(915. 


Itecorp to show that there is absolutely no truth in the assertion, 
and that I never made such a statement anywhere at any time, 
[ want the Recorp to show its falsehood. 
RECESS 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
take a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 

rhe motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 45 
minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


the House 


EVENING SESSION. 

At S o'clock p. m., the recess having expired, the House was 
called to order by the Speaker. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
33: the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8321) to reduce tariff duties and to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. Garretr of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose before recess, 
paragraph 549 was under discussion, and an agreement had been 
entered into whereby there was to be 20 minutes’ debate, 10 
minutes to be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] and 10 minutes by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. GOOD. 
ported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After word “ section,”’ line 18, page 115, add: 

“Provided, hewever, That none of the foregoing meats shall im- 

rted into the United States from any foreign country unless and until 


I : ; - : 

the President, after due investigation, has found and proclaimed that 
the Government of any such foreign country has established and is 
l 
1 


An amendment was pending which was not re- 


amendment 


} 
ve 


maintaining a system of meat inspection which is the substantial equiva- 
ent and is as efficient as the system established and maintained by the 
of the United States in the Department of Agriculture; and espe 
clally that the system of such foreign country provides for the exam!l- 


iws 


nation of all cattle, sheep, swine, and goats before they are allowed to 
enter into any slaughtering, packing, meat canning, rendering, or simi- 


lar establishment in which they are to be slaughtered and the meat or 
n products thereof are to be used for food: And provided further, 
That no meat imported into the United States from any foreign country 
shall be sold in the United States until it is examined and inspected, 
after arrival and before sale, by inspectors appointed by the Secretary 
of Agriculture; and the provisions of an act making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, 
relating to post-mortem examinations and inspections of the carcasses 
and parts thereof of cattle, sheep, swine, and goats are hereby made 
applicable to carcasses, parts thereof, and meats so imported into the 
United States frem any such foreign country.” 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goon] 
nized for five minutes. 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I am in hopes that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means will accept this 
amendment. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I have no doubt he will do it. 

Mr. GOOD. The amendment simply provides that no meats 
shall be imported under this act until the country that exports 
the same shall have adopted a meat-inspection law at least as 
efficient as our own. 

The act making appropriations for the support of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, 
provided for a very efficient meat inspection—not only a post- 
mortem examination but an ante-mortem examination. Under 
the provisions of that law it is necessary to-day for every pack- 
ing house to have a meat inspector, who shall inspect every 
animal that is brought there for slaughter, and those that are 
rejected are required to be kept separate. They are slaughtered, 
and the meat is again inspected, and even those carcasses that 
pass the first examination are reinspected. 

But, mind you, the quarantine laws do not apply to fresh 
meats. They apply only to live animals. 

Now, what is the proposition here? The proposition is to 
take off the duty of 1} cents a pound on meats and to allow all 
eats from all the countries of the world to come in our market 
free, uninspected, without any inspection except the inspection 
that 1S provided for in the pure-food law, and that inspection 
Simply provides that the Secretary of Agriculture shall find 
that some inspector has made a report and states that some 
inspection has been made and that there has been added no 


i> 


ret 


| yet 
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substance injurious to health. There ) 
gard to meats that are tubereular, or anvth 
of an examination and real inspection being 


eating imported meats would know 
were injurious to health or not. 
Now, I submit that in legislating in the inte 


whether 


cs tl \ 
ican people, it is just as important that our people 
have diseased meats from Argentina, as it is that they 
be served with diseased meats by our own packer = 
“big four” have their packing houses in Buenos Aires 


& Co., Swift & Co., the S. S. Co., Morris & Co., 
are building factories there, and under the prov 


\\ 
N aly 
he Ay 
shall no 
o-d iV the 
Armour 


and even Cudahy, 


isions of this bi 


they can bring their meats in free of duty and without a post 
mortem or ante-mortem examination. How sre we to know 
whether or not the meats we shall eat which \ be imported 
from South America are wholesome? If it was ess to 
have an ante-mortem examination when Congress passed t] 

appropriation act, so far as our own meats are concerned, is 

not doubly important that now, when we are allowing fre¢ 
meats to come into open competition with meats, ther 
should be an ante-mortem as well as a post-mortem exami! Ol 
at foreign slaughtering plants exporting foreign meats to th 


United States? 
I have studied the provisions of the law 
1908, and I do not see how that law could 


tl 


be 


i 


we 


mpro 


passe 


ed 


It seems to me that every safeguard was thrown around th 


meat-inspection law for the benefit of the Ame 


‘Tl 


in ¢ 


on 


Sut with one stroke of the pen, by writing in this bill 
meats, uninspected,” we throw that law and all of its provision 


to the winds, and the American farmer and the 


rie 


“TI 


¢y 


inde 


pendent packer are obliged to compete in the sale of their prod- 


uct with meats made from eattle that are suffer 
meats of cattle that have been rejected and e 
into this country as live cattle 

We have a very effective remedy 


in the pi 


7 


dn 


American 

. with dise 
it be} 

ation of 


duty of 14 cents a pound regulates the impor 
meats that have not been inspected, that are frozen and sent to 


the market of the world. When such meats 
this country as chilled meats they have to 
cents a pound, and that has 
South America that 

Mr. MOORE. Would 
equaliy to bread, biscuits, 
in uninspected? 

Mr. GOOD. Ido not think so. As I 
law affecting those articles excepting 
here we have altogether a different 


as a bar 


served 
is not inspected 
not the 


wafers, 


gentleman's 


and so 


fort 


unders 
the 


subject t 


are 
pay 


pure 


t 
t 


rol 


ae 


these 


imported into 


dl 


the 


the 


that 


the inspection of meats has become a very important 


of the most important in the Department of Agricult 


uty 
beef 


lment 


W 


While in every packing plant we have our inspectors, a1 


beef must be rigidly inspected, post mortem 

the meat from Argentina to have no 
Is this in the interest of the neric 
fair? 


is 


Al 


cons 


for the 


reafter 


ign comme 


p 
re 


irpose of preventing t 


h inafter provided 


ree, as 


or i 

prod 

unfit for human food, the Secretary of Agric 
may cause to be made, by inspectors appointed vt 
examination and inspection of all ttle, sheep, swin 
they shall be allowed to enter into any 
canning, rendering, or similar establishment in 
slaughtered and the meat and meat food 
used in interstate or f¢ reign commerce: a 
and goats found on such inspection to show sympt 
be set apart and slaughtered ] 





“it 


prod ts 
ne | 


separately from all 
swine, or goats, and when so slaughtered the carc 
sheep, swine, or goats shall be subject to 
inspection, all as provided by the rules 
scribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, as herein 

That for the purposes hereinbefore set forth th 
culture shall cause to be made by appolr 
as hereinafter provided, a post-mortem nation 
the carcasses ang parts thereof of all cattle, sheep 
be prepared for human consumption at any it 
salting, packing, rendering, or similar estab 
Territory, or the District of 


a caret 


inspect 


exam 


Columbia for tran 
articles of interstate or foreign com ree; and the 
thereof of all such animals found to be sound, he 
and fit for human food shall be marked, stamped, 
as “Inspected and passed"; and said inspectors 


< 


thereof of animals found to be unsound, unhealthfu 
otherwise unfit for human food; and all carcasse 

thus inspected and condemned shall be destroyed fo 
the said establishment in the presence of 


condemn 
first 
carcasses 


the 


such 
said 
said 
inspection 
or in any 


ment which fails to so destroy 
thereof, and said inspectors, 
they deem it necessary, reinspect 
determine whether since the first 
unsound, unhealthful, unwholesome, 


any 
after 


which are unsound, unhealthful. unwholesor 


siaughterino 


whi 


and regul 


t 


shall I: 
stamp, or tag as “ Inspected and condemned” all care: 


l, 


r 


an inspe« 
retary of Agriculture may remove inspectors from any such estab! 


d 


inspection 


same 
way 


sna ite 


t ' 
n in 


ri 


ition 


althful, 


unwl 
nd pa 
food 
yr, ar 


care: 


parts 
hs 
untit 


any 
or 


1 
im 


Trott 


tion 

roats tf 
nning 
state 


sale 


$3 and pat 


wh 
ol 


ibel, 


isses and 


] 
ol 


rts t 


purpos 
the 


shall, 


pat 


whe 


thereof to 


ive 
for 


food, and if any carcass or any part thereof shall, upon exam! 
and inspection subsequent to the first examination and inspection, be 


found to be unsound, unhealthful, unwholesome, 


or 


othe 


rw 


bec 


mn 


bumat 


ation 


unht 
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for nan food, it shall be destroyed for food purposes by the said 
! nt in the presence of an inspector, and the Secretary of 
e may remove inspectors from any establishment which fails 
to destroy any such condemned carcass or part thereof 
The for ing provisions shall apply to all carcasses or parts of car- 
‘ if cattle, sheep, swine, and goats, or the meat or meat products 
thereof wh may be brought into any slaughtering, meat-canning, 
saiting, packing, renderine, or similar establishment, and such examl- 
nation and inspection I be had before the said carcasses or parts 
thereof ill be allowed to enter into any department wherein the | 
an re to be treated and prepared for meat food products; and the | 
foregolr provisions shall also apply to all such products which, after 
having |! n issued from any slaughtering, meat-canning, salting, pack 
ing, rendering, or similar establishment, shall be returned to the same 
or to any similar establishment where such inspection is maintained. pe 


Mr. SLOAN, Is it not your purpose to place the foreigner on 
the same basis with the American producer in this bill, so far 
as the restrictions of inspection are concerned, 

Mr. GOOD. That is the object—to be fair. 

Mr. SLOAN. Does not the gentleman know that this bill, 
from the beginning to the end, is in the interest of the foreign 

oo 
producer and against the American? And why should he ask 
the opportunity for equality in this particular that is not 
granted in any other particular in this bill? 

Mr. GOOD. I thought that inasmuch as this provision affects 
the public health of the great American people, they on that 
side would be willing to put this amendment through. 

Mr. SLOAN. But do you really expect it from the party in 
charge of this bill? What is your expectation about that? 

Mr.GOOD. No doubt the chairman of the committee in charge 
of this bill will accept this provision. At least, I hope he will. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, under general leave and follow- 
ing up the argument of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop], 
I submit the following letter from a large Philadelphia con- 
cern relating to the placing of biscuits, bread, and wafers on 
the free list: 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., May 3, 19138. 
Hon. J. HAMPTON Moore, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: You are, of course, aware that the present tariff duties 
on imported biscuits are as follows: 

tiscuits, bread, wafers, cakes, and other baked articles when sweet- 
ened with sugar, honey, molasses, or other similar material, the selling 
price of which biscuit is based at 15 cents per pound or less, the present 
duty is 3 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Some articles valued at more than 15 cents per pound the present 
duty is 50 per cent ad valorem, 7 

Biscuits, wafers, cakes, etc., not otherwise mentioned the present 
duty is 20 per cent ad valorem. 

This indicates that every kind of sweetened biscuit imported from a 
foreign country pays a duty based upon its valuation. 

Under the new tariff bill now being considered for revision at 
Washington, Schedule G, item 203, reads “ biscuits, wafers, etc., com- 
bined with chocolate, nuts, fruit, or confectionery of any kind, and 
without regard to the component material of chief value, 25 per cent 
ad valorem.” 

ITEM NO, 430. 


“ Biscuits, cakes, etc., not especially provided for in this section will 
be admitted free of duty.” 

This practically means that Schedule G, item 203, will resukt in a 
decrease in the duty of more than 25 per cent. 

Item No. 430 will involve a decrease in duty of over 29 per cent. 

We have it upon reliable authority that the most skilled bakers in 
foreign countries do not receive on an average over $7.50 per week, and 
that a great many bakers are working at a wage of from $5 to $6 per 
week 

Compared with this wage schedule the best bakers in this country, 
as you know, receive from $15 to $30 per week, and this enormous 
difference in the wages would impose a severe handicap upen any 
American manufacturer. 

Should this reduction in tariff come about it will make it compara- 
tively easy for a fereign manufacturer to come in and compete with us, 
a since they have a very much lower wage schedule than we 

ave. 

As you perhaps know, we have large manufacturing establishments in 
each of the following cities: Boston, Mass.; Chicago, Ill.; Kansas City, 
Mo. : Omaha, Nebr. ; Chelsea, Mass. ; St. Louis, Mo. ; Minneapolis, Minn. ; 
and Dallas, Tex.; employing many thousand people, and should the pro- 
posed reduction come about it would naturally throw a great many of 
these people out of employment, or in any event, of course, would force 
very heavy reductions in salaries paid in order to meet such competi- 
tion. 

We particularly bring your attention to the fact that the value of 
imported biscuit consumed in the United States is very small, and the 
effect of the reduction in tariff would be but of little benefit to the 
general public, while on the other hand American biscuit manufac- 
turers are placing goods on the market annually to the value of about 
$100,000,000. 

We feel that the existing schedule of tariff on biscuit products is en- 
tirely satisfactory, and we sincerely hope that the present schedule be 
maintained, and we earnestly solicit your cooperation and efforts to see 
that no change is made. 

Thanking you for your attention and consideration, we are, 

Yours, very truly, 





Loose-WILes Biscuit Co. 


Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Writs]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I had an amendment which I 
expected to introduce, but it embodies substantially the pro- 
visions of the amendment introduced by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Goon], and I therefore wish to speak in favor of his 
amendment and shall not introduce the one I had in mind, 





It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment js of 
tremendous importance. It is not a matter that goes to 
question of a protective tariff or a revenue tariff, but it 
simply to the question of the maintenance of the publie hi 

My attention was most forcibly called to this situation 
long since by a discussion which I saw in one of our lead 
agricultural papers, which article I shall insert in the R 
The article, in full, is as follows: 

FREB MEATS, 
In connection with the effort now being made to encourage t 
r ts by removing the dnty therefrom it will be w 





ition of mea 
the public to stop and consider the influence such a change micht 
upon the health of our people. In the United States to-day w 
the most rigid and effective system of meat inspection that is 
tained in the world. It is admittedly the most thorough, and ha 








rought to its present high standard of efficiency at an enormon 
to the Nation and its live-stock producers. The Federal appro 
for our meat inspection is annually $3,200,000. In addition to t! 


States and cities spend another million. Then there is annual! 
demned in Federal plants $3,000,000 worth of meats, the latt 
being borne by the stockmen. Without considering the meat 
demned by State and city inspectors, we find the cost of our 1 
spection to be $7,200,000 annually. All this is for the prot 
the public health, and the money is well expended. 

Now it is suggested that by placing meats on the “ free lis! 





| would import large quantities of meat from Canada, Mexico, « 


South America, Australia, and New Zealand. With the exeent! 
Canada, not one of these countries bas what could be called a 
of meat inspection, and most of them have no inspection 
Canada had none until about three years ago, and even yet 
tem is not comparable with that in forée here. Where any of 
countries maintain inspection it is largely a faree, kept up { 
issuance of certificates so as to facilitate the export of meats. 

The law under which our meats are inspected does not cov: 
ported meat, and the inspection of such meats is provided for on 
the pure food and drug act, under direction of the Bureau of ¢ 
istry. This bureau requires imported meat to be accompanied i 
certificate of inspection, but it accepts certificates from countri : 
ing no adequate system of inspection. In fact, none of thes 
tries can supply a certificate of inspection that is worth anythi 
a guaranty of the purity of the meat. Under existing regu 
this meat is inspected on arrival here, but this inspection is o1 
determine its state of preservation. Inspection of the meat itse!{ 
determine nothing else. We are therefore without any adequat 
covering the inspection of imported meats, and in the abser 
such a law, under free trade, this country will become the dum, 
ground for the diseased and filthy meats of the world. 

What we most need is an amendment of the meat-inspection 
1906 so as to require that meat can not be imported except 
countries which maintain a standard of inspection equal to t! 
force in this country. Such an amendment must give our m 
spectors full authority to keep close supervision over the syst 
force in other conntries. 

Germany excludes foreign meat not by a tariff but through s: 
regulations that no country can comply with. We do not 
such measures, but the American people have a right to ins! 
imported meats shall carry the same freedom from disease 
demanded from our own meats, 

In this ably written article attention is called to the fact 
our meat-inspection service is now costing us something 
$3,200,000 per annum. As the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. G 
has lucidly explained, we have a splendid inspection sei 
Our meat inspection is not simply inspection of the carcass, ! 
it is an inspection of the live animal. I venture to say tl 
is not possible to have a satisfactory meat inspection 
that inspection is limited simply to the meat. There m 
an inspection of the animal before it is slaughtered. 


In this country not only is the Government now sj Y 
$3.200,000 per annum, but in addition to that last year there \ 


condemned as unfit for food the carcasses of slaughtered 
mals worth $3,000,000, which loss was borne, uncomplaii 

by the stockmen of this country. And yet we are proposing 
say by this bill, by this provision in it, that the stockmen 
the Argentine, New Zealand, and elsewhere shall be allowed 
to send in their meats free of duty and practically withoul 
inspection. If this bill shall pass, undoubtedly there wil! be 
large importations of meat from Canada, from New Z 

from Mexico, from Central America, perhaps, and cer! 

from South America; and so far as I am informed tiiere is i 
not one of those countries, with the possible exception 

Canada, that has any meat-inspection law worthy of the | 

and the Canadian meat-inspection law is not at all satisfactory. 

So far as I am informed there is absolutely no inspection in 
Argentina, New Zealand, or any of those places. As the + 
tleman from Iowa has pointed out, the only thing upon w! 
we would have to rely would be the provisions of the 
food and drugs act. under the authority of the Bureau of © 
istry and all that bureau can do is to inspect the meat to 4 
mine whether or not improper preservatives are used. 11° 
can tell nothing about the health of the animals. They ©. a 
simply tell whether the meat appears to be in proper condi(io2 x 
for food, and whether or not it is decomposed, but the) 
not tell anything about the health of the animal. 

It seems to me that this is a matter clearly above the rance 
of politics; that it is a matter that pertains to the public he: (4. 
As I said, we have a splendid meat-inspection service. We o& 


Y he aby Megs 
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1 it and we ought to have had the law long ago. It was | for the laws of the country up to this tiie for the t 20 vears. 
put on the statute book by the Republican Party. Now | because they have been in control of the Go 






aye the law and it is in successful operation at a tremen- | have not. and every word that has been said on t e 
expense to the Government of the United States and to} in the last 20 minutes, if it were true—that wi : 
rious States and cities who have their own inspection law, come in now and endanger public health n 
der to do what? Not to protect any industry; it is not a | »gainst the Republican Party for not protectil the 

m of the tariff, but to protect the public health and to} the American people. [Applause on the D s 

the lives of the people that are to eat this meat. If we | But, fortunate ly for them, the indictment th } } , 
| pass this bill without the amendment proposed by the against themselves is not true They have ovet ked \ 
man from Iowa, we should simply open the gates so that | that this side of the House helped them put 1 th e 
ockmen of New Zealand and Canada and Mexico and the | books some years ago, known as the pure-food . ‘ 

ne can send their meat in here absolutely duty free and | try. Section 11 of that act provid 

t inspection. I do not believe that the gentlemen who | Meat and food products imported into the 1 i s . 
red this bill intended that that should be done, but obvi- aan pl s oe ee of off al inspe ' ) 
that is the effect of the provisions of the bill. I do not |} jays aon cari condones fee eo le : atk tema hae 
. that that aspect of it has been called to the committee's | identify it as covered by the certificate. which 

on, and therefore I hope that the amendment that has | pany or be attached to the invoice on ic he « 


ffered by the gentleman from Iowa will be accepted by Therefore, unless there is a certificate 





mittee and written into the law in the interest of the | shipment of meat into the country to-day, wi ul Ct is ta l 
of the people of the United States. or untaxed, the Secretary of Agriculture can prohibit its entry 
MANN. Me. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- | into the United States unless he is satisfied that it w not be 

from Wyoming [Mr. MonpDeLL]. injurious to health. That being true, I think it is abselutels 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, sometime ago I introduced | unnecessary for us to debute an amendment it really is t 
the beginning of this Congress prohibiting the importa- | germane to this bill and has not had eareful cons 

f fresh and cured meats into the United States unless | is offered here in a perfunctory manner, without opporti y 


rovision was made at the point of slaughter and prepara- | for the committee to consider it. 














bstantially in conformity with the provisions of the meat- No gentleman on that side of the House a; peared before the 
on law of the United States. I have prepared an | Committee on Ways and Means, which announced ove 
iment which I intended to and I think I shall still offer | years ago that we intended to put meat on the free t, to ask 
» proper time, on page 204, as a separate paragraph follow- | us to protect the health of the American people, ' 1 the . 
bsection 1 of section 8, which prohibits the importation | now complaining about, although some of the distinguished 
t cattle and hides from any foreign country until such | gentlemen who have been involved in this dehate , red 
3 the Secretary shall officially determine and give public | before the committee and asked us to protect certain interests 
that such importation will not tend to the spread of | in their own States from competition from abroad 
diseases among the cattle of the country. Mr. MONDELL Mr, Chairman, will the gent in y 1? 
seems to me that perhaps that is a proper place in the Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wil! vield for a question 
ran amendment of that sort. Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman did not intend to say that 
it I do hope that the amendment offered by the gentleman | he was reading from the law a moment ago. did | 
f Iowa will be adopted at this time and place. If it is Mr. UNDERWOOD. The pure-food laws, with rules and 
be unnecessary for me to offer the amendment that I | regulations. 
prepared. But in case the gentlemen conclude that they Mr. MONDELL. Oh, he was reading a regulation 
e not had time to examine the matter carefully, and there- Mr. UNDERWOOD. That accompanies the law 
‘can not accept it at this time, I hope before we reach the Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will read the law. he will 
( r section that they will have given the matter some atten- | find that regulation could not be enforced in that form If any 
{ and will realize its importance and will accept the amend- | one resisted it. 
t then if they do not accept the amendment now offered. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, the gentleman now not on 
is of the very greatest importance, if we are to bave the | indicts his own side, as he did a few moments ago, but he 
importation of meats in the United States—and I am not proceeding to indict the law he pnt on the statute books himse 
rr of that, but the majority has wilted it and I suppose Mr. MONDELL. Does not the gentleman make a distinction 
it will be done—if we are to have free importation from all | petween a law and a regulation? 
the world it is not asking too much of foreigners to ask that Mr. UNDERWOOD. Your Secretary of Agri er 


they shull have the meats they send as carefully and thoroughly | distinguished Secretary of Agriculture, from the S ae af the 
ected as the American must have his meats inspected at the 


gentleman from Iowa who has just made this indic ent, is the 
» of slaughter here at home. 


man who wrote this regulation. 


it is an amendment in the interest of the health of the Ameri- Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
people. Gentlemen on the other side have from time to time Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not now. I will say this to t) 
ed that the sole motive that had actuated them in the | gentieman: Of course, I understand that this propositi: 
preparation of this bill was the welfare of the people. Assum- | jntroduced to try and create an issue. You do not dare stand 


ng, for the sake of argument, that that is so, they certainly 


and say you are not in favor of free meat to the 
ean not desire to expose the people of the country, and par- 


people, but you are trying to create a side issue 


ticularly the people in the crowded, congested districts of the The distingnished Secretary of Agriculture f ) tl 

great cities, to the dangers that will beset them from Argen- | fowa wrote this reculation in conformity with what he be 

t and Australia, where they can slaughter animals that sre | pe was authorized to do by the law whieh von ena , “a 
diseased and ship them here with no examination but that | wi}| sav te you that we de not propose at this lat wir to 
provided for under the pure food and drugs aet. tempt to revise a law without careful considet 


4 


_ As the gentleman from Towa [Mr. Goop] and the gentleman | Pemocratic Party will have your law carefully 
from Ohio [Mr. Wiinis] have clearly explained, that examina- |. Pemocratic Secretary of Agriculture, who 


tion in the very nature of things can not be sufficiently efficient | stands his business, and if it is necessary to pro 
to be amply protective of the health of the people. Meats from | of the American- people. the Democratic Party w rite a 
tubercular cattle, after they have been cooled and chilled on the statute books that protects them. Mr. Ch n, I 

(| preserved—if they are preserved—retain no trace whatever | for a vote. 
of the diseased character of the meat. The only way in which The CHAIRMAN. The question ts on the : Iment offered 
we can be protected from these great dangers is by the form of | py the centleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] 
Inspection that we require in our own country, and I call upon | ~ phe question was taken, and the Chair announced 


the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprrwoop] and his col- ayes appeared to have it. 
leagues, if they insist upon putting these articles on the free| “wre GOOD. Mr. Chairman. T demand tellers 
ist, that they provide that they shall be shipped here in a pure The CHAIRMAN. As many as are in favor of 
and healthful state. vote by tellers will rise and stand unti} « ed 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming | ing.] Not 2 sufficient number. and tellers are 1 ed 
has expired. So the amendment was rejected 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, meat may be more dan- Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend: I 1 ) 
; serous to health when untaxed than when it is taxed, but | strike out the paragraph. 
4 People usually do not consider it so. There was $816,958 worth Mr. MANN. I yield the gentleman three 1 ites 
of meat imported into the United States last year that paid a Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, it is evident that that side e 
tax. The gentlemen on that side of the House are responsible | House is not interested in any provision that provides for the 
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of the American people. [Laughter on the Democratic 
The only interest that appeals to that side of the House 
is the question of prices. When you touch the question of the 
high cost of living in this bill you have touched the point that 
appeals to the gentleman from Alabama. This Democratic cir- 
cular which I called attention to the other night [laughter on 
the Democratic side] has a great many items in it that refer 
to the meat schedule. Why, what did the circular do? It led 
the voters to believe that the Payne law increased the tariff on 
fresh meats. On the contrary, the Payne law reduced the tariff 
on fresh meat 25 per cent. 

Now listen to this Democratic logic. They say that the reduc- 
tion of 25 per cent in the tariff on fresh meats was followed by 
an increase in the price to the consumer of 150 per cent. Now, 
I would like to ask the gentleman if a decrease of 25 per cent 
in the Payne law on fresh meats increased the price to the 
consumer 150 per cent, how much will it increase the price to 
the consumer by striking the tariff all off? [Applause on the 
Republican side.] But this whole proposition is false. It is 
also amusing, about as amusing as a little incident I heard the 
other day of a church congregation that had an economic craze. 
The church wanted to buy a new hymn book, and a man 
came around and said he would give them hymn books free if 
they would let his firm print an advertisement in it. They said 
all right, and in due time the books came, and the first Sunday 
morning after the hymn books arrived the choir rose in its place 
and sang: 


CONGRESSIONAL 


health 


side | 


Hark! the heavenly angels sing, 
‘“‘Beecham’'s pills are just the thing! 
Peace on earth and mercy mild, 
Two for a man, one for a child.” 

[Laughter.] 

The congregation repudiated the hymn book, and the people 
of the United States will repudiate the tariff bill, written on a 
platform such as the one you present to the American people. 
{Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama re- 
ferred to the pure-food law and, addressing this side of the 
House, referred to it as “ your law.” He never uttered a truer 
utterance. It was the Republicans who wrote the pure-food 
law upon the statute books without much help from the other 
side of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. MANN. 


We gave you our votes, that is all. 
No; you did not give us all the votes by any 


means. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Practically all. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this bill puts sheep upon the 


dutiable list at 10 per cent; it puts mutton upon the dutiable 
list. If you kill a sheep you can bring in the wool free, you 
can bring in the mutton free, you can bring in the blood free, 
you can bring in the bones free, you can bring in the intestines 
and their contents free, you can bring in the hoofs free, you can 
bring in the skin free, you can bring in the tallow free, you can 
bring in the horns free; I do not know whether there is a tariff 
on the bleat or not, but there is nothing else that is not free 
after the animal is slaughtered, and yet you propose to put a 
tariff upon the live animal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further amendments to 
paragraph 549? If not, the next paragraph is 552. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


- 


552. Milk and cream, including milk or cream preserved or condensed, 
or sterilized by heating or other processes, and sugar of milk. 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


"2 
“vo, 


Page 115, line 
of the paragraph. 


Mr. MOORE. 


after the word “ cream,” strike out the remainder 


Mr. Chairman, President Wilson in his cele- 


brated address from “the throne” declared against “ hot- 
houses” and any “artificial arrangement” by which we may 


progress in this country, and the committee in the formation of 
this bill in paragraph 553, “‘ mineral salts obtained by evapora- 
tion,” and so forth, has lived up to the President’s philosophy. 
It provides, with reference to mineral salts, which are used in 
many instances by and for the sick, that an authenticated cer- 
tificate shall be produced and satisfactory proof had that they, 
the mineral salts, are “in no way artificially prepared.” 

Thus the conimittee and President Wilson agree in regard to 
“ artifice” in a constructive work of this kind. Paragraph 552, 
preceding the one referred to, puts “milk and cream” on the 
free list and provides that they shall be admitted free, “ in- 
cluding milk or cream preserved or condensed or sterilized by 
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heating or other processes, and sugar of milk.” In other word 
milk and cream which are produced from the cows of ( 
many, Holland, Canada, or elsewhere may be condensed 
sterilized and put into cans, if you please, by those artifices 
presumed to be superior to ours and transported across | 
water and sold to the consumers of the United States. pP 
apart from the inconsistency shown in these two paragraphs 
which are in juxtaposition here, is the fact that we cond 
and sterilize milk in the United States. We are amply ble 
do the work here, and we do it successfully and as well as 
can be done in Holland, in Germany, or England, or Canada. 
Whether the philosophy of the President has slipped a cog 0) 
not, we ought to permit the American condenser and sterilize, 
of milk to do business here at the same old stand. It would 
give us milk a little fresher, it would give us a better chance 
against deterioration, and it would aid us in the matter of ;) 
food. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there 
paragraph 552? [After a pause.] 
ments to 553? [After a pause.] 
ments to paragraph 557? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes, Mr. Chairman. I offer this amendm: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania {[\My, 
Moore] offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 116, lines 16 and 17 and 18, strike out the paragraph w 
reads as follows: 


“Moss, seaweeds, and vegetable substances, crude or unmanufact }. 
not otherwise specially provided for in this section.” 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, a large number of men are « 
gaged, along the Atlantic seaboard, at least, for I have see 
many of them, gathering seaweeds and moss and vegetable sul 
stances during the summer time. They find a use for it in 
holstery and other industries, In this occupation, which | 
grown rapidly in recent years, a large number of men obta 
livelihood. In this bill it is proposed to put moss, seaweeds, 
and vegetable substances on the free list, thus enabling those in 
foreign countries to send it here in competition with those wh 
gather it here. If we refer to paragraph 383 in this bil! we 
find there is a protection of 10 per cent guaranteed to (! 
manufacturers of seaweed, moss, and vegetable substance 
brought in from other countries. As the tariff now stands, it 
is an inducement for those on the other side to send materia 


any further amendments 
If not, are there any am 
If not, are there any amend- 


a 





here. The manufacturer is protected, but the producer of 
raw material is not. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorr]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further amendments to 
paragraph 557? [After a pause.] If not, are there any amend- 
ments to paragraph 559? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [fMr. Green} 


offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 116, strike out paragraph 559, which reads as follows: 

“559. Cut nails and cut spikes of iron or steel, horseshoe nails . 
nails, and all other wrought iron or steel nails not specially provided 
for in this section; wire staples, wire nails made of wrought iron or 
steel, spikes, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, of iron or stecl, and cut tacks, 
brads, or sprigs.” 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the para- 
graphs in this bill, or one of its provisions, which can do no one 
any good, which loses the Government some revenue, and harms 
a great many. I know of no object for its introduction, except 
some people claim that it might reduce the price to the con- 
sumer. It will not. Cut nails and cut spikes, horseshoe n 
wire nails, and wire staples are so cheap now that any reduc- 
tion might be made in the wholesale price, and which would 
be free as a result of this provision, would not result in a re- 
duction of price to the consumer. 

But this is not the chief objection to this section. It is a repe- 
tition of what has been running all through this bill—a pro- 
vision putting the tariff on the partly finished product, as was cou- 
tained in the metal schedules, where all the articles out of which 
these articles are made are on the dutiable list, and the finished 
product described in this paragraph is made free of duty. ., 

It seems to have been especially invented in order to benefit 
the Steel Trust, which controls the material out of which tlicse i 
articles are made, and to drive out the small manufacturers. 

It is a special invitation to every small manufacturer in these 
lines to move his plant over into Canada, where he can get [lis 
material without being subject to so many restrictions, or (0 


i taba nat 


f 
.- 
























1913. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1165 





transfer his plant to some other country and then ship ui | eeathinds it in the same place. [Applause on the Democratic 


product in here free of duty. | side. ] 
Now, what defense can there be for a provision like this? Now, on the olive oil that is used for food, the Republicans 
What excuse has been given anywhere along the line for para- | left a tax which equals 40 per cent ad valorem, and we have 


craphs of this kind? Gentlemen on that side have sat still be- | reduced that to 20 per cent ad valorem. Under these ctreum 
cause they had no reason to give, and gave no excuse that would | stances I can not see the force of the gentleman's argumet 


iustify it. [Applause on the Republican side. ] [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

“ The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-| Mr. MANN. The other people see it. 

ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green]. The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. | ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further amendments to| The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

paragraph 559? If not, are there any amendments to para- Mr. KAHN rose. 

graph 567? The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. KAHN] offers an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the Inst word 

offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that debate 
The Clerk read as follows: | on this paragraph may close in five minutes. 
On page 117, limes 18 and 19, after the word “bean” in line 18, | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks mani 


strike out the words “ and olive oil rendered unfit for use as food or for | mous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amendments 
ut mechanical or manufacturing purposes. thereto be closed in five minutes. Is there objection? 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, this is an object lesson in There wns no objection. 








Democratic consistency, and I introduce the amendment very Mr. KAHN. I notice, on page 118, line 1, the words 

largely for the purpose of awakening the Democratic con- And also spermaceti, whale, or other fish oils of American fisheris 

science : . “ . 

] i y i : ~ariier par E > bil age { aragraph 4 hale 
Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. What is that? [Laughter.] In an earlier part of the bill, page 9, paragraph 45, wha 


oil is to come in at 5 cents a gallon. Under the Payne bill 


words “olive ofl rendered unfit for use as food or for any but whale of] comes In at —— a gallon. Under that provis — 
mechanical or manufacturing purposes.” 1 understand the | Of the Payne law a new nENaRy was started on the Pacific 
purpose of the Democratic Party, and the real purpose of this | a A pao. eer known as the ryee on aes 58 
bill. to be te reduce the cost of living. Now, it is proposed to put | manufacture Ww hale oil. Chat company bu t several American 
on the free list olive oil that is rendered unfit for use as food, | vessels a American shipyards and paid $80,000 apiece for their 
but which will be used “for manufacturing or mechanical pur- | COMStraction. : eee a 

poses.” Why dees the Democratic Party throw this sop to the rhere is . competing Seay See British Columbia 
manufacturers? Why should the manufacturers have free olive | that buys similar ships in Norwegian shipyards and pays there 
oil which is unfit for use as food? If the Democratic Party for $23,000 each. That ae 4 also employs a Chinese cond 
wants to be consistent, and will be in this instance, it will ad- | @nd pays Chinese ee me Americas See paid the 
just itself to paragraph 47, which provides that olive oils or wages that prevail on the Pacific coast. It also fed its em- 
fruit oils which come in for use as food shall be dutiable at | Ployees at 9 cost of $1 per day for each man employed, while the 
the rate of 20 per cent. The food product is taxed at the rate ee Capes we a Sennen competitor fed themselves. 
of 20 per ceni, but the manufacturer gets his oil free. [Ap- | It also has had to pay the duty under the law for the harpoons, 


Mr. MOORE. The amendment provides for striking out the 


plause on the Republican side.] the hemp lines, and the bombs that are used in the Sean, and 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I can not support the amend- | “us the expenses of the company were very considerable. 

> < , pres » ‘ arket i 1a ite St< 9 for his > 

ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. | , The company created a market in the United States for whale 


Olive oil rendered unfit for use as food or for any but for me- oil. It is used tn the manufacture of liquid soap. The company 
chanical or manufacturing purposes is now on the free list in | W#S compelled to sell its first production at a loss to Glasgow 
the Payne law. manufacturers, because there was no demand for it in this 
When the chemical bill was presented by the Democratic country ; but during the past two years it has been able to dis 
side of the House it proposed to put this article upon the duti- | Pose of its product at remunerative prices to the soap manu 
able list, and the distinguished gentleman [Mr. Harrison of | f#cturers of the United Stutes. The men who had invested 
New York] in charge of the bill stated that this drew the | heir money in the business felt they had established a new 
dividing line. “ Why.” he said, “should we place a tax upon | American industry. 
olive oil used for food and permit olive oil used for manufac- When it was found that the Democrats had obtained posses- 
turing purposes to be admitted free?” ‘ Why,” he said, “ should | Sion of Congress in both branches and that a Democratic Presi 
we charge the man a tax who eats oil and give free oil to the | dent was elected the company realized that there would be a 
man who uses it in manufacturing?” reduction in the duty on whale oil. The company had to fit 
I offered an amendment to restore to the free list olive of] used | oUt in March to do business, because the ships go to the Arctic 
for manufacturing purposes, or denatured olive oil; and I con- | Ocean to catch the whaies there and render out the oil. ‘T 
gratulate the gentlemen on that side of the House that their | year they would have expended $150,000 in purchasing supplie 
committee finally accepted the amendment which I then pro- | #d paying wages to American*workmen. But realizing that 





posed. I was going to say I congratulate the distinguished | the duty was to be cut, they found that it would be impossible 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] on his change of | for them to continue in the business. They did not expend a 


mind, but I am told—although I do not know how correct the | dollar in outfitting; they engaged no crew; they refused to 
statement may be—that this change of putting denatured olive | ¥¢nce $150,000 that would have been required to proceed in 
oil on the free list was made over his protest, notwithstanding their business, although that business hud been placed on a 
he was in charge of the chemical schedule of the bill. I have | paying basis. They are selling out all of their supplies and 
been told that the arguments which I presented to the House a | their ships, and they have gone out of business. 
year ago in reference to a number of these items persuaded the The cut from 8 cents to 5 cents per gallon has put them out 
other members of the Democratic end of the Ways and Means | of business; they went out of business in anticipation of th 
Committee, so that they overruled my distinguished friend | cut. Yet gemtlemen on the other side say that the fact that th 
from New York, and they decided to put these articles upon | Democrats elected a Congress and a President in 1892 had no 
the free list, although he insisted that these articles used in ies upon the business of the country, because the Wilson 
| 


manufacturing ought té be put upon the dutiable list. [Ap- | tariff was not enacted until] 1894. But I want to show the 
pause on the Republican side. ] House a practical demonstration of the fact that men will not 
_ Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I never rea-| put their money into enterprises when they realize that a po 
lized how eloquent my words were until I heard them proceed | litical party is put into power that will cut the duty so thal 
= the lips ef the gentleman from Illinois. [Laughter on | an American industry can not be continued profitably. [| Ap- 
fies Democratic side.} And I venture to say if the gentleman | plause on the Republican side. ] 
for Pe : ae had been on the committee, making my speeches Mr. [(NDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, bas the time expired? 
list ¢ l@, Olive ofl, denatured, would have remained upon the tax The CHAIRMAN. There are two minutes remaining yet 
But it was on our bill last year. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will take advantage of 
cian the Seatieman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] in pre- | the two minutes remaining to say that I regret that the gentle 
to stems th fat to the House entirely overlooks or neglects | man from California [Mr. Kaun] has got himself in such a 
sines ma . denatured olive oil has been on the free list ever | stew over this matter. His constituents certainly were not 
ley bill ays of the Wilson bill. It has been in the Ding- | mind readers. They started to go out of business before this 
y Sul and in the Payne bill, and our bill only proposes to | bill was introduced, and not all the items in this bill have re- 
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duced the Payne rate; so they still had a chance. But I think 
from California has most 


strated the fact that his constituents were busted and going out 


the gentleman 


of business before this bill started. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. } 

Mr. KAHIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think there is anything to 
yield for 

Mr. KAHN. Asa matter of fact, the company sent one of its 


representatives to appear before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee when you had hearings in anticipation of preparing this 
bill, and they were so well satisfied, as a result of the hearings, 
that the rates were to be cut that they decided to go out of 
business, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; but, as a matter of fact, I do not 
think the committee or any member of it had reached any con- 
clusion on whale oil at that time, and no decision was rendered 
to the public in this matter until the 7th day of April, before 
which time your constituents had busted. The gentleman 
ought not to charge the bust to the Democratic Party. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. KAHN. Well, they were pretty well-to-do before that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be with- 
drawn. Are there any amendments to paragraph 567? If not, 
are there any amendments to paragraph 572? 

Mr. MOORE, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 118, line 15, after the word “ bags,” 
chiefly for paper making.” 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I am persuaded that the news- 
papers of the country, which the Democratic Party is now try- 
ing to serve, are not wholly unanimous as to the reduction of 
duty on paper stock, print paper, wood pulp, and things of 
that kind, and it may be that the party is overstepping the 
mark if it expects to have the united support of the journalists 
of this country. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Do we have the support of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania in putting print paper valued at less 
than 24 cents a pound on the free list? Can not the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania join with us in that effort? 

Mr. MOORE. I am frank to say that you do not have my 
support in any proposition that is not amply protective. 
{Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a statement 
from the leading progressive newspaper in the United States; 
I may say it is the organ of the Progressive Party—the North 
American, of Philadelphia—whose fulminations each morning 
are the spirit and inspiration of those who believe in this 
holy eause. It is undoubtedly at variance with the Democratic 
Party on tariff matters, in that it charges the Democratic Party 
with bossism, and sets out a platform which undertakes to state 
its position, as foilows: 


strike out the words “ used 


Will the gentleman yield? 


“TARIFF SITUATION. 


“This is apparently the Democratic policy as to the tariff: 

“To pass the present bill, far superior to the Aldrich Act, by 
time-worn foes and caucus control. 

“To resist all progressive amendments. 

“'To oppose all efforts to establish a nonpartisan tariff board 
of experts.” 

That is the first proposition. I have in my hand, now, a 
statement, double-leaded, from the same North American, a 
paper that is worth the 1 cent that we pay for it, which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk to have read: 

“AN ANNOUNCEMENT. 


* Rumors are in circulation that the Public Ledger’s advance 
to 2 cents a copy is only the first step toward similar action 
on the part of all other Philadelphia morning papers; that the 
change is to be made at different times, so as to avoid conflict 
with the Federal law against combinations. While we can not 
speak for any other paper, the North American has no intention 
of raising the price to 2 cents. The price of the daily North 
American will remain at 1 cent, although such a newspaper at 
such a price is the cheapest of all commodities. Since we did 
not find it necessary to make any change when the cost of the 
best quality of print paper, such as we always have used, was 
at high-water mark, we feel that an advance at the present 
time would be unwarrantable, in the face of prebable reduction, 
due to new tariff regulations.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Public Ledger is a great newspaper 
and it is worth 2 cents; I do not object to its raising its price. 
And the North American is a great paper and it is worth 1 or 
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successfully demon- | 


eS 
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2 cents, whichever it cares to charge, but it states tis 
does not intend to take advantage of the lower duty and 
increase the price to the consumer, as it charges the I. 
with doing. And so the North American is consistent 
respect and differs from other journals of the country. 
from what it said in an editorial July 24, 1911: 

“The North American, like every other American news; 
of large circulation, will be a beneficiary of the measure. |) 
we must repeat what we have said over and over again d 
the debates in Congress. That merely because we co: 
honest and equitable a reduction of the paper schedules of 
tariff which would save the North American large sup) 
money every year is no reason why this newspaper should , 
its indorsement to an agreement which is to our self-int 
but in nearly every other clause is a sham and a perv 
of real reciprocity and an imposition upon millions of }. 

“And this position we maintain in no holier-than-thon | 
of saintly unselfishness, but in our fixed belief that the on), 
manently profitable way for a newspaper to act with the pe 
is the square deal. 

“We dissent emphatically from the view held by thous 
of newspapers and thus expressed by the Hearst papers, w 
benefits under the Taft pact are estimated at 
$400,000 annually: 

“Having fought all other popular battles unselfishly, 
we not earned the right to fight our own?” 


in 


Ig 


more | y 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 1’ 
sylvania has expired. 
Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from I’ 


sylvania [Mr. Moore] has vouched for the integrity and t: 
fulness of the Philadelphia North American, and has also 
that under the Payne bill the conditions of the wage ea: 
are most excellent, and I want to read from that paper that ly 
has vouched for an extract as to the conditions in Philade 
I read from the North American of the 28th ef April. It can 
not be said that this is a last year’s paper: 

“Any large body of wage-earning families, if dropped | 
a now fairly well defined standard of living, speedily becoines a 
seed bed for the nurture of the inefficient and crimina! 
viduals who are the bulk of the goods on sale in the bus 


of prostitution. With low income belong overcrowding, bil 
sanitation, anemia, degenerating amusements, a_ shortened 


term of education, religious decay—all the conditions \ 
work directly against health and decency; which corry 
general morale of life among both children and adults : 
modesty, reticence, cleanliness of mind and person, reset ( 
control of action; which make it almost surely a losing fig! 
try to raise a family of children to decency as it is understood 
among thoughtful wage earners. 

“But for the existence of such conditions the commi 
would have been fatally limited in considering and pul 
discussing the evils upon which rest the most hideous (l 
humanly destructive of vices. How vitally it regards t! 
best evidenced by the fact that it constitutes as the corners! 
of its findings the need for a living wage, thus emphasized 

“Large groups of men in Philadelphia earn annually a 
about $200 below the amount estimated as a ‘living’ w: 
this city for a family of father, mother, and three chi 
Such a family status as to income insures deterioration | 
cally and socially for the individual and for the family 
unit and social group. Exceptions to this truth are negli 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Pennsylvania st: (cd 
that the North American always tells the truth. 

Mr. MOORE. No; I did not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURNETT. He is absolutely’ apologizing for his 0 
witness. If he were a lawyer he would know that 
variable rule of law is that when a man introduces a 
he vouches for his integrity, unless the witness takes 
surprise, and the gentleman is never taken by surprise. 

Mr. CULLOP. And he is not allowed to impeach him. 

Mr. BURNETT. No; he is not allowed to impeach 
when he undertakes to impeach his own witness he impe s 
himself. I believe in the integrity of the gentleman’s \ s 
against the statement of the gentleman himself. [Laueiil: 
Here is the witness, the very same witness the gent! , 
vouched for a minute ago. He undertakes now to say tial" 
is a lying witness. I do not believe it. I believe his w ss 
told the truth one time, and I think it tells the truth now. ; 

Mr. Chairman, that is a deplorable condition, to think | 3 
in the city of William Penn and of the gentleman from I d 
rania [Mr. Moorr]—the twins, Penn and the gentleman | 
Pennsylvania—there are actually men who, under the la)" 
law, are to-day earning $200 less than it takes to support ! : 

I presume that the gentleman from his princely salary. *) 
from that of the institutions and the steel trusts o% his county, 
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| make up the difference and allow these people to keep from 
- to the poorhouse. At least, I hope he will do so. [Ap- 


VW 
B' Is . . 

iuse on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, do I understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] offered an amendment to strike 


out paragraph 572? 


rhe CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 
be again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 118, line 15, after the word “bags” strike out the words 

ed chiefly for paper making.” 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 


sent that debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto 
close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, reserving the 
right to object, I should like to ask for five minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I beg the gentleman’s 
nardon. I will change my request and ask that debate on this 

ragraph and all amendments thereto close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, shortly be- 
fore the recess for dinner this evening the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] made a statement in regard to the rea- 
sons why there should not be a tariff on fine cotton goods, and, 
understood it, he stated that it was because fine cotton 
coods could not be made in this country of as fine grade as they 
are made in lands across the seas. He stated the reason for 


as I 
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country, and the reductions 


proposed in the bill now under 
consideration relative to cotton goods will make competition 
from abroad prove very injurious, not only to the manufac 


turers, but to every person employed in the mills, and I will 
add that the wages paid in these finer grades of goods are larger 
than paid in any other line of the cotton industry. 

Mr. Chairman, if the Committee on Ways and Means had « 


x 
peditiously and earnestly pursued their inquiries relative to the 
manufacture of fine cotton goods from American operatives and 
manufacturers instead of gaining their information as I very 


much fear from those who were more interested in the manu- 
facture of goods abroad and who were anxious to enjoy the ad 
vantage of the American market, and provide competition which 
should stimulate the American manufacturer to use greater 
economy, I think they would have produced a better bill and the 
country would have had the opportunity to enjoy greater pros 
perity. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman frem Masss 


| chusetts has expired. 


that was that there was need of humidity in the atmosphere, | 


which was provided in foreign lands, but could not be produced 


this country either naturally or by a humidifying process, 


this being necessary for the successful manufacture of fine cot- | 


ton fabrics in this country. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to state for the information of the 
Chairman and for the information of the committee that in the 
‘ity of Fall River there are very many of the 111 cotton mills 
ocated there which make the finer grades of cotton yarn that 
are equal to any cotton yarn made anywhere in the world, and 
in the adjoining city of New Bedford, about 12 miles away, 
t 
which makes the finer grades of cotton yarns and the finer 
grades of cloth, not equaled anywhere else in the world. 


1K 


| 
fil 


» cotton goods. 
Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Certainly. 


Mr. DONOVAN. I wanted to call the attention of the chair- 
inin of the Committee on Ways and Means to the statement of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, because it is a direct contra- 
diction of the position the chairman of the committee took in 
regard to the manufacture of cotton just before the recess. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentle- 


man that I stated that a great many gentlemen gave a great 


I 


of the reasons why it can not be done. The reasons impressed 


hot, 


Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. 


and ears. 


crades of cotton goods every day when I am at home. 


liny manufacturing cities and towns in the United States. 


The Almighty has furnished the district which I have the 
honor to represent and also the district represented by my Demo- 
atmosphere which | 
makes this section of Massachusetts the center for manufac- | 
turing cotton goods, and nothing like the atmosphere that exists | 
there can be produced by machine humidifiers; but I will state 
irther that humidifiers are used in the city of Woonsocket, 
which is represented on this floor by Mr. Kennepy, of Rhode 
Island, and they are used successfully very largely throughout 
the Southern States, where Mr. Parker, who appeared before 
the Committee on Ways and Means, makes cotton goods of the | 
finer grades of yarn that are coming in competition with the 
finer grades that are made in Fall River and in New Bedford ; 
gentleman had been familiar with the goods made 
‘ere and had seen the samples of the goods made, he would | 
ne for one moment question the fact that they can make the 
tton goods in many of the manufacturing centers in this 


cratie colleague, Mr. THacnuer, with an 


fi 
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ere are a large number of cotton mills, nearly every one of 


Since | 
‘0 more than 15 mills, of a million dollars’ capital each, have | 
built in New Bedford for the purpose of manufacturing | 


me, whether it impresses the gentleman from Massachusetts or 


There is no need for any 
attempt to make an impression upon me, because I have eyes 
I see this process of the manufacture of the finer 
( The 
business is carried on there, and I will state to the gentleman 
that humidifiers are successfully used every day in a great 


many reasons why this could not be done, and that this is one | 


Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, on last 
day evening, I believe it was, I stated that the working cond 
tions in West Virginia in respect to miners were the worst any 
where in the country; that they were paid less. And I was re 
plied to by gentlemen on the other side of the House that I did 
not know anything about West Virginia or enough about 
tariff bill to have the right to vote on it. I have spent son 
time in securing statistics, and they bear out what I said on 
Saturday night, and more. I have a statement prepared here, 
but I want to say that in West Virginia they net only pay less 
per ton than any coal-mining district in the United States, but 
that the labor cost per ton in mining coal in the United States 
is cheaper than anywhere in the world 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. LANGLEY. 


sacur 


tills 


iw 


rise to a parliameniary 


The gentleman will state it. 
I happened to be out of the Chamber for a 


moment, and I want to know if the gentleman is discussing tlhe 
coal question. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point that the 


gentleman can not interrupt the gentleman by 
inquiry, he can make the point of order. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I do not want to do that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I trust that this will not I 
taken out of my time. I will give statistics and documentary 
| evidence in proof of the statements which follow. 

During the discussion of the tariff schedule on coal the gen 
tleman from West Virginia |[Mr. Avis] complained very s« 
riously about putting bituminous coal on the free list, charging 
that if this were done the mine workers employed in the mining 
industry of his State would suffer as a result. He further 
charged that myself or any other Democrat would not get an 
audience from the mine workers of his State if we were to favor 
| this tariff schedule as it applies to bituminous coal. He further 
stated that the mine workers, regardless of their political be 
liefs, all favored a protective tariff on bituminous coal. 

I have made some investigation to ascertain what advantages 
the present 45 cents per ton tariff rate has been to the mine 
workers of West Virginia. The coal produced for eastern ship 
| ments in competition with Canadian coal is mined chiefly in the 

nonunion coal fields of Pennsylvania, Maryland, and West Vir 
ginia, where worse conditions of employment prevail than in any 
| mining section of this country. 

I am going to prove to the satisfaction of every Member of 
this House that the conditions of employment and the general en 
vironment of the mine workers in West Virginia, in the very dis 
trict that Mr. Avis comes from, are a disgrace to American 
civilization. 

During all these years the mine workers of West Virginia are 
supposed to have been protected by a tariff on coal; they have 
received the smallest wages of any mine workers in the United 
| States. In preof of this the Census Bureau figures for the year 
1912 show that the average wage cost of producing a ton of coal 

in West Virginia was 5S cents against 6S cents in Pennsylvania, 
| 74 cents in Ohio, 81 cents in Indiana, and 82 cents in Lllinois. 


a parliamentary 


| The wages paid per ton in West Virginia is about 20 cents per 
ton less than the average price paid, taking all coal producing 
| States as an average. In addition being the poorest paid 
| mine workers in the United States, an abundance of evidence 
can be produced to show that the coal companies maintain a 
system of peonage at the mines in the very district where 


to 


the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Avis] comes from. 
For more than one year the miners of West Virginia in the 
Kanawha field have been engaged in a strike for industrial 


freedom. They demanded the abolition of the guard system, 
‘which consists of a band of gunmen or thugs employed by 
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the coal companies to brutally beat or murder them, if neces- 


sury. should they rebel against the conditions of employment. 
They demanded honest weights. which means that the coal com- 
panies were stealing weight from them They emanded the 
abolition of the company stores, commonly known as “ pluck- 
me”’ stores, where the miner is finally robbed of the last cent 
of his earnings. They demanded a shorter workday. In other 
States mine workers have had an S-hour workday since 1898. 


In West Virginia they are still required to work 10 or more 
hours. They demanded semimonthly pays and numerous other 
improvements in conditions 

The mine workers in West Virginia do not receive as good 
treatment as the negro slaves received from their masters 
before their emancipation. West Virginia seceded from Vir- 
ginia becnuse the citizens disagreed on the question of negro 
slavery. and I repeat that the conditions of the mine workers 
are worse than those of the negro slaves at any time in history. 

In the district where the gentleman from West Virginia comes 
from martin! law has been declared, and men and women 
charged with violation of law are tried by court-martial and 
sentenced to terms in the penitentiary. They are denied the 
rights guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States and 
of West Virginia. Mother Jones, the best-known and most-loved 
woman among the toiling miners of the United States, has been 
arrested by the military authorities and detained as a prisoner 
near the military camp for more than two months and denied 
the right of » trial by jury. This old gray-haired veteran, who 
has devoted her life to social uplift work, now in her eightieth 
year, is held a prisoner because she dared to raise her voice in 
protest against the wrongs and injustices inflicted on the mine 
workers, their wives, and families in West Virginia. 

This is the condition that prevails tn West Virginia, where 
the coal companies are howling for a protective tariff. In West 
Virginia, where the coal company corporations dominate the 
polities of the State, the coal companies get the benefit of the 
protective tariff, and they are then protected by the military 
authorities of the State in exploiting the mine workers and 
keeping them in a condition of slavery. The mine workers 
have no protection. Should they rebel against the conditions of 
employment enforced upon them they are beaten up,.shot down, 
or ordered te leave the State. Anyone going from another State 
1o nssist them to organize for their protection is treated likewise. 

Reports from the proceedings of the court-martial hearings 
recently held in the gentleman's district show that citizens of 
other States were deceived by the misrepresentation of labor 
agents in the employ of these coal companies. who induced them 
by flattering promises to go to West Virginia. Men passed 
through this very city, the Capital of the United States, who 
were held prisoners in the railroad cars at the Washington 
Union Station, taken into West Virginia mining camps, and 
there held against their will: men who never saw a coal mine 
were forced to go to work in them under threats of being killed. 
They were deprived of communicating with the outside world, 
and denied the privilege of leaving the place where they were 
detained at the mining camp under threats of being killed. 

I have here copies of numerous affidavits presented at the 
court-martial hearings in the gentleman's district to prove my 
assertion. In addition to this, two men were recently convicted 
in the courts of Pennsylvania for violating the Mann white- 
slave act, and are now serving terms in the penitentiary, con- 
victed for transporting a number of young women from towns 
in Pennsylvania to the coal-mining camps in West Virginia, to 
be used for immoral! purposes. These girls were deceived and 
led to believe they would be given suitable employment in hotels. 

Let me further add that West Virginia has the highest fata}- 
accident list per thousand employees of any other State in the 
Union or any other coal-mining country in the world, all of 
which is a diseredit to the State. The mine workers need no 
protectve tariff. but they do need the protection of our Federa) 
Government: and I hope the Kern resolution now pending in 
the Senate will be passed and an investigation held, the results 
of which will shock every liberty-loving citizen of this and 
other countries. West Virginia might properly be termed the 
Siberia of America. The mine workers’ organization, having 
400,000 members, have not declared themselves against putting 
coal on the free list. No complaint has come to me or to any 
other Congressman to my knowledge, notwithstanding the fact 
that two representatives of this great organization are here per- 
mianently stationed in Washington to look after their interests. 

Let the gentlemen from West Virginia notify the coal cor- 
poration to abolish the practices now in effect that make slaves 
of the mine workers: let them grant the same conditions of em- 
ployment and wages that the mine workers have in other States; 
and it will not be necessary for them to pay immigration com- 
missioners and other agents to induce immigrants to go to West 
Virginia to work in the mines; and the mining industry will 


not require a protective tariff, 
West Virginia will not be req 


Ma Y . 


and the Republican governor 
lired to declare martial lay 


al W 


deny citizens of this country the rights and liberties guaran: 


by the Constitution of these Un 
The following extract from 

1915, relative to strike conditic 

evidence of the un-American ce 


ited States. 

the Literary Digest of Apri! 
ms in West Virginia, is fm 
mditions which recently e) 


in the West Virginia coal fields: 


Although the prolonged and war 


like miners’ strike In West Vi 


seems to the press to be rapidly approaching a settlement, it | 


to leave behind it a vital constit 
answered until the United States 


utional qnestion which will 1 
Supreme Court has spoken 


question is, Can the civil law be suspended in time of peace and | 
by jury for civilians be superseded by a drumhead court-martial ? 


the Paint Creek and Cabin Creek 
scene of the rioting and bloodshed 


99 


tary commission. Among the mar 


districts of Kanawha Cour 
described tn our issue for Fe 


“2, a state of martial law exists and justice is administered by a 


1y prisoners who have come | 


this commission are five labor leaders—“ Mother " Jones, C. H. B 
John W. Brown, Charles Batley, and Pau! J. Paulsen—who, aft 


manding in vain a trial by jury, 


refusing to put up any defense against the charge o 


spiracy, thereby hoping to enable 
appeal to the Nation's highest tri 


his wife and published in the Socialist New York Call, makes clea 
view of the situation in the following passages: 


“If it was only myself personal 
the sake of gaining my liberty ar 
children, go before this court and ¢ 


have challenged its — t 
murder 

their lawyers to carry the 

bunal. John Brown, in a lette 


ly that was concerned, I would 
id being free to go to you and , 
lefend myself. Nor have I the 


doubt in my mind that I would come clear. But, my dear, thi 


principles involved in this case infini 
citizen. If the capitalist class get 


government ts dead, liberty is dead, and justice for the workin; 


is a thing of the past. 


tely deeper than the fate of an 
away with this, then constit 


“Already have they scuttled the ship of state: they have strar 1 
justice; they have cut the throat of liberty. They have stolen 


jewel of liberty from the crown of 
the burglary to slavery and to pr 


manhood and reduced the victi t 
ison; and, I repeat, if we let ¢ ) 


get away with it, then in the future, wherever and whenever the 
ests of the working class and the capitalist class reach an acute : 


out will come the militia, the courts will be set aside, and the | 


railroaded to the military bull pens and thence to the penitentia 


Here lies the great danger. 

the Nation's conscience. In order 
have another victim We boys ha 
en; this will give the lawyers a 


This case can not now be settled until it has reached the bar of 


to do this the sleepy old publi 
ve made up our minds to go to the 
ground to test the case before the 


Supreme Court, and we will trust to our comrades to keep up the 


agitation. 
“The history of this case must 
be told o’er and o’er again, untfl 


go to the common people. It must 
the deafest ear will hear and the 


numbest brain will act. The American people must see Holly ‘ 


and Hansford as I saw them of Fe 


bruary 8, 9, and 10. They must t 


only see, but they must hear the moaning of the broken hearts and the 


and widows falling on the glassy eyes and bullet-mangled faces o 


wailing of the funeral dirge; they must see the hot tears of or 4 
1 
1 


husbands and fathers; they must s 
of winter and the poor wretches 
not only see, but they must know 


ee these tented dwellings in t! ] 
that occuny them. Aye, they t 
the cause.” 


These prisoners will base their appeal, according to the United Mine 


Workers’. Journal (Indianapolis), 
constitution of West Virginia: 


upon the following clauses of the 


“The military shall be subordinate to the civil power, and no « 
unless engaged in the military service of the State, shall be t: 


punished by any military court fe 
the civil courts of the State. * 


x any offense that is cogniz 
” * 


“The provisions of the Constitution of the United States and of this 


State are operative alike in a period of war as in time of pea 


any departure therefrom or yiolati 
sity or any cther plea, is subversi 
anarchy or despotism.” 

In the local courts the contenti 
little encouragement. Judge Litt! 
court, after first issning a writ o 
the defendants had a right to a tr 


on thereof, under the plea of 
ve of good government and ter ) 


ons of the prisoners have m« i 
epage, of the United States t 
f habeas corpus on the theor t 
lal by jury, reversed his opinio: l 


decided that “a Federal judge has no right to interfere with a 
martial duly organized under the laws of the State,” and at t! a 


time the West Virginia Supreme 


Court of Appeals upheld th: 


ernor’s right to declare martial law and to appoint a wilitary 


mission. 


Outside the State affected, however, we find a widespread 
ency on the part of editorial observers to agree with the defe ta 


that this suspension of civil law 
“This thing of trying civilians by 
ing, for. if allowed, there is hard 


establishes a dangerous pr 
court-martial is a dangerous p! 
ly any limit to its abuse,” r a 


the Houston Post: and the New York Evening Post agrees that 1 


“vicious practice.” ‘* West Virgin 


ia does what the United Stat: , 


not do,” says the New York World, “it suspends the civil law 


of peace.” This paper continues: 
“The President of the United S 


tates ts specifically forbidden 


end the writ of habeas corpus except in cases of invasion or re) B. 
“he governor of West Virginia exercises that power in the presen I 
a sordid disagreement over work and wages. 


“There can be no such thing as 


martial law under Federal sar 


even in time of war except in territory in which the civil authority r 


ceased. The civil courts of West V 
by tribunals presided over by milit 


irginia, in full operation, are igo 
jamen. 


“More than the welfare of one monopoly-ridden State is involved in 
this tyranny. It menaces the peace of every State. It is a wrons 


that will rankle in millions of hea 
bitter political and industrial cont 


rts. It is an injustice that will « 
roversies from sea to sea. It Is l 


error that even the most infatuated of employers must see can lead 0! 


to mischief and reprisal. 
“The American people will not 


be denied trial by jury. They wil! 


not submit to despotism. If the puppets of privilege who now dragovl 


West Virginia do not know this, 

backers among the coal magnates s 
And in the Buffalo Express we fi 
“The United States is at peace 


some of their powerful friends 1 
bould instruct them speedily.” 

nd the situation thus tersely stated: 
with all the countries of the world. 


Within our own borders there is no civil strife of which the Federa’ 


Government has taken cognizance. 


Yet in West Virginia a State mill 
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mmission may pass its judgment of life or death on persons who | Number of bituminous coal mines operated specified number of hours 
sed of murder in connection with the strike riots in the | per day 
wha mining district Among the defendants is Mother Jones, ‘ the | = - — — 
f the miners.’ The issue to be decided in a court-martial in her | 7. 
s the same that arose at Lawrence during the trial of Ettor, | ‘a : I 
( nnitti, and Caruso, The right of free speech similarly was in- | Total 
in the rioting at Little Falls. At Lawrence a jury of 12 men | nul 
i that the speeches of the defendants did not incite murder. In ber ol La g 9 0 
\ Virginia the same question is to be decided according to military TELL t i on } : 
zh Gov. Hatfield has not seen his way clear to lift the edict - ener ees 
tial law imposed by his predecessor, his personal investigation of <0 
ns and his blending of firmness with clemency are believed to rotal..... 6,013 65 747 810 1, 270 0 , 
een large factors in bringing the difficulty as far along the road | 
ment as it has come. ‘Thus he has released, on promise to keep | Alabama . 203 ; 51 
P ce, the majority of the miners held for trial by the military | Arkansas...... Hu a) 
sion, and since his intervention the operators of the Paint Creek | Colorado... “uate 155 ) y t l 
( t have made concessions which bring between 3,000 and 4,000 | lllinois.............. ae 631 0 4 12 
1 mck to work. This leaves about 7,000 miners of the Cabin | Indiana............ mak 322 15 so f 11 
( k district still on strike. sk Silane aiistiademn wn 11 } ; 7 
the Paint Creek region, according to Mr. John P. White, inter- | Kamsas................. 202 I i d 1 
| president of the United Mine Workers, the demands of the | Kemtucky................. ; ’ 
have in the main been granted. Among the points gained, we | Maryland................ 70 1 
rom the dispatches, are: The right to organize, payment twice a | Michigan................ : I 
! and the employment of checkweighmen. The character of these | Missouri - 
ions, remarks the Springfield Republican, “ shows that the coal Montana. . : } 
es in the West Virginia fields have been backward in the treat- NOW SOXICE - ) ‘ ! 
’ t of their employees compared with the Pennsylvania coal com- | North Da i 5 
In this connection the New York Tribune, which seldom sides | U%0------------ oeccececs +4 s 5G d ‘ 
v the strikers in a labor war, remarks: | OkKiahoma............... 104 I 
If anywhere in the world workmen need organization in order to | Vregon anes Pm . : 
their interests it is in the West Virginia coal-mining district, | }&@™sylva: l < Os 
V tl strike is. * * ® | Tennesse¢ 14 3 ° . . 
In the West Virginia coal fields the mine operators are the land- | : — ae - 7 
, the local merchants—for the miners trade at the company | Vireinia 4 : 
gt and they are very much of the local government so far as there Pease: : ; _ 
‘ in those mountains. Indeed, they have always been a large | yw; ¢ Viroin baa deeaucenae : ! I 
I of the State government, too. Each way the miner turns he | “eneied ee ones 6] > ; — ; 
( s up against the employing corporation. When he rents a house | gjhor cisinnd . 7. . : I 
st be at the company’s terms. When he buys food and clothes | ~~“ °“”- - 
t pay the company’s prices. And when he seeks his legal rights, i. 
st be from authorities that are likely to be subserv.ent to the | 1 Includes 3 mines in Georgia Ir les Cal I 
g local industry. It is a species of industrial serfdom to which he It s : } ’ a 
ted * * ® t seems to me that I have given sufl i to 
\ American instinct for fair play opposes leaving workers as | Satisfy any fair-minded person. The statement 1 | ry @ 
( nseless — and oppression as these West Virginia | Saturday night that the working conditions for mir 
I I org: Le re | . . . 
~.———S ome worse in the West Virginia mines than any other mining locality 
M nnda relating to classification of mines according to the number | ue aatane é rome eee et _ ate statement, and | 
urs operated and the average expense at mines for salaries, | lat such & condition is a disgrace to American « ; 
ges, and other purposes. } and should bring the blush of shame to public-spirited and 
classification of mines according to the number of hours operated | conscientious people's faces. 
all the mines reported in each State. The number of hours I wish to here tnsert the dissenting opinion of Judge I iE 
rted by the mines is the number of hours per shift. Miners and erry a : ; ; 
rs’ laborers—i. e., wage earners paid by the ton or by the mine Robinson, of the Supreme Court of Appeals of West \ nin, 
are not held strictly to this number of ne = ot per day. as further evidence that the constitutional rights and liberties 
In regard to the average expense per ton for salaries, wages, and ‘ a : tues of we enilt 41 wa for hav 
t purposes, it should be noted that all mines have been excluded that — Re volutionary for father Bn t their blood 
the accompanying tables for which the expense reported included | been violated in the State of West Virginia. 
st of making coke at the mines, i. e., the expense shown relates | DISSENTING OPINION OF JUDGE IRA B. ROBINSON, OF HE SUPREME ct 
strictly to coal mining. OF APPEALS OF WEST VIRGINIA 
It should also be noted that those mines have been excluded from The majority opinion boldly asserts that the sacred eu 
this table at which the production of coal was merely incidental to | our state omentiaiton mar be a < a akin de. oon a 
the development of the property. o- at cae bs ted tend beam aunmamed that onch o aactetne © 
he average expense per ton shown for wages is not the average Seoever conde mned and foreclo ed in thi "Sts te. It "was be ved 
nt paid per ton to miners and miners’ laborers, but is the total | the ringing denouncement acainst that doctrine in the evening sent 
wages paid. In addition to the amount paid by the ton or mine | o¢ our constitution was sufficient to bar it from ree 
to miners and miners’ laborers this item of average wages also | ¢itivon, official, or judee. The sileaiiediineditn Wanaaiet eben coal 
an average amount per ton paid to engineers, firemen, black- too clear ieee te "deaan ie naa —_ ka le we ds were 
s, carpenters, drivers, trappers, cagers, trackmen, tipple men, etc., Hear them : “The emails of the Constitution of Stee HienGhidl Stadion 
men paid by the day, who constitute about 25 per cent of the | ang of this State a emanations ait im a verfod of w on Ohne ‘ 
t number of wage earners in the Ohio and Pennsylvania mines | joace. and any ctieati Sicehedhataner diss whats Steen: Wien” wniied Wake a 
ncluded in this table and 34 and 37 per cent of the wage earners in oF ahemetae or as ether ee tn” cai’ ve of: meee cavemen aed 
nes of Maryland and West Virginia, respectively, included in | tends to anare hy and despotism.” Thon sh eee ee es 
ae How closely akin are the words to those that were uttered by th 
of expenses of bituminous coal mines making no coke at mines. | Supreme Court of the United State shortly prior to the adoy m of 
mepeaatedlintig ienagetanany - . | our constitution: *“* The Constitution of the United States is a law f 
rulers and people equally in war &nd in peace, and covers with the 
Average expense per ton of coal. shield of its protection all classes of men, at all times, and under all 
eR a circumstances. No doctrine, involving more pernicious consequences 
| ~~ | was ever invented by the wit of man than that any of its provi 
Total. Salaries. | Wages. Other ean be suspended during any of the great exigenci¢ of government 
Such a doctrine leads directly to anarchy or despotism, but the theory 
- = | of necessity on which it is based is false, for the government, wi } 
$1.03 £0. 05 $0.79 $0.19 | the constitution, has all the powers granted to it which ar 
——=- =- =a a _.. | to preserve its existence.” (Ex. parte Milligan, 4 Wal 12 
1.14 10 .80 24 A decision based on that which our people have so clearly condemned 
1.42 - 06 | 1.11 “95 | and inhibited from recognition in our State government, and wv ha 
( 1.29 .07 | 95 | 27 | highest tribunal in the land has so plainly declared t ! 1s 
1.01 04 | 82 | 15 | and to have no place in our form of government, m« my emphatie 
98 - 04 | 81 | .13 | dissent. re 
* 1.62 . 07 | 1.31 24 | It is not difficult to comprehend why our State con tution contains 
h 1.40 04 | 1.17 | _19 | Such a clear and: unmistakable protest against e rd of con 
J 91 .07 | "er | _17 | stitutional guaranties under the plea of necessity During the decade 
Mf .98 .05 68 | -25 | immediately preceding the making and adoption of that instrument this 
M 1.52 .05 1.22 “95 | doctrine of necessity was a live issue before the American people It 
M 1.56 .05 | 1.31 -29 | deed, just at the close of the Civil War, and immediately ther t 
1.25 .14 .89 | "99 | the doctrine was one of the foremost issues of the times oamd 
: .95 .05 74 17 | brought it vividly before the Nation Those who applied the doctrine 
: 2. 01 .10 1. 46 "45 | during the war at its close for the summary trial and execution of non 
‘ 2.19 16 | 1.76 | -97 | combatants were met with the accusation of murder from both North 
l 91 | 04 | 68 | .19 | and South. Even in one of the counti of this State a tizen was 
1.03 09 | .72 1 ‘92 | summarily deprived of his life under the plea of military rule and t 
\ 1.53 | -09 1.17 | "97 | doctrine that necessity suspended the censtitution Inst nees of this 
. .87 07 | 61 | .19 | character, as well as the many instances of mpi imen vithout | 
1. 61 -05 | 1,29 “97 | trial, caused the question to come immediately be t statesmen of 
a We .83 -06 | .58 | _19 | the times and, by the debates upon come di ly before all tl 
i ’ 1.27 06 91 | 39 | people. The people had become thorou famili th the su 
“ 1.29 - 07 | 9 "23 | Great men of the North, foremost among them th: istrious Garfield 
| ’ ; had thundered against the doctrine And at last the great jud ial 
* Seated , . : ; a ne —— | tribunal of the Nation had set its seal of condemnation upon it 1X 
ncludes 1 operator producing a small amount of coke at mines. parte Milligan, supra.) But even after this, and only two years prior 


* Includes California, Idaho, Montana, New Mexico, and Utah. to the assembling of our constitutional convention, the qu 





again hefore the countrs » the celebrated cases in North Carolina 
f t 1s¢ f t militia of that State in the suppression of 
t Ku ff Klan (ix parte Moore et al., 64 N. C., 802.) These 
‘ ecaust the marked h between the military power and the 
ivy, ag n made the country to notice the question and to observe 
that th principle of necessity, though denounced by the Supreme 
‘ rt of the United States, was claimed for the purpose of ignoring the 
iaranties of State constituti And again, in the face of the most 
tubborn resistance from tl executive and militar arm of the gov- 
‘ ment of North Carolina, the principl that the plea of necessity 
d deprive one of cot itional trial by jury was rejected, with 
ed emphasis, in an inion by the eminent Chief Justice Pearson 

of that State 
So it was that when our constitutional convention assembled 
in 1872 the persistent claim that necessity could abrogate a con- 
titutional provision naturally came to be considered That conven- 
tion saw, by the recent example in North Carolina, that notwithstand 
ing the condemnation that this doctrine of necessity had received from 
the greatest and most cautious minds of the country, it was likely still 
to be claimed in State government Hence, the strong men of that con- 
vention deemed it essential to make clear pronouncement against such a 
doctrine ever finding hold in West Virginia They had become fully 
advised about the question by having been face to face with it. The 
people who approved and ratified the constitution were advised by the 
same experience. They hated the doctrine that a constitution might be 
set aside or declared inoperative at the will of an official created by 
that constitution itself, as all lovers of constitutional government hate 
such a doctrine. Therefore, as a part of their compact of government, 
they adopted the forceful declaration against abrogating the guaranties 
of that compact, at any time, on the plea of necessity. Let us again 
bring that declaration to mind: “ The provisions of the Constitution of 


the United States and of this State are operative alike in a period of 


war as in time of peace, and any departure therefrom, or violation 
thereof, under the plea of necessity, or any other plea, is subversive of 
good government, and tends to anarchy and despotism."’ Can there be 
any mistake about the meaning of these words? Were they put in the 


Constitution for mere sound? No; they were put there to bind—to be 


sacredly kept. 
Martial law can not rightly be sanctioned in West Virginia in the 
face of this constitutional declaration. For, as the majority opinion 


admits, martial law is a departure from the constitution, a plain viola- 
tion thereof, under the plea of necessity. It substitutes the law of a 
military commander for the law of the constitution. It is the total 
abrogation of orderly presentment and trial by jury, so jealously guarded 
by the constitution. Then, since martial law is such a plain departure 
from the constitution, that instrument itself brands martial law as 
subversive to good government and as tending to anarchy. 

Having made this general declaration against martial rule, the makers 
of our constitution went further. They provided that the privilege of 
the writ of habeas corpus should not be suspended. This was a radical 
change from the constitution of 1863, and was radically different from 
the Constitution of the United States. Our constitution of 1863 had 
provided: “The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be 
suspended except when in time of invasion, insurrection, or other public 
danger the public safety may require it.” The Constitution of the 
United States provides: “ The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus 
shall not be suspended, unless when In cases of rebellion or invasion 
the public safety may require it.” But in the making of our present 


constitution, In dealing with the great writ of freedom, no exception 
was made. Again unmistakable, imperative words were used: “ The 
yrivilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be suspended.”’ (Art. 
II, sec. 4.) The people clearly meant something by the change. They 


evidently meant exactly what they said—that the great writ, which any 
citizen deprived of his liberty without due form of law may command, 
should in no case be suspended under a claim of necessity for military 
rule. Having so plainly declared in general terms against the doctrine 
of necessitv in the former provision, as we have seen, they made this 
provision as to the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus to conform 
to that former declaration. They well knew that the exceptions con- 
tained in thelr former constitution, if retained, would lead to the 
temptation of encroachment on the guaranties of the constitution they 
were making. By providing that the privilege of the writ of habeas 
corpus s ould at all times be available, they were simply again provid- 
ing against the claim that constitution guaranties may be suspended 
on the plea of necessity; for, as long as the writ of habeas corpus ts 
available, constitutional guaranties can not be ignored. That which 
Blackstone said about the constitution of his country is equally ap- 
plicable to ours: “ Magna Charta only, in general terms, declared that 
po man should be imprisoned contrary to law; the habeas corpus act 
points him out effectual means, as well to release himself, though com- 
mitted even by the king in council, as to punish all those who shall thus 
unconstitutionally misuse him.’ (Book IV, 439.) This great, effective 
writ, by the terms of our State constitution, is always available to any 
citizen deprived of a constitutional guaranty. Since it is so available 
at all times, how can any departure from the constitution be allowed? 
Indeed the provision that the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus 
shall not be suspended is itself virtually a prohibition against martial 
law, for the availability of the writ and the recognition of martia) law 
are totally inconsistent. “ Suspension of the writ of habeas corpus Is 
essentially a declaration of martial law.” (Messages and Papers of the 
Presidents, vol. 10, p. 465.) “ Promulgation and operation of martial 
law within the limits of the Union would necessarily be a virtual sus- 
vepsion of the habeas corpus writ for the time being.” (De Hart's 
Military Law, 18.) ‘“ The declaration of martial law in the State has 
the effect of suspending it.” (Cooley, Principles of Constitutional Law, 
801.) “ Practically, in England and the United States, the essence of 
martial law is the suspension of the privilege of the writ of habeas 
corpus; that is, the withdrawal of a particular person or a particular 
place or district of country from the authority of the civil tribunals.” 
(Halleck's International Law, vol. 1, p. 502. See also May's Constitu- 


tional History, ch. 11.) The great Lincoln so understood it. In his 
proclamation he merely suspended the writ of habeas corpus. (Messages 


and Papers of the Presidents, vol. 6.) The founders of our State gov- 
ernment really could have inhibited martial law by no stronger terms: 
“The privileges of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be suspended.” 
Not content with the two declarations against martial law which 
we bave seen, the founders grew even more specific. They again sald, 
“The military shall be subordinate to the civil power; and no citizen, 
unless engaged in the military service of the State, shall be tried or 
punished by any military court for any offense that is cognizable by 
the civil courts of the State.” (Art. III, sec. 12.) There is no 
ambiguity in these words. He who runs may read. They directly 


strike at martial law; they directly inhibit martial law; for the height 
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of martial law is the supplanting of the civil courts by military « 

But this provision expressly ordains that military courts shall , 
take the place of the civil courts of the State for the tria! of 
offenses. No military sentence for a civil offense can rightly «toa 
in the face of these words. Nor can these words rightly be over! i 
in order to uphold any such military sentence. To do so is to mak: : 
constitution a rope of sand. 

The men of the constitutional convention of 1872 had all witn 1 
the suspension of the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus and , 
trial and sentence of citizens by military courts They had le | 
that departure from the constitution, though dictated by the 
motives, was Ilable to abuse. Experience admonished them to 
against anything of the kind in the future of their State. 1T) 
doubt believed that by the three provisions which we have noticed 
had banished all claim for martial law in this State. Determination ¢5 
do so was plainly dictated to them by the experiences throuch 
they had passed By those experiences they had come to kni 
truth of that which Hamilton had written long years before, “ F 
breach of the fundamental laws, though dictated by necessity, i 


that sacred reverence which ought to be maintained in the br« f 
rulers toward the constitution of a country, and forms a pre 
for other breaches, where the same plea of necessity does not exist 


at all, or is less urgent and palpable.” (The Federalist, No. 25.) 

Can these direct provisions of our constitution be overcome by any 
implication that the people meant to retain martial law when 
executive declared it necessary? Is there a presumption. as thy 
jority opinion claims, against intent on the part of the people to a } 
martial law? Can any such presumption prevail against the 
declarations which absolutely negative any such presumption? 
the principle of martial law can not be inherently connected with 
constitutional government in which the constitntion itself di: 
declares against the principle as our Constitution does. 

It is said that the State must live. So must the citizen live and have 
liberty—the constitutional guaranties vouchsafed to him. The four 
of our State government saw fit to exclude this claimed theory i 
plied or presumed right of self-defense in a State. They knew it to 
be absolutely unnecessary as to any State in the American Union wn 


the Constitution of the United States. They knew that it was 

more likely to lead to abuse than to good. They could well i 
to disclaim it by positive prohibitions against its exercise: for the 
Constitution of the Union fully protected the State. Were the) t 
consistent in denouncing and prohibiting a principle of self-defense 
wholly out of harmony with constitutional government and in 1 ng 
on the safety vouched to the State by the General Government cf the 
Union of which it is a part? Was not the guaranty of th: t 
General Government sufficient for the continued life of the State? 
That guaranty speaks plainly, “ The United States shall guarant to 
every State in this Union a republican form of government 1 
shall protect each of them against invasion; and on application of the 
legislature, or of the executive (when the legislature can not | n 


vened), against domestic violence.” (Art. IV, sec. 4.) Does the State 
for its preservation need methods so at variance with con:titut ! 
guaranties as is martial law when it may obtain the power of the 
Union to suppress even domestic violence? Can not the militia and 
the United States Army pacify any section of the State, or the w , 
State, by methods strictly within the Constitution and laws? It is 
so believed when the Federa] Government was formed. (Federalist, 
No. 42.) Referring to this guaranty by the General Government. a 
renowned author and judge savs: “This article, as has been truly 
sald, becomes an immense acquisition of strength and additional force 
to the aid of any State government in case of internal rebelli r 
insurrection against lawful authority.” (Cooley, Principles of Consti 
tutional Law. 206. See also 1 Tucker's Bleckstone, App., 367.) 

It is claimed that the power given by the constitution to the gov- 
ernor, as commander in chief of the mititary forces of the State. to 
eall out the same to execute the laws, suppress insurrection, and 1 ! 
invasion authorize a proclamation of martial law. Are these words to 
undo every other guaranty in the instrument? Can we overturn ’ 
many clear, direct, and explicit provisions, all tending to protect against 
substituting the will of one for the will of the people by merest 
plication from the provision quoted? That provision gives th: 
ernor power to use the militia to execute the laws as the constitution 
and legislative acts made in pursuance thereof provide they sha > 
executed. It certainly gives him no authority to execute them ot 
wise. In the execution of the laws the constitution itself must be 
executed as the superior law. The governor may use the militia to 
snppress insurrection and repel invasion. but that use is only for the 


purpose of executing and upholding the laws. He can not use the 
militia in such a way as to oust the laws of the land. It is put ) 
his hands to demand allegiance and obedience to the laws. It th: 


can not be used by him for the trial of civil offenses according t 3 
own will and law, for so to use it would be to subvert the very | 
pose for which it is put into his hands. By the power of the mi! 5] 
may, if the necessity exists, arrest and detain any citizen off " 
against the laws: but he can not imprison him at bis will, because the 
constitution guarantees to that offender trial by jury—the judgment 
of his peers. He may use military force where force in disobedience to 
the laws demand it, but military force against one violating the laws 
of the land can have no place in the trial and punishment of the 
offender. The necessity for military force is at an end when the force 
of the offender in his violation of the law is overcome by his arrest 
and detention. There may be force used in apprehending the offender 
and in bringing him to constitutional! justice, but surely none can be 
applied in finding bis guilt and fixing his punishment. 

t is further claimed that the statute which says that the governor 
may declare a state of war in towns, cities, districts, or counties where 
invasion, insurrection, rebellion, or riot exists is legislative authority 
for martial law. (Code 1906, ch. 18, sec. 92.) The readiest answer [0 
this argument is that a declaration of war ts not a declaration of mar- 
tial law. The mere presence of war does not set aside constitutions 
rights and the ordinary course of the laws. Civil courts often procerd 
in the midst of war. Again, if the act could be construed to conter 
plate martial law, it would be plainly contrary to the provisions of 
the State constitution which we have noticed and would be utterly 
invalid. Moreover, it is not within the power of a State legislature, 
even when not so directly forbidden as is ours, to authorize martia! |vw. 
Martial law rests not on constitutional, congressional, or legislative 
warrant; it rests wholly on actual necessity. Nothing else can_ever 
authorize it. And that necessity is reviewable by the courts. These 
views are ably supported by one of the most thoughtful and impartial 
students of the martial law that recent years has produced—hims: if 
Judge Advocate General of the United States Army—G. Norman Lieber. 
In his learned review on the subject, published as a War Department 
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cited, he says: “It has also 
constitutional power to declare 
and necessary means 
of martial law. I can 
n. It is positively repudiated by those who 
rround of necessity alone, and the Supreme 
stands committed to no such theory.” This 
, a8 it does, from a military source. The Judge 
Ge il rests not content with individual assertions; he 
lions and to sound reasons for his conclusions. H 
‘ f the minority jud in the Milligan case. iH 
» question were at the present time to arise whethe 
State bas the power to declare martial law, we 
ace, consult t Constitution of the United States, 
ind this prohibition: 
make or enforce any law which shall abridge 
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the United States affords protection, there 
t e dangers of a declaration of martial law by the legis 
State as well as against the danger of its declaration by Con 
f he principle bolds true both as to the United States and the 
S that tt ly justification of martial law is necessity. 
t 1 well-settled principle that when a person is invested by law 
discretionary power his decision within the range of his discre- 
lusive on all, and therefore bindng on the-courts. This 
been applied to the subject of martial law, and it has been 
od that the officers who enforce it are acting within the range 
discretion, and are protected by the principle which makes 
judges of the necessity of the acts done in the exercise of a 
aw power From my standpoint such an application of the 
is entirely wrong for the reason that if martial law is noth- 
e than the doctrine of necessity called out by the State’s right 
lefense the officer can have no discretion in the matter. He 
he will not be able to justify according to his ability to prove 
the ssity for his act; he will find no toleration of the plea that 
ssity for his act, and therefore its justification, can not be 
1 into by the courts because he was acting within the sphere 
lawful discretion. The officer Is not by any law vested with a 
nin this matter. Such a diseretion and the doctrine of neces 
exist together 
Rut this necessity need not be absolute, 
nent to the exercise of the power. The Supreme Court 
e already seen, laid down the rule much more favorable 
I the power. It is worth repeating: 
ding upon this necessity, however, the state of the facts. 
appeared to the officer at the time he acted, must govern the 
n, for he must necessarily act upon the information of others as 
his own observations. And if, with such information as he 
right to rely upon, there is reasonable ground for believing that 
ril is immediate and menacing, or the necessity urgent, he is jus- 
in acting upon it, and the discovery afterwards that it was false 
roneous will not make him a trespasser. Rut it is not sufficient to 
that he exercised an honest Selgment and took the property to 
the public service; he must show by proof the nature and 
cter of emergency, such as he has reasc nakte grounds to believe 
e, and it Is then for a jury to say whether [t was so pressing as 
I to admit of delay, and the oecasion such, according to the infor 
t ipon which he acted, that private rights must for the time give 
to the common and public good.’ (Mitchell v. Harmony, 13 How., 
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‘Und the Constitution of the United States there can never be 
justification for the exercise of the military power to which these 
relate other than the rule of necessity as thus applied.” 

In the North Carolina cases, supra, it was sought to justify the acts 
f tl overnor on provisions of the constitution and statutes of that 








; 5 » similar to those relied on in the cases before us; that is to say 
; t sovernor may call out the militia, and may declare a state 
to exist But the constitution of that State provided exactly 
d provides : “ The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall! not 
suspended.” That which was said by the chief justice of North 
( lina, in an opinion approved by his associates, aptly applies to 
; : Constitution and laws and to the cases under consideration : 
“Mr. Badger, of counsel for his excellency, relied on the constitu- 
tion, Article XII, section 3, ‘The governor shall be commander In chief 
and have power to call out the militia to execute the laws, suppress riots 
insurrections, and to repel Invasion,’ and on the statute of 1869-70, 
chapter 27, section 1, ‘The governor ts hereby authorized and empow- 
ered, whenever in his Judgment the civil authoritfes in any county are 
nable to protect its citizens in the enjoyment of life and property, 
p to declare such county to be In a state of insurrection, and to call into 
F active service the militia of the State to such an extent as may be- 
come necessary to suppress the insurrection’; and he insisted that: 
_. lL. This clause of the constitution, and the statute, empowered 
the governor to declare a county to be in a state of insurrection when- 
ever in his judgment the civil authorities are unable to protect its 
citizens in the enjoyment of life and property. The governor has so 
declared in regard to the county of Alamance, and the judiciary can 
B, hot call his action in question, or review it, as the matter is confided 
a Solely to the judgement of the governor 
: “*2. The constitution and thts statyte confer on the governor all 
the powers “ necessary " to suppress the insurrection, and the governor 
- has taken military possession of the county and ordered the arrest and 
Bs detention of the petitioner as a military prisoner. This was necessary, 
2 Tor unlike other insurrections, it was not open resistance, but a novel 
F kind of insurrection, seeking to effect its purpose by a secret associa- 
g tion spread over the country, by scourging, and by other crimes com- 
a mitted in the dark, and evading the civil authorities, by masks and 
z traud, perjury and intimidation: and that 
Ey “ "3. It follows that the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus is 
ES Suspended in that county unt!] the insurrection be suppressed.’ 
a _. | accede to the first proposition: full faith and credit are due to 
2 the action of the governor in this matter, because he is the competent 
‘ iuthority, acting in pursuance of the constitution and the law. The 
power, from its nature, must be exercised by the executive, as in case 
of invasion or open insurrection. The extent of the power is alone the 





subjeet of judicial determination. 

“As to the second, it may be that the arrest and also the detention 
of the prisoner is hecessary aS a means to suppress the insurrection, 
but I can not yield My assent to the conclusion. The means must be 
Proper as well as necessary, and the detention of the petitioner as a 
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military prisoner is not a prope » Declaration 
of Rights, ‘ The privilege of 
suspended.’ (Constitution. a 

“This is an express provision, a 
or principle of constitution: , : 
abrogated and made of 1 
provision of the instrument. ‘1 ld 1 sell ars 
give effect to each and prevent I ‘ by giv to 
article 12, section 3, the effec of . wry om 
county to be taken, and the a ‘ M | to } 
by military authority, but 1 uly » ¢ ti 1. section 
the persons arrested to be surrend ! l to t vil autho 

| on habeas co s 1 t Lot l i ut the writ 

“ This prevents conflict with 1 is id harmoni 

| with the other art so f ry . ¢ | om e trial b 
jury, ete., all of which ha 1 I ‘ I t ou athe 
and by our English an tors as ¢ t ital pi ples essential 
to the protection of ci l 

“I declare my opinion to be that the 7 f the writ of | is 
corpus has not been suspended by the a . of } excellency: that the 
governor has power under the cons and t d : 
county to be in a state of insurrection, t take poss ion, to 
order the arrest of all suspected pet , and to do a Ss nee al 
to suppress the insurrection, but he has no power to d vey tl rit 
of habeas corpus or to order the trial « 1 of rwise t ib 
jury According to the law of the land, s 1 action would be in ¢ 
of his power ae 

“The judiciary has power to declare the action ¢ t recutive, a 
well as the acts of the general | Ww in vi t » of the 
constitution, void and of no t 

No power for the recognition « martial la could be fonnd in ou 
constitution, even w th s » ¢ tly midemn and 
prohibit it not In the instrument lo say that t j ation . 
presumption totally at variance t! ind directly 
overthrowing all ti important guarar a ¢ iment 
may be resorted to for tl purt e oft stifving martial law, intro- 
duces a new rule of constitution: oO t The constitutiona 
purposes of the militia can not right I so subverted Trne, the 
militia exists by the stitution But t I t tablishment i 
not raised by it ever to ike tt place the titution, is creator 
The mere raising of a militia does not 1ify, as the majority conceive 
that it is raised for martial law 1ised to enforce the la vs bv 
constitutional methods It is re » comply with the reat military 
organization of the Federal Government under the provisions of the 
Constitution of the Union (Art. 1, see. 16.) 

Let us jook at some guaranties of ow ynstitutt nov 
lightly be ignored by the force f nr rity ad iv b 
cast aside by the governor of this 1 he not | 4 
for ignoring them. Let us see what ex Ww ! ume n 
other than those already observed are torn down by this res { 
mere implication and presumption Let us see provisions ¥ ich the 
people as a whole deemed necessary f good gt Pert me nt a - se asi 
t ylace bevond power of change which are pow oe! to be under } 
canine of the commander in chief of th militia by resort to a. > 
nounced plea of necessity judged by a single individual It is we 

© lenet ‘ yreserve them here: ; 
“— 3. Sec. ie oe ie No p m shall be held to answer fe 
treason, felony, or other crime, not cogniz ble by a tice onl 3 on 
pres¢ nent or Indictment of a grand _ No. ill of att uind r, ex 
post facto law, or law impairing the « m of a contract shall be 
yassed.”’ ; 
a 8, Sec. 10. “ No person shall | d prived of life, liberty 
property) ithout due process of law and the judgment of his pee 3.7 

ArT. 3. Sec. 14. “ Trials of crimes and u lemeun = Unless nel n 
otherwise provided, shall be by a jury of 1: men, public, without 
reasonable del iy, and in the county where the a eged offense wa % 
mitted, unless upon petition of the accused, and for ood cause show n, 
it is removed to some ot! county In all ‘h trials, the ruses 
shall be fully and plainly formed of the character and ca ise of t 16 
accusation, 1d be confronted with th witne 4 ; nd 
shall have the assistan of counsel! ar da reasonal t to prepar 
for his defense, and there shali be awarded to him comp y proce 

aining witnesses in his vor 
~~ oe. iz. “The courts of this State shall be open, and ever 
person, for an injury done to him, in his person, yperty, or re p 
tion. shall have remedy by om course of law, and justice sha 
f inistered without sale, denial, or delay.” , 
ar the absolute. unrestrained, and un reviewable w l of the 
nor be substituted for these provisions? That it may, Is the de 
of the majority of this court. One gi oss error of that decision is th 
it bases the right to martial law solely on the decision and proc 
tion of the governor and not on actual necessity No mere de ision 0 
proclamation can justify martial I tw, even wi ere it might be legal 
recognized. It can only be justified by t ie absolute necessity of ' ret 
for it. War may be so effective as to make the n cessity for martia 
law. War must have made it wholly | wossible to enforce ot in oke 
the civil laws before martial law ca inve ked Even then th 
military commander is accountable | the civil laws when the 
exigency has passed. His judgment as to the necessity may | 
viewed. There must be ultimate responsibility It is even s , ) 
the suspension of the writ of habeas corpus, when a onstitut nm at . I 
izes the suspension. (Cooley, Principles of Constit I rw, 300.) 
The military commander may be compelled to show re ible gr nd 
for believing that ‘the infringement of p+ rsonal and ‘operty ghts 
was demanded by the occasion (Stephen, History — f ( im nal Law, 
914.) We have seen these principles enur ~“l by Lieber, above (See 
also Ballantine, post.) And as long as there is a civil court that ha 
the power to try an offender for breach of a civil law, martial la 
can not be applied for the trial of that offender. (Bla kstone, Book J 
413.) If a civil court exists that may take izance, then necessi 
for martial trial does not exist As lon as the civil jaw ean he exe 
cuted by the presence and operation of civ | courts, martial law t ugh 
military courts, can not take its place Ma in! law can only operat 
where the civil law has become inoperative by _the ibsen e of < rts 
It is the actual, physical annihilation of the civil courts by the wai 
that makes the only necessity upon wl eh tri ! bs marti ! iw may 
ever be had. It is not merely the decision of the exec ive or 
legislature that military courts will be more effective than the existir 
civil courts that can make the necessity ‘othing s t of tl ' 
sence of civil resort for trial can ever tif military trial of « 
offenses. “If, in foreign invasion or civil war, the rts are actuall 
closed, and it is impossible to administer cri inal justi e accordi f 
law, then, on the theater of active military operations, where war 

























































really p rfl ere isan ssity to furnish a substitute for the civil 
authority, f overthrown, to preserve the safety of the army and 

ciel and as no power is left but the military, it is allowed to govern 
by artial rule until the laws can have their free course. As necessity 
erent the rul so it limits its duration; for, if this government is 
continued after the courts are reinstated, it is a gross usurpation of 
power.” (Ex parte Milligan, supra.) 

We shall now soon proceed to see how these principles, announced by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, sustained preeminently by 


the best thought of all constitutional government, as a research will 
show, apply to the cases of the petitioners, Nance and Mays. But be- 


fore proceeding thereto it will be necessary to show the actual status 
of these cases It may be inferred from the majority opinion that 
Nance and Mays are mere prisoners of war. They occupy no such 
relation. Nor are they merely detained by the militia in the suppres- 
sion of riot, insurrection, or rebellion. Their petition for writs of 
habeas corpus and the returns of the warden of the penitentiary thereto 
make no such cases against them. Nor was it argued at the bar or in 
the briefs that they have any such relation. 


it plainly appears that they are citizens of Kanawha County, not 
connected with the military service, charged before a military commis- 
sion for violations within that county of certain provisions of the stat- 
utes of West Virginia amounting thereunder to misdemeanors, arrested 
by the militia, tried by military commission pursuant to the order of 
the governor, sentenced for specific terms in the penitentiary, and trans- 
ported thereto for imprisonment for their respective terms of sentence 
by the approval ef the governor as commander in chief, all at a time 
when the criminal courts of Kanawha County were open, able, and with 
full jurisdiction to try the charges against them. In other words, these 
petitioners are held, as the returns show, on specific sentences, one for 
five years, the other for two, in the penitentiary as civil offenders 
tried and cemmitted by a military court under the guidance of the fol- 
lowing military erder: 





STATE CAPITOL, 
Charleston, November 16, 1912. 
(General Orders, No. 23.) 

The follewing is published for the guidance of the military commis- 
sion organized under General Orders, No. 22, of this office, dated 
November 16, 1912: 

1. The military commission is substituted for the criminal courts of 
the district covered by the martial-law proclamation, and all offenses 
against the civil laws as they existed prior to the proclamation of No- 
vember 15, 1912, shall be regarded as offenses under the military law, 
and as a punishment therefor the military commission can impose such 
sentences, either lighter or heavier than those imposed under the civil 
law, as in their judgment the offender may merit. 

2. Cognizances of offenses against the civil law as they existed prior 
to November 5, 1912, committed prior to the declaration of martial 
law and unpunished, will be taken by the military commission. 

3. Persons sentenced to imprisonment will be confined in the peni- 
tentiary at Moundsville, W. Va. 

By command of the governor: 

C. D. Evurorr, Adjutant General. 

The returns of the warden do not pretend to justify his authority to 
hold petitioners other than under sentences for specific terms by this 
military commission. He justifies under no other commitments, It is 
to the cemmitments that we must look in these proceedings to deter- 
mine the legality of the imprisonment. Says the great commentator: 
“'The glory of the English law consists in defining the time, the causes, 
and the extent, when, wherefore, and to what degree the imprisonment 
of the subject may be lawful. This it is which induces the absolute 
necessity of expressing upon every commitment the reason for which it 
is made, that the court upon an habeas corpus may examine into its 
validity.” (Blackstone, Book III, p. 133.) 

What actual necessity justified the creation of this military commis- 
sion and the recognition of its powers to i ae the civil courts? As 
we have seen, nothing but the complete lack of power of the civil 
courts for the trial of the charges against Nance and Mays, arising by 
the atinihilation and inoperation of those courts, could, if martial law 


was at all allowable, justify their military trial and sentence. Could 
Nance and Mays have been tried for the offenses with which they were 
charged by the civil courts, under the ordinary forms of law, as an 
actual fact? We know by the record of these cases, we know judicially, 
that they could have been so tried. But an answer that is attempted 
is this, that the governor by his proclamation had set off the portion 
of the county in which the offenses were committed and the offenders 
were arrested as a martial-law district. Again we say the mere proc- 


lamation could not alone make the necessity. The physical status must 
make it. No physical status existed, like the destruction of the ordi- 
nary courts, to make it necessary to try Nance and Mays other than 
they would have been tried if no disturbances had existed in Cabin 
Creek district. Those disturbances had not interrupted the very court 
that would have tried them if there had been no such disturbances. 
Those disturbances did not physically prevent the transportation of 
Nance and Mays out of the riotous district to the county seat for trial. 
If they could be transported out of that district to Moundsville for im- 
prisonment, as they were, they coula readily have been transported to 
Charleston fer trial. It is sald that the process of the court was pre- 
vented from execution in that district by the disturbances. That made 
no necessity for trial there. Surely the militia, which was in posses- 
sion of the district, could execute all process of the court or cause the 
sheriff so to de. That was a very proper sphere of the militia in a 
riotous district. (Ballantine, post.) It can legally assist in the exe- 
cution of the precess of the civil courts. 


Thus, it may assist in the execution of the laws. But plainly it 
can not supplant operative civil courts. The militia must aid the 
courts, not supplant them, Both are created by the same constitution. 


They belong to the same people. They must work in harmony as the 
people contemplated when they established both. The proper province 
of the army in such cases of disturbance as those on Cabin Creek 
was observed in the beginning of the Government, at the time of the 
whisky insurrection in western Pennsylvania in 1793. “ President 
Washington did not march with his troops until the judge of the 
United States district court had certified that the marshal was unable 
to execute his warrants. Though the parties were tried for treason, 
all the arrests were made by the authority of the civil officers. The 
orders of the Secretary of War stated that ‘the object of the ex- 
edition was to assist the marshal of the district to make prisoners.’ 
Svery movement was made under the direction of the civil authorities. 
So anxious was Washington on this subject that he gave his orders 
with the greatest care, and went in person to see that they were care- 
fully executed. He issued orders declaring that ‘the Army should 
not consider themselves as judges or executioners of the laws, but only 
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| as employed to support the proper authorities In the execution 


laws. (Garfield's Works (Hinsdale), Vol. I, p. 162.) 

The offenses of Nance and Mays were cognizable by a ciyi! 
That is, they were capable of being tried in the proper criminal! 
of Kanawha County, by a jury, upon presentment and indictment 
grand jury. The disturbances did not make it impossible to give 
the constitutional course of trial. Thus no necessity justitic 
course pursued. No actual physical fact, in the widest view 
vented the operation of the direct shield of the Constitution, 
it provides: * No citizen * * * shall be tried or punished | 
military court for an offense that is cognizable by the civil courts 
State.” The offenses charged against Nance and Mays were p 
cognizable by a civil court—capable of being presented and tried 
The only excuse for their not being tried there is that the ; 
ordered otherwise. Thus the governor alome made the mn 
Under the circumstances, in any considerate view, their tri 
sentences were not by due process of law, and were grossl; 
and void. 

There were no courts other than those of justiacs within the ; 
theater of the disturbances on Cabin Creek that caild be rend 
operative by the riotous condition there. The criminal court t! 
tained to that part and to the whole of the county was far f: 
seat of riot and wholly unaffected in its powers for regu! 
orderly presentment and trial. Even as to offenses qa gniza! 
by justices, there was power and opportunity to bring oYenders /¢ 
that region to trial before justices in undisturbed district 
county. But it does not even appear that the disturbances in 
trict rendered it impossible, by the aid of the militia there pre 
the courts of justices of the peace there to mete out justice a 
to the civil law. The war must put the ordinary courts out otf 
ness, out of reach, before military courts can ever take their 
This, of course, may be different in foreign conquered territor 
the courts of the conquered country are not in sympathy 
obligations of the conquering army to society. It can not | 
said that the ordinary courts for Cabin Creek district were at al! 
during the disturbances within reach and in operation. Th 
could reach them with prisoners for trial much more easily 1 
could reach the penitentiary with prisoners for imprisonment i 
State courts were more accessible than the State prison. This p: 
that accessibility to the ordinary civil courts excludes resort to | 
law, is established by the decision in the Milligan case in no 
tain language. We need no greater precedent. 

Some of that which we have written in preceding paragr 
based on the assumption of the tolerance of martial law s! 
course, for the purposes of argument. We reiterate that it ¢ 
be rightly tolerated in this State. Indeed, martial law to the 
of trial and sentence for civil offenses anywhere within our f 
deserves no support from any student of constitutional hist: ( 
field, by his great argument and review of history before the $ 
Court of the United States in the Milligan case, convinces any 
ful reader in this behalf. No greater exposition of the su! 
severer condemnation of martial law as connected with consti 
government, was ever given to the world. It was given vol 
gratuitously, faithfully, solely in behalf of constitutional gov: 

Yet it is but one among the many supporting the great wei 
opinion on the subject. (Garfield’s Works (Hinsdale), Vol. I, 

The most recent review of the subject of martial law is 
Prof. Ballantine, of the University of Montana. It deals with 
adjudged cases and assures one of the soundness of its con 
Specific citation to it will hereinafter be made. It denies that 
law may be applied in State government. This writer says: 

“It is believed that there is no warrant in the history of « 
tional government for vesting in the governor as command 
military forces of the State the absolute discretionary power of 
and, as a logical consequence, of life and death, so that his c 
or proclamation may take the place of a statute, and convert 
into a capital offense, in going beyond legislative power, depriv« 
unreasonably and arbitrarily of life or liberty without revik 
courts. (Johnson v. Jones (1867), 44 Ill, 142; Ela v. Smith 
1855), 5 Gray, 121.) 

“The true view, undoubtedly, is that during a riot or ot! 
turbance militiamen and their officers are authorized to act m . 
a body of armed police with the ordinary powers of policé b 
(Franks v. Smith Ky. 1911), 134 8. W. 484.) ‘This is as fai ; 
actual decision goes in Luther v. Borden (1849), 7 How., 1 
military character can not give them immunity for unreason: 
cess of force. The governor of a State, as commander of t! 
is merely the chief conservator of the peace, and entirely dest 
power to proclaim martial law, punish criminals, or subject cil 


p 
t 


arbitrary military orders which he unreasonably believes to d ‘ 
manded by public emergency. S 
* ~ os * ” *” a 
“In a garrisoned city, held as an outpost of loyal territory si 
home districts threatened or recently evacuated by the enemy. : 
necessity for the public defense would certainly justify all te: bs 


restrictions on the liberty of citizens essential to military op BS 
such as the extinguishment of lights, the requiring of military p : 
enter or depart, and the quelling of public disorder. But the | 
tion and punishment of persons suspected of conspiracy, sediti 
disloyal practices, and of treason itself, belongs to the tribunal 

law, and not to the sword and bayonet of the military. Wh: 
army is not invading enemy territory of a recognized bellicer: 

is in its own territory, the military authorities remain liable 
ealled to account either in habeas corpus or any other judi: $ 
ceeding for excess of authority toward citizens, no matter whet . 
occurred in propinquity to the field of actual hostilities or while | A 





courts were closed, or after a proclamation of martial law.” 
The issue involved in these cases ig a marked one, Shall a 
be subjected to trial before a military commission regardiess of 
tutional guaranties at any time the governor may see fit, 2: 
citizens have absolutely no redress from such procedure? In 
words, may any citizen be absolutely within the power of the ex 
and the militia which has been placed in his hands? These 4 
are indeed more momentous than the people of this busy er 
conceive. The affirmative answer to them annuls that true |!" a 
which was bought by blood and sacrifice and which long ba 
jealously guarded and defended. It seems necessary that we ud 
repeat what Mr. Justice Davis said in the Milligan case: 
“It is claimed that martial law covers with its broad mantic 
roceedings of this military commission. The proposition in ()' 
That in a time of war the commander of an armed force (if in 1" 
opinion the exigencies of the country demand it, and of which be 
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idge) has the power, within the lines of his military district, to | Will the reader who refers to the decisions and treatises cited 0 
i all civil rights and their remedies, and subject citizens as well | note that there is a clear distinction between the power » use martial 
idiers to the rule of his will; and in the exercise of his lawful | acts for the suppression of riot, insurre« n, or rebellion. a 
ity can not be restrained except by his superior officer or the | power to use martial law for the trial of civil offens¢ Mart 
1 dent of the United States. | are one thing, martial law is another 
if this position is sound to the extent claimed, then when war | It may be said that the treatises referred to are not il 
. foreign or domestic, and the country is subdivided into military | acter. The same is true as to every textbook of the 
iments for mere convenience, the commander of one of them can, | And now how applicable are the words of David | iley Field t 
jooses, within the limits, on the plea of necessity, with the ap ardent advocate of constitutional yvernment: 
of the executive, substitute military force for and to the ex- | “TI could not look into the pag of English law—I could not 
‘ on of the laws, and punish all persons, as he thinks right and | over the leaves of English liters I could not list t 
| r, without fixed or certain rules. and state ‘nm of England without remarking the f 
f rhe statement of this proposition shows its importance; for, if | against martial usurpation and the assertion of the undoubted ri 
Republican government is a failure and there is an end of liberty | every man, high or low, to be judged according to the known and ! 
ated by law. Martial law, established on such a basis, destroys | eral law, by a jury of his peers, before the judge the land ind 
ruaranty of the Constitution, and effectually renders the *‘ mil when I turned to the history, legal, political, and litera of my own 
independent of and superior to the civil power "—the attempt to | country—my own undivided and forever indivy e itry—I nd 
( which by the King of Great Britain was deemed by our fathers | the language of freedom intensified Our fathers bro with them 
an offense that they assigned it to the world as one of the causes | liberties of Englishmen. Throughout the colonial | ve find 
\ ) impelled them to declare their independence. Civil liberty and | colonists clinging with immovable tenacity to trial b ry, M 
t kind of martial law can not endure together; the antagonism is } Charta, the principle of representation, and the petition of right 
irreconeilable and, in the conflict, one or the other must perish. had won them in the fatherland in many a hich debat and on 
Chis Nation, as experience has proved, can not always remain at | bloody field, and they defended them here ag t the emissa 
peace, and has no right to expect that {ft will always have wise and | Crown of England and against the veteran trooy f France. W 
humane rulers, sincerely attached to the principles of the Constitution. | their children, thought we had supet idded to the liberties of Er 
' ed men, ambitious of power, with hatred of liberty and contempt of | men the greater and better guarded liberties of Americans.” (1 
may fill the place once occupied by Washington and Lincoln; and | Orations, vol. 6, p. 2154.) 
if this right is conceded, and the calamities of war again befall us, | The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired: 
t dangers to human liberty are frightful to contemplate. If our | ; ; tent , 7 ; 
f rs had failed to provide for just such a contingency, they would all time has expired. The question is on the amendment offered 
have been false to the trust reposed in them. They knew—the history | by the gentleman from Vennsy] tia [Mr. Moors}. 
of the world told them—the Nation they were founding, be its existence 


; r The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
rt or long, would be involved in war; how often or how long con- oa a - 5 : 
ied, human foresight could not tell; and that unlimited power, rhe CHAIRMAN, Are there any other mendment ol 
erever lodged at such a time, was especially hazardous to freemen. | paragraph 572? If not, are there any amendments on para 
r this and other equally weighty reasons they secured the inheritance graph 573? 
ey had fought to maintain by incorporating in a written Constitution | yr Alawar Cho} : oo i 
the safeguards which time had proved were essential to its preserva- | Mr. GUERNSEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
ion. Not one of these safeguards can the President or Congress or the } The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
| 


+ mt ot 


judiciary disturb, except the one concerning the writ of habeas corpus. 
“It is essential to the safety of every government that in a great : Se see 
crisis like the one we have just passed through there should be a power | Amend, on page 118, by striking out paragraph 573, which reads a 
somewhere of suspending the writ of habeas corpus. In every war follows : Banda ' : a . 
there are men of previously good character wicked enough to counsel | “6573. Printing paper (other than paper comm uly known as 
their fellow eitizens to resist the measures deemed necessary by a good | handmade or machine handmade paper, japan paper, and imitation 
government to sustain Its just authority and overthrow its enemies, | Japan paper by whatever name known), unsized, sized, or glued, suit 

| i able for the printing of books and newspapers, but not for covers o1 
bindings, not specially provided for in this section, valued at mn 
above 24 cents per pound.” 


and their influence may lead to dangerous combinations. In the emer- 
gency of the times an immediate public investigation according to law 
may not be possible, and yet the peril to the country may be too itmmi- 
nent to suffer wagers © py me pe 60, - saree. ps com ga a is Mr. GUERNSEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to take up 
then an exigeney which demands tha e Government, it should see : , ye ave alreade « acm ef 
fit in the exercise of a proper discretion to make arrests, should not be the time of the COMmUttes, = I — ‘ lready addr — thi 
required to produce the person arrested in answer to a writ of habeas | House at length on the paper schedule and the free listing of 
e 7, a i —_ no as ao — a ony. — a | potatoes, which I shall favor the removal from the free list by 
writ of habeas corpus is denied a citizen, that he shal! be tried other- | , : aia : “s os hos a Pravra te reache 
wise than by the course of common law. ‘If it had intended this result, | amendn ( nt that I shall offer when the pal graph is rea hed, 
it was easy by the use of direct words to have accomplished it. The or, if offered by some other Member, shall support. This para 
ae eee ee oes Cant samnent — as = founda- | graph relating to paper ought not to be allowed to pass w th 
tions of civ rty against the abuses of unlimited power; they were | as diate hows p a fae the nroviy 
full of wisdom, and the lessons of history informed them that a trial out some restriction, in view = th ’ ' tet that a ~~ al 
by an established court, assisted by an impartial jury, was the only | governments of Canada are to-day placing restrictions on the 
=e vw ———s ~ citizens pantest oppression and —— | manufactured products of their forests, so as to compel their 
\nowing this, they limited the suspension to one great right, and left 2 _— . rt > mini Can: * the id 
the rest to remain forever inviolate. But it is insisted that the safety | manufacture within the De ror et anada, for —_ — bui : 
of the country in time of war demands that this broad claim for martial | IN of the Dominion of Canada. Under the provisions of this 
law shall be mneeetees. If this were true, it could be well said that a | paragraph the raw products of great forests in our country 
country, preserved at the sacrifice of all the cardinal principles of lib- | .; : iniol ef , 

rty. Ie : Se | will be turned over to the Dominion of Canada for manu- 
erty, ils not worth the cost of preservation. | to 7 . ; : . . 

A search of the books, extending over many days of labor in the in- | facture. The forests of northern Maine are drained by the St. 
ve oe oe aoe a mee ses om ne .~ = the Union has | Johns River, which leads into the Province of New Brunswick. 
ever deciared, by judicial decision or otherwise, principles to the extent | ‘ Soom an aner mille will he conctrncte The pr " 
of those announced by the majority opinion of this court. West Vir- On that river won pape —o will v9 — - ae rhe prod 
ginia, born of a love for and an adherence to constitutional govern- | Ucts of the forests of the United States will be driven by the 
— — aw De con emerone, ang Age + In Colorado and | provisions of this paragraph into Canada for manufacture there 
daho arrests and extended detention by the militia for the suppressing : ag. . vision as it stands should be change 
of riot and insurrection have been upheld as authorized by the exi- fam opposed = the prot wane - it ; — Stam a - cna t : 
gencies existing and as necessary for the suppression of uprisings. | (0 meet the Canadaian situation, as stated in my remarks o 
aut ee Soe this no State has ever gone. The Supreme Court of | April 24. 
the United States went no further in the Moyer case (212 U. S., 78) 1, ’ N I $The questi 8 | 

t ; Mo; as 212 _ * : 7 MAN. estior 1e same 1¢ pre 
No court ever before upheld the action of a governor in ousting the na a a , : a a aie tie pn a — —_ } 

Ose , le ge eni "oO! aine [ AIr. ts RNSI ‘ 
The question was taken, and the amendment wus rejected. 


a of ee jurisdiction as to civil offenses and in substituting him- 
&E therefor. 

This State is a government of its own people. It should matter not! ‘Tha J » ‘re any further amendments on 
that civil rights may at some time have been transgressed elsewhere. | The < a een ae ae aaa oe ae . 
We should not permit them to be transgressed here. The insignia of | paragraph 5737 If not, are there any amendments on para 
the State bears our legend of freedom. It can not be kept unless we | graph 574? 
sacredly observe the Constitution, by which all, whether guilty or inno-| Wr MOORE 
cent, are bound alike. Freedom for a West Virginian means the giv- ell ae * 
ing to him what his State constitution and that of the Nation guar- ; Ment. 
antee to him. Nor does it meter whether that West Virginian be The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
ich or poor, idler or laborer, millionaire or mountaineer. The Constitu- , ‘erk re: 3 ws: 
tion is no respecter of persons. ‘ — eee 

A sense of — has impelled the writing of this opinion. If It may Page 118, line 23, strike out the line which reads as follows: 
» poe a = y coune the doctrine promulgated by the majority to | “ Parchment and Vellum.” 

> questioned, the labor will not have been in : ‘hai 

Will the reader of this dels venerve 1 against con- | Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, there are many men ready to 
oe aa it i cal toe = he has made studious examination of | invest capital in the United States which would employ labor 

¢ citations herein and the three following expositions on the subject | ; > pr ti P pare ; : vellu and if this item is 
of martial law, together with the cases cited in ‘them : : | 2 a oe ae co a * ~oe ol enc 5 ot r 
oo Military commissions,” Garfield’s Works (Hinsdale), Volume I, page | trken from the free list perhaps we could build up this industry, 


“What 1 * but as the committee seems to have its face set against am 
Decement We TO ce an, of martial law Lieber, a eaetnent changes to the schedule I desire to return to the gentleman from 
“ Martial law,” ‘Ballantine, Columbia Law Review. June, 1912. Alabama [Mr. Burnett], who spoke a little while ago about 


=, decisions and treatises relied on herein make no distinction in | Something reported in the Philadelphia North American. Ie 


© test for martial law, whether in pacific districts or in the theater | fj y om family was 
. a, . inds through that paper, apparently, that some one family was 

an wyant wap he, one place as well as in the other the test is the | in distress or iat tens ae was living beyond his income. 1 
fect wil © want of operative civil courts. An examination of the sub- | '™ @!*'re: Sd 7 Ads Fete, aa ee 
ferred oo eene teal a po te that the courts and the writers re- | do not want to cast up any reflections in these matters or to 
ating only with martial law outside the theater of er pec ho live bey heir ine ss, and I do 

aa They clearly show that martial law is as objectionable in refer = other peopte = g . , youd : a. a ae ne : - ; a 
place as in the other, unless it is justified by the absence of not want to puncture any State or community by pointing out 


civil law. some weak point that could easily be emphasized. By some 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
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strange circumstance it happens that I have before-me an edi- 
torial from the Public Ledger, with which the North American 
disagrees, commenting upon the living conditions prevailing in 
Philadelphia, and referring to the fact that we have 380,000 
people there who have more than $160,000,000 invested in the 
savings funds. That sounds as if we were able to care for an 
occasional case ef real distress. In addition to what the Ledger 
says about the labor conditions in Philadelphia at the present 
time, when the Republican tariff law is operating, it may be 
asserted that we have 350,000 separate homes in which the 
people live happily and contented. I am going to put the Ledger 
editorial in the Recorp. Here it is: 
WHLL-PAID AND HAPPY LABOR. 

“Tabor in Philadelphia has many things to be thankful for. 
May Day brought no strife worth considering. It found no 
mills idle and no men who wish employment unable to find it. 

“ Philadelphia is a sane city. It gives its people the best 
houses for the smallest rents paid in considerable towns any- 
where in this whole land. It commends itself to the laborer be- 
cause here he may live on a better scale for less money than 
elsewhere, while the countless mills and factories supply him 
with steady work at good pay. 

“Philadelphia is also a healthy city, and the vital statistics 
prove this. It is an intelligent city, the home not only of a 
great system of free education but the seat of higher knowledge 
and the continent’s best medical and dental schools. At present 
it is a well-governed city. 

“These things make Philadelphia a good place to live in, but 
a particularly good one for the men and women who must work. 
Capital is well employed at present, and on all sides there is 
progress. Industries thrive, and, while there is no mushroom 
growth, and, fortunately, no artificial boom, there is genuine 
prosperity. 

“ More than 380,000 people have money in the savings banks 
in this town, which is proof of their ability to live inside their 
income, The $166,000,000 of such savings is at once a sign of 
thrift as well as good sense. 

“ After all, in what better condition may a people be found 
than when they are healthy, intelligent, well governed, content, 
emp!cyed, and saving money? This condition applies to-day not 
to any small class in Philadelphia but to nearly all its upward 
of 2,000,000 inhabitants.” 

This, I think, is sufficient answer to the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

And that brings me to what I desired to say a little while 
ago about the difference of opinion between the newspapers 
which the Democratic Party may or may not capture by this 
free-trade provision in the matter of print paper, wood pulp, 
and so forth. Resuming the editorial from the North American 
I read: 

“We admit that newspapers, along with all consumers of 
trust-made products, have been robbed by excessive prices; but 
we do not concede to newspapers the right secretly to enter 
into an agreement with the administration for relief, even from 
extortion, and to make a part of that agreement the support of 
a policy which will not directly benefit any general consumer, 
but which will inflict direct hurt upon an honest interest repre- 
senting more than 30,000,000 of our population.” 

And then it goes on to explain the arrangements made by 
Mr. John Norris, whom all know favorably in Washington, as 
follows: 

“Nor can we truthfully say that we think the general 
criticism of the attitude of newspapers in this matter is un- 
merited. We have a high regard for the ability and integrity 
of Mr. John Norris, who represented the American Newspaper 
Publishers’ Association in the secret negotiations with the ad- 
ministration before the text of the Canadian pact was made 
public. But when Mr. Norris, in furtherance of his understand- 
ing with President Taft, assumed the rdle of lobbyist at Wash- 
ington for the newspaper interests, we are forced to concede that 
we failed to discern any difference in principle between his po- 
sition and that of Lobbyist Hines, of the Lumber Trust, or any 
other lobbyist of any other interest which was to be favorably 
or adversely affected by the measure. 

“We do not impute any wrong motive to Mr. Norris. He 
was working to relieve his clients of an unjust tax upon a 
necessity of newspaper life, which was in the control of a 
monopoly made possible by inequitable tariff schedules. 

“Mr. Norris, of course, did not use the methods which 
Lobbyist Hines and his kind use. Mr. Norris did not have ac- 
cess to any ‘slush fund’ or powerful coercive agencies. His 
appeal was open and direct. The combined newspapers had a 
direct pecuniary interest in the agreement which Mr. Norris had 
effected with President Taft. Presumably their gratitude was 
implied and not promised.” 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offer.) 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I just wish to say t), 
parchment and vellum have been on the free list under 4) 
Wilson bill, the Dingley bill, the Payne bill, and they are on {| 
free list in this bill. If the gentleman’s motion should prey: 
articles that have been on the free list always would be ta 
at 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offer.) 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejecte) 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there further amendments on | 
graph 574? [After a pause.] If not, are there any any 
ments to 575? [After a pause.] If not, are there any ame 
ments to 586? 

Mr. BROWNING. 


ment. 
The gentleman from New Jersey [\| 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an ame 


The CHAIRMAN. | 
BROWNING] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will rej. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 129, lines 10 and 11, strike out the paragraph which read 
follows: 


586. Potatoes, and potatoes, dried, desiccated, or otherwise prepared 
not specially provided for in this section. 

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I represent a district jp 
which there are many and diversified business interests. Woe 
have nearly four hundred manufacturing plants; and we hav 
farming community of a population of between sixty and 
seventy-five thousand, 

During the consideration of the pending bill I have offered 
amendments, entered protests in the interest of, and submitted 
letters and petitions fron, the manufacturers and their « 
ployees—all to no avail. 

However, I must register my emphatic protest agaiist this 
free list in which has been placed almost everything raised on 
the farm, including that vegetable which is so generally used 
as an article of diet, the potato. 

This is one of the important and dependable crops of my dis- 
trict and State, and one upon which our farmers have maid 
some little money; to enable them to continue in a somewhat 
profitable business, I believe the present rate of 25 cents per 
bushel should be maintained, and I hope an amendment may 
come from the Committee on Ways and Means taking potatoes 
from the free list to give them necessary and proper protection. 

While a rate of 15 cents per bushel might enable our farmers 
to exist, there could be no profit in competition with the im 
ported potatoes, and I believe that 25 cents per bushel is neces- 
sary to give the American farmer a fair profit. 

Mr. Chairman, permit me to read into the Recorp at this 
point a letter received from the South Jersey Farmers’ Fx- 
change, in which we are implored not to strike down the potato- 
farming industry of our country. 

Woopstown, N. J., April 16, 192 
Hon. W. J. Browninc, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: We are writing you on request of about 1,000 members of 
our: exchange in protest against the bill that is before Congress to tak 
the duty entirely off of potatoes. We think at least there ought not 
to be less than 15 cents per bushel duty paid on all foreign potatocs & 
coming into this country. We think, as the bill was presented, the r 
duty was altogether taken off, and we can hardly think that you and 
other Members representing the farmers’ interests will allow this to 
go through in this shape—not only Republicans, but Democrats—and 
we would like you to use your best efforts to defeat this bill in the 
shape it is in and have it amended so that the duty will be at leas 
15 cents per bushel on potatoes. 
Yours, truly, 


SoutH Jershy FARMERS’ EXCHANGE, Be 

FRANK DAvis, Manager. a 

Mr. Chairman, I am in receipt of another communication on # 
this subject, this time from the general manager of the Mon- ; 


mouth County (N. J.) Farmers’ Exchange, which I must cal! 
to your attention. It reads as follows: fe 
Voicing the sentiment of the 1,250 members who constitute our ie 
organization, we desire to enter our emphatic protest against the ! FP 
tariff bill in the item that places potatoes on the free list. Th pres la 
ent duty of 25 cents per bushel should be continued, otherwis: a 


means a loss of millions to the farmers of our country each year. | 
tato industry in our State is the one depended upon in many 
ions as the money crop. The duty of 25 cents a bushel is just | 
difference between profit and loss to our growers, and we hope you w!! a 
stand by this large constituency of yours in maintaining the present , 
tariff on potatoes. 
Another item that seriously threatens the welfare of our pot)!» 
growers is the increase of duty proposed on jute. Burlap bags, wie! 
are made from jute, are used very largely as a carrier for potatos 
which the farmer must furnish. nder the present rate of duty, tie 
price of bags has increased about 40 per cent. With the added duty 
t will be nearly double. Instead of being increased, it should be © 
creased. There is no jute industry in this country that needs pro’ 
tion, but there are thousands of farmers whose burdens ought not ‘ 
be added to, but rather lightened, and we trust we may depend up n 
you to use your best influence to have the duty on jute lowered at !"s' j 
to the amount that has been asked for. he present na 2 4 
nas bee 


eighths of a cent per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 











ye 





Maia th his ee 
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asked that it be made in the new law one-sixteenth of a cent per pound | cordial appreciation at the hands of the majority 
nd 10 per cent ad valorem. This small reduction would give us some ; 
_and we trust you will do your best to bring it about. 


of the com 
mittee. We hear a great deal in these tariff discussions about 
: by-products—by-products in the iron and steel industry, by 
Mr. Chairman, I hope against hope that the farmers’ plea | products in various kinds of manufacturing enterprises. But 


will not fall upon deaf ears. [Loud applause on the Republican | starch, gentlemen, is a by-product of potatoes and thus a by 
side. ] we bad oe Ls ; product of the potato-growing industry. A reasonable prot: 
Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, I gave notice that [| tion on starch would give to the farmer a market for his pots 


would move to strike out this paragraph; but inasmuch as my 
friend from New Jersey has made that motion, I will simply 
add a few remarks in support of it. 

When the agricultural schedule was up for consideration I 


‘ 


oved to impose a duty of 25 cents a bushel upon potatoes, but 


toes, even if the price be greatly lowered by this bill. 

I have been wondering a little bit to-day, Mr. Chairman, what 
any constituents of mine in the eighth district of Minnesota will 
have in mind if they read this bill from first to last, and what 


n . : : : prayer may, perhaps, come on their lips when they meet in 
that was voted down. Now, I hope this motion to strike pota-/ family union about the altar. That district is some 250 miles 
toes from the free list will carry, with a view of having the | from north to south. Beginning far in the northland where the 
duty fixed somewhere between 10 and 15 cents. You have | lakes, abound, I find that lumber, which is a great industry 
duty upon wheat and upon oats and barley. The duty upon | a = 


there, is placed on the free list. 
wheat is 10 cents a bushel. There is no more merit in raising Journeying a little farther south, where the hills are rugged 
wheat than in raising potatoes. I can see no reason why you | and where the pines still point to: the blue, they dig iron ore. 
should not treat the potato farmer as you have treated the | and I find that is placed on the free list. Coming dew i to the 
wheat farmer. It is not a w'se policy to so legislate as to dis- | great city of Duluth—-and ever since a distinguished gentleman 
courage the production of food in the country. While I recog- | fron. Kentucky by the name of Proctor Knott made a speech 
nize that your object is to reduce the cost of living, I want to | on Duluth that city has been great {laughter ]—we find that one 
remind you of the fact that most of the potatoes are bought | of its leading industries is the production of flour, and flour 
through middlemen, who exact a profit, and that a duty of 10/ placed on the free list, although the flour manufacturers mus 
per cent would not affect the retail price of potatoes, but it | pay a duty of 10 per cent on their wheat. 
would protect th» people against the exorbitant prices in the | ‘Then, journeying still farther south, where the land lies open 
years of scarcity. i to the rays of the beautiful sun and where many counties 
There is one provision in this bill in regard to manufactured | gpread their broad acres, we find that a great industry is the 
articles which shows that you have a great regard for the | vrowing of potatoes, and now potatoes are placed on the fr 
manufacturing interests. I refer to the so-called dumping | jjc¢. ; 
clause. That is to protect the American manufacturer against | I 
an oversupply from abroad that might be dumped upon the | ; 


say, Mr. Chairman, the people of that section of the coun 
ry. having every product which they raise placed on the free 


people here at extraordinarily low prices. Now, that would het | jist, may have to look to other parts of the bill for relief. They 
apply to potatoes, but the reason for ats application is still |} come to the income-tax provi ion, and for once they mile be 
stronger in that instance than it is in the case of manufactured nignly, for, God knows, they have no terrors to fear from that 
articles, for the reason that the yield of potatoes per acre | provision in the income tax that exempts incomes of $4,000 a 


varies largely in the different years, although we have, for- 
nately i ic © r eo ‘ 1 sy1T) , ve , , le . . . . > ‘ 

Pe ce this ee been os supply = re whole But read a little further, and think of the great misery tha 
man 3 2 ¥ e as “Tr e})- s : e es a 

di — for pore € aaa ast year 376,000,000 bush- | must come to them in contemplation of the provisions of this 
ile ra are Oy “Ong : as ‘ Yr) » ’ . } 1 a oo . ‘ ' : . . 

— ~— ape sae un ate, * poe d two o1 three | bill—affecting, as it does, all of the things which go to produ 
ears Ag ? » Ss , ras s 1e ‘ » ela . | . » see : ° i . 2 . 

years ago, W maken ee es ic ient and the price of the happiness of life or to drag it down to the depths of de 

] tat s went high end suming the importation of several | spair—when they find a new provision which taxes their life 

millions of bushels at 25 cents a bushel, which enlarged the | jngnrance. and there, Mr. Chairman, is added a new terror 

Youk ‘ . he a, 7 ’ « . he hike . al ‘ ll erro! 
revenues of the United States by several millions of dollars. It to death. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
seems to me, however, that you should not allow an extreme | he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Min 


year. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 


yield of potatoes in foreign countries, which happens once in a | nesotn has expired. The question is on the amendment offered 

while, to be dumped upon this country at such prices as to be by the meet lean an from New Jerset to strike out the paral ai 

ruinous to our own farmers. | The amendinent was rejected , " ae 
That will certainly happen in some of the years if you allow| 4 he CHAIRMAN tn oem Gestieee amsendments to 

potatoes to go on the free list. If you place on them a duty | ,, a i] Rae4 ‘It ‘ ot the aon aonaere ih a. =F ee 

of 10 cents a bushel I think it will equalize those things, so | ae. ee ENS t Mint on MMT "Cha ae os ni 

that the farmer will not be compelled in those years to raise poten ee ee eee ee a ne 


potatoes at a loss. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 


| 
I can see no reason rh vo shoul 0 € é xTe é : | +] . 
least discriminate in cos of ath . ne = Soe ene re | amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
r r people as against the for-| ine Clerk read as follows: 
eigners who produce potatoes. The American farmer is the} oo. no-. Arian, ' vs “| sslitinay.atainlt i iiain! eancnial 
one who supports the Government. He contributes to our taxes. | AB mer oar eo Pain cea * bet smae deer: ies nore - 
He is the one who has got to fight your battles for you, and | Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. ¢ iaetideienes a few days azo 


not the Canadian farmer, not the Scotch farmer, or the German 
or the Irish farmer who produce the foreign potatoes. It is 
the America cts ag in eas -ril, anc : 
— : n farmer who protects the flag in case of peril, and of this bill, as to whether starch preparations, other than po 
ae — at ees > give iim a little advantage and at the | tato, were included within that paragraph and had a rate of 
Sime time get revenue for the Government, particularly when | half = cant a: neund L ae inf meme th t th it aan Litic a Se 
teas a hat ut would ae materially or to =v appreciable tru > and that : eanetitors of abate cleaned had i tarifi ot a] 
extent affect the cost of living. ae a So , oe oe 6 Vi SS ee 
‘ 9 a cent a pound. I rather doubted it, because some of the con 

[ hope, therefore, that the proposition to strike this item 


when Schedule G was under consideration, [ requested infor 
tion from the gentlemen of the committee, who were in chai 


tom the tre list wil be carried, and that  Guty will be In-| is subject always ben great hntereste i the 
posed on potatoes equal to that which you have placed on | petition ehman oan Gear tapioca. +l aii re Sale 
wheat. $ | ‘On c Sag ' > ¢ o£ I ‘ 

~ [Applause on the Republican side. ] j} and it is an important industry in the potato-raising districts 


_ The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- | 9) over the country. 
Sota has expired. | In examining’ more closely the report of the committee and 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not imagine any Member | the hearings before the committee I found these facts: 

of this House believes for a moment that placing potatoes on the First. that there is used in this country in the mechanical 
free list will completely annihilate the potato-growing industry | arts about 150,000,000 pounds of starch annually as sizing and 
in the United States. Potatoes will continue to be raised in| jpn the manufacture of print cloths and of articles of that sort. 
Spite of this bill. But neither do I think anyone will contend | Of this 150,000,600 pounds of starches so used about 50,000,000 
that the placing of potatoes on the free list will not cause a | pounds are of sago and tapioca flour, and so compete extensively 
yaa reduction in the price of potatoes received by the | with the potato starch. Turning to the report of the committee, 
airmner who grows them. There can be no other reason for paragraph 239, I find that there were imported last year 


pecans Phat commodity in this part of the bill excepting that | 14,000,000 pounds of potato starch and 700,000 pounds of all 
'e price to be received by the farmer shall be lowered. other kinds of starch used as competitive with it in the me 


I wonder if those who framed the bill have really given much , chanical arts; yet 50,000,000 pounds of these other kinds of 
Sn aeeaien to that item, which is a great American industry? | starch were actually used for these purposes. [ noticed from 
was surprised the other night that my amendment fixing a the report that it is estimated that next year there will be im 
duty on potato starch and sago starch did not meet with a more | ported about 1,000,000 pounds of starch other than potato 
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to be used in the arts, and 20,000,000 pounds of potato | 
starch Yet the hearings of the committee clearly show that 
more than 50,000,000 pounds of these tropical starch flours will 
be imported free of duty for these same purposes, as a fraud 
upon our people and the revenues of the Treasury. In investi- 
gating further I find there are about 72,000,000 pounds of starch 
imported in the form of sago and tapioca flour. 

the hearings show that there is no such thing imported 
as crude sago as described in your bill, so that the importations 
are solely of sago and taploca flour, and of sago and 
tapioca pearl and flake used for foods. 

Sago and tapioca pearl and flake, the materials used as food 
products, should be on the free list, as they have been and as 
everyone wants them to be, and the amendment which I submit 
places sago flakes and sago pearl on the free list. 
flour, which is used in the arts to the extent of 
50,000,000 or more pounds a year, replacing potato starch and 
other starches made by our ‘own people, is on the free list by 
the real provisions and effect of this bill. Yet it ostensibly 
pays a duty, which duty is never received by the Treasury, but 
is defrauded from the Treasury by shrewd, unscrupulous, and 
cunning importers. 

The effect of my amendment is to preserve to the free list all 
of the sago and tapioca preparations which are used as foods 
and to place upon the dutiable list, as it evidently was intended 
they should be placed, sago and tapioca preparations used in the 
arts, which compete with potato starch made in cur rural 
listricts. 

You have placed a tariff of 1 cent a pound on potato starch, 
reducing that rate about one-third per cent from its present 
rate. You have ostensibly placed a tariff of half a cent a 
pound on sago and tapioca flour, which competes with it. 

As a matter of fact there is but very little tariff at all paid 
on these tropical starches in the way they are imported. They 
are practically admitted free. The Supreme Court of the 
United States, construing the law as it stands, in an opinion on 
that subject, held substantially that if the words “sago flour” 
were stricken out from the free-list provisions that sago used in 
the mechanical arts as it actually comes in then would pay a 
tariff under the provisions of the agricultural schedule. That 
is what is intended and should properly be done, except that in 
addition, as I pointed out in the discussion on the agricultural 
schedule, in all fairness competing tropical starches should pay 
the same duty as our domestic potato and corn starches, 

Following that decision of the Supreme Court, I have offered 
an amendment and asked you to adopt it, preserving the forms 
and substances which are used as food; and adopting the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court I urge you to put a tariff on those 
tropical starches which are used in the arts, and whieh are 
intended to be used in the arts, competing with our domestic 
products and compelling them to bear their share of the burdens 
of our Government. 

Remember, as my colleague, Mr. MItiter, just stated, that 
sago starch is the strong competitor of potato starch; that this 
potato starch is made in 75 or 100 small starch factories scat- 
tered throughout the country. Most of them are cooperative, 
owned by the farmers and business men in their localities. In 
every place in the North where potatoes are raised to any great 
extent they can not be raised profitably and successfully with- 
out a cooperative starch factory. It is in this way that the 
small potatoes at all times and in all crop years can be used, 
and in crop years when prices are low the farmers can recoup 
in part and use a large proportion of their great crop to good 
advantage and profit. Many of the starch factories do not run 
every year and are kept for emergencies of larger crops and 
low prices. They encovrage the farmers in that way to take 
the chances of raising large crops of potatoes, which certainly 
cheapen our cost of living. You admit foreign starches free, 
discourage the making of domestic potato starches, discourage 
this industry in the farming districts, and you discourage the 
farmers from raising large crops of potatoes. This will affect the 
price to the consumers everywhere. It will tend to gradually 
increase the supply and price of potatoes and keep them on a 
higher scale. This would be an injury to consumers and pro- 
ducers alike, and should not be allowed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 


NOW, 


almost 


jut sago 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am sure the gentleman—because he 


is always well informed—will recollect the fact that this pro- 
vision that he speaks of striking out is in the present law, and 
that sago and sago flour have always been on the free list. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes. I thank the gentleman 
for that, and I will state to him that that is one of the reasons 
why some of us objected to the Payne bill, because, with due 
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deference to the other side of the Capitol, they did not tres: 
this subject with frankness. The gentlemen in charge of 
bill at the other end of the Capitol—and the debate th 
placed in your hearings—informed the bedy at the other end o¢ 
the Capitol that this very preduet—sago flounr—would be 
ject to a tariff, and would be subjected to competitive condi 
with potato starch. 


And yet the language was so placed in the existing law tha¢ 
under the decision of the Supreme Court the tropical sta; : 
imported for the arts are not subject to a tariff but con ! 


on the free list, as you are proposing to do. You are of 
here the language that those in charge of the bill in the & 
stated would be placed in the law, but they did not keep { 
with the Senate and place it in the law. Now, we ask y: 
correct the mistake which they then made, inadvertent 
otherwise. You have full notice now, in view of the situs 
of the production and its effects, in view of the decision of ¢ 
Supreme Court, in view of the hearings before your comn 
that sago and tapioca flours should receive a tariff in some 
or else you will do as was done in the last bill—promi 
terms the potato raisers to give their competitive tropica! 
starches a tariff, some sort of a tax at half a cent or so a | » 
but as a matter of fact, allow it to be placed on the fr ; 
This is manifestly unfair and unjust that more than 50,000 .009 
pounds a year of importations made by the serf labo: 
slave labor in Java and East India Islands, control'ed enti 

by foreign capital, will enter into free competition with 
white labor of the Northern States in cooperating fa: 
owned by the farmers in our smaller communities. ‘That 

a competitive situation from any standpoint we point out to you 
Now, you can easily and properly save a quarter of a million 
dollars revenue annually and in addition treat with fairne:s 1 
justice the great agricultural interests of our country. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will detain the 
mittee only long enough to call attention to the fact that t! 
portations in 1912 amounted to 8,842,000 pounds of sago, v 
at $169,000. There is not a great deal of competition in 
line of product, and the gentleman from Minnesota agrees 
me that it has always been on the free list. We are <ert: 
by leaving it there, not destroying any industry, and it is 
capable of furnishing much revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to recur to 
graph 592, as the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney] 
not in the Chamber at the time that paragraph was called. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks u: 
mous consent to return to paragraph 592 for the purpose of 

offering an amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous « 
that debate on the paragraph close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks u i- 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and amend! 
thereto close in 10 minutes; is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
chairman why T-rails were taken from the protective list 
put on the free list? In the first place, let me say tliat I 
believe the object gentlemen on that side of the House have in 
lowering the duty, as has frequently been stated by them, is (o 
lower the cost of living. I would like to know whether you 
are lowering the cost of living here to favor the rich or the 
poor? You have been talking much about the poor man. | 
do not know of a poor man who purchases railroad iron. Stee! 
T-rails are used by railroad companies. No poor man pul 
chases steel rails. 

The United States Steel Co., which manufactures 44 per 
of all the steel products of this country, have 225,000 men « 
ployed in their institutions. There are over 500,000 men « 
ployed in the steel mills in the United States. They are tle 
only poor men to be affected by this change, if any are affected. 
I find nowhere in the handbook an account of the importations 
of steel rails, and it may be said that there are none. But | 
know that there are importations of steel rails. I know that 
foreign-made steel rails are sold on the Pacific coast right now 
for less money than American-made steel rails. One dollar per 
ton fs the difference in price between foreign and American made 
steel rails of 56, 60, and 66 pounds. Foreign steel rails are 
sold in every principal market on the Pacific coast—Seattle, 
Portland, Tacoma, San Franciseco—at a less price than Amer- 
ican steel rails are sold. The freight from Pennsylvania and 
Tilinois to the Pacific coast on steel rails to Seattle, Tacomas, 
Portland, and San Francisco is about $14 per fon. Cel 


i 






















y steel rails are a revenue producer when they are imported, | 
there are importations now of T rails, although none are | 
ted in the handbook that I can find. I would like to ask 
ventleman from Alabama, or any gentleman on that side, | 
what poor men are you going to aid by putting steel rails on 
free list. The only part, I wish to restate, that a poor man 





in the consumption or production of steel rails is the labor 
is employed in the steel milis. Placing steel rails on the 
feoe list will in no way change the rate of fare from 3 to 2 
: wv any other amount per mile that is paid when one rides 
» railroad. 
Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
ir. FORDNBY. Yes. 
7 Mr. CULLOP. Do not the poor buy the things that are 
yped over the railroads? 
\ir. FORDNEY. That is true; but when you find that freight | 
irried in this country last year per mile for 7.41 mills per | 
per mile, how are you going to figure out any lower rate of | 

“it by putting en the free list steel rails that pay $3.94 per 
s ton? 

Mr. CULLOP. If you can build railroads and keep them in 

r, they can transport the freight more cheaply. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, but you are going to legislate directly 
ihe poor man, are you not? You are going to lower the | 
of living. You are focusing your range at a very long dis 

we when you figure the poor man is going to get back some- | 
x out of the freight. 


Mr. CULLOP. The gentleman’s question was what poor man | 
\ 1 be benefited, and the gentleman also made the assertion | 
{ t was the rich who paid tne 3 cents a mile. 
Mr. FORDNEY. It is the rich who buy the steel rails stated. | 
they are the ones that you are legislating for. 


Mr. CULLOP. Yes; but if they get the steel rails and build 
' railroad more cheaply, the rates of freight will be cheaper. 


uced by the poor man for less money, you are going to 
the cost of living and help the poor man. I am unable 

ire out your calculations and your real interest in the 

man by putting steel rails on the free list. [Applause on | 
the Republican side.] 
} BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, if there is anything that | 
“ht to be on the free list by reason of a combination of | 
turers that have fixed the price from 1898, I believe | 

ien this is one of those items. I made a statement upon 

the floor of thig House on the 14th day of February, in which I 
ttention to the testimony given by Judge Gary, at one | 

he president of the Steel Corporation, and at the tiu | 

| 


imony was given to which I referred, the chairman of 


e finance committee of the Steel Corporation, in which I said 
{ he and Mr. Farrell, now the president of that corporation, 


denied before the Stanley investigating committee that there 
v such a combination. I called attention to the fact that 

the suit now pending in the court of New Jersey to dissolve 
the Steel Corporation as a trust, Mr. Corey, once the president 
of this corporation, had sworn that there was a combination, 
world wide in its extent, that fixed the price of steel rails, not 
only in this country, but elsewhere. 


| tion to this assistat 


the prosecution of t 
the in of Judge 


{ 


FORDNEY. Oh, yes; if the rich can buy the steel rails | *¥* 


rrom the testimony given before the investigation by the 
Stanley committee it appeared that there was a combination in 
this country that kept the price of steel rails up to $28 a ton, | 
and it also appeared from the testimony, and was admitted, 
that steel rails when offered to be purchased for the purpose of 
being shipped abroad were sold from $3 to $4 a ton less than 
to the home consumer. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, they say that only the rich buy these articles. | 


L The country where I live and the country out farther west 
need railroad development and need the steel rails to further 
improve the country and to enable us to get from the thrall- 


dom under which we have served for 30 years on account of | 


= freight rates imposed by the old railroad companies. It is 


r 


the it need development that we ought to be able to buy cheaper 


‘ rails, and we can not do that unless this combination is in 
j some way broken, unless we can have cheaper rails. 

é [ shall put in the Recorp, Mr. Chairman, a letter addressed 
a to me by Henry EB. Colton, the special assistant to the Attorney 
% General in the prosecution of this suit of the Government 
: against the United States Steel Corporation. When I made a 
2 Statement on the floor of the House on the 14th of February, 
¥ in “— h I called attention to the testimony of Judge Gary and 
% _ Farrell and Mr. Corey, I received a letter from Mr. Bolling, 


3 


the attorney of the Steel Corporation, in which he challenged 
the correctness of my statement. 

. aa wishing to do any injustice to anybody, but seeking to 
‘nd out whether I was right or not, I addressed a communica- 











the development of our country and for the other sections | 


‘vidence of Mr. Corey, 
| was borne out fully. 


Mr. FORDNEY. 
Mr. BARTLETT. 
Mr. FORDNEY. 














his ¢ 


Will the gentleman yield 
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et uS see 


it attorney of the 
as d his lette1 
Gary, the evid 


by which evidence 
| 
| 


Now i. 


wi! 


Certainly, if I have 
If there is a coml 





turers and reported back to the United States s l 


what was done 


I think that an examination of the inclosed memo 
Mr Corey's testimony 


the conflict in testimony 


will convince you 


between Judge 


Corey are in substance correct 
I do not know what 
rary may have put 

ee committee, 


upon 
but 


te 


+t} 


at 
at 


ry, 


chinal construction 


vO 


Mr 


the questions addressed t 
if the testimony 


Mr. ¢ 


et 


Mr. BARTLETT [ have the proof of 
Mr. FORDNEY. If there is a combination | 
manufacturers in this country and in foreign com 
you take the am off: who are you going to benef 

Mr. BARTLETT. Because whenever they sell 
| eigner they sell thelr rails cheaper than they d 
consumer. I have an instance of it in my own 
as reputable a gentleman as ever lived. He 
time president of a railroad in Georgia and w 
road in Mexico. He applied to the Steel C 
seller of steel rails, specifying the number of to1 
to be used in Georgia and also to be used in 
dence has been put in this record several tin 
offered and paid $4 a ton less for those shipped 
those used in Georgia 
Now, as a proof of that I ntion. My C 
and the pages are here cited—stated “I - 
W it; L¢ Ign manuia el n nent { 
tain tonnages would be dist ted i th ! 
This minute (meaning t inet I t aq d 
after a full discussion the « tion ! 1 
, y with power State the not you and 
that matt T, th quesi 1 of rai! to | ld in n 
‘The Witness. I su pose that we did 
*Q. With whom? A. With ot * manu 
*Q. In this country or : 1 \. Bot 
®. Both in this ntry and abroad Ce 
~@ Vith what m ict I ! unt 
A. Manufacturers on il d I 
nia 
‘England, Fran G ! ] 
gotten.” ; 
Now, this testimony will show—I have bee 
give the pages, both in the testimony | 
| miftee and the testimony bef th oul 
proves that the statement I made t 
combination, world-wide in its sco] tha 
steel rails and has since 1898, and it t 
tariff duty off and give to the } st 
The letter is as follows 
rR 7. l 
Il &. kel 
Ce it pj , 
Dear Str: I » M 21, 1 
Ri al C, Boliiz letter in 
concerning the conflict 
rell, on the one hand, and Mr. W 
to f eilen nd dor ik y I 
t Act, » which t! i i 
si s W itl 
Feb vy 14, 19135, S 
| STONAL RECO } 11) t 
M Farr t - 
He ( t 
in \ h Oo i ign corp t e st 
sell their prod S Indge G \ 
naces 94-95 ; ® of t Sy ( 
Stanley to t M 
mony to th neral effect on } 748-2759 
vo » 37 There is no doub gt 
that Judge Gary and Mr. Fa led t 
ittee the impression that. so f t} 
‘ ement among foreign mal Ss ffecting p 
Steel Corporation and its s diaries v 
agreemen|! and underst lin 
I inclose herewith a memorandum of Mr. ¢ 
| ing the existence of an agreement < 1 1¢ ! 
States Steel Corporation and ‘ 1 
on the one hand-and foreizn 
general effect that rai ot be sold in 
tries by the | le n 
these producing iD tl 
understandi t I 
sell rails in the > in a rati-! 
try. and the rail manufactut or t Un ted tates 
in England, et since it wa rail-p icing country 
the general effect “that In the neutral markets of 
tonnages should be distributed among the producing e« 
in reaching said understanding Mr. Farrel) met the 


~~ 
i 
é 


Ms 











it yd t find t ] in the awkward situa- 
t iY ce ived t com- 
I { 

I | i nt of Mr. Corey’s testimony to the effect that 

Jur Gar knes f th pools all the time, beca (Judge Gary) 

tt tir i n si fance correct It refers to » domes 
t pe » wit, the rail, structural, and plate pools (See Government 
I rd in Steel case, V« Vill, pp. 3000, 3074, 3075.) The World's 
f nent that on the preceding day Mr. Corey said “an understand- 
i ] between ft United States Steel, Corporation and manufac- 
turers abroad not to attempt to sell In each other's territory.” is also 
Bu I correct (See inclosed memorandum of excerpts from Mr. 
Co timony, and Government record in the Steel case, pp. 2944 
and 945.) 

Mr. Bolling quotes Mr. Corey as stating, on page 3116 of the Gov- 
ernment record in the Steel case, that he had never admitted that there 
was an international pool in rails He neglected to quote Mr. Corey 
a Iso 6stating—on the same page—that he had never denied the 
existence of such an international rail pool. Of course, this testimony 
of Mr. Corey is wholly immaterial, inasmuch as he had already described 
the international agreement or understanding and i workings, and 
whether it nstituted a pool or whether it was an agreement in viola- 
tion of the Sherman Antitrust Act is, of course, a matter for the court 
and not for the witness to determine. Besides the agreement which he 
described is clearly a violation of the Sherman Antitru Act under the 
decisions While Mr Corey does not expressly state that Judge Gary 
had knowledge of the foreign rail agreements, the clear inference to be 
drawn from his testimony is that Judge Gary, as well as Mr. Farrell 
and other of the principal officers of the Steel Corporation, were fully 
aware of the international agreement, the records of the company show- 
ing that Judge Gary and Mr. Corey were appointed on the original com- 
mittee to take up the question of making some arrangement with the 
foreign manufacturers with respect to the selling of rails in neutral 
market 

I do not think the testimony given by Mr. Corey on cross-examination | 


modifies the testimony, which I 
examination I will not undertake to go over the maiter in detail un- 
less you think it {s worth while. I presume your only desire is to be 
certain that you have not done Judge Gary and Mr. Farrell an injustice. 
Looking at the substance, rather than mere details, I think you can rest 

ured that you have not. 

I am sending you under separate cover a copy of 
record which contains Mr, Corey’s testimony. 

I note that Mr. Bolling says he will prove in regard to the domestic 
pools, to wit, structural, rall, and plate, that Mr. Corey was mistaken in 


inclose as having been given on direct 


Volume VIII of the 


regard to the statement that Judge Gary knew of the plate and struc- 
tural pools 

Concerning Judge Gary's knowledge of the plate pool there would 
seem to be no doubt, inasmuch as at least three witnesses have testified 
that he was present at meetings of the plate pool lo before its so 
called dissolution (See Government Record in Steel Case, Vol. VIII, 
p. 1337; Vol. IV, p. 1414.) 

If you desire any further information in regard to this matter, I 


shall be glad to furnish it to you. 
Respectfully, Henry FE. Corton, 
Special Assistant to the Attorney General. 


Inclosures: Memorandum of Mr. Corey’s testimony. 





TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM 8B. COREY RELATING TO THE INTERNATIONAL 
AGREEMENT OR UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES STEEL 
CORPORATION OR ITS SUBSIDIARIES AND OTHER FOREIGN AND DOMBSTIC 
MANUFACTURERS OF RAILS 
At page 2943 of Volume VIII of the Government's record in the 

Steel case Mr. Corey's attention is called to a minute of the finance 

comm ittee of the United States Steel Corporation of November 1, 1904, 

where it is recorded: 

“The president brought up the question of making some arrancze- 
ment with foreign producers in regard to price of rails to be sold in 
neutral markets. 


“After a full discussion the question was referred to Messrs. Gary 
and Corey, with power.” 


At page 2944, Volume VIII, Government's record, Mr. Corey was 
asked the following question: 

“Q,. Was there any agreement between the United States Steel 
Corporation and foreign makers that there were certain markets 
other than those that you have described where steel was manufac- 
tured that would be recognized as markets that the United States Steel 


Corporation might sell in without competition or certain markets that 
Germany might sell in without competition or that Great Britain might 
sell in without competition to those who were operating, if they were 
operating, under any understanding? (P. 2945.) 

“The WITNESS. My recollection is that there was no understanding 
or agreement at that period. 

“Q. Was there at any period?—A, At various times; yes.” 

e& ” e os _ * = 

“The WITNpss. Yes. At various times there were understand- 
ings with—— 

“Q. * * © JT asked whether you had personal knowledge of it or 
whether it was something that came to you from some one else. 

“The Witness. I had personal knowledge of it. (P. 2946.) * * ® 
There was an understanding with 
tral markets of the world certain tonnages should be distributed among 
the producing countries.” 

[The witness had previously defined a neutral 
which rails were not manufactured. ] 

(Page 948, Vol. VIII.) 

“Q. This minute [meaning the first minute quoted above] says that 
after a full discussion the question was referred to Messrs. Gary and 
Corey, with power. State whether or not you and Mr. Gary took up 
that matter—the question of rails to be sold in neutral markets? 

“The Wrirnuss. I presume that we did. 

“QO. With whom?—A. With other manufacturers. 

“Q. In this country or abroad?—A. Both. 

“Q. Both in this country and abroad?—A. Yes. 

“Q. With what manufacturers in this country did you take it up?— 
A. Manufacturers on the seaboard, like the Lackawanna and Pennsyl- 
vania. 

“Q. 


market as one in 


Generally, without giving the names, the manufacturers of what 
other countries? I mean without giving the names of the manufac- 
turers.—A. I understand perfectly. 

“Q. I do not want to burden you with the details any more than is 
necessary.—A. England, France, Germany, and possibly Belgium. I 
have forgotten.” (P. 2949.) 
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| On 
| quest 





foreign manufacturers that in neu- | 











page 2949, V me VIII, ¢ r nt ‘ ] LDS wer 
jon “ Who?’ meaning who met the fol i tu 
Corey answer “Mr. Farrell 

*Q. Where did he 1 t them? A. He met tl } ad. 

“Q. When?—A. At various times when tl juestion was bei 
cussed. 

*Q. Were report f that made back to the Unfted States Stee! ( 
poration as to what was done’? I do not mean in writing, but in 
way.—A. Verbal reports; yes (P. 2949, Vol. VILT.) 

On page 2050, Volume VIII, Government record, the witnes 
fied in general « cerning the time of the international agreeme 
understanding that it was ’ er 1, 1904, and 
as a result of the agreem el Corporation did 
sell rails in producing understandi 
foreign manufacturers was is the end of the 
1910. 

On page 2951, V » VIII, the following appears: 

“QQ. You have stated, M Corey, that der this the Tnited St 
Steel Corporation was not to sell and did not sell in countries abrood 
where steel rai were being manufactured. State whether or 
under this arrangement, the m; ers of these other cour 
refrained from selling in the Ur States.—A,. That was my 
standing. (See pp. 3036, 3122, ) 








“Q. As a matter of fact, w earried out, so far as you kn¢ 
A. Generally, I believe.” 

Ir the course of Mr Corey's ex! ° he st ited that he w 
familiar with the detai * the agreement or understanding, but 


its general character he testified as above stated. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph 
Is there any other amendment to this paragraph? 


is exhau ] 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, it was my understa 
that amendments to these paragraphs we have reserved must 
all be offered before other amendments to the paragraphs of 





| bill can be offered. 


Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman desire to offer an 1. 
ment? 

Mr. MONDELL. I desire to offer an amendment to th: 
graph preceding this—591. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks 
mous consent to recur to paragraph 591 for the purpose of « 
ing an amendment. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 
quiry. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, reservin 
right to object, I would like to ask the gentleman from 
ming if he will not couple with that a request that debate 
limited to five minutes upon this amendment? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Tf have been listening very attenti 
to these paragraphs and I have not heard 359 called. 

Mr. MANN. ‘They have all been read. Does the gent 
desire to offer an amendment? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I gave notice I would offer a new | 
graph to 359 and I have been waiting to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wil! state for the information 
of the gentleman from Minnesota that an order was entered 
into in the Committee of the Whole by which the entire 
list was read and the paragraphs specifically mentioned » 
excepted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to move t 
the committee do now rise. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- ne 
sumed the Chair, Mr. Garrett of Tennessee, Chairman of t 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 


Sane 2 a Sag 


Qn 


H. R. 3321, and had directed him to report that it had com 
no resolution thereon. 


<j 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE MARTIN OF NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
found regret that 1 announce to the House the death of my 
tinguished colleague, the Hon. Lewis J. Martin, late a Key 
sentative of the sixth district of New Jersey, who died sud- 
denly this afternoon in the Union Station, while returning to 








the Capitol to attend his duties here. At a time later I will 
ask the House to set apart a day for memorial services on tue 


life, character, and public services of our deceased friend. I 


now ask for the present consideration of the resolutions whi h 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 92. 
Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of te 


death of Hon. Lewis J. Martin, a Representative from the State ‘ 
New Jersey. a 
Resolved, That a committee of 20 Members of the House (with such 
or of the Senate as may be joined) be appointed to attend the 
uneral. 
Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the House be authorized and 
directed to take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out thé 





cane SP: 


a 

























1913. 


W transmitting. 


CONGRESSTION AL 


i 


of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in ct 
ith naid out of the contingent func of t llouse 
|. That the Clerk comr lente these re tions to the Senate 
nsmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 
SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolt 


ions were unanimously agreed to. 
of the the Sper ker 
mmittee: Messrs. HAMILL, 


» resolut 
announeed the 
of New Jersey, 


oe nce resolution, 
I 


KINKEAD 


rp 
lingly (at 10 


greed to; accor ly 
until Tues 


resolution wes unanimonsly ; 
m.) the House adjourned 


May 6, 19138, at 11 o’clock a. m, 


k and 6 minutes p. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
with letter from Chief of Engineers 
s on examination and survey of New York Harbor, N, Y. 
view to securing a suitable depth of channel! to the navy 
(H. Doe. No. 44), was taken from the Speaker's table, re 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
nted with illustration. 


der clause 


the 


, und ordered to 


. 


PUBLIC RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


BILLS, 


r clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills. re 
troduced and severally referred as follow 
Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 4641) to establish a mine} 
I e station and an experiment station for analyzing and | 
testing conls, lignite, and mineral substances at or near Norton, | 
Va.; to the Committee on Mines and Mining 
a bill (H. R. 4642) to erect a monument to commemorate 
Battle of Cloyd’s Farm, Pulaski County, Va.; to the Com- | 
»on the Library. 
, a bill (H. R. 4643) to provide for the improvement of 
the | iwaters of Big Sandy River in Virginia; to the Commit- 


t Rivers and Harbors 

, a bill (H. R. 4644) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
sh the town of Wise, Va... with two condemned cannons 
ituble eutfit of cannon balls; to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs 


\lso, a bill CHL. R. 4645) providing for the use of $2,000,000 | 


f the money that would otherwise become a part of the recla- 
! on fund for the drainage of certain lands in Virginia, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 


so, a bill (H. R. 4646) to anthorize the President of the 
United States to appoint shorthand reporters for the circuit and 
district courts of the United States, to fix their duties and com- 
pensation, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
ary. 
. \lso, a bill (HL. R. 4647) for the establishment. control, opera- 
on, and maintenance of a sanitarium for disabled volunteer 
soldiers at New River, White Sulphur Springs, in the State of 
Virginia; to the Committee on Milit iy Affairs. 
A SO, a bill (H. R. 4648) to divide the State of Virginia into 
‘ judicial districts, and for other purposes; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 
: By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 4649) to provide for en- 
‘arging the United States building at Houlton, Me.: to the Com- 
iittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4650) changing the name of Maine Ave- 
hue; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
__ Also, a bill (H. R. 4651) to authorize the Secretary of the 
freasury to sell certain land to the trustees of the charity fund 
of Star in the East Lodge, of Old Town, Me.; to the Committee 
On Public Buildings and Grounds. 


47 


By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 4652) to establish an agricul- 
tural experiment station at Lowville, Lewis County, N. Y.; to 


the Committee on Agriculture. 

_ By Mr. SABATH:; A bill (H. R. 4653) to amend sections 6, 7, 
= 8 of the food and drngs act, approved June 30, 1906: to the 
-ommittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

ot tases CLAYTON : A bill (H. R. 4654) to provide for a 
Struck jury in all civil actions triable by jury; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 





S ry, McCoy, TOWNSEND, TUTTLI SAKER, FAGAN, BREMNI 
\ BrowNINc, Remty of Connecticut, Samvuer W. SMirn 
« ~ Davis of Minnesota, Kretitey of Michigan, Goon, LAN« 
LAFFERTY, and SELxs. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the further resolu 

Clerk read as follows: 

ed, That as a further mark of respect this House do now | 


solutions, and memorials | 


LECORD—IOUSE. 


Ry Mr. KAHN: A bill (CH. R. 4 ) to ! ] Wy 
the he d Statutes of the United ates: to the Committee 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (TL. R ) 
to 1 i ie liimerce so as to } ) 

I yra ) lneced ‘ 
ployees of the « ra irm demon work of | 

' or} ' to t Co ttee on Interstat l 
kore » 44 < ‘ 

by \Iy s 4 \ (Il R G57) to 7 vide for ] 
provement of Powell River, in Vir 1; to the Comn littee on 
ii vers ane ] t 

By Mr. GUERN \ A bill (HH. R. ) to perm t 
Grand Army of the Republic to have its jour of each meet 
of the national encampment and its stationery | ted free ot 

| cost at the United States Government Printing Office; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4659) to amend an act 
titled “An nct to coudily, revise, and amend tl e laws relati i 
the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Cor iittee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4660) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
codify, revise. and amend the laws relating to the jud i - 
approved Marehb 3, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Joint resolution (H. J tes. 79) 
structing representatives to the Internationa! Peace Cont ! 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

By Mr. SLEMP: A resolution (H. Res. 90) to create a com 
mittee on public highways; to the Committee on Rules 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A resolution (H. Res. 91) 

ding the rules of the House; to the Committee on Rul 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 4661) for the relief of 


| a pension to Eva J. 


Thaddeus Harris; to the Committee on Military Affairs 


By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 4662) for the relief of 
Cornelia E. Laws; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 46638) granting a pension 
to James Harrison: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also. a bill (H. R. 4664) for the relief of the estate of John W. 
McDaniel: to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 4665) 
rab A. Kimball; to the 


of 
alid 


granting an increase 
pension to Sa Committee on Inv 
Pensions. 

By Mr. of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 


Clarke; to the Committee on 


CLARK 


1666) granting 


Invalid Ps 


| sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4667) for the relief of Mag Brown; to 
| the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4668) for the relief of John Blackston; to 





the Committee on Military Affairs 


By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4669) granting a pen- 
|} sion to Nathan fF. Benson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 

bill (H. R. 4670) granting a pension to Lewis A. 


to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 4671) granting an increase of 
Charles B. Sprague; to the Committee on Invalid 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4672) for the relief of Julia 
A. Pierce and John Pierce, heirs of John C. Pierce, 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R 
of the heirs of John H. Caldwell, deceased; to 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. 4674) granting an incre 


Coffman ; 
pension to 


Pensions 


Also, a 


| Also, a 


decensed ° 


4673) for the relief 


the Committee 


- of 


pension to Orin J. Moon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 4675) granting a pension to George W. 
Speer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 4676) granting an increase of 


pension to Archibald McCleary; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 4677) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Boardman C. Friend; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


eee LL CL 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4678) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Beath; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4679) granting an increase of pension to 
George Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4680) granting an increase of pension to 
| Samuel L. Kimball; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4681) granting an increase of pemsion to 


Hiram E. Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
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Also, a 
Sleeper: 


bill (H. R. 4682) granting a pension to Charles E. 
io the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4683) granting a pension to Elvira Fuller; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4684) granting a pension to Anna J. Samp- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4685) for the relief of Lewis Myshrall; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4686) for the relief of W. A. Brown Co.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 4688) for the reimbursement of 
ihe legal representative of James Harvey Dennis for moneys 
expended by the said James Harvey Dennis for the improvement 
of the Tennessee River; to the Committee on Appropriations. 


By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (HL R. 4689) granting a pension | 


to Frank M. Freeman; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4690) granting a pension to Sarah H. 
Deyo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4691) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Gatchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4692) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Needham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4693) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Hatch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4694) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Chadwick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4695) granting an increase of pension to 
John Luty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4696) granting an increase of pension to | 
Joseph Fietds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4697) granting an increase of pension to 


Lorenzo Emmons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4698) to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to Samuel Bordner 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


of pension to Wesley Coppock; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (11. R. 4700) for the relief of the 
heirs of George Small, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 4701) granting an increase of 


pension to George W. Louthain; to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

ty Mr. ROUSE: A Dill (H. R. 4702) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4703) for the relief of Lewis Stephens; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 4704) granting a pension to 
Nathan C. Castle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4705) granting a pension to Pleasant D. 
Cooper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 4706) granting a pension to William M. 
Tlaidley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Dolphis A. 
Gilliam; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4708) granting a pension to George W. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4709) granting a pension to Boyd Suthers; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4710) granting a pénsion to Erskine E. 
Teague; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4711) granting a pension to F. M. Parsons; 
io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Shell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4713) granting a pension to Solomon 
Pippin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4714) granting a pension to Victoria G. 
Harrington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4715) granting a pension to Henry T. 
Mason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H R. 4716) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Brownlow; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4717) granting an increase of pension to 
La Salle Corbell Pickett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4718) granting an increase of pension to 
May S. Bacon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4719) granting an increase of pension to 
Inez S. Bacon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4720) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia C. Barstow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


; to the | 
| Tilson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 4699) granting an increase | 








| John A. 
4687) for the relief of William I. Wood; to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4721) granting an increase of pensioy 
Daniel Bice: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4722) granting an increase of pensi 
Charles H. Bliss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4723) granting an increase of pensio: 
Henry Dash; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4724) granting an increase of pension 
William Hurt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4725) granting an increase of pensi; 
Lovin: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4726) granting an increase of pensi: 
Calvin Pace; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4727) granting an increase of pensi: 
Robert W. Parker: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions c 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4728) granting an increase of pensi: 
James Thomas: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4729) granting an increase of pensi 
Isaac Sloan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) granting an increase of pension to y 
Alexander Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions E 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4781) granting an increase of pensi: 
William J. Hudgens, alias Richard H. Bryant; to the Com: 5 
on Invalid Pensions. P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4732) for the relief of Almareen 0) 
sr.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4733) for the relief of John W. Hyatt 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4734) for the relief of John E. McD E 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4785) for the relief of W. V. 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 47386) for the relief of Swan Hamlen: to 


Sy 


| the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4737) for the relief of the heirs of I 
Sinon, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4788) for the relief of the heirs « 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4739) to correct the military record of 
William Doss, alias William D. Doss; to the Committee 
Military Affairs. eo 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4740) to correct the military record of 
James B. Franklin; to the Committee on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4741) granting an honorable discharge. to 
George W. Dutton; to the Committee on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4742) granting an honorable discharge to 


| J. L. M. Wilcox; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4748) for the erection of a monume! 
the memory of Gen. William Campbell; to the Committe: 


| the Library. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4744) to authorize the appointment of 
John W. Hyatt to the grade of second lieutenant in the Ariuy; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4745) to pay Isaac W. Airey for se 
rendered to the United States Army during the late Civil W 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4746) for the relief of Shelby Lodo, No. 
162, Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, Bristol, Va.; to 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4747) to authorize and direct the Presid 
of the United States to place upon the retired list of the United 
States Navy late Midshipman John Benton Ewald, with the raul 
of ensign; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4748) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the trusices 
of the Presbyterian Church of Wytheville, Va.; to the Com 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4749) to carry into effect the findings « 
the Court of Claims in case of Preston Lodge, No. 47, Ancient 
Free and Accepted Masons, of Jonesville, Va.; to the Comittee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 4750) granting 1 
increase of pension to Albert B. Shirts; to the Committee 0! 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 4751) 
correct the military record of Emery Thavenet; to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs. %g 

By Mr. YOUNG of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4752) granting 4 = 


PARR Sheri, 


pension to Daniel B. Grant; to the Committee on Invalid 4 
Pensions. a 


13 


By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 4753) grantin 
a pension to Albert Hahn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4754) granting an increase of pensio 
William H. Chapman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4755) for the relief of Alexander \. 4 
Hoffman; to the Committee on Claims. s 
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\Jso. a bill CH. R. 4756) for the relief of Sidney G. Sherwood ; By Mr. EAGAN: Petition of citizens of West Hoboken, N. J., 
to the Committee on Claims. |} against mutual life insurance in income-tax bill; to the Com- 

siso. a bil CH. R. 4757) for the relief of H. G. Britting; to | mittee on Ways and Means. 

ommittee on Claims. By Mr. FARR: Petition of S. Sampson, ag: st mt fa 

‘ico, a bill (H. R. 4758) granting restoration of pension to | insurance in the income-tax bill; to the Cor Ways 
I ’ Steele. now Riehl: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and Means. 

\iso, a bill (CH. R. 4759) granting restoration of pension to | Also, petition of Willfard T. Johns, H. l.. Harding, Will A 
M - Wolbert, now Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- Bates, aud 49 other citizens of Pennsylvania, all prot ig 
gio! } against including mutual life insurance companies in the in 

oo come-tax bill: to the Committee on Ways and Menns 
PETITIONS. ETC. By Mr. FITZGER ALD: Petitions of citizens of New York, 

Under Clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid ee ee te petra nd ante the United States free; 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: le es LQURR -: ne . aa “oar Makers’ n 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of E. W. Grant and oe er oat ae rage ee 7 ‘con en on 3 a <a a ~ cms 
Don P. Bartley, of Fulton, Mo., against mutual life insurance in frou the Piilioetnes: to the Comm ttee on W: a in 1M aie 
the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. Se Mr, GREENE of Verment: Petition of citinens of t] : 

Also, petition of the Lumbermen’s Club of St. Louis, Mo., a eee a : On OF Citizens O} 


congressional district of Vermont, protesting against including 
mutusl life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petitions of citizens of New York, : ist 


protesting against the passage of any legislation to abolish the 
Commerce Court; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of George W. Kavvenbrook, of New Melle, Mo., 
and Fred D. Stichter, of Louisiana, Mo., both protesting against 


the passage of legislation including mutual life insurance com- ai eecme ied i in incon . DIN; 
- = in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and ty Mr. FLA YES: Petitions of Harry FB. Hyde and 62 other 
" By Mr. ANDERSON: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 4625) | Woediond, Cats Arernen Maw aed pauha and 70 other voters of 
gral ting a pension to Jobn Brin, Company G, First Battalion Cal. all protesting oantaat om proposed ‘webtetins of the 4 riff 
; —s Volunteer Infantry; to the Committee on Invalid | _, sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means 


| 7 y 848 = Also, etitions f Joseph Dix Crucible Ce rvenliar ‘ay 
By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Dr. August J. A. Kuehn, of | siicor cy of San Frnnetoco, ad California Coppa nen 
Ridgeville Corners, and William Hertel, jr., both of Ohio,| ~~ eee ee = ne eee ne ee ; 

: : : s : . Co., of West Berkeley, Cal., ngninst reduction of duty on sug: 
protesting against including mutual life insurance companies . : eae tee! . 
‘ , 7 . . . to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. Also, petition of Pasadena Audobon Society. of P a 

r WW : ~ ° : * é e asaacena AvdoODOnN ° cle _o is 1 
By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the St. Louis Association 


: : ‘ against importation of skins and plumage of wild birds: t ’ 
of Credit Men, St. Louis, Mo., favoring the passage of legisla- > mee a Wase um 1M be - -—* , 
. : * . i i ‘ ‘ “1th 

tion causing an immediate reform in the banking system of the “tg aree. “Masada > ame aed . iia 

; oe : : . , : By Mr. LEVY: Petition of 70 citizens of New York. protest 
United States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. ing against the removal of the tariff on Phili eR i 

: : sas ms cle t i} l Val i ue i i oT Diiippine te l ) 
Also, petition of corporations, business concerns, and citizens 


; s ‘ Ss cigars: to the Committee on Ways and Means 
of Missouri, protesting against including mutual life insurance . tae, 


7 ; C F ‘ = “ Also, petition of the Washington Millers’ Association, Tacoma, 
eae the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways Wash. ackine that if Uhe products of wheat are to be admitted 
an Means. } , : : . 
ee al ‘ . free that wheat also be admitt free; the Committee on 

\lso, petition of the Henry Heil Chemical Co. and the ae er ed free; to the — 


Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of C. Tennant Sons & Co. and Gravenhorst & 


i | 
Fabricius Toy & Notion Co., of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against 
an assessment of a fee for protests against illegal exactions by 

| 


, Cc f ' ? . a y , oth protesti > nos ; @ ‘ 
customs officials: to the Committee on W ays and Means. = c = “ 7 a = 2 a z a - ° ~ te = : : 
} ++i : o7 tes ony . in relation to 1e ng oO rotests nagn the 34 
Also, petition of George M. Dinges and 27 other citizens of “ ny tee in I : meu OF pt nst : 


: : P : e . | aT} ) uties: the Committee on Ways and Me s 
St. Louis, Mo., protesting against including mutual life insur- | ™¢™ of duties; to the Committee on 7 


} titi aft Gi . Alaxar ar 9 > other _ of 

ance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on | _ 4!S0, petition of Simon Alexand - br mghinoaren 4-tngy ethene 

Ways and Means York, N. Y., protesting against including mutu » insu @ 
By Mr. CARY: Petitions of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., | Companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on W 


9 


against mutual life insurance in the income-tax bill; to the and Means. 
Committee on Ways and Means. Also, petition of Strich & Seidler, Wing & Son, and 

Also, petition of E. B. L. Shoe Manufacturing Co., of Mil- | piano concerns of New York, N Y.. all protest 
waukee, Wis., against free boots and shoes; to the Committee | removal of ivory tusks from the free list; to the C ou 
on Ways and Means. Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Wallace & Smith Co., of Milwaukee, Also, petition of the Long Island Game Protective A 
Wis., relative to 100 per cent duty in shipping harness to Rus- | tion, New York, favoring the passage of the legisintion prohibit 
sia; to the Committee on Ways and Means. ling the importation of the feathers and plumes of wild birds f 

By Mr. DALE: Petitions of Muscatine Commercial Club, of | commercial! use; to the Committee on Ways and Means 
Muscatine, lowa, against reduction of duty on pearl buttons; By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Local | } 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. | No. 84. Saugerties, N. Y., protesting against the remo 

Also, petitions of D. C. Andrews & Co., of New York City, and | tariff on Philippine tobacco and 
M. B. Shantz, of Rochester, N. Y., against the reduction of duty Ways and Means. 
on vegetable ivory buttons; to the Committee on Ways and|  ajso, petition of Lemence Du Bois, Ellenville; William M 
Means. Davis, Kingston: Miss Mary Low, Ellenville; Mrs. Charles 
Also, petition of Wm. L. Gray & Co., of New York, against | Woodard, Catskill; and BE. S. Ryder, Cobleskill. all of the 
placing wood alcohol on the free list ; to the Committee on | of New York. and all protesting against ineludit mut 
Ways and Means. | insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the ¢ 
" Also, petitions of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., against mutual | 9) Ways and Means. 
le Insurance in income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways By Mr. MOTT: Petition of the Chamber of C 


| 
and Means ; a : eae de 
a | State of New York against mutual life sur 
| 


irs; to the C Littles } 


_Also, petition of Hay Budden Manufacturing Co., of Brooklyn, bill: te the Committee on Ways and Means 

N. Y., against reduction of duty on anvils; to the Committee le “ » Washineton Millers’ Association. of T 

on Ways and M Also, petition of the Washington Miller \ ation, 

\ adele Pam agy-ay coma, Wash., against duty on wheat; to the Committee on V 

_ A180, petition of the Long Island Game Protective Associa- and Means 

Hon, of New York, favoring clause prohibiting importation of — ssocint porters : Manufacturer 

Wild-bird feathe ate + > ; te a : Also, petition of the Associated Importers and nu turers 
eathers, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. f Human Hair. against duty on human hair; to the Committ 

_ iso, petition of Allied Printing Trades Council of New York, | O° Quman Tait, Aki te 

against change in tariff on printed matter; to the Committee | 0 ‘87S 8a Ateans. i ahaa 

on Ways and Means. | Also, petition of the Merchants Association of New Yor 

_\lso, petitions of citizens of the United States, against free | Y., protesting against an assessment of a fee for 

“gars from the Philippine Islands; to the Committee on Ways | %#2inst illegal exactions by customs officials; to the ‘ 

and Means, on Ways and Means. 

a” Mr. DYER: Petitions of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., against By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of nine citizens of Nevada, 

nutual life insurance in the income-tax bill; to the Committee | against mutual life insurance in the income-tax bill; to the 

on Ways and Means. ‘Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of 
Angeles Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles, Cal, favoring the 
passage of legislation for an immediate reform in the banking 
system of the United States; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of John P. Newell, Los Angeles, Cal., protesting 
against including mutual life insurance companies in the in- 
come-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Holly Sugar Co., Huntington Beach, Cal., 
the California Corrugated Culvert Co., West Berkeley, Cal., and 
the Robert Dollar Co., San Francisco, Cal., all protesting against 
the proposed reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Henry Hauser and 810 other citizens of the 
following cities and towns of California: Artesia, Anaheim, 
Alameda, Arroyo Grande, Alvarado, Bay City, Buena Park, 
Chino, Betteravia, Compton, Colusa, Concord, Daly City, 
Downey, El Monte, Gilroy, Garden Grove, Hueneme, Hynes, 
Huntington Beach, Irvington, Lompoc, Los Alamitos, Long 
teach, Los Angeles, Lugo, Laws, Meridian, Moss, Monterey, 
Marysville, Norwalk, Ontario, Oceano, Owensmouth, Oxnard, 
Pacific Grove, Pleasanton, Salinas, San Francisco, Santa Maria, 
Santa Ana, Soledad, Talbert, Van Nuys, Watsonville, West- 
minster, and Woodland, all protesting against placing sugar on 
the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of citizens of the thirtieth con- 
gressional district of New York, protesting against including 
mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of New York, N. Y., pro- 
testing against the removal of the tariff on Philippine tobacco 
and cigars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Steubenville (Ohio) Chamber of 
Commerce, favoring currency-reform legislation at present ses- 
sion of Congress; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 





SENATE. 
Turspay, May 6, 1913. 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PUTITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. LODGE. I present resolutions adopted by the General 
Court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, favoring the 
continuance of the present Federal policy in regard to the pres- 
ervation of the national forests. I ask that the resolutions be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on the Con- 
servation of ~ ational Resources. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on the Conservation of National Resources and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1913. 
Resolutions relative to the national forests. 


Whereas it is for the interest of the whole people that Federal control 

of the national forests should be continued; and 
Whereas the protection, administration, and development of the na- 

tional forests involve a financial burden beyond the ability of any 

State to assume: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the General Court of Massachusetts urges that the 
policy established by the Government of the United States in regard to 
the I’ederal conservation and development of the national forests should 
be maintained, and that the control of the national forests should not 
be turned over to any State or to any individual or corporation. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent by the secretary of 
the Commonwealth to the presiding officer of each branch of Congress 
and to each Senator and Representative from Massachusetts in Congress. 

In house of representatives, adopted April 10, 1913. 

In senate, adopted in concurrence April 15, 1913. 

A true copy. 

Attest: FRANK J. DONAHUE, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Milford, Hinsdale, Stratham, and Center Sandwich, in the State 
of New Hampshire, policyholders in the Mutual Life Insurance 
Co. of New York; of Amos 8S. Rundlett, of Portsmouth, N. H.; 
Krikor Haehannasian, of Nashua, N. H.; D. P. Kingsley, presi- 
dent of the New York Life Insurance Co.; John Bancroft, of 
Wilmington, Del.; W. T. Galliher, president of the American 
National Bank, of Washington, D. C.; of the Chamber of Com- 
merece of Rochester, N. Y.; and of sundry citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the exemption of mutual life insurance 
companies from the operation of the proposed income-tax clause 
in the pending tariff bill, which were referred to the Committee 
ou Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Rey. Robert C. Falconer, of 
Hanover, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
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the Los | viding compensation for employees of the United States sysy., 


ing injuries sustained or occupational diseases contracted {), 


course of their employment, which was referred to the Con))));: 
tee on Education and Labor. 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented memorials of A 


McKissick, president and treasurer of the Grendel Mil|s. 
Greenwood; of James D. Hammett, president and treasurey ,¢ 
the Orr Cotton Mills, of Anderson; of Robert Chapman, | 
dent and treasurer of the Mariboro Cotton Mills, of Mc« 
and of John A. Law, president and treasurer of the Saxon \| 

of Spartanburg, all in the State of South Carolina, remonsi ° 
against any reduction in the duty on cotton, which were refery.) 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CLAPP. I present a memorial from citizens of the s 
of Minnesota, remonstrating against the income-tax sect, 
the pending tariff bill relating to the taxation of life insu 
companies operating exclusively on the mutual plan, and | «< 
its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that somebody is m 
ing the men who signed this memorial. It is a prepared m 
and recites that the proposed tax to be imposed upon insur: 
companies by the pending tariff bill is in addition to and dy))\i- 
cation of the tax now provided by the Payne-Aldrich law 
corporation tax. Whoever prepared it certainly either did 
read the pending bill or is himself guilty of a willful intey 
to mislead. 

I wish to make this statement in connection with the mei 
so that the memorialists, if they read it in the Recorp, wi 
that they have been misled in this matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referre. | 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NORRIS presented a petition of Local Union No. 107 
Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union of Ameri of 
Crowell, Nebr., praying for a reduction in the duty on 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WORKS presented a memorial of sundry citizen: 
Kaweah, Three Rivers, Exeter, Hayward, Oilfields, Visalia, and 
Farmersville, all in the State of California, remonst) 
against the transfer of the control of the national forests tv (! 
several States, which was referred to the Committee on the | 
servation of National Resources. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Martinez 
and Oakland, in the State of California, praying that cu : 
be placed on the free list, which was referred to the Comuuitice 
on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Ventura ( 
ber of Commerce, of San Buenaventura, Cal., remons! 
against a reduction in the duty on citrus fruits, whic! is 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

TARIFF DUTY ON CITRUS FRUITS. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I have here a letter { 

Charles C. Chapman, of Fullerton, Cal., giving some facis t! 
I think are interesting and instructive on the subject of the 
growing of citrus fruits in California and bearing on the ques 
tion of the tariff. I ask that the letter may be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the | 


mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Rr as 
follows: 


FULLERTON, CAL., April 24 
Hon. JOHN D. Works, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear SENATOR: I have had the privilege of reading a « of 
your letter to the Citrus Protective League, bearing date of Apri! 1! 


First let me say I appreciate beth your position and the spirit 
letter. Your well-known disposition to treat with fairness ever) 
tion I assure you I also appreciate, and all we need to ask for 
half of the citrus industry is fair and reasonable treatment. 

I know Mr. Powell is quite capable of furnishing you any data » 
you may desire in order to present this question to the Senat: 
I want to take the liberty of emphasizing, perhaps, a few point 
occur to me as important. I speak more particularly in bebalf of (ve 
orange growers, not having been in recent years a lemon grow . 
have, however, been induced to put out a large lemon orchard, ane 
naturally feel deeply interested in the outcome of legislation on t'' 
lemons. I can say, however, that some years ago I had about - s 
of lemons, and for seven or eight years I did not make one co 
the entire acreage. The trees bore heavily; but I could not, lh 
seem to realize anything from them. I therefore rebudded the 
oranges. A little later protection was given the industry, and | 
who had lemon orchards have, I understand, done very well; b 
came only after a long, discouraging struggle. y 

The President, in his message to Congress on the tariff, said 
thing about the chief need of the American producers, in order to 
pete with the world, was that they should sharpen their wits, or IS 
to that effect. If he was to step into one of our modern p 
houses, I am sure he would find a splendid display of the | 
ventive genius and application of mechanical forces to be found 
world. In my own packing house, used solely for packing 0 
fruit, I have equipment which cost between $7,000 and $8,000, © 
requires more than an ordinary grade of intelligence to manip. 
various pieces of machinery. All of this equipment is that w 
handle the fruit with greater care and put up a uniform packs 


as regards quality and size and make it, as well, attractive to Us 





bere 
























1 mention this, for many do not realize how much handling of the 

and lemon as well, is necessary before it reaches the consumer. 

| ~ is all done by well-paid labor. should very much regret to be 

reed to reduce the wage of any of this help, but if we are forced to 

etreneh by reason of having any of the markets taken from us among 

‘ first places we should go would be to the help, because this is the 
sreest item which enters into the handling of the fruit. 

The impression prevails that the citrus industry has been immensely 
profitable and that the growers have been making big money. ‘That 
« not true. Many have done well, but no better than the farmers in 

ny sections of the country have done. It requires active, enterprising, 

4d intelligent direction of the business to produce even a_ reason- 

e income. Practically all of our growers have come here from the 
Kast, and the charms this country has for them has induced many to 
talk much, and, indeed, often “blow” about results. Everyone, as 
» know, eatches the spirit and talks big of California, and this has 

a wrong impression as to the real results of the efforts of a 
ries of years. I am often pointed to as one of the most successful 
: _ but I could have made more money in other enterprises, 
ther here or in the East, from whence I came, had I put into them as 

, of my life as I have into the citrus industry. 

ro my mind the great loss from a _ reduction of the tariff on oranges 
would be the loss, or largely so, of the New York market. This is the 
} orange market in the world. It sets the price for the entire 
wintry, and if the tariff was reduced so that oranges could be brought 

reoly that market would be continually demoralized. It would be 
ttled, and therefore unprofitable, to the New York trade, and 

-ofore to the California growers and shippers. It is really only a 

of the New York dealers who want a reduction, and these, I am 
d, are mostly foreigners. 

We are giving the consumers good fruit, well and pemety put up, 
and at very reasonable prices, and it is widely distributed throughout 
the Nation, so that every small village has fresh fruit continually ; and 
7 ime, if let alone, the increase of a, the lower transporta- 
tion charges, and even still better facilities for handling the fruit will 
us to give it to the consumers at still lower prices; but if all 
; disrupted the industry could not possibly go on in its splendid 

l ypment as it has in the past 10 years. 

Most of our growers—in fact, practically all of them—have come 
from different sections of the East. Many came when well past 
ile life and invested their savings in the citrus business, expecting 

; the remainder of their life here in comparative comfort. It 
e hard, exceedingly so, for these people to see the business in 
they have invested their all demoralized. Many of these, for 
are thousands of them, would not be able to survive the financial 
hat this would incur. 
; dificult for us to say just how much reduction of the tariff 
! he made and our industry still survive, or even continue without 
s demoralization and loss. None of us know just how much 
wagement the imperters would get from even a slight reduction. 
have been making a =—_ fight for reduction, with the evident 
ion of using our markets to the fullest extent if permitted. If 
are encovraged to do this, in the very nature of the case it will 
injure us. Both the home producer and the importer can not 
ie same markets with profit. One must be the loser and even- 
y driven ont, and he would be the one who had put the most money 
oducing, handling, and transporting the fruit. Here we would be 
disadvantage, for in all three items we put in far in excess of 
le the amount of money that the foreigner does. 
does seem hard after se many of us have been putting In our best 
efforts for years, and all the money we could raise, in building up an 
dustry which in itself has been highly beneficial to the whole country 
ive it ruined or greatly crippled by legislation made solely, it would 
1, in the interest of the foreign producer. 
e eastern manufacturers will feel the demoralization of the citrus 
iry, for our money has been spent freely in buying all sorts of 
plements and articles made there. 
Vardon this long communication, but I know in what I am saying 
I voice the sentiment of a great many growers. 

rhanking you for what you have done for us, and trusting that you 
will fight hard to preserve as nearly as possible the present rate on 
oranges, I am, 

Sincerely, yours, 


en 


CHARLES C, CHAPMAN, 
DORA D. WALKER. 


Mr. TILLMAN. On the 12th ultimo I introduced a bill 
(S. 750) for the relief of Dora D. Walker, which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. I ask that that committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WARREN: 
A bill (S. 1830) granting a pension to Mary S. Bartlett (with 
“wccompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: 

_A bill (S. 1831) granting a pension to Mary Kehoe; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SAULSBURY: 
A bill (S$. 1882) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Georgetown, in the 
Poe - Delaware; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds, 


_\ bill (8, 1883) for the relief of George Hallman; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 
: A mr yn granting a pension to Lizzie M. Smith (with 
AcCcOnpE € papers) ; to th / i 

By Mr. NORRIS: _ PU Ori EeegRNEST 


A bill (S. 1885) grantin . 
the Commnitios ie a pension to Charles F, Lane; to 


; 
} 
: 








I.——75 
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By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 
A bill (S. 1836) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
(with accompanying papers); to the 


ynmittee on 


By Mr. ROBINSON: 
A bill (S. 1887) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Robinson; and 


A bill (S. 1838) granting a pension to Ada Jernigen; 


to the 


Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. BURTON: 


A bill (S. 1889) granting an increase of pension to Levin A. 


Harvey; to the Committee on Pensions. 
THE TARIFF. 
Mr. JONES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 3821) to reduce tariff duties and pro 


vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. MYERS submitted an amendment 


intended to be pro 


posed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties 
and provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance a 
to be printed. 


ad ord it | 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILI. 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey submitted an amendment 
posing to repeal the clause in section 28 of the public 


| ro- 


buildings 


act approved March 4, 1913, providing that no person now in 


the employment of the Supervising Architect’s Office shall be 
eligible to such employment, intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was ordered to lie on 


the table and to be printed. 
LAWS OF PORTO RICO (S. DOC. NO. 20). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read and, with the accompanying volume, referred to the Com 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico and ardered to be 
printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

As required by section 31 of the act of Congress approved 
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues 
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” 
I transmit herewith copies of the acts and resolutions enacted 
by the Legislative Assembly of Porto Rico during the session 
beginning January 13 and ending March 13, 1913. 

Wooprow WILLS 


The Wuire Hovse, May 6, 1913. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, PORT OF PHILADELPHTA, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays bef 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 
The Secretary read Senate resolution 76, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Oxiver, as follows: 


} 
re the 


Resolwed, That the President be requested, if not Incompatibie with 
the public interest, to transmit to the Senate all papers and other 
information in his possession or in the possession of the Treasury I> 
partment relating to the demand of the Secretary of the Treasury r 


the resignation of Chester W, Lill, collector of customs of 
Philadelphia. 


Mr. OLIVER. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tl] 
resolution. 


the port of 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I suggest the interpolation of 
the word “ documentary,” so as to read “ documentary info 
tion.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 


offer that as an amendment? 

Mr. BAGCON,: I am suggesting it to the author of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I do not appreciate 
portance of the suggestion. I think the Senate is entil 
the information, whether documentary or otherwise. It nk 
sumed, of course, that all the information will be docuinentary, 
but if the Secretary of the Treasury is in the 
any other information, I think it is his duty to tian 
under the resolution. 

Mr. BACON. As I understand the resolution, it is directed to 
the President of the United States. 

Mr. OLIVER. It requests the President to transmit the in 
formation in his possession or in that of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. BACON. I understand; but it is addressed to the VPresi- 
dent, not to the Secretary of the Treasury, and necessarily the 
President, in getting from the Secretary of the Treasury that 
which the resolution calls for, would be limited to documentary 


the in 


mi to all 


ye if 5 i) tl 
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; 
i think we t to know it. Notwithstandi h 
of the Secretary of the Treasury that no ch 
against him, and that the only reason for de 
nation was that a man in sympathy with the 
administration be put there, it has been ehiur ! 


of the House of Representatives by one of the 
from my State that this resignation was ask i 
officer was substantially removed because of frauds « 
valuations in the eonduct of his office. If that is 
be investigated, and the information leading to |t 
should be sent to the Senate so that the responsib 
conduct of that office should be properly lodged and 
should be advised whether or not there had been any 
or whether the reason given was a mere pretext for 
one kind of a man for another in a public office. 
reason why I have offered this resolution. We wa 
ind I think we ought to know—whether the present 





tion are going to respect the principle of maintai 
|} and honest public officers in their positions il the 
| of their terms, or whether they are going to ind 
ing removals without caus¢ 
[ yield to the Senator from Virginia, if he é 
Mr. MARTIN of \ in In th l I 
a parliament inquiry. Has this resolution ! 
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In v of o hat the Senator says he does not antici- 
! t there w ! ny information ‘ept that which is 
ui ina d mentary shape I trust he will nsent to make 
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OLIVER Well, Mr. President, this resolution is ad- 
d to the President of the United State fl am perfectly 
» far as LT am concerned, to leave it to the judgment 
nt Ame! n who now occupies it position as to 
xtent or kind of information which he will transmit. 
\i MARTIN of Vit ia Mir. Preside 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 8S r from Pennsyl- 


’ 
: 
vania vield to the Senator from Virginia? 
OLIVER. I do 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. With the per ion of the Sena- 


{ I uld like to ing . if he is w r to state—and I 
suppose he i for what purpose he desi his information? 
I fam unable to see how it concerns the Senate to get this 
inf } Phe Pi dent is eertainly answerable for 
exercising the functions of his office. He ad a right to re- 


move the incumbent in the position referred to without cause 
if he saw fit to remove him, and I do net understand the object 





to be attained by etting this information when it comes, 
whether it be documentary or otherwise. What use is to be 


made of it? Cui bono? I do not understand why the informa- 
tion should be asked, 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Virginia 
wishes, I am very ready to state my purpose in asking for this 


information. When the present administration took office, about 
two menths ago, it was definitely announced that the policy 
of the administration would be the policy which las prevailed 





this morni c 
Mr. OLIVER. It was introdveced on yesterd1 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Has unanimous consen’ 
or given for it 
Mr. OLIVER. ‘The resolution comes over micer 
will state to the Senator. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I undersiocd the 
Pennsylvania to say that it was offered this mo! 
f . 


} 
i 





sent consideration ? 


L 
J 


rst time, 
Mr. OLIVER. The resolution was offered on y: 
it comes over under the rule. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Was it taken up yest 
not a different resolution? 

Mr. OLIVER. I offered the resolution yesterdey, 
asked for its present ccnsideration. Objection \ 
went over under the rule; and it is now pro 
Senate for action. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I ask the Senator from 
vania if it is not a fact that there was a large m ot 
paid into the Treasury recently because of violatio! 
customs lav7s at Philadelphia? 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, that is just exactly w 
want to find out. If there was any wrongful seitlen 
and if this eolector had anything to do with it, then [ \ oa 
with the Senators on the other side not only in cenfirn a 
nomination of hie successor, but im visiting upon hi 
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punishment that ought to be visited upon him for such action. 
it is just such a thing as that that we want to ascertain, and this 
resolution calls for information relating to that and to any 
other wrongful thing that it is alleged he has done in the 
-onduct of his effice. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I do not 

timate that there was any wrongdoing on the part of the 
eollector of customs at Philadelphia. It seems that no charges 
bh been made against that collector of customs, but simply 
reasoning about the matter and having no information regarding 
it. | have cencluded that if, in the execution of the duties of 
that office, one importer had so far violated the law that a 
compromise had to be made with him, and he had paid into the 
Treasury about $100,000 because the customs had not been 
properly collected when the goods were received, it was an 
indication of inefficiency, on account of which the President 
might with great propriety have removed the collector of 
customs. 

I simply refer to this because I do not believe, and I hardly 
think there is a Senator on the floor who believes, that the 
President removed the collector of customs at Philadelphia in 
order to put a Democrat in his place. While I do not know what 
induced him to make the removal, I have no idea he was infiu- 
enced by a consideration of that sort. It would be inconsistent 


mean, Mr. President, to 


ve 
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with everything he has done or said, and so I am driven to the 
conclusion that he made the removal because he thought the | 

rvice was not eflicient, although no charges had been pre- | 
ferred; but that seems to me to be entirely immaterial. 
Whether he acted on that motive or on some other motive, he 


acted within the limits of his proper constitutional authority. 
i he had a right to make the removal without any cause 


whatever or te make the removal for cause which was satis- 
factory te him, and yet which he did not desire to allege. 
Every employer knows that there are occasions when removals 


are made, and yet the employer is unwilling to allege the cause 
vhich induced him to act. The idea I desired to express was 
simply that the information when obtained would be 
The President has the constitutional power to make the removal 
without any cause whatever, and I do not, therefore, see what 


useless. 


e 


good will be accomplished or of what value the information 
will be to the Senate when it is furnished, if, indeed, it be 
furnished at all. I can not see the connection between the 
removal and the new appointment. The office is now vacant. 

Mr. OLIVER. The office is not vacant, Mr. President. Mr. 
Hill is still the incumbent. 


Mr 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. 
that Mr. Hill had resigned. 
Mr. OLIVER. Resigned, to take effect upon the appointment 
and qualification of his successor. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. That is substantially a vacancy. 


I understood the Senator to say 


Mr. OLIVER. No; I beg pardon, Mr. President. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Whether or not the office is vaeant, 
it is within the jurisdiction and constitutional authority of the 
President to send another name to the Senate whenever he 


pleases to do so, and it has no connection with the resignation 
or the removal of the present incumbent. 


Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, the name of Mr. Hill’s succes- 
sor has already been sent in; and, while I admit that the 


President has the right to remove any official at any time, I do 
say that information regarding the manner of removal or the 

er of creating the vacancy is of great importance to the 
nate in considering the question of confirming his successor ; 
ud it is for the purpose of having this information considered 
connection with the nomination of that successor, who has 
ready been named, and whose nomination is now pending, 


1 


that I ask for this information. 

AT) sacchall * * 
ght President, I do not propose to discuss this matter longer. 
‘t Senators on the other side want to take the responsibility 


¢ 


of suppressing this thing, they can do so. I leave it to the judg- 
ment of the Senate whether or not they will ask for this in- 
formation. I say it is pertinent to the case; it ought to be 
asked for, and it ought to be furnished; but if the Senate 
retuses to ask for it, or if the President refuses to furnish it, 
the responsibility is with the other side of the Chamber and not 
With this side. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, Mr. President, I desire to move an amend- 
ment to the resolution by striking out the words “and other 
‘ntormation.” It seems to me that the Senator from Pennsyl- 
Yania should be willing to consent to this amendment. In view 
Of the fact that we are admittedly establishing a precedent, we 
ought not to enter into a practice which is likely to lead us into 
embarrassment and into an impropriety of action. In calling 
upon the President, even by way of a request subject to the 

les of the public interest, it seems to me improper to 
ther than to ask for the papers in the case. 


exigene 
go fur 








I sympathize with the Senator's 


nosition, th 1 Se 
which confirmed the present incumbent, can very | t 
upon the President to send to the Senate the papers : 
relating to his removal; but it seems to me t g c 
far to call for other information which ry ‘ 
munication from the Preside ting hi 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, not ed upo 
doc uments, 

Mr. OLI\ ER. Mr. Preside it, if the Sei tor Wi { ow | I 
think that it is thoroughly safeguarded by e} 
vision calling only for such info mation as the Pr | 
wish to send not incompatible with the pul es 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The resolution is not so w 

Mr. OLIVER. The President is the judge hi 
tion he will furnish. I am perfectly willing to t 
dent to give ali the information in the ea and | 1 
that he will give all the information in the case th i 
is transmitted to him. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator does not phrase h 
tion so as to request the President to send only such inf 
tion as he may desire to send. He asks him to send 
information. 

Mr. OLIVER. The resolution reads, if i 
with the public interest.” 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes; but then it may quite possil 
that that would lead to a communication from the Pres dent 
he desired to be entirely frank with the Senate, which would 
go outside of the papers in the case. It s ns to me that it 
improper for the Senate to enter into such a py le controve 
with the President in this case or in any other. The Senate 
ought to be permitted to request the transmission of the papers 
in the case; and if they do not justify tl Py cle in his 
action, it is a matter for the Senate to jud b 
establishing a precedent. we should not 1 ak ul 

|} of this kind. We should call specifically 1 he f $ 
case upon which the department acted. 

Mr. OLIVER. Do I understand that the S 
suggestion as an amendment? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I offer it as an amendmen 

Mr. OLIVER. I have no objection to that, Mr. Presid 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, before the Senator fi i’ 
sylvania takes his seat I should like to ask him jue . 
spoke about Members on this side of the Cha: f 
responsibility of “‘suppressing this thing.” | what 1 
does the Senator refer in connection with any su 

Mr. OLIVER. I did not tch what the S { d. 

Mr. KERN. I said that the Senator a wl igo sp 
the responsibility the Members on this si«d uld have 
sume in “suppressing this thing.” as he ex} “il | 
am asking as to what thing he refers that \ bout 
pressed? 

Mr. OLIVER. I will leave it to the § 
conclusion from whut I said 

Mr. KERN. I speak only f , f Bo t I 
this resolution will be defeated Neither do I d e to influe 
any Member on this side of the Chamber by hing I 
say. It is conceded here that the President ji é 
this official has proceeded entirely within his 
right. It is now prop 1 to inquire into—to prol ] 
processes of the President of the United Stat 
he reached the con lusion th if this Dah ot elit 1 
[ think we are going entirely outside of our he 
enter that field. I think the precedent to be t t bad 
I remember that when Mr. Cleveland went « ‘ ‘ 
and Mr. McKinley came in Democratic ofliceholder 
this country went down as ripened grain befor | 
remember that such were the wholesale me 
Senate had undertaken to inquire of M Me 
instance as to his motive in the removal of 1% ‘ 
the Senate would have had little time 
the first month of his administration. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, will the Senator eld 
for a moment? 

Mr. KERN. Yes. 

Mr. OLIVER. If the Senator will allow me, I will state th 
when Mr. McKinley assumed the Presidency in 1897 Mr. Jol 
R. Reed, a very eminent Democrat of the city of VPhiladelph 
was the incumbent of this very office, collector of the port « 
Philadelphia, with two years yet to serve; and he served 
term out before a Republican was appointed to the place 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I should like to ask the Sen 
Mr. Reed did not support Mr. McKinley for the Presiden 

Mr. OLIVER. I do not think he did, but I do not kn 
thing about that. If you are going to draw the line ther 
however, you will have to go high up among Democratic of! 
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I | that to the Set re a great | be fn the hands of those who were tn sympathy 
‘ f r to vho did the same | administration. 
That communication has been read publicly, and 
‘TH of G still, M | ! t hat 3 alto exist; so what broader statement of th five d 
' P emoved | o1 1 you obtain, no n I v ful r 
' ' t the ha? If th t ry mnt in\ » on \ l ! 
' ( | } } have : { ) tot ‘ ‘ 
’ » ft} ft ean i if | 
Li] l kk rerogation. It a mplishes notl 
I , > h « , rv of th (re iT’ | 2" 2 
( { ’ ‘ tha 1 on f com! " ‘ 1 ty } . 
! i 2D l ey? lent, Just as he replied when inquiry was le of 
nt ep ” a 3 val ' + oe ‘ . - : : 
ri ree t ta If |] | ) 11 ollector or his friends: so I do not ee why the 
l > Se rire Penns) uestion. I | should be passed. If you desire to ventilate that a 
I did not Ow view of acanainting the Ameriean peonle with the 
’ » } : . . . . 
yy a i Pr l been taken, you have the most authentic den 
i niey to 1 you |! e the amplest opportunity to 1 ke sie 
» if nd ‘Non ff : eer : i ae 
‘ mor it aS Se ] to Vi 1tonp prope Ye 1 oO not ! 
\ I? | I do not ‘ er or not tion fror uthentie sources to confirm a rumor. The § 
' a > ' ‘ 1 ha mon ‘ 
l , , but I e con- | of the Treasury has made that announcement over | 
} . wear T ’ ’ 1 or T’ ‘yy £ ony favre : $¢} ; ip ‘ ri ; ; ; 
el : locracy. | signature when a specific inquiry covering the point 
‘ | l mitted to him. 
I . ‘ } Therefore it seems to me that the resolution is tter] 
‘ ( ‘ AT, l ? } : Z 
I I vir, bre nd mply enecumbers the Receoerp For that reason | 
‘ Pp | lal the r Mr Pracident Usk li n | 
ed , rTesid ought not to be adopted, and it ought not to be refe 
“! le ag se ; , ) : 
I I ou l ommittee, but it ought to be disposed of her not 
; ; | vl . > . 1 
7 # “ ybod)y rs the result of the inquiry, but because the 
} rer ' ' Tk neos Yy . ' oe the ei, i ‘ , 7 
l ! l tT t ivil | extent to w ich it can go is now closed and no new info 
{ } { ne nt: d in nm Y } 4 a2 . . . 
, \ ce WHe come from prosecuting an inquiry under it. 
‘ - . ‘ ! ed ' member . “ , . 
' Of co se, the Secretary of the Trea ry spol hy a 
e 4 1, to 1 nd refused | oy, 3 Mes? : By apalx. 
: when he made that answer in reply to the inquiry 
| i the r ‘ } = : ry 
; — 1 th no * | to him as to the cause of the removal of Mr. Hill ‘hat 
} } { 1f m ; ; 
ou ‘* | you could learn as the result of the 1 re of tl 
i I tool ri : ‘ 1 ‘ , ‘ 
ira Y 4 m that tony x : 
‘ ' } : \ 
! iy Utne 13 tw iy na f +] | tol 1 
1 — ' I in Some or ine 1 that Ira 
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. ; not be sw ift to vote rnainst » 7 9 tir 
3 Ui sin danht md von wanted t bri ea it ut 
ia is to make a definite issue on it As it 
2 — , i - 4 
sennt owevel! I do not e the use of 
( } le ] ) 
on at all 
P { my R aad ; 
+ tent f NSEND. Mr. President, I assume that if 
t © t f I I ! 
' ; on as to whether or not the pre . 7 
! while I } ! it ! ) : 
: had been y nged there might be 
} j if I had { ‘ “ag or ' 
; » ought to ask for this information. But 
| ny 1 l rdance Ww . : 
. har % that Cate don the floor of the Senate to-day and 
; , mat r was up to indieate ha there at 
, < Viembet } he other de to make . woo en ite that by : 
. or le to this office—at least, that impres 
' i ‘ ! { 1 mn nv th + , 2 
. r\ Pp lent. | ' currency throughout the country, and espec 
I (> i resicler my ~ . ‘ 
. . ta e 4 that should put the Members of the S 
I ‘ oO ! ‘ l 
| ' | } | ‘ ; 
b 1 to the ords of men in offic ‘ a it, Mr. President, that Senators who are called 1 
' ' or the purpose of substituting | COMfirm a nomination—to say nothing about retaining 
| : , of al s all right for | 12 office but simply about putting a man into office 
the | it y to take that ne e nt them | S4t to > it t information; and it seems to _— th 
ine that ora . position. and | C29 do no less than to pass a resolution requesting tl 
; ~ f . , 1 wi } , he effect that ‘ MU S v1 t to us rout col ration the facts in th 
f Lined in rct until ti [I think it is but fair to the incumbent and [I think it 
! ] ‘ ( I : 7 Li ast mtil Loe : : S - 2 — . 
7 lutely just to us that we have this information 
There are Senators here who argue that we have no! 
g Mr. KERN. J I lent, I have under l it to be econ- | ask for this information. I know the senior Sen: 
ceded ! t the President was 1 within his | Arkansas does not agree with that proposition. We 
. t he was exercis 1 power or right | right to ask for anything that we need in the dischat 
which the Const on of the country devolved upon him. |] duty that comes before us. It will shortly be our 
Hit ny sno rea ro laint. Pe es. T believe it is | confirm a man appointed in place of the collector at 
1] ( ed } ountr f led Re [I want to kn one, whether or not the charge 
5 ' ins that as a result of the Iast e! tl President | by the senior Senator from Virginia a moment ago 
Lonel : whelming plu y sl | have men | other Senators are cerrect—that, notwithstanding the s 
} nductine the in strative a ! f the Gov of the Secretary of the Treasury, there are ma i 
» are In ll sympathy with him 1 his admini with that office which we ought to know. That will 
thing to do with my vote in confirming the man whose 
(ir. CLARKE of Arkanses. Mr. President. Iam not prepared | President has presented here. 

) YY | ! tion that action that the I conceive that no harm can be dene, no bad precedent 
Preside n ion with the removal and appoint- | established, by asking and receiving information w! 
m f pub ‘ beyond inquiry t the Senate: but | actually need. If, as the Senator from Nebraska states 
I see no reason r the passage of this particular resolution, | ar me things in the resolution which perhaps ought not 

. : . . . . > 4 
unless i 3 ifended to question the veracitv of the Secretary | there, I have no objection to its being amended But : 
of the Treasury ‘' ) . te to this gentleman who was / us the right to receive information which it is necessary , 
remover! that he removed him for political r s | to have in performing a public duty seems to ine to be e1 

I think that gentleman is in pessession of a communication, | wrong. Therefore I think this resolution ought to pass. 


or can readily obtain a copy of a communication, written by | Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, will the Senatoi 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in which he says there were no | Michigan yield for a question? 


Whig edt 


charges pending against the collector which went to his in- | Mr. TOWNSEND. I will. 4 
tegrity, but that he was removed for the sole reason that it was| Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Would not the proper way and , 
the desire that that great branch of the public seryice should | easy way to get that imformation be for the commiticc 
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h this nomination is referred to ask for the papers? Is As I was about to say w! 


the vsual way with reference to nominations? Is net | the Senator from Pennsy 


t constantly done—to obtain all papers in the- possession of | some of us possibly had the | 
|’ dent or the head of the department with reference to | disclosed by him rherefore ‘ 
to be appointed and the person removed? I think is equally unlimited 
TOWNSEND. If this issue had not arisen, and if it had | posed to he critical about it, l itt 
» in the committee of itself, I presume that would have | of the President, if nothing had | < 
proper way to proceed. But the matter has been given | amounted to a precedent, and I \ 
ity hi re, and Senators are contending that we have not | when the Senator 
ht to ask for this information. I do not think the Senate | for its purpose \ inanire + 
fford to let the matter re there It seems to me we] vacancy to fill whic! “ ' hae 
to proceed now with the resolution to get the information | tion, then for us to pass this 
we have asked for. and one which will return 
fy BACON. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Michi- | majority shall eo ' t) 
g s mistaken ip his statement that any Senator here disputes | the fortunes of political warfare those 1 


“ht of the Senate to ask for these papers or any other | may become the majority 





vhich may be in the possession of the departments. | In the thousands and 
a difference, however, between the existence of the | are sent to the Sennte, if tl te | 
nd the exercise of the right. The existence of the right if this is to be recognized 
ing which I will go as far as the Senator from Michigan | as an expedient thing to | . I 
other Senator in defending and maintaining I have had right, it is one which 
ng to suy about that in the Senate on more occasions | which may hereafter be tto the & 
ie. I believe the right exists in the Senate to call for any I repeat, Mr. Pres r 
in the departinents, and not only to call for it but to | Sen: ‘s who have han |] 
d it. But that is a very different thing, Mr. President. | dressed the Senate upon this t I 
he qu tion whether it is alw ys expedient to enll for it. | that with the purpose d i it is 
sht may exist, but it may be inexpedient to exercise the | ! in expedient thing to do, eld 
that we have a right to a 
President. this matter does not relate to the question of | Mr. CLAPP. Mr. Fr t. if ‘ 
tion. If it did, it eyxuld not be discusser! in open Senate | sion to make the inquiry: I sl! d 
here without the consent of the Senate or the order of the appointment involved in this e has 
Se e. If, as tis conceded by all, I understand—it has been | committee to which it was referred? 
a ed by the Supreme Court—the President has the arbitrary | Mr. OLIVER It has not. Mr. Pre 


of removal. for a reason, good or bad. or for no reason, Mr. CLAPP. Then it rather strike 
then the question as to whether he has properly exercised that | mittee could get these papers in the 








] t in no way relates to the question as te whether or not | do so. that the Senate could do it 
the person appointed to fill the office should be confirmed. The | Mr. SMITH of Georgia here is not. Mr 
on to be decided when an officer is to be confirmed is|a bit of trouble about the Sr tor vine d 

whether or not he is worthy and well qualified for the office; | done, or rather what be announces he yw 

y ier be is a proper man for it; whether he is one to be ap- | this information from the « tee. Tl 
ed by the Senate. The question as to how the office became | that is always taken; and if we deviate fre 
nt has no relation to the question as to whether or not he | occasion when there is a non tion and 
fit and proper man for that office wanted from a department we \ be told 


When the Senator from Pennsylvania introduced his resolu- | should be passed calling on the Preside 
tion, there was nothing said about the purpose—— Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, it ems to 
Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Georgia | deal of difficulty. I offered the resolu 


me to ask him a question? | for obtaining this information and failed 1 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia | stated then that I would offer it in oper 
d to the Senator from Pennsylvania? now done. I am going to fail to obtain 
Mr. BACON, I do. I am not at all confident that if the re 
Mr. OLIVER. I will ask the Senator from Georgia if it is | ferred to the Committee on C erce, 1 
not true that last winter for nearly three months the Senators that I am a member of the committee. tl 


on that side of the Chamber held up the confirmation of nearly | be obtninable through the 1 

f the appointees, because, as was alleged by them, of the | Before I sit down. Mr. President. I s 
manner of creating the vacancies, and the fact that in certain | and inserted as a part of my re rks t 
cases, as they alleged, vacancies were created for a political | of the Treasury in response to Mr. Hill, sta 
purpose, and on that account the appointees should not be con- | calling for his resignation. 
f “1? The VICE PRESIDENT. That may be 


Mr. BACON. I think the Senator is approximately correct in | wil] read as requested _ 
his statement; not exactly so, but sufficiently so for the rat The Secret iry read as foll 
poses of his argument. The Senators on the other side are at \ 
perfect liberty to vote against the confirmation of anyone if| sre: Replying to your letter of Ttt 
in their judgment a vacancy has been improperly created. But charges against you. Your resignation has 
the Senator can not mean to imply that this side of the Cham- | ee ee oiled ye ee: pind eager 


*, when it took that position, called upon the President of the | and policies of the admini 

Inited States for his reasons why such and such a thing ~ Respectfully, 

appened; but that is practically what the Senator is proposing Oe ad ele 

o do here. Hes. | aad ~— an lida gi aie ee 
If the Senator has information which* satisfies him that he f 

ought to vote against the confirmation of an officer, he is per 


a 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, what is the 


fectly free, in the exercise of his constitutional rights, to vote | lution? It seems to me to be a eurious ' 
that way, just as Senators on this side of the Chamber in the | *T holding in h s ha wl the writts dd 

last session were free to exercise their right to oppose con- | be denounces by tnn endo at least 
firmations. But I repeat that the question of confirmation is | evidence oe ; 

not a question that can be decided by this inquiry, because it Mr. OLIVER Mr Preside: : 

is an inquiry into something which does not have any limita-| The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senat 


ions as to the right of the President. yield to the Senator from Pe 

If the law were that the President should not remove a man| Mr. REED. 1 do. 
except for just cause, then it would be another question: but Mr. OLIVER. It is not the first time 
that is not the law. The law, as declared by the Supreme Court | Missouri has placed words in my mouth 


of the United States, is that the President can remove | from it. I want him to be careful about the 


arbitrarily and without cause in the exercise of his will. If he | butes to me. 


does so in an improper manner, there is a certain method | Mr. REED. Ah, Mr. President, the s 
pointed out by the law by which he can be called into question | cate position, is in a very sensitive mu I 


for it; but there is no other method by which it can be done. | in the Senator’s mouth. I have said that 
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he has charged there is an improper motive. I reiterate it. He 
hus in the last few moments argued that removal for political 
reasons is such an act as demands and challenges the attention 
of the country. He has called on the Senate to pass this reso- 
lution in order that that evidence of iniquity, for that must have 
been his meaning, or disregard of his public duty, for that 
must have been his meaning, should be laid bare and naked 
before the country, in order that the people might gaze upon 
it, appalled and horrified. 

Now, it transpires that the evidence of that very reason which 
the Senator states he wants to have exposed was in his hands. 
Therefore he has now all he could possibly obtain if he had 
all the papers in the possession of the President, unless it be 
the fact that there was some cause other than the political 
cause, which has been referred to here, for the removal of this 
man. If there be such a cause, if there has been dereliction in 
duty, if there has been failure to properly conserve the interests 
of the country by the officer in charge of this position, then 
that fact would throw no light whatever upon the confirmation 
of the successor to this office. It would not affect the moral 
character of the man who has been appointed. It would not 
affect the question of his capacity. It would not affect the 
right of the President to appoint him or of the Senate to con- 
firm him. 

Therefore there could be no reason for calling for that infor- 
mation, and if it did come it would only come to offer a 
stronger reason than the one that has already been given in 
the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury. Manifestly, there- 
fore, this resolution has for its object only the purpose of ex- 
posing to the country the awful crime of having removed a 
Republican from office just on the eve of the fact that the people 
of the country did their best to remove the entire party from 
office. 

Mr. President, some comment has been made here in regard 
to the right of the President to remove. We are not even con- 
fronted with that question. The President has not removed 
this officer. He removed himself by resignation. It matters 
not that that resignation was requested. If he thought he was 
entitled to his office, if he considered that the office belonged to 
him as of right, he ought to have retained it and to have sub- 
mitted himself to an actual removal. On the contrary, this 
gentleman saw fit to voluntarily resign his office, for it was 
voluntary when it was not compelled. 

In the next place, Mr. President, I want to offer this observa- 
tion: Senators upon the other side, the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. TowNSEND] in particular, said that if there had 
been anything wrong with the conduct of the office at Philadel- 
phia that fact ought to be known to the Senate. I grant that. 
But is this the way to secure that information? Is this a propo- 
sition to investigate that office? Is this a resolution calling for 
the facts in regard to either malfeasance or misfeasance in 
that office or negligence in that office? It is nothing of that 
kind. If the Senator from Michigan desires to have light upon 
that, if the Senate desires light upon that, then the proper 
method to pursue is to offer a resolution to investigate that 
office. But I do not hear the Senators upon the other side 
asking for that sort of an investigation. The whole kernel and 
meat of this matter is found in the attitude of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. He brought this question before the executive 
session, where it properly belongs, and, having failed there to 
carry his point, he took a change of venue to the open session, 
in order that there might be publie discussion: and having now 
been gratified, I trust the resolution will be defeated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcu- 
cock]. The Secretary will read the amendment. 

The Secretary. On page 1, line 3, after the word “ papers,” 
strike out the words “and other information,” so as to read: 
“to transmit to the Senate all papers in his possession,” and 
so forth. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to 
have it. 

Mr. OLIVER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to eall the roll. 

Mr. DU PONT (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSeN]. 
Ags he is not in the Chamber, I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. KERN (when his name was ¢alled). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BrapLey] and 
therefore withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I would 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). 


Some 


I have a gen- 
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I will transfer that pair to the senior Senator from New Mex} 
{Mr. Catron] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. OLIVER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] voted? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. OLIVER. I have a pair with the senior Senator f 
Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN]. I transfer that pair to the ju 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Brapy] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. ASHURST (when the name of Mr. SmirnH of Ariz 
was called). My colleague [Mr. Smiru of Arizona] is 1 
sarily absent from the Senate on important public business. 
is paired with the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Fat]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was e¢alled). I hay 
standing pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. [P 
ROSE], who seems not to have voted. I transfer that pair to 
Senator from New York [Mr. O’GorMAN] and vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ASHURST. I understand that I am recorded as }) 
voted in the affirmative, and if it be so recorded I do not 


Has the sej 


ticularly appreciate the company in which my vote appe ) 
place me. 
Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator if it 


account of the company or if he has changed his mind. 

Mr. ASHURST. I should be recorded in the negative 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arizona 
corded in the negative. 

Mr. JACKSON. I wish to inquire if the senior Senato: 
West Virginia [Mr. CuinTron] has voted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. JACKSON. I have a general pair with that s: 
and, as he is not present, I will not vote. I would vote “\ 
if the Senator from West Virginia were present. , 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been requested to announce | 
the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. Burteicu] is paired 
the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Saivety], and tha 
junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] is paired 
the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. 'l') 
of the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Fatt] with the § 
from Arizona [Mr. SmirH] has been announced. The s: 
from New Mexico is absent on important public business. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 42, as follows 

YEAS—31. 


Brandegee Gallinger Norris Stephenson 
Bristow Gronna Oliver Sterling 
Burton Jones Page Sutherland 
Clark, Wyo. Lippitt Perkins Townsend 
Colt Lodge Root Warren 
Crawford McCumber Sherman Weeks 
Cummins McLean Smith, Mich. Works 
Dillingham Nelson Smoot 
NAYS—42. 

Ashurst Johnson, Me. Pomerene Stone 
Bacon Johnston, Ala. Ransdell Swanson 
Bryan Lane Reed Thomas 
Clapp Lea Robinson Thompson 
Clarke, Ark. Lewis Saulsbury Thornton 
Fletcher Martin, Va. Shafroth Tillman 
Gore Martine, N. J. Sheppard Vardaman 
Hitchcock Myers Shields Walsh 
Hollis Newlands Simmons Williams 
Hughes Overman Smith, Ga. 
James Owen Smith, 8. Cc. 

NOT VOTING—23. 
Bankhead Chamberlain Jackson Pittman 
Borah Chilton Kenyon Poindexter 
Bradley - Culberson Kern Shively 
Brady du Pont La Follette Smith, Ariz. 
Burleigh Fall O’Gorman Smith, Md. 
Catron Goff Penrose 


So the resolution was rejected. 
ARMOR PLATE FOR VESSELS OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I submit a resolution which 
I ask to have read and for which I ask immediate consideration. 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 78), as follow 


Whereas bids were opened by the Secretary of the Navy in Feb: 
1913, for furnishing armor plate for the dreadnought Pennsy!\ 
and 

Whereas the representatives of three firms manufacturing armor |) 
in the State of Pennsylvania, while pretenare to bid as competit 
after a conference submitted bids which did not vary more than 
yer ton: and 

Whereas the then Secretary of the Navy, notwithstanding an intima 
tion made on the floor of the Senate of the United States t j 
was alleged there existed collusion among different manufacturers [0 
advance the price of armor plate and divide the profits of the « 
tract, awarded the contract on March 3, 1913, by dividing, fo! 
practical purposes, the award of 8,000 tons of armor plate amons 
the three companies; and ; 

Whereas it is alleged that this action of the said firms reveals 
they comprise an armor-plate trust, and that the price named in | ' 
contract awarded by the Secretary of the Navy is in the nefizh orion’ 
of about oad ae ton higher than the previous awards by the Depa" 
ment of the Navy for armor plate: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is he! 
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eral pair with the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Smiry]. | directed to forward to the Senate, at as early a date as practical-<. 4 
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x. juring the past 25 years. the prices paid in each award, and the | horticulture or agriculture made wit — 
of the firms or corporations to whom the contracts were awarded. | agricultural or horticultural pi 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from Arizona asks Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President. I 1 e tl 
y nous consent for the immediate consideration of the reso- | geainst the amendment that it propos 
lution. ; ‘ i b an appropriation bill. 
ir. GALLINGER, Tet it go over, Mr. President. 7 object. Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I trust the § 
ASHURST. Mr President, I merely wish to state that | polg his point of order, as I wish to make some obse1 
this is identical with the resolution introduced by me on the | on the proposed amendment 
17th of Mareh last, which was referred to one of the committees Mr. GALLINGER. I will withhold it. 
of the Senate, but which has not yet been reported because of Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Presi 
the great amount of work pressing upon various members of | man Antitrust Act which I have offered is ide aie i 
the conmittee. It does seem to me that this matter ought to | which. as wag stated on the floor of the Sena 
be given attention, I hope the distinguished Senator from New | ofrereq py Senator Sherman when the bill which be 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] will withdraw his objection to the | was under consideration, and which was ed 
present consideration of the resolution. I am advised that the | Senate. ’ 
Secretary of the Navy is willing, as it is his duty, to send this I might say that th ! ( { . 
information at the earliest possible date. Indeed, it is MY | og of the proviso for which it is offered : \ te. I 
understanding that the Secretary is now compiling the data | lieve that it is preferable to action of 1 sn fac 
demanded by this resolution. I wish the objection would be | gor coyera) rea Ti dew ioe comet , 
withdrawn. : | reaching than it is believed it should be, the 1 way 
fr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not feel like with- | ,oors to me. is to change the | w. and not to re 
drawing my objection, There is a pretty serious allegation ¢ 0- | If the Sherman Antitrust Act has been const! aide 
tained in the resolution against the retiring Secretary of the | to jJapor unions and farmers’ associatio na 
Ni which ought to be inquired into a little before we pass | such organizations should be ex ted f 1 its operatic f 
solution, and I now give notice that when the resolution | gypneqrs to me that the prot 1, to de te ti 1d the ¥ 
rly comes before the Senate I shall move to refer it to] so as to exempt such ¢ uw its ¢ n. and t 
Committee on Naval Affairs. in effect ta encomrate +k galt diene henees en eS 
. VICE PRESIDENT. Under the objection the resolution | yjging 4 fund: mronriated fi _ te ¢ 
goes over. | shall not be used in case certain s A 
SUNDRY CIVIL, APPROPRIATION BILL. Congress has the power to repeal or a1 sadiad Pigott 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, in pursuance of | former Congr« , and if C ess belie 
the unanimous-consent agreement of the Senate, I ask that the | should be repe d or amended it 3 it ( l 
Senite proceed te the consideration of the sundry civil appro- | action; but if Congress does t t to s to 
priation bill. } repeal or amend such laws, I do t } ve tl { j 1 
: ASHURST. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- in encouraging the viola ws. It v “] 
§ tion of the resolution I offered, the objection to the con- | that it was not the in on the ¢ he law S ¢ l 
tt notwithstanding. to include labor unions df Ol 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I make the point of order | scope, and that in providing that is a 
{ that motion has to go over under the rules of the Senate. | be used to prosecute such “snizations w . 
VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair rules that it must go | on the original inte of the act. It s s to 
( Che Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] asks that, in | howeve that the law has | 1 @ | 
| e of the unanimous-consent agreement of the Senate, | plying to such organizatio and if | ‘ t 
u ite now resume the consideration of the sundry civil | them, the logical and proper way appears ) » write 
iation bill. : | the exem] ion into the law. Let us make the rend the v 
» Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- | we think it ought to rend, p the ac ‘ hi think it 
§ ion of the bill (H. R. 2441) making appropriations for ought to prohibit, and then s enfo t | fear or 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year | favor, impartially and effi I bel \ 
ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes, the pending ques- | trust Act has been one of the best laws ¢ 
being on the amendment proposed by Mr. GALLINGER on | ute books, and I also believe it 11 ( ! 
page 129, line 13, to strike out all after the numerals “ $300,000” | benefit than it has if it had be rig 
( to and including the word “ products,” in line 24, as/| outset. I believe that many « rol n- 
f vs: fronting 1 to-day rise from that I I 
led, however, That no part of this money shall be spent in the | combinations the creation of which this law to 
I tion of any organization or individual for entering into any | prevent were left almost unmolested for a decai rt 
‘ tion or agreement having in vik w the increasing of waces. | pod been enacted with no systemat and effi 4 , . 
ing of hours, or bettering the conditions of labor, or for any | : : a . 
act ) in furtherance thereof, not in itself uniawful: Provided fur- | enforce its provisions. 
ther, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended for the But, returning to the proviso in this bill, I 1 I 
I ition of producers of farm products and associations of farm- : _ ; 
. ) cooperate and organize in an effort to and for the purpose to | “™ not clear as to what effect it v have if ret ! 
obtain and maintain a fair and reasonable price for their products. Even without this provision, there nothing in , 
Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senate to con- | it necessury for the Department of Justice to uss 
sider at this time the resolution reported with amendments by | priated in this paragraph to prosecute the or ito Vaicn 
the Committee te Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses | the proviso, at least apparently, aims to exem) i 
of the Senate, authorizing the Committee on Bunking and Cur- | other land, if the department or the President « 
rency to have hearings, if it be agreeable to the chairman of | tain organizations of this kind violate the law and s! | be 
the Committee on Appropriations. | presecuted, I believe there are funds available w \ i 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I have no objection to having the | a prosecution could be carried on, even if : ft ’ 
sundry civil appropriation bill temporarily ‘laid aside for the | appropriated in this paragraph can be used | ns 
consideration of the resolution, if it leads to no debate. pose. If the Department of Justice «i 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, we are proceeding under a | nations are not in violation of law, this rv 138 Unn 
unanimous-consent agreement, and, under the rule, that can | sary; if, on the other hand, the Ix rent of J e decides 
hot be done. So I object to the consideration of the resolution, | that such combinations are in violation of the law and ¢ 
Mr. OWEN. I make no further request. to be prosecuted for its violation, this provision will not save 
Mr. GRONNA, Mr. President, I offer a substitute for the | them from such prosecution. It is to be further noted | 3 
imendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. | apparent exemption from prosecution would extend on l 
GALLINGER], which I send to the desk, and ask to have read. June 30, 1914, the end of next fiscal year. Is there any rea 
Che VICK PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the | 80m, if these organizations ought to be exempt from prosecution 
Senator from North Dakota will be stated. under the Sherman Act, why such exemption muld end th 
The Srcrerary. On page 129, line 13, in lien of the amend- | the next fiscal year? These organizations either are or are not 
ment proposed by Mr. Gatrincer, it is proposed to strike out | operating in violation of the Sherman Act, and the > 1s 
all after the numerals “ $300,000,” and to insert: of the act either ought to apply to them or ought not to apply 
oath a — the act of July 2, 1890, entitled “An act to protect | t¢ them. | It they —e not violating the act In —s e a os 
ootiiie mmerce against unlawful restraint and monopolies,” is | the provision in this bill is unnecessary; if these organizations 
wey amended by adding the following proviso: “ Provided, That this | . in violati f the act. this provision will not exempt them 
act shall not be construed to apply to any arrangements, agreements are in viola ion oO 1e act, t us | i 2 | } 
T combinations between labo i ’ : »| from prosecution. If the Sherman Act prohibits such organi- 


numbe rers made with the view of lessening the 


r of hours of labor or 





of increasing thelr wages; nor to any ar- | zations and we are satisfied that they should be exempted from 
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its operation, the reasonable and effective way to do it is to 
amend the act and not to pass this bill, containing a pretended 
exemption, which, at most, can last only one year. 


I do not favor the practice of placing general legislation in 
appropriation bills, as it often results in the enactment of hasty 
legislation; but, as Senators know, it is often done, and in this 
particular instance I believe the amendment which I propose is 
so simple that no long consideration is necessary in order to 
understand its effect. 

This amendment will definitely exempt these organizations 
from the operation of the law. The provision contained in the 
bill, while it apparently exempts them for one year, in reality 
gives no such exemption. 


Mr. President, I trust the Senator from New Hampshire will 
withdraw his point of order and let us have a vote upon the | 
amendment I have proposed to the amendment submitted by 
him. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I inquire if the amendment has 


been read? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been. 


Mr. GRONNA. It has been read; but I will ask that it be 
again read. 

Mr. CLAPP. I ask that it be again read. It escaped my 
attention. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment. 

The Secretary again read the amendment of Mr. GRronna to 
the amendment of Mr. GALLINGER. 


Mr. WORKS. 
The VICE 
the Senator 
against 


Mr. President—— 
PRESIDENT. Does the Chair 
from New Hampshire a 
the amendment? 


understand that 
point of order 


raises 


Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from New Hampshire does 
make the point of order against the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
rise to the point of order? 

Mr. WORKS. I do not wish to address myself to the point 
of order, if the Chair desires to rule upon it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to rule upon the 
point of order, if the Senator from California will suspend for a 
moment. By the third clause of Rule XVI it is provided that— 


No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received 
t ny general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not ger- 
m or relevant to the subject matter contained in the bill be re- 
ceived; nor shall any amendment to any item or clause of such bill be 
received which does not directly relate thereto; and all questions of 
r vancy of amendments under this rule, when raised, shall be sub- 


mitted to the Senate to be decided without debate. 


As this is not a question of the relevancy of the amendment 
to the subject matter of the bill, but as it raises the question 
as to whether or not it is general legislation, it is the duty of 
the Chair to rule without submitting the question to the Senate, 
and the Chair accordingly rules that the amendment is not in 
oraer. 


Mr. WALSH and Mr. WORKS addressed the Chair. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator will suspend for a 
moment, if there is a desire to appeal from that ruling, the 
Chair will be glad to have it settled. The Chair tried to con- 


strue the rule correctly. 

MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I am sure no one 
desires to appeal. It has been ruled that way universally, cer- 
tainly for the last 20 vears. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, just one word. As the one who 
presented the amendment certainly I do not wish to appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. I know the decision is’correct 
according to our rules, but I had hoped that the amendment 
would be accepted. We have heard much and there was much 


Mr 


snid on the floor of the Senate yesterday in favor of labor 
organizations and farmers’ organizations, and I know that the 
particular amendment which I have offered would give perma- 
nent relief. On the other hand, the provision contained in the 
bill is only a makeshift. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Montana. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, the discussion of this measure 
has, to my mind, gone far beyond the limits which the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire legitimately 
fixes. The clause to which it is addressed offers no warrant 
whatever for the suggestion of connivance with crime on the 
part of the Congress of the United States; neither does it prop- 
erly open up for inquiry at all the question of the wisdom of 
Congress in making the Sherman Act so comprehensive in its 
scope as to include labor organizations and farmers’ associa- 
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tions, I think, Mr. President, he must go far afield indeed ww) 
finds in it any room for discussion of the views of Mr. }} 
wood or Mr. Ettor in relation to any of the controversj 
tween labor and capital. 

The provision of the bi!l that is so obnoxious to some of 
distinguished Senators who have been heard in reference 
has been denounced as class legislation. Why, Mr. Pres 
that particular part of the measure to which is attached 
proviso which the amendment seeks to excise is class 
lation. It singles out a particular class of crimes agai) 
National Government and makes a special appropriatio 
the prosecution of them—$300,000 for the enforcement 
antitrust laws. It contemplates as well other appropriat 
ceedings for the suppression of the evils against whic! 
laws were aimed, but the enforcement of the crimins! s 
against trusts comes within the purpose of the appropri: 
it is not its main object. 

From out the long category of crimes against the 1 
States these particular crimes are made the subject 
special provision. The violation of one particular sta‘ 
singled out and a liberal provision is made by this act 
enforcement. Are we to infer, accordingly, that the jx 
the United States are unconcerned about other crimes, « 
they are willing to connive at their perpetration—murder. 
and piracy? Why, no. In addition to the general pro 
of the act for the pay of judges, attorneys, marshals, a1 
court officers, found under the head of “ Judicial,” pa: 
et seq., a specific appropriation is made at page 12s 
1 to 15, inclusive, of $475,000 for the detection and puni 
of crime—of crime generally; of all crime. Then follo 
appropriation in question of $300,000 for the enforcement 
antitrust laws. 

The act makes no specific provision for prosecuti: 
violation of the postal laws or the pure-food law or an) 
criminal statutes, except perhaps those relating to the « 
and the public lands. The act contemplates that the Dep: 
of Justice shall not invade the general appropriation, bu 
it shall have a specific and ample fund for the enfor 
of this particular act. This is class legislation beyo: 
troversy, but it is not open to criticism for that reason, : 
commands universal support. Everyone approves it. And 
3ecause it is generally recognized— 

First. That crimes and offenses against these laws h 
been prosecuted in the past with the vigor that their 
requires. 

Second. That the perpetrators of them often, perhaps | 
are men of vast wealth, against whom the Government | 
contend but feebly if its officers were obliged to rely s 
the provision made for the enforcement of the criminal s! 
generally. 

Third. Because of the unusual expense that ordinarily a‘ 
prosecutions of this character. 

Fourth. And more than all else, because the public 
immediately and grievously by the acts condemned by th 
that have been habitually and boldly violated. 

For these reasons, and perhaps others, this particu! 
of crimes is made the subject of this legislation. But 
that class there is a class to which these reasons do not 
or they apply so feebly as not to call for any special provi 
namely, organizations of farmers and laborers not engaz| 
the doing of any act in itself unlawful but yet wit! 
inhibition of the Sherman law as it has been construed } 
courts. There is in this act no condonation of any such « 
if there be such a crime. In the Debs case the circuit 
of appeals said: 


In this instance it is perhaps apparent that the original meas 
proposed in the Senate, “ was directed wholly against trusts, a: 
at organizations of labor in any form.” But it also appears tha 
the bill left the Senate its title had been changed and materi 
tions made to the text; and it is worthy of note that a prov! 
effect that the act should not be construed to apply “to any : 
ments, agreements, or combinations made between laborers witli 
of lessening hours of labor or of increasing their wages, nor | 
arrangements, agreements, or combinations among persons cng 
horticulture or agriculture made with the view of enhancing t! 
of agricultural or horticultural products,” was not adopted. % 
amendment, doubtless, was not necessary in order to exclude agr« 
and arrangements of the kind mentioned. 


But if by entering into an agreement or combination |i: 
in view the increasing of wages, the shortening of hours 
the bettering of conditions, and in furthering such agreemec 
combination, but doing no act unlawful in itself, laborers ©! 
against the Sherman Act, or if farmers do so through | 
ordinary associations, this proviso expresses the idea that | 
is no occasion for any special appropriation to punish - 
infractions of the law. They, it is believed, may be safely |: 
with by it in its ordinary course. And why should they not! 
Why should there be a special appropriation for the prosec\'| 
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f such offenses? Are they so numerous as to require some un- 


rain] and extraordinary measure for their suppression by the | 


tion of the Government? Are the offenders so formidable as | 
require the employment of expensive counsel outside the | 

eyler aids to the Attorney General? Is there any great cry- 
public demand for relief from the evils flowing from such 


s or that there is any occasion for such. It is to arm the | 
ers of the Government in their titanic struggle with the 
intic industrial and financial monopolies of our time that this 


creat sum of money is appropriated. The offenders of the other 


ss may well be left to be dealt with in the ordinary way and 
t of the general appropriation. That is what this act means, 
nd all it means. 
In the opinion in which it was first held that the Sherman | 


wbinations and associations? No one will assert that there | 
| 





Act extended to combinations of laborers seeking to | 
their condition Judge Phillips said: 
! think the congressional debates show that the statute had its | 
in in the evils of massed capital. 
. . ‘ . . ' 
That was the original cause giving rise to the law. 
Judge Morrow, in United States v. Cassidy (67 Fed., 698-705), | 
d: 
primary object of the statute was undoubtedly to prevent the 
tion of legitimate and healthy competition in interstate co! 
individuals, corporations, and trusts grasping, engrossing, and 
lizing markets for commodities. | 
He, too, held, however, that it was eventually framed so as to 
embrace combinations of laborers, 


was leveled. 





But why may we not properly make special provision to attain 
primary object of the law, to arrest the grasping, engrossing, 
| monopolizing of markets, leaving the evil, if evil it be, not 
lly aimed at to be corrected in the ordinary way in which | 
ordinary evils that afflict society are restrained and cor- | 

1 by the courts? 
ile the act brought into being by a wise and far-seeing 
esmanship was being notoriously violated by the organiza- 
of the great trusts that have braved the Nation, it was 

1 from its original purpose to become an instrument in | 
» hands of the very combinations against whose existence it | 
Now that a better public spirit prevails, a deter- 

ition to enforce the law against rich and poor alike, they 
would like to see the fund provided to destroy them diverted 
| exhausted in prosecutions directed at another class of of- 
fenders easily dealt with by the ordinary provisions of the jaw. 

If there were no evil to correct but that flowing from asso- 
ciations of laborers and farmers, we all know there would be | 
no specific provision in this bill directed at it. It would not 
stand out as invested with sufficient importance to justify 
such. On the other hand, the appropriation would be amply 
warranted if the act did not reach to such organizations. 

The publie is demanding the swift and relentless enforcement 
of the law against monopolizing trusts and combinations. It 
does not want any portion of the great fund provided for that 
I se to be diverted for the purpose of prosecuting labor 

s and like organizations for pretended offenses against 
» Sherman law. 

It is asked, “ What, then, are you giving these people?” mean- 
‘ organized labor. We are giving them nothing. We are not 
fessing to give them anything, and certainly not a dispen- 
n to violate the antitrust act or any other act. We are 

ly declaring what is the common conviction of our people, 

iat the exigencies of the times do not require that we make a 
special appropriation to prosecute them. 

This measure ought to command the support of everyone pro- 
fessing a friendly interest in organized labor. If he harbors 
he belief that the act was never intended to remedy the evils | 
sing from such, he ought to give & his very cheerful 


Wl 





VT 


acquiescence. If he thinks the Congress deliberately framed 
the language of the act so as to reach the associations referred 
to in the provisos attacked by the amendment, he will still find 


difficult to imagine why he should vote for a special appro- 
priation to prosecute offenders falling within those classes. | 

‘The sole question presented by the amendment is as to 
whether the opportunity to use this special appropriation against 
organizations of laborers or farmers should be accorded to the 
Attorney General, or whether prosecutions against them, should 
ény seem necessary, should be conducted by the aid of the 
feneral appropriation. The specific fund is meager enough, 


nd t 


1 it should be guarded against depletion or diversion to aid 


in prosecutions that require no special care, and in respect to 
which no considerable public feeling is aroused. 


Mr. HOLLIS. Mr. President, this amendment is offered by 
my distinguished colleague from New Hampshire. I shall vote 
against it; and, at the suggestion of one of the older Senators 
on this side, I shall give my reasons, in order that it may not 
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be understood that New Hampshire 1 New England 
altogether deaf to the interests of the wage eurne 

The proposition involves three issues: 

First. Is this class. legislation? 

Second. Does it make any difference in the world whet] 
is class legislation or not? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the junior Senator from 
Hampshire yield to the senior Senator from New Hampshir¢ 

Mr. HOLLIS. With pleasure 

Mr. GALLINGER. I trust when my harmi ollengnue 1 
his remarks in the Recorp to-morrow mornin will re 

| that he has put me in the attitude of being one New E1 
|} ian who is deaf to the interests of the laboring | ile 
Mr. HOLLIS. I am very sure my distin: d ¢ 
will be able to take care of himself without any regrets on 
part, and without any modification of what I have already 
I was elected to come to the S ite, as L believe. bee ce 
tertained the particular views that I am about to exp 
they do not agree with the views of my colle » 1 am 
for him; but I appreciate his perfect right to tertain hi 
views, and, if I misrepresent him. to set ri 
As I was about to say, the third issue involved here is « 
expediency. Is it expedient to favor sociations of I 
and wage earners by the passage of this bill as it stands? 
I think some attenti should be paid to this matter of « 
legislation, because I uspect tl ‘ e some M here « 
side of the Chamber who may lean rather t the pas 
| of the bill as it stands, for r tl the may be t 

1 class. I have received many egrams fr t 
during the past v it to vot his « 

on the ground that the e 0 s class and 
seem to assume that if it is ¢ ‘ lation it ought 1 
pass. 

I have no hesitation in meeting thi le s rely 
stating without equiv ition that thig-is elas slation 
I propose to show, if I can, that that is no objection what 

There is no provision against class legis!ation in the C« 
tion. There is no general provision of law ag st it r} 
no general publie policy which it will violate. We are cor 
discriminating against certain classes and in favor of « 

| Our laws are full of them lor exa le, the t ff bill 
| will presently come before us is a bill hic] v fa 
certain classes to the detriment of est of th eople 
income-tax provision in that b distit s in favor of 
class which has an income not over $4,000 and : tl 
which is fortunate enough to hay an income f re 
$4,000. 

The ordinary labor laws do not apply in pn y ens 
farmers and to household servants. The laws wl 
hours of labor apply frequently to women Ml children « 
and to mills and factori ' The n who is f 
|} enough to ride in an automol has to observe certai 
and regulations which do not apply to men whvw travel in 
drawn vehicles. Vendors of milk, vendors of spirituous lig 
| vendors of gunpowder frequently have to comply with reg 
tions that do not apply to other vendors So we nig! 
down the line and find that there is class leg tion i 
dance, and its constitutionality is nev questioned. TI 
statute of 1908, the Federal employe1 ial y WwW 
only—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the nator fi New H 
shire suspend for a moment? Then ng ir i ex] 
the Chair lays before the Ne the ul isl lb 
will be stated. 

The SrecreTary. Order of Business 10, S ut 
authorizing the appointment of a Littes 

| vestigation of. conditi in the Paint C1 rict, 
Virginia. 

Mr. KERN. I ask that the unfi ed » tempor 
laid aside. 

The VICE PRESID! r Is there objection? The ¢ 
hears none. The Senator from New Hampshire will pro 
Mr. HOLLIS. As I was about to say, Mr. Presid 
Federal employers’ liabil law of 1908S appl only to 
class of citizens who are engaged in inte te ¢ el 
railroad. The only constitutional provision ble t 
case is the one that all memb 0 class s be ti 
like We find, then, that this s legislation al 

the mere fact that it is class le t is no at 

it. But I hope if Members on ! any ! 
that they will satisfy them bef ey fail fi 
passage of this law, as it is proj t ! 

Now, then, we come to the quest Is ‘ ex ped 
| to pass? I wish to thank the distinguished Senator fre 
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[Mr. Cummins] for his very handsome admission yesterday, 
that it was not intended to have the Sherman antitrust law 
apply to associations of farmers and laborers, and for his 
a rance that the labor men were properly justified in under- 
standing that it did not so apply. I was not of voting age 
when this matter was discussed originally, but I do remember 
that it came with a great shock to the country when the courts 
decided that the Sherman antitrust law should be applied to 
bor unions. None but those ingenious and able trust lawyers. 
ho had been able to save their clients from the bona fide pur 
se of this act, would have been able to conceive and push 
forward to fruition any such idea. The action of the courts 
in that regard falls within that class of court-made amend 
ments that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THomas] denounced 
so brilliantly a few days since. 

My only care is to get at it as quickly as we possibly can 
under the rules of the Senate. The thing that I am most careful 
about is promptness. If I am going somewhere in an automobile 
and the machine will not start I will not wait a long while, but 
I will get out and walk; and if I get started and the machine 
will not work I am willing to take a horse and be towed to my 
destination instead of waiting all day for an expert to come and 
repair the machine. 

[ should much prefer that this wrong should be righted by 
direct amendment. I think that would be better; but I am 
going to take relief just as soon as the opportunity arises by 
passing the law as it stands. I say we should give to the law 
department our policy in this regard. They will understand our 
purpose to repeal this court-made amendment as soon as we can 
properly do so under the rules. We shall notify the law depart- 


‘ 


iF 
W 
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ment that we are not in favor of enforcing the antitrust law | 


even if it may technically be applied to associations of farmers 
and laborers. We shall let them know that they are to point 
their activities at the real objects which were intended when 
the law was passed. 

It seems to me that the point raised by Senators yesterday 
was more acute than important. It is just that sort of con- 
servatism that is found commonly among lawyers that has 
brought so many of them into disrepute with the majority of the 
voters of this country. It was just the opposite quality in the 
leader of the third party in the last campaign—his desire to 


voters who otherwise would not have supported him. 





that very few common-law crimes do come under the ju 
tion of the Federal authorities. 

One reason why I favor this law is brought out by th 
of Ettor and Giovannitti. They were arrested and i: 
without bail until they were acquitted by a jury of their | 
The evidence was published in the newspapers. We al! re 
It was flimsy in the extreme. I have no hesitation in ch 
that their arrest and imprisonment was brought about by 
mill owners, not with any expectation of securing a convi 
but in the hope that their arrest would cow the other st 
and that their absence would break the backbone of the s| 

It is because capital has succeeded in using the police 
militia. legal process, and the courts for their own bene‘it 
I believe the Congress should even matters so far as yx 
by legislation like this. It is beeause beneficiaries of the 
law like Mr. Wood have undertaken to circumvent the 
ployees by tricks and by unjust imprisonment and prose 
it is because capital has such immense resources and s 
tremendous pull or influence over public authorities that | 
favor laws for them which shall not apply to farmers a 
earners. They have set themselves apart as a class of 
edged beneficiaries, and I believe it is just to have c! 
lation against them as much as to have class legislat 
their benefit. 

I believe, as I said at the outset, that I was sent to 
United States Senate by the State of New Hampshire b 
I hold these views on this subject, and I should fail 
duty if I did not state what I believe to be the true att 
of New Hampshire on this question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am not going to do 
than say a word at this time. The vigorous defense of 1 
league of certain labor leaders attracted ny attention. 








i 


| gestion that my colleague made, inadvertently | hope, th 


vanted to go on record as one Senator from New England 
had sympathy with the labor class does not apply to 
came up through the ranks of laboring men as to some « 


did my colleague, and all through my life I have had the 


| foundest sympathy for the men who earn their bread by 
| sweat of their brow. For many years I belonged to an o1 


zation of laboring men, and if I am not mistaken I am st 


| good standing with that organization. So it is not quite 
go forward to his object—that commended him to so many | 


Now we come to the point that has been criticized, which is | 


embraced in the phrase “ not in itself unlawful.” Every lawyer 


not unlawful in themselves become unlawful when committed | 


in combination with others, and that the Sherman antitrust law 
is directed against combinations and conspiracies in restraint 
of interstate commerce. 

A man may get the better of his competitors in a great many 
lawful ways by restraining the trade if he can, so long as he acts 
alone, but under the Sherman antitrust law these lawful acts 
when exercised in combination with others become unlawful, 
not immoral, not unlawful according to the common law, but 
unlawfu. under the terms of the antitrust act. 

Take the Lawrence cases, which weie referred to yesterday. 


Mr. Ettor and Mr. Giovannitti were indicted for bringing about | 
the death of a woman. I believe the fatal shot was fired by | 


some o.e at a striker, and an innocent bysteiuer was killed. 
Mr. Ettor and Mr. Giovannitti were indicted for inciting to 
inurder on the theory that they had advised and urged acts of 
violence, and that they were therefore liable for the conse- 
quences that might properly flow from those acts. 

Sut take the case of Mr. William M. Wood, president of the 
American Woolen Co., one of the chief beneficiaries under the 
Payne-Aldrich tariff law. Mr. Wood was indicted by a Massa- 


chusetts jury for conspiring with Mr. Atteaux and Mr. Collins | 


in taking dynamite to Lawrence in order to plant it in the resi- 
dences of the strikers, so that it might be found there and they 
might be brought into disrepute or perhaps be punished for 
having it on their premises. 

The prosecution, which will begin May 19, I believe, in Massa- 
chusetts against Mr. Wood is under the Massachusetts statute, 
and, as I understand it, if Mr. Wood had transported the 
dynamite to Lawrence himself instead of having somebody else 
to do it, then it would not have been a crime. So, under the 
Sherman Act it is net a crime to do many things by one’s self, 
but when done in combination those things become unlawful. 

Now, ander this act the law department is left perfectly 
free to punish all crimes when they are crimes in and of 
themselves. Crimes like assault, crimes like manslaughter, if 
committed where they will give the Federal Government juris- 
diction, will be prosecuted, and this money may be spent under 
the terms of this act for that purpose. But it is fair to say 


i 
for any Senator expressing his own views, however rad 
extreme they may be, to call in question the integrity of 
associates. While I have never advertised myself as a s; 


| advocate of labor organizations and labor unions, I shou 
in the Senate knows and well knows that certain acts which are | 





doing myself an injustice if I consented to permit any Se 
to put me in the attitude of being hostile to their interests 

On yesterday I alluded to Mr. Haywood and Mr. Ettor. [ had 
forgotten the distinguished Italian who cooperated with 
and whose name my colleague has mentioned, Mr. Giovai 
We know what they did. We know what utterances fel! f: 
their lips on Boston Common and elsewhere. We know 
they went into Lawrence for the purpose of creating strife 
diseord and agitation, and. they accomplished it, all in the 
of labor. and we know what the result has been. 

Now. Mr. President, two days ago this same man Hayw 
in the city of Boston, which has been called sometin« 
Cradle of Liberty, exercising the privilege that he claims be 
to him to say anything that he chooses to say on public q 
tions, uttered these words: 

It is against my ethics to enter into an agreement with the c 
class at any time. Our motto should be to exterminate that 
“emancipate ourselves. Our organization stands for that, and 
view a new society when all industries will be operated by the w 
classes and for their benefit. 

Mr. President, we are a patient people. If we were not 
patient people a man who uttered a statement in publi 
he was in favor of exterminating the capitalist classes of 
country would be taken care of by the legal forces of the U 
States. 

So I say, Mr. President, I am not opposed to the labo: 
men or to the cause of laboring men, but I am opposed to ! 
like that. I hope the time will come when the Senate of 
United States in its wisdom will be willing to help to enact 
that will take care of that class of men and that wil! pr 
them from inciting the poor people whom they are harangu 
from day to day to acts of violence and murder. 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say now. I may | 
something further to say before the debate closes. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I was greatly surprised 
not a little concerned to hear a Member of this body de 
that he is in favor of class legislation, but my mind was * 
what relieved when I heard the Senator express his pec 
views as to what constitutes class legislation. I am strong!) 


sympathy with labor organizations established and used for | M4 





ate 


MA eRE * 


aay 
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of maintaining reasonable wages and hours of labor As I understand, the Senator from Tow : a 


Ss av of 
the general uplift of laboring men. But I have no| this very question for the purpose of ascertair ‘ it amend 
hy with the use of that or any other organization for the | ments to the statute may be made in order 1 { re 
csion of violence to attain their ends. | effective, and I sympathize entirely with that e 
ve bundreds of these organizations in this country. I | Mr. President, if Congress | eves that t pr \ 
believe they are within the terms of the Sherman anti- | trust law includes labor and farm organizations, and at the 
iw. but those same organizations may combine and con- | same time believes that it ought not to do so, then the proper 
te together just the same as any other organization for | and the just thing for us to do is to go back to that on 
wful purpose of restraining trade. If they do, then | statute and so amend it as to take them out of i provis 
bring themselves within the terms of the antitrust law | No one would be more ready to do that than J if it is cor ed 
wild be subject to its prohibitions and its penalties. | to labor organizations in th proper and | ti te sense of 
we are told that this proviso declares that the money | that term; but whenever labor organizations confederste to 
not be expended for unlawful acts. It is not necessary gether or conspire to do an unlawful thing in \ ation of this 
iat provision should be contained in the law itself to pro- | statute they ought to be prosecuted and held 1 nsible st 
against acts that are not unlawful, and certainly the} the same as any other organization 
S ie of the United States ought not to put itself in the po- So, Mr. President, I am not myself willin however i“ 


of forbidding the judicial officers of this country from | I may sympathize with the object and purpose of labor or: 
uting any man who commits an unlawful act in violation | zations, to put myself in the attitude of inserting a provision 





statutes of the country. | in this appropriation bill that should, if it is a proper pro 
\Vho is to determine whether the particular act charged in a | vision at all, be made an amendment to the original statu 
case is unlawful or not? How is it to be determined? Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I shall detain t Senate , 
sarily, the only proper way is, if the prosecuting officer | a very few moments. I merely desire to put into the Recorp 
es it to be an unlawful act, to prosecute the offender. | my own reasons for voting in favor of the amendment proposed 
But we say to him in advance, if this is not an unlawful act by the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLINnGe! 
you should prosecute it as such and the Government be Those reasons are confined strictly to the character of the 
ted, then you have in violation of this statute misappro- | two provisos. Those provisos are attached to a special appro 
ted the funds of the Government. I say that is a cowardly | priation, which is added to the regular appropriation for the 
for Congress to do. purpose of enforcing a particular law. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President—— I am inclined to agree with the Senator from Iowa [Mr 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California | CUMMINS] in his view that that is not a wise practice; that 
to the Senator from Nebraska? | the general appropriation should be made sufficient to enable 
WORKS. I yield. the Department of Justice to enforce the laws, and that it is 
HITCHCOCK. Did I understand the Senator from Cali- | not well to single out one for peculiar care. But this is only a 
in to say that, in his opinion, the legal department was in | repetition of what has before occurred. We have made these 
1 a position that it would be unable with its ordinary ma- | appropriations, special appropriations, for the enforcens of 
ry to prosecute a man who had violated, or an associa- | the so-called Sherman Act, and it was done by Congress \ 
hich had violated, the Sherman antitrust law? | the very natural desire to show the zeal which they felt aga 
Mr. WORKS. Not at all. I have not said anything of that | trusts. 
| I once heard Mr. Speaker Reed say in the House of Rept 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator from California will realize | atives that the House was not what he should call a “ courage 
t for many years after the Sherman antitrust law and | center”; but when it comes to dealing with trusts, there is no 
other laws like it were placed upon the statute books, there was | doubt about the courage of Congress; they are entirely fear pe 
special fund of this sort to make prosecutions of a criminal | and the appropriation of this extra fund for the enforcement of 
, and some civil cases were carried on by the department | the law was introduced to show, I think, not only their zeal, 
ut using this fund at all. Some of the greatest cases | but the soundness of their opinions. So it is not worth wl 
f a historical standpoint were prosecuted with the ordinary | arguing for or against the merit of these extra appropriation 
nery of the legal department; and at the present time the | funds to enforce particular statutes. They are there. 
val department is under no necessity to resort to this particu- The objection to the provisos, to my mind, Mr. President, 
fund, but has abundant means of prosecuting ordinary cases | not that they are class legislation in the sense in which that 
inay come to its attention. | term has been used in this debate. The Senator from lIowa 
Mr. WORKS. But, Mr. President, I assume that if Congress | pointed out yesterday that a great deal of legislation p: dl 
propriating $300,000 for the specific purpose of prosecuting | by Congress was in its nature and effect class legislation, and 
tions of this particular act, it would be upon the theory | that same proposition has been renewed to-day by the junior 
that the funds now provided for that purpose are insufficient, | Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Hottis] and fortified by 
or else it is not necessary to make any such appropriation at | him with a wealth of original illustration. I therefore 1] 
Besides that, undoubtedly the Attorney General, with this | it is not necessary for me to point out that much of our | 
prohibitive provision contained in the act, would take it as a | tion necessarily, like the pure food and drug act, in its oj m 
direction to him not to prosecute any labor organization or | falls on a particular class of the community. 
farmers’ organization under this particular law. Are we going The objection to these provisos, to my mind, is not that they 
to put ourselves in that position—to tie the hands of an officer | embody a law which in its operation reaches a particular 8; 
Whose duty it is to prosecute any offender of any statute of the it is that they are intended to exempt certain persons and 
ed States by withholding from him the necessary funds | tain classes from the operation of a universa 





t should be provided for that purpose? That is precisely | on the statute book—a law that is by its wording intended to 


hat we are proposing to do. apply to everybody. The classes which are thus exempted, Mr 
The distinguished senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cummtns] | President, are very large, very important, very numerou If 
s declared his disagreement with my views as to the efficiency | they were not numerous, I fancy they would not be exempted 
of the Sherman antitrust law. If the Senator had done me | But they are given in this way a privilege which is a wholly 
e courtesy and the honor to listen to my views on that sub- | different thing from what is ordinarily called “class lr 


} 

ject as I expressed them in this Chamber yesterday, he might | tion.” This provision creates not a class, but a privileged class. 
feel differently about it. I have never claimed that the anti- | It gives a certain privilege to important bodies of our fellow 
t ist law was not a just and righteous piece of legislation. As | citizens, a privilege which the great majority of the American 
declaration of right principles in the conduct of business | people do not enjoy. 
alfairs, it is a most excellent provision; as it relates to the mere Mr. President, I suppose that it is very old-fashioned in me, 
(uestion of dissolving combinations and organizations formed | but I have been brought up on the idea that one of the founda 
i r the purpose of restraining trade, it is an effective remedy; | tion stones of the American Republic was the equality of all 
but the position I took, Mr. President, was that the act did | citizens of the Republic, of all freemen, before the law; that 
hot go far enough; that it did not apply to specific acts intended | whatever else the Republic of the United States las done or 
ue restrain trade, no matter to what extent they might go. failed to do, it has maintained that principle in intention at 
_the Senator from Iowa gives emphasis to my objection to | least. This seems to me a departure from that great principle. 
ve statute in that respect by saying that it is quite doubtful | It is no answer to say that under this clause as it is drawn, 
al ee physical violence used in restraint of trade | with the phrase “ provided the act is not unlawful.” it wou d 
my triee tea the statute. I am ready to go just as far as | not, therefore, be efficient. Mr. President, that sort of leg 
effective a rom Iowa will go to make the antitrust law just as tion is the worst that can be put on the statute book—legis 
ache tin 0 prevent this kind of combination and also specific | lation which “keeps the word of promise to our ear and breaks 

“\$ that are intended to interfere with trade and commerce. | it to our hope”; legislation which pretends, in auswer to the 
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few more comforts by virtue of the sale of that which 1 
toiled to produce, we are putting him under the same | 
the man who, by the unholy use of his capital, despoils t} 
ducer on the one hand and the laborer on the other. 

Mr. President, I notice that Chief Justice Fuller, in 
his decision of the famous batters’ case, made use of 
pression, quoting from another decision, that this law 
nated in an attempt on the part of Congress to regulate ; 
gations of capital, but that on account of their failing 
corporate in the law the very amendment which Mr. Sh 


himself introduced, providing that labor and agricul 


| ganizations should be exempt from the operations of the 


| people were dependent 


| 


d d of it by shrewdly chosen words, to grant 
the a ! ( rea it does not. 

Nor Loe l vy ¢« ference, Mr. President, so far as 
tl » inve 1 is con ied, that this applies only to 
he fa 8] Py ition which perishes at the end | 
of ear. | ren nd that is, that here 
lel \ n uy t! tatute book provision that 
cert n the | ited States among the best that we 
ht en » mak th ] ‘kbone of the country. no doubt— 
t) 1 if they belong to certain ations with cer- | 
f thie e engaged in the pr ition of certain | 
eX t purposes and causes, shall be exempt from the opera- 
tion liuaw to which all other American citizens are subject 
‘he large majority of men who work with their hands, for 

pot embodied in labor unions, and to them the 
rere ‘ e no privilege 

M ly t, if the Sherman Act by a literal interpretation 
h been 1 le to work hardship against classes of our com- 
muy vy or against individuals whom it was never intended to 
it ide in its penalties. then the thing to do, as the Senator 
from Iowa {Mr. CumMMmINs] said yesterduy. is to amend the act | 
and make it what it o t to be; but while the act stands upon 
the statute book universal in its language, applying, as we all 
have supposed, to all men alike who should violate its provi- | 
sious, I say, it is a dangerous thing for us to give a privilege 
to any man by which he can violate a universal law with an 
impunity guaranteed to him by law, which his fellow citizens 
do POSSess. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, I do not think 
there is any doubt that, viewing it from an abstract standpoint, 
there room for argument on both sides of this question, but 
there is not a Senutor on the floor of the Senate who is not 
perfectly cognizant of the fact that the Sherman antitrust 
law was never conceived of as a restriction against labor or 
against the agricultural interests. The whole agitation, as 
is set forth in the debates on antitrust legislation during the 
passage of the legislation, indicates this fact and around that 
one faet circle all the arguments in favor of an antitrust law— 
that it was aimed at the unrestricted and unrestrained power 
that accompanied grent aggregations of actual wealth. It was 
directed against a system under which a few individuals having 
in their possession great financial resources, holding in their 


hands, as it were, the very lifeblood of commerce, could at their 
sweet will ent the weges of those who converted the raw ma- 
teri into the finished product on the one side, and dictate the 
price to those who prodnced the raw material on the other side. 
There is not a farmer in the Senate—and I suppose there are a 


few here—who has labored with his own hands, who has toiled 
to produce that which would minister to the needs and the com- 
forts of the people of this country of ours, who has been en- 
gaged in producing our staple products, but has felt the power 
of aggregate capital overriding and subverting the law of sup- 


ply and demand, and reducing it not to the law of supply and 
demand, but to the law of money supply and “the man.” 
TY} is not 2 man who does not understand that this legisla- 
tion was aimed at these aggregations of capital which, under 
the peculiar genius of our Government, were left, until the 


antitrust law was passed, practically unrestricted. 

There is a strange absurdity just here. The Senator from 
California [Mr. Works], who has just taken his seat, deplored, 
as other Senators have done, the fact that this is class legisla- 
tion. I am a member of the Committee Agriculture and 
Forestry. We are busy from the beginning of one session to the 
other in appropriating millions of dollars for the purpose of 
sending out farm demonstrators, and teaching the farmer. at 
the expense of the National Government, how to produce more. 
The cost of living has gone high because men have been induced 
to leave the farm and flock to the centers where these great 
ageregations of capital promise a man greater return for the 
work of his brain than on the farm. If this labor is not or- 
ganized, it is left at the mercy of the man who has the organi- 
zation and the capital. 

I svy we are spending millions of dollars to teach the farmer 
how to grow more, separating him as a distinct class from all 
other and sending out these special agents for the 
benefit of the country. Then in the next breath we say to him: 
“We propose to teach you how to grow more; we propose to 
relieve the condition that confronts us; but, on the other hand, 
if you attempt to tuke charge of your own business, and in a 
legitimate way combine to get out of it that which you think 
your own toil is worth, you become subject to the same law 
that is to be applied to the man who never toiled, who does not 
work, but who, by inheritance or other means. has come into 
the possession of vast wealth which represents the accumulated 
toil of thousands.” When the farmer asks that he may have a 


on 


classes, 


—— ES 


became applicable to all organizations. 

I desire to call attention now to a famous ease that « 
in 1889, I believe. The farmers and the laborers of this 
try were the chief agitators against the oppressions 0! 
combinations of capital. They were the ones petitionin 
gress for relief. Certain individuals about this time hed 
possession of the bagging factories of this country, a1 
short time after they obtained possession of them they 
notice on the entire cotton-producing section of the count 
they proposed to advance the price of that upon which 9. 
for covering for their cotton. 
men, combining their capital, were going to extract fro 
who were preparing f market a great commodity, 
modity upon which the comfort and convenience of mi 
pended, not a reasonable profit but an unholy profit, sii 
cause they had the wealth and power to do it. The farm: 
together and combined and said they would agree not 
this bagging. They had an iron-bound oath not to use 
the result was that they were liberated from this 
and ruined the aggregation that had proposed to fleece th 

Take the equity that is involved in that A fe 
were combining not for the purpose of getting necessi 
for the purpose of attempting to better their coniiti 
they might educate their children and make their hom: 
more comfortable, but in order that they might acd | 
already unnecessary capital at the expense of those th 
producing the wealth of the world. According to the co 
of those on this floor, the application of the antitrust | 
have stopped these men in their effort to resist the com) 
of capital that was seeking to fleece the millions engaged 
production of this great necessity. The application of t! 
would have resulted in each one of these farmers bein: 
to fine and imprisonment, while under the peculiar f 
which the bagging combination was made the persons 
it could have gone scot free, for the contracts were made 
the State. The price which those that bought the produ 
forced to pay was paid in the State. It did not become a 
state transaction, because all the contracts were made a 
within the State. So that the combination which was 
the people, which was laying this burden upon them, wou! 
gone free, while those who were purchasing the prod 
shipping it to the various States under this unholy price 
have been subject to prosecution under the Sherman 
law. 

There is one other fundamental difference as I see it, 11 
is this: Wealth in the form of capital is actual. Wealth 
form of muscle and effort, wealth in the form of field, 
and factory is potential. The object of our Governme 
understand it, is to encourage a diffusion of wealth th . 
make every man a patriotic citizen, realizing that un 2 
law, no matter what subterfuge may be resorted to, it 
possible for him to get a just return for the labor ex; 
There is not a man on this floor who will dare stand up 
elare that he believes the farmers of this country 2! 
laborers of this country under the actual, practical 0; 
of our law have gotten their just return for the vast 
produced in this country. 

Speaking about class legislation, a majority of the 
in this country are engaged in doing the labor in both fi 
factory. It bas been said here this afternoon that we are / 
ing to those engaged in labor and in agricultural pursuits 01 by 
count of their numbers rather than on account of the ¢ 
involved. 

The whole thing resolves itself back into this: We as | 
tors should see to it that labor, the actual force that con 


M 


ont 


case. 





capital into that which we need, shal! not be oppressed 

capital in its aggregate form; that the farmers of this c PF 
have a right to combine for the purpose of diffusing w % 
and not for the purpose of concentrating it. } 


ca 


It is absurd and idle to stand on this floor and argue th 
the hundreds and thousands of laborers employed in 4 
factory were to strike and secure a raise in their wages | 
result of that would be as disastrous to the people at lars? 





+? 


the t 


hor 0 


juestion of whether or not thi 

' forced construction, be held 

zmen, The proposition was | 

body, and when the Senator from Mississi 
rge, in order to make assurance doubly 
«iment substantially the same as the langt 


inji ! 
proviso in this bill, there was not a single yote cast against | When 
u this body. | product 
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a protected market, you did it on the theory that the protected 
manufacturer would hand down a part of his gains; that he 
was simply the trustee to hand down what he received to the 
workingmen whom he employed. 

sut you never asked him to give a bond and you never asked 
him to carry out the trust. It became necessary for the Ameri- 
can laboring men to form themselves into unions, combinations, 
organizations in order that the laborer might present his 
side of the case in company with his fellows, in order that when 
he spoke for one he might speak for the thousands who gave 
him strength as they stood behind him. Yet by indirection and 
by an interpretation of the statute by the courts*their rights 
and privileges are swept away like a cobweb before a blast of 
wind, and when we attempt in the only way we can to restore 
him to his former condition, gentlemen who have been voting 
for class legislation all their lives become horrified at the 
thought. It is true that it is class legislation in my judgment. 
It is also true, however, in my judgment, that one piece of class 
legislation begets another, and the class legislation that begets 
this is the tariff law that you passed enabling men to get more 
for their products than they were worth on the plea that they 
would hand a part of it down. It has not been handed down. 
So the combinations and organizations of labor are in exist- 
ence, and they had their right to be in existence. That was 
never disputed until the passage of the Sherman antitrust law 
and certain court decisions under that act. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 


or 


Mr. HUGHES. I yield. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator has made and has repeated 
the point that the manufacturers refuse to hand down any part 


of their profits. I presume the Senator is familiar with the 
report of the Royal British Commission, made, I think, a year 
ago, in which they said, from a very exhaustive examination 
both in Europe and in this country, the laboring men of this 
country are receiving twice as much in wages as they are in 
Great Britain. Does not the Senator think, after all, that some 
part of the profits have been handed down to the laboring men 
in the United States? 

Mr. HUGHES. I am not familiar with the figures that the 
Senator quotes, but in view of the privileges that the Senator’s 
party has extended to certain favored people in this country 
and the control that they have given them over the prices of 
commodities and the necessaries of life, I should think it would 
be more like even-handed justice if they received four times 
what is received in European countries rather than two times 
what is received abroad. The fact remains that it will not be 
handed down, and it never can be handed down so long as the 
American workingman sells his commodity on a free basis and 
so long as he must buy in a protected market. The slightest 
thought or investigation will convince the Senator of that. 


However, I desire to make my position clear with reference | 


to this amendment. The situation I am placed in is this: I 
have an opportunity now to help this body to say that it is not 
now and never was intended to class organizations of labor with 
the organizations of capital at which the antitrust legislation 
was directed. I want to help this body to say, if I can, that 
when a judicial interpretation of the statute bears against 
the people who are the real bone and sinew of this Nation, so 
far as legislation can do it I am going to help to remedy that 
wrong, 

In England some years ago when by a similar judgment of a 
court interpreting the common law or a statute it was held that 
organizations of labor going upon a strike entered into a con- 
spiracy, that the man or men against whom they struck had 
been damaged, and that this organization of labor was re- 
sponsible in damages, and when they were mulcted in a great 
sum of money, the British House of Parliament promptly met 
the emergency. They did not fear and they do not fear class 
legislation. They promptly met the emergency with a bill that 
exempted organized labor from such legislation, and set aside 
the interpretation placed upon the legislation by the court. 

I ask you, Senators, if the English Government is to be any 
more fair, decent, and liberal in its treatment of English 
workingmen than the Congress of the United is to be in its 
treatment of American workingmen? I would be glad to vote 
for the amendment offered by the Senator from North Dakota, 
to which the Senator from New Hampshire interposed a point of 
order, if I could, and I point out to him the way in which he 
can give the Senate of the United States an opportunity to 
pass upon that question directly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
ne? 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Je 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HUGHES. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I simply availed myself of a rule—, 
and unmistakable—of the Senate; and I want to say to 
Senator from New Jersey that I had notice served on me { 
both sides of the Chamber that if I withdrew the point of . 
it would be renewed. 

Mr. HUGHES. ‘The Senator is only responsible for his 
action. I put it to him now to see if any other Senator 
renew the point of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I quite take the responsibility. I 4 
shrink from it. I have no disposition to withdraw the po 
order. 

Mr. HUGHES. If the Senator desires to take res 
bility, there is no need to attempt to shift it to any other Se 
on either side of the Chamber. It is well known, Mr. I’res 
that a single Senator can interpose a point of order again 
amendment as offered. They also know that that is the ress 
why the proviso appears in the shape that it does appear. s 
it stands now it is a limitation upon a fund, and unde: 
rules of the Senate that is the furthest limit to which 
body can go over the interposition of a point of order. 

Now, I want to read for the benefit of the Senator from \ 
chusetts [Mr. Lopcr] a statement which was made duri 
debates upon the Sherman antitrust law. I want to sh 
that the supporters of this amendment, the advocates of th 
guage as it appears in the bill, are not all radical, are noi 
sarily extreme in their views. If the Senate will bear y 
I will quote from the debates in the Senate under the d 
March 27, 1890: 

When you are speaking of providing to regulate the transa f 
men who are making corners in wheat, or in iron, or in wool 
cotton goods, speculating in them or lawfully dealing in them 
speculation, you are aiming at a mere commercial transact 
beginning and the end of which is the making of money for th: 
and nothing else. That is the only relation that transaction has 
State. It is the creation or diffusion or change of ownership 
wealth of the community. But when a laborer is trying to 


wages or is endeavoring to shorten the hours of his labo: 
dealing with something that touches closely, more closely t 


thing else, the Government and the character of the State its 
The maintenance of a certain standard of profit in dealin: 


transactions in wheat, or cotten, or wool, is a question 

particular merchant, or a particular class of merchants, sh 
money or not, or shall deal lawfully or not, shall affect t 
injuriously or not; but the question whether the standard 
laborer’s wages shall be maintained or advanced, or whe 
leisure for instruction, for improvement, shall be shortened o 
ened, is a question which touches the very existence and cha 





government of the State itself. The laborer who is engaged 
and usefully and accomplishing his purpose in whole or in 
endeavoring to raise the standard of wages is engaged in an « 
the success of which makes republican government itself pos 
without which the Republic can not in. substance, howeve1 
nominally do in form, continue to exist. 
I hold, therefore, that as legislators we may constitution 

erly, and wisely allow laborers to make associations, combinat 


tracts, agreements for the sake of maintaining and advan 
| wages, in regard to which, as a rule, their contracts are to 


with large corporations who are themselves but an associati 
bination or aggregation of capital on the other side. WI 
permitting and even encouraging that we are permitting and 
ing what is not only lawful, wise, and profitable, but absolu 
tial to the existence of the Commonwealth itself. 

I am quoting from the speech of Senator Hoar, of M 
setts, made in support of or at least in connection 
amendment offered by Senatot George, of Mississippi, 
from without the provision of the Sherman antitrust lay 
izations of labor. 

I have no desire to detain the Senate further. I will « Bs 
saying that I trust the time is not far distant when : 
portunity will be given to the Senate to pass upon this q 
not as a few lines appearing in the middle of an approp! 





bill but as a substantive proposition, not limiting or tyi Ae 
hands of the Attorney General in certain directions | ; ke 
saying to the Nation, and to the courts particularly. : 
never was intended and is not now intended to prevent ors ie 
tions of laboring men from combining to do the thing th: 4 
| are permitted to do in the language of the proviso. ee 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the Senator before he takes hi a 
permit me to ask him a question? ; ; 

Mr. HUGHES. Certainly. 25 

Mr. CRAWFORD. There seems to be some difference 0! 4 
viewpoint among those who favor this proviso as to bow [i a: 
they go, and knowing that the Senator from New Jerse) : Pe 


given a great deal of attention to this matter and mat! 
this kind I should like to have his opinion. 

It has been suggested in the discussion that the law \ 
remain the same, and the general appropriation for the I» 
ment of Justice would be available for the purpose of pro 
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n of these provisos in this bill. 
MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. Pre 
that the pending bill ! 

ideration be re 
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SENATORS 


Mr. Presid t, [ move that 
wideration of Order of Busine 


What is it? 
A resolution that all Senators havi: 


$ AS chairman ot com 


ees 


an additional employee, to be paid at the rate of 
nnum from the contingent fund of the Senate until « 
> provided by law. 


fhe VICE PRESIDENT. {Is there objection? 
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AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 
saity to be Auditor for the War Department. 
AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
Edward Luckow to be Auditor for the Navy Department. 
AUDITOR FOR THE STATE AND OTHER DEPARTMENTS. 


Edward D. Hearne to be Auditor for the State and Other 
Departments. 


J. LL. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE Pupriic HEALTH SERVICE. 
Carroll Fox to be surgeon. 
Francis A. Carmila to be assistant 
Lionel EK. Hooper to be assistant surgeon. 
Luther W. Jenkins to be assistant surgeon. 
Liston Paine to be assistant surgeon. 
Moses V. Safford to be assistant surgeon. 
Ernest W. Scott to be assistant surgeon. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 


Charles D. Daly to be first lieutenant, United States Field 
Artillery. 


surgeon. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


DENTAL RESERVE CORPS. 
Williams Donnally to be assistant dental surgeon. 
George ©. Kusel to be assistant dental surgeon. 
Vines L. Turner to be assistant dental surgeon. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Henry Hayes Lewis to be collector of internal revenue for the 

district of Florida. 
Unirep STates DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Robert W. Jennings to be United States district judge for the 

District of Alaska. 
UnitTep States ATTORNEYS. 

Anthony van Wagenen to be United States attorney for the 
northern district of lowa. 

John A. Aylward to be United States attorney for the western 
district of Wisconsin. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

I. I. Sherrell to be United States marshal for the eastern 

district of Texas 
Receiver OF Pusrtic MONEYS. 

John T. Hamilton to be receiver of public moneys at Miles 

City, Mont, 
PoSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS, 

William A. Bushmiaer, Alma. 

Ernest J. Patton, Cabot. 

G. G. Dandridge, Paris. 

Louis K. Buerkle, Stuttgart. 

CONNECTICUT. 
John Joseph Molans, Seymour. 
John J. Cassidy, Woodbury. 


FLORIDA, 
J. A. Williams, Alachua. 
Crawford I. Henry, Apalachicola. 
William Jackson, Daytona. 

B. P. Morris, De Funiak Springs. 
Bessie Bryan Simpson, Kissimmee. 


GEORGIA. 
W. F. Brown, Carrollton. 
Henry M. Miller, Colquit. 
Samuel B. Lewis, Fayetteville. 
Charles V. Clark, Louisville. 
Andrew J. Irwin, Sandersville. 
Mattie E. Gunter, Social Circle. 

IDAHO. 

Manford W. Harland, Troy. 


KANSAS. 
J. H. Stanberry, Attica. 
Leonard Shamleffer, Douglas. 
J. W. Niehaus, Fort Leavenworth. 
Gus Charles Buche, Miltonvale. 
Cc. C. MeKenzie, Morrill. 
Claude Rowland, Protection. 
A. B. Smith, Robinson. 
A. Ellingson, Scandia. 
A. F. Achenbach, Soldier. 
Charles Hewitt, Wakefield. 


KENTUCKY, 
Charles E. Lightfoot, Cloverport. 
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LOUISIANA, 

Cary E. Blanchard, Boyce. 

Theodore Tate, Eunice. 

Will A, Steidley, Kinder. 

Adah Rous, Lake Providence. 

Mary Hunter, Pineville. 

MASSACHUSETTS, 

rifford, Woods Hole. 
MICHIGAN. 

John C. Hoopingarner, Berrien Springs, 

Leonard J. Patterson, Tawas City. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

C. S. Summers, Charleston. 

Ollie O. Conerly, Gloster. 

R. Parrish Taylor, Oakland. 

Dora B. Tate, Picayune, 

E. 8. Chapman, Utica. 


Benjamin R. 


MISSOURI. 
Harvey Morrow, Buffalo. 
Patrick C. Gibbons, Edina. 
J. Lee Johnson, Flat River. 
Wiiliam Warmack, Greenville. 
M. W. Daugherty, Ironton. 
T. B. Hardaway, Jasper. 
De Witt Wagner, Memphis. 
Charles C. Crickette, Queen City. 
Hugh B. Ingler, Republic. 
Edward T. Duval, Skidmore. 
Abel F. Daily, South St. Joseph. 
Meredith B. Lane, Sullivan. 


NEW JERSEY, 
Patrick J. Ryan, Elizabeth. 
NEW 
Frank D. Wade, Addison. 
Henry A. Inglee, Amityville. 
William F. O'Connell, Andover. 
Alfred J. Kennedy, Flushing. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
Russell A. Strickland, Elm City. 
L. B. Hale, Fayetteville. 


YORK, 


: = 


OHIO. 

Forrest L. May, Dayton. 

Elias D. Warren, Fairport Harbor. 

Charles R. Gerding, Pemberville. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Cornelius Allen, Dubois. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 

James R. Montgomery, Marion. 
VIRGINIA. 

George V. Cameron, Louisa. 

Charles BE. Clinedinst, New Market. 

William C. Johnston, Williamsburg. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, May 6, 1913. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered tle f 
lowing prayer: 
We come to Thee, O God our heavenly Father, wiih |: 
bowed in sorrow, because death, always mysterious and 
den, has visited this congressional body and taken 
midst a Member who was peculiarly fitted by natura! 
education, and experience to serve his people and his ¢ 
But Thou art God; Thou knowest the beginning and tl 
Thou hast ordered all things, and Thou doest all things 
Comfort us, his people, the stricken wife and children, }) 
eternal faith revealed to the world in the life, deat! l 
resurrection of the Christ who thus brought to light life ; 
immortality in Thee. 
Swift to its close ebbs out life’s little day; 
Earth's joys grow dim, its glories pass away; 


Change and decay in all around I see; 
O Thou who changest not, abide with me! 


& 


Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read «nd 
approved. 
THE TARIFF. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hous 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the st:te 
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ef the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. I 
©9907) —the tariff bill. 

fhe motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid 
eration of the bill (TI. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. Garrett of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose last evening 

there was pending a request from the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. Monvett] to recur to paragraph 591 for the purpose of 
offering an amendment. Is there objection? 
Mr. MONDELL. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that my under- 
nding was that it was not in order to offer an amendment on 
reaching a paragraph until the paragraph reserved had been 
disposed of, but in making inquiries later I was told that the 
amendment should have been offered at the time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that the 
understanding was that when we passed these paragraphs 
they were all to be noted as we went along, and then we would 
not go back. But I am not going to be captious about the mat- 


¢ 
i 


sti 


ter. If the gentleman desires to offer a real amendment I shall 
not object. I do not want to go back for the purpose of debate, 
the gentleman understands, but if the gentleman has a real 
desire to amend I shall not object. 


Mr. MONDELL. It is a very desirable amendment, 
hope the gentleman will agree to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MonbELL]. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 13, page 121, add: “Provided, That no rags shall 

imported into the United States except such as have been treated and 

ilized in such manner as to remove as far as possible the danger of 
the introduction of contagious and infectious diseases through such im- 
portations, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall make proper rules 


j 


and I 


and regulations for the purpose of carrying this provision into effect.” 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
scent that debate on this paragraph and all pending amendments 


thereto be limited to eight minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN- 
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DERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that debate on this paragraph | 


and all pending amendments thereto be limited to eight minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, no amend- 
ment to the rates in this bill, realizing the futility of any effort 
to change the rates of the bill by any amendments offered on 
this side. 


I have offered 


ne 
ng 


offered on this side and in calling attention from time to time 
to the inconsistencies and errors in the bill. 

But I now offer this amendment as an administrative provi- 
sion, and I offer it hopeful that the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. UNDERWOOD], realizing the very great danger to the lives 
and health of our people that lies in the importation of promis- 
cuous rags from all regions of the earth, will agree to this pro- 
vision that rags, before being imported, must be cleaned 
sterilized, for the purpose of preventing the introduction 
spread of contagious and infectious diseases, 

We have a provision in this bill which prohibits the intro- 
duction of hides of cattle until the Secretary of the Treasury 


and 


I have contented myself with voting on amendments | 


and | 


is satisfied that their introduction will not bring in cattle dis- | 


eases. How much more important it is to protect the health of 
our people, the lives of our citizens. 

The present law places a duty of 10 cents a pound on rags. 
It is almost prohibitive. If any rags at all are now imported, 
they are the high-grade, clean rags, and therefore they do not 
present the menace to life and health that the introduction of 
all kinds of rags from all parts of the earth does. I hope the 
cominittee will see its way clear to accept the amendment. 

During the consideration of this bill, as the Democratic car 
of Juggernaut has steam-rollered over the industries of my State 


and of the Nation generally, I may have been somewhat over- | 


severe, possibly, in some of my criticisms. It is possible I may 
have said that there is not a logical provision in the bill. If I 
have made that statement, I desire to apologize and to point 
to this provision as one shining exception to the general rule 
of inconsistency, for I am sure that all will agree with me that 
4 provision for free rags in a Democratic tariff bill is the very 
acme and pinnacle of all logic. [Applause and laughter on the 
Republican side.] 
Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman yield? 
d Mr. MONDELL. Free regs—rags from the harems of 
Turkey ; rags from the slums of London; rags from the purlicus 


of Naples and Rome; rags from the fever, cholera, and bubonic | 


plague infested hospitals and camps of the Balkan Peninsula ; five minutes. 
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rags from everywhere; rags, the sign manual and emblem, the 
inevitable accompaniment, of all Democratic tariff legislation 
{Laughter and applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman yield 

Mr. MONDELL. Now, there is more logic in tl 

Mr. HARDWICK, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I regret I have no 
vield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield 

Mr. MONDELL. There is more logie in this than you ge 
men on the Democratic side realize. You have claimed that 
this bill you are putting necessities on the free list. Aye; 
necessities! Can the imagination of man conjure up anything 
so much of a necessity under Democratic tariff legislation as 
rags? [Laughter.] There may be gentlemen on this side un 
kind enough to say that the Lord knows there will be ra 
enougit under our flag when this bill passes without importi) 
them free from abroad, and I agree with them. But the gentk 
men on the other side have no doubt concluded that it is proye 
and logical that as we transfer industries and opportu 
for labor from ours to foreign shores we should allow the 1 
that are discarded by those whom we thus furnish labor abi 
to come here to clothe unemployed and impoverished people 
home. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

But rags will not only be a necessity, if we are to judge 
past experience. Under Democratic tariff legislation they 
be all the fashion and quite the fad among many classes of om 
people, a necessity so universal as to be almost a luxury In 
view of these facts and my desire to be entirely fai 1 this de 
bate I am constrained to say that, overlooking for the mon 
your measureless errors, your boundless blunders, your inn 
able and incomprehensible inconsistencies, o ny rv 
edge the marvelous sagacity and con C1 \ ve d 
played from your viewpoint in your invitation to f entry « 
all the unwashed rags of the world. [Applaus« he R \ 
licen side.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The band how | \ 
little ragtime. [Laughter.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD Mr. Chairman, if there has been an 
dictment of the Republican Party in the last 20 years that | 
been more effective than any ther indictment that h | 
brought it is that indictment against the Payne law th: h 
distinguished gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpert] am 
| some of his colleagues on that side of the H have brought 
| against their own legislation within the la week whilst this 
bill has been pending on the floor. Of course, if it was not f 
the fact that conditions deny all the argum that the é ‘ 
| man from Wyoming has made, his speech would put the Re 
publican Party in a very unenviable light before the ntrs 
because the gentleman can not contend that taxed rags bear le 
microbes or less disease than free rags Appl vo 1 the 
Democratic side.] There can be no distinet in e rag, 
whether it is taxed or untaxed. 

Mr. MONDELL. There is no harm if the 1 be remains on 
the other side. 

Mr. HARDWICK. That is the re m the vdmitted 
free 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Seriously, I understand that ! 
importation of these rags they are largely cleaned befor 
come here; but if they come here otherwise than n rags 
they are immediately put through a process that eliminates 
dirt, all disease, and all microbes before they come in 
with anyone they might possibly hurt. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monbe.y|}. 

The question being taken, the Chairman meced tl 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MANN. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were { 3 64. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further ;: dments to this 
paragraph? If not, are there any ‘simendments to paragraph 
607? Are there any amendments to paragraph 608? 

Mr. STEENERSON,. Mr. Chairman, I bave an amendme oO 
paragraph GOS. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota Mr 
STEENERSON | offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 122, line 21, after the word sheep,” insert m 
raccoon, red fox, kit fox, pony, house cat, wild cat, opossum, m 
Japanese mink, Chinese weazel, kangaroo, hair seal, wool al, W 
wellaby, squirrel, black bear, brown bear, badger, civet l 
kolinski, mink, fitch, nutria, skunk, wolverine, otter, cross f 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
sent that all debate on this paragraph and amendments close in 


















The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all amend- | 
I { h ‘to close in five minutes. Is there objection? 

STEVENS of Minnesota. I should like about three min- 
1 

Mr. UNDERWOOD TI will ask unanimous consent that it 
close in 10 minntes I will reserve 2 minutes and give the gen- 
tieman from M esota [Mr. Stevens] 8 minutes 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 


woop] asks unanimous consent that all debate upon this para- 


graph and all amendments thereto close in 10 minutes, 5 min- 
ute to be yielded to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Srrenerson!, 3 minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 


VENS], and 2 minutes to the gentleman from Alabama 
[M UnNpbeRwoop]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, the furs included in this 
amendment are the same that I sought to include in the amend- 
ment I offered last Saturday evening. They are not the most 
costly varieties, but such as are used by the common people. 

In the debate upon that proposition the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Harrison] was kind enough to say that my argu- 
ment in behalf of the people of the Northern States who have 
to nse furs and for whom fur clothes are a necessity had moved 
him almost to tears. I can only hope that that generous emotion 
of the heart will continue so that eventually he will be con- 
verted from the fallacy upon which he started the considera- 
tion of this bill, that fur clothing was a luxury and should | 
be taxed under Democratic principles. There are some things | 
in his argument that deserve attention, not for the logic, but | 
for the curious nature of the propositions advanced. The gen- | 
tleman says he visited Minnesota in the summer time and he | 
found it as hot or hotter than it was in Florida. Of course that 
is no proof that it is not cold in winter. 

He further states that he employed a cab driver, and the | 
eab driver took him around the city of St. Paul, pointed out | 
the palaces upon the hills in that magnificent city, and told 
him that the palaces were built and occupied by men who a 

| 


made their fortunes in the fur business. 

Now, I never knew before—and I have listened to all the 
debates on both sides about the tariff commission—I never 
knew before the reason why the Democrats, including the gen- 
tleman from New York, opposed a tariff commission. But now 
I see the renson. It is so much cheaper and easier to get their 
information from the cab drivers of the country, and, of course, 
it must be very reliable. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STERNNERSON. No, Mr. Chairman; I decline to yield. 
Now, taxing raw furs must add to the cost of the fur clothing 
of the common people, including the farmers, lumbermen, mail 
carriers, and street car drivers. The gentleman’s own logic 
must lead him to believe that it will increase the price of this 
necessity, or else he has departed from his own logic. Cer- 
tainly he can not contend consistently that a tax on the im- 
portation of material for clothing will impoverish the rich 
nabob who deals in furs. 

The way to reach him would be to increase the income tax, 
because he passes the tariff tax on to the consumer. If taking 
the duty off from clothing reduces the price of clothing to the | 
poor man, for whom the gentleman professes he has such a 
tender feeling, of course, putting it on fur clothing, which my 
people wear, must increase the price of that necessity of life. 
But he has made an insinuation that the gentleman from Minne- 
sota is unwittingly arguing in favor of the rich corporations in 
Canada, the Hudson Bay Co. and the Canadian Pacific Railway. 
He then turns around and accuses his own party of subservi- 
ency to foreign influence. He makes the astounding assertion 
that he now fears that the Canadian Pacific Railway is so pow- 
erful in this country as to compel this Government to repeal 
the provision for free tolls for coastwise ships in the Pan- 
ama Canal. Just think of it! A Democratic President, a Demo- 
cratic House, a Democratic Senate, and this rich Canadian cor- 
poration is powerful enough to compel them to repeal the law 
they have recently enacted. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I yield the gentleman one min- 
ute more. 

Mr. STEENERSON. He further states that he is opposed to | 
the importation of all costly furs and that he wants the Mar- 
ried Men’s Protective Association to organize a movement to 
probibit all importation of such furs. That remedy is futile, 
because the rich women who wear those furs, that he sees on 
the streets of New York, go abroad every summer, and they will 
buy their expensive furs over there, array themselves most 
gorgeously, and come back; so that remedy is useless. Then, 
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| expenditures of their husbands, and so there would be d 








again, the women might in retaliation organize a moe 
women’s protective association, and they might curtail! 


discord and disaster throughout the country. [Laughter 
applause. ] 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, there are 
different and very important phases of this subject of fur 
portations and manufacture. One of them has been discu 
by my colleague, Mr. Srrenerson—that of your tariff pro 
making an increased price for the people who have to uss 
common furs as necessities of daily use in our section of 
country. That was fully discussed by my colleague and my 
the other evening, and I do not need to further urge tha 
should not increase the hardship of our common people o1 
cost of their daily clothing unless absolutely necessary. 
you do not claim is the case. 

There is another phase which has not been discussed, and ] 
will very briefly discuss that, so you wil! realize the injury 
injustice you are doing by the duties on raw furs in the bill t 
very important national industry, employing many thousat 
our citizens at good wages and under good living conditi 
that is, the great injury the imposition of duties on raw 
will be to the international fur trade. The fur trade for 
has been and must necessarily be international. 

Very few nations—only Russia to a small extent and on 
two others—put a tariff on raw furs: they are produced e 
where in the world and bought everywhere and wsed in 
northern climates. Some people prefer some kinds mad 
their own peculiar way and others prefer their own way. ‘| 
result has always been that furs have always been dealt 
as articles of international commerce and bought and sold 
they could be to the best advantage. Your tariff on raw 1 
changes all that and prevents our merchants and mal 
freely buying abroad, using as best they can and then se! 
the remainder to the best advantage in some other internati 
market. Such a change will most likely result in costing on 
people more, but providing them with poorer quality of 
ments. The Hudson Bay Co. would like nothing better th 
have us put a tariff on raw furs coming into the country, 
cause it would prevent our fur dealers from competing w 
them in Canada for the raw furs produced there. For ins 
the fur dealers of St. Paul and New York go to the Canadian: 





| ducing point in the northwestern territories in the open m: 


and bid for the raw furs against the Hudson Bay Co. Ii 
have a tariff here, our price can not be as high as that oi 
Hudson Bay Co. because we must pay a duty on them co! 
here and then after using what we can must sell the remai! 
in the open international market again in competition with | 


|company. This must be at a loss. The result is that this 


business would be taken from the northern cities, where it 
flourished for generations, and gradually transferred to 
“astern Canadian market or the London market, where tl 
is a free interchange without these burdensome taxes. | 
very tax may be the additional burden sufficient to des 
the industry and yield no beneficial results. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Are the furs named in this amendment a 
the free list? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. All raw furs are on the 
list now. The amendment I have offered, which ought to 
acceptable if it is deemed absolutely necessary to have 
tariff on raw furs, places all the furs used as luxuries on 4 
dutiable list, and all others which are bought by people of 
moderate means on the free list. But the breaking up of 
international business, which is on the same standing the wor!d 
over, will prevent the United States doing its share of thut 
business, because when we import furs for consumption, ma! 
ing them into garments, part of them can be used and pa! 
them can not be used to advantage, and if the part not 
always represents a large loss and can not again enter the 
ternational market with even competition with other 
markets, it must drive our people out of that business and 
confine them to the small local trade. This will inevi! 
result in costing our people far more for their garments, 
such garments must necessarily be of poorer quality, bec 
skins must be hereafter used up, whether quite suitable or ! 
which now can be resold elsewhere to advantage. I will api l 
to my remarks a telegram from the fur dealers of St. Pau! 
Minneapolis on this subject and a statement as to the probal! 


| effect of this bill by one of the best-informed men in the count 


Hon, F. C. STeEvENS, Washington, D. C.: 
We have sent the following telegram to Chairman Unprerwoop and 
request your influence to prevent this injustice to us: ' 
We, the undersigned fur merchants and manufacturers of St. Pau! 
and Minneapolis, desire to protest against the proposed duty on raw 


furs. None of the great commercial nations impose a duty on raw furs, 
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1 there never has been a duty on this article into the United States. | trade which has taken the United § tes met 
We have built up a large international business on the basis of free | tablish, for the following 
hange of raw furs with other countries. This has existed for gen-| A. Loss of foreign raw s sold to Canad 


















rations, and a duty on this legitimate article of commerce, which is | B, Loss of Canadi wr 4 a ae ; 
imposed by none of the other countries, will prove a serious handicap | (, Loss of other foreign trade in ’, eae 
io American merchants engaged in this trade. Our fur houses make} other countries. including expo1 a tea 
ve collections of raw furs in Canada and other countries, bringing country of origin vero gn 7 , ; 
them into this country and selling and exchanging them freely in the] >. Estiniated shrinkaze of , 
nternational markets. If the proposed duty becomes a law, a large | United States. conse: or i 
tion of this business would cease. We would invite retaliation by ; : o COBSUMEDU ‘ , “ ) 
er countries against furs collected in this country and our inter- } otal 1 
tional business would be seriously curtailed, even if it were not de- ee ‘ ) 
royed. The apparent es of the revision of the tariff is to free | All imnortatior Ina hatt 
\merican commerce and to make goods in common cheaper to our | s eenaibiann — anna tters' ful I i 
people. We protest on placing a serious handicap on our business that | pec. ile oar 4 , 2 t 14 ") 
is contrary to the whole spirit of the proposed law. <A duty levied on | ~ ‘ 3 and 00, OOO 
the theory that furs as a whole are articles of luxury would be a seri 
; injustice to most of the fur manufacturers and dealers in this coun- | Pe Pe Ee ae ae ‘4 ; 11, 900, OOO 
try. The largest portion of the fur skins imported into and manufac 7 TONKS SUEIMRAES raw | D 6, OOO, OOO 
tured in this market are made into articles of necessity and not of Will leav a Er 
luxury. We desire to enter an emphatic protest against this duty, and i eave net Importatior 5, 900 ) 
respectfully request that raw furs be allowed to enter the United States I believe my estimates are q \ it vith a 
as heretofore, free of duty. | ther allowance for the return from abroad of l t SY 
Gordon & Ferguson: Joseph Ullmann; Lanpher, Skinner & | Production free, will reduce the 1 balance y , | 
Co.: McKibben, Driscoll & Dorsey; A. Albrecht & Son; | of added wealth to the Nation’s resources by \ ! tailed 
D. Bergman & Co.: H. Harris Co.; BE. Slawik Co.; B. | Should several times over offset the pi ible revenu ! 1 , 
Sundkvist Co. : G. H. Lugsdin Co. ; T. W. Stevenson Co. ; | addition, the probable estimate of in ased 1 f } i 
B. R. Menzel Co.: MeMillan Fur Co.; Northwestern Hide | tax would also be very much reduced by the cost t! 
& Fur Co.; Bergman Bros.; Anderson Bros.; Mack- | such duty, as many very competent expert exar 
May Co. would have to be employed at all the various | q en 
ate | Canadian border 
Ria ’ , a Eleventh. In compliance with vour request for lit f hi 
New YORK, April 19, 19138. | furs, or so-called fur luxuries, I beg to mention t = fol sing 
Hon. F. C. STEVENS, Washington, D. C. Russian sables range in values as to quality. s nd colo : 
Dear Sir: Referring to the courteous interview had with you this $600; marten (( anadian), $5 to $40; marten (Baum), $5 to $10 
week, and pursuant to your request. I herewith respectfully submit in ten (Stone), $5 to $8; ermine, $1 to $3; mol 10 cents to 20 
writing the reasons why the placing of any duty on importations of lynx, $2 to $25: black foxes, $50 to $1,000; silver fox (same 
raw furs would be unfair to the United States fur merchant and ulti- | black foxes), $25 to $750; sea otter, $75 to $1,000; fisher, $5 
mately to the country at large. | fur seal, $15 to $50; blue fox, $10 to $75; white fox, $3 to $15 
Before going into the details you may not take it amiss or consider fox, So fo 3090 ; chin hilla (real), $10 to $25; chinchilla (bastard $ 
it immodest if for the purpose of lending credence to my statements | tO $15; bear (Polar), $10 to $125; bear (g vy), $5 to $50 
1 should say that my firm has enjoyed an honorable existence here On account of the frequent and metimes enormot tuation in 
and abroad for nearly 6U years. values caused by supply and demand it is almost 
rhe writer has been in the fur business for over 30 years. one man to keep fully posted on all market chat ind 
Further reference can readily be obtained from any reputable fur | Opens the door to fraudulent declarations. 
house or bank in New York or St. Paul, Minn. lacing my furth Tr services at ur command, | 
In making any statements or quoting figures to you I shall lean to Very respectfully, yours, ; 
rvatism to the best of my knowledge. Bm. 8. | M 
Aside from the United States Customs Statistics, all other figures are| The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gent! in from M 


ne. Vir PPISON f , " A wle ye ‘*hairmoan : > 
‘st. Since the establishment of this Government raw fur skins a fr. HA RR Is N : Ni w YX ms M r. y ; a 
friend, the viking from Minnesota, is in error in supposii 


e always been free. 

s nd. As far as I know. raw fur skins are free in all foreign | is any economy in making ivestigations such as I mad 
ntries, for instance, Canada, England, Germany, France, Italy, Hol- 

nd, Belgiam, Switzerland, etc., Russia alone having a very small 
fic duty by weight 

rhird. United States fur merchants have built up a very considerable 





St. Paul, as compared to the Tariff Board investigation He 
never rode around in a St. Paul eab. if he hinks that is a 


| 
| 
| 
| 
1 on estimates, as there are no other statistics obtainable in the | sota has expired. 
| 
|} method of economy. [Laughter.] My friend would lead us 





rnational—exclusive of United States product——business of import believe that all the irments th re worn | the | . of 
— of exporting raw furs with practically every fur-bearing | his State are made of fur. and he <] tous hecanse we } 
Fourth, The placing of any duty, no matter how small, will, in my | proposed a tax of 10 per cent on some of the uxurious furs 
ment, absolutely and completely destroy this international and very | that come from foreign countries; but the g eman hil f 
u dable part of the fur trade. 2 | bas voted against the Democratie pr sitions to lower tl 
Fifth. Canadian fur manufacturers purchase approximately 50 per | qn¢j ' len clot} aicie  wenlen : lai 
of their entire supply through United States merchants. ' Much of | ‘ u es upon woolen clot 1s, upon woolen el es 
supply comes from the various European countries, while a con woolen stockings, upon w en mufflers, upon woolen clothe 
able portion is Canadian-grown furs passing through the hands of | eyery one of which articles is as essential to 7 ,y ina 
United States merchants old climate auch as he @ ' hi ; aa’ ' 
—_— ’ . . : . 1 ecoid cilm »sucl S he des ipes his own as are t rur De 
Sixth. This Canadian trade or the other foreign business could not . : P a : . “3 _ 
possibly be handled in bond for the following reasons: re thing that worries him is that he is af 1 that some of 
A. Raw furs must be constantly looked after and kept clean to pre- | the rich ladies of his city or of mine w y al Land ¢ 
vent GAMAGS Si. Sarre. O°, oP: aibats - : | back with garments made of chinchilla, or silver fox, Ru 
B. While the above-stated reason is obviously sufficient in itself, a} cope or sea otter, and have t 10 nor - iy 
further valid reason is that by nature fur skins are not all of the same | “~~? eee ee ee ee ee ee eee ee os 
quality, or color, and therefore can not be traded in solely on | @X% Upon them instead of bringing them in under the free 
description or samples nor by measurements or weights like staple | as they do under the present law. 
ee ee ¥ ’ The CHAIRMAN. The question is on th i l 
C. Different countries, also different manufacturers, require different | by the cent] sees tai \Fin ‘ Vr ‘e 
grades of skins, by which is meant dark, medium, or pale color; large, | bY_the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STrEENERSON 
lium, or small in size; best, medium, or inferior quality. There are Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to h \ 


1 and poor countries buying according to their respective wants again reported 
There are high-class manufacturing furriers. There are manufacturers | © >, 7 2\TAN Vit] hiacti ' ’ 
medium or cheap furs. ‘There are practically none using all classes. rhe CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the ami ' 
That is why the fur merchants are the distributors again reported. 
Seventh. Outside of the Hudson Bay Fur Co., the United States The Clerk again reported the amendment 
mere hants are the largest buyers of Canadian raw furs in Canada. A The CHAIRMAN. The question is on : . ‘ 1 
duty, no matter how small, would wipe out this trade without in the : ee ee ee ee an eee ‘ 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesot 
1 





‘east increasing the market values of the United States collection of raw 
furs. The reason for this is that the United States collection is many The question was taken; am 

es larger than the United States consumption, hence our surplus raw | Mr 
Skins would be same as heretofore. ie 
Kighth. A duty on foreign raw furs would place the United States 






on a division ed 
MANN) there were—ayes 61, noes S80. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers 


tur 


fur merchaat in a class by himself as competitor against the balance Tellers were ordered, and Mr. STEENERSON and Mr. Harr! 

aie 7 — For instance, the United States merchants importing | of New York were named to act as tellers 

i ur skins from China, Japan, Australia, or any European country The committee again divided: and the tellers r ‘ted a 
vould not be handicapped by the amount of assessed duty in compet 1e committee again a , an i lers report aye 


63, noes 99. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


ing for foreign trade with those who own the same goods free of any 
duty, always keeping in mind that these raw skins can not be dealt 
with in bond, for the reason stated in paragraph 6. The CHAIRMAN Are there anv further amendment { 
_ Ninth. As stated in paragraph 5, the Canadian manufacturers are 7. 7 ony a nee TO 
the tee customers of the United States merchants for furs grown in | Paragraph 608? If not, are there any amendments to ju 
rene eeneee as well. Most likely the Canadian Government would | graph 609? If not, are there any amendments to paragr 
fortien e with a similar duty on United States raw furs, causing a still | g999 Jf not. are there any amendments to paragraph 6287 
rther contraction of trade with the United States without loss to | ~~, ' aie ated 


deceives, as they could supply their wants from abroad, to our Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend 
Teal “ ment to paragraph 628, 

enth. Under the most favorable circumstances the estimated amount . IN * Chairm: » call arngrn 2 4 not 
of revenue from raw furs, which the Ways and Means Committee put at Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the call of paragraph 622 was no 


$1,400,000, will, I believe, fall decidedly below one-half of this amount, | heard by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess], who desires to 
0 the detriment and destruction of the international feature of the ‘ offer an amendment thereto. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota will with- 
hold his amendment for a moment. Without objection, we will 
return to paragraph 622. 

‘There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

622. Swine 


Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that debate on the paragraph and all amendments thereto close 
in ive I! ; ute 

fhe CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

There was no objection 
ir. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment not in the 
hope that it will pass 

Mr. DYER. Does not the gentleman want it passed? 

Mr. FESS. Yes; but I offer the amendment rather in the 
hope that I may have an opportunity to call attention to two 
features. First, to the major portion of the free list, which 
is placed upon the farmer rather than upon anyone else; and 
second, to what I regard an apparent inconsistency in the free 
list In the first place, there is 34 per cent of cur population 
ngaged in agriculture. Of the 26 new paragraphs added to the 
‘ee t, 20 cf them are applied to the farmer. In other words, 

) per cent of this additional free list is put upon the farmer, 
who represents 34 per cent of our population; and when we 
ask why this is done the answer comes that we are legislating 
for the sake of the consumer and not for the sake of the pro- 
ducer: that we are it ending to make the cost of living less, 
and not in the interest of the man who produces the thing upon 
which we live. I regard this unfair to this great element of our 
population. I wonder why the farmer should be thus treated. 
I recognize that the answer will be that he will not be harmed. 
lo not understand, if you are going to make the price of living 

how you can avoid reducing the price of the thing that the 
rmer sells. 

And if you reduce the price of the product of the farm, then 
how is it possible that you do not affect the farmer? How does 
it come that it is in his interest? You go to the farmer and you 


I 
li 
fa 


siy to him, “ We are not going to reduce the price of the goods | 


you sell; our legislation is in your favor.” You go to the con- 
sumer and say, “ We are going to reduce the price of the things 
you buy.” To the consumer you are reducing the price; to the 
farmer you are keeping the price up or increasing it. Why, that 
sounds like a country candidate, who said: 

I ain't no statesman who can talk purtection ar free trade: 

My han’s too stiff to hol’ a pen, that’s made to hol’ a spade; 

Them 10-foot eddicated words my tongue can’t wallop roun’: 

Sut I'll make the things you lf go up an’ thin you buy come down. 





I 
I can't talk on the currency, nor on the revenue, 
An’ on the laws an’ statoots I'm as ignorant as you; 





An’ I jest simply promise you, sure’s I am Silas Brown, 

Hil: the things you sell go up an’ the things you buy come down. 
The fairground echoed wide with cheers and loud huzzas thereat, 

For who can ask a better scheme of statesmanship than that? 


An’ next week at the polls he beat his rival high and dry, 
But things we sell continue low and things we buy are high. 


As I said, 34 per cent of our people live on the farm, the | 


producers of the country. Of the items in this free list 80 per 
cent are the products of the farm, including bran, broom corn, 
buckwheat, buckwheat flour, corn, cornmeal, flax straw, lard, 
leather, lumber, meats, milk and cream, oatmeal, rolled oats, 
potatoes, rye, rye flour, wool, and sugar in time. 

This is the scheme for reducing the cost of living. You boast 
not only out on the hustings but here on this floor, that you are 
going to give to the people free bread, free meat, free lumber, 
free flour, free potatoes, free sugar, free wool. 

When you are reminded that the farmer is the barometer of 
prosperity, you say we are not going to injure the farmer. If 
the farmer is prosperous, the country is prosperous. If he is 
distressed, the country is likewise distressed. What the farmer 
most needs after he has raised his crop is a place to sell it. 
This must not be in Europe but at home. The man who works at 
wages or on salwries in lines other than the farm, the 66 per 
cent of our population, constitute his market. Build up this 
market, and you will assist the farmer. Strike at either and 
you injure both. 

The inconsistency of this bill is shown in an examination of 
this free list. The purpose of this special session, as stated by 
those responsible for it, is to promote foreign importations and 
foreign commerce. Corn is put on the free list because of the 
near $1.000,000.000 worth we produce. We consume all but 
$25,000,000 worth; that goes abroad. We import $118,000 worth 
of corn. Corn is made duty free because of the small amount 
of imports and large amount of exports. Wool goes on the free 
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list for a different purpose. We produced $89,000,000 worth a) 
import forty-eight million. Here the article is made duty fr 
because of the great amount of imports and the small amount ; 
exports. In the case of swine, we produce annually $615.000.0«\ 
worth and import only $1,744 worth. Hogs must therefore 
upon the free list because of the small amount of imports. 

In the case of flour we produce $551,000,000 worth and j; 
port $47,600,000 worth. Here flour must go on the free 
because of the large amount of imports. 

In the case of potatoes we produce $207,000,000 worth 
import $1,294. Potatoes must go on the free list because we j 
port such a negligible quantity. 

In the case of lard we produce $144.000,000 worth and im» 
$50,000,000. Here lard must go on the free list because 
import so much, at least 334 per cent of our consumption. 

In the case of meats we produce almost $1,000,000,000 wo) 
and import only $720,000. So meats must go on the free lis 
cause of the small amount of imports; but in the case of s) 
an article of which we could produce all we need within a 
time, but of which we import at present a greater amount 
we produce—sugar must go on the free list because of the 
imports. 

So we see how this bill is written. Sugar goes on the free 
because we export so little and import so much. So it is in 
case of wool. Corn must go on the free list because we ex) 
so much and import so little. So it is in the case of ments, | 
shoes, flour, and so forth. A glance at these figures taken f; 
the handbook prepared by the Democratic committee will s 
the consistency of tariff making. 











Article. | Production. Imports. | Ex 
SN DA dein dom ea dane seunuvanbanben ; $12, 188, 000 $6, 000 $1 
AE RR Rae a ee | €30, 000. 000 118, 000 | 25, 00 
Sh ctinhtdelniacovindhiimebedcneesaes wan 144, 000, 000 446 | 50,00 
i i a a | 513.000, 000 58.000 | 16,( 
fa ee as ee | 1,000, 000, 000 720,000 | 56 
--| 118, 780. 000 18 243 | c 
| 207 . 000, 000 1,294 7 
a 39,000. 000 20 000 | 
iti dinette dhe stindinnstgin nnmtiainets item 615, 000, 000 1,774 
IE ee re far ee ey 23. 000. 000 68, 000 1,7 
ta SS se ee 551, 000, 000 682,000 | 47 
i cael cae | 89, 000, 000 | 47, 687, 000 | 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment off 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Frss]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further amendments 


| paragraph 622? If not, on the next one—628? 


Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendm: 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 628, after the word “ tapioca,” strike out the words “ t: 
flour’ and insert “in pearl or flake form.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
sent that all debate on this paragraph close in six minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks u 
mous consent that all debate on the paragraph and amend: 
thereto close in six minutes. Is there objection? [Aft 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, last evening my colle: 
Mr. STEVENS, offered a like amendment in connection with 
paragraph upon sago. I thought he made out a perfect « 
for his amendment, and I believe the House thought so, 
it was lightly waived aside by the gentleman from Ala 
with this statement: 

That the importations in 1912 amounted to 8,842,000 pounds of s 
valued at $169,000. There is not a great deal of competition in 
line of product, and the gentleman from Minnesota agrees with me 
it has always been on the free list. We are certainly, by leavi: 
there, not destroying any industry, and it is not capable of furnis 
much revenue, 

Mr. Chairman, that statement can not be made with refer 
to tapioca. The importations of that product of 1912 amoun 
to more than 52,000,000 pounds, and, in connection with 
importation of sago, to more than 72,000,000, as the heari! 
show. 

The products of the cassava plant are of two distinct ki! 
One is a food product—tapioca, pearl or flake—which is 
ordinary tapioca used in making puddings. The other is tapi 
flour or starch, and ft is used largely in filling and sizing cot 
cloth, just as potato starch is used. The importations of tapi’ 
flour in 1911 amounted to something over half of the total i 
portations of tapioca, or about 26,000,000 pounds. My ame! ; 
ment would make this flour or starch dutiable at the same | 4 
as potato starch, with which it comes in competition, at 1 ¢ ; 
a pound, leaving the tapioca flake and pearl, which is the f 
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educt, on the free list. It would bring the Government | Mr. SMITH of M 
eoxuy Oo0 of revenue without increasing the price of any product | tion of the House to 
to the consumer. | for the purpose of 
The gentlemen from Alabama {[Mr. UNpbEerwoop] evidently | The paragraph und 
not know why tapioca flour was placed on the free list. I} sition of fom In 
do not know, and I do not think that anyone knows. But [| dutiable list, and y t 
nect that the reason was that the committee now and the | the free list 
Senate in 1909 both labored under the misapprebension that It is quite evid { 
»ioea flour was a food product. It is, in fact, a starch used in | wh: 
. and sizing cotton cloth, just as petuto starch is used. | in a dir I 
The process by which this starch is made is exactly the same Of what adi 
as the process by which potato starch is made. The starch is | 10 cents per bus! 
wasbed out of the macerated raw product by means of water fil- | the authors of this | 
tration. ‘The cellulose is sieved out and the starch is dried and | attempt to make it apy 
verized. It now becomes the ordinary starch of commerce. | when imported from ¢ 
The tapioca flour starch which is exported from foreign coun- | will, at the first opport 
tries is made by coolie labor from the root of the cassava plant | the operation ! 
eomes into competition with potato starch, which is made it can t I 
Minnesota, Michigan, and some 30 other States. In fact, | from | d ‘ 
factories, most of them cooperative, produce 196,000,000 | ut the present 
is of this starch every year. her flour s ‘ 


The Supreme Court of the United States in a well-considered 
food product, and it seems to me that the Ways and Means 
mittee ought to accept the amendment which I have offered 


pioca that is used as a food product. and it will put the starch 
f tapioca and the starch of potato, which are used for exactly 


same purpose, on the same footing in the law. 


{ 
It will not interfere in any way with the free admission of | 
t 


has decided that tapioca flour is a starch and is not a | 


“Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, no infant industry can | 


be destroyed by this provision in the free-list bill, because it 
has been on the free list all the time. The proposition of thr 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON] makes is admittedly 
to protect another product by putting a competitive product on 
the free list, and is simply an effort to interject into this bill a 


protective proposition on a product that has always been on the | 


free list 


by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON ]. 
» question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there further amendments to be 
offered to paragraph 638? [After a pause.] If not, the next 
paragraph is 647. Is there any amendment to be offered to 
that? 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I have an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wil! report the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

6417. Wheat flour and semolina: Provided, That wheat flour shal! be 


£ ct te a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem when imported directly 
( ctly from a country, dependency, or other subdivision of gov 
f nt which imposes a duty on wheat flour imported from the United 
at ». 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Suita] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, while we are waiting, may I 
ask the gentleman from Alabama a question as to paragraph 
645. I would like to know whether the $100, as a limit of value 
of personal effects, is as it is in the existing law? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The amount of the exemption is the 
same. The language of the law has been liberalized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. SmrrH]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 127, line 20, after the word “which,” insert the word “ now. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. . Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all debate on the paragraph and amendments thereto 
close in six minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard 
for five minutes, - 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I would like to be heard on the 
paragraph. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I would like three minutes, 
Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
Sent that the debate be limited to 20 minutes, 15 minutes to be 
controlled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] and 
five minutes by myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and amend- 
ments thereto be limited to 20 minutes, 15 minutes to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. Mann] and 5 min- 
utes by himself. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota {Mr. Smiru]) four minutes. 


e CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
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put nde a 
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and in England is largely represented by the difference 
= . I 6 i ci { i 


news dis 
printed in the Philadelphia Led 
May 5. It 


is as follows: 








tanks have shut down on real estate loans, and this has ca 
sternation among those who have been making a living by real 
speculation and are now land poor. This has also made w! 
| and manufacturers’ collections bad in the country, and the out 
the year is none too bright If the Wilson tariff goes through it 
greatly increase trade in natural products and be a big benefit 


Ww! tl mmediate “ be the destruction of the American 
flour-millin indu y | m i r miller driven out of the 
markets of the United Stat can no longer be a buyer of wheat; there 
fore the ultimate and quick following resnit will be to force the 
Al in farmer to sell his \ at upon the level of prices fixed by the 
underpaid, underfed labor of Russi South America, India, and other 
countries Whose standards of living are f below that of the American 
farmer 

Therefore the salvation of the Ame in wheat grower depends upon 
the preservation of the American ill indust: which ks no favor, | 
but imply el n equ opportuni with foreign millers in our 
own home market 

Kivery fai ! inte ted in this question, and he should 
therefore lose 1 unicating his views to the Congressman 
from his district United Stat Senators from his State. He 
should arou h rs to the gravity of the situation, and through 
his local farme a iatior < granges utter a loud and insistent 
prote t 

The tax on foreign wheat does not help the American farmer unless 
there is an equal tax on the products of foreign whea 

As the Underwood bill is now well on its way toward passage, any 
action to be effective must be immediate, 

Farmers, awake 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I would like 


to have about five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN, The 


time on that side on this paragraph 


is in the control of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 
Mr. MANN. I regret I can not yield time to the gentleman 
on this paragraph. ‘The time has already been allotted and 


agreed upon, 


Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Very well. 
Mr. ANDERSON, Mr. Chairman, it is rather difficult to 
understand the mental tight-rope walking by which the Demo- 


inbers of the Ways and Means Committee justify this 
h. I suspect, however, that the for its incon- 
may be found in the hearings. An examination of the 
hearings relative wheat shows that the committee had the 
benefit of the advice of one man, That man Freeman 
Thorpe, of Hubert, Minn. I know him very well, and I pre- 
sume a great many other Members of the He is a 
very excellent gentleman, but he is not a farmer or a grain or 
milling expert. He is a portrait painter, and a good one. He is 
also postmaster of the town of Hubert. Just why these qualifi- 
cations appealed to the Ways and Means Committee I am un- 
certain. It seems that as a result of his testimony the com- 
mittee reduced wheat from 25 to 10 cents a bushel and flour to 
10 per cent ad valorem with the proviso contained in the para- 
rraph. By the same logic I presume the Democratic members 
f the Ways and Means Committee would have put wheat on 
ie free list if Mr. Thorpe had happened to have been a sign 
ainter. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

We are confronted with two propositions in justification of 
the paragraph placing a duty of 10 cents a bushel on wheat 
and the paragraph now pending. First, that the price of wheat 
in the United States is fixed by the price of wheat at Liverpool; 
and, second, that American flour is sold cheaper in Liverpool 
than it is in the United States. The first statement is not true 
aud the second only partially so. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have in my hand a list of quotations 
submitted by John G. McHugh, secretary of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Minneapolis, showing the price of wheat in Min- 
neanpolis and Liverpool on the first market days of each month 
from 1910 up to the present date. That table shows that on 21 
days out of the 386 wheat was at a higher price in Minneapolis 
than it was in Liverpool, and that at times Liverpool could 
have exported wheat to New York and put it on the New York 
market cheaper than Minneapolis. 

The reasons for this situation are threefold. First, the kind 
of hard wheat raised in the Northwest—in Minnesota, North 
and South Daketa—is not exported at all. In the second place, 
the Minneapolis and Duluth markets are cash markets, while 
the Liverpool market is a speculative market. The third and 
controlling reason is found in the difference in transportation 
The result is that the Minneapolis market is, on the whole, 
the highest market in the world. The transportation feature, 
however, and to some extent the others, apply to most of the 
primary wheat markets of this country, and as a rule our wheat 
markets have been, in a large degree, at some seasons of the 
year, as regards the price within the limitation of the amount 
of the tariff, independent of Liverpool. What we desire to do 
is to retain the high level of the American market, and this can 
only be done by retaining a duty on both wheat and flour, 

It is true that flour is sometimes sold in England cheaper 
than it is in the United States. -This is due in part to the fact 
that only the cheaper grades of “straight” flour is exported 
and in part to the fact that the sale of flour for export does not 
require the maintenance of an army of salesmen. The flour is 
merely dumped on the dock at Liverpool. The business can be 
done with a bookkeeper and a bunch of telegraph blanks. Sell- 
ing of flour in the United States requires an army of salesmen 
and a considerable office force. The difference in price here 
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ern Canada. Many Manitoba farmers every fall have to pay a d 
25 cents a bushel on wheat and 30 cents on barley, and make a 
by selling their grain in the United States 

With the duty reduced to 10 cents a bushel trade will expand gix 

That is the opinion of gentlemen in Canada as to the effe 
this teriff revision. I suggest that it ought to be given very car 
consideration by the Ways and Means Committee and by 
bers on that side of the House. [Applause on the Repu! 
side. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expir: 


Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The _ gentleman from Minnesota 


Davis] is recognized for five minutes. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, some days as 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee introduced 


consid 


House the tariff bill (H. R. 3821) now under 
This, however, was not done until the Democratic Me 


after prolonged caucus thereon had sanctioned it in all its « 
features at least. It is a well-known fact, and admitted by 
Democratic leader and others who participated in that ca 
that many of the members thereof were not satisfied with 1 
of the schedules; but as the majority rule prevailed in 
caucus, the minority thereof, which was quite considei 
acquiesced therein. For some days thereafter proceedings 
bad thereon on the floor of the House, known as general ( 
This general debate is intended to be confined to the pro 
of the bill, but in many instances other subjects and m: 
were considered wholly apart from tariff legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I did not avail myself of the privilege of 
general debate for several reasons, chief of which was 
ordinarily the mere introduction of a bill is not conclusive 
dence that the bill will be ultimately passed without c! 
and amendment in some, if not many, of its details, and 
especially so when the matter involved contains sever: 
dred paragraphs and pertains to several thousand items, 
this bill does. I preferred to wait until the various sche 
paragraphs, and items were considered in detail and 0 
amendment under what is known as the five-minute rule 
House. Proceeding under the five-minute rule, it soon |b: 
apparent that the Democratic majority, by and thro. 
caucus action, had determined that no amendment, no n 
how beneficial, no matter whether it would be for the con 
good from a protective standpoint, from a free-trade stand 
from a tariff-for-revenue standpoint, or from a comp 
industrial standpoint, would be accepted at all. [Appl 
the Republican side.] Day after day numerous amend 
were offered, some good and some bad, from my point of \ 
yet in every instance and with unerring certainty, a: 
as with dispatch, the amendment was rejected and the 
notonous words of the chairman were heard, “ The noes 
it, and the amendment is lost.” 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, the passage of this bill, so far as 
House is concerned, will soon be an accomplished fact, 
nearly all of the items and paragraphs which pertain 
great producing and consuming classes of our country 
been tentatively adopted by this House, I will now avail 1 
of the few minutes allotted to me to enter my protest ag 
some of its provisions. 

Mr. Chairman, in these few minutes I shall confine m) 
chiefly to that portion of the bill pertaining to the agricult 
the great producer of the wealth which inures to the bi 
and prosperity of all of our people. Involved in these 
graphs are as many hundreds of millions of dollars as | 
permitted minutes in which to discuss them. 

For several years I have stoutly maintained that the s 
ules of the Dingley bill were too high; that many of them 
far beyond a protective basis, and were, in fact, prohibil 
that the same may be said of and concerning many of 
schedules in the Payne-Aldrich tariff of 1909. I am a : 
believer in the system of a reasonable and just protection, anc * 
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that the schedules should be so adjusted, without discrim 2 
tion, as applied to the farmer and the manufacturer, and a 
all cases having due regard to labor and the consumers % 
erally; that wherever and whenever any industry in ('s 

country was able to fully compete with the products of ole: 3 


s 











” 
wo. 


191 





the tariff should be removed. In other words, protective 
should be imposed sufficient only to protect the desig- 


1 industry against ruinous competition from the hordes of 
' foreign labor: that the adjustment and readjustment of 
th e rates should be made after careful investigation of all 
the facts and circumstances surrounding and involved in such 

stry. beth in this country and abroad; and that, in the 
: tainment of these facts the highest skill of men competent 
to do the work, and not impelled by any partisan motive, 

1 be employed in securing these facts). To my mind it 
s inconceivable that any political party, for purely partisan 
nurposes, should contend against this principle. in which the 
welfare of a hundred million American citizens is deeply 


in ylved. 
\pplying these principles to some of the schedules of the 
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nt bill, I am forced to state that the agricultural schedule | 


| some portions of the free list do not square therewith. 
example, take the paragraph relating to wheat, with the duty of 
10 cents per bushel imposed by the provisions of the bill. This 


duty is only ostensible, r it is provided in another portion 
of is bill that all the bran and screenings of wheat from 
every country in the world shall be admitted free. It is also 


vided that under certain conditions flour shall be admitted 


free of duty. Hence, of what avail is the duty of 10 cents 
ner bushel on wheat if all its products which are consumed 
by either man or beast come in free? It is contended by some, 

| especially by those from the nonpreducing sections, or the 


e centers ef population, that wheat 
be free. and that the farmers of the 
» successfully with all the world. 


and flour should all 
United States can com 
This I deny; more espe- 


cially so in regard to a certain quality of wheat which we 
produce in the Nerthwest. 

In several ef the Northwestern States there is annually pro- 
duced approximately 300,000,000 bushels of wheat of a kind and 
variety that is grown in no other place in the world except 
Canada. This grade is known as northern hard spring wheat, 
and of which my State of Minnesota for the past 10 years or 
more has produced on an average the greatest quantity of any 
St in the Union. Its chief marketing place is Minneapolis, 


where is located the principal milling industry in the United 
ss than twe years ago a thorough investigation was made 
rariff Board that showed conclusively that the produc- 
n of this grade of wheat was accomplished in Canada, in the 
ovince of Manitoba and westward, far cheaper than the same 
; produced in the United States. This fact was well known 
to all wheat growers and millers prior to this investigation. 
That the quantity of this wheat produced last year in Canada 
Was approximately 200,000,000 bushels was also well known. 

It is asserted by some that Liverpool establishes the price 


DY Le 


of wheat througheut the world to all exporting countries. I 
| not attempt te deny that such is the case concerning 
in grades and qualities of wheat, some of which is pro 

d 1 in the United States, but do assert that such is not a 

fact concerning this northern hard spring wheat, produced in 

the United States. I further affirm that at no time during the 

] 10 or more years has any of this particular kind of wheat 

grown in the United States been on an export basis. I shall 

hot encumber the Recorp with statistics on this point prior to 
the year 1910, for the reason that those who are interested in 
the subject can ascertain the proof of my statement prior to 
that date by examining the statistics obtained and recorded 
in the ConcRESSIONAL Recorp in many speeches made by Mem 
bers in both branches of Congress during the time the famous, 


‘rather infamous, so-called reciprocity treaty was under dis- 
cussion. Of date May 2, of this year, Mr. John G. McHugh, 
tary of the Chamber of Commerce, of Minneapolis, Minn., 
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stated and had published in the Minneapolis Journal of that 
ds te actual figures concerning the price*of this northern wheat 
Minneapolis, Duluth, and Liverpool, with the approximate 
of transportation, from January 3, 1910, to December 2, 
312, 
lhe statement follows: 
{From the Minneapolis Journal, May 2, 1913.] 
Relative to the pending tariff bill and its probable effect upon wheat 
pric if it passes as it stands, Secretary John G. McHugh, of the | 
am -< of commerce, has issued a statement, giving the comparative 
that the Minneapolis, Duluth, and Liverpool wheat, which shows | 
lieu prices ruling in Minneapolis and Duluth are not made in | 
a verpool, 
a ‘Such a comparison is timely,” Mr. McHugh said, “as bearing upon 
lr eet lestion of the proposed wheat and flour schedule of the new tariff 
aan ait is frequently argued by those supporting the tax on wheat with 
sree | 


wv} our, as set forth in the bill, that this « 
Wheat and flour, 


tar 


yuntry, being an exporter of 
; prices are therefore necessarily made in this country 
1 export basis, and that the miller has nothing to fear from such a 
change. 
Figures have been published showing 
©S om one hand with Minneapolis, Du 
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the other, and from such figure 
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cents per pound in the present bill, while cream and milk are 
placed on the free list. 

Mr. Chairman, I might extend this list of farmers’ products 
much greater, but one thing is apparent, that the main products 
of the farm, namely, bread, meat, potatoes, and butter, as far as 
the American farmer is concerned, are upon a free-trade basis, 
and competition is now very strong and will rapidly increase 
from our energetic and thrifty neighbors on the north. 

The framers of this bill contend, first, that its chief object is 
the raising of revenue. Surely no revenue will be derived from 
placing the chief articles of food that I have mentioned on the 
free list; second, it is contended that where the schedules are 
thus made free and no revenue is derived therefrom, justifica- 
tion is found in the alleged statement that the cost of living 
will be reduced. I for one am in sympathy with this conten- 
tion if it should prove true. While I deplore the fact that under 
this bill the farmer will be obliged to sell cheaper, but concede 
that his loss will be somewhat extenuated if the great mass of 
the consuming public would be benefited thereby, yet history 
shows that such will not be the case. One or more illustrations 
concerning the reduction in the cost of living will indicate that 
the price which the farmer receives very seldom, if ever, affects 
the ultimate consumer. Quite frequently during the past 10 
years the farmers of the United States have received upward 
of $1 a bushel for wheat and sometimes as high as $1.20 or $1.25 
per bushel. Again, during that time the farmer has received 
as low as 70 or 75 cents per bushel for his wheat, which is 
about the price now. Still, during that period the consumer has 
paid the same price for the loaf of bread. Two or three years 
Mr. J. R. Cahill, for the labor department of the Board of 
Trade of London, England, came to this country to investigate 
the cost of living. In his report, after a thorough investigation, 
covering the leading cities of the United States, he states that 
he found the consumers in this country pay 5 cents for a 14- 
ounce loaf of bread, while in London a 64-ounce loaf retails for 
10 cents, all being made out of American flour. Couple this 
statement with the fact that those prices have been maintained 
in both countries even when the variance in price of wheat was 
from 20 to 40 cents per bushel, and it will be noted that the 
raw material, to wit, the whole wheat, does not govern the price 
to the consumer. Further, let it be observed that a bushel of 
wheat for which the farmer receives from 70 to 75 cents per 
bushel on the farm will make 60 loaves of bread, and that these 
60 loaves of bread cost the consumer $3; that $2 and over on 
each bushel of wheat more than the farmer receives is placed 
in the pockets of the middleman and taken from the pockets of 
the consumers of our country, while in London less than one- 
half of that amount is so demanded and received. Surely the 
of grinding wheat into flour, transporting it to the 
baker, and by him manufactured into loaves is not of sufficient 
moment to warrant in exacting a toll from the consumer almost 
four times greater than the farmer realizes. 

Once more to illustrate: The farmer receives about 80 cents a 
bushel for oats on the farm. Twenty-three packages of Quaker 
Oats are manufactured therefrom and retailed to the consumer 
at 10 cents per package, or $2.30. Thus $2 is received by the 
manufacturer and middleman, while the farmer gets 30 cents. 
And the process of manufacturing is neither difficult nor ex- 
pensive. 

In view of these facts it is certainly not very difficult to 
arrive at a just conclusion concerning the cause of the high cost 
of food to the consumer. Can it be possible, Mr. Chairman, 
that the framers of this bill in their eagerness to carry out the 
platform pledges, to reduce the cost of living, have gone at 
their task blindly and without sufficient investigation? Or is it 
possible that they have listened with too much credulity to the 
whisperings of fancy and have pursued with too much eagerness 
a phantom, called hope, and have blindly plunged into legisla- 
tion that may cause, and will cause serious detriment to the 
honest toiling agriculturists of our country, without benefiting 
the laboring classes in our factories and the consumers through- 
out the country? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The reduction in the cost of living, in all ways, food, raiment, 
and shelter, is much to be desired, but I fear that mere star 
gazing, with simply hope as a guide, will be futile, like the 
weary traveler on the desert, in search of an oasis, in which 
to recline and refresh himself, who thinks he beholds in the 
far distance the welcome spot, and eventually realizes that 
nothing but a mirage has lured him on. 

I shall not attribute to the framers of this bill intentional 
sectionalism, yet a careful reading of it shows that in many 
instances it is quite apparent. Incongruities must of necessity 
appear in legislation of this character, owing to the numerous 
items involved, as well as the diversity of conditions, and this 
bill is no exception to the rule. However, it does seem that a 
greater and more extensive search after facts and surrounding 


neo 


process 


|} annually, and that necessarily concerns all of us. 





conditions would have produced a bill less incongruous and 
certainly less sectional. To give a few illustrations will suffice: 
Rice is a food product raised chiefly, if not wholly, in a few of 
our Southern States, and certainly has no foreign competito; 
greater or equal to the Northern State wheat raiser. Yet wa 
find rice and rice flour amply protected, while all grains 
produced in the Northern States and the flour therefrom are 
free. Again, wool, a northern production, is wholly on the f; 
list, while the hair of the goat, which is chiefly raised in Tex. 
and one or two other Southern States, is highly protect. 
Cotton bagging, for the use of the southern cotton grow 
was placed on the free list. Yet we find that all other } 
and bagging, which the northern farmer uses in the hand 
and shipping of grain, is highly protected. Thus, in both of 
these essential articles for the welfare of the farmer the 
is favored while the other is discriminated against. 

I shall not pursue this line any further. There is muc! 
this bill that is commendable, and were it segregated and 
opportunity given to pass judgment upon it my vote would 
affirmative. While, on the contrary, there are some sched 
which are wholly at variance with justice and fair dealing. : 
to my mind, very injurious to the producers, especially i: 
Middle West and the Northwest, and which I can not sup 
I am in hopes that before this bill is passed certain c! 
will be made by the other branch of Congress that will re: 
the evils I have pointed out, and thus enable me to support 
amended measure. I am now and always have been a belik 
in the doctrine that laws which militate against the pros). 
and the well-being of our farmers and rural dwellers are 
nicious, not only to them, but to the whole body of our 
and that any law that makes country life less prosperous 
thus less enjoyable, conduces to congestion in our large « 

I also believe that the slogan “ Remain on the farm” wi 
ceive a staggering blow ultimately as a result of the ena 
into law of the proposed legislation. Dissatisfaction, in 
judgment, will result in the minds of those from whom 
greatest actual wealth and prosperity emanates, and ultin 
this sturdy, bold, and honest yeomanry will be, parti: 
least, injured or destroyed. The tillers of the soil 
country’s mainstay and pride. Encourage them as well :s 
toilers in our factories, and this country’s greatness, ev: 
yond all past achievements, will be assured and perpetn: 
Distribute legislative benefits equally and justly between 
two all-important classes and the occupations of the pes 
and the iconoclast will disappear. Strike these classes 
and gloom will pervade our country as a whole. 

Mr. MANN. I yield the remainder of my time to the ; 
man from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS]. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, this amend 
of my colleague does not affect any local industry of m 
trict, so I can speak disinterestedly, but it affects the n 
business all over the United States, which, as my co!! 
{[Mr. Davis] stated, involves more than $800,000,000 of pir 

The ri n 

is this: The great consuming market for the flour mills of 
country is the States east of the Alleghenies. As comp 
for that market under this bill will be the Canadian m 
turers from the north and the English manufacturers from 
across the seas. England admits our flour free, and consequ: 
under the provisions of this bill the English millers would ! 
the right to have their flour admitted free into this country 
I know the proposition is ridiculed that British flour can 
pete in our eastern markets with our western flour. I add | 
two statements from two of the best informed millers in 
country, which set forth the conditions and have not been con 
troverted by anybody: 

First, the bill does not give the American miller an equal ch: 
the United States markets with the British, as evidenced by U 


Js 


aro ¢ 


lowing: 
No. 2. 
44 bushels Argentine wheat 434 bushels Argentine wheat 
ground into a barrel of ground into a barrel of 
“straight” fiour in a “straight” flour in a 


Liverpool mill. 


New York mill. 
44 bushels f. 0. b. ship Bue- 


44 bushels f. o. b. ship Bue- 


nos Aires, per bushel___ $0. 70 nos Aires, per bushel- $! 
Freight to Liverpool ~._-~- - 15 Freight to New York —---- 8 
te DUT occuncebstacineoa- 10) 
. 85 
4% 8 
. a 4 $4 
$3. 82 . 
Freight to New York, per Cost raw material barrel | : 
SIO tisededs eck ts cree vices 15 eG? tis cvsmosw aa $ i S 
Cost raw material barrel 
DR cen chntionen 3. O78 
Profit of American flour mills averages about 5 cenis per barrel — 
Notr.—Advantage to Liverpool mill selling in New York marke 


434 cents per barrel. 


Freight rates used are approximate. 








1913. 





\dvantage of Liverpool mill selling in New York or in any competi- 

foreign market would be much greater than indicated, because by 
bran, etc.—ordinarily sell $5 to $6 per ton higher in Liver- | 
“than in New York. This reduces cost of flour 224 to 27 cents per | 
el, as the higher the offals the lower the cost of flour, and vice 


ts 


Not! On basis 44 bushels wheat to peeaete a barrel of “ straight 

a barrel of high-grade “ patent” flour—say, 75 to 80 per cent 

s 54 to 5§ bushels wheat. Some exceptionally high grades rr 

even more. Only high-grade flours would be imported; hence 

ivantage of American miller would be correspondingly greater than 
gbt” grade. 


straigl 

rhe second statement: 
the moment wheat can be transported from Argentina to Liver 
¢ there made into flour, and returned by sea to New York and other 
nl tic ports at a transportation cost not exceeding the cost of trans- 
porting wheat from the fields of North Dakota to Minneapolis, there 
into flour, and carried to New York. 
LONG HAUL 


\? 


CHEAPER. 


present rate-on wheat, Buenos Aires to Liverpool, is 21 shillings 
ton, which equals 134 cents per bushel of 60 pounds, which 
s 224 cents per hundred. The rate from Liverpool to New York 
ir is not obtainable, but will mot exceed 14 cents per hundred 
a total cost of transportation, Buenos Aires to Liverpool to 
York, 36% cents 
Wheat at Souris, N. Dak., has a rate to Minneapolis of 17 
\ _ plus lake and rail rate, 25 cents on flour, makes a total 
! hundred from the wheat fields of North Dakota to New York 
should be noted also that our railroad rates are not likely to 4 
while ocean rates to-day are at a maximum Our ocean rates 
New York to Liverpool are to-day 16 cents per hundred, while in 
past we have shipped as low as 8 cents. 


cents 


of 40 


In the limited time at my disposal I have just two sugges- 
tions: First, under the Canadian customs law of 1906 the gov- 
in council can suspend the Canadian flour tariff by a 
» and single order for use as raw material and admit our 
free at any time. Under such an arrangement Canadian 
would be admitted free into this country at 2a moment’s 
and thereby you place the great milling interests of this 
country at the hazard of the interests and control of our com- 

tors who had last year a crop of about 200,000,000 bushels, 
a capacity for vast increase, as shown last year. The 
flour-milling eapacity of Canada is about 111,000 barrels a day, 
t year produced about 14,000,000 barrels, of which about 
1.000 were exported. We give Canada free access to our 
rkets for its mill stuffs of bran and screenings and practi- 


as 


y of our flour. This inevitably fixes the prices of wheat 

a lower grade in this country if our miller is to meet the 

( dian and English competition. But it certainly does add 
t opportunities and gains of the speculators upon the grain 
exchanges of the country by compelling the miller to grind his | 
aterial within this country within the margin of 10 | 


per bushel as compared with competing grains and at the | 


ime meet the market of free flour made from the cheapest 
and to the best advantage in the world. This situa- 
often will give the speculator a 10-cent-per-bushel holdup 
ier and farmer in order to meet this unfair com- 
The only way to stop it is to make an equality of 
ons for both the raw material, wheat, and its products, 

flour and mill stuffs. 
\s my colleague [Mr. Davis] so strongly put it, this situa- 


the mm 
Ait Ail 


created by this bill will not help the consumer one single | 


ee, 


It does help the profits of the middleman, who will 
cet the flour cheapest wherever it can be made, and he will 
sh the flour which nets him the largest profit. That is 


at will disturb the milling industry and the price of wheat 
over the country. Remember, the average profit in the 


rge mill is from 5 to 10 cents a barrel, and yet that amount | 
e times over can be saved to the flour dealer in the Eust- | 


ri States under some conditions provided by this bill by 
purchasing flour from Liverpool made from Argentine or Black 
Sea wheat and laid down with the favoring freight rates 
Which frequently exist in ocean traffic. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the opposition to this 


proposition comes largely from the Repres®ntatives from Minne 
Sot [ have a peculiar interest in that State, because I lived 
ere many years, and have only the fondest recollections of it. 
* regret to see that the Representatives on that side of the House 
’ come from Minnesota have no fixed convictions on this 
a estion of the tariff. As a matter of fact, I do not believe the 
Re publican Representatives from Minnesota have ever had 
‘xed convictions on the tariff, so far as their State is concerned. 
It was only a few minutes ago that two distinguished Repre- 
‘atives from Minnesota wanted to put furs on the free list 
“0 use thetr constituents used them. Now they want to put a 
_\X on flour, that all the people of the United States consume, 
vecause their people sel! it. 
Now, from ® local standpoint, I suppose that may be popular; 
ae tariff bill can never be written that way. If you want to 
a . for protection you have got to be willing to protect the 
tier fellow. If you want to stand for a revision downward or 


wl 
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| reduce the other fellow, or you can not put it through. 


| it would be all right. 
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a revenue tariff you have got to reduce yourself as much as you 
| Ap- 































































plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Is there any special difference be 
tween the production of rice and wheat except the quantity of 
rice is less than wheat? I claim that the duty you put on rice 
and the products thereof is correct, and if you would the 
same thing with the wheat that the northwestern farmer ses 


do 
ral 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman: 
he stands for the Payne and Dingley bill? 
Mr. 


I assume that 


DAVIS of Minnesota. I never did—either of them. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam glad you do not do that. We have 
reduced the other cereal—wheat, a commodity in your State 
in the same proportion that we have reduced rice. As a matter 
of fact, the reduction of rice is more drastic because it is really 
a competitive article, and there would not be much competition 
on wheat if we put it on the free list. 

Now, coming right down to the point involved, you are com- 
plaining because we put this flour on the free list with a coun- 
tervailing duty against all the world, but effective in the only 
country where there can be any competition. Look at the actual 


facts. Under the present law, as shown by the statistics of 1912 
the duty on flour is 25 per cent ad valorem. The duty on wheat, 
as worked out by the Treasury Department—it may not 
actly accurate, but I it approximately correct 


be ex 


presume is 








amounts to 20 per cent ad valorem. That gives a differential 
between the tax on flour and the tax on wheat of an equivalent 
ad valorem of 5 per cent. 

Now, what do we do? We put a tax of 10 per cent on wheat, 
and because we put that tax on wheat we put a countervailing 
duty against Canada, your only possible competitor. The Can- 
adian tax to-day is 17.9 per cent, in round figures 18 per cent 
ad valorem. Now, the tax on wheat, as shown for 1909, is 1 
ad valorem of 20 per cent. We cut of three-fifths of the tax 
flour and leave two-fifths, which would mean in these figures of 
ad valorem a rate of 8 per cent. or a differential of 10 pei 
which you are complaining of when you have only got a diffe 
ential now of 5 per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired All 
time has expired. The question is on the amendi t offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any furth endments 
paragraph 647? If not, the next paragra 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman t f 
amendment to paragraph 648. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the paragr 
the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

648. Barbed wire, galvanized wi rot rger t N 1 
smaller than No. 14 wire gauge of the ind I 1 f 
purposes, galvanized wir sed of I larg 1 
No. 6 nor smaller than No gaug ind ! nl i 
baling hay or other commo : 

Amendment by Mr. Green of Iowa: 
Page 127, amend paragraph 648, by adding thereto t 
| “That articles enumerated in this paragray if imported f ’ 
country which lays an import duty on like articles imported fr 
| United States, shall be subject to a duty of 10 per cent ad ¥ 
Mr. Chairman, this othe the 


| Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
| numerous paragraphs in this bill where, take in connection 


| with its other provisions, a duty is levied upon the raw 1 I 
| and the finished product is made free. Smooth wire is duti 
| under the metal schedule of the bill. When it is developed and 
| otherwise manufactured, and more American labor is | i 
| it, it is made free of duty by this paragraph under co lera 
| tion. The only result that this paragraph can have w! el 
| forced will be to strengthen the Stee! Trust in its s gle hold 
| on the throats of the small manufacturers, who desire to ¢om- 
| pete with it, and to offer an invitation to the small m f 
turer to transfer his factory to Europe. Barbed wire i 
on the free list as a bid for the farmer’s vote. W this red 
the price? I think not. The material for it must be pu ed 
from the Steel Trust, and under this bill it can control the 
I yield the balance of my time, three minutes, to the g 
from New York [Mr. Piatt]. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York is ent 1 to 
take the floor for five minutes in his own right. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 


sent that debate on this paragraph and all amendments | 
close in seven minutes. 

Mr. GREENBE of Massachusetts. 
be heard for five minutes. 








Mr. Chairman, I 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 


consent that debate on the paragraph and all 


thereto close in 13 minutes 
rhe CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to call attention 


to this policy of putting on the free list articles made by the 
grent international trusts. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Uxprerwoop!] in opening the debate on this tariff bill said that 
articles made by the great trusts were put on the free list with 


the iden that some sort of competition might arise in foreign 
countries, but in mry opinion no competition of that sort could 
arise unless it arises from themselves. Many cities in this 
country and in Burope are pulling and hauling against each 


other trying to get factories from ench other, and under our 
protective tariff we do get factories even from Enrope. In my 
own district we have three good-sized factories that came from 
Europe. If their products zre placed on the free list, what is 
to prevent their moving back again? They can get cheaper 
labor in Europe. No one denies that. It seems to me they are 
given a sort of club over their own Inbor and they may be able 
to do as the International Harvester Co. threatened to do at 
Auburn the other day—move their machinery out and take it 


yr 


over to the other side. The owners of the factories do not care. 
They would just as soon have barbed wire, agricultural ma- 
chinery, typewriters, and so forth, on the free list as not. They 


own factories on both sides of the ocean. 
care. It seems to me that it is a clear case of giving the great 
m the grent trusts, undue advantage over their 
own laboring men te allow them to manufacture on either side 
of without the least restriction upon the importation 
of their goods into this country. [Applause on the Republican 
side. ] 

Mr. GREENB ef Massachusetts. Mr 
read the following article from the New 


my rning . 


The laboring men do 
inufscturers, 


the ocean 


Ch: I desire to 


York Tribune of this 


irman, 





UTD@WN AT FALL RIVER 500 SPINDLES AT TRON WORKS PLANT IDLE 
SATURDAY. 
FALL Rrver, Mass., May 65. 
The Fall River Tron Works Co. posted notices to-day that the seven 
mills of the plant would be closed Saturday for an indefinite period. 
No reason for the shutdown was given. - 
The corporation, which is owned by the American Printing Co., op- 


erntes 500.000 gpindles In the manufacture of cotton cloth to supply 
the pr vorks. It empleys 5,000 hands, with a weekly pay roll of | 
ab 5,000 





Mr. Chairman, perhaps T can explain why the mills intend to 
close. The mills undoubtedly close because of the lack of oppor- 
tunity to sell their product. I noticed the newspapers a few 
days ago a list of the reduction in sales of print cloths very 
largely since the 4th day of March. The entire output of this 


grade of goots in my own city is 275,000 pieces of 45 yards each a 


in 


oO 





week, and the sales of these goods have fallen off, the first week 
about 75 per cent, and the sales have been redneced since 
down to 106.000 pleces and then to 75.000 pieces and then the 
sales have been reduced to 60,000 pieces a week. The reduction 
in these sales crentes the necessity for stopping the mills. I 
m ed in the newspaper this morning an article stating that 
the President and his Secretary of Commerce were going to 
investigate the cases where there should be a reduction in 
wages throughout this country to find out whether it was 
cl ed that the reduction was made by reason of the reduction 
of the tariff. The statement referring to the mills of the Fall 
River Iron Works Co. does not refer to a reduction of wages. 
It is a cutting off of the entire wage list of $35,000 per week 
for an indefinite period, and nobody can tell how long these 
mills will remain closed. It is a very serious situation, affecting 
as it does 5,000 employees and the families dependent upon these 
wige earners. 

It is not only a serious situation to the parties referred to, but 
it will have a very depressing effect upon the business men of 
the city of Fall River, Mass.. who will keenly feel the loss in 
tride which the lack of $35,000 per week in the wage list will 


inflict upon the community, thereby affecting its prosperity. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Borden, the founder and 
‘hief owner of these mills, died last year and left a fortune 
timated at about $10,000,000. 

Mr. GREENB of Massachusetts. Yes, 
ww much money he had accumulated. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Does 


: amt 
iSSa¢ huset 





sir. I do not know 


the gentleman from 
M 
week of the men in those mills 
Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. I will explain the situation. 
Mr. Borden was a man a little younger than Iam. I knew him 
as a boy, and the American Printing Co., which he purchased 
and enlarged, absorbed the product of the mills of the Fall 
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amendments | 


ts make any comparison between the $8 and $9 a | 





May 6. 





| River Iron Works Co. The former owners had made fai 
in the business. He had the brains and knew how to do } 
ness successfully. He estublished the mills of the Fal) } 
Iron Works Co. and made money. There is no reason j 

world why his sons, who succeed him in business, should 

their mills running if the market becomes depressed ana 
can not sell the product. It 


is certainly a very unw 
feature in business life that such manufacturing plants 


compelled to close. A good and sufficient reason why 
can not sell their product is, they know they are going 
competition from abroad if the Underwood tariff bil} 
effect. I was interested in reading what the newspayx 
to say this morning about the President and the Secr 
Commerce, 


This is not a question of cut in wages, but it is a quest a 
destruction of wages. I also have been very mucb inter 
a conversation which I am told by a prominent manufact 
my city took place between himself and the Sec: 
| of Commerce a few days since with reference to the 
| hats. He is a gentleman who is one of the largest hat 1 

turers in the country and he called upon the Secret 

Commerce and talked with him in relation to the que 

the foreign trade, about which Secretary Redfield ¢ 

fluently, and the Secretury asked this gentleman why he 
exploit his foreign trade more. The gentleman said ¢! 
exploited it as far as he could. He said, “I have some t 
England, but in many other countries I am stopped by; 
of the tariff imposed against American manufactured 
The Secretary snid, “ Have you ever tried to exploit 4 
dustry in Bombay? ”—that is a very stock phrase of my 
the Secretary of Commerce. He said, “I have investig 
very fully, the question of trade in Bombay, and I h; 
tained that all wear turbans and fezzes, which isa reli 
gation, as I am informed, and if you gave them a ad 
| you could not get one of them to wear it.” [Laughter 
| plause.] There are no people, as far as I know of, in B 
who wear any clothing of any amount [laughter 
plause on the Republican side], and therefore there 
much opportunity to exploit American trade there. 

The following article was published in the newspapers of 
city of New Bedford, Mass., at about the same time 
Democratic colleague, representing the sixteenth dist 
Massachusetts, was delivering his speech upon “free w 
the House. Is this article an echo of his address? 
ONEKO MILL 


TO CLOSE—TARIFF 


OWNERS OF 


CHANGES 
NEW 


FORCR 
BEDFORD PLANT 
New Reprorp 
It was announced at the office of the Oneko Woolen Co., 
Saturday afternoon that on account of uncertain trade c 
ticularly through the tariff situation, it had been decided ¢ 
| mills indefinitely. The Oncko mill is owned by Holden-Leor 
Boston and New York. This company also operates a wor 
Bennington, Vt., and present plans are to ship part of th: 
| from the mill in this city te the Bennington pliant 


SHUTDOW 


The Oneko mill is operated on men’s wear, in worsteds and 


and on women's cloakings. Its weaving equipment consist of 


| It gives employment to about 250 persons when running f 
| machinery has been gradually shut down during the past 


with the decline in the market call for the goods which it 
to make, and at present only about 125 persons are eu 
mill. 

James Marshall, the stperintendent in charge of the mil! 
urday that so far as he has been informed the mil! is closed i 
As indicating that there is no intention to restart the plant 
ditions change, Mr. Marshall referred to the fact that 
machinery is to be shipped out of the city. The plant is to 
within the next two or three weeks, and there is to be a 
he goods on hand. 

Leonard, of Holden-Leonard Co., who control the 0: 
3 city, said: 
“Tf the woolen schedule 


pl 





roposed by the Democrats goes 
its present form, it will be Impossible for us to operate the 
at New Bedford. The closing of that mill at the present t 
to the falling off in business because of the conservatism of 


the face of the reductions in the tariff. We have land and 
at Bennington, and so we thought it advisable to close the n 
Sedford and concentrate our manufacturing in one of our 


being obviously more economical to run one mill as nearly 
sible instead of running the two mills only in part I und 
there are two other woolen mills in New England which wil! 
in the near future, but which ,have not yet announced their i 
| IT do not see hew it is possible for as to run in the face of 
|} competition that would result from the proposed reducti 
| We are in hopes that the Underwood bill may be amended in t! 
Senators Lopcse and Weeks will make a fight, and if nothing tu! 
| be secured we want the date 
set for six months from the time of their passage. 
custom in the case of previous tariff legislation.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
| by the gentleman from Iowa. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was reje 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further amendin« 
paragraph 648? If not, the next paragraph is 650. Are 





when the new rates are to go i 
That bas 








any amendments to paragraph 650? 















LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I understood yesterday that 
else bad reserved the right to offer an amendment to 
ragraph. I was so informed by the gentleman from 

‘ » and therefore I did not prepare an amendment to it. 
CHAIRMAN. It is reserved, and amendments are in 


LANGLEY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to 
out the paragraph. 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
ill debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto 
n 8 minutes. 
. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- | 
« eonsent that all debate on this paragraph and all amend- 
; thereto close in 8 minutes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I would like 2 or 5 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will make it 18 minutes, then; 10 min- | 
to be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois, and 3} 
tes by myself. 
e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- | 

consent that all debate on the paragraph and amend- | 
s thereto close in 15 minutes, 10 minutes to be controlled by 
ventieman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and 3 minutes by the 
n from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop], Is there objection? 

‘fter a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MANN. I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 

(Mr. LANGLEY]. 

LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding to discuss 

moment or two this paragraph, or rather my motion to 

out the paragraph, which would leave the existing law 

‘ation, I wish to express my appreciation of the courtesy 

gentleman from Alabama, who I must say is very gen- 

1 the matter of yielding us additional time on this side 
the Heuse when we desire to discuss a matter. Of course, 
ne is so short we do not get a chance to say anything, 
the same time I appreciate his courtesy. 
AUSTIN. I think the gentleman should also express 
preciation for the numerous amendments that he has 
itted us to make to the bill. 
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he and his committee incre 
for the purposes of 
so, What industry, who asked fo1 


tection, and that is the princi 


gurments 


placed for protection, but this bi 


RISON] does not 
is brought 


its value, and 


into this cow 


gentleman 
criticizing increased 


revenue, it is our duty t 


If the already excessive 
ished shapes is now i: 
tection of some American 
sires to reflect on us for tha 
record right 


} and that the committee ar 


Heretofore he has maintain 
: tariff-for-re Lue 
protective measure; but for t 


| duties apparently 
| was not for revenue, since but 

committee. 
| will destroy competition. 


, this gentlem: 


Mr. LANGLEY. I might add, also, that he has permitted us | s 


irrect so many of the imperfections of this bill that I think 
s entitled to the thanks of the Republican side of the House, | 
las a fellow Kentuckian, because the distinguished gentleman 
s a native Kentuckian, I feel very proud of the record which 
has made here in charge of this bill. Of course, I know that 
gentleman—— ‘ 
Mr. DYER. Is the gentleman going to approve of this legisla- 
i before he gets through with his speech? 
Mr. LANGLEY. If my distinguished colleagues from Ten- 
see and Missouri will permit me to use the remaining minute 
that I have, I will state my position in regard to the paragraph. 
ughter. ] 
My judgment, Mr. Chairman, as I have said before, with 
card to coal, and also with regard to lumber, is that placing 
products upon the free list will injure those industries. 
[ concede that in the matter of lumber the cost of transportation | 
' great that there will not be that direct competition with | 
ucky lumber that there will be with lumber interests in | 
ns of the country in closer proximity to competing lumber 
untries. But, Mr. Chairman, I still believe in the philosophy 
of Patrick Henry—that the way to judge the future is by the | 
past. Lumber was placed on the free list once before and as a 
result the price of lumber in the mountains of Kentucky went 
own. I recall that the price of crossties went down until the 
hausiry was practically suspended. I think the same thing 
| result again. Perhaps it may not be so much by reason of | 
rect competition with foreign products as from the «general 


industrial depression which will prevail throughout the country 
following the enactment of the bill which strike at so many of 


our important industries. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
: rhe a pena The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
las expired, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
senteman from Minnesota [Mr. Stevens). 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make 
« Suggestion to my very good and very distinguished friend, the 
= rman of the Committee on Ways and Means, as to his 
ehections upon the good people of Minnesota, where he justly 
“ates resides hosts of good friends of his and where I know 
Be host of admirers and of good wishers for him and his work. 
Stated and criticized us because we of Minnesota were 


y 


incor 


- co ae in that we asked that the tariff snould be reduced 
Sena which .we consume, and maintained on wheat and 
‘our, which we produce and sell. It is easy to make such a 


Criticism and cont rast, but I will ask the gentleman this: When 


| only for equal 
tariff on wheat we want 
is for the 
should be pursued. 
requires this to be done 


The gentleman does n 
traffic conditions between Canada 
tween Great 
to realize that 
tions may be able to swamp our manufa 
the long haul by rail from the wheat 
will not permit the interior millers ft 
transportation by wa 
stocked the surplus of the che 
millers through the North : 
ecriminations, but are com] 
| ditions adverse and unfair by ortificial 
| lation where they can not con 
of raw material 
| reason they strenuously object, not from M 
from all over the country, althoug! 
taken the burden of the contest. 

But millers and producers everywhere object t 
unequal conditions of this bill which prevent co 
If you do not dare to follow 
market basket, as urged by your President 
| tariff on wheat which you think will satisf 
when you do, be manly and decent 
those who have te useitincompetition with thos 
to the cheapest 
body’s protection for furs shall be reduced. 
willing that they shall simply bear the r 
which they always have borne. 


Britain and 
the millers in 


pete on e\ 


if more prote 


reasons for 
his committee 
increased 
know why they did it and they 


Make both competitive, if you w 
fair and just basis, with a supply of material ‘ 
them as to those they have to meet in our markets 


but put them on the same 


eee 


against his finished product as you have provi 
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in this measure. It is this injustice against which we shall 
continue to protest. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan {[Mr. Forpney]. 

Mr. FORDNEY Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in the brief 
time given me I want to eall the attention of the Members of 
the House to this fact, that in this country in the packing of 
Shingles the frame in which they are packed is 20 inches in 
width and adjusted to the length, whether they are 16 or 18 
inch shingles tut there are 25 courses of shingles in a bunch, 
4 bunches for 1,000 shingles. 

British Columbian shingles have but 22 courses, 20 inches in 
width, and when No. 1 shingles are selling for $2.50 per thou- 
sand the difference in the real value of the shingles is 30 cents 
a thousand 

That is what the consumers of this country must meet in our 
markets, and there is not one man in a thousand who purchases 
shingles who | ws how many courses of shingles there should 
be in a bunch, or how many there are in a bunch made in 
British Columbia or in the United States. 

You bave placed shingles on the free list, and you have placed 
the consumers at a disadvantage in bringing Canadian shingles 
into our markets—shingles that have three twenty-fifths less 
contents in. a bunch, or 12 per cent less than in a thousand 
Shingles made in the United States. It is an inconsistency or 
it is an oversight, and if you only knew those facts I believe 
you gentlemen would adjust your rate of duty so as to offset 
the difference, so that the consumer might know. 

rhe CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, in this country we participate in 
fn good many bitter political contests, and oftentimes feeling is 
aroused, and personal animosity, temporarily. sut it is the 
beauty of the American people that they put aside personal and 
political animosities in the meeting of man to man, and friend- 
ships are preserved across the aisle as sincerely and firmly as 
they are nmong Members on the same side of the aisle. 

It gives me great pleasure to-day to call the attention of the 
How e io the fuct that 51 years ago one of the ablest men in 
public life saw the light of day. I congratulate not only 
the Democratic Members of the House, not only the Democratic 
Party in the country, but I congratulate also the country itself, 
that during the 51 years which have elapsed since his birth 
there has grown into broadness and bigness the able gentleman 
from Alebea | Mr. Unperwoop], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee « \ und Means. [General and prolonged applause. ] 

UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to assure my 
fr d from [ilinois |[Mr. Mann] how sincerely I appreciate the | 
kindly wo that he has spoken in reference to myself, and I 
know of no better opportunity than this to say to both sides 
of this House, now that within an bour or less we are to com- 
plete the taxing features of this bill—the real contending por- 
tion of the bill that is in issue between the two great parties— 
that I thenk you all, on both sides of the House, for the pa- 
tic . the courtesy, and the kindness you have shown to the 
chair 1 of the Committee on Ways and Meaus in his efforts 
to put the bill through the House. 

| have see many debates in this House: I have seen many 
hard-fought tights, and this is the place to fight. We all believe 
in fighting iu the open. But I do not believe, although gentie- 
I 1 on that side of the House have earnestly and vigorously 
and forcefully contended for their views, that any great measure 


hus ever passed this House with less personal rancor and more 
kindly feelings than the bill we have under consideration to-day, 
| I can not thank you too much for your consideration. 
|General applause. j 

‘The CHAIRMAN. 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
the paragraph. 


“ah 


The question is on the amendment offered 
LANGLEY], to strike out 


The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further amendments to 
peragraph 650% If not, the next paragraph is No. 652, which 
the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk rend as follows: 
652. Mechanically ground wood pulp, chemical wood pulp, unbleached 
or bieached: Provided, That If any country, dependency, province, or 


othcr subdivision of government shall impose an export duty or other 
‘ rt charge of any kind whatsoever, either directly or indirectly 

lether in the form of additional charge, or license fee, or otherwise), 
un printing paper, mechanically ground wood pulp, chemical wood 
pulp, or wood fer use in the manufacture of wood pulp, the amount of 
such export duty or other export charge shall be imposed as a duty 
up chemical wood puip when inported directly or indirectly from 
such country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of govern- 
ment; and if any country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of 


govcrpment shall prohibit the exportation of printing paper, mechanic- 
i greund wood pulp, chemical wood pulp, or wood for use in the 
manufacture of wood pulp, there shall be imposed a duty of 4% of 1 
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cent per pound upon such chemical wood pulp when im; 
rectly or indirectly from such country, dependency, provin 
subdivision of government. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr 


moves to strike out the last word 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this paragraph, 
to put wood pulp upon the free list, 
struction. It proposes to put mechanically ground y 
ami chemical wood pulp on the free list, with a r 
clause. There is mechanical pulp and chemical pulp. © 
ical pulp there are three kinds—sulphide pulp and s 
which are the two that are used in this country: and 
pulp, somewhat used abroad, and perhaps it will be p: 
Canada. 

Here is the proposition: While Canada not 
Canada is meant. If Canada puts an export duty vy 
paper or mechanical wood pulp, then we will put an e: 


which } 


very | 


is one of pe 


is 


upon chemical wood pulp. Now, Canada produces 
no soda chemical pulp, and not a great quantity of 
chemical pulp. We do export considerable quantitics 
chanical pulp and print paper. But why, if Canada 
export duty upon mechanical pulp or print paper, s 
add a duty to chemical pulp? Or if Canada, under 
vision, prohibits the export of print paper, why should 
a duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound on chemical p: 
There is no rel: itionship between the two. If Can 
to do something against print paper, then we attem 
tect chemical pulp in the United States. If Canada 


against mechanical wood pulp, then we attempt to add 
tion to soda wood pulp in the United States. oa. 

not in competition with each other. Mechanical wood 
not used for the manufacture of the same kind a pay 

pulp, and why anybody ever worked this out or how 
managed to conceive this scheme is beyond me. If \ 
preserve ourselves against Canadian legislation aimed 
paper or mechanical wood pulp, then we ought to 
taliatory duty upon those articles and not upon somet! 
Canada is not interested to-day to any extent in wend 
of soda pulp, which is used ordinarily for the maz 
book paper or higher class paper. 

This print-paper proposition and pulp proposition h 
before Congress now for a number of years. Up to the 
time the legislation has at least sought to preserve the : 
of the United States for the free entry of the raw m 
the United States and to afford some basis for 
the manufacturing going into Canada; but under = 
of this bill there is nothing to prevent the manufa: 
paper and mechanical wood pulp being transfe oon” to i 
side of the Canadian border, and the pretense of 
duty of one-tenth of a cent a pound upon some ot 
will not have any more effect than breathing in wu 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
| amendment will be withdrawn. Are there any 
ments to be offered to paragraph 652? If not, 
graph is No. 653. 

Mr. MANN. That is the wool paragraph. 
of amendments to that. 

Mr. SHARP. Mr. Chairman, an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [\Mr. 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
debate on this wool proposition. 

Mr. MANN. There are quite a number of gentlemen 
wish to be heard over here. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not want to cut off debate v 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that the an t 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SuHarp] be reported. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. All right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, paragraph 653, by striking out the words 
sheep,” in line 19. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, we would like to have ! 
hour over here on this side. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There are two gentlemen on th 
who desire to speak, the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. & 
RIDGE] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SuHarp]. If ' 
anyone else, I should like to know it. That will make 


Di 


pre 
i t 


the } 
further 
the li 


There 


} 


* wool 


utes, and I would like to reserve 10 minutes for myself. 
unanimous consent that the debate on this amendment « 

50 minutes; that all amendments may be presenied w! 
gentlemen speak, or by those who do not speak, and be |! 
ing on the desk, to be voted on when the debate is conclu’ 
and that 30 minutes of the time may go to the gentleman 0" 


SPN ae odds 

















(Mr. MANN], 5 minute o the gentleman from 
|, 5 minute o the gentleman from Colorado Jj Mr. 

« rpripGe|, and 10 minutes to myself. 

CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unb! 
sks unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph 
mendments thereto shall close in 50 minutes, 30 minutes 
ntrolied by the gentleman from Lilinois [Mr. MANN], 5 
hy the gentleman from Ohio |[Mr. Suarp], 5 minutes by 


an from Colorado [Mr. Se_pomripee], 
eman from Alabama | Mr. UNbDi RWoOD |]; 


10 minutes b 
that g 


ntiiemen 


permission to offer their amendments when they 
the an dments to be pend ng and voted on in their 
at the conclusion of the debate. Is there objection? 
GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, a parliament in 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it 
GREEN of Iowa. Can a pro forma amendment be l 
next paragraph? 
UNDERWOOD. No; that has been passed. 
CHAIRMAN. The next paragraph that is open for 
eut is 657. Paragraph 654 has been passed. 
GREEN of Iowa. Do I understand the gentleman fr 


1 that he will object to an amendment being offered to 
xt ‘tion? 
\ UNDERWOOD. Yes. I would not object to an amend 
being offered to the next section which is open for con 
‘ ion, which is 657, works of art 
Mr. MOORE. I have an amendment to that. 
» CHAIRMAN, The next paragraph that will be open for 
( leration, except by unanimous consent, is paragraph 657 
bjection to the request of the gentleman from Ala- 


Mr. Unpberwoop |? 


was no objection, 


ANN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martin] 

es to offer an amendment and have it pending. 
e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers 
ing amendment, which the Clerk will report, the 


iment to be considered as pending. 
Clerk read as follows: 
0, line 19, after the word “ camel,” insert the words “Ang 1 


WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, 
CHAIRMAN, 
WILLIS. 
reement ? 
CHAIRMAN, They can be offered at any time. 
SHARP. Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendment 
» understanding that should it prevail I will ask unan- 
s consent to place this product on the dutiable list bearing 


a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 


Are the amendments to be offered now under 


at ent ad valorem. 
| tened a few moments ago to the eulogy pronounced on 
‘ity leader of this House, Mr. UNpbERWoop, and I feel 
ry Member, not only on this side of the aisle but the 


oncurs in its every word of praise. Such sentiments 
from a political opponent are indeed flowers that bloom 
garden wall of party politics. Let me briefly repeat 
mium given by a distinguished Member, at one time on 
of the aisle, whose lips have long since been 
death, my good friend, the late Representative Foster, 
ont. In conversation with him one day I asked him 
he thought of the discipline and management upon 
f the House since we had for the first time in 16 years 
to power. He said: “ Mr. SHarp, I think it most 
You have such splendid leaders in Cuamp CLarK 
in UNDERWOOD that it is difficult to see how you can be 
error. They are leaders of splendid ability and would 
it credit to any political party.” [Applause on the 
tie side. ] 
e sometimes thought that, in a relative sense, possibly 
h importance is given to the mere’ words of the party 
rm instead of considering the qualities of the officials 
ire to shape and give effect to those policies. Happily, 
ch character and abilities of those who have been in 
i to carry out the principles of the Democratic Party, 
the Chief Executive on down through the line of his able 


“nts, augur well for a most successful administration of 
rovernment’s affairs. 


side 


is 


was based upon the public careers of these distinguished lead- 
crs of the Democraey. So if I differ with them to-day as to 
‘he wisdom of putting wool upon the free list I have no unkind 
CT Uicism to level at their heads. 

b By virtue of the right generously given me, as to other Mem- 
/°rs on this side of the House by our caucus, I absolved myself 





‘Tom its binding effect in so far as this particular item is con- 








our | 


through my district in the past campaign my platform | 
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| do not ft I ' 
while ind ! “ 
ward I would f . f 
upon this art 
mean ut ‘ 
the Payne bil cs. 
Ca tha ; 
! cy ind n re | 
u duty of 15 ‘ t 
In the s ft ] 
t SO! 
| e | 
I n , ! I ( 
O! ins ct I | | 
cuts that in tw nad t 
Under the Payne-Ald: 
1 per cent on wool, an t 
senting the great l | | f 
that rate in two, ft S ‘ i } 
said by the distil hed 
bill ostensibly ufa 
nd yet I apy to y lar ite 
it is not n sth i" 
leaving them a protective ty to 40 pe t il 
the duty entirely fre 
From the earliest times heen 
every government upon the f f e « ! RR 
the products which must furn b a i 
must come from the s es have | 
for the encourngement of 
been a time in the world’s history whe i i f 
increasing population, there is ) d for | | rome 
tion. 
To my mind the question of sh« ee Bie Alaa . 
is one of great importance. If f 
supplying of foo for our 
| clothing. In a broad sense e.4 

is an asset of great natior h 

in war. The arguments add ! f ay 

coal, and other mi Is of th have 1 

applied to the extension of that doctrine i 

In the former instances the question of the 

natural resources is directly i ed 

though in this I may differ \v s f \ 

chief benefit which we would d ‘ p ing t 

upon the free list will come more to the next g 

result of that conservation tl t 1 DI t 

direct result of such a poli s to minish th 

creasing consumption of these product f our f 
using those imported from other tries, d | ‘ 
importation of coal d lumber from C ! 

lengthen the life of these products in our ov 

But with the threatened extinctior r minte dimit ‘ 

|of the native wool supply of om intry, wi | 
| result of long-continued and | t cultivation, its re 
| tion would be a matter of many years Admitt for th 
of argument that the tariff rates ed for i encoura 
in the past have not materially incre d it th fx 
argument of those who would remove the duty t by no 
follows that the wool industry would prosper the more it 
duty were entirely removed. 

Much as I would like to do so, time will not permit m: 
say more of the importance of this great industry, which is co 
mon to so many different parts of the country that it can hard 
be ealled sectional. From the very character of the ind 5 
carried on as it is by so many having relatively small fl 
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there has been 

relationship between them, and this observation applies quite as 

well to the food product of mutton as to the wool itself. 
Kecognizing the sole reason for putting raw wool upon the 


never 


free list as being intended by the advocates of such a policy to 
be in the interest of the consumer, I must confess an honest 
skepticism as to whether the admitted reduction in the price 
of this product to the woolgrower—for unless there is a reduc- | 


tion in such price there is no justification for the removal of 
the duty—will not inure wholly to the manufacturer and the 
middleman. IFew realize that after all the entire value of all 
the raw which into a suit of clothes rarely exceeds 
S per cent—and it is often less than 5 per cent—of its retail 
price, 

Mr. Chairman, there another reason 
strongly in favor of this amendment. 

In scanning this bill through, I doubt whether there 
Single paragraph that means so much, not only in the merely 
political sense, but from the economical view, especially as it 
applies to the revenues, as this paragraph. In the last Con- 
gress both sides of this Chamber supported almost unanimously 
the law to impose a tax upon the incomes of corporations. It 
was pointed cut with a great deal of satisfaction that there 
would eventually be an annual revenue from that source of 
upward of $30,000,000 to the Government. And I am very 
pleased to say that that prediction is liable to be realized dur- 
ing the coming fiscal year. There is certainly an element of 
justice in placing the burden of taxation in accordance with 
the Democratic doctrine upon the shoulders of those most able 
to bear it, and presumably receiving their fair share of its 
benefits. 


wool goes 


is which argues very 


is 


But what must we say of the wisdom of this portion of the | 


bill, at least from a revenue standpoint, when it is admitted 
that at least one-half of that enormous sum so received from 
the corporations will be deliberately thrown away by putting 
raw wool upon the free list? In other words, as a result of 
the enactment inio law of the three or four lines in this para- 
graph, we part with $15,000,000 in annual revenue—not for this 
year only, but just as long as the law shall remain on the 
tatute books. As to this particular item, it is indeed em- 
phatically not tariff for revenue only, but 
loss of revenue only 

The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
tleman from Michigan 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, my objection to this para- 
graph that it places wool on the free list 
growers of wool in this country 
with their foreign competitors. 


S 


The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
[Mr. Forpney]. 


Is 


I have not agreed with some 


of my colleagues about the rates fixed in the so-called Payne | 


amendment to the bill on wool and woolens, offered last year, 
which is to be offered again as an amendment to this bill, because 
the compensatory rates above the duty on wool, in my opinion, 
are lower than those in the Underwood bill, but on the entire 
schedule, taking the highest grades and the highest rates with the 
lower rates, there is not so much difference. However, in addi- 
tion to the rates fixed in the Underwood bill, there is a duty 
on wool] in the Payne bill. You wholly disregard in your bill 
the interests of the woolgrower. You have fairly well taken 
care of the manufacturer of wool. 

There is no other market in the world for American-grown 
wool except with the woolen mills of the United States. As I 
stated here the other day, which is not denied, back in 1894 a 
gentleman from Wyoming tried to find a foreign market, and 
did not repeat the dose a second time, for, according to his own 
statement, he shipped his wool abroad at a loss. Therefore the 
woolgrowers in the United States are wholly dependent upon 
the manufacturers’ success for success in their own product— 
wool. 

To place the raw material of the woolen manufacturer upon 
the free list is a discrimination directly against the woolgrower, 
whose only market is the woolen manufacturer in this country. 
If wool is to be placed on the free list, I can not see the con- 
sistency of having a duty on manufactured wool to the extent 
that you have placed it in your bill. The gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Kircu1n] the other day said that the 
duty on wool and woolens heretofore had been always written 
by the manufacturer, and not alone on wool, but it has been 
frequently stated by gentlemen on that side of the House, 
hastily and thoughtlessly, that the manufacturers of this coun- 
try have always written the Republican tariff laws. That is 
unjust to the men who have taken a prominent part in writing 
our tariff laws. It would be unjust to make that statement 
about the gentlemen from the Democratic side of the House 


€ 


free trade for the | 


and places the | 
it a very great disadvantage | 
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In fact it is incorrect, jt 





truthful. 
Away back in 1865 a commission was appointed to re 
a wool schedule to be adopted by the Congress of the | i 
States, and after thorough investigation by that commis 
Congress of the United States accepted the report a: 
into law the rates recommended; so when the gentlem:; 
that the Congress of the United States when controlled 
Republican Party has always listened to and fixed rates 
ing to the dictations of manufacturers he is hasty 
guarded in his remarks. 
Some gentleman a few moments ago asked a 





£entie 


| this side of the House whether or not he stood for the | 


That ge 
I would have answered right to the 


the Dingley and in the Payne tariff laws. 
answered “ No.” 


| if I had been asked the question, and my reason for it 
a | 


That never since the sun shone on the American people | 
enjoyed greater prosperity and happiness or greater 4 
tion of wealth for all classes of our people than und 
two laws. 

The wooien schedules of the various revenue acts | 
erally been regarded as the most technical and, there! 


| those not familiar with the subject by practical exper 


study, the most difficult to understand. For this 
discussion of its provisions should be characterized by 


re 


and directness. With this purpose in view, let us 
down these fundamental propositions: 
First. The chief source of revenue for the Federa| 


ment must, under the Constitution, be the customs d 
imports. 

Second. Under the existing tariff law the imports of \ 
woolens have contributed to the income of the General G 
ment during the past 10 years $323,595,507, a sum sufi 
justify the woolen schedule as a revenue producer. 

Third. The present and prospective fiscal require: 
the Government are such as forbid any change which 
duce the amount of revenue derived from this source. 

Fourth. It is the settled policy of the Government 
import taxes shall be so levied that, while producing 
revenue, they shall also foster and develop American 
to the end that there may be diversified employment 
citizens, thus preventing the intenser competition that 
exist if labor and enterprise had to be concentrated 
those employments that could be carried on without 
istence of a protective tariff; and for the further | 
making the country independent of foreign supply tf 


| principal necessities of life. 


| 





Fifth. In the application of this policy it is of t) 
portance that the country shall insure to itself per 
mestic supplies of the staples of food and clothing: : 
requires that agriculture, the chief employment of 
shall share in the benefits of this beneficent policy. 

Sixth. Sheep husbandry, that important branch 
ture which provides the most essential materia] 
and also supplies a factor in the food supply that 
value and importance, has therefore a double claim 
fostering care of the Government. 

The need of revenue for Government expenses amp! 
the duty on wool, a commodity which, in its crude 
brought into the Treasury of the United States in a 
the great sum of $21,128,729. The wisdom of 
ample domestic supply of wool and mutton, and the 
to those engaged in all other occupations through th 
competition in their own employments, of presery 
creasing the great agricultural industry of sheep hus 
ample justification for making the rate of that duty 
to effectuate those purposes. Long experience, coupled 
clusive testimony which has been abundantly produced 
the passage of each tariff act in the past 45 years, «i 
that those purposes can not be made effective with 
wool less than those now in effect, and with this neces: 
us, it must now be pointed out that to secure the adva 
these duties to the American woolgrowers it is neces 
their wools be manufactured in the United States. If + 
where, there can only be realized the prices prevailing 
foreign markets, less the cost of transportation theret 
American wool could be sold in such markets, the dut) 
ports would be superfluous, either for revenue or for pr 

To permit the use of the wool in this country, it is th 
necessary that conditions favorable to its domestic manu! 


fi 


dev 


shall exist. And owing to the low cost of labor in the : 
mills of Europe, woolen manufacturing in America is on'y 1)" 4 
sible if an import duty is assessed upon the product a 
manufacture of wool sufficient to equalize the difference j 





cost of their manufacture here and abroad. 




























ported article, to make up the difference with 


I 


e now. therefore, to inquire in what these differences 
nsist and how duties must be formulated to equalize 
at the same time producing an adequate share of 


iment’s needed revenue. 





ef factors which enhance the domestic cost as com- 
th the foreign are: 

The higher cost of raw material in the United States, 

! ssarily results from the duty imposed upon foreign 


b duty, it must be remembered, is one of the impor- 
to the the 
e, serving to sustain and develop sheep growing in this 


revenue Government, besides, at 


e higher rates of wages of the workers in the Amert- 
averaging, according Government from 
, four times the wages paid abroad. These higher Ameri- 
onstitute the most convincing justification of the 
e system of raising revenue. 
) The larger amounts of capital required for a given plant 
a. because tts buildings, as well as its equipment, ha 
ted under the American system, whereby, through the 
diversity of employment made possible by the protective 
ompetition in other trades has been reduced. so that those 
1 in the improvement of real estate and the erection of 
rs have had their wage rates enhanced side by side with 
oved in the manufacturing The higher 
machinery, which if imported from abroad has had the 
t duties added, or if made here has been enhanced through 
t of higher wages its makers have enjoyed in the con- 
» of the tariff. 
factors of increased domestic cost which we have found 
» higher cost of raw material, higher wages, more expensive 
it has been the policy of this Government—a policy the 
roval of which has been reaffirmed by the American people 
es without number—to offset by raising its revenue on im- 
ts in such manner that the revenue tax imposed upon im- 
ts shall be sufficient, when added to the foreign cost of the 
a reasonable 
fit, sufficient to attract capital and lead to the development 
hese industries in America, 
n the woolen industry this is accomplished by two kinds of 
i. e., a fixed and definite rate per pound, and 


7 to reports, 


es ( 
1s 


e 


1 


emnl ndustries. 


specific, 


| valorem, or a percentage of the foreign price. 


my 


tf 

} 

W 
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e first. the specific duty, is known as “ compensatory,” 1. e., 
s to compensate or equalize the cost of wool in the imported 
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is to a parity with the cost of wool in similar goods made | 


\merica. This compensatory duty on manufactures of wool 
makes effective the duty on the unmannufactured wool. 
‘ompensatory duty were not imposed, the duty on wool 
for raw wool would not then be imported, 
use it would be so much more advantageous to import the 
1 in a manufactured form, in which condition, in the ab- 
e of compensatory duties, it would yield neither the contem- 
ted revenue to the Government nor any protection to the 


rrower 
wer, 


ld be useless, 


et it then be clearly understood that the compensatory duties 
the products of wool are duties on the wool in those products. 
{ is necessary now to notice a peculiarity of the raw mate- 

wool, which differentiates it from most other commodi- 

When shorn from the sheep in its natural condition. it 

a large amount of grease, dirt, and impurities which 
be washed or scoured out before it is in fit condition for 
ifacture, 

s foreign matter varies in different kinds of wool, grown 
different localities, from 30 to 80 per cent of its 
ht, the average being about two parts of dirt and grease 
he part by weight of clean wool. 

ce to remove this dirt and grease before the wool was 


gross 


‘ered for sale, so that the wool of commerce was always clean 


| free from grease and impurities, the determination of a 
of duty would be very simple. 
varies in this respect very greatly. Some small part 

wool product of the world is thus scoured before it is 

to the manufacturer. Some is partly cleaned by wash- 
sheep in streams of running water before shearing, 

y the larger portion is marketed in its crude, unclean 

. And for this there are excellent reasons. The wool- 
has not and can not well have the large and costly 

‘hinery necessary for the thorough and proper scouring 

wool, If he did, it would be idle and useless during all but 
small fraction of time required to scour his annual clip 

- thus prove a costly charge upon his industry. 

“‘Oreover, wool seoured long in advance of its manufacture 

tom Work So advantageously as that which is left in its 

rai condition until needed; so, therefore, the user of the 


Stor 
rhy¢t 
} 


ast 


eS 


If it were the common | 


| 


But such is not the case. | 


the various tariff acts in which they occur, and oy 

have been the subject of unlimited misrepresentstion and « 
cism by those who are unwilling or unable to devot th 

sary time and intelligence to attain a proper com | } 
of their purpose and operation 

Let us first see how the ratios were detern ed It w l 
no accidental or haphazard procedure that I t 
ascertained which have for more tl i) ve ‘ t i the 
united efforts of foreign interests ml domest ( In 
1865, in aecordance with the sions of i { . 

a commission was appointed for the conside on of a re l 
of the revenue laws Thi commission con ted of David A, 
Wells, Stephen Colwell, and S. S. Haves. 

The investigations of this commission were cont ed tl rh 
out a period of upward of two years, and in its e ler ! 
of the subiect of the tariff rates on wool and woolens this con 
mission arranged for conferences at which were pi ! 
resentatives of the woolgrowing interests and of the woolen 
manufacturing industry from different sections of the c a 

And right here let it be understood that these conferer f 
delegates representing the woolgrowing and manuf ut 
| dustries were held at the instance and under the direction of a 
|! commission of the United States Government S ye ‘ 
men seem to be laboring under the delusion that by sort 
of secret and subversive conspiracy these ratios were d 
upon a credulous and unsuspecting Congress than w h nothing 
could be farther from the truth. The e ssion ged with 
the duty of examining the revenue laws of the Government. with 
n view to their revision, sought to inform itself fully upon l 
the technical questions involved, and in connection with its 
consideration of the wool tariff arranged for conferences fot 
the diseussion of that branch of the subject in all its phase 
The conferences proceeded with great deliberation, Insting ovel 
a period of about six months, sessions being held in Syr 
New York, Philadelphia, and Washington. And tl matur 
result of all this investigation and discussion was th t 
tion of certain fundamental ratios as proper and equitable in 
the application of the wool duty to the wool in manufactured 





wool will prefer for st ] to | ! t 
condition, « as technica 

In view of these facts it y ft , 
duty upon woo! In the erud \ 

| for the wool that has been partly ek ! \ 
|} sheep's back, and still anothe rt ! 
cleaned by scouring 

The amount of grease, dirt.and » forth { lind 
grades of wool crown ai tte f f t 
not only varies by te ck s { ] ! 
years from the same si W 
weather conditions prior to the ’ tir lr 
rainy. It is therefore tterly i ble to v 
for customs purposes “ord uv té 
and it has been ne ry to te 
clean wool in the unwashed and ‘ l 
condition. This h for an ind 11 ! 

1 pound of clean wool tn 2 of 1 w } 

washed wool. This ratio has been approved } l 
tigations by committees of Cor ss and ¢ ‘ 
missions, and by its adoption in every tar [ 
States that has imposed a duty on wool = 1 

If, then, a certain rate of duty is « dont 
washed wool the approved ratio requires twi 
washed wool and three | es that rate on 
cause 3 pounds of unwashed wool grown | ‘ ; 
and accessible to foreign manufacturer mr 2 pe I 
wool, will yield 1 pound of scoured clean woo! 

But a considerable portion of the 1 wool ts t in tl 
further processes of manufacture Ss f ’ 
vegetable matter, such as burrs, seeds, and so f 
become entangled in the fleece, tog er with t! t > 
fiber that can not be separated ft this fo ! ! 
also the fibers that are too rt to remain tn ! 
operation of carding, combing, spinnin nd so | > 
lost out as waste 

Further wastes are created tn the subsequent o7 
converting the yarn into cloth, so that from the of 
washing or scouring there is a progressively dim hed 
mainder of the commodity upon which the duty we 1! ? 
| been paid had it been admitted in its original crude f And 
it must be clear that with this lessening there is a prope 


enhancement of the duty charges upon the ren 

These compensatory the 
manufactured and partly manufactured 
been more imperfectly understood than 


duties duties on the yoo! in ft 
article 


anv other pro 
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evidenced by their indorsement in the report of the revenue 
commission, their approval by the then Secretary of the 
Treasury, the Hon. Hugh McCulloch, and their subsequent ap- 
proval by the Ways and Means Committees of four Congresses, 
by a like number of Committees on Finance of the Senate, and 
by the adoption of these ratios by these four Congresses. 

The authority for the statement as to the origin of the ratios 
is found in Revenue Commission Report, page 441, as follows: 

ind provided further, That the duty on wool of the first class which 
shall be imported washed shall be twice the amount of duty to which 
it would be subjected if imported unwashed; and that the duty upon 
wool of all classes which shall be imported scoured shall be three times 
the amount of the duty to which it would subjected if imported 


unwashed, 


be 


Also, in the Revenue Commission Report (p. 444), relating to 
the equivalent of the duty on 4 pounds of unwashed wool to 
the compensation on 1 pound of cloth, I quote as follows: 


It was the concurrent testimony of experienced manufacturers that 
4 pounds of Mestiza wool, of the class coming within the prices desig 
nated and paying a duty of 3 cents per pound, are required to make a | 
pound of finished cloth. That all doubt might be removed as to the | 
correctness of this statement, which furnishes the most essential ele 
ment for calculating the amount of duties required for woolen cloths, 
the committee have sought to obtain memoranda of actual experiments | 


made without reference to any discussion of tariff questions. * * 
The report then continues with detailed statements of the 
data derived from practical tests upon which was based the | 


findings of the committee, and then concludes with the state- 


j 

ment: 
The fact, then admitted, and since so fully corroborated, that 4 | 
pounds of wool, paying a duty of 3 cents per pound, are required to 
make a pound of cloth, formed the basis of the tariff upon woolens in 


the bill of 1861. (See p. 455, Revenue Commission Report.) 

Is it not an insult to the intelligence of the very large number 
of men of the first ability who in both branches of Congress 
have for many years given this subject the closest study and 
after the most ample investigation and discussion have approved 
ratios, to insinuate at this late day that these proportions 
of the compensatory duties were originally adopted without 


these 


| 

| 

a comprehending knowledge of their significance; and that at 

intervals, 23, 30, and 42 years later, after a rehearing of all the 

arguments, and with the advantage of years of practical obser- 

vation of the operation of the rates, they were ignorantly re- 
enacted, 

Upon each of these later occasions the reenactment followed | 
an experience of an intervening period during which 
ratios had been temporarily abandoned with such bitterly dis- 
astrous results as to lead to their prompt reenactment. 


these | 


The Democrats seem to be under the impression that those | 
who are really technically qualified by lifelong personal rela- 
tions with successful practical work of a great industry to know 
how that industry would be affected by proposed legislation 
are, by the fact of such relationship, disqualified from giving 
the benefit of their knowledge to those who are charged with the | 
duty of making the laws. 

To the ridiculous and illogical contention that the rates have | 
been made by those engaged in the industries I know of no 
simpler nor more effective answer than that made by a witness 
before the House committee to a question implying a similar 
assumption. The reply of the witness was: 

You invite us to give testimony. If you give credence to our testi- 
mony as reliable, if you act on that testimony as being that of honest | 
men given in their best judgment, and you guide yourselves by that in 
your conclusion on the facts—in that sense the manufacturers assist in 
lixing the duty. | 

In this connection it is to be noted that at the time when the | 
ratios under consideration were first adopted, worsted manu- 
facturing had just been commenced in the United States and 
was of such insignificant proportions that it did not constitute a 
factor of any influence in the discussions then conducted. The 
woolen manufacturers participating in these conferences were 
almost exclusively interested in what is now known as carded- 
wool manufacturing. 

These ratios, to repeat, are: 

Unwashed wool, single duty. 

Ileece-washed wool, double duty. 

Scoured wool, triple duty. 

Cloths, four times single duty. 

These ratios have been in effect during most of the time 
since then, and in the only period when they have not been, 
viz, under the act of 1894, the industry suffered most serious 
prostration. The experience of the larger part of the interven- 
ing period of 45 years and under four different revenue acts, in 
which these ratios were incorporated, has demonstrated the cor- 
rectness of those conclusions which at that time were approved 
by the woolgrowers, whose industry was intended to be thereby 
protected by those rates; approved by the representatives of the 
carded-woolen industry, which then represented 99 per cent of 
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products. The soundness of the conclusions then reached is | the woolen manufactures of the country; approved by i}) 

judicial 
approved by the then Secretary of the Treasury, who iy 
the report of the commission; and approved by Congress. \ 
in 1867, enacted these rates into law; approved again })\ 
gress in the reenactment of the same ratios in the laws of 
and yet again in 1897 and 1909. 
the ratios of the compensatory duties were discussed | 
by the committees of Congress, and in the sessions of the || 
and of the Senate. 
which have been examined, discussed, and approved by fo 
erations of legislators, are not fundamentally right: th 
are still correct is abundantly shown by voluminous e 
submitted to the Ways and Means Committee of the 
Congress, as contained in the published reports of its he 
and later the Tariff Board's report. 


thirds of its weight 
pounds of some kinds of unwashed wool to make 1 po 
some 
never 
wages of labor are not in all countries uniformly less 
the } 
wages of woolen manufacture in England average aly 
half those paid in the United States; while in Germ 

to the large percentage of female labor employed, the 

for the same trades is but one-third or less than one-t! 
those paid in the United States. 
manufactures of wool—the consideration of which I | 

| yet reached and refer to here incidentally only to illusirat: 
| point—is made only sufficient to equalize the difference | 

| American and British wages, it would not be sufficient 

tect against the lower wages of Germany. 
adequate 
German wages, it will also protect as against those of 
Britain, though it may perhaps be more than absolutely 
| Sary for the latter purpose alone. 


cheapest labor. 
| is the underlying one in the compensatory duties in Sched 


| yet 
| scouring require 


| the 
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revenue commission, which investigated the s 


( 


i 


Upon each of these oc 


Why it is inconceivable that these 


S 


It is sometimes asserted does 


does 


that all wool 
in scouring—that it 


not lose 
not re 


of cloth. 
been 


kinds 
have 


These 
denied. It 


assertions are not 
is equally true that 


denied 
the 


United States. For instance, it is well known th 


If the protective d 


Sut 
between 


if it 


to equalize the difference Americ 


Now, it is quite impra: 

to have different rates of duty upon similar products 

from different countries, these rates being based upon t! 
tuating difference between the wages of the respective co 

and those of the United States. It has therefore been ne 

to adopt a rate sufficient to protect against the country of 
This principle applied to the protection of 

i ‘\ 


To illustrate: It does not require 3 pounds of all 


| wool in its natural condition to make 1 pound of scour 


wools are abundantly produced in the world w 
3 and 4 pounds to make 1 pound of s ! 
product, and protection for these insures the full meas 
duty to growers of wools of less shrinkage when levied 
ratio; and similarly it would be utterly impossible, ho 
impracticable, to adopt ratios in the compensatory dut 
woolen schedule that would separately meet tlh: 
variations in the shrinkage of different wools or the 
quantities of different kinds of wool and substitutes that would 
be necessary to make the countless kinds and varieties of h 
This is not a new question, nor has adequate and satis! 
answer been wanting in the past. It is a phase in the tx 
has been discussed whenever tariff legislation has been 
consideration by Congress. The revenue commission, to \ 
I have already referred, considered these aspects of the s 


| more than a generation ago, and in its report will be found 


corporated the following views. I read from page 447: 

It will be observed that no provision is made in the tariff ! 

sed for the admission of the class of goods under conside: 
ower duties in proportion to the diminution of the foreign cost. 
vided in other portions of the bill. The minimum principle ha 
expressly excluded from woolen cloths for the purpose of shut 
those made of shoddy, mungo, and waste. Cloths costing less 8 
cents per pound must be made to a greater or-less extent of th 
rials. Fabrics which the consumer can not ordinarily distingui 
cloths composed of sound wool are made containing as much as * 
cent of these substitutes for wool. These goods, if admitted at 
erate duties, would take the place of our sound cloths, and the \! 
can manufacturer would be compelled to reduce the price of his 
by fabricating them of the same worthless material or surren: 
business to the foreigner. The American manufacturer will t! 
but little inducement to adulterate his cloths if so disposed. It 
justice to the American manufacturer and for the benefit of t! 
grower and consumer that equally stringent duties should exist 
shoddy cloths. If cheap cloths should be admitted under low ° 
this country would be inundated by the wretched fabrics of }u' 
25,000 workmen in England being employed in converting shod nd 
mungo into cloths of an annual value of $30,000,000 and cor - 
65,000,000 pounds of these materials—more than our whole clip «' 
in 1860. American wool would have no competitor so formit 
the barriers against shoddy goods existing in high specific duties shov j 
be removed. 


For the reasons so clearly stated by that commission | am 
unalterably opposed to the admission, free of duty, into ol! 
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rkets of woolen rags of the lowest grades, gathered in foreign | 







cents per pound on wools of the first class, is tl the law dis 

ntries, Which rags carry contagion, and when converted | criminates against heavy shrinking wo Phe report ys that 

in into wool fiber, spun into yarns, and woven into cloth are | the importation of wool of the first class from South Ame ; 
imposition upon the unsuspecting consumers, and should be | and Australia comprises about a 50 per cent shrinking woe 
aveluded from our markets. It will be observed that under the | It will therefore be observed that 11 cents per pound on w 
\Wilson-Gorman tariff law of 1894, which placed rags on the free | Shrinking 50 per cent is 22 cents per pound on the wool co 
st, the importation of rags during a single year reached the | tents. For example, out of 100 pounds of wool in the grea 
enormous quantity of 28,000,000 pounds, all of which at that | there are 50 pounds of wool contents and 50 pounds of 4d 

me was converted into cloths and sold to our people as new while in heavy shrinking wool, s vy, a 75 per cent shrint wool 

oolen clothing—an imposition and a fraud upon its face. | out of 100 pounds of wool in the grease there are 25 pounds of 

rhe Dingley and Payne laws, which followed the act of 1894, | the clean or scoured wool and 75 pounds of dirt Therefore 11 
nosed a duty of 10 cents per pound on rags, and under that | cents per pound on 75 per cent shrinking wool in the greas 
te of duty the importations receded from 28,000,000 pounds | would amount to 44 cents per pound on the re wool contents of 

an average of but 100,000 pounds per annum. I consider the fleece. The complaint against the existing law ww ft 
is item in the woolen schedule of greatest importance to our board is that only light shrinking or 5O per un 
eople and believe that such “ riffraff,’ which is worked over | Wools are imported, but the report admits that | ‘ 
te so-called new clothing, should be excluded from our mar- abundance of light shrinking wool in the world which fre 
ets: but our Democratic friends, in the Underwood bill now | Comes to our markets. 

under consideration, have placed rags on the free list, and if | The Tariff Board, in their report, how approx \ 
their bill is enacted into law in its present form we may again | 575,000,000 sheep in the world, 92,000,000 of which are found in 
ook for a great volume of imported rags, and again the inno- Australia: 83,000,000 in Russia: 67.000.000 in Argentina nad 
ent purchasers will be defrauded. | 53,633,000 in the United States. This shows the United ites 
rhe Tariff Board, in their recent report on Schedule K, | to be the fourth nation of the world in the number of she 

te that properly verified information was obtained from | In the production of wool, however, the United States is 1 d 
74 mills situated in 20 different States, representing over | 4S Russia produces some 90,000,000 pounds less than the 1 d 
153.000 looms, 1,900,000 producing spindles, and 109,000 em States. The following are the leading wool-producing nat < 

vees, which, considering the number of looms and em- | Australia, 718,000,000 pounds; Argentina, 414,000,000 pounds; 

vees, comprises two-thirds of the productive capacity of the United States, 328,000,000 pounds: and Russia, 258,000,000 

lustry in the United States. The European work on wages | pounds. The total wool production of the world is 3,000,000,000 

| costs of production extended to England, France, Austria, | pounds, 55 per cent of which is produced in the four nations 

d Belgium, and in all these countries rates, wages, output, | «above mentioned. In the year 1911 the consumption of woo! in 

production per machine and per operative were secured for | the United States, in round numbers, was 525,000,000 | is 

vers, spinners, carders, and many others. In the revision and our imports 200,000,000 pounds. It will be observed we 
of Schedule K it is my contention that the report of the Tariff duce 62 per cent of our consumption and import the b ‘ 
Board should be most carefully studied. It most convincingly The report of the Tariff Board shows that Australia expo 
oses the absolute necessity of adequate protection to the | Some 700,000,000 pounds of wool, a quantity three and one-half 
lustry—-the woolgrower as well as the manufacturer. times as great as our total importations, and a large portion of 

The board in part reports as follows in regard to wool costs: this 700,000,000 pounds is light shrinking wool It is therefore 

‘I esult of the raw-wool investigation establishes the fact that it | CVident that there is an abundant supply of wool that uuld be 

me re ‘o grow wool in the United states th 1 = any ether eva imported in the event of a wool shortage in this com try 

+ — STi oe deste ceobeesht aed the niakees avernen However, the board discourages the app tion of al 

of production of such wool in the world is in the State of Ohio | Va:orem duty for the reason that the woolgrowers and the 

1 ntiguous territory ; and that the lowest average cost on similar | woolen manufacturers are most in need of a high rate of beg 

n ustrallf ° . : 
is aot, povepte to state in exact terms the actual cost of pro- | tion or duty when pric ‘Ss are low: nd need protection the least 
ng a pound of wool, considered by itself, for the simple reason that | when prices are high An ad valorem duty advances with the 
is but one of two products of the same operation. That is to say, | advance of the price of the article and reced with recedin 
produce both fleeces and mutton—products entirely dissimilar in lasam: we ai . “Pag See , 
cter and yet produced as the result of the same expenditure for PFICes ; whereas a specific duty recedes when the price of the 
and for labor. The board has deemed it best, therefore, for the | article advances and increases when prices fall off. 
atont te oeliedion a ene eae p omens a Smee To illustrate, I would Say the pre sent duty of 11 cents pel 
method gives an accurate return so far as general results of flock pound on wool of the first class, when foreign wools are s« rig 

ntenance are concerned—results which are comparable as between in the United States duty paid at 22 cents per pound, is 100 

orde r that resulta from ditt rent sections and from different coun- — cent ad valorem, or equal to the foreign value, 11 cents; 
might be more comparable, the item of interest on investment for of the 22 cents per pound received by the foreigner f his 
varies from 4 to 6 per cent in Australia and from 8 to 10 per | wool when disposed of in our markets 11 cents per pound n 

n our Teste tates as ef for ( cideratio { connectio . 7 ' i 

eline “i 7 similar ony lg cand emaittie tae a oe be paid to the Government as duty upon the wool, and he tak 

d crops fed to flocks was used instead of the market value of home with him 11 cents per pound, which represents his net 

e. On this account the expense charges shown are materially lower | proceeds. If the price of wool was to advance to 33 cents yr 

in those commonly quoted in the industry. | pound duty paid, then the duty, 11 cents per pound, would be 

Figured in this manner, the board finds: but 50 per cent ad valorem. On the other hand, if an ad 
' eS Se —— A. s ck _ neettore, Sreus ali i — valorem duty of 50 per cent was pl l upon the wool, when 
United States, is aetle te market with an average charge against it the foreign value is 11 cents per pound, the duty per pound 

not less than 12 cents per pound, not including interest on the | would be but 54 cents per pound, and should tl wool ad) 

“Phat the fine wools of the Ohio region are sold bearing an average | = and rence 50 cents per pound, fore an 
( ge for production of 19 cents per pound. | eent ad valorem duty would amount to 15 cents per po 

See Ea Wa cites old ee ae ete oa | nT, Cae Whee the woclgrowere needed yeotection ‘1 

tton in some States than of wool. In such cases ie ressinne: oe the | least. In short, as stated before an ad v: : rem aut (t 

of sheep and lambs ordinarily covers the flock expense, leaving the advance with an increase of prices and recede hen prices go 
pt py . ae gomtion of the ane went promecet, however, not | down, which is right the reverse of the operation of a specifi 

n the oumeral part of the United ‘State Ss, Be reo-thinda al duty. Therefore, an ad valorem duty ; = wo : d woolet 
the sheep of the country are to be found, the fine and fine medium wool would be inadvisable, nonprotective 1 more diflicult of ad 
— average charge of at least 11 cents per pound, interest not ministration. 

That in South America the corresponding charge is between 4 and 5 The board report contends that there are some rates in the 
rane at ee oo in oo Zealand and en the favorably situated | present law on wool which are excessively high, which exclude 
runs of Australis ere is > or cost charge age ; y : at artionlar ion-made goaode , nawtnt ened ( 
that, taking ec on a week einen aot a eee pen een certain particular foreign - ade g ods of ec = n grad = 
few cents per pound lies against the great clip of that region in the | OUT markets, but the board points out that the manufacture 
iggregate. of those grades of goods has been so stimulated in the United 

The board finds that in the western United States the capi- | States on account of protection afforded that the keenest kind 
talization per head of sheep, exclusive of the land values, is| of competition has sprung up among our domestic manufas 
$5.30, and that the labor, forage, and necessary miscellaneous | turers, and that the consumers are receiving the benefit of th 
expenses in the Western States exceed $2 per head per annum, | competition, and the difference between the selling price of 
aS against a cost, covering the same elements of expense, of less | these goods in this country and abroad much less tha e 
than $1 per head in Australia and about $1.15 per head in South | duty. 

America. The board shows that the cost of production t] I d 
rhe only complaint or fault found by the Tariff Board in our | States is from 100 to 170 per cent higher th 1e cost of Dro 
present specific rates of duty on wool in the grease, which is 11 ' duction in England, France, and Germany, e labor re ( 
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less than one-half that received by American labor in the same 


class of work. It is a well-known fact that in most European 
countries competitive laber receives not more than 25 to 20 
per cent of the wages paid in the United States, while in the 


Orient, China, and Japan such labor is paid but from 10 to 30 


cent per day. 

further. the board finds that while the cost of production 
in the principal European countries is less than one-half the 
cost of production in the United States, the consumers in this 
country do not pay that difference in the cost of conversion 
with the duty added. 

it seems evident that the placing of wool on the free list 
will result in the destruction of sheep husbandry in the United 
Sintes, and I am therefore unalterzbly opposed to the removal 
of the duties on wool, and I am unalterably oppesed to the erip 
pling of American labor by placing it on a par or a level with 


vr 
- 


foreign cheap labor receiving low wages, as I ha mentioned 


before. 


ve 


The Democratic Party experimented with free wool in 
Wilson-Gorman bill 20 years ago. The result was disastrous, 
not only to the sheep husbandry of the conntry.but to the 


manufacturers as well, and as this bill proposes to place wool 


on the free list and greatly reduce the protection given to 
American labor employed in our woolen mills T am opposed 
to it. The so-called Wilson-Gorman law of 1894 enarried an 
ad valorem duty on manufactured woolens of from 40 to 50 
per cent, while the Underwood bill would place the duties on 
the same class of goods at 35 per cent ad valorem. When we 
consider the fact that the Wilsen-Gorman law proved most 
disastrous to the woolen industry, what may we expect from 
ihe rates now proposed, which are from 10 to 30 per cent lower 


Democratic experiment? 

Labor hes nothing to sell but the sweat of the brow; labor 
has no income except what it receives in exchange for mannal 
efforts A men with emplovment n to the 
Nation: a man witheut employment is valueless to the Nation 
and to himself. A law that will make work for a man’s hends 
will make work for his teeth I condemn as one that 
will be destructive to American industries. Ameriean labor. 
nnd American progress and continued prosperity. 


than the rates of the last 


is vralnable asset 


this bill 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Oregon [Mr. Srtnnorr],. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which T send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 129. line 20, after the word “animals,” insert “and all arti- 
cles made from such weo)] or hair.” 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairm: n, the amendment which T have 
offered aims to place upon the free list 21] articles manufectnred 


from wool. In other words, it aims to give the mosses, the con- 
sumers of this country, free woolen clothing. In 
amendment I do not offer the same in any retaliatory spirit. 
I do not offer it on the theory that misery loves company. nor 


offering this 





do I offer it because I come from one of the great woolgrowing 
Stetes. nor for the reason that my district is one of the largest 
woolgroving districts in the Nation, nor because a creat many 
of my constituents will be put in a hole by the adoption of a 
free-wool paragraph. But I offer it for the purpose of making 
this bill. so far as it concerns wool and woolens, a consistent 


and harmonious whole 


the 
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of the North American Review he states, referring to tl. 
growers: 


Their past history and their present character are as met 


these of any other class of Americans If tariff reduction 
effected without interfering with business, their business d 
much consideration as any other 

Again, on page 460, this Democratic member of the 


Board, wh 


Says: 


») has so frequently been quoted here by Di 











It s therefore of pr tical importance, and it fs also r 
who will benefit by the repeal of the weol dutv. Tt read 
the consumer. And the answer is true, but not in the deg 
popr I; rly supposed In most fabrics the cost of the material 
tain is a small part of the price the consumer pays for it | 
cloth in a typical man’s suit that retails for $25 requires 
pounds of raw wool of moderate shrinkage. and if it is of Z00 
the grower receives approximately $2.25 for it. The most arc 
cate of tariff reduction could ot expect the removal of t 

| reduce this n by more than the whole amount of the duty 

| $1.05. Assuming that this occurred and that the reductions vy 
along throueh the su ive stace ef trade to the ultimats 
then this personage could 1 $ t for $24. B 
sumption is violent in oth it t ? h maker wt 
wool at a lower price i not ] vy to give the whole ber 
maker of clot z, nor he in tura to the retail ‘ hant. And 
intermed know that 1 S I creat 
tom, and that the ordinary purchaser of a S25 snit is litt 
by a reduction f4 per cent S ns le t til vy of allt 

rice of his ( Furthermore, t tot ™ would by 
; the whole ul an t of t present du if 
omuttian tion ¢ a , 
On another pace this writer intimates that the 

| is only one-half f the i? duty of $1.05. 

Mr. Chairmon. the Teriff Roerd renort shows the 
expenditures, and receipts in my State on 229,000 head 
that with wool selling at the rate of 14 cents a pound 
on those sheep was about £50000. If the price drons 4 
pound, the less on running these sheep will be $15,000 
are over 2.000.000 sheep in mv district. ™ vour bill 
put wool and potatoes and, for all practical purpos: 
hay, 1 cattle on the free list or with a very small 
view of all this. Mr. Chairman, my farmer constitue 
going to be deterred by any sentimental ideas of b 
or altruism from demanding a “square deal” from ft! 
|}men on the other side of the aisle. If free wool 
produce of the farm is forced upon us we should in ju 
free clothing. Mr. Chairmen, I had something to say 
day about the Oregon system, that the Republicans 
pledges under the Oregon syste: The D ats in 
have also kent their pledges under the Oregon syst 
eratic delegates were pledged to vote for Woodrow 
| the Baltimore convention, and they not only so voted |! 
a stampede was started by the State of New Yor! 
CriaRrK. Oregon, by calling forth a counter demonstrati 


that stampede. and the result of the work and loy 
| Oregon Democratic delegates in that convention was t! 
nation of Woodrow Wilson. He also received the e! 


Mr. Chairman, I have repeatedly cited for the Democratic 
Party its tariff plank assuring the Nation that no legitimate | 


industry would be injured by its tariff legislation; but the 
Democratic Party. by placing wool upon the free list, has abso- 
lutely ignored and repudiated that plank. Yon have promised 
us a square deal and no favors in your tariff legislation. I 
now call upon you to fulfill your promises for 
If wool goes upon the free list. then a square deal demands that 
clothing shall be placed upon the free list. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill aims to visit the iniquities of Schedule 
K almost solely upon the wool raiser. The wool raiser has 
never been the beneficiary of the so-called iniquities of Schedule 
K, but the manufacturer has, as has been shown repentedly in 
the report of the Tariff Board. This report shows that the 
compensatory duty for numerous classes of goods is much in 
excess of the amount needed for strict compensation; that the 
woolen manufacturer hos been purchasing imported wools at 21 
eents per scoured pound. instead of 33 cents. as contemplated 
in Schedule K, The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] 


a square deal. | 


of Oreven. 


Mr. Chairman, in view of the generous treatment t] 
eratic Party has had from the State of Oregon, in vi 
fact that that Republican State has given you two D 


the nomi 


] 


industries | 


Senators and has: 
election of 
badly in this 


ssisted very materially in 
Woodrow Wilson, Oregon's 
bill 


Mr. Chairman, the State of Oregon has a seal. T! 
crest of that seal is an eagle. The old motto or slogn 
State was “Alis volat propriis”—“She flies with he 


wings.” Mr. Chairman, if the Democratic Party, at the 


tion of President Wilson, is going to strike down the v 


| dustry in my State and in turn refuse us free clothing, is 


snid the other day that there was invested in woolen mannfac- ! 


tures $415.565.000, The census shows an investment of $518.,- 
000,000 in sheep raising in this Nation. One is as much desery- 
ing as the other. as is shown by Mr. Page's article which was 
quoted here the other day. 


On page 461 of the April number ¢ 


of frre weol. 
You will hear all kinds of expressions, and in making a genera 
mary, I am firmly of the opinion that unless something ext! 
| happens between now and the end of the present administratiot 


to put the products of the farmer on the free list, the § 
Oregon, which has so favored the Democratic Party, 
ponder over those lines of Byron: 


So the struck eagle stretched upon the plain, 
No more through rolling clouds to soar again, 
Viewed his own feathers on the fatal dart, 
And winged the shaft that quivered in his heart. 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 
I print as a part of my remarks the following letter: 
ENTERPRISE, OneG., April 2) 
Hon. N. J. Stxworr. M. C, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: In reply to your inquiry about the proposed De: 
tariff bill, will state that I have heard a great deal of 
relation to the same. So far the only ones indorsing it : 0 
ribbed Democrats who have lifelong prejudices against anythius 
lican. There is about as much resentment among the ordinary 


crats as there is dissatisfaction among the Republicans over the 


disc 











dent Wilson nor no other Democrat can be elected again. 












1915. 


the administration because of 
ire outspoken in their denunciation. | 
of the principal industries of this 
oyed nearly every inhabitant will be 


have turned against 
of free wool, and they 
woolgrowing is ne 
d if it is crippled or desti 


Democrats 
eacy 


' Eivery merchant, farmer, banker, lawyer, etc., is dependent to 
tent upon the sheepmen. The merchant supplies his camps | 
chandise, the farmer sells him hay, the banker lends him | 
ii nearly everybody gets some of the sheepman’s money 
ured out that free wool will not reduce the cost of cloth- | 
consumer, because the amount of wool in an ordinary suit is | 
only 3 or 4 pounds | 
ithe Democrats are playing for vote of the laboring man in 


rn factories, and will not put the manufactured woolen product | 


» jist They may hold that vote, but they will lose the bal 

the laboring vote, especially in the West. | 
vy thing that will reduce the cost of clothing would be to take | 
of the manufactured product. If they do this they will lose | 
rn labor vote | 

are only a few of the things that are being discussed in this 
by the farmer and every other citizen. To me they indicate | 
ie discontent with the policies of the present administration. | 
Yours, truly, j 
CARL Ror. 
e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
n from Ohio [Mr. Switzer}. 
SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, 
nendment, 
CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
Clerk read as follows: 
end paragraph 653, on page 129, by striking out the period at the | 
the word “animals.”’ in line 21, and insert instead a colon 
id thereto the following: “Provided, That whenever any of the 
articles are exported to the United States. if the export or 
selling price to an importer in the United States, or the price at 
such goods are consigned is less than the fair market value of 
irticle when sold for home consumption in the usual and ordi 
in the country whence exported to the United States at | 
of its exportation to the United States, there shall be levied, 
and paid on such article on its importation into the United 
special duty (or dumping duty) equal to the difference 
the said export or actual selling price of the article for export 
price at which such goods are consigned and the said fair market 
thereof for home consumption, provided that the said special duty 
not exceed 15 per cent ad valorem in any case. 
xport price’ or ‘selling price’ or ‘ price at which such goods 
nsigned’ in this paragraph shall be held to mean and include the 
“s price for the goods, exclusive of all charges thereon after 
pment from the place whence exported directly to the United 


af 
\ 


I desire to offer the follow- 
Phe 


i 
l vbe- 
e 


I 


Secretary of the Treasury shall make such rules and regula- 
as are necessary for the carrying out of the provisions of this 
graph and for the enforcement thereof.” 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
of order that this amendment is not germane to this por- 
1 of the bill. There is another portion of the bill which éar- 
almost precisely the same language, and the gentleman's 

Iment would be germane at that point. 
rhe CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crisp). The present Chairman is a 
porary occupant of the chair, and if it is agreeable to both | 
es the amendment will be retained at the Clerk’s desk with 
ut of order pending against it and the permanent occu- 
t of the chair can pass upon the point of order. 

SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state, first, that I 
fayor the amendment to strike this paragraph from the | 
st and place raw wool upon the dutiable list. I favor a 
upon raw wool which will be protective, and in my judg- 
a protective duty at this time should not be than 
a pound on the clean content. But I have no doubt 
the amendment will fail which asks for the striking of 
paragraph from the free list. And as the dumping clause | 
been construed by an able Democrat from the State of 
corgia as not applying to articles upon the free list, I there- 
re offer this amendment. If there is any one industry in the 
Vnited States that will need the direct protection afforded by 

‘dumping clause, as set out in section 4 of this act, upon the | 


I 


\ir 


less 


nts 


that 
T 
has 
( 


{ 


r 


passage of this bill, it certainly is the wool industry of this 
country, 
Wool has been placed upon the free list ne doubt at the re- 


a 
{ 


est of the real leader of the Democracy, our President, who 


iS harkened to the call of Mr. Bryan, the avowed enemy of 
the woolgrower of this country. The argument that there will 
lot be any great importations ef wool will not down. We con- 

something like 500,000,000 pounds of wool yearly. We 
luce only in the neighborhood of 300,000,000, and necessarily 
. yearly importations will be in the neighborhood of 
200,0 0,000 pounds. There have been excessive importations in 
ve past, and removing the protective duty that is now on raw 
wool will certainly increase these importations enormously. 


our 
i 


¥ (000,000 sheep, will come in direct competition with the 
broduct of the 100,000,000 sheep of Australia, the 100,000,000 
a South America, and the 50,000,000 of South Africa, and 
ew Zealand and other islands. In other words, the wool 


product of the American woolgrower, from something like | 
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broduet of 57,000,000 of sheep in the United States will be in 


direct with 





competition product of th 
world’s herd of some 250.0004 ) The « 
clipping the American sheep is $2.11 a hend | 
high as $2.46 a head. The cost \ ¢ 
in South America $1.15 a head \ny« ‘ 
| petition will be strenuous 

My Democratic friends say th they at hot 1 f: 
protection by resorting to as I if indire tN li 
say they are in favor of le that will dire rote 
providing a law that under certa condit $ 
dutiable list will be prohil d fi ! r to I 
States unless they pay an extra du v re ha ’ 
be named for asking for such a woas th vehalf of 
upon the dutiable list certainly w ipply to. ‘ WW i 
by this bill is placed on the free list rhe woo e 
country, the American farmer, certainly w iy 
why he is not given a square deal 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the rest of my 1e 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the nthe n from O 
[Mr. Swirzer] has expired 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I vield fis inutes to the 
tleman from Ohio |Mr. Wiis}. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, since I have already expressed 
my views upon this schedule at considerable eth hi 

| desire to occupy the time of the House very long this m 
I move to strike out paragraph 653, which paragraph 
| that wool shall go on the fre st I am in favor of a 
duty of 18 cents per pound on the scoured we content 
cordance with the recommendations of the Tariff Be 
The CHAIRMAN. The ame it will be onsidered 
| pending. 

Mr. WILLIS. The real purpose for which I s s to read 
a letter which I have received from a former O} Iam 
receiving a great many letters of this | 1 The f ( and 
laboring men of this country, the business men, the T ond 
others are waking up to what is involved in this | rl 
farmer understands that he has been buneoed, that | Paurm 

| products and his wool are put on the free . yet the w e 
clothing he buys is protected, and this f mer friend takes ] 
pen in hand and writes some things which I sl read bef I 
sit down. He starts off well. He says: 

Please hand this to the fellow that you think it w lo t 
good. 

That is what I propose to undertake to-day—! ll end 
to hand it to you. I do not know of any gentlemen that would 
be bencfited more by the teachings of this letter than my friends 
across the aisle. 

But before I read this letter I desire to express my sadmir 
tion and sympathy for my good friend snd colle e from © 
[Mr. SHarp}]. Up to the present time he has be ! t 
the position which he has taken in this Io x ve to 1 
tariff on wool. As he correctly stated, when t! b wis 
pending two years ago he made a fight to secure a t fa 0 
of 30 per cent. At that time the accepted Democrat on 
wool was an ad valorem of 20 per cent, but my colleague 
Ohio consistently and properly said that that was not eq 
table measure of protection, and he made a fight here in five 
of his amendment: he makes a fight to-day in vor of an ma vl 
ment which would do the farmers and woolgrowers of the coun 
try at least a little good, and I compliment him upon h nn 
sistency and upon his courage. But I am constrained to invite 
his attention to the deplorable fact that the people who were 
control of the Democratic Party two years ago are not 1 
control, 

At that time the element that was in control w th ‘ 
conservative element of the Democratic Party, thot 
meant it when it said that the rates should be re 1a 
| ward carefully and consistently. Why, those « re 
here in August, 1911, surely can not have forgotten the amazing 
spectacle that was then presented in the discussion of the woo! 
tariff. I remember that I saw every gentleman upon that side 
of the House cheering like mad. I saw my friend from Alabama 
{Mr. Herrin], who for long years has been their recognized 
cheer leader—and he does his work splendidly—I saw him 
pounding his desk top until there were great holes beaten inte 
it [laughter] as he cheered, and as his fellow Democrats cheered 
the denunciation that was heaped upon the devoted head of a 
certain distinguished gentleman from Nebraska by the Demo 
| eratie leader, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNprr 


woop]; and I regret very much that he is not bere in his seat 
at this moment. 
A MEMBER, 


He is here. 
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Mr. WILLIS I have before me the CoNncrRESSIONAT RecorpD 


of August 7, 1911. There are a lot of interesting things in that 
edition. On page 3511 1 quote a sentence or two from an article | 
hat was written by Hon. William Jennings Bryan. Therein 
the Der rai thor t Mr. Brvan did M UNDERWOOD an 
it tice wher he arzged him with being tainted with protection. 
\V t do these Dem ts think now, since Mr. UNDERWOOD has put him 
t the head of the opposition to Speaker CLARK’s tariff-reduction 
I am reading further from the article of Mr. Bryan: 
Che tariff on wool was the camel’s nose. The animal is trying to 
‘ the tent 
\t that time the chairman of the committee [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 


wis advocating a duty on wool of 20 per cent ad valorem. He 
of this bill. 


now puts wool on the free list, according to the terms 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. WiLLIS. That is too bad. I will have to extend my 
reinarks in the Recorp, [Applause on the Republican side. ] 


Mr, PAYNE, Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman another 
binute, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized 
for one minute, 

Mr. WILLIS. I thank the gentleman. Then on the next 
page—3512—the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoopD], 


after having been received with tumultuous Democratic ap- 


pinuse proceed “l to denounce the gentleman from Nebraska, 
\ir. Bryan, in the most caustic terms, while every Democrat 
on that side cheered the gentleman from Alabama to the echo. 
And, remember, that was before the Democratic national con- 


vention at Baltimore, when it was discovered that Mr. Bryan 
was the whole Democratic Party; before the convention at Balti- 
more, where Mr. Bryan trampled ruthlessly over the mangled 
political remains of the able and courteous gentleman from 
Alabama |Mr. UNbErRwoop], and where, by insinuation, innu- 
endo, aud misrepresentation the distinguished and beloved 
Speaker of this House [Mr. CLARK] was deprived of the nomi- 


nation for the Presidency through one of the most flagrant 
political wrongs ever committed in the history of this or any 
other country. It was before all that. But the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNpDERWooD] in his speech said: 

iker, the gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. Bryan, did. not 
[ was “ protectionizing"’ the Democratic Party when I brought 


Sn 


free-list bill, when | entered upon the program that the Demo- 

ut f that committee outlined. Not until I differed with him 
on the woolen schedule did he have one word of criticism, so far as 
conduct was concerned. [Applause on the Democratic side.) I 
have not a sheep in my district There are few in Alabama; there 
i ot a woolen mill in Alabama that I know of I had to write a 
woolen hedule that would protect the revenues of this Government, 
and because I did so and did not obey the command of the gentleman 
from Nebraska, Mr. Bryan [cries of ‘‘Good!” ‘“ Good!”’], he is en- 


voring to try and make the country believe that I am not an honest 


in favor of an honest revenue tariff. 


lDemocrat 

The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

\ir. WILLIS. The gentleman from Alabama said he did not 
obey the commands of Mr. Bryan then. Is he obeying the com- 
mands of Mr. Bryan now, when he is putting wool on the free 

“jist? [Prolonged applause on the Republican side.] 
he letter, which I read in part, is as follows: 


The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


BELLE CENTER, ONTO, May 2, 1913. 





lion. FRANK B. WILLIS, 
Washington, D. C, 

Dear Feripnp: Please hand this to the fellow you think it will do the 
most good, 

We who are engaged in the sheep and wool business in a limited 
way feel we should have the same consideration as our brother farmers, 
the sugar growers, have had. Work for at least a 25 per cent ad va- 
lo! give us the same chance to adjust our business as you have 
the s growers. Now, for example as to what this tariff tinkering 


is doing for us sheep fellows: Two months ago sheep were selling for 
from $6 to $6.50 per head; to-day they can be bought for from $4.50 to 


$5 Last year we got from 20 to 25 cents per pound for wool; this 
year from 14 to 16 cents per pound. Is it any wonder we are asking 
for a little protection or three years’ time to get out of the business, as 
the sugar growers have? 


Thanking you in advance, I remain, as ever, 
J. BF. CARMBAN. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, before I yield further time, I 
think there is a gentleman on the other side who had some time 
reserved, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SEtr- 
DOMRIDGE] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE, Mr. Chairman, I rise to speak on 
this question for the reason that I possess a certain amount of 
personal knowledge connected with the condition of the wool- 
growing industry in the West. My father was engaged in this 
industry for over 11 years, and I am familiar with conditions 
that surround the industry so far as Colorado is concerned. 











I think, Mr. Chairman, that every careful st 


udent 


| ditions affecting this industry must realize the fact | 


on the wane in this country. In the States west of the 
River there are to-day 2,785,000 fewer sheep than th 
9 years ago, and there are conditions affecting the 
development of the industry which did not obtain 1° 
years ago. The homesteader is rapidly coming into { 
All the available land subject to cultivation is being 
The range devoted to sheep raising is being rapidly 
and those who are engaged in the business are ol 
year to their expenses increase fer the maint 
pasturage, for the employment of labor, and for the 
of feed and fodder to supply their sheep during t 
months. I contend that if we will analyze closely 
ditions affecting the industry, we must recognize the { 
it is not growing as it should have grown if the ta 
been its beneficent friend asserted here. In W 
there are 200,000 less sheep thau in 1909; in Colorads 
less: in New Mexico 350,000 less. 

But, Mr. Chairman, let 








see 


as is 


} 


me call the ettention of th 
tee to the fact that the woolgrower of the West wil! 
rially suffer from putting wool upon the free list. 1 
impetus which has been given to the growing of sheep 
ton has largely eclipsed any value which may reside i 
duction of wool, and to-day we find all of the men 
panies engaged in this business in the West enjoyi 
perity and receiving large returns upon their investme: 
industry in my judgment can not show to this House ; 
fication for the imposition of a duty npon wool, 

The fact is evident, Mr. Chairman, from a study 
conditions, and the further fact that the importati 
have been rapidly increasing, that the production of 
keeping pace with the needs of American muanufaciu 
then, should we place a burden upon the consumer 
cloth and clothing in this country in order to maint 
dustry which does not need any protection, which is 
receiving large returns upon its investment, and the ; 
which will be in no way retarded by the taking aw 
duty? The only danger which threatens the indust: 
opinion, is that danger which comes from the 
limitation of the grazing territory. 

Our friends from Ohio, of course, speak very earn: 
urgently about the effect of the tariff upon the growi! 
in their part of the country, because the woolgrowe1 
and in the Middle West has not, in my judgment 
attention so thoroughly and completely to the deve 
a sheep which will be valuable for its food products 
have to the production of a small-bodied sheep which 
duce a greater amount of wool. 

Mr. SHARP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. I can not yield. The west: 
bas realized the value of producing an animal of 
cass, of sturdy frame, and strength to resist the st 
sweep over the western prairies, and to-day wester! 
commanding in the markets of Chicago and Kans:s Cit 
price than the sheep from the Eastern States. We 
doing that, Mr. Chairman, but we are producing 
grade of wool from that produced several years ago, 
growth of sheep was confined entirely to the wer! 
To-day we are producing a coarse-grained wool, whi 
in demand in the eastern markets for its valuable m 
tng qualities. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit to the commit 
figures I have secured which show the tremendous 
the sheep industry of this country in connection 
slaughtering of sheep for mutton. 

Thirty years ago there passed through the Chi 
yards 336,000 sheep, 1,344,000 cattle. and 7,050,000 
1910 there were 5.250,000 sheep, a little over 93.000,00 
and about 5,500,000 hogs that were marketed, showing 
sively the increased value of mutton production in this 
In this connection I desire to read a letter which I |! 
ceived from the Department of Commerce, in which 
ment is made that the value of sheep slaughtered in | 
States in 1909 amounted to $59,924,931. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMER 
BUREAU OF FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC COMM! 
Washington, Apri 


rest! 


Hon. Harry H. SELDOMRIDGE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: In response to your verbal request of the 21th 
inclose herewith tables showing number of sheep of shearing 
the production of wool, by States, during the 10 years from 
1912, inclusive. 

I am not aware of any statistics with respect to the n 
sheep slaughtered except for census years, and even the figures 
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late only to sheep slaughtered by slaughtering and 
blishments, of which its figures for the last three 


are as follows: 


| There is no reason for tl 
that the industry in the 
| bs free wool. On the 
owner in that section 
———— - ar f large returns from 
| Number. | Value. and more turn his atte 
oo Ad is profits will be mu 


, ’ ne 
aneep siaugnricre d. 


9,110, 172 " 2 859. 832 There is also good 


10, 875, 339 59 B04 price of wool will not 
| 12, 255, 501 59, 924, ' moval of the tariff duty 


in production. The pe 

there is an increasing di 

the using of pure materi 

anyone claim, in view of these figures, that the industry | the removal of this duty ma, 
protected ia order to compensate the farmer for his| price of cloth, we do expec 

nd for the use of his land? | will be made of better cloth 


A. H. BALDWIN, 


| 

} at an enormous rate 
Chief of Bureau. a 
' 
| 


for his money in the qualit) 


was an interesting article published in the April num- : ; ; 
reduction in price. 


North American Review by Mr. Thomas W. Page 
ember of the Tariff Board, appointed by ex-Presi- 
Surely our Republican friends must be willing to 
conclusions which Mr. Page arrives at from his 
n of the condition of the sheep industry in this coun- 
considers the subject from a nonpartisan point of 
without any political prejudice. He shows conclu 
ny judgment, that woolgrowing can never regain its 
position of importance in the West; that the advance in 
nt and the development of agriculture is rapidly re- 
ie grazing area of our plains; that there is increasing 
y in securing extensive tracts for pasturage, and that 
‘) owners are frequently obliged to transport by rail 
ks from one range to another at great expense, when 
rly they could graze their sheep for vast distances in 
y from summer to winter range. He further states that 
y cost of maintaining a sheep in the Rocky Mountain 
about $2.11 per head; that in 1910 the receipts aver- 
$2.56 per head, and of this amount $1.17 represented the 
value. If the sheep industry is to be developed in the 
to a larger extent than heretofore, in my judgment the 
rent will be obliged to inaugurate a large and exten- 
ising system, withdrawing large areas of land from 
or agricultural purposes. 


Notwithstanding the high protective tariff our d 
duction of raw wool in 1912 only exceeded our it 


little over a hundred million pounds, showing that 


manufacturer has been obliged to pay the high duty in ord 
secure sufficient wool to supply the needs of the country 
There is an ever-decreasi produ 
this country, and the De] i 
that there are to-day 803,000 less sheep in the countr 
were in 1903. 
So, Mr. Chairma 
tion can fail to real 
wool. 
I append, as a portion of my may 
which I have received from the Department of C 
show the number of sheep of shearing age in the 
on April 1 of the years 1903 and 1912; the pr 
washed and unwashed, f ’ r 
wool production for the 


New Hampshir 
Vermont. 
Massachuset 

Rhode Island....... 
Connecticut 

New York 

New . 
Pennsylvania....... 
Delaware 

Maryland 

West Virginia... 
Kentucky 


Michigan, and Middle Western States. The figures 
gives in connection with the handling of flocks in 
tigan demonstrate conclusively that the Michigan wool- 
is not realizing anything like the return from his in- 
ent that he should have enjoyed under high Republican 
tion for the last 15 years. Michigan flocks are largely 
up of a strain of the merino grades and the merino mixed 
long-fibered delaine. Flocks in which this mixed 
ppears average, for a year, $2.78 per head expense for 
ance. In 1910 a sheep of this strain brought the owner 
ne of $1.46 for wool and $2.92 for mutton, or $4.38 for 
whole, yielding a profit of $1.60 per head. The merino 
cost, per head, about $2.44 for maintenance and return 
for wool and $1.07 for mutton, making a total of $2.95 
whole yield per head, showing a profit of only $0.51. 
sures demonstrate conclusively, to my mind, that the 
rn and middle western sheep growers must give their at- 
on more closely to the development of a sheep which will 
creasing value for mutton purposes and having the wool 

is a by-product. 


ere is also another significant fact in connection with this 
stry 


, 


ouri.. 
Virginia. . 
North Carol 
faa Onin... 


Florida 
Alabama 
Mississippi 
Louis 
Arkansa 
Tennesse 
Kansas 


. Page describes very clearly the condition of the Maine... 


. which shows that the sheep grower is becoming more 
sted in the mutton product than in the wool product, and 
s shown by the fact that there is an increasing demand 
nbs for feeding purposes from the large flocks of the West. 
farmers of the West, particularly from my State, Colo- 


North Dakots 
are realizing the increasing value of lambs fattened in | ta 
i 
| 
; 
j 


Monta 


te winter and early spring months. With the large crops 
‘alfa and the nearness of our feeding grounds to the great 
elds of Kansas and Nebraska, there is a great incentive to 
argement and development of this industry. Colorado 
have sold at prices never dreamed of on the Chicago 
and there is no reason to expect that there will be an | 
roduction in the supply. 
hey owners are willing to part with their lambs to the 
“tt bas prevailed in our section of the country, it proves Total......... 
Y, to my mind, that the matter of the price of woo! is of Pulled wool .. 


- (tle concern and can affect the industry only in an inci- Total product 
ui manner, 


W: ashington........ 
Oregon . . 
California 


| Colorado 
Arizona...... 
New Mex 
Texas.... 
Oklahoma 


‘ 
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Production of wool, washed and unwashed. 


Maiuc.. 

New Hampshire........ 
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Pounds. 


937, 500 

214, 500 
607, 500 
143, 750 
30, 000 

85, 500 

3, 750, 000 
91,800 
4,095, 000 
26, 500 
729, 600 

3, 162, 500 
3, 565, 000 
16,875, 000 
10, 125, 000 
5, 289,000 


4,556, 250 | 


4, 290, 000 
3, 037, 500 
5, 737, 500 
7, 425, 000 
2, 025, 000 
562, 500 
108, 000 
656, 250 
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373, 750 
562, 500 
525,000 
400, 000 

1, 900, 000 
1,575, 090 
1, 760, 000 
3, 206, 250 
1, 750, 000 
31, 175, 000 
32, 175, 000 
15, 540, 000 
3, 600, 000 


18, 275,000 | 
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5, 775, 000 
11, 550, 000 
8, 040, 000 
5, 695, 000 
18, 850, 000 
9, 100, 000 
390, 000 


262, 543, 400 


41, 500, 000 


0,000 | 304,043, 400 


Number. 


150, 009 
33, 000 
90, 000 
23, 000 

5, 000 
15, 000 

625, 009 
17,000 

650, 000 

5, 000 

128, 000 

575, 000 

775, 009 

2, 700, 000 
1, 500, 009 

§25, 000 

675, 000 

650, 000 

450, 000 

850, 000 

1, 100, 000 

450, 009 

150, 000 
30, 009 

175, 000 
95, 000 

115, 000 

150, 000 


140, 000 | 


100,000 
475, 000 
225, 000 
275, 000 
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Mr. PAYNE. I yield five minutes to the gentlemay 
Wyoming [Mr. MonbeEtv]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I have taken up the | 
the committee on various occasions at some length in { 
cussion of the question of sheep and wool, and I would 
pose upon the patience of the committee further at th 
| if it were not for the very great importance of the 
sheep industry not only to the people whom I repres 
the country at large. 

The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SELDoMRiIDGE], w! 
took his seat, has suggested that, at any rate, this is a 
industry. His philosophy is, I suppose, “it is going « 
| hill anyway; let us give itt kick.” That seems to be 
the theories on which this bill has been drafted. If yo 
an industry that is not doing very well, just put it out « 
ness. On the other hand, if we have an industry that is 
| well, your theory is that it is getting altogether too 
Just kick it around a little, and have it understand | 
Democratic Party does not propose to have any indusi 
ing too vigorously, becoming too important in this cou 
ours. So they catch them a-comin’ and a-goin’. 

Now, it is my opinion, from a considerable study of t! 
business—and I never grew very much wool or raise 
many sheep, but I have made a study of the industry 
opinion that no great nation, situated as we are, can 
manently as prosperous as it ought to be without a woo 
sheep industry. 

Gentlemen believe in free wool because they say they y 
make clothing cheaper. Yet they insist, on the other ha: 
it is not going to reduce the returns of the sheep grower 
one of those propositions or the other may be true. Tl 
can not be true. The fact is, I think, that neither one ot 
is true. Free wool will not materially or appreciab) 
| the cost of woolen cloth or woolen goods in this count () 
the other hand, free woo! will very greatly injure th: 
growing industry. 

That may sound paradoxical, but it is absolutely clea: 
who understands the condition of the business. With tl 
tunity of the free importation of wool the price of w: 
be reduced in this country enough that, with the exc 
the neighborhood of the great markets, where large 
sheep may be successfully grown, the industry wil! 
greatly depressed, and the number of sheep in the cour 
be largely reduced. But the reduction in the cost of 
woolen garments would be so infinitesimal that no 
ultimate consumer, with the largest magnifying glass 
obtain for the purpose of finding the reduction of the 
living you are promising him, will ever be able to find ) 
can destroy the wool industry, and you will destroy 
greatly diminish it under free wool, without helping an 
ican citizen in the cost of his clothing to an extent tl 
be appreciable. 

My good friend from Colorado [Mr. Setpomripce] s 
if we can not grow sheep of the merino strain, let us g 
mutton sheep. As a matter of fact, the gentleman o 
know—he says he understands the business—that in tly 
country, with unfenced pastures, we can get only so f 
the merino strain until we get a sheep that is not #1 
that will not herd successfully in large flocks in the oj; 

Furthermore, the sheep of merino or part merino blood 
more hardy and adapts itself better to range condit 
any other sheep. If this were not true, however, it 
doubtful if in the range country a big sheep of the vers 
wool varieties could be grown more profitably than sheep «! 
merino blood, and for many reasons which I have not tli 
to state. It will, in my opinion, be a sorry day for the « 
when we do not have a large sheep and wool industry 
hope, for the sake of the woolgrowers, that the present s g 
and consequent high prices abroad will keep prices 
under free trade, but eventually we must suffer greatl) 
industry under free wool and free mutton. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, we hi\ 
greatly edified by the speeches of the gentleman from Ob 
Wiis} and the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mo» 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wittts], with his st: 
voice, has probably in recent campaigns against Dem 
tariff reductions fairly scared the sheep of his district to « 
that is probably one of the contributing causes of the di 
ing sheep herds in the State of Ohio. My friend from W) “ 
does not speak quite so loud, but even more to the poin' 
is afraid, or at least he says he fears, that free wool is £0!" 
to destroy the industry of raising sheep in the United 5 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], after listening (0 "' 
remarks the other day—and he is one of the most inte!'+\" 
men in this assemblage or any other—actually professed |» be- 
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hat I admitted the same thing, that free wool will destroy | 
dustry of raising sheep in the United States. 
le burden of my argument was to the contrary, and I 


the gentieman from Wyoming in his 
with me. 

MONDELL. Do not 
r unction to his soul. 


HARRISON of New York. 


let the 


gent 


heart 


eman 


lay any 


Of course, 


of 


sucn 


hearts 


} 


The trouble with the gentle 


‘om Wyoming is that he is afraid that free wool will not 


e sheep raisers of his State, a 
argument be? 
MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

MANN. 
itleman New York 


from 


said, but 


man from New York misapprehended what I said. 
I consider 


HARRISON of New York. 


That may be true. 


nd then where will the pro 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


I do not know whether I misapprehend what 
[I am quite sure that 


argument made a few minutes ago by the gentleman 
Colorado {Mr. SeL_pomripce] presented the case clearly 
years ago there were more sheep in the United States 
re are to-day, and the protective tariff has not kept 
; of sheep in ovr country from greatly diminishing in 
t 50 years. 
Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. I decline to yield to 1 
an. Mr. Chairman, the protective tariff did not | 
p in Massachnsetts; the protective tariff did not keep 
sheep in New York; it did not keep the sheep in Penn 


it did not keep the sheep in Ohio. 
8 O00 000 sheep in Ohio te day, and 
ver 5,000,000 sheep in Ohio. The fact 


9 
et 


increased in value through higher forms 
y have driven the sheep out to the semiarid lands i 


af 
| 


untains. 


years ago 
that 
of 


is 


There 


th 


less 


ere 


the farms | 


agriculture 


n the 


| believe [ said the other day that sheep raising for mutton 


1 kee 


the 


concerned. 


p the sheep herds alive in 
f s growing sheep for wool is 


United 
think 


States. 
it i 


S 


So 


an 


( mic crime to tax the people of the United States on their 
n clothes and blankets for the sake of keeping a fictitious 
tion on the remaining sheep in our country. 

Gentlemen are arguing that because we put wool on the free 
ught to pat woolen clothes on the free list. 
Party, gentlemen, did not build up the protective system 


We have reduced ra 


is taking it down. 


iv 
Vv 


wool 


The Demo 


from 


45 


to the free list, and we have reduced woolen clothing 


n average of 94 per cent to 
like tariffs. 


do not I believe they are a 


upon 


35 per cent, a much greater 
onate reduction than we made on raw wool. 
burden 


the 


I think they are an injustice to the people of our coun- 
1 I think they are a wrong to the manufacturers as well. | 
But we can not put all of the articles carried in the tariff on 


» | at once. My contention ifs that 


iSt 


Oregon [Mr. SInnotr], to put 


j we 
deeper cut in woolen goods than we have in wool, 

t the gentlemen who are moving, as did the centleman from 
woolen clothes on 


b: 


uve 


the 


free 


made 


and I believe 


a 


list 


ctuated by a spirit of pique or irritation because our party | 


put woo] the free list. 


on 
f bill 
United States. 


PAYNE. 
purpose of calling attention to a 


letter 


housands of letters that I have received protesting against | 
the features of this bill from the enacting clause to the end of 


is 


among 


I believe, as I said the other 
t free wool is the greatest achievement of the present 


the 


it. It comes from the Texas Sheep and Goat Raisers’ Associa 


ation, and is signed by the officers of that association. 


the information 
¢ Democrats. 


Wilson's free-wool bill came out in 1894. 


out, and still I suppose their information is not worth anything 
ah, They are not confined ex- 
Cusively to goats, and not being so confined, those gentlemen 
over there would not take their opinion on the subject of wool. 
I shall print the letter in the Recorp as a part of my remarks 
Without any further reference to its contents, but I want all of 


to the other side of the House. 


. They 
that a large majority of them are life 
They say they have all been engaged in the 
shep-raising industry, but some of them say they have not for 

e past few years, intimating they quit about the time Prof. 
They say that under 
present pasturage system, if they could have assurances of 
agitation—inti- 


I do 
They are 


protective tariff remaining on wool and no 

mating from the Democratic Party—about free wool, they could 
raise and support 40,000,000 sheep in the State of Texas. 

hot suppose these people know anything about it. 

Democrats. They have been there in the sheep business all 
of their lives up to a few years ago, when they were driven 


I think so not only for economic reasons, but be- | 
I believe it spells the doom of the system of protection 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Mr. Chairman, I reserved a little time for the 
which 


know about the business, and who are so d 
have voted the Democratic ticket al! of th 
1 want to correct one or two mistakes t 
Alabama [ Mr. UNDERWOOD] nude the other d 
roy tion which I int d ed [le \ t 
iS a greater duty on the wool conten » el 
on wool in the e, that that duty 3 
| manufacturer. I[ do not believe my f vl 
means it. If he does, I feel { 
him anyway if he ssid it and did { 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentk 
he would see that I did not say that 
Mr. PAYNE. In either hon the « 
him. He knows that the diff ‘ luty 
grease and upon the wool i the garni 
more wool to produce a ] ] th 1 
produce a pound of the \ ‘ ' 
will examine the Tariff Board 
besides the title-pag 1] 
this problem is carefully worked « | 
only shows the amount of 1 t 
the finished garment, or in a ) l 
of cloth, but it shows what be } 
the value of the w: »* and fi f 
the report we are able to say « it 
the duty on the wool. There ta pen 
in this whole schedule which I pre te 
{ of the 1 if ‘ Ihe 
facturer gets in it is the ad valk 
worked out with each process of if 
fo «1 lL. and which on the VW ‘ des 
in the bill reported by th ‘ ‘ i fro! \ 
The CHAIRMAN. The time f the ge 
York has expired. 
The letter referred to $ \ 
TEXA —S Goa Rr 
| 
Hon. S Oo FE. PA 
Member of the ¢ ti 1" yu 
He ’ 
Dear Str: W ha. l 
k re our ¢ il { j 
Schedule K, wool and 
i ipport of a 20 per cent ad 
And whil \ ord to the wit 
the opinions they expressed and 
iri on le sheep industry, |! tit LO 
cause of the increase and d ‘ t 
States during the last past 50 y« . it ‘ ' 
knew that gentlemen who occupied most time di 
made numerous sertions to you! mi 
lieve that their knowledge of tl 
Mississippi States is wholly 1p 1, am t 
assertions concerning the bus 
less to your committee in f 
| dations it should make to Con 
try. Speaking t ras I 
Texas Sheep & Goat Raisers’ a 
25 to 45 irs’ practical p mal know e of t 
raising in xa in ) \ 
of the busi throughout t United States d 
ing owned a heep in the 
being composed of Democra l 
affiliation, the majority of tl 
political liation, each d ! i 1 
of our country as a whole, and all 
pressed, we have to advise you that 
from the conclusions compelled to | dra f 
Tariff Board as to the rate of imp« d ity that 
in order to something near equal tt differene 
ducing wool in this country rd 
disastrous effect upon the sheep industry in Tex 
States as a whole 
teplying to the inquiry as to the cause of the 1 
and ranchmen to maintain the 47,274,000 » in 
we have to advise you that the t endatio 
Cleveland in May, 1893, that raw te ! 
embracing wool, be pat in the free | ind 
law in 1894, admitting wool free of imp 
wool growing to become so rofita t 
to the slaughterhouses and neglected to un 
cratie Seeretary of Agriculture, Mr. M 1, 1 
possessing only 36,819,000 sheep on J a 
wool years, 1895 and 1896, the ecord show 1 
producing markets for about or han one-hal 
for the same class of wool during several yea 
adoption of the free-wool policy It is unnece 
ruinously low prices for whic! oice flocks of 
the free-wool years by reason th disastrou 
| and the bankrupt condition to which a large | 
L owners were reduced. The hereabe tated st 
natural inferences to be drawn therefrom, supp! 
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,} of the free-wool 





you gentlemen to look for it in the Rr 
it is worth while. It gives opinions i 




















to that feature of the case 
The 23 per cent decrease of the sheep stock 
licy, as shown by the above 


pol : 
which decrease occurred most argely in some of 


as 


tricts, Texas, for example, decreasing her stock b; 


cent, as shown by our State comptroller’s report 


the close of the free-wool policy with her numbers ol 
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depleted that 
supply 
make 


it has been impossible for the farmers and ranchmen to 
the demands of the people of the United States for mutton and 
more than temporary increase of the depleted numbers. While 
Government reports show an increase of the 36,819,000 at close of the 
free-wool policy in 1897 to 39,852,967 sheep of shearing age in 1900, 
the latter number being the census report, the report of 1910 
shows 39,644,046 sheep of shearing age. The decrease that has oc- 
curred in recent years comes of the increased slaughter of sheep for 
domestic consumption, and especially the increased consumption of 
lambs of 3 to G6 months of age 
Our country possesses all the conditions requisite to enable it to 
successfully sustain such number of would be necessary to 
supply all the clothing wool required by treble the present popula- 
tion rexas alone has the capacity to successfully sustain, under the 
pasture system which now adopting, thirty to forty million 
sheep, and in our opinion would, in reasonable length of time, come to 
possess that number, if assured of an import duty on wool something 
nea 
in United St and in competing countries 
du essary supply of clothing wool, a stock of sheep of such 
numbers we be of able value as a nect iry aid to maintain 
ing the ity the soil of the farms of our country. 
The striking of the present 14 cents per pound 
fresh meat, admitting mutton from Argentina, New Zealand, 
Australia free, would also have a severely detrimental effect on 
sheep industry, as it is from the sale of mutton, in addition to 
fleece, that the farmer and ranchman is enabled to remain in 
business of sheep raising, receiving only small compensation for 
labor and money invested in same 
The frequent recurrence of the agitation of a 
tens and tens of inds of farmers and ranchmen 
growing sheep ’ ep industry is conducted on such small margin 
of profit that of the amount of import duty levied 
on wool that report shows should be levied to equal 
the diffe duction here, and in competing countries 
will trously, particularly the 
the and especially the flocks 
semiari¢ suthwest, and cause the present rate of decrease of the sheep 
t be rapidly increased, causing a still greater shortage in the 
n¢ sary meat supply of our country, especially of mutton, which is 
the healthiest meat, and equally as nutritious as beef 
further wish to call your attention to the exhibit on page 4071, 
in part No, 20, entitled “ Number of sheep in Australia, 1891 
which shows the fact, astounding to the unacquainted, that the sheep 
f Australia, the greatest wool-growing country the 
ecreast from 106,421,068 in 1891, to 72,040,211 in and from 
72,040,2 in 1901, to 53,668,347 in 1902. Wh! the report does not 
show that the disastrous was caused almost wholly by death 
fiom starvation, caused by drought, nevertheless drought was the cause. 
, f 1iown in that statement, showing the sudden decrease in the 
of Australia, should be sufficient to warn Congress and the 
a the danger from allowing the United States to 
‘ome self-supplying of her necessary quantity of clothing wool. 
tly solicit your influence to defeat any proposition by Con- 
looking to a serious departure from the convictions herein ex- 


census 


sheep as 


she is 


ites In addition to pro 
inestin 
of 


off 


import 


the 
the 
his 


from engaging at 


any § s decrease 
the Tariff Board 
rence in cost of pi 
ct the industry disa 


Mississippi country, located in the 


of 


1901, 


stock « 


decrease 


whole of 


arne 


spectfully submitted. 
CHAS. SCHIEMER, 
ras Shecp & Goat Raisers’ Association. 
ALFRED GILES, Secretary. 
B. L. Croven, 
JAMES McLYMONT, 
GEO. RICHARDSON, 
Erecutive 


President 7 


Committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, my friend from New 
York [Mr. Payne] can not understand that he talks in 
language of protection while I talk in the language of taxes. 
I had the Tariff Board’s report before me the other day, and 
referred to the provision to which he referred when the matter 
was under discussion. I said that his rate made the relative 
taxes as high as ours does, and it does, practically. Whether 
he has given it for protection or some other cause is a mere in- 
cident to the man who has to pay the tax. 

In his bill, by reason of the increased rate he places on wool, 
the tax rises to about the same amount as that in ours, when 
the value of the raw wool is excluded. Now, it is not necessary 
to discuss the question of free wool or taxed wool. The Repub- 
lican Party is in favor of taxed wool; the Democratic Party 
has declared itself in favor of free wool. The issue is clear. 
Some gentlemen have criticized me personally because I brought 
in a taxed-wool bill last year and am standing for a free-wool 
bill this year. As I said the other day, when I brought into 
the House a bill levying a tax of 20 per cent on raw wool, it 
was done for no reason except to get revenue. We did not 
huve the right at that time to levy an income tax. Condi- 
tions have changed, and we have the right to-day to exercise 
the privilege of levying these taxes wherever we think they 
will bear most lightly on the consumer. The gentleman from 
New York has introduced a bill that taxes wool. We have in- 
troduced a bill with free wool. Our relative rates on the manu- 
factured article are not far apart. On the average, the rates 
of the gentleman from New York are higher than ours, but 
when he adds the compensatory duty for taxed wool he about 
doubles our rate. I think—I am speaking from memory—that 
his tax on woolen clothes is something like 70 per cent; ours, 
35 per cent. Now, no one can deny that the consuming public 
must pay that difference, and yet it does not benefit the manu- 
facturing people. They are not interested in it. The only 
issue is whether it is necessary to place that great tax on the 
American peovle to preserve the sheep industry in America. 

Now, the gentleman says he has letters from sheep growers 
that say it is necessary. Why, I could take him to my office 


| about and one that you can not deny. 


| that 
| will 


il in amount to the difference between the cost of production | 
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and show him many letters that I have received from pe 
the sheep industry who say it is not necessary. So the 
are. You can take either side and either witness you 
but I will place on the stand a witness that the world 
No one can 

there is a great sheep industry in the British Isles. No 

deny that there is free wool in England. No one wi 
the competition in the English markets is and 

be greater than in American markets, because the 
steamship lines carrying transportation go directly from 


| tina and Australia into their ports and do not come as 


directly into ours. 
from Australia and 
kets than to the 
higher in England 


So there are cheaper freight rates « 

the Argentine going to the Eneli:s 
American markets. Land Is many 
and Scotland than it is in this 


} and yet under those circumstances the sheep industry of 
duty on | 
and | 


the | I admit that there are some parts of the far West wher 


Britain has not only prospered but grown and flourished 





| probably can not grow sheep for mutton, but I 
| the fact that in that portion of the far West the Tarifi 
| report shows that in many of those States the cost of 

free-wool policy deters | , 
| tralia. 


merino flocks of | 


world, | 


the | 


also | 


these same sheep is as low as it is in Argentina and 


Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman name those St 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will put it in the Recorp, 
in Wyoming. I notice by the report that in Wyomin 
nearly double what it does in your neighboring States. 
do not know whether that is caused—— 

Mr. MONDELL, I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, that is what the report 


| pointed out here last year that it costs a great deal : 
to date,” | 


Wyoming than in Nevada or Washington. Now, whet 
report was doctored or whether there are bad business 1 
in Wyoming I do not know, but I do know in many 


| Western States the Tariff Board report shows that th« 


cost of raising sheep is as low as it is in the competit 
tries. The Tariff Board report shows that the State « 
ington has no net charge against wool, the cost of prod 
being met by receipts from other sources. The net char 
pound against wool shown for Nevada was 47s cents :1 
of Wyoming 12y% cents. In Australia the cost was 
cents a pound” and in South America “4 to 5 cents.’ 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield right ther 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not yield. I have o 
minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. I trust the gentleman will yield. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not wish to be impolite, bu 
have to conclude. 

Now, when you eliminate that western country, where 
tend and believe earnestly they can preserve these fl 
wool purposes as well as they can in the Argentine 
you come down to the middle western country, wl 
1ave a market for their mutton, there is no question | 
the industry can thrive as well as that of Great Britain 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendme 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, is there a point of 
pending from the gentleman from New York against tli 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Switzer]? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I desire to withdr 
point of order, inasmuch as the substance is covered in : 
part of the bill. We might as well vote on the amendment 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is withdrawn « 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sw 
In the natural order, amendments to perfect the par: 
are in order before amendments to strike out the parag 
The first question is on the amendment proposed by the 
man from South Dakota [Mr. MarTIN]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was reje 

The CHAIRMAN. The next question is on the amen 
proposed by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. SINNorr]. 

Mr. GOULDEN. May we have that reported again? 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment 
again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the a! 
ment of the gentleman from Oregon. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejecte:| 

The CHAIRMAN. The next question is on the amen 
proposed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Switzer]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have that a1 
ment again reported, if I may. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment Ww!! 
again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 


May | 


] 





the amendment 
CHAIRMAN. 


SWITZER. 
CHAIRMAN. 


read “ paragraph” at 
objection? 


question wi 
med to have it. 
Mr. Chairman, I 
» committee dividel; and there were 
» amendment was reje 
CHAIRMAN. 
sed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHAkrP.] 

juestion was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The question now is on the amendment 
sed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIs]. 

question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
further amendments 
5S If not, the next paragraph open for 
ph No. 657. 

I think there 
I made a reservation on paragraph 65 
itly it has not 
Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
, amendment to paragraph 654, 
mber to me the other day, but I did 


CHAIRMAN. 


AIRMAN. 


” 





Moore] desires to <« 
es he gave the nu 


UNI MERWOOD. 


sand I 


gentleman asks 


man to control 5 mi 
CHAIRMAN. 
» gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] may have 


Mr. Chairman 
UNDERWOOD. 


[Mr. Moore}. 
e with other gentlemen on that 
there is some 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
this paragraph on his 
NDERWOOD. 
vivania having his opportunity. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
portunity to speak. 
UNDERWOOD. 


is jus 
GREEN of Iowa. 


ie CHAIRMAN. 
unanimous 


* was no objection. 
CHAIRMAN. 


Wool wastes: 
waste, ring 


Mr. MOORE. 
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If the gentleman will pardon, I would suggest 
to read “ paragraph” 


The gentleman from Illino 
mnanimous consent to modify the amendment as stated. 
I will accept 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Switzer] 
nanimous consent to modify the amendment, so that 
all places where the word “ section ” 
[After a pause.] 


e question is on the amendment as modified. 
the Chair announced 


gak 
aS 


question 


is some mistake here, Mr. Chair- 
t the other day, but 


led. 


ld like to ask the gentleman what 


I want to strike out the paragraph. 
he easiest way of i 
RWOOD. 
gentleman may 
to strike out this paragr: 


x at it. 


r. Chairman, I ask unanimous consen 
inve the opportunity to offer his an 
, and that debate on the para 
amendments thereto be limited to 10 minutes, the 


to control 5. 


was opening up this pari 
ous consent for the benefit of the gentleman from Penn- 
into a controye! sy 


‘a 
Slaec, 


want to get 


list. 


object to the gentleman 


Then I will wait until the next 


The gentleman from 
consent that the 
isylvania [Mr. Moore] be permitted to offer an amendment 
paragraph 654, and that the 
fed to 10 minutes, 5 minutes of that time to be controlled 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and 5 minutes | 
he gentleman from Alabama 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
ke] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
he Clerk read as follows: 

nd, page 129, lines 22 to 26, inclusive, by striking out the para- 


All noils, top waste, card waste. slubbing waste, 
yarn waste, bur waste, 
flocks, wool extract, 
onized noils, and all other wastes not specially provided for in this 


Mr, Chairman, under the existing law most of 


articles enumerated in this paragraph were made dutiable. 
y included wool wastes, noils, shoddies, mungo, flocks, wool 
I emphasize 
ere made dutiable 


extract, and carbonized wool and carbonized noils. 
the words “ shoddies” and “mungo.” They w 


s [Mr. Mann] 


e suggestion. 


for a division. 


ayes . 


on the amendment 


amendment 


desire to 


unanimous 


c 
wools and 
very in 

than clothi 
any ame 
faith on this qm 


MANN] evidently did 


ceiving 


itp l wa S . 
GREEN] wants quality. 


an opportunity to debate 


{ 
chance for 


gentleman 


[Mr. UNbERWoop]. 


carbonized 


under the 


ic Pay he 


industry is 
woolen garn 


under the 


if protection 
nd upon 
bstity < 
oolen ma 
It is reper 
een disco" 


weighted do 


stantially spuri 


1 


are deceived by 


, 


the consunp 
does him ar 
of the trade,” 


igainst the 
against just 
| dies as thes« 
The lower 
| wastes, 


} 1 — 
shoddies a 


ori r 


re 


against 


mal 
the publie ‘ 

If an a 
though I 
would 


Payne law, although 
under the Wilson tariff 
law was in 


MeKinley rates they would hay 


the quant 
! 


duced. so th the duties 

I call attention to this 
for the purpose of discussi 
clothing. und i 
woolen industry in the 1 
pinion between various 


sumed to be 


Woolens 


denomination of 
nade of mixed materials 

Now, whe 
whether it 
thing else. 


wool that 


tut 


red that certai 


and tha 
us materi 


retali 


s the right ) 
justice. But 
as they be 
tariff barrier 
such spuri 
which I ref 


of the t 


iendment wer 
hs 
provid 
these various 


those shod 


moved to 


that the S« 


imports so t} 


h are 


be distingui 


grades of 


the manufacture 


But I pres 


dmenf, eve though 


(STION 


I call attention, hoy 
here to those who want t 


Ssumers to 
them 


It 


1 
Lcoous that 


save the cons 


rhe CHAIRMAN. 


vania has 


receive 


The opportunity is here gi 


heretofore, 
may come to 
are sold hereafter as 


| 


uming public 


ment offered by the gent! 


tc strike out the paragraph. 
The questio 


was taken, 


The CHAIRMAN. The 


| any ame 
Mr. MOORE. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
that has been 
“Works of 
Paragrap! 


it on any 


Mr. MOORE, 
The CHAIRMAN. 


dments? 


I made a 


The 


“works of art.” 


Mr MOORE. 
Mr. MANN. 


And to 6: 


If the gent! 
think there is no difficulty ab« 


The CHAIRMAN. All 


begin with the words 

Mr. MOORE. If 657 was 
made the reservation, 
| 659. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


served. 


Mr. MOORE. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
vation on 657. 


I might transfer this to 659. 


The 




















































W 
operation, these 


7.000.000 pounds, and if they 


The t 
red. The questi 


reservation 


‘works 


that 


Paragraphs 657 


EepodvA 
ee 
Mr. MOORE. If unanimous consent can be given for me to 
offer tl to 655, it will settle the question very quickly. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, Very well. I will not object, but I 
to limit the time for debate to five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked to offer an 


i dment to 655, 
object 
There was no objection. 

MOORE Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
ndment, which the Clerk will report. 


and that debate be limited to five minutes. 


I | e ion? 





rhe Clerk read as follows: 

f | out paragraph 655. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, with reference to the para- 
graph on which discussion w closed a moment ago because of | 
the lack of time, I wish to add this, that I was leading up to 
the opening of the ports to various kinds of material, not only 
works of art, but shoddy and rags that come in to be used in 
the manufacture of clothing in this country. Such material as 
cught to go into the manufacture of carpet and baser materials 
does sometimes and will now unquestionably in very many in- 
stances enter into the manufacture of clothing for the poor. 
who will probably be called upon to pay the same old price 
which they have paid heretofore for better goods. 


But with regard to works of art, I desire to say that here 
n instance where it may be fair to differ from the provisions 
of the P: law. I do not know how many of the gentlemen 
upon the other side, representing “the downtrodden” of the 
land, are interested in the works of art such 
for in these several provisions of the bill. I 


is : 


yne 


1 
1 
n 
lI do not want to 


find fault with those who put the provision into the Payne law; | 
they doubtless meant well, but when the provision was orig- 
inally made it appeared that the desire was to admit to this 
country works of art which were productions of the “ Old 
Master: such as of course we did not have in this country, 


that might not only ornament the walls of our art galleries, but 


might be an inspiration and an education to the people gen- 
erally. During the first year of this free “works of art” 
provision about $550,000 worth of works of art were admitted, 


but the importations grew so rapidly that during the operation 
of the Payne law fully $75,000,000 worth of them came into the 
country. I am quite sure they did not upon the walls of 
the two-story houses. I am quite sure all of them did not find 
their way into art galleries nor into scientific nor educational 
institutions, but I am quite sure that the $75,000,000 that went 
out of the country buy these old masters and 
to pay foreign artists and picture brokers was a displacement 
of just that amount of money that might have been spent in 
the United States. 

And reference to this line of argument I want to say that 
during the last year of the Payne law, when the free list was 
running fairly free to those who have wanted to avail them- 


vO 


so-called 


to 


in 


selves of it, more than $881,000,000 worth of foreign material 
came into the United States, and that by the same token 
§881,.000,000 good American dollars went out of the United 
States and was spent in foreign lands. During the operation of 
this free-list provision of the existing law, from the time it 


was enacted down to the close of 1912, more than $3,000,000.000 
of American money went out of this country for the purchase 
of goods abroad. 


But if these possible loopholes exist in the present law, it 
must be observed that the present bill extends the free list 
greatly. It proposes to put certain raw materials upon the 


dutiable list and thus penalizes the producer in this country, 
while it proposes to raise more revenue by reducing the duties 
upon manufactured articles and works of art. And an extended 
free list will thus take out of this country American money that 
ought to have been spent here. The bill proposes to do this in 
larger volume than it has ever been done before. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question 
strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next paragraph is 657. Is there any 
amendment to that? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
last word. 


is on the amendment to 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to close debate in 15 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama _ asks 


unanimous consent to close the debate on this paragraph and 
all amendments thereto in 15 minutes. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, as we draw near the 
close of the portion of this bill relating to tariff duties, it be- 
comes highly important that we shall consider the amount of 


as are provided | 
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| besides? 








May 


importations that will be increased by its enactment, | 
singular feature that, as the debate on this bill has prog) 
not one of the gentlemen who have had it in charge bh 
willing to state on this floor the extent to which it is <¢ 
American goods will be displaced by those imported from f 
countries under its provisions. 

It true there a report presented along with t 
and on page 35 we find some estimates given as to w! 
expect the additional importations will be, but this tabk 
tirely worthless for that purpose. 

When, two years ago, they introduced in the Hou 
bill providing for a duty of 20 per cent on raw wool, 
time they estimated the additional importations of raw 
$19,000,000. Just before this session, when it was expect 


is is 


the rate in this bill would be 15 per cent on raw wor 
issued a handbook with the estimate contained in it 
additional importations of raw wool would amount t 


000,000. And now in the table they have here in th 
presented with this bill, which provides for raw wo 
estimate practically no increase in importations of raw 
Mr. Chairman, this is simply absurd. 

The amount of wool imported last year was about $33.4 
Two years ago it was $47,000,000 in value, and it is only 
thing like thirty-three millions that they estimate wil] 
ported under this bill, now that it is put upon the free 1} 

The total amount of additional importations of all ki 
near as I can gather from the table, and as estimat 
from by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AvustTIN], is 
$185,000,000 ; an amount, however, that is far too low. | 
anyone would be safe in estimating it at $250.000.000 ins 
the amount stated in the table. At this time I wish 
gratulate my friends on the other side and the people 
country in general upon one further branch of their pri 
It is currently reported that the President of the United 
and some one or more of the Ways and Means Committ 
in mind—as they begin to see and to be aware of the t 
effect upon our industries of the staggering blow they 
to administer by the bill—have now in view 
change in our currency laws in order to prevent the pan 
they expect will arise as the result of its enactment. | 
it is very well that the gentlemen should prepare somet! 
this kind. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the addition of seventy millions of 
imported from abroad under the sundry list—will that t 
produce a panic? That will help, unquestionably. W 
addition of twenty-six millions under the metal schedu! 
in producing a panic? Will the $6,500,000 more on the « 
and glass ware schedule help to produce a panic? VW 


some ki 


nineteen millions added under the chemical schedule | 
produce a panic? Will the $4,000,000 more under t! 
importations help to produce a panic? Will the $10.0 


under the silk schedule help to produce a panic? W 


| $50,000,000 increase under the wool schedule help to prod 


panic, the $12,000.000 under the cotton schedule, and 
$11,000,000 under the agricultural products—will they : 
to produce a panic, with the $6.000.000 under the sug:r 
These are their own figures, taken from their ! 


| The figures are far too small, but even these taken 


ee EEE EEE EEEEEE EERE 


are enough to blight our industries, destroy credit of o 
chants, and inevitably bring the panic on which they th: 

are getting ready to meet and which they must meet. 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iow 
expired. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s des\ 
have read resolutions unanimously passed by the Passaic (N. J.) 
Board of Trade on April 23, 1913, and sent to the Preside: 
the United States and the Senators and Congressmen fro! 
State. I will state that Passaic was carried in the last ele 
by President Wilson. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the city of Passaic, N. J., is a manufacturing city, with ' 


cotton, handkerchief, chemical, metal, and paper industries, 
senting an aggregat: investment of $50,000,000 and giving e' 





























ment to 20,000 men and women, with an annual pay roll. 2 1U.° 
000,000, and furnishing trade and livelihood to a total populati i 
60,000, most of whom are absolutely dependent upon the pros ty 
of the industries mentioned; and : , 
Whereas the above-mentioned industries have forwarded to the Senite 
and House of Representatives of the United States briefs s ‘ 
forth the fact that the proposed changes in the tariff affecting t oe 
industries will inflict serious injury upon them, and through . 
upon their workers and the numerous tradespeople, mechanics, °"¢ 
an — dependent directly and indirectly upon them for I 
ving; an : 
Whereas the Board of Trade of Passaic, representing all the interests 
of that city, has carefully examined the briefs submitted i. 
various industries and found them correct in every particular, (oes 
a epee state that the prosperity of Passaic is vitally conn: ~ 
with a proper adjustment of those schedules of the proposed ul 





bill which affect the industries of the city; and 
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| 
Whereas the harm caused by jonutiaten’, eee a = Georiving many | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state tha miragraph GS 
¢ the city’s workers of employment will be greatly aggravated by the ‘ mal is ic ‘ Yen furaishe { 
‘oa Lonae of these workers have purchased their own homes and | 'S Not on any list which has bee i furaished to the Chai 
= a aying for them and are entirely dependent upon the | Mr. MANN. Has the gentleman an amendment t iffer to 
rosperity of the local industries: Now, therefore, be it 658? 
resolved, That this board does hereby unanimously and emphatically } Mr. MOORE. Yes. At the time these numbers were t 1 
. vce the aforesaid briefs submitted by the industries of Passatiec, there re ee ie s ; aie ' 
ypies of which are attached hereto, and urges upon its Senators and there was confusion, ind I suspect that the gentlema rom 
r sentatives the necessity and obligation of presenting to their re- | Illinois did not get all of the numbers. 
1 ive bodies with all the force and eloquence at their command the | Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman. I think I got all of the numb 
is of the city’s several industries and the interests of its workers, | Win the oe leman gave, I here is bj { : 
t forth in the briefs submitted; and be it further Which the gentieman gave, but there 1s ho objection to he g¢ 
lived, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Presi- | tleman having an opportunity to offer an amendment. 
dont of the United States, the Finance Committee of the Senate, and the Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
vi and Means Committee of the House, as well as to each Senator . — . . =; ’ 5 p 
pics Representative of the State of New Jersey. Pennsylvania desires to offer an amendment, I ask unanimous 
: a Cc. Ff. H. Jonnson, President. consent that he may be permitted to do so, and that debate on 
Attest : R. E. LENT, Secretary the paragraph and all amendments thereto shall be concluded 
, . ; : itt re bh : id a in five minutes. 
Vf. ape ‘ . "he - ‘ , » .o ge ¢ » q rr ‘ ° one ‘ . : * . 
ir. PETERS. Mr. aetna the aan m hs —— © fhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state, in justice to 
i nd ‘ , ‘ rn . > re : E r€ 
Ml section to the present Mw eS — os - this on gr the Chair and to those at the desk, that three lists were made 
works of art. Prior = een be oe ” are att ad- | at the time this unanimous consent was being granted. A list 
« , e . ‘a av > £ , re rag | . yi: : 
mitted on a duty of 20 pel cent. In the Payne aw there 30 | was made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], a 
an exemption made which provided that works of art over “0 was made by a gentleman at the desk at which the chairm 
yeirs of age should be admitted free. In the Wilson bill art Was | of the committee, Mr. UNDERWooD, sits, and a list was made 
Pears So ry “AG > , , av € sy Te Tee. | rin ° ° 
on the free list. rhe section which we have added pi here. Those three lists were carefully compared and the bill 
tion 655, is a new section, and it provides that works of art an | marked and furnished to the Chair from those lists, and all 
tit sculptures may come in free. Schools, libraries, and | paragraphs that were included in any of those lists were sent 
urches will benefit greatiy by this change in the law which | ¢> the Chair. The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous 
\\ permit the free admission of paintings and sculpture. consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be permitted to 
\merican art does not need protection against what is bad, | offer an amendment to paragraph 658, and that general debate 
it should not ask protection from what is good. It 48 on the paragraph and all amendments thereto close in five min 
the duty of the Government to encourage art, not to tax it. | ytes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
Oo almost the only civilized country which taxes art, | none. 
which is invariably encouraged. A regard for education | Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
ut a tax on knowledge. At present only the old masters | ment, 
and works of art that are over 20 years of age are free. These | The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wil! report it. 
works of art are the most expensive and high priced, and it is | The Clerk read as follows: 
io extend the power to purchase to the persons of lesser means ; tine ; : 
art is admitted free. It is in accord with Democratic | ‘ea on a —— I ny a li the word 
4 4 ncluding ”’ an se 1@ WO exceptin 
les to allow foreign works of art to come in free. All 7 - 
ild be stimulated and improved by the provisions of this Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, the offering of this amendment 
{Applause on the Democratic side. | in relation to stained or painted window glass or stained or 
PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? | painted glass windows answers the question which has been 
Mr. PETERS. Yes. just raised as to whether American artists or artisans are in 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentleman | terested in this sort of production. There are American work 


1 ‘ 


“00 in the Vifty-first Congress I had the honor of being : 
er of the Committee on Ways and Means. I there ad- 
ied this same proposition which the gentleman has put in 
hill, of putting works of art on the free list. The result 
hat a majority of the Republicans on that committee, in- 
. the honored chairman, Maj. McKinley, were in favor of 
proposition, and we put it into the bill as it went to the 
It was afterwards eliminated by the Senate, and in 

ler to get an agreement, we left it out. 


1 


| this, 





‘ir. PETERS. We welcome the gentleman to our point of 


PAYNE. On the contrary, I welcome the gentleman to 
oint of view. [Laughter.] 
TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, before we pass from this sec- 

would like to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
+ the American Institute of Artists has not protested 
inst the passage of this section, and have they not frequently 

so in their resolutions? 
lr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I think the American artists 

« Whole are rather anxious to have foreign works of art 

‘in to be used for educational purposes in this country. I 
not aware of any American association of artists having 

rotested, 

Mr. TOWNER. I think the gentleman is correct in this. that 
\merican artists are not opposed by any means to the introdue- 

i of real works of art, but it occurs to me that the language 
this section is such that it would permft in competition the 
igs that are sold in the picture stores that could by no 
stretch of the imagination be considered works of art. Those 
things ought not to be permitted into this country because they 
depreciate the work of our artists and discourage them. 

Mr. PETERS. Not at all. It is so worded as not to admit 
commercial art free. Printing from plates or blocks or engraved 
by mechanical process. The American artists should not be 


irotected from what is good, and should not need protection 
igainst the bad. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


ment 


| 
\ 
il 


I 
the 


t 
of 


th 


, Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
Will be withdrawn. Are there further amendments to 
ae 657? If not, the next paragraph open is 659. 
Ir. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
hair has stated that 659 is the next paragraph. 
sure I made a reservation of 658. 

ant MANN. The gentleman did not; but if he desires to 
veer ab amendment, I do not think there will be objection. 
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men who make stained or painted window ¢! 
painted glass windows who come in direct wi 
these manufacturers of “old masters” on the other side 
think any man who has been on the other side 
the fact that a great many “old masters” 
“Dresden ware” and a great deal of “ Parian 
tery and porcelain are stuck upon Americans 
prices. They would come in under just such pa 
and they take out good American money th: 
earned in the United States by the sweat of some one’s br 
It is good money that goes across the seas, and it b 
stuff that may be genuine or that may be sp There 
so much Parian ware, so much pottery, so much porcelain, that 
the wonder is where it all came from and wh« the “ 
ters” existed who produced it. It a fact th: 
stained-glass windows have been coming into the United St 
and they have been brought in here upon the p 
were for religious purposes, but in bringing them 
deprived American workmen of the chance to n 
cles. I deny that there not artists in the 
capable of doing such art work as the United 
I do not deny that there are certain Titians and other anti 
which command a high price; but the rich only 
them. I contend that if a man has made a million 
a hundred million dollars in the United States, and 


giass or stained or 


y ; } 
competition tl 


once 


and a grea 
ware” 
at very 
a 


r 
t 
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] Ss 


ck 


is 


brings 


aiso 


old mas 


if rt 


rrain 


ce 
es 
refense 


in wea } 


i? ' | 


| te 


States 


are ni 


are oh! 


it over to the galleries of Venice or Rome or Paris o1 ) 
or to private dealers in those places, it is not unfair they shoul 
pay a duty upon these “old masters” they brin Uni 
States. Are you ready or is the committee rea that 
these “old masters” are all for for educa 
that they all go to public libraries, that they all go into institu 
tions where the plain people can see them and use them; is 
it not a fact that the only men who bring these “old master 
into the United States are the men who are amply able to pay 
for them, and are not the men who earn their daily wag 
making stained-glass windows or painting pictures to sell in the 
United States? In the interest of the labor employed in maki) 
stained-glass windows in the United States I hope the nad 
ment will pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment off 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there furtber amendments para 
graph 658? If not, the next paragraph is 659. 
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The Clerk read as follows: Mr. DONOVAN. Delighted. 

659. Works of art (except rugs and carpets), collections in illustra Mr. MILLER. Is it anticipated by the present agmi: 
parias, I + e ; 7 of the arts, works = bronze m ‘ os ge | tion that this gentleman being put out of business and | 
I ul f ‘Ty, or porcelain, artistic antiquities nd ¢ cts OF art oO 1 
ornamental character or educational value which shall have been pro- | tory closed down and his employees out of work, he w 
duced more than 100 years prior to the date of im tation, but the suflicient leisure so that the best compensation to give | 
free importation of such objects shall be subject to such regulations as | to send him as ambassador to Russi: here > CaN cr - 
to proof of antiquity as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. teisere time? issador to Russia, where he can sjx he 

\ r : ir sing moa . 1) 5 - a 

Mr. DONOVAN, Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the usual Mr. DONOVAN. I would suggest that the gentleman, 

motion to strike out the last word, and I wish to eall attention 


| he gets on his knees this evening commune with tl 

. , ] § ‘ IS € Ing, he | 

to ft fact that the gentleman from I)linois [Mr. MANN l, by the | Being. He might be able to auswer him {1 oud laught 
i a ~* . 4 ‘ mm Ait 


; ; : : | 
Recorp of this morning, appears to have asked a question. I | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I believe that « 
did not understand that I had left it unanswered. I will | the reading of the section. If so, I move to close deb 
50, SC 


answer the question now. The question was, whether I would | the paragraph. 

vote for a tariff board to pass upon matters of this character, Mr. MANN. Wait a moment. Do not move to close @ 
and so forth. TI will say that if it came up in that shape I Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thought they were throuch, 
would vote against it for this reason: I believe that the Mr. MANN. We may have some amendments to « 

Representatives should be as near to the people and as re- | section 1. ; 

sponsive to their will and as close to them as you can get them. Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will tell you my purpose in 
I would vote to recall Congressmen and for the right to recall | was to ask unanimous consent to change the nunil 


within 30 days. Now, just a word in regard to what has taken | account of one paragraph being stricken out of the bi 

place here covering this bill. necessary to renumber the paragraphs in section 1. 
I wish to say that the committee has given the boot and | sire to ask unanimous consent that the Clerk may renum! 

shoe industry better conditions than it had before under the paragraphs. ' 

Payne Act. When you take into consideration the lower duties The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 

of the 30 different articles, they are better off financially than | woop] asks unanimous consent that the Clerk may ha 

they were with the 10 per cent duty under the Payne-Aldrich | mission to renumber the paragraphs in section 1 of the 1 

Act. And seemingly many articles in the bill have been treated | there objection? 

as carefully and as painstakingly as the boot and shoe industry. Mr. MANN. I shall not object, Mr. Chairman, 
tut for some reason important industries have been disre- | ynder all the parliamentary practice that is the dut 


. e \ y 
garded and do not appear to have beem given that intelligent | Clerk now. 7 
treatment that other articles have. Now, the cotton schedule. The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
for reasons that I can not explain and seemingly the committee Mr. MOORE. Reserving the right to object, I would 


can not explain, has been most brutally treated in the opinion | ask the gentleman from Alabama before the question 
of the one who now has the floor. When you take the greatest | upon if he has accepted any amendment to this bill f: 
industry possibly in this country, with one exception, seemingly | Republican side? 

with only a horizontal reduction, without going into the matter Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not: the House has not. 
of the cost of labor in Europe or the cost of material or the The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a 
reason why they can send upward of $60,000,000 of products | The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. W ithot t ol 
into this country, and we should then reduce them 21 per cent | the pro forma amendment to paragraph 659 will be with 





flat, I can not understand. Are there further amendments to paragraph 659? 

Again, I hold in my hand here a dispatch from a constituent Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
of mine, or one of his establishments, relative to another prod- | in as a separate paragraph after section 1. 
uct that has been taken care of, I think, unintelligently—I will The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York 
not say viciously. The gentleman who had it in charge I do PAYNE] offers an amendment to comme in as a separa t 
not see present. It has re — rence to one of the ferro alloys— | graph at the clese of section 1, and the Clerk will report 
ferromanganeses. I will say at the outset that this dispatch is The Clerk read as follows: 
from the Crane Valve Co.. ‘and Mr. Crane was the largest con-, Mr, Payne offers the following as a new paragraph to sect! 
tributor to the Wilson presidential campaign fund in the last “That a commission is hereby created, to be kn wh as 
election. [Applause on the Republican side.] Of course, the | Commission, which shall be composed of five mem! who 


aa . . , ‘ : ointed by the Preside f ritt re ¢ J 1S 
distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means Committee may ———, os ae sapabute’. wuaen advice and ~ 
say to this establishment the same as he says to everyone else | office from the date of qualification for the terms of two, t 
who happens to oppose him or his bill, that they belong on the | five, and six years, respectively, from and after the tst da 
’ si believe the President is about t send the hes 1 of A. D. 1913, the term of each to be designated by the Pres 
othe side. I believe 1e resident is a out to sen 1e lead oO their successors shal! be appointed for terms of six years, « 
this establishment, Mr. Crane, a Republican, from this country | any person chosen to fill a vacancy shall be appointed only 
as ambassador to the Russian Government. ee ore, ot = a Ses a succeed. The 
Shi Signate ¢é aI 1’ Cc 1issio » the chairmar 

*ossibly the President will think as to this great contributor ee ee dea a eS ee eee 

. during the term for which he is appointed. Any mem! 

and his interests that the proposed tariff will not affect any | due hearing, be removed by the President for inefficiency, 
honest business, and maybe that hand that comes, as it did in Seeciaian sieelt ae Specthene. of ie canes quleiead ents a 
ode “a 3 : she , smbers 0 he same politics arty. ' 

the matter of the sugar schedule, bringing reiiel and free sugar | pers of said commission shall constitute a querum. Pirbe 
to the people, may right what they claim is an injustice to a | said commission shall receive a salary of $7,500 per ann 


. ‘ , ‘ ' » tte . Sale tia opt > ambers each a salary of $7,000 per annum The coi 
gTes 1s at must buy its materials right. Referring to | other mem : y ; I ‘ m 
great industry that t ; ; P seferring t shall have authority to appoint a secretary and fix his com] 











er 











ferromanganese, the dispatch says: and to appoint and fix the compensation of such other empl 
We hope you will use your Influence to make such changes in the new | May find necessary to the performance of its duties. ; ‘ 
bill as will prevent a higher duty than $2.50 a tor “That the principal office of said commission shall be in t! 


4 Washington. ‘The commission, however, shall have full authorit 
For reasons that time only will explain, the committee has | pody, by one or more of its members, or through its employe 
made that duty $9 or $10 a ton. Bact ee ieee an at any a place - _—e. ym in 
™ ‘ > 7 "The + ventlem: ac ernir States or foreign countries, as the commission may determine. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. expenses of the commission, including all necessary expenses fi 
Are there any further amendments to the paragraph? portation incurred by the members or by their employees und 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I simply would like the floor in | orders, in making any investigations, or upon official busines 


- 7 oii 7 3 ~ Btn s a other places than in Washington, shall be allowed and paid 
order to ask the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Donovan] presentation of itemized vouchers therefor, approved by the cl 


a question, if he would kindly answer. of the commission. Should said commission require the atten 
Mr. DONOVAN. Yes, sir. any witness, either in Washington or any place not the ho 


ee ’ 2p That ta i oi a 4 : y witness, said witness shall be paid the same fees and mileage { 
Mr. MILLER. What is the name of the gentleman who sent | paid witnesses in the courts of the United States. 


the telegram? I did not catch it. “That it shall be the duty of said commission to investigate { 
Mr. DONOVAN. It is sent by the Crane Valve Co., of Bridge- | of Production of all articles which by any act of Conzress 


. . . force or hereafter enacted are made the subject of tariff Iegislati 
port, Conn. Mr. Crane of the concern is the gentleman who | special reference to the prices paid domestic and foreign labor 
wins the largest contributor to the Democratic campaign. I rices a for = materials, whether d mestic or eo. 
vive vo ; meuage ; _ | into manufactured articles, producers’ prices and retail prices 
will give you his language exactly, although probably I am im modities, whether domestic or imported, the condition of dome 
posing upon the House. He Says: foreicn markets affecting the American products, including 
Such an advance would be disastrous to the independent steel com- | formation with respect thereto, tozether with all other facts 
panies and savors very strongly of a Stecl Trust scheme to put the may be necessary or convenient tn fixing import duties or in ald 
independents out of business. eageene and other officers of the Government in the administr 
wae . . - Ss the customs laws. and said commission shall a'so make investiga 
hat is signed by the Crane Valve Co., and Mr. Crane is the | any snch subject whenever directed by either Mouse of Congress 
man who is going to be sent as an ambassador to Russia. By ay to enable the as to secure sadormation os to ihe: 
. i , - ‘ of tariff rates, restrictions, exactions, or any regulations impose 
Mr. —— May I ask the gentleman one more question time by any foreign country upon the importation into or sale ip y 
in my time? such foreign country of any products of the United States, and 1s 
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unty paid er pert a hit 1 made by Mr. MURDOCK It is my 1M ) 
! ' } v rt to t initeda St wmmicesion nr Satan 4 - . 
st or the products U ae we gee —— o 
{ i ' trade agree: ith foreien | I do not think that the gentle 
ther rative prov ! ! ! ! th ( t to this ' } 
n Hh, fre t to time, mal eport, as the President aes | Mr. UNDERWOOD. If it is 1 
the pury t t ] ball } | er lined te link the ] ot ¢ \ ] 
t tuke t tt and to t of the bi but of irse | ! { | 
reon. fi rar ’ eo! t n Ss if nei er 
‘ tion. it ‘ ‘ j n rf 1 ul =n ’ 7 “ dn “ r} eb 
{ pr ] | and r iz to ! tt to any wrt ‘ t ] 
| 1 Inea failure to com w t} Mr. AUSTIN Mr. ¢ 
of oe a a con = a me wee t same ~- | rh CHAIRMA 
‘ tner ! t 1d air Mr. AUSTIN ry ‘ 
’ ( wy ) n << ] wh hf pol b » t) l ‘ ‘ 
' le which applies to such a | | York and have it consid 
in v in ivation ithorized by this a« the comn sion | pro] sition? 
» «¢ id or Or ico aac 7 } ale ry 9 jle for rely 
1 ou - and in cas the aaa “4 4 I n n “ n } . The CHATRMAN., I we i J eo ! 
d commission shall not be 1 tired to divulge the names « sent. 
' shing ich eV nee or information: Pre id d. That no Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chain 
or information so secured under the provisions of thie section | The CHAIRMAN. Does the £ wt , 
n I r as to be ay l t} f any | PAYNE] desire to be he ! 
etitor or rival ies | . Mr. PAYNE. It is true, Mr. ¢ 
id commission shall make reports to Congress of its investi e : . Pe 
ling an n 1 re t and 1 » l reports as t poses of this bill are to fix rates and 
ther H Congre iy a Said vorts shall | various articles imported into the nited 
d as public documents. Ten thousand copies of the annual | not cover the whole scone and object of t} 
ll be published and ready for distribution on the first Monday : : : : : F 
of eacl ar there 18 a paragraph the b t : 
the king effect of th act there shall be transferred | the President to ré rt to Congress w 
I if Comn » ! J ea ! : il such pro ty ana ! ticle im] ed » the I ed Sta 
ind pape wer Os ssed or used by the iy a 
n ; the ‘ Toriff B ad.’ in eonnection with the subjects for | ‘ ceed 5 per « the ec , ! in 
I ff Commission hereby created.” | case it does t. he j o re { t ( . 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order | the bill goes further than to rat ; 
‘amendment offered by the gentleman from New York | of “0 executive officer of the Govern: 2] 
PAYNE] upon the ground that it is not germane to the bill | this inquiry, and requires him to report to ¢ 
t germane to the section to which it is offered as an the f t that the imports do not « eed i 
dment. | sumption or production in the United 
position in that matter, Mr. Chairman, is this: This is | any time. 
m of a bill relating to the customs taxes of the United So the bill goes much further than 1 ae nd 1 
The balence of the bill, except so for as the income- | revenue and providing for the proper adm f the 
ture is concerned. relates to those portions of our tax- | in the collection of those tnxes It author ‘ 
The purpose of the amendment, as I heard it read, | officer to make this very inquiry t t l an to , 
he purpose of levying taxes or assessing taxes, but its | this amendment, in order tl He report 1 I ; 
se is the ascertainment of information—information that | to Congress for action 
r may not be pertinent to the subject matter under con- The paragraph in the | h hor IP ! ) 
ion in this bill. But assuming, for the sake of the-argu- | Make this inquiry and report d t Say wv 
that it is germane to this bill, it is the establishment of do. Neither does this amendm which I off Like 
nization in the Government purely for the purpose of | iS to trausmit that inform ito C 
information, and as I understand the bill proposed | purpose. Possibly we might infer from thy 
Ww paragraph by the gentleman from New York [Mr. | remarks of gentlemen upon th le 
l ‘cl, from hearing it read, it does not vest in these com- | that the imports of any article did Ce i 
ers or in this board any power whatever to reculate product in the United States they would ¢t bz ) 
s. I think that is correct. if I heard it aright. | consideration in fixing rates. If the b 
PAYNE. Certainly; it does not give them any power to | Single instance, or for a single purpose, o1 
f f | single fact, such information shal! be ol ‘ 


UNDERWOOD. Therefore I car see no more germane- | tion comes to the Congress of the United S 
n this proposition to the subject matter of this bill than | quiry has been made, it opens the door v t op 
would be if a certain gentleman were to offer an amend- before, for any amendment of this kind and t 
to increase the number of clerks on the Ways and Means | Of a commission to make these inquiries 
{ inittee, or if some one were to offer an amendment to create The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman 1 n XN ) 
in of statistics in the Treasury Department. Information | mit the Chair to make an inquiry? 
i not only be obtained in this way, but there are a number of Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 
other bureaus in the Government that could furnish information The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Yo 
s the same lines that it is proposed for this board to guther; | no distinction between a revenue bill and an app 
f you were to epen the door to a bill of this kind as an | in regard to the principles which he has laid dow 
diment to the pending measure, you would have an intermi- Mr. PAYNE. I think the rule make | ! 
» number of amendments that would be offered abont | correct about it, between an appropriation b ! 
t matters that have not been considered by the com-| The CHAIRMAN, It is undeniably true ¢t 
», provision in an appropriation bill which is ) 
course, I recognize the fact that the Committee could have | order under the rule, and it pas “ 
ized a proposition of this kind; but the purpose of the | being made, then an amendment itself not 
viding that amendments that are not germane to a bill | offered to that ‘proposition; but i tt 
t in order is to protect the House against ill-considered Mr. PAYNE. That grows out the { e rul ro 
dments. ‘The theory of the government of this House is vide that in an appropriation bill there oO new te 
the legistation coming before the House before it is con- | tion. If new legislation comes from 
<1 on the floor shall be carefully considered by one of the | point of order is made against it, of course any 
ittees of this House, perfected. and presented to the Howse | ment to that is in order We get rid of the 1 


erfected form. This is a matter of much importance. It | because the Appropriations Committee have rep: 
requires careful consideration. It has not received considera- | that shape, and the Committee of the Whole | 


by one of the authorized committees of the House, and | and no one has raised a point of order on 

core I do not think it is proper to bring it up at this time | tion. 

force it on the House for consideration when its details I would not say that the two cases were parallel. Ther 
* not been properly thrashed out before a committee of the | rule that there shall not be legislation in a ‘ ! 


aon Therefore I insist on the point of order. | fact, the whole of a revenue bill is legislation f 
aa MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? to end. And so legislation that is germane to the 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. bill, the raising of revenue, is proper and : 
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I could not raise any point of order successfully against any 
nrovision in this bill, no matter how much it lacked germaneness, 
but Iam not seeking to put in a proposition that is not germane 
to the object of the bill, but one that is in accordance with it 
and is in aid of it, namely, the fixing of proper duties to raise 
revenue. It seems to me that anything is proper as an amend- 
ment that helps to carry out that object or tends to that object. 

The question of these rates is the bill is something to review, 
subject to finding of facts to be reported to Congress. It was 
perfectly proper for gentlemen to put into their bill a proposi- 
tion that the President should find these facts if they thought 
they were germane and would aid them in the future in amend- 
ing the legislation. But it is Just as proper for me to offer this 
general proposition for the Tariff Board to examine into all 
questions of raising revenue, and it is perfectly germane, 
seems to me. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the pending bill is entitled “A bill 
to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes.” It includes many schedules of 


these 
it 


tariff rates on articles imported into the United States, and it | 


includes a long list upon the free list where there are no tariff 
duties to be collected; it includes a provision for the levying 
and collecting of the income tax, and it includes two sections 
which are administrative in their character. 

It would not be denied, I think, that any proposition relating 
to the subject of the tariff would be in order unless specially 
excluded by a rule of the House. The rule of the House on this 
subject, which was adopted at the beginning of the last session 
of Congress, provided in paragraph 3, Rule XXI, as follows: 

No amendment shall be in order to any bill affecting revenue which 
is not germane to the subject matter in the bill, nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item of such bill be in order which does not directly relate 
to the item to which the amendment is proposed, 

The gentleman from Alabama in making the point of order 
suggested that perhaps this amendment might be subject to a 
point of order because of the place where it is offered in the 
bill. It is not an amendment to any item in the bill, I ask the 
Chair to note. It is an amendment to the bill itself. It does 
not come within the provision that the amendment must be 
germane to the item of the bill to which it is offered, because 
it is not offered to any item in the bill. It is not offered as an 
amendment to any paragraph but as an independent paragraph, 
and the only question the Chair has to determine is whether 
it is germane to the subject matter. 

Let us see what it does. It provides for the creation of a 
tariff commission. For what? To investigate the cost of pro- 
duction of all articles which by any act of Congress now in 
force or hereafter enacted are made the subject of what? Of 
tariff legislation. 

Section 4 of the bill provides that to enable the President to 
secure information as to the effect of tariff rates, restrictions, 
exactions. or any regulations imposed at any time by any for- 
eign country, and so forth, the President may require the com- 
mission to make investigation. What is the subject matter of 
the bill? The subject matter of the bill covers the whole scope 
of tariff legislation. There is no article which can be brought 
into the United States from any source which is not covered by 
the provisions in the tariff bill. 

This bill covers everything in the way of tariff legislation, 
and every article which can be imported into the country is 
covered by the terms of the pending Dill. 

Not only that, but in the beginning of section 4 of the bill it 
is provided in Paragraph A: 

That for the purpose of readjusting the present duties on importa- 
tions into the United States and at the same time to encourage the 
export trade of this country, the President of the United States is 
authorized and empowered to negotiate trade agreements with foreign 
nations wherein mutual concessions are made looking toward freer 
trade relations and further reciprocal expansion of trade and com- 
inerce, 

The pending bill therefore not only covers all there is concern- 
ing the tariff duties, all of the free list, but also authorizes the 
President to negotiate trade agreements with foreign nations 
in reference to future expansion of trade and commerce. That 
covers the whole scope of possibility in regard to future trade 
and commerce and tariff regulations. Not only that, but on 
page 216 of the bill it is provided: 


S. That the President shall cause to be ascertained each year the 
amount of imports and exports of the articles enumerated in the various 
paragraphs in section 1 of this act and cause an estimate to be made 
of the amount of the domestic production and consumption of said 
urticles, and where it is ascertained that the imports under any para- 
graph amount to less than 5 per cent of the domestic consumption of 
the articles enumerated he shall advise the Congress as to the facts and 
his conclusions by special message. 


Therefore, the bill covers not only all import duties upon all 
classes of articles which will be brought into the United States, 
but covers the entire free list, and authorizes the President, in 
addition, to authorize trade conventions, and then authorizes 
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and directs the President to ascertain the amount of the 
mestic production and consumption of every article name 
the dutiable list or the free list. It covers the whole 
It not only fixes the duties to be paid, not only provides fo; 
free list that is given, not only provides for trade conyent 
to be negotiated in reference to future trade and commerce 
directs the President to find the amount of production and 
sumption of every article referred to in section 1. Will a 
say, can it be contended, that a provision authorizing the P 
dent to name a commission which shall— 

investigate the cost of production of all of the articles which may 
subject of tariff legislation— 
is not germane to a provision directing the President to 
tain the amount of production end consumption? 

*aragraph S on page 216 directs the President to— 
cause an estimate to be made of the amount of the domestic prod 
and consumption of said articles. 

Can it be contended that it is not germane to add a pro 
that the President— 
in ascertaining these facts shall also ascertain the cost of produ 
these articles? 

That is the provision in the amendment offered by the 
man from New York. Can it be contended that it 
germane to provide— 
that the President in securing information as to the amount of 
tion and consumption shall also secure information as to the « 
tarif rates, restrictions, exactions, and regulations imposed by a: 
eign country? 

If we direct the President to enter into trade conve 
with foreign countries, are we not authorized to let the |’ 
dent name a commission which in aiding him in negot 
these trade conventions shall ascertain what rates, restri 
exactions, or regulations are imposed by a foreign country 
importations from this country? 

Mr. Chairman, I have great regard for the Chairman of | 
Committee of the Whole, as I have great regard for the vy 
tleman from Alabama |[Mr. UNDERWoop]. I have give: 
attention to parliamentary law and practice in this Hou: | 
is seldom that I express a personal opinion like this, but | 
do not see how anyone can honestly pretend that this » 
ment for a tariff commission is not germane to the pro 
of this bill. If the political conditions are so strenuous 
the other side of the aisle that they dare not take a y 
the tariff commission, then I have no criticism to 1m 
through some method they prevent it from coming bef« 
House; but it will be the effort of men who are afraid s) 
of men who have nerve to meet the situation. I have : "s 
been willing to vote on any proposition which could be pre~ 
to the House. I admire the man who is bold enough to t 
political life in his hand and not be afraid to vote, and | 
hoped that the other side of the House would not be afr: 
vote upon a proposition creating a tariff commission. You 
repeatedly declared that you were against it. Why shou! e 
point of order be made at all upon this proposition? Tl n 
tleman from Alabama, who holds the other side of the HH 
the small of his hand, has repeatedly declared that he his re 
canted since he favored the creation of a tariff commissioi 
that he now stands solidly against it. Why should he wi 
point of order? Has the time come when he is afraid tliat the 
solid phalanx on the other side of the House would break ii tlie 
middle? I do not know whether the solid phalanx on the «lie! 
side of the House would break in the middle, but if you think 
you can prevent our taking to the country the question o! 
scientific making of a tariff bill you are mistaken. 

We may not have the opportunity to break your soli 
lanx in this Congress, but you prevent a vote on this questiv! 
this Congress and we will show you a majority in the 
Congress. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, if the point of order is 
sustained I propose to offer an amendment to the motion of (ie 
gentleman from New York, and if the point of order is sus 
tained I propose to offer a proposition for a tariff commissic! 
as ali amendment to the administrative features of tlic 
where I hope it will be held to be germane. Now, I am aware 
of the fact that the rule as to the germaneness of motions ') 
this) body is constantly narrowing, largely by reason 0! (llc 
fact that most of the time the House is busy with the consi 
eration of appropriation bills, where the rule is strictly ‘ler 
preted. The precedents have conformed largely to the necess! 
ties of consideration of appropriation bills. The last time tat 
a tariff commission was offered, I think, as an amendmeut |) 
this House was when an appropriation bill was pending. (2 
May 23, 1910, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] wis '8 
the chair, and a point of order was made by the gentleman fro 
New York [Mr. Frrzceratp] against a tariff-commission |)'!' 
which had been offered to the appropriation bill, and «ailer 


is no 
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ireument—argument which consumed the greater part of | offered an amendment for the purpose o 
g “ cseeathditated aan enn. | eae lie Pri 1 (Th¢ ted | 
y—the point of order made by Mr. FITZGERALD WAS SUS- | popiic Printer an elective officer of the House of | 
| by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] on the Mr. John A. McMahon, of Ohio, made a poin 
| that it was new legislation, as I remember it. That | #mendment. — the Chai a8 
2. 48 . . * ae Al debate e hairman ruled 
n an amendment to an appropriation bill. When it comes I 1 of } a oe | 
i l ‘ ne °¢>6) } , ‘ } to fi al ry 4 ’ 
matter of an amendment to a revenue measure the rule | um not soing to r id all of it It i found 
rmaneness is quite different. ‘The rule reads as follows: | *“' + volume 5, page 422. Among other thing e 
Sil . 
endment shall be in order to any bill affecting revenue which oa: i ; . 7 
ermane to the subject matter in the bill. aT will be observed that each of these | Imitted 
, i if : : : Tr introducing new motions or proposi oe > 
l ibject matter of this tariff bill has wide latitude. The | substitutes for the motion or proy tion a . OR 
b s a dutiable list, it has a free list, it has an income-tax | 1822, the House changed the ruie of 1789 so t t read 


e, and, in addition, a long list of administrative provi- | follows : 

















. 29 ‘ : . “No motion or proposition cn 
sions. Some of those provisions have latitude in themselves of | consideration shall be admitted under r 
an exceptional nature. The first paragraph in section 4, Para- _And In this form the rule has stood ever sinc i 
. awn of the seventh clause of Rule XVI in 1 
A, Says: ; ; : ' does not prohibit a committee reporting a l 
rhat fer the purpose of readjusting the present duties on importa- | many different subjects as it may cho 
nto the United States and at the same time to encourage the | Ths Kal Mis - ers ee ‘ ag : 
trade of this country, the President of the United States is | lat wes just as the gentleman from Alab ’ ‘ 
d and empowered to negotiate trade agreements with foreign | woop] called attention to in the beginning 
vyherein mutual concessions are made looking toward freer trade | But after the bill has been reported a ae 
ind further reciprocal expansion of trade and commerce. | ean be introduced into it by amendr it, whet ’ 
rut the bill goes even further than that in its latitude, as I | otherwise. 
wish to point out to the Chairman. Paragraph R of the same Also, again, the Chairman, Mr. Carlisle, said 
n provides that the President of the United States shall It is not always easy to determine whether ot , i 
survey of the selling price of goods abroad. It is in this | ment relates to a subject different from that unde 
: the meaning of the rule; and it is especially « 
ge | as in the present instance, the amendment ; 
I l t whenever articles are exported to the United States of a it employs, appear to have a remote relation to t 
nd made or produced in the United States, if the export c* ‘ ‘het . : ; 
ling price to an importer in the United States, or the price at Mr. Chairman Carlisle contin . 
goods are consigned is less than the fair market value of | It neither increases nor diminishes the amount p 
e article when sold for home consumption in the usual and ordi- | priated by the bill; nor does it in any 1 ner 
yurse in the country whence exported to the United States at the | of the money proposed to be appropriated by the bi 
f its exportation to the United States, there shall, in addition to . : 
: : : : : ‘ ie Ss 1e i} . ‘hairy ’ nat . 
therwise established, be levied, collected, and paid on such So I make the same point, Mr. Chairman, t “f 
its importation into the United States a special duty (or | amendment in no way affects the revenue to 1 | 
duty) equal to the difference between the said export or actual | pij}, Not only that. Mr. Chairman. but it 
' of the article for export or the price at which such goods | |) © ae oe 7 : : ' 
1, and the said fair market value thereof for home consump- | Strongest of all reasons that can be given under the 1 
led that the said special duty shall not exeeed 15 per cent | rule we haveadopted. Clause 8 of Rule XNI pr | 
in ; ‘se ar tl goods ere » ties he is + : : 
m in any case and that goods wh m the d it otherwi meut shall be offered which is not germane to tl 


i are equal te 50 per cent ad valorem shall be exempt from |. ont ; : 
duty in the bill. And that is quite different 


of the bill: and yet gentlemen have used 
nately so far during this discussion 


Now, what was the subject matter in the | 


Mr. Chairman, the bill goes even further than that in its 
le. It provides, for instance, a certain regulation as to 
duties to be levied, dependent on the way in. which the 


goods are transported to the country, whether in foreign or goa eae . ee ee : s 90 ila a 
erican bottoms, and it seems to me that the wide range of | 41,4 9 ana 4 are the administrative s tan ape 
ubject matter of the bill is such that under the rule which | neae I do aay this. in the administration 1 
I ve recited the amendment offered by the gentleman from | Bm wee will find ‘seuntng aa = aad le ie ikem 
York [Mr. Payne] is in order. If it is not in order at the them. to whi th the provisions embraced ; a the ‘ 
t which it is offered it certainly must be in order in the mitted by the gentleman from NY York at aie ae 
phs in the administrative section of the bill which I lus see. There are three substantive pr ott — 


ae ; Site ere ae aon oe ae mire | stand it, that are embraced in the motion of th: nt 
The “1a » =) Pe © } 2S ¥ imSe¢ Vv » | ’ , . rene 
do not believe iit the commission propose yv the from New York {[Mr. Payne]. This com 


n from New York, if it should be held in order and if 








= ' > a yoses is to do what? st. it is to in f 
uld be enacted by the Congress of the United States, would i duction of all articles affected by the 
n effective and an efficient commission. I do not believe that I wish to inaquil = of the contionmen fr n N ‘ 
oposal of the gentleman empowers the commission to get PAYNE] and of the gent ne fron Nir » Sh ‘I 
ie facts. I do believe that the commission proposed in the orhat pro: ision in the pending bill is that gern ' \" 
iment which I shall offer at another place in this bil! wili | conferred no such authority on our Pr tani 
eflicient; that it has teeth; that it has the power fully de-| 4, anvone else : 
| to adduce all the facts needed and lay a basis for the |} Second. The second substantive proposition carried 
just revision of the tariff this country can have. gentleman’s motion is that a tariff board shall 
HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that under | special reference to the prices paid domestic and for lal 
two rules of the House this amendment is clearly not in order. | To what proposition of our bill is that germane, | 
( ‘e 7 of Rule XVI provides that a subject different from | quire of the gentleman from New York [Mr. P tt 
{ inder consideratior ay ant 7 fe at litle ] é @ gt ham trom 4 vy AOPK [MI 
wm nes onsideration —_— ree be ant xluced under color of | gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]? 
iment. I wish to refer the Chairman to two precedents | ~ he third proposition is that the Tariff Board pr 1 
em to me to be in order on this point: lin this amendment shall investigate foreign tz 
scember 31, 1827, Mr. Rollin C. Mallary, of Vermont, presented mine their effects. To what proposition in t f 
esolution from the Committee on Manufactyres : revere bery 
‘ solved, That the Committee on Manufactures be invested with | S©Tmiane: : on . F 
‘ue power to send for persons and papers.” | So that, Mr. Chairman, even under clause 7 of Rule » 
is explained that the committee wished this power in order to | fojrly eo tr ‘ ‘ . ru h 
i tt ss : ; airly construed, and even construed wif 
. information to be used in framing a tariff bill. Mr. Andrew | f - - sada ? onthority i hot ft} 
Steward, of Pennsylvania, proposed an amendment to strike out all | to me the weight of aut ee ree ee 
the wees * Resolved ” and insert: | not be in order, because it is really a different subject 
I it is expedient to amend the existing tariff laws by increasing | +) fo 3 — 
titi : , , , 7 Sew § Cle troduced by it 
: ‘itles on the following importations—raw wool and woolens, bar = ; 7 reaEces © : iG ' P +] ! : 
etc. i} But when you consider the modification of the rules of 
— Floyd, of Virginia, made a point of order against the | House that was established by the third clause of Rule > 
i ndmen | . : > at : . 
) : pdt | ag “d at the beginning the last Congress, it se t 
. Speaker (Mr. Andrew Stevenson, of Virginia) decided that the . lopted ee : . a na : ae : ’ ¢ 
; dment was not in order, inasmuch as the proposition was on a | there is no doubt that this amendment is clearly ont 
' | different from that under consideration, and consequently inad- | because you can take the three substantive propositions that 
+ ve, under color of amendment, by the rules and practice of the are carried in the gentleman’s motion—first, to in 
oe ade | th. difference in the cost of production at bh 1 al : 
rs wy an oe! precedent. I refer you now to a decision | and there is no proposition in our bill, administr e 
hade in 1880 by Representative Carlisle oe ky w ‘ wo ; + ; oa ae : : 
thes. puesta on entative Carlis! of Kentucky, who was | wice to which it fairly relates: and, second, t 
pres £ as Chairman of the Whole House: can be said about the difference in the cost of Inbor: ! 





On a . elias ' 
- nati 17, 1880. the House was considering “a bill making | the same thing also can be said about the eff 
= ‘Atoas to supply certain deficiencies in the appropriations for | ariffs—so that I say there is no one of the 
vice of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, tariffs 0 i” ay 1e7 Ss no Live 


‘ tor other purposes,” when Mr. Otho R. Singleton, of Mississippi, | propositions carried in the motion of the gent if 
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York [Mr. Payne] that is germane to anything in this bill, 
and I therefore think that the point of order against the gen- 


tleinan’s motion ought to be sustained. 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, the only question here is 
whether this amendment is germane to any part of the tariff 
bill. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and the gentle- 


man from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] have fairly pointed out the 
provisions under which the President is directed to ascertain 
information, This amendment is germane to those provisions. 
Even if no’such clauses were included, this amendment would 
be germane to any bill raising revenue, under the interpreta- 
tion which this House has given more than once to the mean- 
ing of those words, “ raising revenue.” 

The question of the meaning of the words “ raising revenue” 
does not happen to have come up, so far as I know, in this par- 
ticular form, but it has come up—in fact, I raised it myself 
in connection with a question of privilege. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] a number of years ago claimed 
the right to bring before the House as a matter of privilege 
a bill consolidating customs districts throughout the country. 
I raised the point of order that the question was not a matter 
of privilege, because, as I held, a bill for the consolidation of 
customs districts is not a bill raising revenue. 

I also raised another point of order, which was sustained; 
but my point of order that a bill consolidating customs 
districts was not a bill raising revenue, I was overruled by Mr. 
Speaker Cannon on the 12th day of February, 1906. You will 
find the decision recorded on page 2453 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, a copy of which I have sent up to the Chair. 

If the Chair will observe, at the bottom of the first column, 
on page 2453, at the place where I have marked the book, the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] moved that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union to consider the bill to provide for the con- 
solidation and reorganization of customs-collection districts. 
Against this motion I raised the two points of order of which I 
have spoken. 

Now, if the Chair will turn to the bottom of page 2454, he 
will find the ruling of Mr. Speaker Cannon: 

The Speaker The Chair is ready to rule, unless the gentleman desires 
to the Chair further. The Chair would be ready to follow, 
touching the first point of order made by the gentleman from Massa- 
el ts |[Mr. GARDNER], the ruling by Mr. Speaker Reed, in which 


ruiing the Chair concurs. Even without that ruling the Chair would 
be inclined to hold that this bill under the rule was privileged. 


Now, what is the ruling of Mr. Speaker Reed, to which Mr. 


as to 


nddress 


Speaker Cannon referred? If the Chair will turn back to page 
2453 and look near the bottom of the second column he will 
find that 

On May 4, 1898, Mr. Charles H. Grosvenor, of Ohio, called up as a 


privileged matter the joint resolution (H. Res. 27) to repeal the joint 
resolution in reference to the free zone on the frontier of Mexico, the 
subject involved being the transportation of dutiable goods and its rela- 


tion to smuggling. 

Mr. Samuel W. T. Lanham, of Texas, made the point of order that 
this was not a bill “raising revenue.” 

The Chair, who at that time was Mr, Speaker Reed, ruled, 


as the Chair will find by turning to page 2454, at the top of the 
first column, as follows: 

So it seems to the Chair that, this being a measure relating to the 
revenues and the collection of the revenues, and without determining 
whether it increases or decreases the revenue, it is a matter that comes 
strictly within the rules and can be considered under the rules. 

The Chair therefore overrules the question of order raised by the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Now, of course those were not exactly parallel cases. In this 
instance it is not a question of privilege. It is a question of 
germaneness. What I wish to point out to the Chair is that 
these rulings indicate the practice of this House in the inter- 
pretation of the meaning of the words “bill raising revenue,” 
and for that reason I ask the attention of the Chair to these 
rulings. 

The CHAIRMAN. If this came in as an independent bill, 
reported from the Ways and Means Committee, would it, in the 
opinion of the gentleman, be privileged? 

Mr. GARDNER. Unquestionably. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the Chair will permit—not to cover 
ground already covered, but to answer the gentleman from 
Massachusetts—the contention of the gentleman, boiled down, 
is that whatever would have been a proper matter for the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to report as privileged would be 
germane to this bill, because this matter is privileged and 
properly comes from the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman ought not to put into my 
mouth such a non sequitur as that, 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman from Massachusetts did not 


put it that baldly, because that would have destroyed the gentle- 
man’s argument; but the effect of his statement is that the 
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Chair held once that a bill undertaking to consolidate « 
customs districts was a privileged bill, that could be rey 
from the Ways and Means Committee, and therefore ¢}, 
would be germane to a revenue bill; but the proposition 
which the Chair is confronted is whether such a bill 
present one having been reported, there is anything in 
which this proposed amendment can be held to be germane | 
is not a question as to whether this particular Tariff }; 
amendment would be a matter proper to be referred { 
Committee on Ways and Means, and reported by it, and 
being reported by it, would be privileged, but it is whethe: 

is anything in this bill raising revenue which makes this 2 
ment germane to it. 

Now, I submit to the Chair that nothing has been ad | 
by the other side to show that the matter is germane to {| 
It does not affect the raising of revenue as applied in th 
It does not affect rates at all. It simply provides fo 
creation of a board which shall have certain defined « 
And, by the way, in passing, it does not enlarge in the s! 
the power that now exists to ascertain everything that is d fl 
in this particular, because the Bureau of Foreign and 1: 
Commerce created last year by a Democratic House | 
the power that is given in this bill, in language as ex) 
that contained in this amendment. Now, it would be ver 
more appropriate to amend that law than to add it t 
particular revenue bill, 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Is there any provision under which the 2 
of Foreign and Domestic Commerce can subpceena witnes 
take their testimony under oath? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not think there is any doubt t! 
bureau has ample power to make such investigations 
ports as are necessary to advise Congress or the Preside 
on tariff matters. 

Mr. MANN. I notice that the gentleman did not answ 
question. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, the gentleman asked a questi 
is not necessarily germare. I have the provision that transfers 
the duties of the old bureau to the Bureau of Forei 
Domestic Commerce. I am not prepared to say offhand w! 
that bureau would have the right to subpena witnesses « 
but I am prepared to say that in several respects the lang 
of this law creating the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic ( 
merce makes a more complete bureau for the investig 
tariff matters than the proposed amendment of the x 
from New York. 

Mr. MANN. 
seriously. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It is not only said seriously, but | 
it is demonstrably accurate. 

The law creating the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic ( 
merce is found in Public Act, No. 299, approved Augu 
1912, and is as follows: 

The Bureau of Manufactures and the Bureau of Statistics, | f 
the Department of Commerce and Labor, are hereby consolid 
one bureau to be known as the Bureau of Foreign and Domes 
merce, to take effect July 1, 1912, and the duties required by !a 
performed by the Bureau of Manufactures and the Bureau of 8! 
are transferred to and shall after that date be performed 
Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. 

Those certain duties of the Department of Labor, or Bu 
Labor, contained in section 7 of the act approved June 13, 18ss 
established the same, which especially charged it “to ascertain 
early a date as possible, and whenever industrial changes sh: 
it essential, the cost of producing articles at the time dutiabl 
United States, in leading countries where such articles are pr 
by fully specified units of production, and under a classificatio: 
ing the different elements of cost, or = cost, of such 
of production, including the wages paid in such industries | 
week, month, or year, or by the piece; and hours employed | 
and the profits of manufacturers and producers of such artic! 
the comparative cost of living, and the kind of living; what art 
controlied by trusts or other combinations of capital, business 
tions, or labor, and what effect said trusts, or other combinat 
capital, business operations, or labor have on production and 
are hereby transferred to and shall hereafter be discharged 
Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, and it shall be © 
duty of said Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce to ma! 
special investigation and report on_particular subjects when ! a 
to do so by the President or either House of Congress. 3 ; 

Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce : Chief of bureau, $+ ; 
assistant chiefs of burean, 1 at $3,000, 1 at $2,750; Chief of | m 
of Consular Reports, $2,500; chief clerk, $2,250; stenogra))' 
chief of the bureau, $1,600; clerks—T7 of class 4, 5 of class © 
$1,500, 11 of class 2, 14 of class 1, 17 at $1,000 each, 11 at $900 
messenger; 5 assistant messengers; 4 laborers; laborer, $450; 
$104,860. 

To enable the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce to | 


and publish the tariffs of foreign countries in the English lan 
with the equivalents in currency, weights, and measures of t 


Surely the gentleman does not 


beri 


he | 


States of all such foreign terms used in said tariffs, and to i = ; ; 
information to Congress and the Executive relative to custots : 
and regulations of foreign countries, and the purchase ot books ©" % 
periodicals, $10,000. s 
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further promote and develop the foreign and domestic comme: | the various q ns relating to tl us { i] ites 
United States, $60,000, to be expended under the direction of | tile, mant facturing, mining, and indu a , \ 
f secretary of Commerce and Labor. States so far as the same may be nece rv to t! ‘ 
‘ » rir Tt ? ' ° = ° te ra} judicions tar ra revision of the exist tariff 1 
Mr. GARDNER. rhe gentleman from Kentucky is n l Be gt at Beate redone dt gpeetin 
pposing that I cited only one case. I cited the free-zone | sion, in the pr ion of its inqui , is e ‘ i 
in Mexico, and I cited the case of the consolidation of the | ferent portions and lor ft t 
; ; ‘ ‘ i; ot I t S¢ r ' \ les that tl ¥ 
houses and districts. In both cases the Committee on | «,,) ft t i i t ' 
* es . . 8? as , ( t ‘ li . i investi l Ss | l 
< snd Means claimed privilege for their bills under section } in the bil 
Rule XI, which gives the Committee on Ways and Means| = jj wwnarent that the bill was very simila: :' 
t to report at any time “ on bills raising revenue.” ; acteristics to the proposed amen ae ii a ; 
SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
Mr. GARDNER. Yes. The Chair { 1 tl ; et y ' 
\ir. SHERLEY. Suppose there was a bill reported out by | referred to ( v > 
Vavs and Means Committee that dealt with internal revenue Fel lary 8, 1S , * 1 to 
. “ : or . the Cor t t \ l l S é t I } 
nd only one subject of internal revenue; does the gentle- | gore ¢ aan , 
think it would be in order to offer as an amendment to | Refer ‘has been mac t - \ 
a reciprocity agreement touching customs duties with | clause of f rules in ord to { 
a : ; provides 
Canada? | I either tain dn ah 
GARDNER. Probably not. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the | in the preceding rule, as follow 


f eases Which I cited privilege was claimed under that pro- ; ne and the bonded debt of the U1 i t ( 








of the rules which gives the Committee on Ways and | ©“ [na comm dh ait tiea aig —_ , 
| the right to report at any time “ on bills raising revenue.” | at any time on matt in : ' : 
; nothing else under the sun for which the Committee on | ™! ohn ones thorized to r ‘ 
s and Means may claim privilege except bills raising reve- | pee a aca ok te Atherraganony Bg ap ‘7. 
Such being the case, the question has arisen, What is the | its consider: n before the ¢ of the } 
« which the House gives to the words “bills raising | ' » such precedence, it is entitled use of t 
"2 Twice it has been decided distinctly that the words |" py0 Tyrie monid snewest wor [Rising revenue es 
raisi revenue’ must be construed in the broadest pos- | jnd by t citation Rule XI, 1 : 
i Vv i ct Vor t 
FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I believe the committee odie aealae = s 
lebted to the gentleman from Massachusetts for raising an | i ‘ i : t 
hich simplifies the determination of this question. My | te cat t e i 
nding of the contention of the gentleman from Massa- | : oa " : a ~ * sane ie , 
is that the criterion in this instance is as to whether | ne to re ul ( ed it is 1 subjects re to 
ular bill is privileged under the rule giving the commit reve bs 2 is it revenue s, but bills for r 4 e 
vht to report bills affecting the revenue. That rule has pe Phen E ‘ = cae wth tan 
broadly construed in sustaining the power of the | > eaende 7 words “ 
( tee on Ways and Means, and I take it that the conten- | bills la tax t ne al 
f tl gentleman from Massachusetts is that to a bill | °f the ( as ; _and the ‘ . su 
. revenue, reported from the Committee on Ways and \ “The ations imply of the | lence 
which is a privileged matter, any amendment which, if estions which have been ed s of 
1 as an independent measure, would be privileged as a | Provlem w ct ee = oe : 
» measure if- reported from the Committee on’ Ways snd It suff mt to d ' e 
would be in order as an amendment to this bill. Then the Cha ting s other mat uA } : 
‘tleman from Massachusetts has not been as frank in | qyite material. sustained the point of orde 
tention to the precedents on this occasion as he usually | pi] had not precedence under the rules at that 
ler pal graph h6 of Rule Ae section Ti2 of the digest Mr. GARDNER Mi ("} wa the a . 1 
he authorities are collated, there is an authority to Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes 
Nout sacle ene Sy See Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman has omitted to read 
lig : second footnote to that case on page 956. W the ge 
reviese of the Committee on Ways and Means to report bills | be kind enough to read that or allow me to read 
but a bill providing for a tariff commission and a decla te = Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I « d atte: to it. 
n on a subject relating to the revenue were held not to be | It says: 
rapta-tatehine te | See section 4020 for the form of t 
Precedents, volume 4, section 4626, presents this very | I called attention at the outset of my statement to the f: 


where a bill had been reported from the Committee on 





: ‘| that procedure at that time was different under the rules than 
‘ , oe esata in oe si ommission, and it WS | the existing procedure. At that time the mot was to go into 
t not » be ¢ revenue i rit I he ht r oO he r ; . . 
, - enue - | os lin the meaning of the rule | 4,4 Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
yr revenue Ss "ry ore - . eet 
ae he privueged. for the purpose of considering bills on the Union Cale r 
A bill providing for a tariff commission was held not to be a That } vr nen. men _ ' ' 
a ; ‘ he ie committee was 1e lis which were then pr 
ar | within the meaning of the rule giving such bills privilege. i A the Comanitt , ; forn ed, bi W ere 1 pl 
. larch 7, 1882, the House being in Committee of the Whole House | “ ged, becnuse the committee had the right to report at any rie 
state of the Union, Mr. John A. Kasson, of Iowa, moved that | could be taken up out of order on the calendar The prac 
mittee proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2315) - { ; t j ler 
; . : os , oe So 1 ; differen n that unde ur pres rules and pra 
for the appointment of a commission to investigate the ques- now ™ d a : ent im - — on . on mn _ 
the tariff and internal-revenue law, which had been reported the motion is made at the outset that the House resolve it 
ay . a on Ways and Means. into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
aware Kk. Valentine, of Nebraska made the point of order | Itniny 7 , +4 hil 
this bill might not be taken up out of order, since it was neithe: Union for th purpe t col . ing a designated b 
nue bill nor an appropriation bill nor a bill for the improvement bill must be of the privileged character in order to permi rh 
ers and harbors. ° ;} motion to prevail against objection. 
| 7 fi . 
\t that time, Mr. Chairman, under the rules of the House the | _ If the gentleman from Alabama at any time on any day afier 
tice was instead of moving to go into Committee of the | the Journal has been approved submitted a motion that the 
1 


e House on the state of the Union to consider some par- | House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole Hor 
ar bill to move that the House resolve itself into Com- | 0 the state of the Union for the purpose of considering a bill 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider | to create a tariff commission, if the point of order were 
on the Union or the Private Calendar, and then by motion | Posed that it was not a privileged motion, there can be no doubt 
| was selected for consideration. If it were a privileged | in the mind of the Chair that the Chair would hold the moti: 
could be taken up out of order, thus putting it in the could not prevail, but must be declared out of order ri 
category as under our present practice, where the motion | Whole argument of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr 
to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | G@48DNeER] was to the effect that this proposed amendment was 
on to consider revenue bills as privileged matter. in order because it was germane under the rule, it being a 
After debate, the Chairman ruled— matter over which the Committee on Ways and Means had 
The Chair finds on inspection of the bill. in the first instance, that it | Jurisdiction, and that it would be privileged because it came 
56 od neaos commission called “ the ‘Tariff Commission”; that in the | within the rulings describing bills as bills raising revenue. If 
, mm it gives the number of such commissioners, provides for | the gentleman's contention can not be sustained, then the entire 


r SMaries, and the payment of such officers and assis 
aoa , } h of : assistants es ma st fs 
provided. In the third section the duty of such commission is pre argument must fall. 


‘cribed. It is to take into consideration and thoroughly investigate all| Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 


it 
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Mr. FITZGYRALD. I yield. 


Mr. GARDNER. Will not the gentleman admit he has been 
discussing a ense decided by Chairman Robinson under another 
form of the rule and overruled by two Speakers of the House, 
as the footnotes clearly indicate? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘The footnotes in the volume of Hinds’ 


Precedents which I h 
Mr. GARDNER. Wi 
the ruling of Chairt 
Mr 


so indicate. 


1! the gentleman admit 


ive do not 
that he has been 
ian Robinson, and that it was over- 
ruled by Speaker Reed and Mr. Speaker Cannon? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no. 
GARDNER. That is 
changed 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make no such If the rul- 
ing has been substantially o “d by Reed and 
Mr. Speaker Cannon, the very distinguished gentleman who pre- 


reading 


Mr the ruling before the rule was 


statement. 


errul Mr. Speaker 


pared this digest, and who was Mr. Reed’s parliamentary clerk 
and admired as a parliamentarian above all men who had ever 
served in Congress and for whose decisions he had a particu- 
larly high regard, would have clearly indicated in the notes that 
this decision was no longer considered as binding, but had been 
overruled by Mr. Speaker Reed; but there is no such note, 
there is no such indication. 


Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Just let me finish this statement, because 
I wish it complete. If the gentleman from Maine, who pre- 
pared 

Mr. GARDNER. Just moment — 

Mr. FITZGERALD (continuing). If Mr. Hinps, who pre 


pared the Precedents, which are so valuable, had any suspicion 
that this ruling was not a precedent to be followed, he would 
not have taken a page and a half in setting forth in fine type 
the reasoning of Mr. Robinson, the chairman of the committee, 
who made this decision. 

Mr. GARDNER, Will 


the gentleman yield to me for one 


question ? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes: I yield. 


Mr. GARDNER. What is the meaning of this sentence in 
Mr. Hinps's footnotes: “It is now the usage under the rule to 
move to take up any bill"? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I supposed the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts was more familiar with the rules than he indicates, 
but perhaps it is necessary even to remind him of what the 
practice is. Under the rules to-day, Mr. Chairman, there is 
what is known as the morning hour, not very frequently taken 

of. but nevertheless there is a morning hour under | 


advantage 


the rule. When the committees are called, for one hour, any 
bill upon the House Calendar, at the direction of the committee 
reporting it. can be ealled up for consideration. At the expira- 


tion of one bour from the time the call of committees has com- 
iced Member, if he be authorized by a committee to do 
so. can tuke a Member off the floor and submit a motion 
the Hous lve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of some par- 
ticular bill the Union Calendar. In 1882, if I recall what 
the practice was at that time, although I have not refreshed my 
memory recently. instead of submitting a motion to consider a 
particular bill the motion in order was to resolve the House into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of bills on the Union Calendar. Under 
our present practice one amendment is in order to a motion; 
that is. to take up a particular bill and substitute another. If 
my memory be inaccurate, I am quite sure the gentleman from 
Massachusetts and his collaborator, the gentleman from Maine, 
who prepared these precedents, will correct me, and I shall wait 
a moment to give them that opportunity. If not, I shall proceed 
further. While I have not read the rules which were in force 
in 1882 for some time, yet 


me any 


e res 


Liye n 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yleld? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. MANN. The motions which the gentleman made at- 


tracted our attention, but we could not hear what the gentle. 


man sid. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I will repeat it. Under our present 
practice—and I invite the attention of the gentlemen from 
New England, so that I may not be compelled te make this 
statement a third time; I invite the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts [Mr. GarpNner] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Hinps] to give attention to this statement, so I may pass be 
yond this point in the argument—under our rules at the pres- 
ent time there is a morning hour. 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 
tleman’s previous explanation. 


I heard the gen- 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, the gentleman from Tlinois, the 
leader of the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, 


called my attention to the fact he could not hear. 
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tion has 
statement of the practice now and in 1882 is incorrect. 


is not. 
to whether this amendment is 
that I was coming. 
from 
of the gentlemen on that side must fall. 
tirely new subject matter, although it may 
to matters in the bill, can not be admitted as an amend 
the theory that it is germane. 


that 











May @ 





) 
Mr. GARDNER. I will answer, if the gentleman wishe 
now. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman called my attenti to 
the fact that my statement had not been heard by the 
man. 
Mr. GARDNER. I heard the whole dissertation on @ 


morning hour and on the motion to go into the Committee o¢ 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, which fol): { 
under the order of business. 
the footnote. 
Calendar 
after the morning hour. 
possibly have any reference to that circumstance. 


The subject has nothing to do wit} 
The gentleman knows that any bill on the | 
be reached under the next order of } 
He knows that the footnote can 


may 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 


not satisfied 


The gentleman’s illuminating ex 
me and has not demonstrated that 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gent 


from New York that his opinion is that the question of wh 
or not the matter is privileged—— 


Mr. FITZGERALD. That is quite true, Mr. Chairma: It 
jut it has a very important bearing on the questi 
germane. It was to that 
Because if the contention of the ge 
chusetts can not be sustained the entire 
Under decis 
lave some ri 


Mass: 


One valuable test to ascertain whether this proposed 


ment is germane to the subject matter in the bill is this ¢ g 
to whether if it were contained in a separate bill and re 1 
from the Committee on Ways and Means it would be pri\ 
because the Committee on Ways and Means could only 
such matters as privileged under the rule as relate to the r 


As it has been held that a bill creating a tariff commi 

not privileged, it must be a matter distinct from the s t 
matter of a revenue bill. It seems to me, Mr. Chairn i 
view of the difficulty at times of determining what is the 


ject matter of a bill, and how some matters relating to o1 


other may still not be germane, that here is a test for the 
pending question that clearly demonstrates that this part r 
provision can not be held to be germane to subject mat } 
this bill. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield for a questi 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New Y 
Firzceratp] yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. ¢ 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will. 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman says that the proposed 
ment is not germane to the subject matter in the bill or « Q 
bill. Now, I the gentleman this question: The b 5 
more than one purpose, has it not? The title says the | 
bill “ To reduce tariff duties.” That is one purpose. It further 
says that it is a bill “To provide revenue.” That is r 
purpose. And then, that it is a bill “ For other purpos 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, specify them. 

Mr. COOPER. One of them, these other purposes, 
tinctly specified in paragraph A, on page 195. I ask the 
man from New York if that is not true. Paragraph A, o ’ 
195 of the bill, provides for something entirely distinct f: 
reduction of revenue rates or the providing of revenue. 


ask 


Mr. FITZGERALD. That may be—— 
Mr. COOPER. Please permit me to ask a question. 


1 


paragraph expressly authorizes and empowers the Presi 
the United States to negotiate trade agreements with a 
increasing importations into this country and to extend 
exports to foreign countries, and with a view to mutual! 
sions looking to freer trade and further reciprocal exp 
trade. That is the language of the bill. Now, I ask the 
man from New York [Mr. Fitzcreratp] if that paragi 
not involve inquiry for the ascertainment of facts, w 
quiry it is impossible for the President himself to condu 
that being so, does not the amendment of the gentlema 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] simply provide the machinery b 
to ascertain the facts, the effect of rates abroad, the « 
the exactions of foreign laws, the effect of foreign export ( 
and bounties, and of any regulations imposed at any ti 
any foreign country upon the importation into or sale 
such foreign country of any products of the United St 
order to enable the President properly to execute this pro 
authorizing him to negotiate reciprocal trade agreements w 
view to extending our trade? It simply provides the mac! 
absolutely necessary for the ascertainment of the facts, w 
which it will be impossible for the President successful!) 
negotiate reciprocal trade agreements, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Whatever opinion the gentleman 
have as to whether this amendment provides the machiner) 


















1915. 











enable that to be done, it does not itself make a provision to 
vide a tariff commission or provide the machinery to carry 
the purposes of the bill germane under the rule. For in- 

e. I call the gentleman's attention to this reference in the 

Thi 


re not necessarily germane because they are related 


have been held not to 
tion relating to 


1s 





be germane: 


the terms of Senators, an amendment 


; “ty mamner of election. 7 very brief there are but two s us Int ( 
hot merely provided the machinery for the election of the ( Hur to onsider in this conne on, and they Lif 
rs whose terms were changed, but it was not sufficient to and I\ oo : 
the provision germane, and it was not held to be in order. section + empowers the cot 1 to muike { n 
i so in this instance, merely because some machinery is ’ cost of production, a » forth, for w ih 
1 to enable the President to discharge duties imposed upon | *’C' #8 
does not necessarily mean that legislation providing the eher Presi ~ a r cor g 
inery is germane to the legislation imposing the duties. tration of the custor ; 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New| yw), ere 
, : What law? ‘This bill, soc 
k has expired. consideration \nd is it { 
LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that it is vide ‘ie . ‘part or gee - = 
ry for the Chair to decide the issue raised between the | oy ee . ok ; 7 ; 
in from Massachusetts [Mr. Garpner] and the gentle- ae ae _ body ba nc p aad the Frese 
from New York [Mr. Firzcerarp]. I do not believe that tals Eero 
; : . . s " . . And in order to s w that he w ! dd 
Chair in passing upon this question will consider the ques- eg argon oa : 
. : a ’ . ee . is ‘ ti * Al > A he Cali tire itenut h i tne Chall ’ i 
whether this amendment is offered at the proper place or 
t he will decide whether it is proper at any place in the os 4 ae enal ‘ os lent ft 
any time by : ' 
w. Mr. Chairman, there are two purposes in the amend- | in any su n ce 
ffered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], | 28 fo any export bout paid ’ 
oking to the readjustment of import duties in the future Sente ~~ e proce 
i the other to aid the President in the administration of this | thereof, and to t e | ; 
ery law. wit i natio ind « 
Now, with reference to the first—and my colleague from Wis- = i. Sal : as walk 7 
1 [Mr. Cooper] has ealled the attention of the House to | . 
4—I will ask the Chair to turn to that section, para- | |, S°%> You have & section iD to S 
nA bill which provides that if y f ' 
CHTAIRMAN. What page? Pees POR Or nat eX] et at { n s 
Mr. LENROOT. Page 195. It reads: , BE ace ed to the rates 5 ou hive I m ie _ € 
; : . . baad | port duties the amount of that bounty And t ¢ : ) 
for the purpose of readjusting the present duties on importa- | } - 
to the United States and at the same time to encourage the | be necessary for the President | et that { A 
le of this country | this amendment that the gentlem fi : ‘ : offers 
i so forth. Now let me stop right there for a moment. | expressly provided that this pt sed t < 
mendment looks toward a future adjustment of tariff | for the purpose of assisting | Presiden | 
Chis very bill now under consideration before the com- | secure this information. 
also has opened the same door, because it looks toward Further on you have another section, known f ! 
re adjustment of tariff duties. This bill as it is framed | clause, that has already been referred to, tl where es 
nt proposes doing it in a certain way, to wit, by em- | are soid or invoiced at a less price here than . » CO 
ng the President to negotiate trade agreements with for- | sold for abroad there shall be an added duty | 
tions. And then it provides that when those treaties | articles. It wiil be necessary for the President of e | | 
been negotiated they shall be submitted to Congress, to | States to get that information. 
louse as well as to the Senate, for ratification. And so all of the information that is s to be se 
Now, Mr. Chairman, supposing this amendment offered by | through the medium of tariff commission is fornunt { 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAyNe] was offered to | is proper and necessary under the ter of this bill. i 
sraph A, so that it would read: “That for the purpose of | Chair can well throw aside auy question of ether we ! 
justing the present duties on importations into the United | under some circumstances be pris sed OF t, in ecls 
s, and at the same time to encourage the export trade | to me, the Chair must find that the ue iF sti 
s country, the President shall” do these things “and also | tive features of this bill is ) ke th 
ff commission shall be created,” just as is proposed by | amendment germane. 
entleman from New York. Mr. HARDWICK. Suppose out of good proposit ie 
Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? | embraced in the motion of the gentleman fr New York |) 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin | PAYNE] one, and one only, might be idered I ( | 
eld to the gentleman from Georgia? that be coupled up with a lot of other \ 1 i 
LENROOT. Certainly. not germane and the amendment of the ‘ from N 
Mr. HARDWICK. The Tariff Commission, according to the | York be held in order? 
eman’s amendment, is to do three things, which are en Mr. LENROOT. I Imit that it d 1 | et l 
y different from that provided for in the section of the | to show that every particle of invest t i fe 
which the gentleman refers to. mission is directed to make is pro} nd ne 
Mr. LENROOT. We shall see about that. The gentleman | various sections of this bill. [Applause on 1 Republ de. ] 
s it is to do three things. There are only two, as a matter | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, we difl 
fact, first, to ascertain the cost of production. and, second, | questions, and after listening for many y ‘ ! 
| the President, and they are strictly germane to the pro- | points of order I recognize the fact t] ue 
ons of the bill. Now, those all tend either to the admin- | further on what is germane to a bill than s ie 
ation of the law or to a future adjustment of tariff duties, | tut it does’ not seem to me the b (|  ¢ 
st as you provide in the beginning of paragraph A. | doubt that this proposition is not germa to | 
But aside from that, Mr. Chairman, let us consider its ger-| A few minutes ago the gentleman from Massachusetts [) 
nuineness with reference to the language of section A, empow- GARDNER] said that a revenue | wa raised 
ering the President to negotiate treaties with other countries. | As a matter of fact, the lang e of the f $s that 
What is the information that the amendment offered by the fecting the revenue are privileged in the Hous N 
centleman from New York proposes to secure? Information as | can be no question under that rule that this amendment 
lifferences in cost of production, differences in wages, differ- | not affect revenue. It may affect the information of a | 
ences in prices. Will the Chair rule that that information is | men who intend to write a bill that affects revenue, b 
of value to the President of the United States; is not of | itself it has no clause whatever that affects the pur] of t! 
‘Jue to the Congress of the United States when those treaties | bill. Now, gentlemen seek to hang the germaneness of this | 
shall be prepared by the President and returned to the Con- | on the proposition that we have directed the President of 
stress for ratification? United States to inform the Congre as to certain facts 
Of course, I appreciate the fact that one side of this House | reference to the importation of goods into this country That 
does not believe, or at least some of the time does not believe | does not make this proposition germane to it. This House 
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| [laughter on the Republican side], that costs of prod on have 
| anything to do with a treaty or with a tariff duty. and vet, 
of course, the Chair would not rule it ou q 1, 
knowing that one great school of political t) ) e 
that the cost of production was a ve ry mate ( > 
fixing of import duties. 
Now, with reference to the amendment it ‘ | e 











within a year has established the machinery of government by 
wi! . Pr ent of th | ite, Stat 24 in ¢ hie the facets 
ae 1 nd tl } ’ ! y, already established, can 
t { $ not niy I tion t t we call for in 
this | give C% he informat ealled for 
it Pat nt ! Bt iu of For- 
eig I le ¢ el 1 led for that purpose. 

ry) ! I vi MANN] vs that I have 
re ted. |] 1 tl House ever asserted more positively 
t! I terate 1 that I desire 
t! I mil ti \ Means ¢ rittee shall be 
{ ! BS I ) om p n that 
i hoa t ft} are 
l i I \ : I We 

‘ ( I 0 | ( 1 ! a 
] f é ( { Ww be « 1 « | 
‘ 

W \ ‘ i t] > . hk t a YT » < ving 
1) b ‘ e l for a re ! 1 President 
c i | n of tl » th 
| I ‘ { T or ti { it to is 
‘ nt f that t ! ais ge S bill be 

j t t ‘ on \ l S yuld 

} tri t i ) y that a bill zing the ent 
jt I ( the Un is Ss » this re 
! 

Why, after cl: » in the adm tration fea 
ti | t] t the circuit oul 1 the dis 
tri ( { 1 l d States shall | ve jurisdi h over cer 
tuin offense nd that they are authorized to people for 
As t af thi } y r ean j t S 
J p ich ce 1 t t ry of the 
, f this land is to-day ineffective to carry out the pro 
' of t 3 bill, and therefore it is in « rand germane 

! re this House an amend! that would revise | 
tem. Why not do so? If the only peg 

1 ha to | ti mtent 1 on is that l eed, accord- 

{ oul a be ) e of cl ery > ¢ ertain the | 
i 3 tl ve have to-day, why can not you contend just as 
legitimately that you need a better p » of machinery to pun- 

CI e than you have to-day? | 

r, GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the 
( ir to the fact that sect 56, Rule XI, gives to the Com 
m n Ways and Means the privilege to rey at any time 
“on bills 1 ng revenue.” I hope the gentleman from Ala- 
bal wil ] contradicted me, will insert in the Rercorp 
ihe provision of the rule which I understood him to say gives 
the committee th rivilege to report at any time on bills 
if the revenue 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill being considered by the com 
mittee is H. R. 3321, entitled “A bill to reduce tariff duties and 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes.” 
The subject of the bill is presumed to be and is in fact stated 
very fully in the tithe. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] has proposed as a pew paragraph an amendment at 
the end of section 1 to create a tariff commission. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. UNperwoop] makes the point of 
order thut the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] is not in order, because it is not ger- 
mane to the bill under the rules of the House. 





as 


eral 


history of 


Under g parliamentary law, the Chair remembers 
the such an amendment would unquestionably be 
in order, a1 e not in order now it is because of the rules 
of the House which have been adopted for its guidance. 


Section 7 of Ruie XVI is an old rule in this House, having 


been in operation, if the Chair remembers correctly, since 1822. 
That part of it which seems to be germane to this discussion 
now is: 


No motion or proposition on a subject different from that under con- 


sideration shall be admitted under color of amendment. 
At the beginning of the last Congress an additional rule was 
placed in the rules of the House, which reads: 


No amendment shall be in order to any bill affecting revenue which 
is not mane to the subject matter in the bill, nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item of such bill be in order which does not directly relate 
to the item to which the amendment ts proposed. 


The last paragraph which the Chair read admittedly would 
have no application to the particular case now under considera- 
tion before the committee. But the language of the first part 
of this clause 3, Rule XXI—* no amendment shall be in order to 
any bill affecting revenue which is not germane to the subject 
matter of the bill "—evidently was intended to still further 
restrict the policy contained in clause 7 of Rule XVI. Now, 
it is admitted by all that the Committee on Ways and Means, 
as, indeed, I think, every other committee in the House except 
the Committee on Appropriations, can bring in as a substantive 
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part of a bill legislative matters that world not be | 
offered as an amendment from the floor of He 
clauses will not for such rea | ‘ to a } 
when brought in as a subst: ive part of the b 

So that question of whether this would | i 
had been brought in as a substantive part of the bil 
be passed up by the Chair Neither does the (! 
that the question of whether it would be a pri 
is Suggested by the g einan from Massac] i 
NER] is-of conseq ce in this d ion. How 
the q n, after all, whether the matter is 1 

privile dl, Is it ge ane; is the pro d 
: us to clause 7 of Rule XVI d to elat : I 

The Chair has examined this ar d with « 

re, and 2 2 ght best he could to ’ 
under ce ib re t) ce ittee, the pur; 

S eX] se the title The C] r does not b 
Its spirit d intent nD s fairly o be dex 1 fre 
nA > of the mendn nt prope i it is ft} ’ 
me Iment to bring pout | tion l i v7 

r contained in the bill under considera ‘ 
theref ¢ sustains the point of ord ’ 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I 1 f 
deci n of the Chair 

The CHAIRMAN he x ' 7 | 
rie ad cisi f the C] j e q ~ 
of he { § nd S$ the - l i { 

Chair will ask the genile: 1 from Mi i [Mi 
to take the chair. 

Mh VIANN, Ir. Chai n, bil e the (¢ 
barrassment I will ask for tellers 

lellers were ordered nd Mr. MANN and Mr. Un 
were named to act as tellers. 

The commit “l; and there wet1 ves 164 

So the f determined +t the n of 
should ] s tl lecisi n of the « l rif e. 

Mr. IWNER Mr. Chairmen, I offer the f wW 
ment, as a new paragraph, which I send to the des 
to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, by adding a new p h following t word 
in line 27 ge 1 as follows 

“661. The | ) ns of the d ab! he t } 
€ 1 shall « t the min um t I 

) That from and after the 31st h 197 
ot! ise specially provided for in this section, there sl 
co d, and paid on all articles when imported fr 
country into the United States, or into any of its pos 
the Philippine Islands and the islands of Guam and 1 
of duty prescribed by the schedules and pat aphs of t 
h n, and in addition thereto 25 per cent ad valores 
shall constitute the maxi tariff of the United St 
‘hat whenever, after the st day of March, 1914, and 
after as the President be satisfied, in view of th t 
the concessions granted by the minimum tariff of the United 
that the Government of any foreign country imposes no ! 
| strictions, either in the way of tariff rates or provisions, trad 
| regulations, charges, exactions, or in any other manner, di: 
indirectly, upon the importation into or the sale in such foreig: 
|} of any ag ultural, mar ‘tured, or other product of the 
States, which unduly discriminate against the United Stat 
products thereof, and that such foreign country pays no « 
or imposes no export duty or prohibition wpon the export 


article to the United States which unduly discrimi 





United States or the products thereof, and that such forse 
accords to the agricultural, manufactured, or other product 


United States treatment which is reciprocal and equivalent 


and thereafter, upon proclamation to this effect by the Presid 
United States, all articles when imported into the United Sta 
any of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands and the 


of Guam and Tutuila), from such foreign country shall, except 
wise herein provided, be admitted under the terms of the 
tariff of the United States as prescribed by section 1 of this a 
proclamation issued by the President under the authority b« 
ferred and the application of the minimum tariff thereupon 
with the facts as found by the President, extend 
whole of any foreign country, or may be confined to or exclud 
its effect any dependency, colony, or other political subdiv 
authority to adopt and enforce tariff legislation, or to impo 
tions or reguiations, or to grant concessions upon the exp 
importation of articles which are, or may be, imported into th: 
States. Whenever the President shall be satisfied that the con 
which led to the issuance of the proclamation hereinbefore a 
no longer exist, he shall issue a proclamation to this effect, 
days thereafter the provisions of the maximum tariff shall | i 
to the importation of articles from such country. Whenever t! 
visions of the maximum tariff of the United States shall b 
to articles imported from any foreign country they shall be 
to the products of such country, whether imported directly 1 
country of production or otherwise. 

™ we 7 ~ * 


“(b) That the President shall have power and it shal! be his 
to give notice, within 10 days after the passage of this act, 


m 
a 










foreign countries with which commercial agreements in conformity i 
the authority granted by section 3 of the act entitled “An act to p ) 
revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 0! e 
United States,” approved July 24, 1897, have been cr shall have ! 
entered into, of the intention of the United States to terminate ; 





agreement at a time specified in such notice, which time shall in 











xcept as hereinafter provided, be longer than the pertod of time 





d in such agreements, respectively, for notice for their termina- 
‘ and upon the expiration of the periods when such notice of 
ation shall become effective the suspension of duties provided for 
h agreements shall be revoked, and thereafter importations from 
intries sha be ibject to no other conditions or rates of duty 
those pres« “li by this act and such other acts of Congress as 
ye cont! i in force: Provided, That until the expiration of the 
n notice of intention to terminate hereinbefore provided 
i becot Yective, or ntil such date pr theret as 
racting parti nay by mutual consent select, the t 3 
I s shall remain in force ind provided 
That in the case of thos omme | agreements or arrange- 
ntain no stipul 1 regard to their termination by 
act n the ' a uthorized to give to the Govern- 
neerned a notice termination of six months, which notice 
from Aopril », 1914. 
Vr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask nnanimous consent 
debate on this amendment nd all amendments thereto 
n five minutes. 
e CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
re was no objection 
rOWNER. Mr. Chairman, this is an amendment pro- 
¢ that the maximum and minimum feature shall be applied 


to the present tariff bill. 
e ure at present three tariff systems used by the prin- 
7 untions of the world. The single or unchanging system, 
is called the auton ous system, is that adopted by 
( Britain. It is appropriate to a country whose tariff is 
y fisenl, and it not adapted to change by negotiation 
l ; best adapted to a nation which places duties on but a few 


fer. 

This 
ree pro- 
are 
or 


in effect, 


i 
es and has no favors to ask and no concessions to of 
ond plan is the general 
where rates 
Upon 

with individual nations, by 
re granted in return for 


all tariff rates sub 


or “ conventional ” system. 
are established upon a la 
special 
which 


like fa vors., 


ff system 


this basis negotiations 


n of imports. 
concessions 


This, 


ject to separate treaty acreement. 
third method is the maximum and minimum provision, 
s I have provided for in this amendment. By this system 
rates are established, and the minimum or lesser rates are 


1 only upon grant of like minimum rates or equivalent 


evident that the first system is not adapted to the pres- 


! to our situation as regards the importation of for- 
ds. It is appropriate only where few articles are on 


Is 


thousands. 


ble list, and we have 
i considered, 


Such a system 
revenue only and where tariff 


are placed on a few articles, generally used, but-not pro- 


ble where is 


d in the importing country. In such case the amount of 
; and their cost do not affect domestic production. It 


is not such as would make this 
ts the adoption of such a 


itted that the present bill 
m applicable, and no 


at present 


ohe sugge 


here is a provision in the bill which is an attempt to pro- 
or the general or conventional system. But it is a weak 
| ineffectual attempt. In this provision the President is au- 


negotinte trade agreements with 





rized to foreign nations, 


pl ded such agreements shall be submitted to Congress for 
ition. But such power already exists without this pro 
on. Under it President Roosevelt negotiated our 


present 
( n treaty. Under it President Taft negotiated the ill-fated 
dian reciprocity agreement. 

In order to be effective under a system where individual 
tariff agreements must be made with each Government, power 
should be lodged in some executive department to negotiate such 

eaties and make such changes. This we are unwilling to do. 
The will not relinquish its power to control this 
great source of revenue, and would have no constitutional 
power to do so if it desired. With our present system we are 

most necessarily precluded from individual trade agreements 
reciprocity treaties with every nation from which we receive 
iorts. To place ourselves at their mércy unless such agree- 
ments are made is certainly not wise. 
[It would appear almost self-evident that the system best 
ed to our condition is the maximum and minimum system. 
he simplest, subject to the least friction, not open to mis- 
conception, not subject to “ most favored nation ” 


Congress 


1% ‘ 
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more stable and uniform in operation, is most easily adminis- | 
t 


ered and most generally understood. Besides it has been tried 
and has been found not only successful, but notably and excep- 
tionally so. 

lu its report the Committee on Ways and Means asserts that 
the maximum and minimum provisions of the Payne law “have 
not been productive of any effective expansion of our foreign 
trade and commerce.” This is so far from being true as to be 
ridiculous. Under the provisions of the Payne law passed in 
1909 foreign nations were given until March 31, 1910, to grant 





to the United States their minimum rates or equivalent conces-| of order. The point of 


sions in order to obtain our minimum rates. 
all the principal nations of the world availed t selves of tha 


privilege. As a consequence we obtaines 


our history the best rates and terms from all the great na l 
It is true that some countries which had before exncted 
terms in their commercial intercourse with us yielded w I 
luectance, France did not send her ; ‘ceptance until Mat 
two days only before the time expired But there was 
slightest friction or difficulty. We treated all alil d 
demanded what others required. 

Since this provision went into operation we have enjoye tl 
largest and most profitable foreign trade the country has « 
known. We | ive inc! sed our export fr S16 OO CM 
1909 to $2,204,000.000 in 1912, an I (MM) OM L> 
ing the same period our import l $ 0) B 
this it appears that w ot only increased our f 
der its provisions more than ever befor 
creased our sales over and above our pure! ) 
system under which such re ts can be ‘ 
lightly to be abandoned 

One wonders why so necessary a 1 e of f-r 
and defense is omitted rhere is, tl ( ( 

It was a Republican measure and it wa tl P ) 
Diseard it notwithstanding it had w ! , « } 


ful results; d rd it even if its ben t | ous had 


given us a better trade position than > had ever bef 
cured; discard it e' f it ie es us hel] ft 
I | Can this be considered states: ishiy it 1 
petty envy, piq and 1 ent 

Che report ys tl t i mand n I 
an attempt to ¢ md ce oe! bw f e t 
“stand and deliver policy.” How absurd is ’ 
Is it an exercise of for to say to a nat W ! ‘ 
lowest rates if in turn we receive y« I 
condition to impose when we say, “ You t ‘ 
terms until we receive yours?” 

The comn ‘ 3 tl he ily vy to «¢ 1 
eign trade “a ry rat i} nes is fl] h mt 
That is just what the may n dt i 
ables us to do Rut our only chance for ‘ 
under the proposed w will be to s further red 
which the sj sor of the bill ¢ re ire Lire } 
they dare make then If after tl s ft l I 
shall again seek to impose her maxim ¢ 
meree, what ean Wwe do? l’r 7 t ‘ ‘ ' 1 | 
without avail GI t her s r 1 
rites fixed in the it b Then every ‘ 
favored nation ” clause in its tre ty, at d nearly ey 
tains such clause, will demand like reduct In fl 
tion we shall be at the mercy of our eager and st 8 
begging favors where experience | taught us f 
be granted. In what a humiliating condition thi 
At the last we shall be compelled to adopt tl mi f { 


will be our only measure of protection 


it now. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the g ‘ , ‘ 
all time has expired The question is on the amendment of 
by the gentleman from Iowa 
“'The question was taken; and on a division (demanded 


2, noes 107. 


ted 


aves G6! 


MANN) there were 


So the amendment was re 








Mr. SWITZER Mr. Chairman, I desire to « ran 
ment to the schedule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 1 rt 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, by inserting ar paragrap t l of ! 
follows: 

‘661. That wher rT al rticles 1 in ¢t ! 
ported t the Ur d States of a rT nd r ! 
United States. if the export or t ! ie al 
the United States, or the pr at ‘ P 
less than the fair market value of the irt 1 se 
consumption in the il and o rf } 
exported to the United Sta t ti tation ft 
United States, there shall be levied olle I, an qd on 
on its importation into the United States ‘ duty ( 
duty) equal to the diff f n the 1 ex 
price of the article for e rt - the e at » su ro 
consigned and the said I ket e thereof f ome ” : 
Provided, That the aid special duty shall not ex 1 li 
valorem In any : 

“* Export r *llin ce’ or ‘ price at whi 
c in this ym shall be beld to 1 und ft le t 
I ! rice for ¢t d é Lusi f all « 8 th I { 
shipment from t { ce exported directly to Un 1 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall make such r nd re 

as are r for tl i ut of tl isitons of tl 


enforcement ‘reof.”’ 


and for the 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point 


order I make is that this amendn 
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affects the free list instead of the tax list. It is only a change 
of what is in the bill. Now, the point of order is that it is 
not germane, or not germane here, as it is in another section of 
the bill, and therefore under the rule is not germane to this 
portion of the bill. I do not mean to say the gentleman can 
not make his amendment, but I mean this is the wrong place 
at which to make that amendment. 

Mr. MANN. No; Mr. Chairman, the present dumping clause 
in the bill was stated by one of the distinguished members of 
the Ways and Means Committee on the Democratic side the 
other day to apply only to the dutiable list. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Rather than take up the time, if there is 
any dispute about it, as it is already in the bill, I withdraw the 
point of order and ask unanimous consent that debate on the 
amendment be limited to five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from 
msent that all debate on the amendme 
ments thereto be closed in five minutes. Is 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none 


Alabama asks unani- 
nt and all amend- 
there objection? 


ous Ce 


Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, this amendment I have just 
proposed is of a more general character than the amendments 


I have previously offered. The dumping clause provided in the 
bill in section 4 applies only to articles upon the dutiable list 
and to articles produced in this country. Now, I see no rea- 
son why, in order to treat everybody fairly, to be just to those 
whose products are upon the free list produced in this country, 


they should not have the same protection by the same sort 
of a law as the individual whose products are upon the dutiable 
list. I rather think there is more reason why a person should 


be protected whose products are upon the free list, for many 
of the industries the products of which are upon the dutiable 
list are carried in this bill under a protective duty. They all 
have recourse to this dumping clause. I can see very readily 
why it does not matter whether we have a dumping clause 
which applies to many articles on the free list, such as coffee, 
rubber, spices, tea, and a good many things of that kind we do 
not produce in this country, but take the matter of corn, pota- 
toes, wool, sugar in three years from now, shingles, lumber, 
coal, iron ore, boots and shoes, and a good many of the prod- 
ucts of the forest, and a majority of the products of the 
farms of this country placed by this bill upon the free list 
I can not for the life of me figure out any valid reason why 
the producer of those articles should not have the same pro- 
tection afforded by this dumping clause that has been inserted 
here for the protection solely of those whose products are on 
the dutiable list. I do not think that I have anything further 
to state in support of the proposed amendment. This follows 
along the same line of argument I have here suggested on the 
leather paragraph and on the free-wool paragraph, except that 
it will apply to all articles produced in this country that are 
on the list. My amendment will give the producers of 
such articles the same protection which the pending measure 
proposes to give to the producers of commodities carried on the 
dutiable list. 

Justice certainly demands that the potato raiser, the boot and 
shoe manufacturer, the coal operator, the miller, the woolgrower, 
and the farmer should enjoy as full protection against excessive 
importations of like articles produced by them which are pro- 
cured by the importer at a lower price than the articles usually 
sell for in the country from which they are exported as our 
Democratic friends are giving the rice grower and other special 
interests favored by this bill by placing their products on the 
dutiable list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Swrrzer]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, we are about to start 
the reading of the portion of the bill relating to the income tax. 
I would like to see if I can make an arrangement about the 
reading of the sections, in order to save time. I would like to 
ask unanimous consent that the income-tax portion of the bill, 
section 2, may be read through for committee amendments, that 
at this time gentlemen may indicate the sections to which they 
wish to offer amendments, and after we have read through the 
section we will come back to those sections where amendments 
are proposed to be offered and dispose of them, without any 
agreement as to limitation of time right now. 

Mr. MURDOCK. We have a number of amendments. 
will be very glad to designate them. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman state them? 

Mr. MURDOCK. A, B, and G. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to offer an amendment wherever 
fire insurance is stated, in order to include life insurance. 

Mr. MANN. I have A, B, O, and G. 


free 


by 


We 
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Mr. ANDERSON. I would like to inquire whether the w) 
of section G will be included as one paragraph, or whether ; 
paragraphs under G will be considered as separate paragray); 

Mr. MANN. On what page is that? 

Mr. ANDERSON. On page 146. I desire to offer an am 
ment to the paragraph commencing with the word “ Second. 
page 146. 





Mr. MANN. I take it that would be treated as a sep; 
paragraph. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I have two amendments which I y 
like to offer to that section. 

Mr. MURDOCK. We have amendments to the first and 


ond sections of G. 
Mr. MANN. We have G, and that would cover everythi: 
Mr. DILLON. I want to offer one after D. 
Mr. MANN. Ihave D. I have A, B, C, D, G. 
Mr. HULINGS. I would like to offer one to the second 
graph of G. 


Mr. MANN. That is all in. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I would like to offer one on page 154 

Mr. MANN. That is in G. Is there any other? | 
A, B, ©, D, E, and G. 


Mr. MOORE. 
eral debate? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It contemplates taking them up 
the five-minute rule, as in the previous schedule. When we 
into the paragraphs we may ask unanimous consent for : 
tation on each paragraph, but it is not involved here 
Chairman, I now renew my request for unanimous conse) 
Section II, relating to the income tax, be read through fo: 
mittee amendments, and when it is finished return to 
graphs A, B, C, D, E, and G for such amendments as M« 
of the House may desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 1 
woop] asks unanimous consent that Section II of the 
read for committee amendments: that at the conclusion 
reading of the section the committee will return to the co: 
tion of paragraphs A, B, C, D, BE, and G for the offe1 
amendments. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
hears none, and it is so ordered. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SECTION If, 

A. That there shall be levied, assessed, and paid annually 
entire net income arising or accruing from all sources in the 
calendar year to every citizen of the United States, whether r« 
home or abroad, and to every person residing in the Unit 
though not a citizen thereof, and by every citizen of Porto Ri: 
every citizen of the Philippine Islands, a tax of 1 per cent p« 
upon such income over and above $4,000; and a like tax 
assessed, levied, and paid annually upon the entire net incom 
property owned and of every business, trade, or profession carri« 
the United States by persons residing elsewhere. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. 


Does this arrangement contemplate any 


rm 
Lilie ¢ 


ed 
i 


a com 


3yRNS of Tennessee). The gen 


from Tennessee [Mr. Hutt] offers a committee ame! 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 133, line 6, after the word “and,” by striki 


word “by” and inserting the word “ to.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the : 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [| Mr. HH 

The question was taken, and the amendment was ag! 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the f 
additional amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tenness‘ 
Hott] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will repor' 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 133, line 7, after the word “and,” 
words “ by every citizen.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. H' 

The question was taken, and the amendment was acr 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

B. That, subject only to such exemptions and deductions as 4 
inafter allowed, the net income of a taxable person shal! inclu 
profits, and income derived from salaries, wages, or compen: 
personal service of whatever kind and in whatever form paid, ) 

rofessions, vocations, businesses, trade, commerce, or sales or « 
n property, whether real or personal, growing out of the owner 
use of or interest in real or personal property, also from interest, 
dividends, securities, or the transaction of any lawful business 
on for gain or profit, or gains or profits and income derived fro! 
source whatever, including the income from but not the value of | 
erty acquired by bequest, devise, or descent: Provided, That the 
ceeds of life insurance policies paid upon the death of the person |! 
shall not be included as income. 

Mr. HULL. 


amendment. 


by striking 

















Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow 
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CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee 
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offe an amend! t, which the Clerk v report. | 
Clerk read as follows: | 
' 135, Ih 1 and 2, by striking out the words shall 
! ‘ in ne” I l tl in | it reof the wo is ae | 
d by or credited to the in ! n | su ; 
vv annuity contracts, upon the return thereof to the insured 
y of the term mentioned in the contract, shall not be 
1 i come.” 
CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 
} 
} 
j 
. qnestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. | 
> , . "y } ° | 
i CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, 
Clerk read as follows: 
in computing net income there shall be allowed as deductions | 
y expenses actually incurred In carrying on any business 
cluding personal, living, ily expenses; all interest crued 
within the year by a taxable person on indebtedness; all | 
5 J ; 
1. State, county, school, and municipal taxes accrued within t | 
t including those assessed against local benefits or taxes levied 





losses actually sustained during the year, incurred tn trade 

ig from fires, storms, or s! ipwreck, and not compensated for by 
ice or otherwise; debts actually ascertained to be worthless and 
d off during the year; also a rensonabie allowan for the ex 
1. wear and tear of property arising out of its use or employ- 

t business, but no deductk all be made for any amount 
of restoring property or makir "i the exhaustion thereof 


tion shall be 





» an allowance ts or has been le: no ded 
1 for any amount paid out for w buildings, permanent im 
nts, or betterments, made to increase the value 
te; the amount of income received or payable 
the tax upon such income, which ts or will bec 
t I isions of this section, has been withheld for , 
in the manner hereinafter provided, shall be de i 
es where the tax upon the annua! gains, profits, : r 
n is required to be withheld and paid at the source as herein 
provided, if such annua! income except that derived from interest 
rate or United States indebtedness does not exceed the rate 
of $4,000 per annum, or if the same is uncertain, indefinite, or irregu 
the amount or time during which it shall have accrued, and is 
not fixed or. determinable, the same shall be included in estimating net 
income to be embraced in a personal return; also the amount 
1 ed as dividends upon the stock, or from the net earnings of any 
( tion, joint-stock company, association, or insurance company 
1 is taxable upon its net income as hereinafter provided shall be 
deducted. The net income from property owned and business carried 
( the United States by persons residing elsewhere shall be com- 
I d upon the basis prescribed in this paragraph and that part of 
I raph G of this section relating to the computation of the net 
{ e of corporations, joint-stock and insurance comp:inies, organized, 
‘ ted. or existing under the laws of foreign countries, in so far as 
a] able, 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment. 


fhe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hut]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, page 135, line 3, by inserting after the word “ income 
words “for the purposes of the normal tax.”’ 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
nt. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I 
amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment o 
fered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hux]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Ame ad page 135, line 10, by striking out the words “ 
der. 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
nt offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutt]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


the 


mi 


ag 


desire to offer an 


reed to. 
additional 


e 


a 


' or taxes levied 


C. That in computing net income under this section there shall be 
excluded the interest upon the obligations of a State or any political 
subdivision thereof, and upon the obligations of the United States the 
principal and interest of which are now exempt by law from Federal 
taxation; also the compensation of the present President of the United 
Bt s during the term for which he has been elected, and of the judges 
of ~ supreme and inferior courts of the United States now in office, 
and the 


compensation of all officers and employees of a State or any 
itical subdivision thereof. 

M r. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

i. he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutt]. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

mend, page 136, line 25, by inserting after 
es” the words “or its possessions.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment, 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 


“ae a there shall be deducted from the amount of the net income 
$4,000. of such persons, ascertained as provided herein, the sum of 
eo Provided, That only one deduction of $4,000 shall be made 
off on the aggregate income of all the members of any family com 

one or both parents and one or more minor children, or husband and 


T 
- A the words “ United 
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wife, but ff the wife is livir p vy ar t fr } 
may be taxed independently t ’ ns be } 
deduction in fav f en ur y Ww 
two or more ward “e ) 1 ty é i 
erty Interests the ager ; ‘ ’ 
$4,000, d d tax shall be co ted nt 
in ne of suc person > ene I 

hy . dar ear the ancl , ‘ ‘ ’ 
1914 it e 1 t day fM ‘ t 
ae ‘ate return, under oath 1 I ! 
con wful age xce] i ‘ 
I osed by this ection nd i net it of 00 i 
i if to ti *f f lr for ft t ‘ 
suc! rson resides or | s i I pl ) 
t of a ) j na } 
prit nal ) < ] I 7 < 
is Commi t ) I th ¢t ) | 
secre ry of the I S f 
g ; amount f : ! 
therenf deducting the | 
erein authorized; g ird , rs, admint 
receivers, conservat and Tae , oratt 

ing in any fiduciary { s mal ind t 
! income rf t > 1 on t “ t \ ct 
< ting ito their « “ly o n i ma 
to all the provisior f tl sec 1 whi ippiy t ! 
also all persons, 3, co rt i 

cl ri I es I on t ‘ and ; ‘ 
herein er pr ded, in wh er capa y } 
ecel disposal! P yinent rf lo ‘ i 
profits, and fn @ ¢ other per 18 t to t ! 
such person make and render a return, a re ! I 
distinct, of the port f the ome of eact f 
normal tax has been thus withheld, and « ta Iso 
add ss of such person Pro d l it n i . ! 
10 rett of in re not exceedcdin 5 OO shall I re ] 
further, That persons liable only r the normal “ x, t 
own account or ip *half of another, shall not be req ed to ma 
turt f the i yme derived fr ds on the ec | st ) 1 
he net ear rs of corpor } yint-stock « in ra ’ 
and insurance companies t le w 1 their net i e as | te 
provided ; and the collector ty sllector s ‘ lis 
to be rified by the oath or affirmation of the part ind 
may increase the amount of any ist r return if he ! r on to » 
lieve that the same ts understated Provided, That no such tinerea 
shall be made except after due notice to ich party and upon wor « 
he amount understated; or if the t or return of any pe shall 
have been increased by the collector, such person may | permitted to 
prove the amount liable to be assessed; but such pre shall not be 
considered as conclusive of the facts, and no deductions ciair ! i 
such cases shall be made or allowed until approved by the collect 
If dissatisfied with the decision of the collector, such person may 
mit the case, with all the papers, to the Commissioner of Internal Re 
enue for his decision, and may furnish sworn testimony of wita 3 to 
prove any relevant facts. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers 1 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 138, line 3, by adding, after the fi € $5,300 a 


words “ or over.” 
was agreed to. 


Mr. Chairman, I 


The amendment 
Mr. HULL. 


amendment. 


t ) offer 


desire 








The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee of! 
other amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 139, line 6, by adding, after t} word per the 
words “or stating that the name and add: , or tl iddres a 
case U be I nkn _ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

E. That all ;: ts shall be made and all persons shall t 
fied of the amount for whi t are respectively liable on or be 
the Ist day of June of each successive year, and said assessmet 
be paid on or before t 20t da of June, except in cases of 
or neglect to make such return nd in cases false or f 
returns, In which cases ft Commissioner of Internal Revenu 
upon the discovery thereof. at any time within tl ars a I l 
return is due, make a return upon tnformation ol ! > 
vided for, and the assessment made by the Co ssiover of Int 
Revenue thereon sha paid by such person or pers« j dia y 
upon yitification of the amount of such asse pen id 1 
or sums due and unpaid after t! Oth day of J i i 
for 10 days after notice and demand thereof | t f a 
shall be added the sum of 5 per cent on tl Ln I i i ai and 
interest at the rate of 1 ‘rr cent per m x the 
time the same Becan due, e3 pt from tt d l, 
or insolvent persons 

All persons, firms, copartnerships, companie corporations, joint-stock 
companies or associatior ind insura mpan i ul 
ity ting, including es or m FO! ‘ r personal t 
trustees acting In any t t car t execut 1dministrat 
receivers, conservators, employers nd all oflicet ind et 
United States g the control pt, tody, dist 
of ir tere t, rent Sa if r 
remuneraticn, I lument é other fixed or dete n . 
profits, and income of another person, exceeding $4 for a 
year, other than dividends on capital stock, « fro { 
of corporations and joint k companies or asso 
tax, who are required to make and render a return in alf of ar 
as pro ided herein, to the collector of his, her, or its di ct, a 
authorized and required to deduct and withhold from nD 
profits, and income such sum as will be sufficient to pay tl! 
imposed thereon by this-section, and shall pay to the fies f 
United States Government authorized to receive the same; and t 
each hereby made personally liable for such tax. In all cases w 
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income tax of a person is withheld and deducted and paid or to be 


paid at the source, as aforesaid, such person shall not receive the 
benefit of the exemption of $4,000 allowed herein unless he shall, not 
less than 30 days prior to the day on which the return of his income 
is due, file with the person who is required to withhold and pay tax for 
him an affidavit claiming the benefit of such exemption; nor shall any 
person under the foregoing conditions be allowed the benefit of an 

deduction provided for in subsection B of this section unless he shall, 
not less than 80 days prior to the day on which the return of his in- 
come is due, file with the person who is required to withhold and pay 
tax for him a true and correct return of his annual gains, profits, and 
incoiwe from all ether sources, and also the deductions asked for, and 
the showing thus made shall then become a part of the return to be 
made in his behalf by the person required to withhold and pay. the tax, 
or such person may likewise make application for deductions to the 
collector of the district in which return is made or to be made for him: 
Provided, That the amount of the normal tax herein imposed shall be 
deducted and withheld from fixed and determinable annual gains, 
profits, and income derived from interest upon bonds, mortgages, or 
other indebtedress of corporations, joint-stock companies or associa- 
tions, insurance companies, and also of the United States Government 
not now exempt from taxation, whether payable annually or at shorter 
or longer periods, although such interest does not amount to $4,000, in 
the same manner and subject to the same provisions of this section 
requiring the tax to be withheld at the source and deducted from an- 
nual income; and likewise the amount of such tax shall be deducted 
and withheld frem coupons, checks, or bills of exchange for or in pay- 
ment of interest upon bonds of foreign countries and upon foreign mort- 
gages or like ebligations (not payable in the United States), and also 
from coupons, checks, or bills of exchange for or in payment of any 
dividends upon the stock or interest upon the obligations of foreign 
corporations, associations, and insurance companies engaged in business 
in foreign countries; and the tax in each case shall be withheld and 
deducted for and in behalf of any person, firm, corporation, or associa- 
tion subject to the tax herein imposed, although such interest, divi- 
dends, or other compensation does not exceed $4,000, by any banker or 
person who shall sell or otherwise realize coupons, checks, or bills of 
exchange drawn or made in payment of any such interest or dividends 
(not payable in the United States), and any person who shall obtain 
payment (not in the United States), in behalf of another of such divi- 
dends and interest by means of coupons, checks, or bills of exchange, 
and also any dealer in such coupons who shall purchase the same for 
any such dividends or interest (not payable in the United States), 
otherwise than from a banker or another dealer in such coupons; but 
in each case the benefit of the exemption and the deduction allowable 
under this section may be had by complying with the foregoing provi- 
sions of this paragraph. 

Nothing tn this section shall be construed to release a taxable person 
from liability for income tax. 

The tax herein imposed upon annual gains, profits, and income not 
falling under the foregoing and net returned and paid by virtue of the 
foregoing shall be assessed by personal return. Any person for whom 
return has been made and the tax paid, or to be paid as aforesaid, shall 
not be required to make a return unless such person has other net 
income, but only one deduction of $4,000 shall be made in the case of 
any such person. 


Mr. HULL. I desire to offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 141, line 25, by adding, after the word “herein,” the 


ao, 


words “except by an application for refund of the tax.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
/ Amend, page 142, line 8, by adding, before the word “ file,” the word 
‘ either.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. I desire to offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 142, line 18, by adding, after the word “herein,” the 
word “ before.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. I 4esire to offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 142, line 25, by striking out, after the figures “ $4,000,” 


«v0, 


the words “in the same manner and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. I desire to offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 143, line 1, amend by striking out, after the word “ the,” 
the word “same.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 143, lines 13 and 14, by striking out the words “ firm, 
corporation, or association.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


. 
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May ¢ 


Mr. HULL. 
amendment, 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offe 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 143, line 14, by adding, after the word “ he 
word “ before.” 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 


> 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


6. That the normal tax hereinbefore imposed upon individ 
wise shall be levied, assessed, and paid annually upon the en 
income arising or accruing from all sources during the Dp 
calendar year to every corporation, joint-stock company or ass 
and every insurance company, organized in the United st 
matter how created or organized, but not including partnershi 
if organized, authorized, or existing under the laws of any 
country, upon the amount of net income arising or accruing by 
business transacted and capital invested within the United Stat 
ing such year: Provided, however, That nothing in this secti 
apply to labor, agricultural, or horticultural organizations, or to 
savings banks not having a capital stock represented by shares 
fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations operatin 
the lodge system, and providing for the payment of life, sick, a 
and other benefits to the members of such societies, orders. 
clations and dependents of such members, nor to domestic bui! 
loan associations, organized and operated exclusively for tl 
benefit of their members, nor to any corporation or association ¢ 
and operated exclusively for religious, charitable, or educati 
poses, no part of the net income of which inures to the ben 
private stockholder or individual. 

Second. Such net income shall be ascertained by deducting { 
gross amount of the income of such corporation, joint-stock 
or association, or insurance company, received within the year { 
sources, (first) all the ordinary and necessary expenses paid wit 
year out of income in the maintenance and operation of its } 
and properties, including rentals or other payments required to | 
as a condition to the continued use or possession of property; (s 
all losses actually sustained within the year and not compens 
insurance or otherwise, including a reasonable allowance for d 
tion by use, wear and tear of property, if any; and in the case of 
an allowance for depletion of ores and all other natural déposit 
basis of their actual original cost in cash or the equivalent of 
and in case of insurance companies the net addition, if any, 1 
by law to be made within the year to reserve funds and the su 
than dividends or return of premium payments paid within the , 

olicy and annuity contracts: Provided further, That mut 
nsurance companies requiring their members to make premium d 
to provide for losses and expenses shall not return as inco 
portion of the premium deposits returned to their policy hold 
shall return as taxable income all income received by them f: 
other sources plus such portions of the premium deposits as : 
tained by the companies for purposes other than the payment of 
and expenses; (third) interest accrued and paid within the year 
indebtedness to an amount of such indebtedness not exceeding its 
paid-up capital stock outstanding at the close of the year, or if no 
capital stock, the capital employed in the business at the close of t 

ear: Provided, That in the case of bonds or other indebtedness, 
nave been issued with a guaranty that the interest payable ther 
be free from taxation, no deduction for the payment of the tax | 
imposed shall be allowed; and in the case of a bank, banking a 
tion, or trust company, interest paid within the year on de; 
(fourth) all sums —_ by it within the year for taxes imposed 
the authority of the United States or of any State or Territo: 
Government of any foreign country, as a condition to carry on | 
therein, not including the tax imposed by this section: Provided, | 
in the case of a corporation, joint-stock company or association 
surance company, organized, authorized, or existing under the laws of 
any foreign country, such net income shall be ascertained by deducting 
from the gross amount of its income received within the year from 
business transacted and capital invested within the United 
(first) all the ordinary and necessary expenses actually paid within t 
year out of earnings in the maintenance and operation of its ) 
and property within the United States, including rentals or other pa 
ments required to be made as a condition to the continued use or 
possession of property; (second) all losses actually sustained with! 
the year in business conducted by it within the United States and | 
compensated by insurance or otherwise, including a reasonable 
ance for depreciation by use, wear and tear of property, if any, and in 
the case of mines an allowance for depletion of ores and all ot! 
natural deposits on the basis of their actual original cost in cash or 
the equivalent of cash; and in case of insurance companies tle ! 
addition, if any, required by law to be made within the year to ! 
funds and the sums other than dividends or return of premium pay 
ments paid within the year on policy and ‘annuity contracts: 7? ed 
further, That mutual fire insurance companies requiring their mc! 
to make premium deposits to provide for losses and expenses s! I 
return as income any portion of the premium deposits returned to | 
ren but shall return as taxable income all income 

y them from all other sources plus such portions of the p 
deposits as are retained by the companies for purposes other than ('° a 
payment of losses and expenses; (third) interest accrued and I 3 
within the year on its indebtedness to an amount of such ind 
not exceeding the proportion of its paid-up capital stock outstanc 
at the close of the year, or if no capital stock, the capital employe’ '" 
the business at the close of the year which the gross amount 
income for the year from business transacted and capital invested 
the United States bears to the gross amount of its 


t 


State 


} 


ncome derived ! 


all sources within and without the United States: Provided, ‘Via' |! a4 
the case of bonds or other indebtedness which have been issued w'' ye 
guaranty that the interest payable thereon shall be free from tax : ie 
no deduction for the payment of the tax herein imposed slia ee 
allowed; (fourth) all sums paid by it within the year for taxes ve 
osed under the authority of the United States or of any 5! 5 


erritory thereof as a condition to carry on business therein, )\" Z 
including the tax imposed by this section. In the case of assess™:' 3 


insurance companies the actual deposit of sums with State or /°" ; 
ritorial officers, pursuant to law, as additions to ; 
uae shall be treated as being payments requir 
unds. 


arantee or rese! 
by law to rese! 








1913. 


Mr. HULL. 
endment. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
dment which the Clerk will report. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
(mend, page 145, line 22, by inserting, after the word “ associations,” 
ds “nor to cemetery companies. 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 








Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 


Tennessee offers an 


o 


ir. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. | 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
nd, page 147, line 3, by adding, after the word “ expenses,” the 


“and reinsurance reserves.” 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the Clerk kindly re- | 
nort that amendment again? 
' ‘The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
\ be again reported. 


Bis 
rhe amendment was again read. 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Do I understand that under the rule 
which we are proceeding it is permissible to inquire of 
ntleman offering amendments for an explanation of them? 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly. 


Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman that the first lan- 
here was intended te meet that requirement which | 
vy of the States impose on the companies with respect to 

( g a reinsurance reserve fund. The language in the bill | 
es it stands now is not comprehensive enough to embrace the | 
‘ purpose of it as to mutual fire insurance companies. 

Mr. STAFFORD. May I ask the gentleman to explain the 
iment, which is very sweeping in character, that he offered 

» 135, at the end of line 2, which relates to exemptions 

iin dividends of life insurance companies? 

HULL. Instead of being a sweeping amendment, it is 

rary. Quite a number of gentlemen preferred to have a 
ratory clause inserted there, and that was done. Under 

ructions of laws of this character, and especially where | 

quests, and devises are not made income, the return of 
e investments is held not to be taxable income. The 
of life insurance policies paid to some third person | 
he death of the insured is not considered taxable, and still | 
iid any return of the investment to the person during | 

e be considered taxable income. But it was desired by 

iber of gentlemen that a declaratory provision to that 

that the return of the investment made in insurance dur- 

fe for business or other purposes under the terms of which | 
ired receives back the amount invested, or a portion 
ut times, should be declared not to be taxable income. 
STAFFORD. As I understand the amendment, it refers | 

» the returns in the so-called tontine policies, and not 
‘returns that insurance companies make annually in divi- 
dends when the policy holder pays the premium. 

Mr. HULL. It has reference to the return at any time or 
times of any portion of the investment made by a person in | 
The gentleman has got on another question, which 
Will arise more directly later on, and explanations will be more 
apparent at that time. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Very well. 


l l 
\" 


ine ~ 


t dure 


‘Mr 


l 


f 


ITranee, 


The amendment we are now | 


(discussing is a clause the end of which limits it to the pay- 
inent of dividends and policies, or payments made at the ma- | 
turity of the term mentioned in the contract. 

Mr. HULL. Different insurance companies during past years 


have had different terms to express or define the investment 


Wiich people make, and the amounts returned have been called 
t ne payments, and also distributions, and also accumulations, 
and terms of that character. It is largely the same class of | 
business, and this provision merely declares what the law has | 
‘uwiays been—that no part of the principal returned to the in- | 
vestor during life in connection with these transactions is con- 
sidered a taxable income. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 


Mr. COOPER. I would like to have this made clear to me. 
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premiums paid for a period, and then the policy ha 





Suppose an insurance company sends to me a notice that the 
Preiuium on my policy is $100; that the dividends are $20. In 
mi z the income-tax return would that $20 be taxed as a part | 
of the income? | 
Mr. HULL. We will reach that provision of the bill in a few | 
: Sments, to which I propose to offer an amendment, and then 


can make myself better understood. 

_ Mr. STAFFORD, Will the gentleman kindly take that up 
and explain it when the amendment is offered? 

Mr. HULL. I will. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL. Yes, . cor 







































































oP Q) 


tral 


a policy is taken out and the 


Mr. BARKLEY. 


Suppose that 


Sa certain 
‘ash-surrender value in tontines or endowment Che n 


ih i \ 
surrender his policy and take endowment. Now, is that e: 
surrender value taxable as income? 
Mr. HULL. No part of the principal invested in 
| which comes back to the insured during life is considered 
able income any more than the return of money which he mis 
have loaned to another or a deposit that he might hay ide 


the bank. 


Mr. BARKLEY. 








The surrender cash value would be consid 
| ered a part of the principal? 

Mr. HULL. If it is in fact a part of the principal. I t 

| it that most people who enter into these insuran acti 
under the terms of which they expect to secure retm i 
their life expect certain gains, and to realize on them, but | 
take it they would not as a rule enter into them und 
circumstances. When these ga ‘ome back to tl 
takes out the insurance, unless the insurance company | 
the 1 per cent on-its earnings out of which th \ } 
declared, then he would pay the tax as one pays a tax 
interest on the money he loaned. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In the transaction under 4 ! 
amount received in return is usually less than has | 1 } 
previously, and of course there could be no gain ex tl 
protection the insured had while the policy was in fo 

Mr. HULL. Then there would be no tax. 

Mr. HINEBAUGH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the ¢ 
tleman a question. I am contemplating offering a l 
and it may be covered by the amendment which the gentle 
has just offered. The amendment I contemplate is to strilc t 
in line 25, page 134, after the word “ poli * and at the t 
of page 135, line 1, the words: 

Paid upon the death of the person insured 

So that if that amendment were adopted the | I 
read : 

Provided, That the proceeds of life insurance po ‘ ill not 
i included as incomes. 

I would ask the gentleman if his Iment | yj 
effect would amount to the same? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the amendment hich wi: 
adopted includes the proceeds of life-insurance pol paid ¢ 
the death of the person insured, and also includ eturn 
of any and all sums which a ] n in ts in | 
receives back at one time or at periodical times during ! ‘ 
as distinguished from any actual gains or pt which | 
derives out of the investment. 

Mr. HINEBAUGH. It would not be exactly the me i 
effect then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has « l 
The question is on the adoption of the amendme 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend t 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 147, lines 17 and 18, by striking out the \v 
| including the tax imposed by this section” and inserting | 
the word “ therein,” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendm«e 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. I offer the following am 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 148, line 14 
premium payments. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following amend 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follo 

Amend, page 148, line 23, by 
words “and reinsurance 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the 
ment, which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 149, lines 14 and 15, by striking out the words “ not 
including the tax imposed by this section’’ and inserting a period 
after the word “ therein.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
which I sand to the desk. 


also 


mdment, which ] 


by striking out 


VS >: 
adding, 


reserves.” 


after th word expen 2, tl 
amendment. 


ee 
fol! wihg 


amel 
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The Cl read as follows: 

Ar 1, om 146, line 20, by striking out the words “or return of 
p! i it 

Mhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Third. The tax |} in 1 sed shall be computed upon its entire net 
income for tl year endin December 81, 1913, and for each calendar | 
y t fte I di however, That any corporation, joint-stock 
ce rr association, or Insurance company subject to this tax may 
d te the last day of any month in the year as the day of the 
‘ ! f s fisca ir and shall be entitled to have the tax payable 
by {t computed upon the basis of the net income ascertained as herein 
provided for the year ending on the day so designated In the year 
pre ling the date of a ment instead of upon the basis of the net 
income for the calendar year preceding the date of assessment; and it 
shall ve notice of the day It hi thus designated as the closing of Its 
fiscal year to the collector of the district In which its principal business 
office is located at any time not less than 30 days prior to the date 
uy hich its annual return hall be filed All corporations, joint 
stock companies or associations, and insurance compani« subject to the 
tax herein imposed, computing taxes upon the incom f the calendar 
year, shall, on or before the tst day of March, 1914. and the Ist day of 
M h in each year thereafter, and all corporations, joint-stock com- 
p es or s ation ] surance companies, computing taxes upon 
the in I f a fiscal year which tt may designate in the manner herein- 
before | ied, shall render a like return within 60 days after the 
close of said fiscal year, and within 60 days after the close of its 
fiscal year in each year thereafter, or in the case of a corporation, 
joint-stock company or association, or insurance compat organized or 
exi y nder the laws of a foreign country, in the piace where its 
principal business ts lecated within the United State in such form as 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, shail prescribe, shall render a true and accurate 
return under oath or affirmation of its president, vice president, or 
other principal officer, and its treasurer or assistant treasurer, to the 


collector of internal revenue for the district {in which it has its principal 


place of business, setting forth (first) the total amount of Its paid-up 
capital stock outstanding, or if no capital stock, its capital employed in 
business, at the close of the year; (second) the total amount of Its 
bonded and other tndebtedness at the close of the year; (third) the 
gross amount of its income, received during such year from all sources, 
and if organized under the laws of a foreign country the gross amount 
of its income received within the year from business transacted and 
capital Invested within the United States; (fourth) the total amount 
of all its ordinary and necessary expenses paid out of earnings in the 


maintenance and operation of the business and properties of such cor- 


poration, joint-stock company or association, or insurance company 
within the year, stating separately all rentals or other payments 
required to be made as a condition to the continued use or possession 
of property, and if organized ander the laws of a foreign country the 
amount so paid in the maintenance and operation of its business within 
the United States; (fifth) the total amount of all losses actually sus 


tained during the year and not compensated by insurance or otherwise, 


stating separately any amounts allowed for depreciation of property, 
and in case of insurance companies the net addition, if any, required 
by law to be made within the year to reserve funds and the sums other 
than dividends or return of premium payments paid within the year 
on policy and annuity contracts: Prorided further, That mutual fire 
insurance companies requiring their members to make premium deposits 
to provide for losses and expenses shal! not return as income any portion 
of the premium deposits returned to their policy holders, but shall return 
as taxable income all income received by them from all other sources 
plus such portions of the premium deposits as are retained by the 
companies for purposes other than the payment of losses and expenses ; 
and in case of a corporation, joint-stock company or association, or 
insurance company, erganized under the laws of a foreign country, all 
losses actually sustained by it during the year in business conducted by 
it within the United States, not compensated by insurance or otherwise, 
stating parately any amounts allowed for depreciation of property, 
and in case of insuwran companies the net addition, tf any, required by 
law to be made within the year to reserve funds and the sums other 
than dividends or return of premium payments paid within the yvear 
on policy and annuity contracts: Provided further, That mutual fire 
insurance companies requiring their members to make premium deposits 
to provide for losses and expenses shall not return as income any por 
tion of the premium deposits returned to their policy holders, but shall 
return as taxable income al] income received by them from all other 
sources plus such portions of the premium deposits as are retained by 
the companies for purposes other than the payment of losses and ex 
penses; (sixth) the amount of interest accrued and paid within the 
year on its bonded or other indebtedness not exceeding its paid-up 
capital stock, outstanding at the close of the year, or if no capital 
stock, the amount of interest pald within the year on an amount of 


indebtedness not exceeding the amount of capital employed in the bust- 


ness at the close of the year, and In the of a bank, banking 
association, or trust company, stating separately all interest paid by 
it within the year on deposits; or in case of a corporation, joint-stock 
company or association, or insurance company, organized under the 
laws of a foreign country, interest so paid on its bonded or other 
indebtedness to an amount of such bonded or other indebtedness not 


exceeding the proportion of its paid-up capital stock outstanding at the 
close of the year, or if no capital stock, the amount of capital employed 
in the business at the close of the year, which the gross amount of its 
income for the year from business transacted and capital invested 
within the United States bears to the gross amount of its income 
derived from all sources within and without the United States; 
(seventh) t) amount paid by it within the year for taxes imposed 
under the authority of the United States not including the tax imposed 


0 
Lue 
by this act and separately the amount so paid by it for taxes imposed 
by the Government of any foreign country as a condition to carrying 
on business therein; (eighth) the net income of such corporation, joint- 
stock company or association, or Insurance company, after making the 
deductions in this subsection authorized. All such returns shall as 
received be transmitted forthwith by the collector to the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue. 

All assessments shall be made and the several corporations, joint- 
stock companies or associations, and insurance companies shall be noti- 
fied of the amount for which they are respectively liable on or before 
the Ist day of June of each successive year, and said assessments shall 
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be paid on or before the 30th day of June: Provided, 1 
| corporation, joint-stock company or association, and tn 

| pany, computing tax upon the income of the f{ | year wh 
| designate in the manner hereinbefore provided, shall pay the 
} un ler its assessment within 120 days after the date up: 

|} required to file its list or return of incow : 

| cases of refusal or neglect to make such re i 

| fraudulent returns, in which cases the loner < 
te ‘ shall, upon the discovery thereof, at any time wit! 
} afte! id return ts due, make return upon information 
}) above provided for, and the assessment made by the Com 
| Internal Revenue thereon shall be paid by such corporat 

} company or ssociation, or insurance company immediately 

| fication of the amount of such assessment; and to any 

|} due and unpaid after the 30th day of June im any year, « 
days from the date on which the return of tncome ts 1 

| made by the taxpayer, and for 10 days after notice and d 

| by the collector, there shall be added the sum of 5 per 
amount of tax unpaid and interest at the rate of 1 per cent 
upon said tax from the time the same becomes due 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


a 


Amend, page 152, lines 5 and 6, by striking out the we 
turn of premium payments.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to t} 


ment, 
The ar nt 
Mr. HULL. Mr. 
The Clerk read 
152, line 


insurance 


was agreed to. 

Chairman, I offer the following a 
as follows: 

14, b 
re 


The question is on agreeing to thi 


nendm« 


9 
a 


Amend, pag 
words “and ri 


The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 152, 23, by striking out the words “or r f 
premium payments.” 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, in response to the gentle: 
Wisconsin [Mr. Srarroxp], I merely wish to say that 
guage of the bill as it is now places in the alternative d 
or return of premium payments. It is the contention « 
ber of attorneys and officials of different insurance c 
with whom I have talked that this, in legal effect as w: 
substance, from their standpoint, is the same as the pres: 

In other words, until the time of the enactment of the « 
tion-tax law few, if any, people perhaps had ever lx 
phrase “return of premium payments” used in this co 

It was called a dividend out of the surplus or profits 
this law was enacted the contention was soon offered by 
ber of companies adverse to paying any portion of this | 
the term “dividends” simply meant return of prem 
ments or savings; that either one could be used as an 2 
expression or as a synonymous expression. I do not 
consume time now to go into this matter at any lenct! 
to say that the sole purpose and effect of this bill from 
ginning has only been to reenact the present corporation 
in so far as the insurance provision is concerned, a 
means a tax of 1 per cent upon the net profits of insura 
porations. Now, in order that not only the legal effect 
present law, but the language as well, may continue in t! 
posed law, the pending amendment is offered. We reduc: 
a mixed question of law and fact as to what these d 
contain, and not solely a question of law, if the conte 
gentlemen representing the insurance companies is corre 
that being so, if they return actual premium overc! 
any time by this method to the policyholders the fact 
disclosed and no tax would accrue. If, on the contrary 
dividends embrace actual profits that have accumulited 
in connection with deferred dividends and in other respects © 
which I might eall attention, then the tax would fast t 
and they would. pay 1 per cent, as all other corporations 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman kindly explain 
exempts mutual fire insurance companies by giving th: 
privilege of making returns for premium payments, 2 
mutual life insurance companies which are organized 
same manner? 

Mr. HULL. On account of the hazards of the business 
mutual fire insurance companies, which are expressly referre¢ 
to, pay in as premiums from 10 to 20 times the amount o! te 
estimated loss for the coming year. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Is it not a fact that in mutual life 


y adding after the word “ ex 


erves. 


91k 
al 


line 


+? 


’ to the 


- 


The question is on agreein 


cle 


} 


ance companies, carried on absolutely for the benefit : 
members, the premiums are larger than necessary and th 18 
dividend payments should be returned the same way? ; 


Mr. HULL. I have just explained, and if I go into the 
ter extensively it is rather a long story. 
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\Ir,. STAFFORD. From the gentleman’s statement it is out’ 































Standing policies as they become ns, p fost 
. rn , : i accords one : ; . . 
ion of degree. The gentleman states, in the case of | Qheneq on fl pe the — ta dl 
. * * * j iPhet oO le investmen of su ™ 
fire insurance companies, the premiums are very large, | rate assumed. To tl > ant = sietinanathe 
y to some unexpected losses; but the same principle ap- | Sum technically known as ‘loading,’ fo t 
the ease of mutual life insurance companies. | expense of conducting the business het S 
Wry rs] far as tual life insur: ie : es cael tingencies, such a an abnormal dea‘ rat d { 
i[ULL. So tar as mutua Ite Insurance companies are rh net or mathematical premiur is eased t 
ed, as I understand it, they impose a premium of about | stitutes the premium rat stipr ated t! pol 
mnt in excess of what they can expend for all purposes. . . nat pele pinte A fim uted are, in en 
: : ; companies, generally found to | n ey f their 
mium goes into the hopper and out of the manipulation | a mutual company su h A ; a aan sess 
——— : * . * I =. gooee | . coe oa - , uN t 
business affairs there is derived a profit from, in the | Must be liberal. Such a company | ! ta 
ree sources. That is excess of interest which accord- | fet "*: i toi ee oe 
ie é , e sufficient arge to t! var \ t 
e estimate to their policy holders they can only realize | as they accrue beyond peradver 1 
to 34 per cent on money loaned, when in fact, they | Period of 50 years, or even 75 3 nd 
oe > = m : , : t be increased af ‘ j } 
from 5, 6, up to 7 per cent. That is one of the sources comtmasbe oan a after ti a . 
! : ‘ : I inies se, therefore, a ible o 1 { 
t accumulations. Another is the savings in the way of | higher death rate than that whi will | 
ig and conducting the business, the estimate for which eweeanee rate of interest on investment ) 
in excess of what is actually expended. Another is the | tingenclee Ie cootoe than ea ondin! 
: . ma ® | &* iOS Ss Brcate nan wouk ordin i I i 
excess in the mortuary fund. They estimate that the | panies have these three margins of safety 7 
ss will amount to much more than it actually does, | tion is in excess of what is actuall) u 
; : ’ . rr redundar yreminur 
lt is that they get a large saving there. Now, quite a ” vit ae I +h ile fil : . 
aa : ; : According to the practice of t plaintiff, 
of these items are accumulated by the company in con- | excess of income over disbursements i i i 
with deferred dividends, and so forth. For instance in | @Side so much of said excess as is require rt 
to an endowment policy, as I understand it, and the mach oe coe bee Habilities, the bal ° ided 
ae : 7 a ; “i Olicy holders share in this ft I 
1 knows I am not an expert in this business and very | his next premium falls due he is a a ed of t 
. are—— | the company will accept in full settlem t ‘ 
HAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. to hit oon gr ae lh , 
a : . ; oO nis credit in ie divide fund f 
cCOY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask unanimous | p! payments. The vy ho if 
to have inserted in the Recorp at this place a decision a share of the dividend fund in ca 
by the United States District Court for the District | j¢ 4) sales his policy, or is paid addition 1 
: . oe . = t Olicy become a death claim. aT f 
ol Jersey construing the provisions of the corporation-tax | gencies; but unless’ so used by the fs 
se points which are now under discussion. The gen- | t year ex by such actual cas 
rom Tennessee [Mr. Hutt] on May 1 inserted in the | “7. ") ae : 
: a : - . e iethod of caiculating premi . | 
n opinien of Mr. Cabell, the Commissioner of Internal | of the excess described in this and t 
which held that some of these return dividends and | ticed not only by the plaintiff, but by otl 
n payments were taxable under the corporation tax pe Pleat a t re ‘ 
3 . ° inint ermits the rt icy ] to ne the i] 
e district court of New Jersey held otherwise, and that | instead of the differ Sen ae Nees, oa ‘ 
yas upheld by the United States circuit court of al nt standing to his credit in the dividend ' i 
, ¢ ‘ differen » } ee e ar ’ ' 
I think it would be of some advantage to have these | jpe | ad ; — -- th ae o paid and 
: . : he policy 1 force is used by the pl Tilt, ¢ i Z 
1s in the Recorp, and I therefore ask unanimous Con- | additional insurance or to shorten t e ¢ vymel 
ve them incorporated at this point. | period, as the insured elect So 
HAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. | ;, —— cae ton ea . . tl " a & 
; : : ~. surance is re ( ( I > 3e€1 ! 
‘Ss Unanimous consent to place in the Recorp the de mar in of safe ty th it ‘it re! i = t ild 
ae - : - b ‘ ‘ . tha ae | aa : ' uid 
which he has referred. Is there objection? . [After a | ressonably | xpected would be 1 d 
ie oath tas . . ffect this purp . hy} f 
The Chair hears none. cuittediie idainer de > oe : ed \ 
oaiaiiee - 4 : al ? ; mittedly higher death rate thai W ! | 
McCOY. If the Chair will permit me, I will say, that ap umed 1 te if ee a . ann dl ; 
of the opinion refers to these particular points, and | expected will be realized, and the provi for ¢ 
hat part of the opinion that I will put in. No appeal a oS ee ae n would 
1 taken from the decision of the circuit court of ap- tock i eat eitath ‘te ’ Pe aos 
It is now too late to appeal. There are no conflicting | and cont ie Paragraph 7 of i 
so that this case establishes the law. how the div c nd . 1 is ited i 1 | 
$tinainaey = ae withdraw h dividend at i his sl of 
lowing are the decisions referred to: | have it applied in reduction of the s 
4 States District Court for the District of New Jei pur hs idditional insurance, or to 
Benefi - : Se ; Si ) Option | ymnierred y ] fo 
Senefit Life Insurance cc t Herman C. H. Herold, col ppears in all of t outst dit | f 
lector of internal revenue, ete ‘After this poli shall have | 
s, district judge, after discu ther points, said premium subsequently paid sh i 
ints have been raised and argued by counse!] as I be apportioned by the di . 
ether certain so-called dividends are or are not “ ir 0 applied either in reduction of | 
ithin the meaning of the statute: ti lowment plan o1 iid it 
whether certain so-called “ supple tary policy contracts” | i pol older, therefore t ! 
ented in the reserve funds ; ; S of ir than was ne 
r for the purpose of taxation the corporation's state- | I g i e, will, n rt i 
1 be made on a “cash” or on a “revenue” basis; and ch cost 1 been tually ase “dy 1 , 
hether expenditures for replacing furniture, etc., should be | charge b 1y of a so-called dividend. 1 
iS an investment or an expense his in it cost, while at t i t i 
tions, of which the first is the most important, will | the ny have been 1 y 
in the order named. Before proceeding, however, to deter ned ail cases whe t in 
r “income” “received” includes not only cash 1 nts. | option during the id 1910 t 
‘uctions from renewal premiums allowed on account of ividends in cash t was included 
— previous years, it seems both advisable and necessary ment, and th imp 1 by the G t t 
some leneth from the statement of facts: i Government ¢ er, that r { 
n 4 thereof, after describing the three methods employed | policyholders are mn n if, pl 
life insurance of securing from members contributions to | 8! ved them, have been apy d in ( 
proceeds as follows: mentioned, they are to be re ded a li 
| pre mium plan is the one in general use by all insurance | pany, upon 1ich the Government is entitied to 
: including plaintiff. Under this plan the maximum annual | pose, the tax in question 
mn anes any member can be called upon to pay is uniform The true situation, however, is th I I 
t the life of the policy. The member pays during his early | premium, as determined by t ompan t 
s m in excess of the current cost of his insurance. This | lated premium can not be increasec it may | 
- plied to the creation of a reserve or self-insurance fund, | mu bh as the experience of the preceding y ! 1 t 
‘ie to maintain the insurance in the later years, when the | been greater than the cost of carrying t ! t f 
d ke el premium would be insufficient to meet the current cost | between the amount of the tinulated ; ad 
ince on the mutual premium plan. the risk constitutes the so-called dividend. This diff 
am itual company be conducted on the assessment plan, | Is not in any real sense a aia’ Che tant on 
: 5 —- plan, or the level premium plan, the member | well understood in insurance cir ind as so understood } ; 
; ae aft surance at cost. The assessment company collects its | different signification from that ordinarily attached to 1 W | i 
t oa a the death has actually occurred, and the cost is | dend.” It operates, as already stated, merely to eka ; : 
f d ~ a ed. The mutual level premium company collects its | stipulated premium called for by the contract of insuran tot 
: oie in advance and adjusts the actual cost afterwards. | and for the reason that it has been determined by ex; ‘ 
f atauiea at premium rates for life insurance involves, | policyholder paid for his insurance during the preceding 
! : ont = n : a table of mortality, showing the probable death | it actually cost the company to carry the risk eee 
interest eee = th life ; second, the adoption of an assumed rate of | represents not profits or receipts but an overpayment in ov 
invested assets durin the Et may safely expect to realize upon its | because, being entitled to his insurance at cost and having paid 
determine what 4 £5 . <r of the policy. These two factors | than cost, he is equitably entitled to have such ex applied 
P ms, which are ie dan ly _known as the net or mathematical | benefit. It makes no difference what this excess is called; the q 
i e sums sufficient and necessary to pay all out- is, What does it represent? Does it In anywise or to any extent 
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§ earnings or profit ecelved by the comr 5 ) as to constitute it 
t ! incor! ( does it merely r sent an overpayment? | 
I t { I of j policy the policyhold I y at is option, | 
s v xcess in ¢ h and ther i t a quasi appear- | 
f I hut if ‘ ter snot the DY n ] 
in that ca how I e \ l, if he « nue his policy, | 
b é to pay the f 1 pr in t d, whereas if 
he desired such pr i reduced ti hat d shown was | 
{ tu ( t of h ir ‘ } ft ss ove su } 
‘ ed in red { t ited p and pay only th 
‘ the ens ve ind mir it t cost pric 
( l tI ] f l d the Lf lor } 
) or ¢ } excess payment | 
I ! in f the succeeding | 
I ‘ extrac insel for the com- | 
I t 1d early 
I a t ce th a premium of 
y, $1 1 it found that th rymen 
of i t the 1 nnin 1 ex of the 
a { I an t amount in a 
‘ nd fund l colle 1] ttlement 
0 1 year p i t second yea t 
I l 1 that t pa cess of th S 
> ‘ du the company would 
! had n | of t st and 
! i n a a 
i the third i ra 
i Mpar , & i it t 
. i 7 ild t re ad » ti 
I ! s edit In tft would 
in t} in um 
fo { » year ura ton 
y 1 100 the first year year 
and ) f th yea | the 
pe det i t ny 100 pplied to 
< 1 ti original policy to buy 
, il ant ‘ to 8i wh h 
‘ $100 puld be re ne veral amounts of 
> ind $8 present the amounts standing 
{ tt redit of the po vyho d, which, unless 
n im ¢ by the pe t company, in 
addition to the amount insure omes payable as a 
om ft foregoing it ay nmpany receives in 
a ‘ 1 lt t it so receive s applied in abate 
. t of iewal p Ul n the stipulated 
the so-called d the dividends are 
j n { he pol I 1ed in cash They 
f t i a ‘ has not paid the 
I s llated tn p luced by his share 
‘ \ l a ta i | th f excess premiums 
I f to the view which has been unif« ly taken by the 
‘ - so far as tl decisions have been brought to my attention. 
M i] Benefit I Insuran< Co. v. Commonwealth (128 Ky 374) 
the sup! court of that State so held, as will appear from the fol- 
l ing extract taken from a somewhat lengt opinion 
It is clearly shown by the evidence d n led by counsel 
the State, that the reports as made by the ay it « f y eml 
I r original preimi the premiums r« ited fk ‘ t! 
of t licies—and also the subsequent, or renewal premiums, ¢ 
t) t that such renewal premiums were r« li by what is t 
"a 1 It the « ntion of the apy f that such renev 
pre s should have been reported without ich reducti or abat 
ment, as having been reduced by the company ‘in cash ¢ therwise 
whi the appellant cou y contends that the 1: ction from 
nominal, or stated, premium as made was a contract right of the policy 
holdet ind constituted no premium or part of ft emium recel 
by the company n cash or otherwise.’ And these opposing contentions 
> | the question in this case. * * * . 
i present statute reads * ¢ © ‘All premiums receipted for 
on the face of the policy for original insurance and al! renewal premi 
I ! cash or otherwise in this St or out of this State on 
i in this State during the year ending the 30th day of | 
June ding 7 Pn & } 
. Ihe nt, every year before a premium falls due, determines 
! I 1 of the stipulated premium it will exact from the insured 
nution, whether it be called a ‘dividend’ or ‘surplus’ goes | 
Pa im the atement of the renewal premium, and the insured pays only 
> th ( The insurance compa therefore, received not the | 
{ yrremium, but the difference tween tl tipulated premium: 
ve idend or portion of surplus. All that tl insurance com 
pa in cash or otherwise is this difference. * * * 




















~ :monwealth is claiming to tax the appellant upon money | 
m wh er received at all. The appellant says that it is only re- 
au 1 to pay upon money which it receives in « h or otherwi ex 
cept that it admits that it is bound to pay the full tax on the original 
pre im receipted for on the face of the policy without regard to | 
whether it in fact received such premium or not The answer sets | 
out the course of business of the appellant and shows what money it | 
} ceived and what money it has not received, and shows that the | 
difference between it and the Commonwealth is that the Common 
iltth ts attempting to charge it for the full amount of premium | 
ipulated for in the face of the policy although it does not exact and | 
} not the right to exact such full amount, being required to give to | 
the policy holder the advantage of the dividend or surplus, or whatever | 
it may be called, in the diminution of the nominal premium.” * * * 
Now, the truth is, that this overpayment (called dividend) is not 
vidend in an) nse of the term; nor is the failure of the company 
to I t the full amount of the premium in after years a credit in any 
ise of the term. A sum of money applied as a credit can never be 
used f the same purpose again." 


7 


. lit 
ereatt 


I owe A $50 and he owes me five notes of $150 each, when I 
him on the first note with the $50 I him, he can not re- 
me to credit the same sum on the remaining four notes as they 
But that is just what the State is insisting on being done 
case. The policyholder makes the overpayment of premium 
technically called ‘loading’ and the company holds this sum and 
ealls it a ‘dividend,’ and the State says that this is a crediting of 
the same sum on each of the after accruing premiums, and should 
1 
l 


owe 
f iire 
fall « 


in this 


lue. 


‘ 


e considered as so much collected each year by the company and as 
iaving been paid ‘otherwise’ than as cash. 

“In order to bring the matter before our minds distinctly, let us | 
assume that !n 1900 A takes out a policy in the appellant company | 





























in which the stipulated premium is $150 per annum: that 
sum $100 would be sufficient to earry the risk in ord 
and that $50 is what is ed ‘ loading,’ ! ted in 
the contingencies of the future Now, in 1900 the polix 
the amount of the premi $150 After that t) 
to im, ‘You need only pay $100 per annum, and as lo 
of overpa nt ye made in 1900 re ul : c 
rremiun 1 be really $100, instead of $150, a tated in { 
The account in five years would be stated as follovy 
lin ‘ yr of t insurance perio premilur naid 
1901, beginning of the insurance period, p nium | 
190 bevinning of t ' ml mm 
11) eginnir ft i 1] 1 paid 
10% . i of i trance period, pre m paid 
1905, 1 ing of the i rance period, premium paid 
Total 
~o sly tl total i unt of money t! 
and receive by t insurance mpan rd it 
no more ‘ < r othe ind o the um 
is or led t re t hes the tax due 
“If we look o1 it the t 1 of bookkeeping of 
and have re rd o { the te it uses, there ! 
pearance of the case thus pi ted to warrant t | 
Commonwealt | ‘ t , i 
Ix } ‘ ed ] ) t a from ne 
the la s | vw the ‘ eal e of things i 
to the reality is lookir it s that the | 
¢¥ té ] ‘ 1 . 
i l no t, but that, ij t t 
to col t or t Im a n t te 
of ‘ ‘ t ; 
i ) e ft i {3 
l n } t } “ i rnor 
th, an opi ) ellate brane f 
as of l’e vani 1 ¢ ’ ait i i 
( (1 i C'¢ j ) > [ ’ w“W 
22 Sree hep., 2 rom 
e tl k the led ‘dividends to px vhol 
s or income ind do not repre nt such 
not ) © tax in res] te N 
m of t vy and « ibits on f} nolnt. includ t 
questions of the al ur on elther side. followed by 
th ( ers of th a calied a A r 
r intelligent have been expe ! facts a 
is We ve ft dt ! , It is stren ynt ! 
pecial ce f the onwealth that be ft 
ire ente tl l *k of the company i div 
holders" «¢ rplu to policy! 1 — V ! 
’ Bs « i nd furnish a ‘ “e of t liat 
pany to taxation Whatever these statements may ! 
n realit e.g have stated in the finding of facts 
Cine repl it n ! e qua hstract st 
what is, or to be rt ‘ 1 or to ‘¢ ne tt but wt 
r ved The le tions I le for the rT ! 
i f the nount *h the company t 
: ae es ns 
: t} wl } thie ! ] t n i 
d nd not ‘ ived during I ( 
e pro¢ x nerely a ethod by \v 
} { t Ww ld be tl i i 
coun of t I inv if the whol 
coll landap { is i wd 

















( oO supper hat r f the tri 
ler pays | I ulated mium and 
i of t dividend or distr f ay 
In Stat of Minnesota B Life Insur 
cided December 15, 1909, tn of the 
district of that State (opinior 0 it annear t? 
statute required insurance comp s to pay annua! 1 
< per cent of all premiums received by them or their a 
Stat in h or otherwise, during the preceding ealenda 
claim was there 1 ] xy the State that the defendant « 
pay tl tax on imount represented by the maxtir 
called for in the v, covering not only the amount th 
I s each year in cash, but also Including any amount t! 
receives credit for on such premium in the form of a d 
short, the State claims the insurance company in effect 
maximum premium in cash in this State in such year 
part is paid by the insured in cash and the balance is in 
credit ven by the company on account of a dividend all 
allowing the State's claim the court in its opinion says 
The dividend declared in any year is applied in red 
next maturing premium on the policy of the insured. It 
where a dividend has been apportioned and applied to t 
the pr m named in the contract the polievholder pays F 





many and the latter receives in cash only the difference 
maximum premium and the amount of the dividend, and 
lends, as the facts disclose. represent a surplus arising out 


previously paid, upon which the defendant company had 








the State its 2 per cent tax. The word ‘premium’ as 
statute is subject to the limitations expressed in the wo 
low and, in a measure, control its use, to wit: ‘ Received in 





in cash or other oblications.’ 

“The statute apparently does not require the com 
2 per cent tax on the full amount of premium named in 
in this State. If so, the law would have so stated. On t! 
the language is ‘2 per cent on all premiums received in « 


obligations in this State. 

In Fuller v. Metropolitan Life 
41 Atl. Rep., 4) the court said: 

“It (net premium) is the sum paid yearly by each t 
stipulated protection for all. But the policyholders mu 
for the cost of insurance, but also for the expense of man 
to the net premium tis added a sum deemed sufficient to 
and provide for contingencies, which Is called the ‘ loading 
way the policyholders pay the sum necessary for the cost of 
and expense of management. The amount of the net prem 
culated upon the basis of certain tables of mortality and 


Insurance Co. of New 3 





assumption that the company will receive a certain rate of int 
all its assets, and the amount of the loading is calculated 0) | Cer 
Now, it may happen that th : i" 


tain assumed rate of expense. 
























1 by ft! pany is less and the rate of inter 

! is greater than that assumed, and that the ratio of 
3 less In sue ase the company has in reserve mor 
wit the nticipated annual premiums, to provide for 
i rane nd management It has a sum which ts not 
for which it was paid This sum ts called 
» fact, a surplus resulting from overpayments by 
surplus is derived from money paid by the insured 
inv for a particular purpose, Lt e providing 
xpel of management If not needed for that 
d. in equity. be re ned to the polievhbolders They 
own it r a1 y il itro!l over its distribution 
leed ic ler] ad from contri t ns of policyhol who 
auity is re ] id is tl duty of the con 
s i is ascertained, to return such portion as It does 
! ) I sag ind to the exi ng policy 

j is nearly yrractica » proportion to their 
tril ions Sie n of ov ay nts, whether 
n I prem ms. or byt increns of the 
s a dividend ! st ‘ing of ‘ dividend.” and 
ning it s or can | e in « nection with mutual in 


York Life Insurance Co. v. Styles (59 L. gd. Q. B., 2035 
( 81 (1SS9) it w held as f ; 

s Dp ium ine e of a mut rance company 

d annually returned to part puting policy holders, fs 

I ome tax as pr ; or ins aris y from any protes 





ment upon 


wiated together 
or vocation fror 





al insurance carr 
r gains accrue, to t! ? +I can! 
the s§ pins Income with 
ments of 
the majority 
ys, which were not in fact pt ts are erron sly s 
W ion them “ profits within the meaning of the 
ts | entirely concur We must look to see whether they 
rnot. Her who agree to contribute to a common fund 
ce certainly would not in ordinary parlance be re- 
ng en a trade or vocation for the of earning 
how the so-called profit arises. due to the 
members required to pay, in excess of 
provide for the requisite payments to be made upon 
and not being, as the case states they were in 
irate therewith. This may result either from the 
owing to an ymneous estimate or overcaution, 
at a tigher rate than was r ary, or from the 
1z lower than was anticipated. Can it be properly’ said 
ircumstances, the association of mutual insurers has 
he members contribute for a common object to a 
ommon property; it turns out that they have con 
is needed, and therefore m than ought to have 
ted by them for this object; and accordingly their next 
is reduced by an amount equal to their proportion of this 
i 1 loss to how this can widered as a “ profit ” 
r accruing to them from a trade or vocation which they carry 
e the alternative is allowed them of leaving the excess in 
fund, and so increasing their representatives claim upon it 
but I can not think that this makes any difference. 
pointed out that if these so-called bonuses were to 
esenting profits, it followed that if the premiums were 
otits would be increased in proportion.’ ” 
‘Certain persons agree to insure thelr lives 
Ives, on the principle of mutual insurance. They take 
rdimit aone but healthy lives. They contribute according to 
d by approved tables, and they invite other persons to come in 
hem by insuring their lives on similar terms. The rates fixed 
es are taken as being sufficient to provide for expenses, to 
i and to leave a margin for contingencies. What is to 
the surpius if everything goes right? The practice is to 
) account every year of assets and liabilities and to give the 
i the benefit of the surplus, either by way of reduction of pre- 
r by way of addition to the sum insured It can make no differ 
principle whether the surplus ts so applied or paid back in bard 
either cause, it is nothing but the return of so much of the 
t contributed as may be in excess of the amount really required 
Go net understand how this excess can be regarded from any point 
of ¥. or for any purpose, as gain or profit earned by the contributors. 
} how persons contributing to a common fund in 
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sts case 


ike 











purpose 
It is 


being 


i the 


vy to 


ure 


ths of members 
meps 
having, 
fixed 












re 


see be cor 





d as rey 
pi 
1 MacNaghten. 


t sf 


es 





not understand 





I ance of a scheme for their mutual benefit—having no dealings 
or relations with any outside body—can be said to bave made a profit 
wh they find that they have overcharged themselves, and that some 
portion of their contributions may be 


) of safely refunded. If a profit can 
de in that way, there is a field for profitable enterprise, capable, 


I nr es ‘ : .- 
* Suppose, of indefinite expansion. 
oan renant v. Smith (61 L. J. P. C., 11; 1892, A. C. 150), a case 


ef arose ander the English income-tax act, Lord MacNagbten said: 
, lt is a tax on income in the proper sense of the word. It is a tax 
on what comes im—-on actual receipts * * * not on what saves 
pocket, but on what goes into his pocket.” 

. ‘resham Life Assurance Society v. Bishop (71 L. J. K. B., 618; 
~ ©. <S7) was also a case growing out of a provision of the English 


a? pue-tax act, to the effect that “the duty to be charged in respect * 
. it te rest arising from foreign securities “shall be computed on a sum 
: e88 than the full amount of the sums which have been or wil! be 
: oo, Britain in the current year without any deduction 
& inte on held that the tax was to be assessed on the amount of such 
ae oe : a was actually received in that country during the year and 
a and loss OUME constructively received in yearly accounts of profit 
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The above cases fi ha x 
acter of the d lend ! 1 
Not only is their reas } 
le enhanced bv t? e f ‘ ; ‘ ‘ 
least none have been brought 3 
the Government den not s 
relevancy, claiming that tl ct I 
nullified them In other w 1 
lang e of the act no divick i 
can, in the ascertainment of 
gross income Ne lis t 
matter how, for v t 0 
paid or unp: ! ré | 1 
sent income eived I 
mind the cases abo i 
question to ove! le the it 
clear or apt language to ex; ( 
would appear from ltt } ag 
its approval, and adopt l 
In seeking to asce iin t n 
able to t ' 
th j lividenc ie 
ense lor ; } n 
sense } : er | . ed a“ 
t I . in other y 
he a s trade i HT 
tience, when It refers to d j j 
f ition of « ess t : 
sé rent pre ium ! 
ee nt It 
Not ly } 
ot el ‘ t . , 
ft ; r? a ’ 
eash 1 or . + +) : 
ofr n : ] te > 
f » @XT r | 
and ca » expenditures unde ~ ‘ at 
To held that “ paid has a ¢ nt 
lends from that given it tn . . f the 
would be unwarranted It s ld he |! 1 ft ° 
t e been paid in cash dur e 7 if 
i s Counsel for t ) 
well say, “unle so received and 1 wk 
not onstitute income fr ved t “st 
letermined, not by what the parties micht do, b 
do.”" If, therefore, a_ poll ! hy t ey 
policy, elects to have a previ overpayment of 
reduction of a succeeding stipulated » n ww t 
that he pays or can be requ d to pa s t re 
that ts all that the company received bh ra ¢ ) 
liable to he taxed for Such a conetruet » of tt 
travenes its purpose, which was to subject to taxoatt 
which, as statistics show, fo n very la tem Ir 
Since, then, there Is hiect matter wl the 
embraces, there is neither reason nor propriety 
by construction so as to make it Incinde t t whi 
tion, at least, It excludes To do «s he x 
‘hief rules of construction applicable te t on 
tefore leaving this branch of tl se t 
dividends of the kind under consideration a 
dividends declared in the case of a fu iid 4 
wherein the policy holder ha no further } 
Such payments having been duly met, tl ) ' 
a contract of Insurance and of investn t he 
in the profits and Income of the inv fund ft 
case is, therefore, radically different from t fap 
dividend represents merely the excess , 
excess, at his request, and pursuant to tl ter 
been applied tn abatement or reduction f 
it may be urged that the fund for wu I ! 
declared on mutu policies {a likewise lar 
on the company’s Investments, and that tt 
serse such dividends are after all declared f t 
or income of the company his prope n 
were It not for the fact that in so far t 
dividends are declared ts produced fre t 
invested funds, It has already been subject to ‘ 
under the act in question 
Furthermore, while, perhaps, not fllecal, it is ! 
therefore presumably contrary to the itention (Ze 
a mutual company and a stock company, t t 
question as income received The policy hol ; 
ays a uniform and fixed premium eact i t 
s not “leaded,” but is presumed to repr nt rat 
be, for the reason that the stability of |} ol 
stock of the company, and not, as in the mut 
payments avowedly in excess of the cost of th ’ 
seem to be fair and equitable, theref , between ft 
companies, to tax them upon the premiums act 
their policy holders and not to tax one « up 
actusiiy received and the other upon payn t 
are only “ constructively received.” 
My conclusion, thérefore, ts that by the clau 
did not overrule the authorities above ited 
crystallized them into statute law, and od 
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The company paid under protest, and afterwards 


against the collector for practically the whole 
questions were raised and decided below, but in this 
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q t i ntior Doe the t tax the so-called “ di vidends 
Hi ! to pol older The ans. * must be in the nega- 
ti l ’ f rt of tl s ‘net income 
. * ‘ ed t ° . * ad r suc ! If they do 
not inc 1 during the tax i from income 
rece I atl \ r. has no 1 n 3 
haps I I co 1 f c I not ta 1 ft 
one Cor ledly, fl i been taxed « with ft ( 
of t parti ! t ing v t compat t h 
in ca . in 2 ore the I ) d mo! tl once, it is well 
settled that the lan imp n exceptional burden should 
be clear nd i” ) But eT 1 not discu the subject; that 
duty } ( perfor 1 by Judge ¢ with s h fullness and ability 
that n t do |} r than adopt his opinion The case in the 
district « t ported 198 Federal, at page 199, and the discussion 
we ref to ex is from e 200 to page 212, inclusive. But we do 
not opt what Lid 1 page 212 dividends on full-pa 
participating }{ ‘ I what same page concerning | 
stock con ! ! disapproval, but | 
I lv I 0 I t tl called f now, as they 
do not seem to ( t rly 

i he yu ment is § irmed 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hut]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment. 

he CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee offers a 

further amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read. as follows: 

Amend, page 153, line 7, by adding, after the word “ expenses,” the 
words “and reinsurance reserves.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 


amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I also offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, pa 154, line 3, by striking out the words Not including 
the tax imposed by this act.” 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. GouLpen having 

taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 


Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed bill of the following title, in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

S.99. An act to fix the times and places of holding district 
court for the district of Arizona. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the following resolution with an amendment, in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

House concurrent resolution 7. 


olved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 





That there be printed 20,000 additional copies of the report of the 
Ways and Means Committee on H. R, 3321—15.000 copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives, to be apportioned as follows: Two 
thousand to the Committee on Ways and Means, 1,000 to the House 
document room, 12,000 to the House folding room; and 5,000 for the 
use of the Senate. 
THE TARIFF. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk conelnded the reading of section IT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman desire to offer an 


amendment? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, at the request of the Commis- 
sioner from the Philippine Islands [Mr. QurEzon] I offer the 
following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 133, line 7, after the words “ Porto Rico,” 
the Philippine Islands.” 

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Chairman, as a matter of principle I 
believe in an income tax. I believe that government should be 
supported by those benefited by it in proportion to the wealth 
of the beneficiaries; but I also believe that the people alone 
who pay the taxes have the right to levy them, and for this 
reason I am opposed to have the Congress of the United States 
levy any tax to be paid by the Filipino people. 

The purpose of the amendment, which at my request has been 
introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], is to 
exclude the Philippine Islands from the provisions of section 2 
of this bill. I understand it to be the reason of the Ways and 
Means Committee for imposing upon the Filipino people the 
income tax the fact that the Philippine Government will suffer 
a loss of about #500,000 through the abolition of the export 
tax provided for elsewhere in this bill. But, Mr. Chairman, 


strike out “and of 


while it is true that there will be this loss of revenue, there is 


}; expenses, 





no 


need for 


ferninent has 


creating new taxes, inasmuch 
a surplus of more than 
over its ordinary expenditures, 
auditor of the Philippine Islands of 
os On page 17 of this 
Total ordinary 


hema P19 5804 


the P 
P500.000 of 
the 


as 
Gov 
ecording to rer 
1911, which I } 
report the fol! 
for the year, P25,445,520.45 
excess of ordinary 

Besides the report 
1912 shows a constant 
since 1909, the increase during the ‘al year 
with 1911 being ¥1,337.674.90. This incre ‘ 
than the total export tax, which was in 1912 P1,0695 

It is evident from what I have said that the Ph 
Thment can get along very well without the ex; 
therefore the loss of this revenue does not require thx 
of a new tax. 

But this is not tl 


wing fieur 
OW iis -lires 
a & - 


income 
jO1.17 : 


P5,864,869.28 


revenue i 
of the c 
in cust 


m1 
Ae ¢ 


customs for incrense 
ns 


ca 





iin reason for my 
tension to the Philippines of the income tax. 
Mr. Chairman that it un-Democratic. If it 
that there should be levied new taxes in the Ph ilip 

the Philippine Legislature and not Congress shon 
taxes. What is the use of having a Philippine Ly 
Congress is going to levy the taxes to be paid by 
people? We have learned from you that taxation w 
resentation tyranny, and in this case we are 
legislative body wherein we have no representa 
through the courtesy of the gentleman from Illinois 

I had the opportunity of having my amendment s1 
the committee, and through the courtesy of the TH 
discuss it. But in my own right I can say and do 
this floor; and, at any rate, I can not vote. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the reason fo 
this income tax on the wealth of the Philippine Is! 
The present law levies an export tax, which falls or 
try of the Philippine Islands and upon their prod 
pacity. It is a burden on the small farmer who rai 
and hemp and is an injury to the industrial developn 
Philippine Islands. This bill repeals the law which 
an export tax in the Philippine Islands. 

As the Commissioner representing the Philippi 
[Mr. QuEzon] states, it will reduce their revenues al 
million dollars. I consulted Gen. McIntyre, the ly 
Insular Bureau, and the Secretary of War about t! 
tion for the purpose of trying to find out whether 
repeal the export tax. They said, after investigati: 
could certainly do so if we would extend the provis 
income-tax bill to the Philippine Islands for the be 
Philippine Islands treasury. 

You understand this provision does not tax the 
Islands for the benefit of our Government, but ley 
upon the wealth of the Philippine Islands for the 
their Government in the same way that we levy 
own people. In other words, the effect of this bill! is 
the poor farmer in the Philippine Islands whose « 
hemp and tobacco and other products are taxed when | 
them out of the country, and the burden of this 
falls upon the wealth of the Philippine Islands. I 
by the Insular Bureau that although this proposition | 
considered by their local legislature, and while this G 
had advised them to pass a law of this kind, up to th 
time they had either failed or refused to do so. 

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman } 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. QUEZON,. There was no reason for passing 
because the export tax on hemp was still on the statut: 
So where was the wisdom of levying new taxes on the | 
when we had sufficient revenues on hand? But uw 
ready to do it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We have now repealed the ex} 
and we are levying upon the wealth of the Filipinos, f 
own benefit, a tax which we think is just for our 
I think this insures a tax on wealth there which the) 
now have. I think it thoroughly just, and 1 think i 
remain in the bill. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman ex] 
Hawaii is left out of the bill—so long as he is speakins; 
subject? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Hawaii is in the bill. Hawa s a 
Territory of the United States, and therefore it come 
the title of United States. Of course the tax in the Philij)!e 
Islands goes to the treasury of the Philippine Islands. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker bay! 
sumed the chair, a message from the President, in writing, 


objectic 
My} 


is is 


is 


it 


wi 


\W 


owl 


mia 


eta eee. 
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was 








1 to the Tlouse of Representatives by Mr. Latta, 


secretaries, who also informed the House that the | 


1 »pproved and signed bills of the following titles: 


Res. 62. Joint resolution making an appropriation for 
» the expenses of the committees of the Senate and 
horized to attend and represent 
ling and dedication of the 
St. Louis, Mo. 


29973. An act making appropriations for certain ex- 
es incident to the first session of the Sixty-third Congress, 
ther purposes. 
THE TARIFF. 


committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
offered by the gentleman from I}linois [Mr. MANN] in be 
of the Resident Commissioner representing the Philippine 
is [Mr. QuEzON]. 

e question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

‘ir. MANN. Mr. Chairman, at the request of the representa- 
f the Philippine Islands [Mr. Quezon] I offer a further 
iment. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the further amend- 

ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] in be- 

] f the representative of the Philippine Islands [Mr. 


( nN]. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
Ar 1, page 133, line 7, after the word “and.” by striking out the 
of and inserting in lieu thereof the following: “‘ to every per- 
ling in.” 


QUEZON. After my first amendment has been voted 
I hope that this one will be adopted. I am not sure that 
wording of the amendment expresses entirely my purpose. 
explain te the committee what I want and let you gen- 

en do the rest. 
the paragraph as it stands levies taxes on the citizens of 
» Philippine Islands alone, so that no foreigner will bear the 
of this taxation. This is not fair. Foreigners residing 
n the Philippines receive as much protection and benefit from 
the Philippine Government as the Filipinos, if not more. Again, 
{ property owned, and every business, trade, or profession 
ed on in the Philippines by persons residing elsewhere is 
xed. There is no reason on earth for this exemption. I 
the law will be so worded as to impose the tax on every 
nn residing in the Philippines and on every property. busi- 
trade. or profession carried on there by persons residing 

» the islands. 
the CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
t offered by the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. Mann], in be 
‘f the Resident Commissioner from the Philippine Islands 

[Mr. Quezon}. 

Ir. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I understand the committee 
( 1 an amendment, in line 7, striking out the words “ by 


c y citizen.” Is that eorrect, changing the word “ by,” in line 


6 of page 133, to the word “to”? That would still leave the 

applicable only to every citizen of Porto Rico and the 

Ph ine Islands. Plainly that would not cover a rich Chinese 

int in the Philippine Islands or a rich English merchant 

ol ’ ch Japanese merchant in the Philippine Islands. I appre- 
hend it 


i 


vas not the intention of the gentleman from Tennessee 
HUuLL}, if the law is to be applied to the Philippine Islands, 


t it the very people who make the money over there in trade 
and who have the money. Does not the gentleman from Ala- 
[Mr. Unperwoop] believe himself that this amendment 
ought to prevail? 

UNDERWOOD. I will say.to the gentleman that I think 


endment is worthy of consideration, and | will ask unani- 
consent that it be passed over for the present with the 
priviege of coming back to it. 

the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Un- 
i oD] asks unanimous consent that the amendment pro- 


by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], in behalf of 
: Resident Commissioner from the Philippine Islands [Mr. 
" ON], may be passed over for the present and recurred to 
: Is there objection? [After a pause.} The Chair hears 
hone, and it is so ordered. 


_ ‘lr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise, 

rhe motion was agreed to. 
ne the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
Gaal the chair, Mr. Garretr of Tennessee, Chairman of the 
cmmittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
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ported that that committee had had under 
bill H. R. 3821—the tariff bill—and had « 
thereon 
LEAVE OF ABSEN‘ 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence w ‘ 
A HON f 10 days, on account of a death in h 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 
By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. W 


York, leave was granted to withdraw from the fi 


| without leaving copies, the papers in the case of 
Sixty-second Congress, gr: g ! on to Ly 
| adverse report having been ade there 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk ill read the f 
req 1est. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Cox asks leave to withdraw the eviden in H 
second Congress, third session la M ) 
The evidence in H. R. 5191, Six econd C 
(Abraham Crist). 
The evidence in H. R. 16879, Sixty-second | 
(Martha Fitzpatrick) 
The evidence in H. R. 18351, Sixty nd Cc 
(Cornelius W Morrison) 
The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, 








| be granted. 


Mr. MANN. Are those cases in which there 


report: 


The SPEAKER. It does not state Those requ 


laid aside. 


LEGISLATIVE ACTS OF PORTO RICO (S. DOC 


The SPEAKER laid before t I the 
from the President of the United Stntes: 
To the Senate and House of Represe ti 

As required by section $1 of the act of Cong 
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to 
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for 
I transmit herewith copies of the acts and res 
by the Legislative Assembly of Porto Rico d 
beginning January 13 and ending March 13, 1 

\\ 

Tue Wuite Howser, May 6, 1913. 

The SPEAKER. This message will be printed 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and 
documents will remain in the archives of the H 


R=PORT Q“N THE TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
before the House the concurrent resolut 
ing additional copies of the repor t] 
mittee on the tariff bill (H. R. 3321). 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the 
(H. Con. Res. 7) for the printing of 20,000 
of the report of the Ways and Means Con 
with a Senate amendment thereto. 


The Senate amendment was read, as follow 


Line 7, after “ Senate,” fh t: 

“To be apportioned as fo vs I » t 1 to 
Finance, 1,000 to the Senate document ! and 
folding room.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move t r in the 
ment, 


The motion was agreed to. 


RECESS. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move th 


take a recess until 7.45 o’clock p. m 
The motion was agreed to: accordingly (at 6 
minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 7 


minutes p. m. 
' 


QE -_ _ 


The recess having expired, the Hou \ 


the Speaker. 


Mr UNDERWOOD. Mr. Srv ker I move th 


resolve itself into the Committee of the Whe 
state of the Union for the further considerat 
H. R. 332 the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Ce 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with 
Tennessee tn the chair. 


Mr. COPLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow 


ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 





On page 133, line 8, strike out everything in subsection A after the 
word “Islands” and insert in lieu thereof “a tax of 2 per cent per 
annum upon such income over and above $5,000: and a like tax shall 
be a sed, levied, and paid annually upon the entire net income from 
ull property owned, and of every business, trade, or profession carried 
on in the United States by persons residing elsewher« 

‘In addition to the income tax provided under this section (herein 
referred to as the normal income tax) there shall be levied, assessed, 
ind collected upon the net income of every individual an additional 


income tax (herein referred to as the additional tax) of 1 per cent 
per annum upon the amount by which the total net income exceeds 
$10,000 and does not exceed $15,000, and an additional income tax of 
2 per cent per annum upon the amount by which the total net income 
exceeds $15,000 and does not exceed $20,000, and an additional income 
t of 3 per cent per annum upon the amount by which the total net 
income exceeds $20,000 and does not exceed $25,000, and an additional 
income tax of 4 per cent per annum upon th nount by which the 
total net income exceeds $25,000 and does not exceed $50,000, and an 

lditional income tax of 5 per cent per annum upon the amount by 
which the total net income exceeds $30,000 and does not exceed $35,000, 
and an additional income tax of 6 per cent per annum upon the 
amount by which the total net income exceeds $35,000 and does not 
exceed $40,000, and an additional income tax of 7 per cent per annum 


upon the amount by which the total net income exceeds $40,000 and 








does not exceed $45,000, and an additional income tax of 8 per cent 
per annum upon the amount by which the total net income exceeds 
$45,000 and does not exceed $50,000, and an additional income tax of 
% per cent per annum upon the amount by which the total net income 


exceeds $56,000 and does not exceed $55,000, and an additional income 
tax of 10 per cent per annum upon the amount by which the total net 
income exceeds $55,000 and does not exceed $60,000, and an additional 

f 11 per « per annum upon the amount by which the 


income tax o 


if 
$ 


total net Income exceeds $60,000 and does not exceed $65,000, and an 
additional income tax of 12 per cent per annum upon the amount by 
which the total net income exceeds $65,000 and does not exceed $70,000, 
“YT | , 


d apn additional income tax of 13 per cent per annum upon the 
ount by which the total net income exceeds $70,000 and does not 











exceed $75,000, and an additional income tax of 14 per cent per annum 
ipon the amount by which the total net income exceeds $75,000 and 
does not exceed $80,000, and an additional income tax of 15 per cent 
per annum upon the amount by which the total net income exceeds 
£80,000 and does not exceed $85,000, and an additional income tax of 
16 per cent per annum upon the amount by which the total net income 
exceeds $85,000 and does not exceed $90,000, and an additional income 
tax of 17 per cent per annum upon the amount by which the total net 
income exceeds £90,000 and does not exceed $95,000, and an additional 
income tax of 18 per cent per annum upon the amount by which the 
total net income exceeds $95,000 and does not exceed $100,000, and an 
additional income tax of 23 per cent per annum upon the amount by 
which the total net income exceeds $100,000 and does not exceed 
£200,000, and an additional income tax of 28 per cent per annum upon 
the amount by which the total net income exceeds $200,000 and does 
not exceed $200,000, and an additional income tax of 33 per cent per 
annum upon the amount by which the total net income exceeds 
$200.000 and does not exceed $400,000, and an additional income tax 
of 38 per cent per annum upon the amount by which the total net 
e exceeds $400,000 and does not exce $500,000, and an addi 
tional Income tax of 43 per cent per annum the amount by which 
the total net income exceeds $500,000 and not exceed $600,000 





nd an additional income tax of 48 per cent per annum uy n the 
amount by which the total net income exceeds 000 and does not 
exceed $700,000, and an additional income tax 53 per cent per 
annum upon the amount by which the total net income xceeds $700,000 
nd does not exceed $800,000, and an additional income tax of 58 per 
nt per anpum upon the amount by which the total net income exceeds 
$800,000 and does not exceed $900,000, and an a iditional income tax 
of 63 per cent per annum upon the amount by which the total net 
income exceeds $900,000 and does not exceed $1,000,000, and an 
idditional income tax of 68 per cent per annum upon the amount by 
which the total net income exceeds $1,000,000 All the provisions ot 
this section relating to individuals who are to be chargeable with the 
1ormal income tax, so far as they are applicable, shall apply to the 
levy, assessment, and collection of the additior al tax imposed under 
this section. Every person subject to this additional tax shall, for the 
purpose of its assessment and collection, make a personal return of his 
total net income from all sources, corporate or otherwise, for the 
preceding calendar year.” 








Mr. COPLEY. Mr. Chairman, under this proposed amend- 
ment a man having an income of $5,000 or less would pay no 
tax. If his income was $10,000, he would pay $100. If his 
income was $25,000, he would pay $700. If it was $50,000, he 
would pay $2,700. If it was $75,000 a year, he would pay 
$5,950. If it was $100,000, he would pay $10,450. If it was 
$1,000,000 he would pay $415,450. 

Mr. Chairman, I have introduced this amendment for several 
reasons, the principal one being that I believe it to be the best 
way of equalizing the opportunities which society in this coun- 
try offers to certain men in securing more than their fair share 
of the benefits derived from the labors of other men. If there 
is one tax which bears lightly on the shoulders of the individual 
paying it. it is that which is paid out of a surplus income. It 
galls no shoulders, though it will probably gall some hearts. No 
man can seriously question that any tax paid under the 
graduated schedule proposed in this amendment would come 
out of a surplus income after allowing its recipient a sufficient 
amount to provide for his family and himself in a dignified 
manner. 

There are two standpoints of justice from which we might 
look at this question: One, the material; the other, the moral. 

From the material standpoint a government is established 
for the purpose of insuring, as far as possible, safety to life 
and safety to property—the enjoyment of an income. The life 











a. 


which is sought to be protected is of equal value to the d 
individuals, the richest and the poorest alike. The py 
which is protected, particularly that represented by an 
is not of equal value to the rich and the poor, nor is 
ratio of their respective incomes. In one instance 

living with nothing left over; in the other, all the com; 
well as the necessities and an enormous surplus besides 

What is the ratio between a surplus income of ma 
of dollars a year and a surplus income of nothing, and 
the Government asking of each? 

From the moral standpeint, is the possessor of | 
power sufficient to amass an enormous fortune entit 
its benefits, or does he owe some duty to society? 

The per capita wealth in this country, about $1.56 
highest of any country in the world; and, bear in : 
represents the labors of man not from the Declaratio: 
pendence, not from the first settling of this country, 
the beginning of the Christian era. but from the be 





| time, the labors of man coupled with opportunities pr 


them in this country. This same per capita mea: 
man, woman, and child. It would amount to about $7 
each adult man. <A man, therefore, who has a 
$1,000,000 in his lifetime bas appropriated to himself | 
earnings of 183 men; not for one generation, but si 
beings began to accumulate wealth on this footstool. 
therefore, in this country has offered the individual th: 
tunities, and society is entitled to some of their earni: 

Take the richest man in America, probably Johan Ip 
feller. His wealth is variously estimated from five 1 
one thousand millions of dollars, which means that f) 
to 133,000 men have been at work accumulating pre 
him since the time when human beings first evolved s 
to appreciate the value of property. 

I am taking Mr. Rockefeller merely as a type. TH 
possibly have created this wealth by the labor of his « 
or brain alone. It required, in addition, the conditi 
ciety which allowed him private ownership of oi] lat 
wells, which allowed him practically whatever margi! 
get on refining his product and also whatever margin 
bution he might take. Now, Mr. Chairman, we need 
power of the great captains of industry working for 
of all our people, and we need the stimulus which s 





| furnishes to them, 


I believe in exempting moderate incomes. It is not 
of $5,000 a year that is a menace to the institutions 


| country, and I do not believe there is a single one 


made captains of industry who would not have su 
the graduated income tax proposed in this amendme 
began the process of gathering his fortune. I have no 
to speak for the gentleman whose name I have used } 
tration, but I do believe when he entered the oi! b 
would have been willing to guarantee to work just 
he has done, denying himself everything he has deni 
with a prospect of a fortune of a few million dollars 
several hundreds of millions. 

Why, wealth is a relative matter at best. E 
prompted by a most healthful impulse. He wants | 
helpless members of his family, for whose helpless: 
primarily responsible, cared for as well as the help! 
of his neighbor’s family. We do not want to disc 
principle, but if one man has the vision and the energ\ 
application that allows him to amass a swollen fortun: 
his neighbors are treated in exactly the same maun 
work just as hard as if there were no such provision 

If this amendment should be adopted, and I ventui 
diction that within 10 years some such law will be w 
the statute books of this country by the American ( 
would then suggest that a good part of it be turned b 
various States from which it is collected, to be used |! 
in lightening the burdens of taxation of the poor and 
tunate people, and not as alms and charity but as equa 
burdens. The child of a Rockefeller and the child 
humblest workman are alike an asset to this country 
enlightened State has compulsory school laws, b! 
tunately, not all of them furnish free textbooks, and 
poor man has a large family and is compelled to send 
dren to school they add a burden which is not equal 
man with an income so large that he has a surplus 
viding for his family. And yet the value of these ch 
estimated by the State is in direct ratio to their numbers 

With such an enormous income as this would give 
be possible for the various States and the Federal Gov 
to prosecute their researches along the lines of health 
science, medicine. In other words, it would be a quest 
of charity but of justice. [Applause.] i 
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. CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | constant growth of Federal expens 
he gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Copter]. on Members of Congress to vote larg 
rhe question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. | back some inducement and reward 1 
GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- | economical. 
which I send to the desk. The CHAIRMAN. The time « e i ] 
‘he Clerk read as follows: | Mr. RAYBURN Mr. Chairman, as a v M 
123, line 8, after the word “ islands, insert “a tax of one creat body I of course feel that I should 1 ‘ 
1 per cent per annum upon such income over and above $1,000 | tent for the long-established f ti Ll ‘ 
$4,000, and | measure demands that discuss aicicaaad e 
‘ir. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amend- | main to the m Membe ; 
t is to reach that class who are exempted by the present | ice, but on the other h | fe 
who have an income over $1,000 and Jess than $4,000 a year, | commissioned spol 1 DO) ’ S 
have them pay an income tax of one-half of 1 per cent. | fourth congression l 
I nquestionably a majority of the people of this country are | break in a measure whatever 
ed by the $4,000 limit now in the bill. I have no ques- cise my constitutional ri to 
ut that a great majority of our people have no hope of | and refuse to be relegated 
having an income of $4,000 a year, and would be very | extent typical of the dend ] 
if they were assured of that income, to give much more} This Congress has beet 
1 per cent of it to the Government in the shape of an in- | the purpose of handling an « 
tax. My main purpose, however, in suggesting this is | assembled to revise the 1 
use I think those below $4,000 necessarily ought to | Support and mainten: ( 
1 income tax. I appreciate that there should be a differ- | levying and collecting taxes to 
between the rich and the poor in the per cent of the tax | ment is to my 1 ad on 
t the weight upon the poor should be made very light. | most serious that ] ‘ 
here is another effect which can be reached by an income | ernment or tha mnt 
The main reason that I offer this amendment is that I | that they will bear « 
t would be an antidote to what is one of the most alarm- | sections, and so th le g 
eases which we all recognize here to-day in Congress able to pay the true d | 
ise of extravagance. I think everyone will admit that | the Dem Party i 
st few years the tendency of national expenditure has | upon this gr task we 
onstantly increasing to an extent which the great mass} dinary in the ils 
ple do not trouble themselves about and do not appre- | must and has set i { 
nd I can see no brake for the constant progress of that | grown up und th 
ure except some such provision as this. has ever know t! 
rhe great mass of the people of the country do not appreciate | protection—and wit lets 
ley are paying the expenses. They look upon the Na- | unjust burdens, yet t 1 ‘ 
Government as a great reservoir of wealth, from which | system of protective | i b 
extract as much as they can for their district or for | rule has worked to make tl 
enterprises without any cost to them; and in recent years | The protective tariff has j ! 
has been a prodigious increase of Federal activities. Most | It takes from the pocke f tl | 
obably approve of that increase. It is doing much for | int he pockets of those in bb 
try in every way, but it is costing money. It is making | parties in the gy past took d 
tant necessary increase in our expenses, and it is chang- | ques n—the Democrat P; of 
» attitude of the people toward the Federal Government | und the Repul in Party of 
t they are constantly demanding more and are reckless of | Democratic | u | et 
se. To-day every Congressman has a call from his home | levy and collection of a tar { vr the 
tuency to get all of the money that he can out of the Treas- | raising money to defray the ex} ( 
r his district. His people do not pay much attention to | that whatever protection « 
he votes for other districts. They do not care how much | was only an incident ul 
ng he does, how willing he is to pledge his vote to some | reason for the tax. 
ess eXtravagance in some other portion of the country; so The Republican do e 
‘he gets what they want for their own district they are | levy and collection of a fY t: 
(1 We have upon us a constant pressure for expendi- | dustries from competitio d that 
iid no matter how economical we may be at heart, few of | sup the Governm S ¢ 
e Spartan enough to stand up and resist this pressure. sten \ system that id | i Gove 
seems to me that an amendment like this which says that riff 1 so high that fa 
h who gets an income over $1,000 shall pay one-half of 1 not pay import duty, come into \ d 
nt tax would bring home to the people the fact that they | tition with American trade, leaving @ \ 
ying the bills as they really are. The tax would be very | absolutely without competition dd t 
ws 8 nly 50 cents on an income of $1,000 and $5 on an income | American consumer. The Repul ( ‘ 
-.000. If the Government were expensive, if the administra- | tariff; the Democratic doctrine is one ‘ re 
were extravagant, their little tax of $1 or $5 would be in- | levied high enough to raise n ey to ¢ \ 
sed. If the Government were economical their income tax | Government, yet low enough th ef f 
¢ uld (decrease so that all the time they would have a little | can manufacture their goods, pay t dl 
ng in their pockets as to whether the Government was | in competition with Ameri trade to 
; ir ADRES Gate 8 . p American consul T, The country ha rric 
; ir Qin or I Tos hairman, will the gentleman yield? tariff of Re ub ic nism until the An ri 
; Mr \USTIN a es. ; , ; and weary of his all too hea y load. 1 ( 
» AUSTIN, oes the gentleman not think it would defeat | turned them, out of the high places 
; ere i thd ae vote for this amendment if the fact party of Jefferson and Jar KSon gain to | TI 
4 Mr. GILI PET No: td ‘ ; that in the older days guided this ship of state so long 
2 unthinking and selfisl Pia . I do a believe the paugee Oxe well. I he Democratic rarty was called ; — 
a rate. ana thie anand or 1. a willing to take the risk at any form of great principles. — | 
we ail fate "We ow See illustrates the impulse which fhe Baltimore convention that pla the bannet 
y hurt ue at Sete pac to do anything which we think great party in the hands of the cle na id matchless We 
oa best’ aon ‘the oe egare ess of whether we think it is right Wilson was a convention m de up of re human being 
I believe it. wonld ate oe , i oki who came from every walk of life, and who were fres 
zen of the United Staten es y desirable to make every citi the people, who knew their hopes and their aspiration 
him whether tl G P es have some constant pressure telling | Wants, and their sufferings. They placed at the head 
© Government was economical or whether the | party and as spokesman for the party a man whom they 
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vernment was extravagant, and that is the reason I advocate 


this ame . 
ain ihe ae I do not suppose under the caucus rules it is 


effect upon 
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the minds of gentlemen and set them thinking 
not necessary for us to do something to check this 
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to be adopted, but I do hope it will produce some | 


had the great heart and mind that 
of suffering 
vote unprecedented in the history of the Republic, 
was called to the highest station in 
| over. 
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| our position having always been that the tariff is a 
that the burdens should fall heaviest on those men and ind 
most able to pay. I quote from paragraph A of secti 
the bill, as follows: 

A. That there shall be levied, a d, and paid annually 
entire j re I d 1 om ¢f ‘ces ink f pi eaing 
by , citizen of the United Stat whether residin it 
abroad, and by every person r ng in the United States, t 
a citiz of 1 tax of 1 per cent per annum mt 
eceive id at $4,000; and a like tax shall 1 
ind paid annually upon the entire net income om all 
and of every bus t profession carried on 
States by pe m i re 

la ddition to l in< e tax 1 vided und th t 
referred to the normal income tax) there shall be levic 
nd llected upon t et ir me of ery indiy ial an 

tax (herein 1 “l to as t additional tax) of 1 

m upon tl! mount hy hich t total net ine e eX 
nd d ot eed $50,000, and 2 per cent per annum 
mount | which t l et income ¢é; i 220,000 
exceed $100.0 l t ‘ inhum upon the an 
the ft a i ? 1 000, 

This provision holds that a man whose income i 
annum shall pay 1 per cent per annum a i direct t 
Government, and as his income mounts into the tl 
shall pay more, which nothing but just and right 
is calculated to re: $25,000 in all and bring into tl 
revenues amounting » not less than $70,000,000. J 
is true to the Democ1 ic doctrine that wealth and 
sumption should pay th reater amount of revenue t 
the Government. Under the old system of levying t 
cles of common’ use the poor man with a large family 
and clothe was compelled to pay more tax to the G 
than the rich man with mall family. 


t nd d nward, he ealled i Congress in 
( ( rt ¢ t] Democt Part to be con- 
( | the tf the count ( 1 fact that in 
( t r t the ni ( I de to the pe pie, that in Congress 
they have the stainless, able, and peerk Oscar UNDERWOOD 
nus! l¢ ‘and chairman of the 7 erful Committee on 
W ind M To my mind this c ittee has given to 
the cou t best iirest, and justest tariff bill ever written 
d ] the operatic of which will lift much of the load 
I f bend! bacl f the taxpayers of 1 country. 
I of this era is written ji ially the name 
of fro! Alabama [Mr. 1 voop} will shine 
1 nd the ¢ t debt of gratitude they owe him will 
er | ! \ id th other day by th gyentieman 
from |] \ [Mr. Patmer], until |] is « ed to the 
P ( Ur 1 States, the only office in the Repub! 
( ! ‘ r bilities. or with el portunity 
! tl j th el l ot the ore t 
( } } rt } Ic 
on the « r si of t { r, our tepub 
who by 1 of t r bre nd unkept 
I t] m: 1 peop! ve | red 1 to a mere 
to- \ f f notl ] l to an opposi 
t ! only re ry solicit that I t bill will 
} on } 1 ¢iy 3 1 panies A nank e at any time, 
| f n ( b ite dg t th this b will be no more 
I ible ! that sl ld cor than it was the 
‘ e of the panie of 1907, which came not after a reduction of 
I riff, but eame mid the prospero I s of prote tion 
! which r Republican friends tal ‘ ‘h. The Repub- 
| ns tall it the hard deal the prod r is getting in this 
bill lL we 1 call their attention to the fact that when they 
‘ in power they put hid of the producer on the free list, 
but they wet too good to the rich n rer to put the 
§ s that he nufactu nd sel ( free list. This | 
Te erat tariff bill 1k hides « { f list and also 
put s that the Amer co } must buy to protect 
the feet of himself and his ch ren on the free list. The Repub- 
li 1 Party was willing, according to their argument, to do an 
inj e to the producer of hides, but was not ling to make 
1 corresponding reduction in the shoes for the consumer. This 
eter 1 Repub n solicitation for the American manufacturer 
makes me tired. Willing and anxious to take that small rich 
cl under its protecting wing, but unwilling at all times to 





| 1 the great chorus of sad cries ever coming from the large 
yet poor class, the American consumer. 
rl tariff bill coes on in its reduction of tax on the neces- 
§ es of life. Follow the long line of reductions made. On all 
e] of woolen goods the Republican protective tariff is re- 
duced from an average of 92 per cent to a Democratic revenue 
. aare ; : SS iasy inal . 


veraging 35 ] rr cent. Notice L¢ instance: 











Vi dr ds, from 99.70 to 35 per cent 

hte de woolen good from 79.56 to 35 per cent 

Il for underw r, from 93.29 to 25 and 3o per cent 

VW en blanke f n 72.69 to 25 per 

( ton nderwear, from 60.27 to 25 per cent. 

Stockings, | e, and half hose, from 75.38 to 50 ne ent 

Shirts, ¢ nd «1 from 64.03 to 25 per cent 

Ready-made wearing apparel, from 50 to 30 per c 

Handkerchiefs and 1 1 ; m 59.27 to 30 per cent, 

Cotton thread, from 31.54 t 19.29 per cent. 

Gloves, from 44.15 to 51.77 per cent. 

Anvi of iron and , from 32.11 to 15 ] 

Bolts, from 20.59 to 15 per cent 

Chains of all kinds, from 46.59 to 20 per cent. 

Pocket knives, from 77.68 to 40 per cent 

Scissors and shears, from 53.77 to 30 per ce 

Table and butcher knives, forks, etc., from 41.98 27 per cent 
Files, ete., from 60.47 to r cent, 

Tinware from 45 to 25 7 

House or cabinet furniture wood, fro v I cent 
Sogar, from 48.54 to 36.25 per cent. 

Red lead, from 60.35 to 25 per cent 

White lead, from 38.01 to 25 per cent. 

Castile soap, from 16.20 to 10 per cent. 

All bricks, from 30.23 to 10.28 per cent. 

China, crockery ware, from 55 per cent to nd 50 per cent. 
Wire pe and strand, from 49.84 to 30 per cent. 

G I 1 window glass, from 46.38 to 28.20 cent. 

With these reductions made, this bill goes on and puts ila 


the farmer and laboring man must 
I quote that part of the bill. 


following articles that 
totally on the free list. 


use 


Agricultural implements: Plows, tooth and disc harrows, headers, 
harvesters, reapers, agricultural drills and planters, mowers, horse- 
rakes, cultivators, threshing machires and cotton gins, wagons and 
carts, and all other agricultural implements of any kind and descrip- 
tion, whether specifically mentioned herein or not, whether in whole 
or in parts, including repair parts. 


These great reductions have been made by this Democratic 
tariff bill with the assurance to the American people that fur- 
ther reductions will be made as soon as the reyenues of the 
country will justify. 





Our Republic f s, in their effort to prejudic: 
ducing class aga t this bill, tell him that he will be 
to sell his products cheaper. We deny this as a gene 
tion, and in tl e few cases where he does we will 
to the other side of the question and demonstrate to 


the articles which he must buy under the provisions + 








bill will be materially red ed The articles that the 

must buy have all been placed on the free list or mate 

duced. A in dem« ig the justness of this bill 
the time in tl ll of the 1 
will be place their effort 

dice the farme1 this bill or 

can friends will find that aling with a th 

intelligent « 3s, who can ily fooled by 

of the political orator, 

They talk about the farmer. What consideration | 

shown him? Of course they are quite willing to give 

a tariff on his products, the price of which is fi 

markets of the world and which no tax can chi: 

can by this fool him into standing for a protected 

the manufacturers who have for generations stood | 


1 


protective-tariff wall of robbery and fattened their 
swollen purse with more ill-gotten gain wrung fr 
hands of the toiling mas that have b 
under the heel of taxation with a relentless tread. 

Mr. Chairman, I am one of those Democrats who b 
the only reason for the levy of a tariff is to raise re\ 
defray the expenses of the Government, and when 
comes that money to defray the expenses of the Go, 
can be raised from the income tax and other legitimat 
of direct taxation, that the tariff should be entirely | 
and that free trade should come in its stead. And alor 
line I advocate a Federal inheritance tax. To me tl 
just tax and easy to pay. When a man by inheritan 
into a large fortune out of no effort on his own part 
by accident of birth, accumulated by his ancestry 
Government which protected him in his property right 
lieve he should be willing to pay some of it as a tribute 
agency that protected his ancestry in the accumulation 

When tax-on a reasonable percentage basis is | 
will bring large sums into the Treasury which as the y 
by will increase as swollen fortunes are broken up, and 
the tariff tax can be lowered to the benefit of every 
consumer. 

Mr. Chairman, the Republicans in this House quote, 
with a great deal of pleasure, chat part of the Baltimo 
form which says that the tariff shall be lowered, bul 
shall not be lowered suddenly and to such a great ext: 
an, legitimate industry shall be harmed. They londly 
that this bill is not drawn true to that promise, in tha 
say it will put some industries out of business. I for on 
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erat on this floor do not believe that any industry is a legiti Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman might find instances where 
+o one that ean not live without a protective-tariff wall built | this law would not be able to reach everybody And that is 
sound it. In line with what the President said in his message other illustration, I will say to my friend from Wis sit 
to the Congress I believe in matching the genius of the American } other illustration that sometimes these men who | ‘ 
-itizen against the genius of the world, and I have confidence | fortunes escape taxation. You can not reach all of t! 1, 
enough in the ability and skill of the American manufacturer to | this bill places the iimit at $4,000, and it is ¢ 2 
nelieve that he ean go into the manufacturing business with the | great many of them. 
killed labor of American workmen, produce his wares, and com- Mr. STAFFORD. It will reach only 1 per cent of th 
nete with other countries for the trade of the world. The man | lation of this country. Many men of wealth—men ow 
who says that he can not do this is paying his country and the | $100,000, $50,000, or $75,000—will escape any taxation what 
ability ‘of the manufacturers of his country a poor compliment | ever. 
deed. Mr. FOSTER. Well, I will say to the gentleman from Wis 
Mir. Chairman, the Republican minority in this House, or I | consin, I have no doubt when this bill becomes a law that a 
<yppose I should say the two minorities in this House—one | great many men who are not paying as much taxes as they 
being what little remains of that great party of Lincoln and | ought to now will pay more than they have been paying in the 
McKinley and the other the dumb, driven, blind followers of | past. This does reach a class of men who can afford to pay it, 
ihe “Terrible Teddy ’—have tried to play on the prejudices of | but the amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachi 
. new Members of this body by telling them that the appoint- | setts takes from the man who is drawing $1,000 an additions! 
wt of the committees were deliberately held up until the tariff | tax that he must pay, and he is paying, possibly, upon the fu 
was disposed of, and have held this as a club over their | valuation of all that he has in the world, because those people 
heads in order to make them be subservient to the Committee | usually pay it on the property that they own, and the idea 
Ways and Means and force them through fear of ostracism | placing an additional burden upon him does not commend it { 
, yote for this bill as the committee wanted it. This is a child- | to me. The man whose income is $1,000 must support his fa 
sh bit of horseplay and a miserable appeal to the prejudice. | ily, educate his children, and, if possible, lay up something 
rhis bill was submitted to the Democratic caucus, and there | a time when he can not earn anything. 
every Democrat had a chance to have his say and to offer his} Mr. BARTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
iendment to the bill. We settled our party differences in that Mr. FOSTER. Ina moment. There may come a time. I w 
ens and have come into this House and before the country | say to my friend from Wisconsin, when the Government woul: 
th a united front, and this seems to pain our Republican want to place this additional tax upon the man of small income 


ethren keenly, for they know that every amendment that they 
fer will be met with a solid Democratic majority and sent to 

e scrap heap, where it will justly repose. As I said in the 
outset, the Democratic Party was called into power and took 

e reins of government on a great platform of principles which 
ey should and are going to carry out, and speaking as a new 

Member whom our Republican friends would try to prejudice, I 

y that it is more important that these pledges be carried out 
| the party’s honor held stainless than that I or any other 
w Member ever get on a committee. This is my answer to 

drowning minorities that are grabbing at every passing 

Ss iraw, 

Mr. Chairman, I came to this body a few weeks ago with 
dlike enthusiasm and confidence. It has always been my 
bition since childhood to live such a life that one day my fel- 
citizens would call me to membership in this popular branch 

the greatest lawmaking body in the world. 
nce and partiality they have done this. It is now my 
here to help enact such wise and just laws that our 
mon country will by virtue of these laws be a happier and 
ore prosperous country. I have always dreamed of a coun- 

y which I believe this should be and will be, and that is one 

which the citizenship is an educated and patriotic people, 
swayed by passion and prejudice, and a country that shall 
know no East, no West, no North, no South, but inhabited by a 
» liberty loving, patriotic, happy, and prosperous, with its 
akers having no other purpose than to write such just 
sas shall in the years to come be of service to human kind 
t unborn. [Applause.] 
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by the 

‘leman from Massachusetts is one I do not believe this 

e is ready to support. It is a well-known fact that in 
country of ours the man of small means usually pays all 
taxes that he ought to pay upon property that he owns, 
this idea that you can stop expenses, stop extravagances, 
- the gentleman from Massachusetts puts it, by levying an 
litional tax upon the man of small income seems to me to be 
rrect. I believe that every man in this country ought to 

y ttxes according to the property that he owns, and usually 

| will find that throughout the country the man who has 
Ue property usually pays his just share of taxes. He is 
olpelled to do it. The little property he may have is in sight 
When the assessor comes around and is easily gotten at, and he 
ias to pay on all he owns. The amount may be small in com- 

/arison with what some others pay in the community, but it is 
on all his property. ? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? Does the gen- 
to aa a that it is a proper income tax to exempt a man 
pho a ios property worth $100,000 drawing 4 per cent in- 

Mr ‘FOSTER oa under the provisions of the pending bill? 
wen tal ‘Sieeees judge, under this bill, if he draws 4 per cent 
there tout , capital, he will not pay an income tax; but 

Is little likelihood of many cases of that kind coming to 
(he surface in the country. 


Mr. STAFFORD. If it were $3,900, he would not. 


purpose 


iT 


47 
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Out of their con- | 


sole | 





in some great emergency, when the Government requires more 


money than it is able to raise with the present system of taxa 
tion, and in that case I am satisfied that the m 


in of small mean 
would be willing to pay his just portion. Those people sre 
patriotic and do not want to escape the taxation that is im 


posed upon them. It should be the policy of every citizen to pay 
his just portion of taxes for the support of his Govern nt, and 
no patriotic citizen ought to object. A great trouble has been 

our present system that those of great wealth have 
burden. It is difficult in 


ese ped th 


every State to pass laws so th 
those persons who own vast amounts of property must 
their just taxes. Corporations are continually evading thei) 
just part of taxation for the support of the Government. The 
man with a farm, whether large or small. can not hide his 
property. The person with a home, it may be he has, mus 


pay his part; it is just and right he should do so, but 
same time those who have been enjoying the blessings of spe 
laws that have enabled them to take from the man of sn 
means a part of his earnings in the way of tariff taxes now 
levied for the support of the Government on this excess j 
come ought to be compelled to pay more. This law wi 
judgment prove beneficial in our system of taxation and f 
hope will cause the burden of taxation to fall most 
on those who are best able to bear it 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? I think we 


in harmony as to the principle. 

Mr. BARTON. On the theory of your argument, wil I 
think you believe honestly, I would ask you what object i 
would urge against the amendment introduced by the vent 
man from Illinois |Mr. CopLey]? 

Mr. FOSTER. I have not studied that amendment sufli 
to give an answer that would possibly be what ought to 
given on a great question of this kind. I will say in regard 
beginning the income tax, this new system of taxation, I bh 
lieve the committee has arrived at the proper rate. And I \ 
say to the gentleman that in the future these rates may hav: 
to be changed and the amount of income which is now exempted 
may have to be changed. And so, if it has to be done, th 
plenty of time to do it. We are starting out on a new system 
of taxation, one that we never had in this country, and many 
whom we hope to reach are those who possibly have hevei 


| paid their fair share of taxes before. 


The man of family, whose income is small, has usually paid 
a consumption tax in the way of tariff, and has contributed 
his fair share of taxes to the Government, and now, if | 


small income is again taxed, it is more than he should be ex 
pected to bear at this time, and so I shall vote against the 
amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin, and hope that 


it will be defeated. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I am bitterly opposed to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr 
Gittett]. The poor people of this country for more than a 
hundred years have been bearing the burdens of taxation. A 
revenue tariff is the most unfair method of raising money to 
defray the expenses of government, and when levied upon the 
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on the labor- | think that if this law should be enacted and enforced 
defray the | particular it would be found to be very unpopular. 
ockefeller or | There is one other condition of the law which I thi 
high protec- | to be improved by amendment. It is that owners 
the burdens | issued by corporations, no matter how smal! the amor 
iplicated sys- | holding may be, may have the income tax deducted 
ample, under | interest on their bond holdings. Now. this would } 
costing not | ship on the holder of a large number of bonds, beea 
nd on the | come entirely within the law. But this law propose 
place a | from taxation incomes amounting to $4.000 per annu 


y 


1 


10 man | undertake to say that investigation would disclos 

in his | that nine-tenths of all the bon iold 3 in th coul 

Com- | the possession of widows and phans, any one of wl 
nt law | not own more than from one t ive thousand dollars. ; 
cent on | interest in their one to five thousand dollars of bond ] 

rding a | may be their total revenue. And if it should happen 

I of | interest on $5.000 of bonds amounted t » $250 per annum 
tax on that $250 per annum was collected at the sour 

this $250 was the only income that the widow or ¢! 

| had, this bill would require the person having not 1 

» most able to pay has es the burden | this $250 income to pay this income tax. 

and the man who is the least able to pay is A remedy to be applied by the owner of these bo 

burden. A tariff tax carries with it bur- | sure, is provided in this bill. What is it? It provid 

Only those who have property on which a | any owner of bonds having an income of less th 

ever hope to share in the benefits. So wishes to avail himself of the exemptions from the tax 

the raw material and the producer of the fin- | make a sworn statement of the total income which he 
» the only classes who can hope to share in the | if his income is shown to be less than $4,000, of course 

taxation. But the toiling millions, constituting | emption would be made, but it would cost as much to}: 

than three-fourths of the population of this country, bear | statement as to pay the tax—an unjust requirement. [| A; 

it burdens of taxation, and yet they never have had an | on the Republican side.] 
portunity to share in the benefits of such taxation. The in- The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
come tax stands out like a great emancipator, with a proclama- | has expired. 

tion to the world declaring that the time has come when the | Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the committee's bill ey 

unequal burdens of taxation shall no longer rest upon the shoul- | from taxation all incomes under $4.000 per annum 
ders of the oring classes of this country, but that, instead | understand the amendment offered by the gentleman 
thereof, thes surdens shall be placed where they properly be- | Massachusetts [Mr. GImLterr], it provides for a tax of « 
long—upon the backs of the rich. The cross upon which the | of 1 per cent on all incomes from $1,000 to $4,000 per a: 
income of labor is being crucified by a protective tariff shall be It seems to me that there are at least two very good a 


torn down, and instead thereof a righteous income tax shall be | cient reasons why the amendment of the gentleman from } 
inaugurated, placing an equitable portion of the burdens of | chusetts should not prevail. The first may be said to | 


taxation upon the men of this country who own property, which | sense, a political reason, and the second an economic or 
must be defended by the strong arm of this country. The tax | reason. And it seems to me that when the Representati 
dodger must uncover his hidden wealth to the tax collector. | great people are undertaking to write a tax law, based 
Mr. Chairman, there has never been known to man a fairer | entirely new principle of taxation, it is entirely pro] 
system of raising a revenue than that of an income tax, and | we should consider the political reasons as affecting the 
I hail the sixteenth amendment as a harbinger of good to the | of the bill, because if we believe in this new system of t 
American people, a relief to those who have been bearing the | as it seems to me the country has shown it does, we o1 
burdens in the past, with the hope that they may reap the | to put anything into the law which would endanger i 
benefits and fruits of their own toil. [Applause.] | manency as a part of our fiscal system. And I ve 

r. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- | assertion that if Congress at the first opportunity whic! 

that debate on this amendment may close in 10 minutes. | had of levying a direct tax upon the people without ap) 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN- | ment should levy a tax which would fall upon every 
:woop] asks unanimous consent that debate upon the pend- | of the land, that tax would not stay upon the statut 

mendment may close in 10 minutes. Is there objection? longer than the first election which followed the first 

There was no objection. the tax collector. The people would be perfectly just 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman - repudiating it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Map-| And the reason for it is as intimated in the argume! 
DEN] is recognized. | gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FowLer]. Under the 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, IT do not think I shall talk to | taxes which the people have been paying heretofore, whi 
the amendment exactly, but it strikes me that if this section | been largely consumption taxes—because the poor consu 
of the tariff bill should become a law it would be unecon- | of all proportion to their income of what the rich con 
stitutional, because it provides that the tax shall begin on the to their income—the men of small means and of smzll i 
ist of last January, a month prior to the time of the adoption | have been paying an extraordinarily large share of the ta 
of the sixteenth amendment just referred to by my colleague. | support the Government. 

This bill provides that the mutual insurance companies shall And if this direct tax should now be added to the |! 
pay taxes as other corporations do. which they must carry and should be made general u 

It provides, too, that the individual who owns a policy in an | persons having incomes of more than $1,000, they would 
insurance company shall be required to pay the tax upon the | in their wrath and write this law off the statute | 
premium which he pays every year. It also provides, if I | promptly as we have written ‘. on. And they ought to « 
interpret the language of the law correctly, that he shall also | The present consumption taxes bear most heavily wu 
be obliged to pay a tax upon the dividends which are deducted | poor; it is right that the income tax should bear most bh 
from his premium every year. upon the rich. 

This law, too, provides, if it should become a law, that if | The second reason that appeals to me is this, that in 
any man owns a piece of property which he rents to another | this direct tax upon incomes we ought to rise above the 
he my be obliged to allow the person to whom he rents his | where the consumption taxes now bear out of all propo! 
property to pay the income tax out of the rent, or if he should | the incomes, and we ought to leave free and untaxed a 
desire to be exempted from that condition, under the provisions | of the income of every American citizen a sufficient an 
of this law he would be required to make a statement to the | rear and support his family according to the American 
individual who rented his property by disclosing his income | ard and to educate his children in the best manner wh 
from every source, and he must be able to show to the lessee of | educational system of the country affords. I think it : 
his property that his total income is less than $4,000 a year. say that no man with the average American family 0! 

It seems to me that that is rather reaching out a good ways | children can support that family according to the 
to compel the owner of a piece of property to make a statement | American standard and send his children through the 
under oath to the man who rents his property as to just what | schools and colleges of the land who does not have a 
sources of revenue he has from every other line of endeavor. I! inceme of $4,000 per annum. Out of that sum must be 













































, exnen , interest on debts and other obligations, im 
ts to the home. education of children through colleges 
tl ersities, many comforts «nd some luxuries which 
s demand And if you would not tax education, if 
vould not retard the de elonment of our people up to the 
i at which Ame ins ought to live, and if yeu would 
jloubly tax the poor upon whom these consumption taxes 
y | “dl, ul must make this exemption at about the 
$4,000. Why, the ¢ mpt is less than it was in the 
w. b > W { t exempted incomes under 
Ooo ilso exempted eX] s, and the average Amer 
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( \IRMA The question is on the amendmet fered 
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AUSTIN Mr. Chairm l ask that 1 nn In t b 
M N. Vi ] bjecti n ( mena! it Wl be 
ted 
k read the amendment 
HAIRMAN rhe question is on the amendment. 
tion was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
ELLY of 5 ! Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol 
li t 
( las follows 
i line 1, by { ti 
LY of Pe Syiva l i C] I'l 3 pur] e of 
t i si rto it of th i endmi '. 4 ( l by 
Lrol Lllinoi . nh W 1 he 
l I ted stati ‘ rures under 
| cular cal tions sis to ry 
{ furthe he idea of income 
! 1 make this 9 per ver $100,000, 
s { feel, howevel pted or no 
icome tax in its entirety is a matter that deals with th 
j ] ust be se led by this lawmaki 1g | 
question brought out here to-night and coming u} 
ch the debate—the problem of privilege against the 
far as IT am concerned, I was pledged when I went bet 
le to an income tax. I supported it on principle, be 
I believe it is the most just tax that can be devised: that 
| take the burden off the shoulders of those who in the 
’ past have been carrying the burden and who are the least able 
r it 
m pledged on this subject and IT am in favor of this income 


‘use there is the same proposition running through it 

ish the necessary reduction of the exces tariff as 

1 by the present conditions due to the present schedules 

I ve been attacked a number of times from different sources 
y attitude, and I want to read the plank in my platform 

I put out several months before I was nominated. This 
(form was published in papers hostile to myself and was 


ive 








; ln 4 . taline a : . * 
; e the basis of attack in numerous editorials. After de 
Z ng for the Tariff Commission as the only real solution of 
4 s problem, I made the following declaration regarding the 
s Present situation : 
t ve that the present excessive tariff on many products is simp! 
a ‘vege unjustly aequired by corporations of taxing the people 
bs ; riginal intention of protecting infant industries has been lost 
not of and it has become a tool to increase the cost of living. I do 
tu elleve that government can hand out golden gifts to manufac- 


thes pene still be just to the consumer. I am opposed to the doctrine 
upon the ind! nt has a moral right to take from the mass and bestow 
ahaa dividual without regard to the common welfare. Any tariff 

ire which would mean the greatest good to the greatest number 
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ride the weak, that concentrated wealth shall not strangle jus- 
tice, that neither unjust riches nor enforced poverty shall find 
harbor in this Nation through legislation. [Applause.] 

And Tam convinced that right there is the dividing line on all 
vital issues in this Nation to-day. On one side are the privi- 
leged few, who have lost every feeling of brotherhood with their 
fellows and are willing to crush countless human beings into 
ignorance and want in order to mdintain their own unjust ad- | 


vantages. On the other side are the 


masses of the people who, 


in the very degree by which these privileged few prey and pros- 
per, are robbed of their fair share of life’s opportunities and 
hi: ppiness 

fhat is the great question before the Nation to-day—*“ Shall 


this be a government for all the people, of all the people, and by 


all the people, or a government of the people, by privilege, for 
a few?” It is a question which must be settled and settled 
here. No new lands beckon the American lovers of liberty to- 
day to come and work out old problems under new conditions. 
There is no new country where the oppressed may seek refuge. | 
lor the first time in history men are compelled to settle their 
problems with finality face to face. 

And the final answer to the question will come with the de- 
cision as to whether the people of America are to rule or be 
ruled. Because I believe that this tariff measure, in spite of 
the method of its making and its defects in specific details, 
against which I have spoken and voted, will, as a whole, de- 
crease the power of privilege and’ enlarge the opportunities for 
the many, I must of necessity vote for it. 

Its income-tax provision alone would cover a multitude of 
sins. It will, for the first time in the history of this Nation | 
compel the possessors of swollen fortunes to pay the tax they 
should have paid long ago. It will shift part of the burden of 
taxation from the bending shoulders of the poor to those who 


have profited from governmental favoritism. It simply demands 


that ihe multimillionaire shall do what the poor man has always 
done, and it is just and right in its demand. [Applause.] 

This bill is, to my mind, an honest attempt to carry out the 
pledge for an immediate revision of the tariff downward. A 
still further pledge has been made by the Progressive Party, 
and it, too, will be carried out in the future. It is that the 
tariff must be revised scientifically through the assistance of a 


tariff commission of trained experts, a system which will make 


it possible to fix tariff rates as national and not as party 
IneArsures. 
Under such a system we may have our giant industry with- 


out the blighting and dwarfing of the industrious; we may have 
our commercial splendor without our shame, prosperity without 
oppression, tariff legislation without the stain of lawlessness, 
statesmanship without the brand of treason, while kings of 
American finance shall no longer trample upon the keepers of 
American faith. 


Because I believe with President Hayes that “ he best serves 
his party who serves his country best,” and in view of the 
pledges I have given the people, I can not do else than support 
the bill as a whole and stand responsible to the people for my 
action. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, every man is an 
integral part of civilization and of society; he has equal obli- 


gations with his fellows, and is an equal expense to the Govern- 
ment so far as his right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap- 
Beyond this a man may have either a family or prop- 
erty to protect, or both. When he is called upon to protect his 
family or his property, he is called upon for extra expense for 
this extra protection to support the Government. For the past 
half century we have taxed the millions of American families 
rather than the surplus property of the portions made by the 
few under favoritism of government. Surplus wealth requires 
extra protection, and in this bill we have a clause we call] the 
income tax, based upon a graduated scale as to the different 
rites; and I may say that this proper graduation will depend 
largely upon experiment. We do not say that we are wholly 
right in detail of this provision. The man who claims that 
claims something which he knows is not true, and the great 
American people do not expect us to be perfect. They do expect 
us to do something. They will excuse a mistake, honestly made; 
but they will not excuse the attempt of those who would destroy 
nn effort to tax the surplus wealth of the country which has 
gone untaxed so far as it has been used for support of the Fed- 
eral Government. 

There are those who would say that we should begin at 
$1,000 in lieu ef $4,000. They forget the principle upon which 
this tax is founded, and that is that every man who is making 
no more than a living should not be taxed upon living earnings, 
but should be taxed upon the surplus that he makes over and 
above that amount necessary for good living. We also recognize 


piness, 








| to bear it. 








| we could then start at any 


|} a public policy 
| this 








that there are different grades of living, and we start out w 
the assumption that $4,000 will reach the highest 
| living, and starting there we tax all of the surplus we oe t] 


grade 


tends to pile up gigantic fortunes which have so bes 
threatened the existence of our civilization by aie 
extremes. The purpose of this tax is nothing more th 


levy a tribute upon that surplus wealth which requires ex; 


expense, and in doing so it is nothing more than meting « 
| even-handed justice. The American people will so prom 
and approve it. 

Again, even though we should start out at $1,000 as 


basis of a highest grade of living, it would not be practic: 
for the reason that it would necessitate a vast deal 
collecting agents, and that would take up that extra any 

of revenue obtained by taxing earnings between $1.000 
$4,000. If we were in a State, say, in the State of © 
homa, where we have such tax, and we should proceed to 

an income tax, with a tax collector in every county in the s 
rate, but since it must require exir4 
officials for the Federal Government anyway, the peo) 

not ask that we provide a surplus number of public 
who would be required by the extra amount between 
and $4,000 merely for the sake of taxing all incomes. 

I want to Mr. Chairman, that of all the provisio: 
this bill—while I admit there may be some errors 2 
might be some change, especially with reference to insi 
policies, to my thinking, ought to be changed, whol 
is insurance—of all the provisions of this 
one will meet the hearty approval of the great <A) 
ean citizenship. I want to say now to those who would con! 
it that you will contest in vain. Any man or any party) 
would oppose this just tax will, as he or it ought, go dow 
defeat. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I want to pr 
now that we are just entering upon 2 policy for the suppo 
this Government which, in a very few years, will be the « 
method of taxation for the support of the American Repi 
and the days for protective-tariff favoritism will be over. 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kerry]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was reject 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following a1 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 134, line 1, after the figures “ $100,000" by »s 
out the numeral “3” and inserting in lieu thereof the numeral! 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, no tax in its c 
popular, and the income tax will not be popular 
ters. This tax comes in response to a generation-old, 
mined demand upon the part of the people who would 
see the hardship of the levy of taxes borne by those best 
There remains and there will remain a great 4 
among the people, however, that when the very rich are 
either they evade in part the taxation or that they pass 
for the people to pay. 

And the great problem remains—the increasing accumu! 
of the rich. In spite of all our laws in regard to taxatio! 
spite of all the tariff theories we have, of this variety and 
in spite of all the decrees of dissolution by the courts, in 
of our efforts to conserve national resources or to prevent 
crimination in transportation, the very rich of this co! 
succeed in doing one thing. They continue to grow richer 
different degres and among 


bios 


as, 


or 
>1,! 


say, 


nd 


SO 


ollecti 


in some o 


all of us the supreme quand: 
our hour is the vast increasing accumulation of wealth 
hands of the few. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MURDOCK. I can not yield, I will say to the 
man from Pennsylvania. We have before us an omnibus | 
measure. It has been framed by the gentleman from Ala!) 
|Mr. UNDERWOOD] and his colleagues. Its main propositio 
a device whereby they propose to lower rates and let in foi 4 
importations and so accomplish the regulation of domestic « 





merce. But neither the gentleman from Alabama nor an . 
his colleagues has explained to us wherein their device : 
control the volume of importations into this country after | 4 
have lowered the duties; and in every point where the ( 3 


have been lowered to a point that will permit a flood of 
portations, who in America will feel it first? The large interes's 
the rich factors that control in commerce? No. The 
feel the force and burden of a flood of foreign importations \ 
be the smal! producer, the man who is at best having a har 
struggle. 

The Steel Trust has nothing to fear from a reduction 
duties; the great combinations in other lines are not fearivg 
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for themselves 2 reduction in the tariff. They control, many 
of them, through international combinations. It is the small 
eodneer who will be first to suffer. I do not think that all 
: : realize at all times how vast the force of wealth now is 
in the hands of the larger factors in industry. The gentile 
man from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] gave here the other night a 
list of men and estates in this country, and he pointed out 
in a table that there were 29 individuals and estates in America 
who have among them the vast sum of $5.000,000,000, and 
he gave figures to show that these men and these estates, 
s than 30, had an income of something like $170,000,000 a 
r. Now this income tax, which [I favor and which I had 


ies 


ye: 


hoped would be brought in for a separate vote, proposes to 


reach some of these larger incomes. I do not believe that it 
reaches the larger incomes with as heavy a per cent of tax as 
it should reach them, and for that reason I have offered this 
amendment, increasing the amount of the tax on incomes 
above $100,000 from 3 per cent to 6 per cent. [ Applause. } 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex} ired. 


‘ir. TAVENNER. Mr. Chairman, when I went before the | 


voters in the campaign last fall I made the declaration, repeat 
i it over and over, that should I be elected I would make a 


‘ necientious endeavor to learn how the people of my district 


would desire me to vote on important lei tion affecting their 
interest, which might come up in this body, and would then 
vote that way. 

I made that declaration in every good faith. I desire no 
creater tribute when I shall conclude my service in this House 
than that the people of my district may say of me, * He made 
practice of ascertaining how the people of this district desired 
him to vote on even the simplest piece of legislation, and then 
voted that way.” 

In line with the preelection understanding between the voters 

nd myself it is my intention to cast my vote as the Representa- 

of the fourteenth Illinois district for the income-tax provi 
s of the pending bill. 

I believe in all sincerity, Mr. Chairman, that in so doing I am 
carrying out the desire not only of the Democrats of my dis 
trict, but of 90 per cent of the rank and file of Republicans, 
Progressives, Socialists, and Prohibitionists 

I have made as extended inquiries as anyone could make, and 
I believe that 90 per cent of the people of the whole United 
States, regardless of their politics, race, religion, color, or 
creed are heartily in favor of an income tax which proposes a 
tax on wealth in lieu of the present system, which provides for 
the raising of revenue by taxing exclusively the clothes on a 


man’s back, and the other things that people must wear, eat, 
use in order to live. 

t only the poor man, from whose bending back some of the 
burden of taxation is to be lifted by means of this bill, favors 
the measure. I am in a position to say that many fair-minded 

of wealth residing in my own district, men who will be 


required to pay a considerable tax on their incomes by virtue 
of the income-tax provision of this bill, have written me in most 
favorable tone of the measure, declaring that the proposition 


that a man should be taxed according to his ability to pay and 
rding to the benefits and privileges he receives under the 
Government is fair and just. 

[am not prejudiced against wealth. Any man who has hon- 
esily acquired wealth shows but an evidence of his industry, 
i igence, and skill, and deserves the respect of all. But I 
o contend that men possessing wealth shonld pay, at dare able 
to pay, more taxes than their less fortunate brothers who own 
only the clothes upon their backs, and possibly their household 
furniture, and whose weekly wage is scarcely enough to enable 
them to provide for their families from week to week, iet alone 
to lay anything by for a rainy day. 

Mr. Chairman, the income tax is part of the Democratic plan 
to reduce the ever-increasing cost of living in this country. It 
means the carrying out of the program promised in the pre 
election campaign last fall, namely, to take some of the tax off 
the necessaries of life, such as sugar, woolens, cottons, beef, and 
lumber, and to make up for the loss of revenue thus sustained 
by the Government by placing a tax upon incomes. It is esti- 
iated the income tax will raise approximately $100,000,000, 
and that this amount of taxation will be taken off of the vit 
hecessaries of life. 

But, Mr. Chairman, to tax wealth and incomes, according to 
the standpatters and protectionists, is class legislation. The 
fact is, however. that the present system of taxing the neces 
Saries of life while permitting wealth to go untaxed is class leg 
islation of the grossest sort. Is it not passing strange that 
those who complain of an income tax as class legislation were 
never heard to complain of the existing class legislation which 
taxes the hats, coats, and shirts of the masses almost 71 per 
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revenne tax, which, like the tariff tax, is on consumption, and 
falls no heavier, if as heavy, on the rich than on the poor. 


In order to make it perfectly plain how it happens that a 
man with a large family working on a section of a railroad 
is actually paying more toward running the National Govern- 


ment than a millionaire bachelor who is too proud to marry 


and raise children, I will cite one illustration out of a multitude | 


which could be given. 

The Payne-Aldrich tariff tax on sugar is approximately 2 
cents a pound. Every time the American housewife buys a | 
pound of sugar that is in reality worth but 4 cents she pays 6 


cents for it, not knowing that the sugar is worth but 4 cents 
and that she is paying 2 cents as a tax to the National Govern- 
ment. 


That the price of an article is enhanced by the amount of the | 


tariff tax is evidenced by the fact that in England, where there 
is no 2-cent tax on sugar, the average wholesale price of sugar 
the year around is approximately 2 cents (the amount of the 


Payne-Aldrich tax) less than in the United States. 


The average tax on all articles under the Payne-Aldrich law 
is approximately 40 per cent. Nearly everything one must buy 
at the grocery, the hardware store, and the dry goods store 
carries a tariff tax, which means that the local merchant acts 
in the capacity of tax collector for Uncle Sam without being 
paid for it, and he is as unconscious of the fact as are his 


customers that in making purchases they are paying taxes. 

‘Tro show, finally, that under the present fiscal system the mil- 
wire bachelor does not contribute as much toward maintain- 
jing the National Government as the average workingman with 
an family it is but to point out that the millionaire 
does not eat as much sugar as the entire family of the working- 
man, and, as the tax obvious 
that the workingman with a family buys more pounds of sugar 
in a year, contributing his 2-cent tax to the Government 
a greater number of times than the millionaire, and thus actu- 
ally paying a larger tax than the millionaire. 

This illustration need not be confined to the purchase of 
sugar, for it applies with equal aptness to any protected article, 
and there are 4,100 items in the Payne-Aldrich law. 

The Payne-Aldrich law, however, taxes neither wealth nor in- 
come. A man may have a milion dollars in gold and he is not 


li 
necessary 
is 


is wholly on consumption, it 


sugar 
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asked to contribute anything whatever to the National Govern- | 


ment, but if he is ! 
to satisfy hi 
[I submit that wealth and incomes should properly be the first 
thing ed. The yme-tax provision will tax them. 
It is argued by some that an income tax is “ premature, ex- 


perimental legislation.” 


stobetax pending ine 


socialistic 


The answer is that 52 nations and states levy a tax on in- 
comes, and that the United States is practically the only one of 
the grent nations of the earth in which wealth is permitted to 


so far as the General Government is concerned. 
the beneficial effects that may be expected from an 
tax that under the present indirect system of tariff 


i 
taxation the people do not realize that they are contributing the 


go untaxed 
One of 


ome 


ast sums of money expended by the Federal Government; but 
when vou have a direct system of taxation, and the tax col- 
lector goes to those who have to pay under this law and de- 
mands of them the amount due the Government, the result is 


they will realize that they are paying the money that runs this 
Government, and they will demand of their representatives 
economy in the administration of public affairs. 

It is estimated that, of the corporation tax, 
income tax will yield revenue for the first year under the opera- 
tion of the bill as follows: 


exclusive 


| 











Incomes, amount. ae | Tax rate. Revenue. 
- a sencinata = eletethdeinnnpimmnnt omanamectheteperpaae a 
$4. SRA... occ sedosnassdet 126,000 | 1 per cent............. | $630, 000 
: ee ee 178, 000 RE ld cae 5 Che 5, 340, 000 
$ $1 Pe ee ei 53, 000 | hits <awnawe -.-.| 4,240,000 
$15, NEEOR., . Sitges ndekee De | 3,185,000 
$20,000 to $25,000. . 2... ccccccess 10,500 | 1 and 2 per cent....... 2, 100, 000 
$2 RIOD: inn wins oink dene ye * ee 9, 660, 000 
$50,000 to $100,000. ................ 8,500 | 1, 2, and 3 per cent. 11, 560, 000 
$100,000 to $250,000. ............... 2,500 | 1, 2,3, and 4 per cent..| 11, 650,000 
$250,000 to $500,000. ............... eee ee 6, 743, 000 
$500,000 to $1,000,000............... 350 }..... do Pe a 
Over GL 00R 000... 66.05..05-.... 100 |... RT 
— | ecco 
ee ial a we Sea apkers Aar | 70, 125, 000 


Notr.— $4,000 is exempted in all 


incomes, 
Including the tax on the incomes of corporations, the measure 
will yield in excess of $100,000,000. 


Under the income-tax provision those having an income of | 


more than $4,000 must pay a tax of 1 per cent on his income in 


hungry or cold and must buy food or clothing | 
; needs he must pay a tax of more than 40 per cent. | 
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excess of the exempted $4,000. For instance, a man having ; 
income of $4.100, would pay a tax of $1; a man having 
income of $5,000, would pay a tax of $10; $10,000, $60: $100 4) . 
$2,260; $1,000,000, $38,260. 

The estimates of the Ways and Means Committee 
vividly how wealth has concentrated in this country. Alil, 
incomes as low as $4,100 per year will be subject to taxa; 
yet less than 1 per cent of our total population is affected 
the bill. 


Under the provisions of this bill, John D. Rockefeller. 


| ing an estimated capital of $500,000,000, and an estimated 


nual income of $50,000,000, will be required to pay an 

tax te the Government of $2,000,000. This is $2.000.000 
than he has ever paid before, because he has been in the | 

of paying little, if any more, than the humblest citizen of 
land. Other of the great millionaires will be affected 4<¢ 
follows: 





- ae , 
|} Capital. 
| 


Income. | 





£300, 000,000 | $15,000, 000 | 
20), 000, 000 | 


20, 000, 000 | 
120, 000, 000 6, 000, 000 | 
100, 000, 000 5,000, 000 | 
100, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 | 


Andrew Carnegie 
William 


Rockefeller...........-. 


Estate of Marshall Field 


George F. Raker 
Henry Phipps 


Henry C. Frick 100, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 
William A. Clar 80, 000, 000 4,000, 000 | 
Estate of J. P.] 75, 000, 000 7, 500, 000 


Fstate of E. H 
F state of Russ t 
W. K. Vanderbilt... 


F state of John 8. Kennedy.... 


€8, 000, 000 

64, 000, 000 
- £0, 000, 000 
65, 000, 000 


2, 400, 000 
3, 200, 000 | 
000 





0, 000 


ee MOU We MO nn aca  occcesecdbecas 70, 000, 000 00, 000 
RNS OS dctoa'sa Selb «dele < 00k aces 70, 000, 000 00, 000 
It Shit Se. ee | 70, 000, 000 ,» 200, 000 
I a i } 74,000, 000 , 700, 000 


Jay Gould estate. | 
Mrs. Hetty Green......... 
Estate of Cornelius Vand 

Estate of William W< 


Estate of Ogden Goelet... 


70, 000, 000 
60, 000, 000 
£0, 000, 000 
£0, 000, 000 
€0, 000, 000 


, 000 
, 000 
, 000 
000 
, 000 


EE ee ee aa, eee 50, 000, 000 ?, 500, 000 | 
I I i i a Se ois 50, 000, 000 0, 000 | 
Estate of Robert Goclet...................-- 60, 000, 000 00,000 | 


Guggenheim estate. 
Thomas F. Ryan 
Edward Morris 


£0, 000, 000 
50, 000, 000 
45, 000, 000 
45, 000, 000 


, 000 
, 000 
50, 000 
, 000 
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In the $25,000,000 to $35,000,000 class, yielding incomes of $1 


| to $1,750,000 and taxes of $50.000 to $70,000, are Jame SI 

| J. H. Schiff, Charles M. Pratt, J. H. Flagler, Quincy A. Sha 
Bedford, E. T. Stotesbury, John Claflin, Henry Walters, E. C. ¢ 

| Clarence H. Mackay, Nathaniel Thayer, W. H. Moore, and t! 


the | 


of H. H. Rogers, Robert Winsor, George Smith, W. B. Leeds, W 


John Arbuckle, J. Crosby Brown, John F. Dryden, W. L. Elk 
O. H. Payne. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutt] deserv: 


thanks of the country for the able and conscientious ma 
which he has worked out the many perplexing details o! 
income-tax provision. I have sat here for days and hea 
eloquently defend the principle that men should be taxed 1) 
ernments in accordance with their ability to pay instead of lx 
of their necessity to eat and to wear clothing. The effectiv: 
ner in which he met the fire of questions by those who 
tear down and destroy the measure convinced me of his ¢ 
ness on this subject and that the bill is framed to stand t1 
of the courts. 

I believe that the income-tax provision of the tariff bill : 
now stands, after having been amended by this Huuse just | 
recess, is the fairest, sanest, and most progressive 1 
ever presented to Congress with the hope of passing. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe it is just that the men 
own 90 per cent of the wealth of this country should bear 
10 per cent of the burden of taxation. If Members agree with 
me that such a condition is unjust, then I submit the i 
tax is a move in the right direction to remedy it. [Applaus 
the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment off 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejecie) 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr, Chairman, I desire to offer an au 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
«mendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 133, section 2, paragraph A, line 9, by inserting 
the amount of $4,000, the following: : 

“excepting when applying to a married man supporting a wife. 
the amount of exemption shall be $6,000, and excepting the addit 
exemption in amount $500 for each and every child being supported 
a mother or father.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con 
that debate on this amendment close in five minutes. 


Illinois offei 









7 












des n 


‘PSS; 


per cent 








LANGLEY. 





I would like to be heard on the amendment. | 
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, would make it 10 minutes 1 would be obliged to you. 


UNDERWOOD. 
» CHAIRMAN. 


I will 


it 10 minutes, 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 


asks unanimous consent that all debate on this amend- 


+ close in 10 minutes. 
hair hears none. 


i 


BRITTEN. 


a | 


oor man. 


Is there objection? 


[After a pause. ] 


Mr. Chairman, during the consideration of 
| it has occurred to me as a new Member that the argu 
of the gentlemen on the other side of the House have 
ynfined almost entirely and exclusively to the fact that 

s drawn, not as a protective measure, but was drawn in 


rests of the consumer- 


in other words 


the little fellow, 
So, if the gentlemen on the other side of the 


. for the time being will iook upon me as a Democrat and 


upon my amendment 


ral to them. 


rhis amendment 


of I speak. 


[ Applause. ] 


is intended to lift 
shoulders of the married man. 
{ Laughter. | 


with 


favor, I will 


the burden 


[ Applause. | 


This amendment, 
adopted by the distinguished gentleman from 


very 


much 
part 


permitted 
Alabama 


I xpERWooD ], will be the means of exempting an additional 
00 from the $4,000 which is already exempted for a married 


vho is supporting a wife. 
- Chairman, it occurs to me that there are many 
vho are not supporting wives. 

BORCHERS. 


BRITTEN. 


so 


BORCHER 
CHAIRMAN. 


S 


| Laughter. | 


[ Laughter. ] 


Will the gentleman submit to a question? 


In one moment, please, and I will be glad 


declines to yield. 


BRITTEN. 


This amendment, 
s from taxation an additional 


I would just like to ask him 
The gentleman 


from 


Mr. Chairman, 
amount of 


Lllinois 


also eXx- 


$500 for each 


ery child that is being supported by a mother or a father. 


use. ] 


r. Chairman, I am glad to see that my amendment is receiv- 


h devout 
which ] 


as does 


ng ter. ] 


MURDOCK. 


BRITTEN. 


pari ic 


consideration. 


ular. 


at least. 


[ am on my feet I would like to call attention to an- 
section of this bill which, according to my interpretation, 
ite a deficit of approximately $65,000,000, which deficit 
tended to care for by this income-tax section of the bill. 
Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. MURDOCK. 


BRITTEN. 


fhe CHAIRMAN, 


BRITTEN. Mr. 


These 
my friend 


Will the gentleman 


and 


hope the gentlemen on 
side will permit this amendment to be read into the bill, 
use it is really entitled to a lot of consideration. 
represent in 
of little property owners, laboring men—Germans and 
people do not 


is composed 


Kansas 


I will in a few moments. 


Chairman, I would 


believe in 


[Mr. Murpock]. 


yield? 


gentlemen, 


like 


[| Laughter. | 

Mr. Chairman, I will yield to the gentleman 
five minutes have expired. 

that reason, Mr. Chairman 

that you will give this amendment your thoughtful con- 


I sincerely 


The gentleman from Illinois declines to 


to ask the | 


h of the Committee on Ways and Means if in the con 


tion of this bill any attention was given to the financing 
505,000,000, should it be found later on that this section 
My impression is that to tax one 
i on his income 1 per cent and to tax his neighbor on the 
« per cent on his income, and his neighbor on the right 3 
nt on his income will be found to be class legislation 
unconstitutional, and therefore, before the vote is taken 
(his particular amendment, I would like to ask the chair- 
1 of the Committee on Ways and Means if consideration 


e bill is not a valid one? 


cris 


ry 


Mr. PAYNE, 


vee. The gentleman 
Suggest, because they retain the provision for the issuing of 


need not 


But I do 


worry 


ven to the financing of this deficit if that section should | 
declared invalid in the courts? 

UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that there 
' doubt in the minds of the committee as to the constitu- 
ity of a graduated income tax. 
it cause a loss of approximately $20,000,000 that would | 
rise be raised, and there is sufficient revenue in the Treas- 
at this time to take care of it, and then it would only be | 
iry to increase the normal income tax about a quarter of 
to cover the difference. 


)rehenst a : . . : 
‘prehension about the constitutionality of the graduated in- 
Ine tax 


But if it should fail it 


not have any 


over that, 


married | 


{[Mr. Brit- | 


the 


The dis- 


almost en- 


race 


| years’ 
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bonds in case they are needed. | 


side. ] 


Mr. BR 


amendment, 


ITTEN Mr 
[Applause on the Repul 


The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 


Mr. LANGLEY. 
| just as the 


plaining his amendment. 


Mr. 


gentleman 


hairman, 


The time of 


Chairman, 
from Illinois 


I am not 


the exact purport of it, but I underst 


designed to help relie 


1 


upon married men who are support 


mean their wife. 
If that, Mr. Chairman, 


| Laughter. | 


is the pur 


I am opposed to it, because womer 


men, that 


|} porting a 
from 
And I know 


additional 
him. 


their wive 


SS, 


a man who 
ought 
burden that 
| Laughter and applause.| An 
concerned, 


| bill may 


wife 


I am also 
impose 


Mr. AUSTIN. Mr 


| for the ai 
UNDERWOOD | 
{Laughter 


Mr. LA 


| the gentle 
i been hes 
while I h 


interrupt 


NGLEY. 


rd SO 


nendments 


man from 


me further. 


upon 
[Applat se. } 


Mr. 
Tennessee | Mi 
abundantly 
ave had but 


has the pri 
to be willing 
the Unde 


artily in fa 
married 1 
ia 

Chairman, 1 
which the a 
permitted 


7 rer le 
the gent 


Chairman, 


on this 


few hearings, 
| Laughter 


I hope also, Mr. Chairman, that 


a little fr 
topic which under 
this amendment, and I will agre 


om the strict 


the 


line of this 


rules migh 


so far as this debate is concerned. 


the gentleman from Illinois |[Mr. MANN] 
and a most tribute to the di 
the Ways and 


| heartily 


guished gentleman. 


income-tax provision, but 
amiable and courteous gent! 


deserved 
Means 
agree with 


Committee, 


that he 


do not agree 


personally 


emani 


guided his party in this battle. 
to say, further, that I 


I want 


service in this great body, 


and the honor of the personal acq 
its Members before 
all that period I have formed the a 
ship of many men on both sides 


quaintance and 
I sh: 
| the end o 
land above partisanship, the 
patriotism of the membership of this body 

The gentleman from Illin¢ 
Democrat 


that 


that 


period of 


friendship have 


ull never forget and me! 


f my days. 


ago a distinguished 


light of 
Democrat 


a Membe 


day. 


r of this 


southerner, as a Re 


State to 


say a word 
that Members on both 


when I say that we 


The CHAIRMAN. 
posed by the gentleman from II! 


Mr. BRITTEN. 


these 


[| Prolonged 
The question 


hey } 
bAve ieal 


Thirty-seven years 
first saw the light 
body. I feel 
ublican, and 


praise of 


sides of the 


hi: 


have never 
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
circumstances as 
debate as this has been 
more impartial, nor one who has preside 
|and more intelligens 
tleman [Mr. Gakretr of Tennessee] 
this committee. 


and during 
a man wh 


‘e and fairnes 


If there is no objec 


my amendment reported again. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


will be again reported. 
The amendment 


Amend, 


the amount 
lan supporting , I 
| be $6,000, and excepting the additiona 
each and every child being 


married m 


there be 


was again rend, as 


page 133, section 2, paragra 


* $4,000." 


following 
wife 


S ipported by 


The amendment was rejected 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 


Mr. Chairman 
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hich e¢l 


is [Mr. MANN] st 
[ Mr. 
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applause. | 
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and faithfully the women did their part in that titanie struggle, 
enduring with the male of their species all the hardships and 
privations incident to pioneer life and subjugation of undevel- 
oped nature, bravely, cheerfully, uncomplainingly, an inspiration 
and benediction to her own loved ones and all who met her. 

If all mankind could grasp and realize these things all would 
have an enlarged horizon and clearer perception of the eternal 
fitness of things, and simple justice toward womankind would 
be easy of accomplishment. If the gentlemen within this 
Chamber had all been blessed with these experiences it would 





| the ground that 


} ment 


cy ton offers an 
I ‘ 
I ( d 
0 l 4 etl 
. } y er di ‘ ) heretof mre 
‘ t« efs ! ) ue citizens in 
t “a In Sta 
f f t every citize 
‘ livid | ‘ ) a men and wome! 
I eERWOOD Mr. ¢ irt \. ous consent 
{ id « te < ti pa ry b i al thereto close 
‘ 7 } ? ¥ 
‘ AIP N my \ pan isks neni 
i onsent 
Mr. HEI I l to ] e minu [ Ap- 
plan | 
\ WaT f > | 0 ad 1 0 . 
\ | i 00D. Ww 1 raph do as well? 
Mr. FALCONER I pre } rag 2. 
UNDERWOOD. A ! i2 minutes 
The CHAIRMA i f Dama ks unani 
l that deb (lt all amendments 
t] ‘ : 12 min e ‘ to the ntleman 
fre \\ ton [> TA mo ites to the gentle 
I 1 lie ind 2 utes to the gentle- 
I m \ | ( Is there objection? 
\ Tie obi Lio 
lL, FOLLETTE. (! an, ne hundred andi 
i v-seven yeal go our fore the livi along the Atlantic 
in tl territ faani riy know the thirteen Colo- 
i led ! 1 and commenced that 
b tr \ h res ] independence < 
{ thre bill o inst the parent 
‘ { ' t not f al « taxation without 
re ! i n rt fol 1 of laws in whose 
‘ th try had rt or s They considered 
! W ‘ them wrong now. 
I y yea! ‘ ) of that struggle, 
, t] } 1 1eees its maintenance by 
tariffs on in rts and b internal-revenue 
i he 0 resorted to ad 1 once in our 
that bei n income ta i as an emergency 
! in time of yw This t: \ ot questioned as a 
wis l » later on de 1 unconstitutional as 
nie re nd it only now, after a favorable de- 
by ‘ us States, that suc] easure shall be consti- 
1, and { | is to be enar utting a direct tax on | 
( 1. of our e It theref order that we as a 
{ ll be it, and as rm shall not com- | 
just 1inst which w ought in 1776, that I 
to you fo 1 ke this ey ep n favor of the women of 
try dv ng in tl » St t have not conferred 
kind ti ight of ffrag 7 exception would not 
to Wyoming, Colorado, Utah, Idaho, California, Oregon, 
I AY , and my own State Washington. 
Western States, having recognized the injustice 
+1 on better half of our citizens, granted their women 
( ied made them equal electors of those Common- 
wenlths 
we rinan, it is no surprise to those who have visited 
t] to know that the first to see the injustice and to right the 
1 minding wrong imposed on wot nhood were the people 
I d in the great States I have mentioned. If all our men 
ecoul ave lived in those States, gazed upon their noble ranges 
of mountains, many of which individually raise their snow- 
white domes toward heaven in dazzling purity, a perpetual invi- 
tion and irenpiration to man to be likewise clean and noble, 
with love for the right, the beautiful, the true; if they had there 
lived, they would have been equally generous. If all men could 
breathe the rarified air of those mountains, those vast plains, 
nd wooded dells, it would be easier for them to appreciate the 
ht, detect the wrong, and stand for true equality. 
f they could have traveled through those States of “ magnifi- 
cent distances,” watehed the development and subjection of 
their wonderful resources, and witnessed how nobly, earnestly, 
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teense 


be easier for them to see the incongruity of this t 
i unfranchised citizens by a Nation that went to 

the question of taxation without representation 

punishment by arbitrary, unauthorized, nonparticipat 
Mr. Chairman, I hear gentlemen exclaim against sv 


would degrade and lower womanly 
‘ipate in government; that they would k ti 
nt those gentile attributes of femininity that are 1 
grace and arm; would become mannish, dominee; 
coarse, | they receive the full rights of 
There are ne who know the weaknesses of su: 
do gentlemen who come from 
gnize that the desire to hold womankin 
ise from man’s higher or refined s 
i nature and from those 
The same instincts w 
Indian or the Moro head-} 
to foree onto their wom 
sks while their lazy 


] “Ul Se ) 


‘ 
it 





‘ 
*h 
suffrage 


as ti S 
t 
“7 
al 


iis baser 
tyranny. 


"Ica ( 


) 
ial 
ytectors are underlying these 
mis jealous of his imagined s1 
infinite wisdom, selfishly fears 
ld womankind be granted equal st 
and it a fact that woman 
f receiving substantial justice until her k 
ight of the personal equation that w 
and distorts his mental vision. 
Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope a majority of tl 
ot suffering from jaundiced perspec 
ost and worthy amendment. 
I sincerely favor an income t: 
at 1 is so unequally balanced am 
he interests of the people of not only my own St: 
entire United States that I will be compelled to vot 
measure a whole. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman and gentleme 
tee, the gentleman from shington |Mr. La F‘ 
jected into this debate the question of woman suff! 

i 


tn 


7 
ol 


f 


with is tal 
+} 


¢ 
‘ ance ¢ 


| 


li S¢ 


rl 


are 


this 


I tive and 
I just 
an, x, 
} 


b 
; 
t 


as 


( 


9 
al 


it f 


( 
I 


Wa 


} 
i 


I 
we are undertaking to tax the surplus wealth of 
and to make the men who have been wringing milli 
toiling masses through the obnoxious tariff law wi 
gentleman’s party, he undertakes to sidestep and s| 
this feminine voice in the interest of woman suffrac: 

| ter.] What are we coming to in this country? 
God be with t. 


u 
u 


1 of our fathers, S ¥ 
[Applause. ] 

| L do not believe that there is a red-blooded man 

| who in his heart really believes in woman suffrage. 

I think that every man who favors it ought to be m: 
a dress. [Laughter.] Talk about taxation without 

tion! Do you say that the young man who is of : 

represent his mother? Do you say that the young 
pledges at the altar to love, cherish, and protect h 

not represent her and his children when he votes? 

Christ of God came into this world to die for the s 
manity. did he not die for all, males and fen 


= 


| sort of foolish stuff are you trying to inject into t 
bate? [Applause and laughter.] Taxation without 
| tion! Are you represented when the babe is nm 


mother’s breast? Taxation without representation ! 

| mother representing you? [Laughter.] 

| Mr. Chairman, I have not the time to pay any mor 

| to that just now, but at some time in the near future | 

to speak upon the subject of woman suffrage, and 

attention to a few things. 
Let me assure you to-night, gentlemen, that the wo 

country do not want woman suffrage. [Applaus¢ 

| majority of the good wives, mothers, and daughters d 

| woman suffrage. When the wife and mother look 
home and rear their children in the way that God \w 
them reared, they have done enough in this world, and 
performing the highest and best service that wol 
perform [applause]; but when a woman mounts a 
box in the street and speaks to the rabble, she lowe! 
and men lose that high order of respect that men 
lovely, gentle women. [Applause.] But, Mr. Chairn 
not going to discuss that subject now, but I want to s 
about the income tax. When Christ was here He 
more of the man with 5 talents than He did of the n 
Let the taxpayer pay according to his ability to pry. 
have men who accumulate their millions in a few ye: 
your tariff-tax system. A poor man with five chi di 
more tariff tax than Rockefeller or Carnegie. Yet ¥ 
permitted this great wrong and we propose to make t 
their fair share of the burdens of taxation. We wil! 


{ 


ao Se eee 


\ 















. tax wealth that has never paid a tax. You can not 
talking about woman suffrage and hiding behind 
in this debate. [Laughter.] 
irusts of every character. They say they have a 
1 trust and they whitewash sawdust and feed it 
kens. It is said that out in Oklahoma a gentleman 
this whitewashed sawdust and he put a setting of 
ier a hen and when she hatched them 12 of them 
ipeckers and the thirteenth one had a wooden leg. 
nd applause.] There are trusts and monopolies of 
i. and these little feminine fellows are crawling 


| bere talking about woman suffrage. [Laughter.] I 

them here in this Capitol. The suffragette and a 

, ked fellow crawling along beside her; that is her 

nd. {Laughter and applause.] She is a suffragette and 
mortal suffering yet. [Laughter and appl 





that is about all I have time to say to-night. 


st 


nntleman from Washington. 
rhe question was taken, and the amendment was lostf. 
Mr. FALCONER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
Iment. 


Clerk read as follows: 
t line 1, strike out the figure “3” and insert the figure “5 
ir. FALCONER. Mr. Chairman, we have just had something 
on the subject of woman suffrage by the gentleman 
i) Alabama [Mr. Hertin]. Now, I will say in starting that I 
hear the amendment of my colleague from Wasiington, 
I want to observe that the mental operation of the average 
n in the State of Washington, as compared to the ossified 
eration of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Her.uin ], 
make him look like a mangy kitten in a tiger fight. 
| The average woman in the State of Washington 
more about social economics and political economy in 
( ite than the gentleman from Alabama has demonstrated 
to t Members of this House that he knows in five minutes. 

Laughter. ] 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Parmer] a few 
its ago made the statement that no man in this country 
d properly support a family on less than $4,000 a year. If 
» true, the average workman in the United States is unfor- 


f or 


to educate and take care of his family, because the aver- 


rkingman, the producer, in the United States makes less | 


»iU00 a year. 
» offered this amendment, Mr. Chairman, making it 5 
t eon an income of $100,000, with the idea that the man 
has $100,000 income ought to share the greatest burden 
| responsibility of supporting the Government, and because a 
cain not legitimately spend $100,000 a year. 
| wish we had an opportunity in this bill to vote for the 
tax. I believe in a graduated income tax, the greater 
ome the greater the tax; but the gentlemen who have the 
s of this House in hand in the parliamentary procedure 
<oing to insist that we vote on this bill in toto. 
i wish we might have a chance to vote on the income tax 
rately. Under the circumstances the gentleman from Ala- 
will not get a proper expression of the Members on both 
les of the House unless he gives all an opportunity to vote 
‘ndently on the income tax. Many Members are not going 
ble to demonstrate how they really stand on the income 
x unless this item is separated from the tariff bill. 
lhe CHAIRMAN (Mr. Barttett). The question is on the 
: ae offered by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
ALCONER ], 


Che question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 


a 


CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | 


he does not have 25 per cent of that amount with | 
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_the CHAIRMAN. Are there any amendments to paragraph 


‘he hext paragraph which is open for amendment? 
Mr. SCOTT. 


i I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

- age 134, line 17, after the word “ sales,” insert the word “ of,” and 
4 : word property,” in line 20, insert the following: “ Provided, 
& caied , — estate shall have been purchased during the preceding 
% r year. 
4 Vir “ouryren . 
5 oi ir. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment for the 
; = . se of making this paragraph, as I believe, conform to the 


erstanding that the American people have had for many 
rowed = _ “income.” I believe we have in all of the 
pressinn 4 tae on the subject recognized that the ex- 
vent cleat Gaur ‘referred to an annual income. And it is 
that part 4 1en we read this section as it is drawn that 
onel aa ; It which refers to profits growing out of the sale of 

' estate, and possibly personal property also, does not alone 


Ve 























Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. | 


embrace the annual income from such trans or 
stance, let us assume that a cit Las | 

worth $50,000 or $75,000. He sells that , e 
for iis market value, and it transpires al 
it 10 years before at a valuation of $10,000 o1 he 
accumulated increment of these years is taxcd his 

the income of the current year. It may be said t the 
would not receive that construction at the hands of the ‘ 
or at the hands of the official of the Governm« But a I 
understand it we } ve already a precede it n tl re { 
This bill as it stands to-day is practici y the san is 
come-tax law of 1862. Tl law received the construction of the 
governmental oflicials almost immediately after it {SNE ee it 
Wis construed to include the ine “sed value of hie i estate 
regardless of when purchased. Congress ty ve 

that matter had been brought to the attention of t 

amended the law. Again, in the income-tax law of V4 
limitation of two years was fixed. 

This will very seriously affect owners of real ¢ e 
section of the country. A very large proportion of \ 
stituents and the constituents of others who ome li 
Middle West own very valuable farms, and a large percent ‘ 
of them have owned those farms all the way fron o 15 and 
~0 years. It will be a very unfair burden and an unequal d 
tribution of taxation to lmipese upoh the sales of those f: = 
or city property, for that matter, an excise of 1 or 2 per cent 
any cases. I say 2 per cent, because the sales of prop 
would often amount to more than $20,000 ndeed, i 
s50,000—in which case the purchase price at once become il 
ject to the excise of the additional tax or these re fr. 
Chairman, I believe this section ought to be modified; t 
to be put in accord with the true idea of an inco dl 
with the idea that has prevailed in this country ever s ! 
| Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BartLerr) rl 
amendment offered by the gentleman f n lo 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 1 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, line 1, page 135, by inserting after the word 
following : 

‘Or amounts paid to the assured or his ass in f 
tlement of his policy contract.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the 
man if he was in at the time the committee amend 
adopted ? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I have the committee amendment 
me, but I do not believe it is provided for in that amend 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think this covers that subject 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered 
afternoon by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutt] | s 
the payments which will be exempted to those by o1 
credited to the assured on life insurance policies upon the return 
thereof to the assured at the maturity of the term nt l 
in the contract. The provision as carried in the bill exe 
the proceeds of life insurance policies paid upon the death of the 

| assured, but there is no provision in either the bill as 
or in the amendment that was adopted this after n tha 
tends to the amount paid to the assured during his lift oO 
his assigns upon a cancellation of the policy. For in 
man has a 20-year-payment policy, or a 20-year endowment, o1 
any other period, and wishes to have it cancelled before thy 
term. No provision has been made to exempt the amount that 
is paid to the assured, yet we have the principle f N 
the bill exempting the amount paid to the beneficiary « 
death. Carrying out the logic of the bill, I think there ) 
reason why the amount that may be paid upon can 
before the time expires should be considered as t! e of 
the assured or to'whom it may be paid. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to enact laws that 
will keep up with all the changing methods of doing insur . 
business. The suggestion of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
{[Mr. Srarrorp] is that there is some particular method, among 
many others, of conducting insurance business in this mitry 
at this particular time which we should regard by writing into 


this permanent law a provision that would specially apply to it. 


Now, the amendment that was offered and adopted 


comunittee this evening embraced not only the principle as to the 


return of any portion of an investment in any insuran 
individual, but it specified a number of those methods 


by the 
e by an 
of con 


ducting insurance business; and I take it if we should try ever 
so hard, uniess we had among the membership of the House an 


actuary or some other individual who had had very e 


| experience in the transaction of insurance business, we 
: 


tensive 


wou ad 
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oy y ei oR nmittee will satisfy the wishes of any rea The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
tl entieman from New York? 
i 2 \ROOT ent think the Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes 
y be e ¢ I t { Vi ier to ear tl \ GOULDEN T tl ik he a endl { 
( ent l I Iment o \ t ( n fi © ‘ If a m 1 ha n isul 
) [Mr. Srarrorp]? al ; d keeps up the payments for a nm 
HULI I am frank to say th in ft i i r 15, 2 decides not to carry it 
l l I quit » confused ¥v h , ish ease of that kind I wo 
Lhe rance terms, and | : I it provides for a deduction on 
enuel who agree in ¢ ry res { NDERWOOD. The amendment whic 
( rms referred to. And I S t the return of the principal under the 
{ of terms unless a gentleman pi s himself as an expert, | gentleman has named. 
with the knowledge of the full signification of the expression | “ yfy, GOULDEN. There is the principal 
ndertakes to write into the law. this. It is sin the surrender value. It 





Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, has my time expired? the amount that has been paid in, because 
he CHAIRMAN (Mr. Bartterr). The time of the gentle- | made for carrying the risk is more than the 
man from Tennessee |[Mr. Huy] has expired. this case. 
Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be recognized Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will 
in my own right. ish, I will explain. 






























GOULDEN. Very we 








NDERWOOD. Wher rm is returned there 1 
of it that is pri pal via rtion of if th 
bly thet Und ntra ‘ 
mal 1 th will retu ome of tl 
rin l retu unite t line t] 
s afte wi t 1. but if tl is 
HH he 1 
Lhe! >it ‘ l l I 
T Mr. Chait g 1 J 
| j \> I> n f \ yi 
a“ 1 Wis 
DERWOOD. Yes 
Root Will me l dy | 
DERWOOD. No. 
ROOT. The com] y 1 it nd m tl 
pay it? 
cERWOOD. The i ] 1 the nr { ee] 
\ ad pay on t j \ 
tle in wi lov { I ot finisl ul 1 
ites if some one else is speaking in my ti 
an example. If the gen man should bu f 
use, and he could make pre s on that storeh 
neriod of 10 years, Say, ler th bill if those ‘ 
ore than his exemptions he will pay the tax 
time—all his profits above the exemptions. \ 
10 years the gentleman should sell his storehe 
much as he paid for it, he will not pay a tax 
principal that he invested in that ore ! 
a tax on the increased price he may receive fe 
ofit he may sell it f if is } it 
he case of a life i rat | ’ t is the 
nt in a house. rhe rporatic instead of 
on, will be taxed on it t profits during the yx 
ce runs, and at the termination of the period 
1 not pay a tax on I ’ !, but will pay a 


] 


1 f 





rn of his profits, just the man w d pay a tax 
1 value of his storehouse in the ease | ed. 


ire just 


the same 


only one thing inv 
nce companies are (ry 
hem. They are elee! VI 


ay against them, but y: 
oney ina h 


lish an income 


re, or whether you wi 
} may invest it in a rai 
lo that in order to save it for 4 
ide that you are not as 
f these great ir ra 
d invest your capital in 
ivestment is that one 
is called a policy. Y« 


tl licy, aS you would 


CHAIRMAN (Mr. Barter 
1 
LADWAY. May 


HAIRMAN. The gentleman’ 
DERWOOD. I ask unani 
parang nh | j 


ROGERS, I have an 

[ANN. Ts 
DERWOOD. 
IULDEN. I 


al 
\DERWOOD. Then I asl 


Yes. 


iis paragraph and 


LIRMAN., 

t that all debate on 

eto close in 15 minutes. 

iS no objection. 
-EADWAY. Mr. 

! from Alabama for 

I understood him to say 

there would 

of the contract. 

UNDERWOOD. 
'READWAY. 

used. 
UNDERWOOD. 


be no tax 


this paragraph B? 


want five mim 


Chairman, 


The gentleman from 
this 


Is there objectic 


I 


t 
\ 


a as 

) 
inst 
ed i 





iragraph 





should like 
a little further explanation of 


the beginni 


an 


I did not say exactly that. 
I thought those were the words that 


Alabama 


insuran¢ 





: No; I said there would be no ta 
incipal that was paid back to the insured at the termi: | 





x paid 


1 
! 

fits 
nit 
i 

on 
but 

it, 


Ss, i 
only differ 
ire of st | 
the purpe 
é } 
tl cle 
‘ 
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eid) | Y} 
ask il 
, . ? 
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n? 
4 7 +} 
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port of his dependent ones and not as an investment. There are 
comparatively few endowment policies issued to-day, but poli- 
cies are taken on limited life, 10, 15, or 20 years, and primarily 
for the protection of the wife and children and not as an in- 
vestment. It is a different proposition entirely. 

Now. I want to say that in my judgment, based on years of 
experience in the business, that the mutual companies should 
have been exempted wholly, just as the mutual savings banks. 
I notice that the committee took care, when pressure was 
brought to bear on them, that the mutual savings banks, such 
us we have in the State of New York, without a dollar of capital 
invested, under the control of members, deposits running up 
into the hundreds of millions of dollars, were exempt. Mutual 
fire insurance companies and building and loan associations are 
also exempt. I may say that this is proper, and I indorse it. 
Why should not you exempt the mutual life insurance com- 
panies absolutely under the control of the policy holders—not 
one dollar of capital stock, not one dollar of profit, as that term 
is understood? Now, what is sumetimes called dividends are 
paid out of three different things. 

First, the saving in expenses over that which was expected to 
be necessary to conduct the business; secondly, the saving in 
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and the policy holder can elect either to take that in ay 
ment of his premium, or reduction of his premium, or he 
it stand, to be payable at his death; but in no sense 
profit. 

Mr. MOORE. As I understand the gentleman from A 
if it shall be ascertained by the Treasury Departmen; 
investigation after this bill has become a law that 
holder had paid into a mutual company $900 and had | 
back $1,000, in that event he would be taxed for the ad 
$100. 

Mr. GOULDEN. That is the intention. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman says that is not a profi 

Mr. GOULDEN. It is not. 

Mr. MOORE. Is it not a fact that these mutual « 
which are not composed of stockholders have their net ; 
taxed by the various States? 

Mr. GOULDEN. It is. 

Mr. MOORE. Is it not also a fact that these sane 
companies, made up of individuals who are endeavyoriyy 
away something for the rainy day for their wives and 
who are left behind, have their earnings also covered by 


| poration tax? 


mortality. Under the American experience table a certain | 


amount of money is calculated for death losses each and every 
year. That amount is never reached. In a majority of com- 
panies the average is less than 80 per cent, so that there is 
another saving of 20 per cent. The third is that of the higher 
rate of interest than that calculated for by the various com- 
panies and Siate departments. There are the three items which 
are purely savings, not a dollar of profit. The great trouble 
with the average mah not familiar with this subject is to 
draw a line between profits and savings. The man who has, 
we will say, a $10,000 policy of insurance, and who pays a pre- 
mium of $300, receives an abatement beginning with the sec- 
ond year and continuing in each year thereafter through the 
life of the policy, We will say, as an illustration that it 
amounts to $50. That $50 is called profits by the framers of 
this bill. It is nothing of the kind. It is made up of those 
three items and belongs to ‘the policy holder, and will be de- 
ducted from his subsequent premium abatements. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
iwo words. I would like to have the attention of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. GouLpEN]. The gentleman was speaking 
a moment ago of what is known as mutual life insurance com- 
panies. I think every Member has been pressed into the service 
in this regard, and that most of us understand that the argu- 
iment is that the mutual life insurance company is made up of 
members of a company who are not stockholders in any sense 
of the word, but who operate on a mutual plan. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Absolutely. 

Mr. MOORE. That is to say, they are in effect the owners 
of the property. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNber- 
woop] a moment ago indicated that the question of the exemp- 
tion of these companies, as mutual fire insurance companies are 
exempted, as building and loan associations are exempted, 
would depend upon the determination by the Treasury Depart- 
inent of the question whether or not there was a profit after 
the payment of the premium. I want to ask the gentleman if 
he understands if there is any profit in the transaction which 
means that the premiums are paid up to a point and that they 
are then returned to the policy holder in the form of a paid-up 
policy—whether he regards it, or whether it is regarded gen- 
erally, as a profit at all or if it is not simply a return of the 
money a man puts in. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Absolutely; and it is on all fours with the 
mutual savings banks, mutual fire insurance companies, and 
building and loan associations. These mutual companies are 
absolutely owned and controlled by the policy holders. There 
is not a dollar of capital stock in 90 per cent of the companies. 
They carry policies on millions of our citizens, who will be 
called upon to pay this tax annually. 

Mr. MOORE. Is such a position as this possible—and this 
is based on the position taken by the gentleman from Alabama? 
Is it possible that there would be put into these mutual com- 
panies, say, $900 by any one policy holder, and that he would 
get back $1,000? 

Mr. GOULDEN. On an endowment policy, yes; on a limited 
life policy, no. 

Mr. MOORE. Would that be regarded as a profit or a re- 
turn of the money each year? 

Mr. GOULDEN. It would be a return each year in the way 
of au abatement. Under the laws of New York no tontine pol- 
icies are admissible. Abatement must be declared annually, 


Mr. GOULDEN. That is true. 

Mr. MOORE. So they are taxed in two ways. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE. Now, it is proposed to tax them a 
and that tax will fall upon 5,000,000 or 6,000,000 peo, 
land. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Yes; and I am inclined to think 
be heard from in the next election. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ou 
committee amendment in this paragraph the words “ 
turity of the term mentioned in the contract.” And 
like to ask the Chair how much time remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. One minute. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, it seems quite 1 
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpberwooi 
have deceived himself as to the true status of this 
lar piece of legislation. Here this paragraph pro 
a tax on incomes, and then there is a proviso added 
cept proceeds from life insurance policies paid upon t! 
of the insured. The committee amendment also e) 
proceeds of life insurance policies paid upon the su 


| the policy at the maturity of the period fixed in tlh: 


Now, if the policy is surrendered in a less time or | 
time fixed in the contract, the proceeds would not bh 
If these words, “at the maturity of the term mentioi 
contract,” were stricken out of the committee amend) 
the exception would apply to proceeds of policies 

at any time, whether before or at the time provided 
turity of the contract. Clearly, as it is now, that wou 
excepted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has ex) 
question is upon the amendment offered by the gent! 
South Dakota, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the commitiee amendment, on page 135, t! 
the maturity of the term mentioned in the contract.” 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I call for a reading 


| language before the motion to strike out, and then tli 


as amended by striking out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South D 
uhanimous consent to have the committee amendme! 
as it will read as amended. 

Mr. MARTIN. I ask that the committee amend 
ported in the form as it is now written and then 
language that is proposed to be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what the Chair stat 
Clerk will report the committee amendment if there 
jection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 135, lines 1 and 2, strike out the words “ shall not 
as income,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “or payment 
or credited to the insured on life insurance, endowment, or 4 
tracts upon the return thereof to the insured at the matt 
term mentioned in the contract shall not be included as in 

Amendment to the committee amendment. Strike out th 
the maturity of the term mentioned in the contract,” so ! 
read as amended, “upon the return thereof to the insured * 
included as income.” 


The question was taken, and the Chairman anno 


noes appeared to have it. : Ey 
Upon a division (demanded by Mr. Martin and Mr. ‘ 4 
there were—ayes 62, noes 84. s 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no other amendments oo™ a 
to section B, amendments are in order to section C. 
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Chairman, we ha heard a great deal of dis 
riff mea and particularly j 


and I venture the statement that very f 


sure, 


ittee have carefully examined all of the provisions of 
x part of the act, because if they had they would 
re are many things in it which are going to w 
») upon the peopl rhe method of collecting the 
necessity of disclosing the private business of pec 
l s one of them No man objects to di l n 
e | ess to the Government, but in this provision 


friend from Ili 
the landlord, in order to obtain an e 
' e receives from his tenant where 
num, must file with the tenant statement of his 
every whatever. That 


ngs of this provision. 


ois [Mr. MapprEN] this even 
cemption from 
the rent exce 


source is only one of the 


to take the time of the c for 
ime expires to refer to some remarks made by the 
from Kansas [Mr. Murpock]. He 
ly, that the rich were 
hg poorer. I want to 
nh the history of this « 


mumittee 


getting richer and the poor 
say that there never 
untry when Was greatel 


' 
has been 
ther , 


ity for the man at the bottom to get up than thet 
There never was a time when it was easier for him to 
Y y. I was looking up the record the other day, and 
{ in the savings banks of New York 15 years ago there 
deposit $560,000,000 of the workingman’s money, and 
t of January, 1913, there was on deposit $1,200,000,000 
the amount in 15 years—and this same conditions exist 
shout the country. 
recent report of the labor commissioner of New York 
, iC was shown that for the year 1912 less people were un 
: ed in that State than ever before in its history. I re 
In oan has never been a period in the history of the coun- 
Le) 


the people enjoyed such unexampled prosperity as 
§ the past 15 years, 
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the proposed measure. And } 

from New York |[Mr. Cau nd I b eve { 
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ewhere in this bill the is a provision that require 

payer to disclose his private affairs to ther taxpayer 

there is absolutely no foundation for such an infei 

a charge. [Applause on the Democratic le.] 


Mr. LOGUE. Mr. 
to call attention to section B. 


Chairman, | it is w t 1 
While what th ‘ 
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will be the subject of determination by judicial authority, still 
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! 


| 


| those officers 


| moment? 


it is not aniiss at this time to consider what it is thought to be 
by the committee who have had it in charge. 
The act provides for a tax upon annual incot Therefore 
it is pres med to be a tax 1 Oh GAEL al profits r ine! se or 
rain. ncing at line 12 of page 134, section B provides | 
at about line 15 and following that “* personal service of what- | 
ever kind and in whatever form paid, or from professions, vo- 
cations, business trade, commerce, or sales or dealings in 
property, whether real or personal,” producing income, shall be 
taxed. 
I have addressed myself to some of the members of the com 
milittes nad di] whether it was cont mplat ad by that pro- 
vision to tas increment of a property sold during the year 
although bought years o To il rat if a property was 
bought 30 years ago at $10,000 and it sells to-day at $100,000, is 
a tux, at whatever percentage is laid dow to be levied on the 
difference in value between what the proj was worth 30 
years ago and what it was sold at to-day? The answer to that 
ques i was that it is 
I can not conceive that in any way at all to be an annual 
income or profit deriving annually. It can be shown and borne 
nit that there are many properties purchased years ago that 
people ha truggled with where the taxation of the incre- 
ment made to-day as the profit of a single year would, in my 
judgment, be unreasonable. 
Where shall we fix the profit of 1913? Shall we go back to 
the riod of 1912? No: in the views of the committee you go 
| to a period of perhaps 30 or 35 years, and the difference 
| veen what the property was worth at the time of the last pur- 
chase d wi it was worth up to the time at which it is sold 
is to be looked upon as a profit accruing within a twelvemonth, 
d that profit is accordingly to be assessed and taxed upon. 
This would not be equitable and would not be within* the | 
t of an income tax, which is an annual tax on profits aris- 

ing within a year. The section should be so worded that there | 
could be no doubt, and that increment of real estate of many 
years is not the subject of taxation as profit of a particular 
J 1d made clear that what is intended is the purchase 
and sale of a property within a year, which results in a profit, 
l ng that profit one that comes within the liability of a tax, 
if that is the intention, I believe it would ve well to have it 
clearly defined and stated; but I had gathered the meaning to 
be that “sales or dealings in property ” would mean that where 

a person had purchased within a year and sold within that year | 

1] was clearly a yearly profit, and that would be a proper | 


subject of tax: 


tion; but to run back for a period of 25 years to 


he last purchase and tax a man in any one year for the entire 
increment of 25 years I do not think is fair. I do not think it 
is the thought of the majority of the House. I do not think it 
is equitable, and I do not think it will meet with the hearty | 


upproval of people who may perhaps have struggled along with | 


real estate for many years, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask 
bate on this paragraph and al 
to five minutes 


Mr. GRAHAM of 


unanimous that all de- 
1 amendments thereto be limited 


consent 


Pennsylvania. I desire to offer an amend- 


lic . 
Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I also would 


like five minutes, 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like a little time. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will make it 20 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 


mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all amend- | 


ents thereto close in 20 minutes. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. 


i 
i 


Is there objection? 


Mr. Chairman, in order to get the 


attention of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutz], I move | 


to amend line 5, page 137, by inserting the word “also” 
the word “‘and” and before the word “the” 
the line. 

The language there seems to me very confusing, and I am un- 
able to determine whether the words in lines 5 and 6— 


4 


after 
in the middie of 


d the compensation of all officers and employees of a State or any 
political subdivision thereof 

Apply to those officials now in office or those to come into office 
in the future. At the top of that page the word “also” is used 


as a conjunction, to show that the President of the United States | 


during the present term, and the judges of the Supreme and 
Superior Courts during the terms which they are now serving, 
are exempt. Then follows the clause to which I refer— 

And the compensation of all officers and employees of a State or any 
political subdivision thereof. 

It is not clear to me whether that 
does not exempt 
of the werd 


clause as it now stands 
By the insertion 
it would connect it with the exception 


State officers for all time. 


‘also” 


| 








M AY 


which and 


now in 
exempt them always, 
Mr. Ht LL. The purp 
salaries of officials of 
tax. 
Mr. GRAHAM of 


precedes would make it perfectly clear 
office are exempt. it the 
or only those now in office? 
of that language is to « 
and their subdivisions 


Is 


seo 


States 


Illinois. Why? 


Mr. HULL. In view of the long line of court «: 
the effect that the Government has no more pow: 
the instrumentalities of a State than a State has { 
instrumentalities of the National Government. Novy 


dividually speaking, I, as well Member | 
opinion as to what might or might not be done in 
at this time, still it not the desire of those w! 
taking the most interest in this measure to inje 


as each 


wns 


stitutional questions or controversies into the bi 
for the sake of only a few thousand dollars in t; 
would only add a few thousand dollars if that ¢} 


cluded. 


Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. In view of that pn 
part of the committee, I call the gentleman's att: 
question whether that language is sufficiently « 
ing the thought of the committee, or whether 


leave one in doubt as to whether only those in offi 
the law goes into effect are exempted. 

Mr. HULL. I not think there is any reas 
to put that construction on it, if the gentlema: 
vidual opinion. 

Mr. GRAHAM lilinois. That is what I w 


willing to abide hy the gentleman's judgment. 


do 


of 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the ai 
fered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Grauas 
Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I ask leave to \ 


amendment. I offered it only for the purpose of 
mation from the gentieman from ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
his amendment. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, 1 
there were five minutes reserved for me. T think 
stipulation that was 1 le. I move to strike out 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman pardon 
The attention of the Chair was diverted 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York 
is pending and has not been voted upon. The ques 


a 
rennessee, 


from Illin 


that amendment. 
Mr. LOBECK. Will the gentleman-yield for a q 
Mr. HULL. Yes. 


Mr. LOBECK. 
city officials? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. LOBECK. And of county officials? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; they are officials of | 
of a State. It would exempt any official in any o! 
in a State. 

Mr. LOBECK. 


Dees this exempt for instance t! 


oliti 


it would not exempt Represent: 


| ators, would it? 


Mr. HULL. They are not officers of a State. I 
are covered elsewhere in the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, my coll 
CALDER] offered an amendment which is pending 
compensation of officials of State, county, and mun 
ments. When the present member of the Supreme ( 
tice Hughes, was governor of the State of New Yo 
message to the legislature of the State urging the | 
reject the then pending amendment to the Constil 
mitting the imposition of a tax upon incomes, beca 
opinion, under the peculiar wording of the amendm 
mitted the tax to be levied upon salaries of State, 
municipal officers and also upon the incomes from St 
and municipal bonds. 

He set forth in very emphatic language the seri 
tions to giving the Federal Government such power. |! 
speech was replied to in the Senate by the Senator fr 
{Mr. Boran] in which, in a very elaborate argument, ! 
out that the Supreme Court had construed the previo 
ments to the Constitution and had always construe: 
view of the previous decisions of the court, and expr 
opinion that certain decisions of the Supreme Court 


| the effect that, unless the proposed amendment of the ‘ 


tion then pending clearly and explicitly gave to the 


| Government the right to tax incomes derived from i 


talities of State government and the income from lous 
State, county, and municipalities, in his opinion suc! 
struction would not be placed on the amendment which | 
ratified. 














1915. 





Subsequently, the people of the State of New York elected 
Democratic legislature, and it was a Democratic legislature 
the State of New York that ratified the income-tax amend- 
to the Constitution after 
opportunity and failed to do so. 
i realize that there is considerable difference of opinion be- 
“ men qualified to pass upon the question as to whether 
Federal Government has at the present time the right to 
ude salaries received by officials of State, county, and mu- 
nicipalities as income to be subjected to such tax. 
eyond the question of expediency, or the desirability of 
‘ing any such power in the Federal Government, there is 
nportant consideration which the committee can not waive 
this time. It would be most unwise with those sharp differ- 
opinion among competent lawyers to attempt to in- 
rate into this bill any provision that might be of doubt- 
ful constitutionality. 
certain in its authority that it will not be possible to delay 
tion by the incorporation of provisions that might give 
occasion to prolonged litigation. For that reason I shall 1 


twee 


e 
( es Ol 


1ot 





rt the amendment. 
ere is one thing else I wish to suggest. There seems to be 
nion quite prevalent throughout the country that under 
rims of the bill the compensation of Members of Congress 
; exempt from the tax levied by the bill. Any one who has 
ined the bill knows that that is not the fact. I read 
\ in a day or two an er rial in a very prominent paper in 
1 it was intimated that perhaps the attitude of the House 
is matter might be affected by the fact that the income or 
ensation of Members of Congress would not be affected by 
bill. 
hould be made clear that is it now stands, 
| laries of Members of Cons i » their net income, 
\ i be taxed 1 per cent on &: t] ss above $4,000. 
MADDEN. Members of Congress are not considered 
rs of the Government, and consequently they would be 
| under this bill. 
FITZGERALD. Members of Congress have been in 
decisions, if I remember correctly, held to be a part of 
Government of the United States. They are neither State 


ficers nor officers of the Federal Government. There is no 
ou but that their income is subject to the tax levied in 
bill. It only excepts officers of States, counties, and inunic- 


3; it does not except Members of Congress, 


Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, much of that 


which I desire to get information has been answered 

the last speaker, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
ERALD], and it will be unnecessary for me at this time 

to ndvert to that. I would like the attention of the gentleman 


rennessee {[Mr. Hutt], who has had charge of the income 
provision of the bill. I would ask him whether there has been 
judicial interpretation of the provisions of the Constitu 
of the United States under which it is proposed in this bill 
empt the present President of the United States and the 
judges of the Supreme Court and inferior courts of the United 


Stites from the payment of an income tax? 

Mr. HULL, Mr. Chairman, during the Civil War the Chief 
J ce of the Supreme Court of the United States filed a 
written opinion with the Treasury Department to the effect 


iat by reason of the constitutional provision which prohibited 
diminishing of the salaries of the judges of the Supreme 
urt during their terms of office they were not subject to the 
tax. ‘That applied equally to the members of the 
Court and of the inferior courts of the United States. Follow- 
ing the war the Attorney General of the United States, Mr. 
Hloar, filed a written opinion to the same effect. In the indi- 
vidual opinions of the members of tite Supreme Court rendered 
in the Pollock case in 1895 a nusiber of the judges gave this 
is their view, but there has never been a majority opinion of 
kind upon the question. It was not necessary to pass on 
in the Pollock case. 
+ MANN, They did not collect the income tax from them? 
. HULL. The tax was never collected by the Government 
fre im these officials during their respective terms of oflice, as I 
recall, It applies to their successors. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will per- 
mit, Mr, Lincoln paid a tax, and in one of his letters speaks 
of the fact of paying an income tax upon his salary as Presi- 
dent of the United States. That is my firm memory now. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, as I stated, Chief Justice Taney 

tly in the war filed his statement declining to pay the tax. 
Following the war the Attorney General rendered his opivion 
to the same effect. Of course, I do not recall who paid the 
(ax, voluntarily or otherwise, during the war. 


L——&0 


Supreme 


aby 


it 
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the Republicans had had an | 


The income tax levied in this bill should | 


' exemption, but it also discriminates in reference to 


Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it was my) 
impression that there was no adjudication of s question, and 
it seems to me that it is clear that the Congress of the United 
States has power to impose an income tax and affect even 





these gentlemen. I would like to see the question raised ul 
tested, because this classification is not an agreeable one. I, 
therefore, present the following amendment to this section 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania off 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. MANN. The Calder amendment bas not been disposed of 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is true The recollection of the 
Chair is that under the order made by unanimous consent 
amendments may be offered at any time 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is true. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAHAM] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 137, line 1, after the word “taxation” strike ont the 1a 
“Also the compensation of the pr it | le ee N \ 
States during the term for which he has been elected nd 
judges of the Supreme Court and inferior courts of t United 
now in office, and the compensation of 1 officers and et 
State or any political subdivision 

Mr. AUSTIN, Mr. Chairm li I hit sO i Che 
which I desire to offer, which I send to the desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pa 137, line 6, aft t word “ the t t 
sert ac 1 nd id t LoOllow 

‘And of hon a t I 1 
‘rved in the United St ind ¢ \ 1 s 1 
War with Spain.” 

Mr. M OORE. Mr. Chairman, I ( e folloy 1 
ment which I send to the desk. 

rhe Clerk read follows: 

Page 136, lines 23 and 24, after the v ] » ted e 
words * ae the obligations of a State « u 
thereof : 

The HAIRMAN, The question is on the ; | 
posed by the gentleman from w York | Mr. ¢ 

The question was taken, and the amend! was rejected 

The CHAIRMAN, The question on the mena ) 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. G \ 

The amendment was rejected 

‘he CHAIRMAN. The question is on th ( t } 
posed by the gentleman from Tennessee [|Mr. A . 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the pro 
posed by the gentleman fri Pennsylvania [Mr. Me 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MOOR! Does the arrangement pre le d s t 
this time? 

The CHAIRMAN, It does. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendme » strike 
out lines 1, 2, and 3, page 137, as follows 

Also the compensation of the President of the United Stat during 
the term for w he has | : 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the al dn 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 137, lines 1, 2, ar rik t the followin WwW l 

-- » the compensation of t! I’ lent of th Ur ] ‘ 
the ter for which he has been el _ 

‘The question was taken; and on a di m | led b ! 
MANN) there were—ayes 52, noes 72 

So the amendment was rejected 

The CHAIRMAN. Paragraph D is open for ( t 
Are there any amendments to paragraph D? 

Mr. DILLON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amend 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1537, line 16, after the word “ ward tri ? 
line 16, all of lines 17 and 18, and the figur $40 in 1 

Mr. DILLON. Mr. Chairman, my motion seeks to e inate 
the following language 

Except that in case where two or more wards are comprised in one 
family and have joint property interests the ag: gate deduction in 
their favor shall not exceed $4,000 

I favor the income-tax schedule and offer this motion, not 
for the purpose of destroying the effect of the schedule, but to 


assist in making it effective. 
Every law should be fair and just and should not discriminate 


among people of the same class. This exemption violates every 


rule of equality. For instance, one child under guardianship is 
entitled to an exemption of $4,000. Two children under guard 


ianship must join together in their exemption, 
each have an exemption of $2,000. Five children under rd 
ianship must join together and have an exemption of $800 each 

Not only does this provision discriminate in referenc the 


Xes. 


and thus would 


rue 
Lui 


to 


the ta 
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r one ward under a guardianship with a net income | EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
of 0 pay 0 tax hile two wards with an income of Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Seer ° 
‘ 1 pay ‘0 tax, while three wards — an ena of | War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of 
‘ each y 3 * ix, and five wards a a eae |} report on examination of St. Francis River, Ark. f; 
v > ne of : 0 each must pay 7100 —_ 118 — | mouth to Madison, and the L’Auguille River, from its j 
( them, be ley are unde! guardianship, 7" eas with the St. Francis to Marianna, for the purpose of 
{ ‘rin « exemption while the iaw allows you an ull ling the feasibility and cost of providing permanent nav 
‘ ti he me : held | thereon (HH. Doc. No. 45), was taken from the Speaker’ 
4 Sul Courts « Mii ne sota and Wisconsin have tt referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and « 
t n clause in the inheritance tax ‘aw mu t b€ | to be printed, with illustration. 
uniform and ; t all « w ike, and because the exemption | a 
! : nat ” : = oF Pome onart he inheri nee | ' . nin smal 7 
‘ ri ated among the owners of property the inheritance PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIA! 
tax if those Stutes were held unconstitution: . . ; 
ra , . : | unconst nal, at Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills. resolutior and 
I this unfair provision, if there be more than one ci a rials were Introd i } ee 1) a. i. folle ay 
intimate ain amanda a toleiie ie ais were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
: er guard = a) Pp aad . e ein oe “ mee “ By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4760) for 
} jo one exemi on, DUT 1 e cl aren oO eu tHe . 1 4% yr : 
‘ if hy uld have full individual exemption if | tion of a monument to the memory of Gen. George Rogers | 
the w rd a  hendiiedidand p op rts ne gate the full mption to the Committee on the Library. 
i ‘ iv 1S iit Mita) tel \ | 4 Cc li ‘ i i ll, . 
, ‘ ; : >. aoe By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 4761) t AV 2 Wives ar 
PS sap inet to pe eer eth ia ieee calhlati teen ian v Mr. sae . R. 476 0 pay the wives 
| if he owns property jointly wi h oe — eee ~ dren a part of the salary of enlisted ee the Ar! 
Ee ¢ y part of an exemption. When the ward is under 21 etc > ¢ . the Co: ite 7 n Military Affairs iin 
years of age, if he has brothers and sisters, he only gets a part Ta Sanna? oA nies Gee aaa : 
of nd when he reaches 21 years of age he gets a | By Mr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 4762) to amend the 
i il, aliit vil i il Ca ~ 9 Cals yh oS A pvt ‘ A j 
sehen | pension act of May 11, 1912, as amended by act approved 
You ~~ | yourselves on your joint and it 1] proper- | 4, 1913; to the Committee on Pensions. 
j F | ’ lz i¥ l you 7 I aii i ali a aa "I"T oy - : ¥ “cn a 
ties, b you deny the same right to these minors. I submit | By a NI Las »N 9 ee, ae = he Ranga alae 
: . . . ) rile 1 ms the vilecves “4 Soegy) ‘laese moat 1 o + 
that this provision is unfair and unjust, and in my h ible judg pi 3 iam the privil ae econd-ciass matter as to iu 
I in not | istuined by any court. = the mails; to the Committee on the Post Office a 
LkOndS 


I was in hopes that this tax measure would be considered | 
rl 


schedule by schedule, so that each schedule might stand or fall By Mr. MURRAY of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4 


upon its own merits, and thus avoid all logrolling methods. We | authorize, empower, and direct the Secretary of ( 
s lawmakers ought to place patriotism above politics and pass to construct certain tidal indicators in Boston Harbo 
un honest judgment on each and every schedule. | to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerc: 
I would like to support the income-tax schedule, because it | By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill CH. R. 4765) to amend 


casts the burden of taxation upon those who are able to pay it. | enact an act of Congress entitled “An act to codify, ré 
Likewise I would like to support the provision for free lumber, | amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved M 
because our forests have been depleted. I am convinced that 1911, and acts of which said act is amendatory; to th 
this bill is not in the interest of the farmers, the laboring men, | Mittee or Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


and the factories of this country, and that the bad features of iy Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 4811) to institi 
the bill outweigh those of the good therein contained. tem of lending money to farmers on agricultural lands; 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman. I would like to have a | Committee on Ways and Means. 

vote on this amendment, so that we can rise, unless some gen- | By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 4812) to crente a r 

tleman wishes to discuss this amendment. fund in the Crater Lake National Park; to the Com 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- | the Public Lands, 

fered by the gentleman from South Daketa [Mr. Dixon]. | By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 4813) to create 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I merely wanted to dispose of the pres- | Commission; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

01 inendment, not the paragraph. sy Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 4825) opening the 
Mr. MANN. Let us dispose of the paragraph, if there are no | 8nd unallotted lands in the Colorado River Indian Res 


amendments to it. Are there any other amendments to para- | to settlement and entry under the provisions of the Car i 
graph D? acts, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the | fairs. oie : 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Dron}. By Mr. BRITTEN: Resolution (H. Res. 93) request 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. Committee on the Judiciary to present to the House of : 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If there are no other amendments, we | S¢™tatives a resolution directing the Department of Stat: | 
will pass to paragraph BE. the Attorney General to take necessary steps toward a . 


test of the California alien land law; to the Committee « 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATHRICK: Resolution (H. Res. 94) creati 
standing committee of the House to be known as the co! 
on buying and selling; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Memorial of the General Court of Massa 
chusetts, relative to national forests; to the Committee on / 


The CHAIRMAN. Are there no amendments to paragraph D? 
[After a pause.] If not, we will pass to paragraph E. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Garrett of Tennessee, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- | culture. re : : 
sein ata tet al trtenns Saal’ ton a daha Meee *...| By Mr. HAYES: Memorial of the Legislature of Cal 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill |," secatietionn.. tem. tine tecti © exchard: 
(H. R. 3821) to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for | ees Saree: oa oe a 

» . y" mt. an 7 ar Nosear an ‘ : . StS > > ) D Ag . 7 
Os Oe for ether purposes, and had come to no sy Mr. MURRAY of Massachusetts : Memorial of the 

lature of Massachusetts, opposing State control of na 
forests; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


¢ 





WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. COX. I rise for the purpose of asking unanimous consent 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers in the case of H. R. 28498, H. R. 5191, H. R. 16879, H. R. 
18351, Sixty-second Congress, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and reso! 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 4766) for the relief of | | 
F. Chamberlin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4767) for the relief of Loyal F. Russ 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 4768) admitting to 
zenship and fully naturalizing George Edward Lerrigo, « 
city of Topeka, in the State of Kansas; to the Commitice ¢t 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 4769) granting a pe! 
to Thomas F. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Frances ©. *! 
man; to the Committee on Claims, 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The moticn was agreed to; accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 5 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Wednesday, May 7, 
1913, at 11 ocieck a. m. 


er 








so, a bill (H. R. 4786) 
md R. Ash; to the Com 


an increase of pension to 
Invalid Pensions. 


granting 
nittee on 


\lso, a bill (UL R. 4787) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Thomasson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension to 
J ») Krieger; to the Comiittee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 4789) granting an increase of pension to 


i J. Barnd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, a bill (H. R. 4790) granting an increase of pension to 
Vi am A. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 4791) granting an increase of pension to 

ge Mundary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MOSS ef West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4792) granting 
‘ rease of pension to Sarah P. Deem; to the Committee on 
] d Pensions. 

, a bill (HL R. 4793) 
Committee on Claims. 
Rhy Mr. NELSON: A bill (CH. R. 4794) granting an increase of 

m to James B. Martin; to the Committee Invalid Pen 


. for the relief of John H. Gatts; to 


l 


on 


By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 4795) granting a pension to 
( erine Mann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 4796) granting a pension Margaret 


si ) 


to 


Ww. 


N ; to the Committee on Invalid Vensions 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 4797) granting an increase of 
pension to Levi Brown: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 4798) granting an increase of pension to 
J s A. Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 4799) granting a pension to 


xlward F. Denny; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (HH. R. 


iSOO) granting an increase of 
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pension to Helen T. Byard; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pe ns. 

By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4801) -granting 
a pension to Maurice Luby; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions 


ssom; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 4803) granting an increase of pension to 
am H. Leavitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 4804) to correct the military record of 
Charles D. Pillar; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4805) to correct the military record of 
s Overmire; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 4806) to remove the charge of desertion 
m the military record of William Alonzo Williams; to 
mimittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (FH. R. 4807) granting a 
yy ision to Benjamin A. Lester; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) for the relief of W. R. McGuire; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 4809) granting a 
May Thornton; to the Committee on Pensions, 


W 


Ss 


pension to 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 4802) granting a pension to Augusta | 


the 


i 


Also, a bill (Hi. R. 4771) for the relief of the estate of Robert | By Mr. WINSLOW: A bill (IE. R. 4810) f } 
Pruitt, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. David Snow; to the Committee on Mil \ fy 
ry Mr. CALDER: A bill CH. R. 4772) to amend the military By Mr. FESS: A bi (Il. R. 4814) 
rd of Richard Parke; to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Minnie Nordyke; to the Committee In 1 Ve < 
Mr. COX: A bill (HL. R. 4775) granting a pension to Cor- lso, a bill (H. R. 4815) granting a pensik ol i | 
us W. Morrison; to the Committee on Pensions. | ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
\iso. a bill (IL R. 4774) granting an increase of pension to} Also, a bill (H. R. 4816) granting a pensi: ' la | 
J Meissner; to the Committee on Pensions. ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
7 so, a bill (HI. R. 4775) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 4817) for the relief « j cg. ¥ 
] s R. Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | to the Committee on Military Affair 
\iso, a bill (H. R. 4776) granting a pension to Martha Fitz- | By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (HL BR. 4818) g1 y 
k: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | of pension to Benjamin O. Getter; to the Committ ! 
\Iso, a bill CH. R. 4777) granting an increase of pension to | Pensions. 
rhomas J. Parsons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, By Mr. OSHAUNESS) A bill (H. R. 4 \ 
Also. a bill (H. R. 4778) granting an increase of pension to | pension to Mary A. Lewis; to the Committee | 1 1 
Villiams H. Knapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | sions. 
\Iso. a bill (H. R. 4779) granting an increase of pension to | Also, a bill (HI. R. 4820) granting an 
A ham Crist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mary Ella Fales; to the Committee on In d Ver 
so, a bill (H. R. 4780) for the relief of the estate of Louise | Also, a bill (H. R. 4821) granting an inere e of ] 
Muelchi: to the Committee on Claims. | Sarah J. Millikin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 4781) for the relief of Francis | sy Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A | (H. R. 4822) ! 
Geenty; to the Committee on War Claims. | a pension to Elizabeth J. Phelps; to the Committee on Im 
By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4782) granting a pension | Pensions, 
\lexander Bradley; to the Committee on Pensions | Also, a bill (H. R. 4823) ¢ iting f 
_a bill (H. R. 4783) granting a pension to Barbara Hei- | George H. Thomas: to the Commit 1 | 
der-Bauman; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 4824) granting an ( 
so, a bill (H. R. 4784) granting an increase of pension to | John H. Narmon; to the Committee on | 1] 
S 1 BE. De Wolfe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\Iso, a bill (H. R. 4785) granting an increase of pension to | PETITIONS, ET 
Joseph N. Rodgers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Under clause 1 of R 


ule XXII, petitions and , e laid 


on the Clerk’s desk and referred 
By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition ea. ma 
against mutual life insurance in incon ) the ¢ 
mittee on Ways and Means 
Also (by request), petition of the Riel mal ( ‘ 
Commerce, of Richmond. Va.. tinst reor 
customs service; to the Committee on Ways 
Also (by request), petition of R. D. Meyers 
Mo., against mutual life insurance in 
Committee on Ways and M« 
By Mr. AINEY: Petition of sundry 
congressional district of Pennsylvania, tesi 
cluding mutual life insurance com; ! 
to the Committee on Wavs and Ment 
Also, petition of the directors of the P { AS 
Co., of Philadelphia, Pa uggesting amend 
tax bill relative. to mutual life ! e 
Committee on Ways and M Z. 
By Mr. BELL of Californi: Pet ! Mr. J | 
Norwalk, and 117 other beet growers ers 
zens of the following towns in U ( \ 
heim, Chino, Colusa, Concord, Downey, G len ¢ i] 
‘ton Beach, Los Angeles, Norwa Ontat \ 
Francisco, and West Berkeley: | » f WW 
firms and companies: Joseph Dix C1 e ¢ San | 
cisco Labor Council: Hawaiian Ferti ( of io 
| the Holly Sugar Co., of Huntington Bea ind ( 
Corrugated Culvert Co fr We Ler] 
against the proposed redu n 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. CARY: Petition of the R ond ¢ f « 
merce, of Richmond, Va., against reor 
service: to the Committee on Ways nd M Ss 
Also, petition of Mary A. Shea inst 
in income-tax bill: to the Committee on \ de 
By Mr. DALE: Petition of Hogan & Sor ( 
against mutual life insurance in ines { } - te ( 
mittee on Ways and Means 
| Also, petition of the Loose-W I ( Y 
| City, N. Y., against importation of b 
| Committee on’ Ways and Means 
Also, petition of the Men's Le \ lo Wor 1 Suft rf 
| Kings County, N. Y., relative to ivest ition of fl 
| police protection for the parade of March 3 in W 
the Committee on the District « ( | in 
Also, petition of the Richmond ¢ f 
| Richmond, Va., inst reorganiz of tl t 
to the Committee on Ways and Mi Ss. 
| By Mr. DYER: Petitions of sundry citizens of St. 1 ) 
against mutual life insurance in the incor 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petitions of G. M. Dinges and H 4. & S 
| Louis, Mo., against mutual life insurance in n 


the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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\lso, petition of the Business Men’s League of St. Louis, Mo., | Also, petition of D. J. Wood, of Fairbury, Nebr., relat; 
n ! thre use in the sundry civil bill forbidding certain | Sunday closing of post offices; to the Committee on t! 
n y to be spent in the prosecution of labor or farmers’ or- | Office and Post Roads. 
gunizations; to the Committee on the Judiciary. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Nebraska, against | 

by Mr. GARDNER: Petition of the Turners Falls Board of | life instrance in income-tax bill; to the Committee on Wa, 
Trade. : inst reduction of the duty on paper and placing news- | Means. ; 
pm tp r on the free t; to the Committee on Ways and | By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of T. TI. Lee a 
Meu sel wee pay we ’ other citizens of the second congressional district of Mic! 

| Ty ‘ T . Pott : enn — “Wtizgone ) ’ a. : 
a } 7 . sz Seni, ee eae Pe es aaa PTOCeEInE against including inutual life insurance Soe pal 
z » agar ’ : , the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Me 
ANComMe-t bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means | By Mr. TAVENNER: Petition of the D. M. Sechler 

Py Mr. GREENE of Vermont: Pe titions of sundry citizens of ment & Carriage Co, and the Deere & Mansur « ‘0 Moline 
Ve rmot t, against mutual life insurance in the income-tax bill; | against placing agricultural implements on the free list t 
tot ie ¢ mitt te e on Ways al d Means. ; . Committee on Ways and Means. 

by Mr. GRIEST: Petition of 80 citizens of Lancaster County, Also, petition of C. A. Banister, treasurer Moline P 
Pa., prote ng against that feature of the income-tax provision | Moline, Ill. protesting against including mutual life ins 
of the tariff bill which relates to life insu ce companies; to | companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee ( 
the Committee on Ways and Means. |} and Means. ' . 

I} MI HAMMOND: Petition of August Schiek an 25 others, | By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of the members of 
of Wells, Minn., protesting against provisions of income taX | tional Association of Cotton Manufacturers, protesting 
relnt to 1 tion of life insurance companies; to the Com- | the proposed changes in the rates in the tariff bill rel 
n eon Ways and Means. ; .. | cotton manufactures; to the Committee on Ways and M 

l Mr. HAYES Peti of sundry citiz of California, | Also, petition of H. W. Sanford, protesting against { 
‘ t the reduction of the duty on sugar; to the Committee | mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax bill: 
ou Ways and Means Committee on Ways and Means. = 

\Iso, petitions of sundry citizens of California, against mutual |  Ajso, petition of Peter Lerner, New York, N. Y pr 
lif | , irance in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways | against the removal of the duty on Philippine toba 
and ean | Cigars: to the Committee or Tavs ¢ Means 

hy Mr. HOUSTON: Affidavit to accompany bill for Edmund aes aiddanee aa wudknidine Wimneee. Assoctati 
Judkins; to the Committee on Military Affairs. | coma, Wash., asking that an equal tariff be pla¢ dd o1 

Is flidavit to mpany bill (H. R. 2372) for Albert G. | and its products; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Jenkins: to the Committee on Pensions. \lso, petition of sundry citizens of Shelby N.¢ pr 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: Memorial of the Commercial | against a further reduction of the tariff on. monasite 
( of Morrill, Nebr., in behalf of the sugar-beet industry; | Committee on Ways and Means. aa ’ 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. By Mr. WILS¢€ )N of New York: Petitions of sundry « 

hy Mr. LEVY: Petitions of sundry citizens of New York | of Brooklyn, N. Y., against mutual life insurance in tl e 
n t mutusl life insurance in the income-tax bill; to the tax bill: to the Committee on Ways and Meena pag 
Committee on Ways and Means. Also, petition of the Men's League for Woman Sufft 

Also, petition of the Loose-Wiles Biscuit Co., of New York Kings County, N. Y.. relative to investigation of ins 
City, N. Y., against reduction of the duty on biscuits; to the | police protection for the suffrage parade in Washingte 
Committee on Ways and Means. | 3; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

\lso, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, of | Ajso, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
Richmond, Va., against reorganization of the Customs Service; 
to the Committee on W ys and Means, 

By Mr. J. I. NOLAN: Petitions of A. Knowles, Julius Beren- 


dun, Leopold Oppenheimer, George H. Janssen, Philip Taussig, 


Albert Taussig, and F. Wohlander, of San Francisco, Cal., | 
Ogi st mutual life i urance in income-tax bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

! Mr. O'BRIEN: Petition of Percy F. Hogan and John R. 
Hogan. New York, N. Y.; Henry F. Meyer, Clarence Marshall 
Chorles R. Kurka, Darwin P. Kingsley, and Bernard Greenberg, 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against including mutual life in- 


imce companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 

Also. petition of the legislative committee of the Cigar Makers’ 
International Union of America, Washington, D. C., protesting 
acainst the removal of the duty on Philippine tobacco and 
cigars: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Long Island Game Protective Association, 
New York, favoring the passage of legislation prohibiting the 


importation of feathers and plumes of wild birds for commercial 
- to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


use 


By Mr. PLUMLEY : Petitions of A. C. Mason, Carroll Hunting- | 


ton, and W. B. Keyes, of Vermont, against mutual life insurance 
in income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Bellows Falls and North Walpvle Mer- 
chan Association, of Vermont and New Hampshire. against 
removing the duty on paper; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Ry Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: Petition of sundry business 
concerns and citizens of New Haven, Conn., protesting against 
including mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of Philemon L. Hawley, of Newark, 
N. J., against mutual life insurance in income-tax bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SLOAN: Petition of D. J. Wood, of Fairbury, Nebr., 
favoring the passage of legislation exempting railway mail 
clerks from working on Sundays; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of G. EB. 


ts’ 


Aldrich and 16 others, against mutual 


life insurance in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


| 





New York, favoring putting a clause in the income-tax b 
viding for collection of tax directly from individuals; 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the North American Brewing Co., 
lyn, N. Y., favoring removal of the tariff on barley and 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John F. Thompson, of New York, 
placing Bibles on the free list; to the Committee on W 
Means. 


of 





SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 7, 1913. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap} 

VISITORS TO THE NAVAL ACADEMY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Smita of M 
and Mr. Pace members of the Board of Visitors on the | 
the Senate to attend the next annual examination of 1 
men at the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md., under the i 
ments of the act of February 14, 1879. 

ALLEGED SLAVERY IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS (Ss. DOC. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a co! 
eation from the Secretary of War, stating, in respons 
resolution of the 1st instant, that there is not in the W 
partment to the knowledge of the Secretary of War or 
head of the bureau having charge of insular affairs a 
regarding any facts bearing directly or indirectly upon th: 
of the charge publicly made that human slavery exists 
time in the Philippine Islands and that human beings are! 
and sold in such islands as chattels, which was referred 
Committee on the Philippines and ordered to be printed 

VALORIZATION OF COFFEE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the S 
a communication from the Attorney General, transmitti! 
tain reports, correspondence, and so forth, from the Depar' 
of Justice in response to a resolution of the Senate of 
21, 1918, pertaining to the importation of coffee. 


n 
IN 









» 
we 


191 





»T> 
wie 


IS. I ask that the letter of the Attorney General 


NOI 


VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the letter. 
Secretary read as follows: 
I> A or Jvs k 
i D. ¢ May i913. 
r ¢ Ss 
Pu unt to tl I t Se ed int } 
l 191 lL hay honor I het the 
fit (a ,ove! 
f ] | S in » t 
t te rary ( (c) ar ! 
1) I ) ) rel l 
‘ v Oi 4 4 Oy) t 4 i 
ey rto N $ of the ri ) nds (a) s r ( 
i tl i t ni me of the sy g 
: lL) i 
? i t 
t 6, w t the s alread ? 
“ os, 1 








[ of i tir 191 to United Stat é 
rk ; r 
Lé May 22, 1912, I ted Stat 1 rney, New York, 
Letter, May i 1912, of A y General to 
I ring inforn 1 
7 ter, Jt 1912, Attor y G lt he I lent V 
7. Letters and tele } J e 8, 9, and 1 1912 S 1 to 
j } ) } it i yICci Le ral, 
ptable term of set t 
! ‘ June 11 ote IK ly to § G ra ‘ b 
s 8S yn to Kennedy attached, g osed set 
} tter . 7, 191 S itor G l, tran ting lett 
f Sic en to K 
r Ju Ile ) Ger to | ted S es att 
) ! i ng 3 settle 
i rs July 5, 8, 9, 191 Ss it Gener transmitting 
tr K i? ty 
‘he demurrer, filed August 5, 1912, of Sielcken to petition 
I [ 17, 1912, of I nedy to Attorney General 
{ d i 
' MM prandum Septe r 16, 1912, of Attorney General for 
\ directing preparation of bricf and investigation of evli- 
bat } ' whe ! . 
l ‘ y ni View >< I a) 
October 25 and November 6, tter of United States attor 
‘ dvising t ‘ the f r ment of demurrer, 
ney General ask deferment til conference witb 
Ss to , } statu of ling settlemen nego 
Ne 9. 1912. lett of At y ¢ ‘ral to Mr. Chant 
e » further pro dings until reply from State Depart 
N r 2 letter of Atto1 Gi ral to the President, | 
N mbhber 29, memorandum for Attorney General calling 
) ndicate of insiders for bidding in valorization coffee at 
March 7, 1913, (a letter of United Sta New 
ey General, inclosing copy of letter from Sh« an & 
roeys i Sieleker requesti dismi ib) March 15 
of Assistant to Attorney General, Mr. Fowler, to said 
1864. April 16, statement of the Attorney General as to dis 


\pril 19, letter of United States attort New York 


to 





‘ eral advising that suit will be dist ed as per directions 
ill the material papers on file in the department relatir 

t matter of the resolution, except the correspondence be 

department and the State Department, and by direction of 

t I beg to say that in my opinion it is not compatible with 
interest to transmit to the Senate copies of said corre 

but few exceptions the papers transmitted are the originals 

and I respectfully request that when they shal! have 

purposes desired by the Senate they be returned to the 

Very respectfully, J. C. McRryNoips 


Attorney Ge ne ral. 
NORRIS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
the VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska will 
> it. 
Mr. NORRIS. Would it be in order at this time for me to 
t the letter of the Attorney General and the accom pany- 
= documents lie on the table until to-morrow, so that I may 
‘an opportunity of examining them and then be permitted 
ffer some observations if upon examination I shall desire 
he VICE PRESIDENT. It is in order. 
Mr. NORRIS. I make that request, then, Mr. President. 
‘he VICK PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the re 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska? 
ROOT. May I inquire whether the documents are volum!- 
us OF bulky, so that it would be inconvenient to print them? 
1 he VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York must 
Cetermine for himself whether they are voluminous or not. 
The Secretary will show him the package. 
Mr. ROOT. I should be very glad to have them printed. 





Mr. 
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Mr. 
it is my 
that 

But, 


NORRIS. Mr 
intention, if I find wi 
be printed 


me of them 


Mr 


President, while w« 
be in order to-murrow or at the 
iis time or at the close of | 
tne Sel e on this su 
| Vit l Sib! l 
~ 1. 
~ I 
I 
) nol ' 
e Vi I i ‘ 
' 1e } f ‘ 
YO 
_ 





The NT. It is 
yn 
t - + 
S t 
M NORRIS j 3 ‘ f 
r tT ’ 
i 
( A 
\ . PRESIDEN’ 
i > Vv ‘ 
Al ig the I] 
ts Chief Cle } ed tl 
l ‘ < \ ' | 
rut) y he | ne f DOAN 
port of the Ways ad Me is ¢ té | 
reduce tarill duties nad pr ck 
| and for other purpos 
| PETITIONS 
| HEPPARD presented ps 
| Kit Alpine. Bart Kyle, ; ( 
Tex: I ing fe aly ‘ ( 
referred to the Cor te I 
Mr. NELSON | 
' 
cil of Two H 
| exists rf « ) 
| to the wholesale and 
and bitumir 3 ! 
| Inte te Ce 
j Mr. JACKSON 1} 14 
| morial from the Board of Tr 
gram in the nat ‘ 
e » nD » Vid rel 
] S 
j < the } f { 
for \ tion of t! ~ ' 
0] 1 the tal 
Hle also pres day 
| Md.. praying for the exemption of mut 
panies from the operation of the i 
| ing tariff bill, which was referred t ( 
| Mr. BURTON presented a me 
| Cincinnati, Norwood, Mount A | 
| all in the State of Ohio, rem 


the duty on lithographic products, which 
Committee on Finat 

Mr. WEEKS presented a res 

Trade of Turner Falls, Mass., rem 
| news print paper on the free list, w! 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McLEAN presented petitions of s 
Haven, Waterbury, Bridgeport, an 
State of Connecticut, prayl 
insurance companies 
of the pending tariff 
on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of L« 
24 other citizens of Weymouth, Mass., pra; 
of an amendment to the Constitution to 
which was referred to the Committee on the 

He also presented the memorial of Lew 
member of the Legislature of Massachusetts, 


iw for the exe! 
operat 


from the 
bill, which 


were referred 


J 


















































of the Central Labor Union of Boston, Mass., nidinatea| 


t the importation, free of duty, of cigars frem the Philip- 


Islands, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of sundry citizens of St. Paul 

{ M apolis, in the State of Minnesota, praying for the 
exemption of mutual life insurance companies from the opera 
tion of the ome-tax clause of the pending tani bill, which 

ere referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minneapo- 
lis, Miun., praying for a reduction in the duty on sugar, which 
“ referred to the Committee on Finance. 

i] uso preselte | resolutions adopted by the City Council of 
Two Ilarbors, Minn., favoring an investigation into the exist 
ence of combinations in restraint of trade with reference to the 
wholesale and retail sale and distribution of anthracite and 
bituminous ceal, which were referred to the Committee on In 
terstate Commerce. 

fr. GALLINGER presented petitions from John W. Hamet! 
ot Beverly, N. J.; Robert L. Mishler, of Lansdowne, Pa.; Lewis 
Dexter, of Manchester, N. H.; Ida F. Wallace, of Nashua, N, H.; 
Mitchell & Thomas, of Wilmington, Del.; John G. McQuilken 
and Fred L. Clark, of Concord, N. H.; E. Eldridge Pennock, 
Walter A. Bailey, Robert Dornan, John F. Buchanon, and R. C. 
Williams, jr., of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the exemption 
of mutual life insurance companies from the operation of the 


proposed income-tax clause in the pending tariff bill, which were 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 





Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Miami, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislat to pre 
vent the sale of opium and cocaine except for m ‘inal pur- 
poses, which was referred to the Committee on Interstat 
Commerce, 

Ile also presented a memorial of the State Horticultural 
Society of Florida, remonstrating against the removal of the 

ity on oranges and grapefruit, which was referred to the 


( 
Coumittee on Finance, 

Ile also presented the petition of W. C. 
Fla., praying for the exemption of mutual life i 
panies from the operation of the 
pending tariff bill, which was referred 
Finance. 

Ile also presented a resolution adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Tampa, Fla., favoring the enactment of I relative 
to the manufacture of cigars of imported tebaccos in bonded 
warehouses, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


of Tampa, 
surance com- 
of the 
Committee on 


income-tax cl: 


to the 


use 


vislation 


PAINT CREEK COAL FIELDS, WEST VIRGINIA, 
¢ 


Mr. GRONNA,. TI have a telegram in the nature of a petition 
from John P. White, president, and Edwin Perry, secretary, of 
the international executive board of the United Workers 
of which I ask may be read. 

There being no objection, the telegram was read and ordered 
to lie on the table, as follows: 


xf 
wine 


America, 


(Telegram. ] 


INDIANAPOLIS, IND., May 8, 1913. 
ASLE J. GRONNA, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 
At a meeting of the international executive board of the United 
Mine Workers of America, held in Indianapolis Saturday, May 3, 1913, 
the following resolution was unanimously adopted : 


Whereas a resolution, introduced by Hon. Jonn W. Kern, providing for 
an Investigation of conditions in the West Virginia coal fields is now 
pending in the United States Senate; and 

Whereas such an investigation, if made, will disclose conditions of 
peonage, if they exist, and make public the facts regarding the illegal 
exercise of power by the military authorities, as has been publicly 
charged: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That we favor and welcome this proposed investigation. 

Let the facts be known; give the public the truth; and to that end 

we respectfully urge the support of each Senator in the adoption of this 

resolution. 
JouN P. WHITE, President, 
EDWIN Perry, Secretary. 


DISTRIBUTION OF IMMIGRANTS (8. DOC. NO, 21). 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I have received through 
the mails a pamphlet entitled “ Schemes to Distribute Immi- 
grants,’ by Samuel Gompers. It is a very interesting and in- 
structive paper, and, I think, worthy of publication as a public 


document. I ask that it be printed as a document. 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not hear the request of the Senator as to 
the paper. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It is a pamphlet entitled, “Schemes to 


Distribute Immigrants,” by Samuel Gompers. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 
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BILITS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and. by 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A bill (S. 1840) to reopen the rolls of the Choctaw-¢ 
Tribe, and to provide for the awarding of the rights 
ceriain persons by the fourteenth article of the treaty o 
ing Rabbit Creek, of date September 27, 1830; to the ¢ 
on Indian Affairs 

By Mr. JACKSON: 

A bill (S. 1842) for the reiief of Frank M. Travers 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 


A bill (S. 1845) granting an increase of pension to J 
Davis (with accompanying papers); to the Committee « 
sit ne 

By Mr. WEEKS: 

A bill (S. 1844) for the relief of Sardine G. Will 
others; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 1845) granting an increase of pension to 
Carman; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. GOFF: 

A bill (S. 1846) granting an increase of pension to \ 
Lawson; 

A bill (S. 1 
Norman: and 

A bill (S. 1848) granting an increase of pension to Ik 
Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 1849) granting an increase of pension to / 
Cowan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 1850) grantin 


4 
2 


7) grat 


iting an increase of pension to §S 


ga pension to Birdie MeMn 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A bill (S. 1851) for the relief of the legal represent 
the estate of Henry H. Sibley, deceased; to the Com 
Claims. 

>y Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 1852) granting an inerease of pension to M 
Pinks (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1853) granting an increase of pension to Ti 
Hamilton (with accompanying papers); to the Cou “ 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O’GORMAN: 

A bill (S. 1854) for the relief of Nelson D. Dillon 
companyvinzg papers); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 1855) granting a pension to Theodore S. H: 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1856) granting an increase of pension to 1 
Gardner (with accompanying papers); to the Co 
Pensions. 

INTERVENTION IN CUBAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I introduce a bill ai 
the President of the United States to use the Army : 
of the United States for the maintenance of 
Cuba adequate for the protection of life, property, 
vidual liberty, and for other purposes. Before the ref 
the bill I desire to say one word. 

The bill (S. 1841) authorizing the President of the 
States to use the Army and Navy of the United States f 
maintenance of government in Cuba adequate for the }) 
of life, property, and individual liberty, and for other | 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, this identical bill was intr: 
by me in the last Congress but never acted upon. At the t 
its introduction there were some troubles in Cuba which « 1 
some talk in the press and otherwise of possible interv: 
and it was thought by myself and others that it was ve! 
portant that the conditions which should justify intery: 
and the purposes which should influence intervention sho 
prescribed by law. 

We have, in what is known as the Platt amendemen! 
only a right but a duty under certain circumstances 
would involve intervention on the part of the United 5S 
We have exercised that right in the past. I am one of 
who think that it was then exercised in an unfortunate 1 
and with an unfortunate effect. 


govern 


1d 


There is nothing now calling for intervention, and I wou 
not wish the introduction of this bill to be construed as a recos 
nition of the fact that there is anything at present in the « 
ing conditions calling for intervention. 


st- 


But we never know 














CONGRESSI 





id now, when ther 


ng which ¢ dad inf ce the action of the Congress as 
{ vuiar methed w h should be escribed nd the 
! nditions which uld be recognized + justif: 4 
L think it important that this matter should be 


event and important f ie, Mi resident, which it i 

by this bill to 2ecemplish is that intervention shall here- 

‘for the purpose of Staining the authorities in Cuba 

for the purpose of displacing any existing authority 

That was the unfortunate feature in the former in- 

ti u, which might be repeated in the absence of some 


equirement of law. I[t is with that particularly in 


t | ugain introduce this bill, in order that there may 


he defined by law what shall be the authority of the President 
‘ing an intervention, and when those circumstances exist 
will justify it under that liw shall be the purpose 


what 
ie particular method pursued in such ibtervention., 


t it proper that I should make this statement now in 


the introduction of the bill might not be construed 

ny recognition of existing conditions calling for inter 
vi ' There is nothing of that kind in ntemplation, 

VICE PRESIDENT. ‘the bill will be referred to the 


ttee on Foreign Relations. 
TH! 
GRONNA submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
| y him te the bill (IL R 
le revenue for the Gevernment, 
e referred to 
inted. 
SON submitted an 
bim to the bill (FH. 
wide revenue for the 
vhich referred to 
| to be printed. 
SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and 
for the Government, and for other purposes, 
was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to 


I ted, 


¢ li 
TARIFF. 

3321) to reduce tariff duties and 
and for other 
Committee on Finance and ordered 


purposes, 


the 





amendment intended to be pro- 
R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties 
Government, and for other pur 
the Committee on Finance 


by 


wis 


de revenue 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION 


BILL. 





ONES submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
* to provide water for the irrigable lands of the Yakima 
l Reservation, State of Washington, etc., intended to be 


| by him the 


to 
to the Committee on 


Indian appropriation bill, which was 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be 


T ; 
I 
AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to present a notice of a 
I sed amendment to the rules of the Senate. I do not know 
whether or not the notice should be read to the Senate under 
the rules, I rather think it should be read. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Let it be read. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the notice 

‘T SECRETARY. The Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] 
gives notice that he intends to propose the following amendment 
standing rules of the Senate: 
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r ‘ if ant ° } 
‘ ‘ 2 pa > 
t the 
Mir. ASHUR \ ] 
HH hire Mr. G \ | 
I f Ly I I i to 
bse ] b { id ( 
iM SiPbLe Mok 
the VICE PI YENI l 3 the & 
de sire the res ut o | ‘ ) 
Mr mor, j ) 
Senator from New l £7 ld 
Arizona to allow tl to go ¢ i 
I have not been asked | fro N ‘ 
| make the request. In h » how 
prop * thing to do, if the S » A 
Mr. ASHURST. Is the Senator from 
whether or pot the S itor from New Li: 


| 


| I 
| bring up the resolution in his absen 

Mr. ASHURST. That is the very reason I made t bse 
tion that I would not call up the resolution in ‘ : 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

‘tthe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair w 
} resolution lie on the table, subject to the 
from Arizona. 

Mr. ASHURST. I would like to state tl 
senior Senator from New Hampshire re to the ¢ 


and | 


l, paragraph 2 of Rule VII, by striking ont, In the third line | 
t [, the words “after the morniag hour may” and inserting the | 
v shail.” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The notice will lie over. 
ARMOR PLATE FOR VESSELS OF THE NAVY. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a - olution coming over from a previous day, which: will be 
read 


e Secretary read Senate resolution 78, submitted by Mr. 
As 


URST, as follows: 

‘eas bids were opened by the Secretary of the Navy in February, 
13, for furnishing armor plate for the dreadnought Pennsylvania; 
und 

Where 


' 








iS the representatives of three firms manufacturing armor plate 

e State of lennsylvania, while pretending to bid as competitors, 

' a aeerenes submitted bids which did pot vary more than $1 

per ton; ame 

Whereas the then Secretary of the Navy, notwithstanding an Intima 
t made on the floor of the Senate of the United States that it 

s alleged there existed collusion among different manufacturers to 
ince the price of armor plate and divide the profits of the con 
t, awarded the contract on March 1913, by dividing, for all 

ctical purpeses, the award of 8,000 tons of armor plate among 

, three companies; and 

Vhereas it fs alleged that this action of the said firms reveals that 
they comprise an armer plate trust, and that the price named in the 
contract awarded by the Secretary of the Navy is in the neighborhood 
of about $25 r ton higher than the previous awards by the Depart- 
ment of the Navy for armor plate: Therefore be it 

auc a That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he Is hereby, 
ected to forward to the Senate, at as early a date as practicable, a 


} 


after 


o, 


T 
I 
the 





Senate to-day? 


Mr. SMOOT. I think, Mr. P t, he 
say one thing ab i he Senioel é ri 
and that is that he is g el y 

Mr. ASHURST. 1 know that t 

Mr. SMOOT. I can not say where the § r f 


Hampshire is at this particular time, but 
Senator from Arizona that it would hiurdly | 


Leeis 


1 shall make an effort to call up th > res ( 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning busine ! l 
SUNDRY CIVIL 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia 


the unanimous-consent agreement of yesterday, I 


Senate resume the consideration of the idry 
tion bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in C 
Whole, resumed the consicde ition of the | 1? rn O14 
making appropriations for Iry civil « f 
ment for the fiscal year ending June oO, 1914 i 
poses, the pending ques 1 | n ft 
by Mr. GALLINGER on page 12), » 13, t 
the numerals “$300,000” dow to and 
‘ products,” in line 24, f ‘ 

Provided, however, That no part of 1 
cution of any « E 
combination or agreemer having fm vy t 
ameehn at heme: ob hetteriae ti , 

t done in furtherance t f, no elf 

rhat no part of t tlor 1 # 
prose tion of prod wa of f j 
y cooperate and or A it » € t t | t 
obtain and Maintain a lair aha i I ne e tor ft i I 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Pr lent, while the pat r <« 
involved in the pending amendn t has been b 
severnl times, I have always been otherwise e 
never been able to give it the j n ft 9 t 

‘rves until within the last two « t] ed t | 
the best of my ability, ex ned , ' a ‘ 
After such ¢ mi I bave « to t 
opposed to the amendment offered by 1 
Hampshire [Mr. ¢ rr] and in f f 
the bill as it came from the other House 

Mr. President, the discussion so far |} led 
that m to me do not direct! ly t 
is now before the Senate. So far [ » be ile to f 
there has never been under this pr s tit t 
a criminal prosecution brought by the Gover t again 
eombination of laborers or of farmers If f am in « 
should be glad to be set right by any Senator who ! ’ 
any such case, 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fr Neh 


yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from N 
Mr. GRONNA. I think the from Nebraska is 
taken in his statement. I believe that a 
the State of Kentucky was proceeded against by the Aft 
General for combining to enhance the price of their 


senator 


farm or at 
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Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I ought to have said, perhaps, 
to have been more explicit, that I did not believe there was a 
and was unable to find a case, where the United States 
Government had proceeded in a criminal action, or even in a 


cease, 


civil action, against combinations of this kind, unless it was a 
case where some illegal act, or an attempt to commit an illegal 
act, was charged. I presume that would be true of the case in 
Kentucky While I am not familiar with it and did not look 
it up in particular, yet I think if we would examine the case 
to which the Senator from North Dakota has referred we should 
find that allegations were made there, perhaps established—I 
do not remember what became of the case—that crimes were 
committed and that violence did take place, so that there would 
be no application of the provision of the bill now under con- 
siceraution, 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] the other day deliv- 
ered a very able address on this subject, and referred to some 
( s. le referred to the famous Danbury Hatters’ case, for 
instance; and yet that was a civil suit, Mr. President. The | 


United States did not commence that suit or prosecute it, but a 


ilar suit could be prosecuted just the same if we passed 
the bill as it came from the House as though we adopted the 
“mendiment striking out the two provisos in accordance with the 


motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. That case, there- 


fore, can have no application. It applies to a state or condi- 
tien of affairs that will not be affected by the provisions of 
this bill, regardless of what may become of the amendment 


offered by the Senator from New Hampshire. 


rhe Senator from Idaho also referred to a case in the Fifty- 
fourth Federal Reporter. Vhile the Senator did not cite the 
cise, I presume it was the case in which the United States 
Government commenced a suit against an organization of 


leborers 


Council, 
alleged 
} 


of New Orleans. In the bill in that case it was 


that violence was not only threatened, but that violence 





had taken place; and, I take it, that means that an unlawful 
act had not only been threatened but that unlawful acts had 
been commi'ted. The court in rendering the decision in that 


ease found both of those allegations true; that that there 
had not enly been a threatened violence, but that violence had 
ac‘ually taken place. It seems to me, therefore, Mr. President, 
that the discussion this question is almost entirely of an 
ecad nature. far as this amendment concerned, I 
do not believe it will make a particle of difference with the 
miministration of that law or the expenditure of that money, 
whether the motion is voted up or is voted down. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 


is, 


of 


mic So is 


Nebraska 


Mr. NORRIS. Certainly. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I understood the Senator a moment 
ago to say that, in his opinion, there had been no criminal 


prosecutions of labor organizations or of farmers’ organizations 
for violations of the statute. 

Mr. NORRIS. I ought to have modified that, I will say to 
the Senator, by saying unless an unlawful act had been charged. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not recall the exact proceedings 
in the case or the exact allegations that were made, but the 
Cassidy case, which arose in California, was a criminal prose- 
cution—the case of the United States against Cassidy. 

Mr. NORRIS. Was that a criminal prosecution, I will ask 
the Senator? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It was. 

Mr. NORRIS. Then there were alleged in that 
there not, acts that in themselves were unlawful? 


case, were 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. I say I do not recall what the exact 
allegations were. The defendants in that case were indicted 
for a violation of the antitrust act. They were members of 


a labor organization, 

Mr. NORRIS. As I have said, Mr. President, in the limited 
time that I have been looking up the question I have not found 
any cases wherein there was a criminal prosecution by the 
United States Government unless an unlawful act was charged. 
I mean act made unlawful by general law. I have not said 
that there have not been such cases. I am open to conviction, 
and if any Senator knows of any case in the past where a 
prosecution has been commenced where no act in itself illegal 
was charged, I should be glad to have him cite the case. The 
“ase which the Senator from Utah cites may be one of those, 
although he himself is unable to say that it is so. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield, 





Senator from Nebraska 


known, I believe, as the Workingmen’s Amalgamated | 





Mr. CUMMINS. Some time ago there were indictie) 
found in the district court of the United States in F),, 
charging certain laboring men with no other offense tha; 
of concerting together for the purpose of declaring a ; 
Those indictments were put before the Committee on | 
state Commerce during a series of hearings held by that 
mittee last year and the year before. I was astonished 
course, to learn that any officer of the Government cons 
that the antitrust law could be so interpreted as to ¢& 
combination or an agreement between laboring men peacef 
quit the employment in which they were engaged. I 4 
know what has become of those cases. I have not fo! d 
them, and have no information with respect to them. | 
know that the mere fact that an officer of the Governny 
lieved that 


such a combination was a violation of thy 
ought to have led the Congress of the United States 


amendment of the law, making it absolutely certain that 
ing men may peacefully agree with each other that th: 
quit a common employment. That is one case, 

Mr. NORRIS. I will ask the Senator if he knows why 
those indictments there was any illegal or unlawful act « 
or alleged? 

Mr. CUMMINS. 


It was charged that the act itself « 


bining or agreeing to quit a common employment was an 
ful act. The indictment charged nothing more than 
of action among the employees leading to a strike. 

Mr. BORAT. Mr. President ~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from N 


yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like first to say a word in 1 
to what the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS] has just 

Mr. CUMMINS. I want to add one thing—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I ask for order, ; 
that Senators speak a little louder. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not believe in any such inter 


| of the law; but if anybody believes in it, the law oug 


amended so as to leave it without any uncertainty w 
But I may say to the Senator from Nebraska that the « 
this bill which relates to farmers or agricultural unio: 
qualified by the phrase to which he is giving a good 
emphasis, 

Mr. NORRIS. I understand that it is not qualific 
way. Now, I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator made a 
a moment ago with which I think I am in entire : 
understood him correctly, and that was that, even if t! 
visos should prevail, it would not in any wise emba1 
enforcement of the Sherman antitrust law. 

Mr. NORRIS. I agree with that; and I think I sai 
substance 

Mr. BORAH. Then, as a matter of fact, 
ment of the Senator is entirely correct. 
discussion, is it not? 

Mr. NORRIS. I think, to a great extent—and that 
I was going to show when I was interrupted by the S 
it is an academic discussion. 

Mr. BORAH. Then, let me ask the Senator wh! 
opinion, is the object to be attained by passing the pro 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, in the course of my |! 
I will, I think, answer the Senator’s question. At the 
time I want to refer to what the Senator from Iowa s 
say that he has perhaps given an illustration which on 
in my judgment, to the necessity and the advisability of 
ing the Sherman antitrust law. 

Now, I want to consider, first, the bill as it comes to | 
the House. The particular paragraph to which the an 
of the Senator frem New Hampshire applies reads, so 1 
applies to this question, as follows: 

For the enforcement of antitrust laws, $300,000: Provi/ 
ever, That no part of this money shall be spent in the p! 
of any organization or individual for entering into any co! 
or agreement having in view the increasing of wages, short: 
hours, or bettering the conditions of labor, or for any act 
furtherance thereof not in itself unlawful: Provided further, 
part of this appropriation shall be expended for the prose 
prodn¢ers of farm products and associations of farmers who | 
and organize in an effort to and for the purpose to obtain and 
a fair and reasonable price for their products. 

The motion of the Senator from New Hampshire is t 
out those two provisos. In that connection I want tor 
first section of the Sherman Antitrust Act. It is as fol! 

Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwis: 


the ofl 
It is purely an 


spiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce among the several x 
with foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. Ever) 


who shall make any such contract or engage in any such combiné 
conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on co 
thereof shall be punished by fine not exceeding $5,000 or by | 


ment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in t 
cretion of the court. b: 





























































——— ee ee 


1¢ these provisos should be retained in the bill, Mr. President, 
ect would be to prohibit the use by the Department of 

. of any portion of the $300,000 for the purpose of prose 
combinations such as are named in the two provisos. As 
said, the history of the past shows that very few, if any, 
neoeecytions on the part of the Government have ever taken 
eainst those kinds of combinations. It is alleged here in 
senate, and no doubt it is true, that if the amendment suc 
and these provisos are stricken out of the bill, the present 
stration will not any of the money, even though it 


» nuthorily to do to prosecute combinations such as 


use 


SO, 


ned in the two provisos. ‘Then we must remember, also, 
Sherman antitrust law, in other sections, and other 
that we have, give rights to individuals to proceed 


their terms. This proviso in no way affects any of them. 


aid. the famous Danbury Hatters’ case could not be 
d in any way, whether this provision is left in or i 
out of the bill. No other civil suit that has ever been 

the United States, or that could be 


under this provision of the Sherman law, could be 


“l anywhere in 
l 
, 


ay affected, whether this amendment is adopted or 
t is rejected. 

ill. I believe, as I said, that while the discussion is 
ademie and can have no practical effect as far as con 


ff 
the administration of the law during the life of this ap 


tion act, upon whether or not there shall be prosecutions 

classes of combinations, yet it is an attempt, futile 
it may be, to some extent at least, io differentiate be- 
ood trusts and bad trusts. However we may disagree 
at is a good trust or what is a bad trust, that qu on 
everyone will admit, is eat importance, and 





“] 


vht I 
to 


to be considered at by Congress. 


vy be that Congress will be able reach a solution of 
m by which it will determine what trusts are good 
are bad. In the last Congress a great many bills 


oduced on the subject. <A very comprehensive one was 





i by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fou.etre]. 
ion has been discussed for several years. It has been 
“t of presidential messages. I believe that, as de 
ie section which I have read of the Sherman antitrust 


are many combinations now, and others contem- 


f. 


y farmers and fruit growers, that are in violation of the 
ve that there is an organization of fruit growers in 
( rnia that has done a great deal of good for the fruit 


of California and for those who consume fruit as well. 
I understand, they are acting in violation of this statute 
trued by the courts of our country. I understand that 
sociation gathers together the fruit raised by the mem- 
f the association in California, and ships it to various 
f the United States. For instance, they will ship a car 
ranges to St. Louis. If, before the car arrives in St. 
hey discover that other oranges have been shipped into 
is, and there are too many there for the market, and 
s a searcity of oranges in some other place, like Omaha 


a 
«} 
wi 


f 
0 


( igo, they will by wire divert the car and send it to the 
where there is more demand for the particular fruit 
hey are shipping. They have been doing this for years. 


one, I think, will deny that if this combination goes no 
while it will produce beneficial results to the shippers 
e fruit, it is likewise a good thing for the country. If 
se who had oranges to sell should ship them into Omaha, 
on the same day, oranges in Omaha perhaps would go 
in price; they would perhaps rot, because the people there 
| be unable to consume them; while at the same time in 
£0, Philadelphia, or New York there might be a scarcity 
‘fruit and nebody but a millionaire would be able to have 
range on his table. And yet the work of this organization 
elleve, illegal under the terms of the law I have quoted. 
BORAH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me for 
stion? 
Mr. NORRIS, 


Mr. BORAH. 
has gor 


I yield to the Senator. 

Suppose this orange combination, so far as it 

ie, is to be considered a good trust, and therefore entitled 
© beneficent protection of the Government; but suppose it 
‘trong enough to say, “ We will ship no oranges to Omaha 

t to Chicago until the price reaches a certain point.” It would 

ve a Very difficult matter for the Government to mark the 

Sidon period, in that instance, from a good trust to a bad 


rust 


tr 


Mr, 


. NORRIS. Yes, 


r. BORAH. It seems to me, with all due respect to that 
: ‘hent, that you are coming to the proposition which perhaps 
7 one W hich we will all have to arrive at after a while, namely, 
’ Hermit these combinations and trusts to exist as a whole, 
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| abstain from working—in other words, to abstain from becom 
ing strike breakers. There has never been anything in the d 
cisions of our courts to the contrary. The law | never be 
interpreted by any of our judges to mean that labor organ 
tions of any kind are in themselves illegal. It is only wl 


where the question has come up, that laboring men have a 1 
to organize, that they have a right 
that they have a right by peaceable 


strikes 


urge other 


to engage 


means to 


labor organizations have resorted to criminal methods, to 
lence, to lawlessness, resulting in interference with i 
commerce, that they have been held to be illegal. 


miei 


and then have some bureau at Washington to sup se them 
und see that they do not do us too much hart 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I shall not undertake W 
answer the question suggested by the Sena f la 
| shall not undertake now to decide betwe 1 wha s 
sidered good trusts and what shall be co dered bad 
As I said, I admit that it is a great question that we 
decide to-day or to-morrow or while we are consid t! 
bill, but it is something that we shall have to ‘ \t the 
present time, however, so fur as I know, no « | | 
made against this particular associ 1 or \ i 
similar to it that it is undertaking to do anvt!l \ 
suggested by the Senate from Id lt it did 1 \ 
to ‘complish what it undertook in that d ‘ { 
question but that it ought to be pi uted Lhe 
doubt of it. 

At the present time there is on the iy to I 1 
delegation of American citizens, going there for the pu ‘ 
studying the rural credit system of Europe t) 3 ( 
tion to which I have given considerable { At ‘ 
session of Congress I introduced a joint res ition m 
for the appointment by the [re le of a i ' 
over to Europe and study their fa ( lit system, witl 
of adopting it, with such mod tic is \ 
in our own country. This body passed a re 
sume subject, unanime usly, slu na I we 
the House, and during the closing days of th 
failed to get any action on my r 1, I f t 
Agricultural Committee of the I ( nd p .% t { 
report o the resolution without «1 Ime d { 

1 t t before we adjourned lt w 

gitation and the dis sion of tl S os } 

1 part by the States and partly by pr ( 
delegation over to Europe f he } 
tion. The very object of it | to | 
which the farmers of our country 1 combine 
ter their condition. 

I have believed that such com! n 
able, but most neces r) I have 1 
country who were y whe i mstan 
sell their wh t the e they | rvested ij 
their obligati« ih were not I to | 
rate of interest that t ee ‘ ! | 
them to pay and hold their wheat fhere is} d 
that if all the farmers of the country were ee “4 
immediately after harvest we would have an eq 
the price that would run through the r, | 
staple products would not vary nearly so n | 
up and down, as they do now There wo 
standard price for them, running from one end « 
the other. 

I believe everybody admits that it would be € 
could appro such a condition Y n f f 
tion of the Sherman Antitrust Act th I | ‘ ‘ 
such combination would be illegal, and every lan ¢ 
would be liable to eriminal punishme 

I believe it has b en univers ty Col ceeded every 
particularly within the last day or two in this Ch 
it is perfectly proper for laboring men to comb ud t 
gahize. Almost all of the Senators who have 
question have said they believed in organized labor. bu 
pose an organization of railroad men uld undertake t rike 
as they have in the past. There is a « stion | by 
tween the railroads and some of their men in regurd t 
wages. Every such organization, unless it were confined ¢ 
tirely to some little railroad within the limits of a & 
have to do with interstate conimerce; and ev 
gaged in such a strike, everyone who had anyt 
it, would be liable to punishment under th f the 
man Antitrust Act that I have just read. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senato ‘ 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to <¢ the Sen: r’s attention tft 
the fact that the United States courts have universally decide 


They bay 





| 
never beon held to be 1 in themselves, nor is there any 
| y that makes tl » dike l. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator's st ment is correct, it is cer 
t: , ast i at it, very good ‘guinent why we ought 
to % ’ 1inst the amendment off l by the Senator from New 
Hampshire |Mr. Gauturncer}. If the Senator’s statement is cor- 
rect the bill as t ename from the House can do ab olutely no 
harm to anyone, because it is expressly stated that this relief 
from | ution e only when no unlawful act has been 
committe where men are pursuing a lawful and legitimate 
Course 

ir. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to proceed just a little further 
befo the Senator interrupts me. 

I lieve, however, that the case I have already referred to, 
cited by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boraun], and the case 


cited by the Senator from lowa [Mr. CumMMINs], show conclu 
sively that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NeLtson] is wrong 


in his conception of the law. I think it is generally conceded 
now by those who have studied the legal phase of the matter 
that if an organization of railroad men, for instance, agrees to 
strike, and the railread is engaged im interstate commerce, there 


e 


can be but one result as far as interference with interstate 


traffic is concerned. It must follow that t ey do by their action | 
interfere with and restrain interstate traffic, and that, according | 


to the definition of the Sherman antitrust act, is what consti- 
tutes a trust that is illegal. 

I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I understood the Sena- 


tor to say that this proviso would be applicable only to cases | 


where the act or acts were themselves unlawful. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is true of the proviso applying to labor- 
ing men. The proviso applying to farmers does not contain 
that provision, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes; I understand that. The provision 


I t no part of this money shall be spent in the prosecution of any 
organization or individual for entering into any combination or agr 
ment having in view the increasing of wages, shortening of hours, or 
bettering the condittons of 


\s I understand, that is one proposition, and a complete 
proposition. Then it proceeds: 


Or for any act done in furtherance thereof, not in itself unlawful 


So, as it seems to me, in that aspect—and I ask the Senator's | 


view of it—it first provides that the money shall not be used 
in the presecution of any organization or individual for enter- 


ing into any combination or agreement which has in view these 


objects; second, that it shall not be used for the prosecution of 
any act which may be done in furtherance thereof if the act 
itself is not unlawful. 
rhe point to which I desire to invite the S« tor’s attention 
is this—and it will be necessary to read the provision again in 
order to make my point clear: 

That no part of this money shall be spent in the prosecution of any 


or; ition or individual for entering into any com tion or agi 
ment having in view the increasing of wages, shortening of hours, or 
bettering the conditions of labor 


uld not that apply to an agreement or to a combination 
which was criminal in itself and contemplated the use of crimi- 


the increasing of wages, the shortening of hours, and so on? 

There is nothing in the language which limits that part of the 
; } 

lawful. The only test is, Is it a combination or agreement 

which has in view the increasing of wages. shortening of hours, 

and so on? If so, then it is excluded from the operations of 

this appropriation. 

Mr. NORRIS. T cateh the peint the Senator makes. While 
I have the greatest respect for amy construction the Senator 
might place wpon Ianguage, I do not believe this language will 
bear the construction he places upon it. 

I can not conceive, Mr. President, of an organization such as 
he suggests, having for its object something criminal, carrying 
out that object without doing anything in furtherance thereof 
that is unlawful. In otber words, if the organization to which 
the Senator refers has for its object a criminal purpose, as. he 
suggests, how can we conceive of that purpose being earried 
out without doing anything in carrying it out except that which 
is lawful and right? It seems to me that toe carry out that 
kind of an agreement they must necessarily be guilty of criminal 
acts such as are defined in this provision. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am much interested in the Senator’s 
discussion of the question. I regret that I was unavoidably 
detained from hearing all that the Senator has said. Did I 
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understand the Senator to s 





ay the courts have dec 


abor organizations in themselves are illegal and in co 


tion of the Sherman antitrust law? 
Mr. NORRIS. I think so, if they are engaged in 
straint of interstate commerce. 


Mr. GALLINGIER. If the 


Senator will permit me. | 


like to rend just a few lines from what I think might 


the most recent case, that of 
& R: e Co., which, it seems 


Supreme Court is concerned, 


| tention of the Senator. 


Gompers against The By 
to me, so far as the opi: 


h 
+ 


does not quite agree with 


Mr. NORRIS. I will say to the Senator that I am s 


familiar with the case. It 
i States Government is 


can not be affected by the 





is one of the cases in 
not a party. Itisa 
Senator's amendment wh. 


adopt it or whether we reject it. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I will 
discussing that phase of the 
establish the fact that the Si 
has s 
men have an undoubted right 


court recognizes such combpin 


say to the Senator that ] 
question. I was simply 
ipreme Court of the Un 


specifically said that while a boycott may be illegal, 


to form combinations, and 


ations as being legal con 


unless they violate the law by some procedure on their 


Mr. NORRIS. There is ni 


tt any doubt but that they 


right under the law to organize, and they havea right 


of the purposes of the organi 
merce they have violated the 


| but if in the organization or in the strike or in carry 
zZition they restrain inter 


first section of the antitr 


Mr. GALLINGER. I think I wil! agree with the Se 
that proposition. The only point I wanted to clear up 


Mr. NORRIS. I think tha 
my idea of the law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The ¢« 
that the court in that fam 
mistakably that laboring m 


t is as far as I have gone. 


nly point I wanted to cle 


ous case decided clear; 
en have a right to o: 


form combinations for legal purposes, 


Mr. NORRIS. I am not 
do not think anyone does, so 


eontending to the contra 
far as I know. 


Mr. President, one would think on reading the d 
has taken place here that those of us who are oppos 
amendment and in favor of the bill as it came from | 


are in favor of, at least to se 
mission being granted to one 
ful and cri al acts. I a 
put me, in class. I do 
from New Hampshire, for i 





me extent, lawlessness : 
» class of peopl 
» net want to be, and n 
not believe that what the 
nstance, said about Hay 


» fO Col 


Fitor has anything to do with this question. I a: 


who has any sympathy for 


Haywood or Ettor, or 


as I understand it, that they stand for. Anythir 


may do here upon this amen 
as f understand it. I do no 


| Strike things have been dont 


perhaps, have occurred whic 


dment ean not affect that 
t doubt but what many t 
that were wrong; thats 
‘h ought to have been « 


which onght to have been punished. This bill will not 


the punishment of any illega 
I do believe, however, t 


1 acts. 
hat from the time the S 


Act was passed down to within a few years ago it 
| the general idea that it did not apply to farmers’ orgs! 


nal means, provided the combination or agreement had in view | OF to organizations of labor 


| admit that if it were possib 
| or nearly all of the farmers in this country as to « 


section to combinations or agreements which are themselves | Price of products that are u 


the people generally for foo 


| would be as damaging and 


thing that the human mind « 


‘ing men, and yet I am 
le to so form a combinat! 


sed in commerce, that ar 
d, it would be a combinat 
as heartless and as cr 
ould think of. 


If I thought there was any danger or indication that 


one of these directions there 
zation or such a condition, I 


would come about snc! 
would certainly he just 


to punish them as I would be to punish those great ave 
of wealth that have in the past formed combinations \ 


been detrimental to society, 
reason for the enactment of 
It was, Mr. President, an 


combinations which wer 
the Sherman antitrust 
attempt to protect the \ 


the ordinary citizen against the combinations of wv 


eapital, knowing its danger, knowing the possibi 


] 


could come, and which had commenced to come, at th 
the enaetment of the Sherman law, and it was to 
condition that our fathers before us enacted the Sh 


trust law. They did not thi 
one seriously thinks now, 
organizations of laboring me 


nk then, and I do not b 
that there was any ind 
nor of farmers that con 


harm or injustice that can be done ond that has been 


the past by combinations of 


great wealth. 


It may be that in the future we will have to meet con! 


that are not before us now. 


At least we have not sol 


} 
P| 





he 
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st question, and when we come to solve it, if we ever | Agreements by a ven 








k - < | 
in some way, we will have to define by statute the | with his vendee or lessee mn ‘ . 
r trusts that we want to prohibit and the particular | within a specified time and \ i \ | 
t we want to permit. Many bills have been introduced | technical common-law cont: n rest 
to do this. At the present time, however, even | at common law if reason ‘ d the same 
ere may be doubt, I conceive it to be my duty, at | plied under this statute. (Cincinnati IP: Co “ 
resolye that doubt in favor of those men and those | U. S., 179; dictum in Addyst I’ ( S5 I 
ons that, at least as far as I am able to see now Now, coming to ine such 
ttempting to violate the law but are attempting to | Senator from N v ‘ 
h good for all humanity. rreoments be netente ss 
CLAPP. Before the Senator takes his seat I w: ri Ss engaged 1 pl \ { 
ed out of the Chamber for a moment and it y be | for \ L iv i ‘ 
Senator covered the point, but I should like to know | grain, fruit, 1 ( te il 
upon the concrete question, whether the proviso in | rectly affect competiti b 
ry civil bill, if passed, would exempt the labor unions | lawful if their provisior ef 
ny legal consequence that now exists by virtue of the | United States Hopkins (171 U. S i 1 | 
of the Sherman antitrust law as amended in con- | Anderson (171 U. S., GO4) 
n by the courts? Do I make the question plain? Agreements betw fact 1 
NORRIS. ‘The Senator makes his point clear, I think. | tributor or d butot y wl 
r to the Senator I will say that if it would relieve | with the other in t | 
or anything, I think myself the relief would be very |! oditi (D> J t Tratl 1 | 
I regard this legislation more as an expression of the | And there is a un tl 
e opinion as to what ought to be the law. I do not | One hundred and s first | is 
as I said, I think, before the Senator came into the | agreements between manufactt or | 
er, that whether we amend the bill or whether we pass | tributor or distributors by which each agre 
it the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire, | with the o r in th le and | 
far as any practical effect is concerned, there will be any | modities, is not within the prohibition of tl 
» during the year that this appropriation act has legal And then, of co the 1 1 u 
t. competitor in | s by he for ( ) 
Mr. CLAPP. That is my view of the proviso, that it does | 4 corporation; or of mpetir orporat ( \ 
hange the Sherman antitrust law as it is now upon the | of them; or of competing pr rt | r b 
s, as interpreted by the courts. competitor or by a new cor} { there | 
STERLING. Mr. President, I regret to find myself at | an actual change in the ow ip f 
with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] on this | propertic these all are law bt 1 the 
ition, a Senator with whom I have found myself so much | fact that they affect cor rh 
rd on general propositions. But, Mr. President, it seems | Was laid d in the Troffi 1 Nort 
that a pertinent inquiry here is, What is the Sherman | though the precise question wa volved 
\ | the scope and meaning of the provisions of the Sherman Now, then, a further « of S ar 
t the scope and meaning as determined by judicial legis- | CO™! etitors in production facture, lis 
some would have it, but the scope and meaning of | Or tobacco—employ the san col 
ct as determined by proper judicial interpretation and And finally, come the agreements, thi f 
definition? What under such interpretation does the | workmen, tradesmen, or merchatr i the 1 
‘ accomplish? The immediate question here is as to | provement of the relations between their n S 
we shall exempt two classes of individuals from the | 4&reement as to prices or territory o1 n ) c 
s of a law appropriating $300,000 for prosecutions | Wholesale and retail drug, grocery, and 1 
» antitrust law. } and labor unions and federat s. Their to ¢ f 
So, what is this antitrust law? We all recall some of the de- | purposes named has been sustained again and 
if the Supreme Court of the United States which seemed | Now, Mr. Presidént, my position simply is tl th SI 
the literal interpretation and include within its every | ™9n antitrust law as it is, not as It by jud ( 
combination, or agreement which in any manner or | Put as it is by true and proper judicial inter 
fr purpose was in restraint. of trade. These literal in- | the very best shield and provection 
te tions are found in the Trans-Missouri Freight Associa- | the farmer. 
case and they are found in the Joint Traffic case, there | I want to call attention now to a few of th 
being in each of those two great cases, however, four dissent- | by Justice White in the Freight As tion 
nions to the view of the majority in regard to the literal | ing opinion, showing the 1 nableness of f le of 
tion to be put upon that act. son,” which he afterwards so ( hly applied the S l 
however, we have the decision of the Northern Se- | ard Oil and the Tobacco Trust ca Among other tl 
s Co. case. At that time, by reason of the specially con- | 5#Y5- 
¢ opinion of Justice Brewer in that case, there were five | _ Progr not reaction was the purp of the t of C 
of the Supreme Court justices holding to the opinion See ate eee ened a eae = cna = S + 
‘ reasonable restraint of trade is what is meant by the | that right entertained at sha tne of the gens! i. te d 
» hn antitrust law. | light of re ason- ind the nece ty of modern ciety i ‘ 
Mtr. President, I simply wish to read here that part of Justice | a ee ae aoe ee ee ee ee ae Zs 
B s decision bearing upon the particular point. | (L. R., 19, Eq., 462), “if there is thing 1 more t 
l d of holding— publie policy requir it is that me f full and ‘ 
ry standing shall have the utm« liberty of i d 
dyvys— tracts when entered into freely and voluntarily held 
1 of holding that the antitrust act included all contracts, rea- | 224 Shall be enforced by court ustice.” 
unreasonable, in restraint of interstate trade, the ruling The remedy intended to be accompli d by the a f < 
! have been that the contracts there presented were unreasonable | t® shield against the danger of contract or \ 
of interstate commerce, and as such within the scope of the | ®%@inst the interest of the many and to the det freed 
ict, as appears from its title, was leveled at only “ unlawful | COMstruction now given, IT think, strikes down 1 
ind monopolies.” Congress did not intend to reach and destroy | tO the advantage and benefit of the fe It 
inor contracts in partial restraint of trade which the long course | @volving a combination among workingmen th ; 
ns at common law had affirmed were reasonable and ought to | C™>raced in the act of Congress in question, a 7 ; 
ld. The purpose, rather, was to place a statutory prohibi iva Gees urt. (In re Debs, 64 Fed. R ‘ ‘ 
inreasonable, and against public policy. (103 U.S. 197, 361) "| Further, as interpretation to be put upon this st 
Notwithstanding th lite: 1 a aati | _ Further, as to the interpretation to be put upon this ¢ 
of this act - & the literal construction put upon the terms | Justice White said: 
kamal p until this time, the court found itself obliged to | The interpretation of the statute, therefore, which holds that us 
Xempt @ large number of classes of contracts and combinations | able agreements are within its purview, makes it embrace ever 
~ i the operation of the law, holding that they were simply in | oot agen ceo Regt epee ge i eee oh a 


sonable restraint of trade, that they were necessary, and 
' contracts of that kind were legal. 


labor. 


th 


Now , | How pertinent to the very issue involved in these proposed 
teal —_— briefly to some of the agreements which in the provisos to this law. Criticizing the construction put upon t by 
point fee saved + era by dictum or by direct decision upon the | the majority, he further says: ; 
pit TOLYV ‘ ave > =e a | . ay ? pa yo. 
of the Sherman la = cae from the operation | It follows that the construction which reads the rule of re it 

; Ww. ‘of the statute embraces within its inhibition every « ict 
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hI n to t! condition 

it t vi I se t, a lute true to { t construction 

! h ! Sie esult frustrates the 

y d ‘ t also makes 

t 1 t the accom 

I t < i ted 

ir. Presi t here ar ie great St lard Oil] and 

" » Tr t < h 1 ru of mtended 

for at t ! the Shern tt t law was 

th ! { t suit the n ‘nn conditions and 
J ! ria) de nt 1’ t 1 that the 

‘ e ‘ retut of the Cons ich Senators 

have 1 1nd en | pleased to term j ‘ egislati = 

h | rp inalogous to the col } w itself. 

to new ye ( new conditio nad ‘ opments of 

ol j clet ‘ litions hardly rea ] t the tithe 
of tl ( it of ti herman a t have grown | 

I ‘ do have i for the ap] ! r tl Shern 

‘ ucl w condition lt 1 « the Sherm: 
a rust “i it reads, being a sword I d inst the 
] ny man or against the irmet t s I say, his shield 

1 pre i It s Li} the unre il l 
re nable obstruction of trade agai Line Shei 1 
‘ t i imed It is a narrow 1 ‘ cal <« struc 
tie I vie it Mr Pres dent, Wil | ! I der this 
I sion there may be prosecutions und é ral law and 
that ther miply not be any of this ) used for the 
J rj of py ( is of the kind name ie bil That is 
al row constructi What do we-do l \ put that into 
tl iw We do something more than act e law We de 
cl ‘ 1 yy y for it \ be interpreted by th Nation that 
t) Sa new policy we have how e “l upo It will be so 
interpreted. or it is likely to be so interpreted, by the prosecut 
} thorities of the Nation nd t j will be: Did not 
Cc ‘ s ‘i ‘ a lo ‘ by he ‘ i ‘ ii =e pre vis is that 
th ! 1 bye oO pros tions dit ed organizations of 
] ol organi ie of farme atever their pur- 
] er their conduct? That ) e danger. If 
t) ever ¢ fusion id ul in the interpretation 

‘ er in ust law, or und wes ll have “ con 
i w ‘ mf ded” when it come he interpretation 
‘ n re of these provisos, 

Wl of the ts that s! lf ‘ be deemed unlawful 
or h I n themselves u f What are the 
, ble prices” for w h the farmer may combine under 
th \ \ 1 q ) ! { tl rious g ilestions 

ncert yw rise I M President, that 

i real me to re rman antitrust 

eld, as it is. t er and to the 

) l ! iwful, reasonable 

pro r to secure better 

| the increnuse oO 

hese e ‘ that any class 

ws l ) ih e a right to 
‘ he lay 

. I N h Presid I ] Iment to the 
‘ 1 | t! ‘ New Hampshire 
| Mr 

j (*] ! <1] | T) pl nosed by the 
S rf i the an Mii he Senator from 
Nev ar re W b ted. 

Ss I oposed to the amendment 
of ] Mr. Ga 2 by adding i g 

} er, T) no part of tl ye spent in the 
p any ization or ind ! entering into any 

» ret r for any rwise lawful having 
it e increasing of wages, shorter or bettering the 
s tion ifets ‘ ot r conditi r, without violence or 
inter! n with tl lawful rights of anot ind provided furthé 
‘That » part of th al riation shall be expended for the prosecu 
tion of producers of farm products and associations of farmers who 
ee te and organize in an effort to, and f purpose to, obtain 
and 1intain a fair and reasonable price for their products. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, I do not care to go into a 
discussion of this question at this time at any great length. 
‘There is a difference of opinion on the respective sides of the 
aisle as to what a labor union or an organization of agricultur- 


ists or farmers may properly do. There seems to be a pretty 
“ar understanding among the laymen, but as usual the law- 
yers can not understand it. 1 have an idea, Mr. President, that 
the layman has the correct idea of this when it is practically 
applied. It does not take a man to understand 
what is a lawful act; it takes a pair of litigants and a court 
to find that out. At this time there is a well-defined status of 
farmers’ or horticulturists’ associations and of unionized labor 
in this country. That true of the decisions both of State 
courts and of Federal] courts generally throughout this country. 
I believe, as some Senators have already said, and especially 


Cit 


professional! 


is 





one Senat or organizitions may now lawfully co 
the purpose of increa wages, of shortening thei: 
of bette gy th sanitary condition, or to safeguard 
rounding I do not believe that any just prosecuti 
civil or criminal, can be had under existing law of 
“i designed for those proper purposes, 
O le of two or thre s from which Senat 
d whet] here is any greater co 
( ol of industrial troul 
l ( ) I bave been entirely fi 
the l I ition alled, and of tly 
hat @ ¢ r ( employer aud the 
t} ‘ i4 y s in th partienlar jurisdiction, | 
and | i Li ind legislation. 
Ll ck e tha Ly labor organization can « 
th lment I do not believe they will do s 
l for any Inwtul purpose any labor 1 
nd it mey do under the provisions of 
{ l it It expressly reserves th 
gan for ful purposes. Those lawful pur] 
these | t { not emb d in either civil or « 
cution [I 1 rstand that a civil prosecution 
ful—that ition in a civil sense that 1 
1 or debt or the collection of damage 
by e A lal ym, v ever its purpe 
Cc lu ilong lawful line will not be pros 
this an ment 
I 1 ‘ laboring men have a right to « 
my) f would 1 \ for nor s port any amend 
existing law or any pending bill that would deny 
right If th have the right to organize for lawt 
tl mendment protects that right. That lawfu 
be carried out without either civil or criminal | 
\ in the prohibition of the statute. I[f it la 
ciy lability is concerned, they may organize fo1 
hours of labor, for raising wages, for improving 
condition and the safety under which the employec 
‘rvice. kor those lawful purposes—and I do 1 
they are probibited by the Sherman antitrust law 
interpreted and applied by the courts and by the de; 
justice either in State or in Federal jurisdict 
limitation, ! 1 perfectly willing that organized 
ever for s outinue to bh e that rig 
There aif e of opinion here si] 
l is only that differe that L-rompted me t 
ob { there is difference of o} n 
labor organization ma) wfully do. I underst: 
limitat Stated, tl they may lawfully comb 
their hor I am in favor of that; they may 
increa ir wi 8s; I am in favor of that; th 
to be rs tary confition as to light, air 
|from da ‘rous gases, dust, or anything it 
| numerous forms of risk arising from modern ind 
I am in f x of that; they may combine for the 
securing more adequate factory inspection, in 
mi driven by powerful and dangerous 
safe a l, in order that life and limb may 
exposed to what is sometimes called the “ assu 
the busi ” Tam in favor of that within all I: 
Where they may combine for that purpose, I will 
effort of mine take away from them that right 
beyond that, if they seek a right by secondary b« 
are quite well known, and insist upon the right to t 
private property to reach their ends and intruck 
private possessions of others, I do not cor cede th 
right, but public places and public highways at 
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pickets as to others. 


cind—i 


s 
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If they go further—as is frequently unfortunate!) 


ut of which arises a considerable prejudice in mat 
; 
Ae 


‘ 


al violence to gain the honorable ends I favor, tl 


within the inhibition of the law, and ought to be wit 


hibition. 


a 


ore: 


immediate 
the 


If they go beyond the 
that demands an increase of wages, 


eu 


ction 


unfortunately, they go further and undertak 


nM 


hours, improved sanitary conditions, and the safeg! 
the machinery or conditions under which they work 


they embrace within the area of their operation 1 
State, but the entire country, and affect every en) 
may 
e 

interference with the rights of others; and it is covere 
amendment. 


‘ 


be situated in a like manner, although no 
xists as to him, that becomes a secondary boyco 


All who serve a common employer 


‘ 
t 


t 
t 








I 


singly or all together, at pleasure, with or without ca 


1 


Within the lawful limits, Mr. President, of labor to 0! 
tself to conduct its operation for these necessary ends, | 4 
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thin the limits of my official conduct, met them on | cutions may not be had heresfter ainst an orennizati 











d we have adjusted our difficulties, if ar is sim] end ! Ss or ij we Wa i 
sout serious dispute. I have no fear of any r opinion has been ex i freely 
representative in the country where I must sub- | two days that that kind « ' zation Vv ‘ 
f to their jurisdiction and to their efforts for or | | on of the Sherm antitrust law if 1 ! 
t the polls. They bave a sense of justice and fair to remove it by some pi ry ent, alt l 
it | appeal. I myself, Mr. President, would rather | choice I should, in the fit < e. pref 
seat in this Senate beyond the two fleeting years | the endment of the ; ; without going it 
i it than toa bitary to nu better lustincts é é 
wourace the rampunt lawle s that is now I oO ‘ | ‘ f tl ‘ 
iis coubptry to be ( a | hette \ dl 
ir of y reasona man representing organized tta thre ( d i 
nuntry. I | ve me Lhe l 1 their lo i i ions: S the J ‘ I erg uld < 
n « el us: | have met t nb in legish ve | star , ‘ ~ ‘ 
[ have met them on labor days, and elsewhere | favoring the ect of any o1 n of 
ous were up for general di ssion, and, within thi untry I »« : t S 
i may iawt ly engage in! I ice l : —_ ‘ | 
hours, and tbe ering thel con tion l t I f; nt 
i I favor now any i that may be done along It has be ated here that me. or possibly La 
if any part is to be used of this $300,000 in order | things come within the « ! pre on of t { 
with a view to destroying the right of la ing | of the antitrus t If I ' ( 
ze. 1 am against it. If any of it is to be used to| laxed. I believe the ing development of 
on for quitting work, either one member of the | would justify a rel tiv! [ft w rer y 
1 concerted action all » re rs ot that i! aul stages of 1 n l 
cy ation n the emp yui it nh que on, 1 oppos Wis ) i | a 
on. That is their right of t 
1 be no order from any judicial tribunal, no injune- | that it did. wir ! “li up the a 
meut, no sort ol n award by any arbitral tl buna courts se¢ i to j 3 for the pur I 
entorce upon ¢ e or more members of a vy organ Ze} ne j 3 t es me h 
‘ ol continuing in ny iixXe line of sel ‘ bit j el oO I j Aa 
’ If it goes beyond tuat, thei ho ! Thien ‘ v « 
pass on priv: roperty, to invade civil t S, thi ! ‘ : ( 
ts of phys olence r pl ‘ \ 
t tl difference of o} on tl ( S to ¢ \ a | f i 
professional brethren may be given a line of cleava true, I tl t « ! 
division 1 order we may discriminate L « not eve » ¢ to 1 
he unions I lawfully do t s til utting | tl has i Ww al ‘ 
| separating it entirely from what is civilly or | all of thet j re ‘ { ond 
ted on the other side: in order that that ihe not to 0 d 1 not ’ bey tia ey 
and that I may understand how I will eventually I : of other I d that, if tl 
s question, [ have offered my amendment to the | cise p! .» WW tiay ! \ tO « 
of the Senator from New Uampshire [Mr. | ought to be il 
As I see th lid { 
LSH. Mr. President, before the §S tor takes his | « o! 
I ike to ask him a questio I erstood the { ‘ ed 
in the course of his remarks, that the ar rd cous { 
! him recognizes no right in the laboring in | in ta of ‘ ) ‘ 
es not possess under existing law Am I cor PRIESIDI ' 
of th Se tor f « . ‘ 1 
IERMAN. Yes; my amendment is simply designed to | guage of tl \ { tor m Nev H MI 
the rights he has to organize, to increase his wages, | GA! ER 31 “l to s 
his hours, and to improve or safeguard his sanitary Mr. GALLINGER. )} Dre T rm 
| l by t S i [ 
\LSH. I understood the Senator to say that be may | the text the b 
ther rights, but he undoubtedly has all these em Mr. BRANDEGER. No; it 
amendment. n it of the & f Ne 
SHERMAN. The object of my amendment is that every Mr. GALLINGER Ni vurle t he Iment 
t that a union has under existing laws shall be pre- | My amendn 
‘ ‘ 4 ; 
\LSH I take it, from the Senator’s remarks, thet he | cn be : ded pe of the friend 
1 with the general sentiment of the proviso now in- | Ure to amend the text, t that is 1 t tl f 
ed in the bill? hols purposes to do phe mot Ke out w 
ERMAN. No. sir: from a statement to be hereafter | Subject to future i t I 
e Senator will pardon me. I shall be glad to yield | 9een : ted upo 
1 moment. The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the under ( 
\LSH. I should like to ask the Senator, then, to make | Chair. 
t there is in the language of the section as it ap Mr. MARTIN of Vit F Mr. President, I 
the bill which differentiates it from the amendment | b@ve the amendn { e al Min t read 
by him. The VICE PR IDEN’ The Secretary v 
SHERMAN, I have offered my amendment because, amendm« so the amend ; 
from the discussion developed here in the last two Ahe SE ean a i ot Une rop : 
t does not appear, from reading the decisions of courts | Ot by t | Senator rrom w Hf Mr. Ga 
stening to the opinions of my professional brethren, is proposed to insert the 1 
of them are in entire accord as to the lawful rights : idee, Re Tt 
; s at this time, or , 
ir. WALSH. Then, I simply desire to inquire of the Senator, | view th 
of the fact that this bill comes from the other House, | t#tion. rads OF. oy * ve 
¥ already received its approbation, and that this feature ee. : this a b cpen led 
y one that is under discussion in this body, whether pri rcers of product nd a lor far 
irds the distinction between his amendment and the pro- | #24 organize in an t to and for the purpose to o ' i 
is It stands of sufficient importance in the present case to | * fair and reasonabl< , » 


in amendment of the bill and the resulting necessity of Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I suggest t ab 
ation by the other House? 3 sence of a quorum 

l _ SHERMAN, It causes little delay. It is with a view, The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia sug 
President, of drawing the line sharply, in order that prose- | gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 

\< (;ronn: Norris Smith, Md. 
Borah Hitchcock O'Gorman Smith, Mich, 
Brandegee Hollis Oliver Smith, 8. C. 
Bristow James Overman Smoot 
Bryan Jobnson, Me Page Stephenson 
Burton Johnston, Ala Perkins Sutherland 
(‘la ) Jon n Swanson 
("| Wyo Kerr tobinson Thomas 
Clarke, Ark La Fo Re Vardaman 
( t Lane Saulsbury Walsh 
Cummi Lea Shafroth Weeks 
Pillingham Lippitt Sheppard Williams 

mm Pont McCumber Sherman Work 
Kletchet McLean Shields 

G ye! Mart Va Simmons 

Gott Martine, N. J Smith, Ga 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been requested to announce that 
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Fai] has been called away 
from the city on important business, and that he is paired with 
the Senator from Arizona [Mr. Smits] 

Mr. ASHURST. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Siro] is absent from the Chamber on important business, as 
has been announced, and that he is paired with the Senator 
from New Mexico [Mr. Farr]. 

Mr. KERN, My colleague [Mr. Snitvery] is absent from 
the city on important business. He is paired with the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Burvetcn]}. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-one Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 


Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, the pending question has been so 
fully and fairly discussed that I shall not detain the Senate by 


making any argument upon it further than to explain the posi- 
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| in it now should no longer be included. 


tion which I feel bound to take. 
I am in favor of the amendment offered by the Senator from | 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to str out the provisos to 


the appropriation for the enforcement of antitrust laws and 


opposed to those provisos. 
The junior Senator from New Jersey .[Mr. Hvuaies] yester- 


day, with a frankness which is commendable, stated what I 
am sure we will all agree to, that there is in fact no danger 


of the Attorney General or any officer of the Department of 
Justice bringing prosecutions during the year for which this 
appropriation extends against either of the classes of citizens 
referred to in the provisos. Other Senators have in a different 


form expressed the same idea. I think it is well understood, 
and it has been repeatedly declared, that there is no practical 
occasion for these provisos. Nothing will be done or omitted 








Mr. CLAPP. 

Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAPP. Did not the Senator perhaps in: 
misstate it and intend to say that the provisos me:n 
particular fund shall not be used in those prosecutio: 

Mr. ROOT. No, Mr. President, that limitation, as 
ator from New Jersey stated the other day, was 
avoid a point of order against general legislation 
propriation bill, and the provision was put in the 
limitation upon the appropriation so that it could 
out by the point of order. But the real meaning of 


Will the Senator pardon an interru; 


the Congress of the United States gives notice to { 
tive that a laboring man who commits the crime 


in the Sherman Act or the producer of agricultur 
who commits the crime described in the Sherman 
not be prosecuted. The people of the country do not 
distinguish on particular forms of language. That 
and unmistakable meaning of Congress in its dec: 
Sir, it may be that the Sherman Act 
that the principle which is declared there should 
more carefully and less generally, so that some thi: 
But, Mr. ? 


should b 


is now the law. The question presented to this ¢ 
whether we shall issue to the people of the country 
tion that we are in favor of permitting some peo 


the law with impunity and punishing with fine and 
ment other men who violate the same law. 

We declared in the Sherman Act the principle 
of trade. We adopted that as the test to deter 
combinations and agreements were lawful un! 
still the test. That principle is still embodied 
and who shall say, so long as it is the test, so lo 
embodied in the law, that any part of the people of 


or 


is 


| States shall be approved in disregarding it and vi 


with the provisos in the bill different from what would be done | 


or omitted with the provisos out of the bill. 

The sole practical effect, then, of including these 
n declaration on the part of the Congress of the United States, 
and it is because I think that declaration will be injurious, be- 
cause 
ness of our people to obey the law, and the just confidence of 
people in the fairness and impartiality of the Congress 
which makes the laws, that I think we ought to omit the pro- 


provisos is 


our 


I think it will tend to lessen respect for law, the willing- | 


vise Let me state what it seems to me they accomplish. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from New York 
suspend for one moment? The morning hour has expired, and 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which | 

stated. 


10, Senate resolution 387, 


to make investiga- 


rhe Secretary. Order of Business 


authorizing the appointment of a committee 
tions of the conditions in the Paint Creek district, W. Va. 

Mr. KERN. I ask that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, that 
action will be taken. The Chair hears none, and the Senator 


from New York will proceed. 

Mr. ROOT. Twenty-three years ago Congress provided in the 
Sherman Act by section 1 that— 

Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or 
conspiracy in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States 


or with foreign nations is hereby declared to be illegal. Every per- 
son who shall make any such contract or engage in any such combi- | 
nation or conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, 


on conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine not exceeding $5,000 
or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punish- 
ments, in the discretion of the court. 

These provisos do not undertake to amend or change the 
Sherman Act. They leave the form of any contract, combina- 
tion, or conspiracy in restraint of trade still illegal. They 
leave every person who engages in such a contract, combi- 
nation, or conspiracy a criminal. What they undertake to do is 


to say that certain classes of the people of the United States 
may commit such criminal acts and shall not be prosecuted 
while certain other classes who commit the same criminal acts 
shall be prosecuted and punished, 


These provisos assume the commission of the o 
Sherman Act says: 
Evéry 


comt 


ination in the form of trust 
trade or commerce 


ontract, 


conspiracy, in restraint of 


Shall be illegal. The proviso says that— 
shall be spent in the 
for entering into 


increasing of wages 


No part of this money 
organiz indivicual 


agreement having in view the 


pr 
any « 


ition or 
And so forth. 
The further proviso says that no part 
Shall be exper 
and associations 
to and for 
price for th 

That to sir, although these two 
citizens enter into contract or combination or 
restraint of trade and commerce which is declai 
nevertheless they shall not be prosecuted. It is 
illegal contracts that these give, and 1 
It is immunity against punishment for the com 
crime under the laws of the United States that 
give, and nothing else. 

So, sir, whatever might be wise in treating the 
Sherman Act, whether it should be modified or 
me that we are doing a wrong to our country, 
doing a wrong to the laws of our country, that w 
wrong to the ideal of justice which, thank God, 
in the minds of the people of our country, to say, \ 
stands upon the statute books, that some may di 
others shall regard it 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], in 
mirable and fair statement upon the other side of U 
this morning, described the situation which would « 
case of the fruit growers of California if they found 
or when they do find it desirable, to combine to rv 
shipments of fruits to one market or the other, so 
shall not be an oversupply. No one can fail to 
what he said had great reason in it. But, Mr. Pres 
not that same reason apply to other producers? ‘T! 
is covered all over by hundreds of thousands of smal! 
small manufacturers, whose success in their busines 
upon not having an oversupply of the articles they | 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 

Mr. WORKS. I was unfortunate enough to be 
Chamber when reference was made to what is called 
bination of the fruit growers of California. If the S« 
allow—— 

Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 


nded for the prosecution of producers 
farmers who cooperate and orga 
the purpose to obtain and maintain a fai 
ir products. 


e 
or 


is say, class 


provisos 


not 
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of the United States says that the producers of hi : » 4 ne! ‘ 
ts ill be at lib to violate the Sher 1 Act i ( I 
but these manufacturers shall not be at liberty to Mr. ROO It v the Inters ( 
‘ Li NORRIS l i f i ! ‘ 
WORKS. Mr. President ther. 
ICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York Mr. CLAPP The Senator f y ¥ a 
he Senator from California? | that the | sion re to 
OOT. Certainly. of the con sie 1 tl t ‘ 
WORKS I should say, Mr. President, that if the Con l Nida n of rail is 1 s ea 
the United States should say that to the fruit gr r the « t, as ] ad t l ’y 
f ia, it would be a reflection upon the fruit growers of Mr. ROOT. 4 Sa matter « Id a 
) ibstitute a regu ‘ : 3 
Mr. ROOT. I should hope, Mr. President, that the fruit Mr. BACON, Vossil t Ss 
’ California would resent the gift of the rig to vie that bill wa nerally kn 
w, and I do not believe, sir, that the farme f th oucht in here and : i ‘ ed { 
States anywhere desire such permission , hat rawn in the Executi departinent, and to b 
this previso does. It retains the restrict f the troduced at its instance if | : 
\ct for the multitude of small manufacture: md i ! lowa [Mr. CUMM) = ma) 
» restrictions of the Sherman Act from the multitude | will correct me if Ll am wrot contained a 
tural producers. permitted any railroad to combine or acquire ‘ 
know, sir, that combinations among manufacturers | other railroad if it had 50 per cent of its Am | 
ers have been productive of more evil than combina orrect int 1 
ng any other classes or kinds of our people, but w ir. CUMMINS. There was such a prov I 
that it is quite possible for combinations amon: riginally troduced 


to pass the limit of the real evil at which the Sherman Mr. BACON. That w 1 be a comb 
aimed. We know it is quite possible for combination ort, 


borers to pass the limit of the real evil at which the Mr. CUMMINS. I am very glad to say, h 
s Act was aimed. And are we to say that there shail | attempted exception f ru ‘ ‘ation ¢ 
be ) limit to the violations of law which shall go unpunished | w: 
part of these two classes of American citizens? Mr. BACON. Defeated 
President, the real power which enforces law is not the Mr. CUMMIN l 
of the Attorney General or the district attorney or the Mr. BACON. In ‘ 
It is the power of public opinion. The reason why Mr. CUMMINS. As ever; ( 
t nf ement of the Sherman Act has been progressively Mr. ROOT. Now, Mr. I { 
d more effective is that the public opinion has grown up | sion of other propose cislati tie 
sislation. The reason why it was possible to secur f agi ral pre who to | 
against the great combinations in tobacco and oil, | Sherman Antitrust 4 with i rut 
W a few years before it was recognized as impossible, is | production or a glu 1 the marl 


public opinion has grewn up to the statute. Without it | manufacturers who are to be ed if th lo 
i can not enforce any law. Without it you can not get | the same thing. Granting Ut i 
to convict or grand juries to indict. | possible not only .for s ' 
NORRIS. Mr. President—— attempts to be made, but also t a at 
‘he VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from New York | and prevention of co n to be made 
to the Senator from Nebraska? er é e pro 
ROOT. Certainly. | which we would not wish to prevé d wi ‘ 
r. NORRIS. I agree most heartily with what the Senator | by the Sherman antit: lw; some things n by 
said, but I was attempting to show that there have | the members of all the producing classes of our \ tT 
instances where with a great deal of ability and consider- | we would wis at 7 cl > pl , 
son men have wanted to have laws made that would | Sherman antitrust law; but as to the classes named in 
sve exceptions to certain industries. I should like to call the | proviso, immunity is given both for the things we ¢ ; 
; } attention to the fact that several years ago when we | to prevent a or 
were engaged in the passage of the last amendment to the 
ite-commerce act the President had introduced a bill | tude of our citizens not included in these exempted ¢ 
' gave to the railroads under certain conditions, with the | Where will be t 7 
“onsent of the court that was provided for in the bill, the right | be the confidence in the justice of the law; where ¥ 
to combine contrary to the Sherman antitrust law, and that for | sense of obligation to the law because it is law on the jp: 


“<4 


Ar 





Let me ask you, sir, how will this pre t elf to the n 





these multitudes of American citizens who find themselves con- 
strained against doing what is necessary for the protection of 
their livelihood and other classes permitted to violate the law 
for the same purpose? How can we fail to create a sense of 
injustice; how can we fail to create opposition to the law, to 
create a feeling that it is right for men themselves to assert 
and to exercise the same freedom that is given to their neigh- 
bors ? 

I can conceive of no more injurious blow to this great stat- 
ute—for it is a great statute, which has declared the rule of 
freedom in trade, the rule of free competition as the rule of 
conduct for all people for the past 25 years—I can conceive of 
no more fatal blow to the enforcement of that statute than a law 
which exempts approximately half the people of the United 
States from responsibility for obedience to it; for you can not 
enforce a iaw, sir, which is not an equal law for all the people 
of our land; you can not get juries to indict and to convict 
one man for dcing what is permitted to his neighbor under the 
same law. You can restate your principle, you can make a 
different law, but it should be stated, so that whatever act vio- 
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| struction whatever for the purpose of determini 


lates the principle embodied in the law shall be illegal. If we | 


attempt to retain the principle, to retain the declaration of 


illegality, and exempt a part of our people from responsibility | and by constitutional methods. So believing, it is 


for obeying the law, we bring the law into necessary contempt 


and make it impossible to enforce it; and, Mr. President, it is | 


not this law alone but it is all law. We have a responsibility, 
not to the laboring man alone, not to the farmer alone; we have 
a responsibility to the peace and order of our country. Ve, 
the makers of law for a hundred million people, have a respon- 
sibility to maintain that respect for law, that reverence for 
law, that confidence in the justice of our country which was 
handed down by our predecessors. Because I believe that to 
enact these exemptions would be to sap the foundations of that 
confidence in the justice and impartiality of our law, I am op- 
posed to the exemptions and am in favor of the motion to 
strike out made by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER]. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I have listened to this debate 


with a great deal of interest and have derived much instruc: | 


tion from it. Whatever the result of the motion under con- 
sideration may be, the discussion has certainly been most bene- 
ficial, because it has served, among other things, to again focus 
public attention upon the great question which must be the 
subject of legislation by this Congress. It brings again con- 


nent, if not the most celebrated, statutes ever enacted by this 
body. 

I took occasion during last month to make it the subject of 
discussion from another standpoint, and what I said then and 
the conclusions which I then drew have been emphasized in 
this debate to such an extent that I indulge the hope that this 
law will be so amended as to become an efficient weapon in the 
hands both of the courts and of the executive departments for 
the correction of the great industrial evils and abuses of the 
day. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Root] has very truly said 
that the purpose of this statute was to prescribe a rule of uni- 
versal application from which no class or condition was ex- 
cepted, with freedom of trade as its cardinal principle and pur- 


pose. He has also, in my opinion, conclusively demonstrated | 


the injury that will be inflicted upon the law itself, and per- 
haps upon publie opinion, by legislation which limits the opera- 
tion of that statute to a portion only of the people. I fully 
concur in that conclusion, but possibly for reasons which are 
to some extent different in their character and in their origin. 

I fully agree, too, Mr. President, that the great conserving 
force of society, without which all statutes are practically in- 
nocuous, is a healthy and powerful public opinion, without 
which laws themselves are of no importance, because opposed 
to the general trend of popular judgment. 

Mr. President, there is, however, a cause for all these things, 
and there is a reason why this bill comes to us with a proposal 
to limit the application of one of these appropriations in a cer- 
tain direction. I think it can be found in the fact that this law 
as administered has not been a law of universal application. I 
believe that as individual controversies have arisen demanding 
adjudication and receiving it through the construction of a 
statute which is so plain that he who runs may read, it has 
long been so administered as to have been justly condemned by 
public opinion because not of universal application, for there 
have been distinctions declared, first here and then there, limit- 
ing and controlling the practical application of the law to indi- 
vidual cases, until the time arrived when a word was written 
into the statute that, to my mind, has done it far more injury 
in public estimation than all such amendments as the one which 
is now under consideration can inflict upon it. Because it has 
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been so construed, because it has so been applied, |y 
has thereby become a rule of application to be dete; 
each individual case, instead of a law of universal ay; 
is not strange that those to whom it has been genera||y 
should feel justified in coming to the Congress of ¢)) 
States and demanding that, since certain industries | 
exempted from the operation of this law by judicis 
tion, others should be exempted from its operation 
lative enactment; and the one seems to me to be quit 
sistent, certainly as lawful, as the other. In other 
precedents which have been set by the courts in il: 
tion of this statute to existing conditions are being s 
and their injustice has been made the basis of ask 
tions to be prescribed in other directions. 

But I contended the other day, Mr President, as I 
assert, that where a statute is perfectly plain, needi: 
means, no construction can be made of it without doi: 
to its purposes and its objects, and that when its cons 
carried to the extent of interpolation a power is exer 
can not be justified; a power which can only be e 
the legislative authority proceeding along constitut 


Mr President, for me to be consistent without also « 
right of Congress, as the distinguished Senator from 
has so clearly pointed out, of leaving the law in its y)1 
dition and at the same time by collateral legislation 
make its provisions innocuous and inoperative as 
classes of the people. 

I have no doubt in the world, Mr President, tha 
statute was enacted everyone was justified in draw 


| Clusion that it did not and was not designed to co: 


its terms the organizations which are interested in (| 
and yet, to my mind, it is somewhat remarkable that 
for its language admits of no other than the int 
which the courts have applied to it; and however mu 
disagree with judicial opinions, however much we n 
against their injustice, they are binding upon us a 
and the low, the rich and the poor, until they shal! 
changed by succeeding opinions or by properly en: eg 
tion. It is therefore the law, as judicially construed 
organizations are included within the phraseology ot 
trust act, in consequence of which indirect atten) 


. ; ; : * | them seem to me to be almost beyond the power of | 
spicuously to the front another phase of one of the most promi- 


I welcomed the proposed amendment of the 8S 
North Dakota [Mr. GRonnaA] notwithstanding my re 
legislation of that character, by which I mean 
eign to the purpose of a bill but introduced within 1! 
it as a so-called rider. I regretted to see any po 
raised against it, for however much it may cont! 
scientific principles of legislation it is something 1) 
quently done in Congress, there being nothing in thc ‘ 
tion to limit legislation to the title of a measure 01 
believe that that amendment would have been a so 
entire difficulty; in addition to which it would hay 
a legislative statement of what the law was intended 
been and of what, in my judgment, it ought to be; 
can not consider now, although we should consider : 
in my judgment, before this session adjourns or 
session, if possible. 

Mr. President, this proviso, if I may call it thus, i 
seems to me to be subject to all the criticisms that 
made against it or to most of them at least. It w: 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Leper] that 
vices consisted in the fact that it created exemptions 
general operation of a statute. A fair analogy would | 
pose that in the agricultural appropriation bill some 
tion of a general character should be accompanied 
vision exempting the State of Colorado or of Louis 
New York from its operations. It seeks, in other words 
an exemption or a limitation by exemption from the \ 
of a statute in favor of a particular class, thereby : 
ing by indirection what may not be accomplished 
Apart from its inherent objectionable character, such 
may constitute a precedent that will be productive « 
deal of future mischief. 

The trouble with a precedent that is wrong is the 
sequently produces, because it is followed and follow 
until by custom it becomes an established rule of au! { 
principle of conduct; and if we can write an except 
sort in the law then we can write exceptions exempti!- 
classes or portions of other classes from the ope! he 
general law with the same impunity and with the added fr" 
given to it by our action on this occasion. If we can | 
exemption into the law we can write others as well. 


* 
* 



























_let us see. Suppose that, instead of reading as it does, 
emption should provide * that part of this money 

pe expended in the prosecution of the International Har- 
er some other of the great combinations of the 
it should provide that all of this money 
i be used exclusively for the prosecution of violations of 
tute by labor and farming organizations, and for none 

\ cry of protest would go up at once from one end of 


ho 


vy: suppose 


uuntry to the other against making such exemptions in 
vy, and justly so, because they would be opposed to ey ery 
le of equity and of justice. In what respect does the 


sed one differ in principle? 
this side of the Chamber may not always be in the 
ty. A party may into power which may displace 
of those which at present occupy the seats in this Cham- 
may represent a conservative condition consequent upon 
swinging of the pendulum to the other extreme. Can the 
es and the enginery of this law be utilized for the pur- 
of carrying out and effectuating the purposes which they 
sent? Why not? Can they not do what we are doing? 
we supply them with a precedent, Mr. President, which 
justify, at least by imitation, repetitions of the same 
; principle in legislation? We may condemn it; we ought 
demn it; we would condemn it; but, notwithstanding that 
. we would be justly charged with having begun this course 
sislation by the enactment of the measure now being con- 

red. 

those, Mr. President, who know anything about me generall 
tin that I[.am rather radical than otherwise in 
upon political, industrial, and economic questions. It 
ssary, therefore, for me to express any opinions upon 
existing industrial and economic conditions in this connection, 


come 


y 
my 


is 


too 


to say that I am ready to go as far as any man, con- | 
ntly with my oath of oflice, in making organizations of 
nd women—and I believe that women have the same 


ts politically, and ought to have them, as men in this coun- 
suffrage—I am ready to go as far as anyone 
protecting them in every legitimate purpose for which organ- 
on can be utilized, but I speak in their behalf when I say 

and now that, in my judgment, the incorporation of a 
like 


universal 


sequences which it may have upon the future, far out- 
cis any immediate benefit or advantage that can be ob 
tuined by virtue of it. 


do not believe that such an organization, designed to ac- 
complish a lawful purpose, can or ought to be within the pur- 


of the Sherman Act; but under the law as it has been 
trued these organizations, although lawful per se, are 


in the purview of the statute. They are not exempt from 
operations of the law, and it is unwise to exempt them by 
like this. It should be done by direct legislation 
» subject. 
ere are some criticisms of the phraseology of the proposed 
ite to which I wish to refer for a moment. To my mind 
s hothing ambiguous about either of the provisos. Their 
ig is clear. They evidently were very carefully drawn. 
1 t k it has been stated in debate that they have been in bills 
{ similar character heretofore. I know we enacted such a 
re at the last Congress without any question arising, in 
Chamber at least, so far as I am able to remember, with 
ce to either of these provisos. Speaking for myself, I 
e the measure passed during the closing hours of the last 
n of Congress, at a time when it was difficult, if not im- 
pessible, to give close and careful attention to its phraseology. 
he first proviso is— 


PSSAS 


th 


wsecution of any 
m or individual for entering into any combination or agree- 
iving in view the increasing of wages, shortening of hours, 


no part of this money shall be spent in the pri 
ith 


or 


the conditions of labor, or for any act done in furtherance 


t in itself unlawful. 
is to determine the question of the lawfulness or un- 
ess of a given act? If you exclude it from the domain 


ial controversy, if it can not be the subject of investi- 


i in the courts, does it not become impossible to deter- | 


the illegality or legality of an act or to punish the one 
low the other to go unpunished? Suppose the officers of 
begin a proceeding against a labor union upon the 
y, however well founded, that its act is unlawful and the 
‘ion of the courts is to the contrary. It seems to me the 
usion is inevitable that the officers of justice have thereby 
‘ed this provision. On the other hand, if they fail to 
~ecute a& given case founded on an act which public opinion 


; condemned for failing to perform their duty under their 
eS Of office. Apart from this resulting embarrassment, all 


S which might otherwise come within the purview of the 


i 





I—8] 


this in its reactionary effect and in the possible | 


de 2 oe 4 eae . . 
mins as unlawful and meriting punishment, they will be | 


exempt from its 
ations. 

That, to my mind, constitutes perhaps the mx St 
jection that can be urged against the wording of th 
It is quite as though the last clause had been entir 
nated from the body of the section. 

I intended to use a memorandum, which I se I ' 
laid, for the purpose of illustrating the propo that 
violations of this antitrust act are con tted w 
impunity by those against whom it cyte 
No proceedings under the statute a ! 
against them, to say nothing about ir st ‘ 
tion. They are given immunity as though the 
strictions such as are embodied in t her \ 
quence of which combinations of men fee ed i 
to feel justified in asking for similar \ it 
legislation as is here contemplated. 

I have found the document to which I ref red, My 
dent, which presents a striking example of th 
conduct which L have just outlined It is that 
which is justly creating a public opinion re ene 
justify not only the enactment of legis on of t ‘f 
proposed, but legislation of far more dros ‘ 

I hold in my hand part of a newspa | aeit 
6th of May, 1913, published in the « ( i N. 1 
ceived it from an unknown correspon t] 
ably sent to me because I am a member of the S« I 
Committee. It refers to the action of cet i if; 
in the city of Troy consequent upon the yp ‘ ‘ { 
wood bill and comprises, among other t! ! 
issued by these manufacturers to their w ! 
read for the information of the S« ite 

The circular is dated on the i day of M: dl 
yesterday : 

The Underwood tariff bill vidin 1 rat f 2% i 
on cotton collars, 30 per cer ! n 
probably pass t Lk of R ntatives wit 
a very few days. The ly t go to tl 
is some chance of its being amended 

You can greatly assist in the « rt to 1 
writing two letters, one to Ilon. JAM A. O 
Senator, Washington, D. ¢ t! other to If | 
States Senator, Washin m, Th ¢ statir t t i 
industry for your livit nd that you d 
that will put your we t the 
Europe and Japan. Urge t Ser rs f 
have the rates on coll: ind shi raised t ) t 

Your letters, when written, may be le it t ‘ I 

Postage paid, I presume 

This is Ngned by the United Shirt & Collar Co 

Simultaneously with the issuance of this cir ir to tl 
plovees this company cut their wages, the two ! en 
inaugurated together and having for their eo ob 
intimidation of the Congress of the | ted States by | 
| over the heads of its Members the threat of ba ! 
ruin to favored industries; util ‘ the power of en 
as a club for compelling those dependent upon these or 
| tions to comply with a command—for such is this ciré 
and by foree of numbers to seek not only to infl 
control the votes of the Senators of the United States fre 
great State of New York upon the subject of tariff revisi« 

This article goes on to say that the employees, res g 
tactics, not only refused to obe the mandate of tl ( 
| but would not submit to the reduction of wages » ey 
intended for their coercion. 

This conduct of the United Shirt Co., Mr. President 
only a conspiracy in restraint of trade, it is a « ie, b 
common law and under the statutes. I contend th 
provisions of the Sherman antitrust liw the | 
Collar Co, is subject to prosecution and ought to | 
against for the issuance of this circular, " dl 
reduction ef wages, in order to n s ma 
that is not a conspiracy in restraint of trade | 
| to intimidate national legislators hat it And when 
of this sort are done with perfect impunity, is it surp 
the laborers of the country hould insist upoh ex nptio 
the operations of a law designed to be universal, but 
operating because of repeated construction given to it 
Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. President, this is only the becinning of the 
is to be waged through these conspiracies, to b e ( 
and again, against the representatives of th: 
they are to be intimidated and thwarted from ! 
the pledges they have made to the consum rf 
Republic and which they must re ze and f | 

Until such conduct and such tactics are pn bed 
ished rigorously, they will continue. Unt | 


statute, whether lawful or 
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| such tactics are punished, and punished rigorous 
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of the country will continue to knock at the doors of Congress 


and ask for exemptions from the operations of the same stat- 
utes, such as are embodied in this particular proviso. 
Suppose these employees of the shirt and collar company go 


upon a strike because of this cut in wages, as they threaten to 
do. Suppose the unions picket these establishments after a 
strike is declared. Suppose, as a result of it, violence occurs. 


They will doubtless be proceeded against at once as combinations | 


restraint 
trade, 


in 
ing 


of trade, 
Yet 


and which actually engaged in restrain- 
the employer which has driven them to those 


conditions enjoys immunity through its exemption made in prac- 


tice, at least, in the application and enforcement of the statute. 

Unless these conditions are abandoned, unless they are prop- 
erly punished, the exemptions here demanded will ultimately 
be granted, and ought to be granted, in extenso, since if exemp- 
tions are to be made for the great and the powerful, either 
through the construction of a statute needing none, or through 
the inaction of the properly constituted authorities failing to 
recognize these infractions and proceeding against them, we 
must expect—because it is nothing more than just and right— 
that the oppressed should rebel against the application of the 
statute to them, armed as they are and always will be with the 
fact, historic in character and subject to proof at all times from 
the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, that the act was never intended, was 
never designed, te apply to combinations such as those to which 


they belong. 

Mr. President, let us act as we should with reference to this 
particular measure. Let us see to it that the law is enforced 
as written and against all men until it is changed. I think it 


was President Grant who said that the best method of relieving 
a people of the effects of a bad law 


is to rigorously and un- 
sparingly enforce it. It is better, in other words, so far as 
ultimate results are concerned, that no exceptions be made in 
the application of a statute to existing conditions. If it em- 


bodies 
sufficiently aroused to sweep it aside. Such a course is far 
preferable to one which makes exceptions and exemptions which 
necessarily create,class conditions in the country. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, as a member of the Com- 
nittee on Appropriations, I desire to say a few words with 
respect to the provision of the bill, in the interest of getting 
the measure passed. 

We have had a 
law. We have hea 
to this iso 
and I do not think 
foundation wha 
man of straw 
sion they 


very learned discussion upon the antitrust 
rd a great many things stated with respect 
which I do not think the langnage warrants, 
the inferences drawn therefrom have any 
tever. Senators have proceeded to construct a 
and then to tear him to pieces. In this discus- 
have lost sight of one important fact. 

Senators have been discussing this proposition as if there 
were no moneys in the United States Treasury for the prose- 
cution of persons guilty of violation of law except that which 
is approprinted by this section. That is not true. Hundreds of 
thousands of dollars are appropriated in the general appropria- 
tion bil! for the prosecution of every offense under the laws of 
the United States. On the preceding page of this bill there is 
an appropriation of $475,000 to be expended in the detection 
and prosecution of crimes under the direction of the Attorney 
General. Large appropriations are also made for the regular 
force of the Attorney General's office and for district attorneys 


pro 


s 


throughout the country. Consequently, when they try to limit 
this section simply to saying that certain persons will not be 


or could not 


be prosecuted, it seems to me it is a violation of 
the very 


language that is contained in the section. 

In the first place, nearly every Senator who has spoken has 
said that he is in favor of exempting these labor organizations 
and farmers’ combinations from the operations of the Sherman 
Antitrust Act, but that he does not wish to do it indirectly. 
In other words, if they were exemptions, it would simply carry 
out and further Senators’ own ideas as to what the law should 
be, namely, that a combination having in view the increasing 
of wages of laborers and an association of farmers for the 
obtaining of fair and reasonable prices for their products should 
not of themselves alone constitute a violation of any law. I 
can not understand how Senators can consistently say they 
are in favor of such organizations being exempted from the 
operations of the Sherman Act, and yet at the same time say 
that they do not believe in the passage of a declaration to the 
same effect as to an appropriation for one year. 

What is the provision which is under discussion here? 
language is plain. It reads as follows 

Enforcement of antitrust laws: For the enforcement of antitrust 
laws, including not exceeding $10, 000 for salaries of necessary em- 
ployees at the seat of government, $300,000: Provided, however, That 


no part of this money shall be spent in the prosecution of any organiza- 
tion or individual for entering into any combination or agreement hav- 


Its 


ing in view the increasing of wages, shortening of hours, or bettering 


a vicious principle public opinion will ultimately become | 
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the conditions of labor, or for D 
not in itself unlawful: Provided further, That no part of t 
priation shall be expended for the prosecution of produc 
products and associations of farmers who cooperate and organ 
effort to and for the pu — to obtain and maintain a fair a: 
able price for their products. 

It is an appropriation of $300,000. Suppose Congres 
to prosecute specially one of the big trusts of the count 
Tobacco Trust, or the Union Pacific Railroad, or any 
combinations that are supposed to be violating the 
antitrust law. It would be perfectly proper, in the 
bill, to appropriate $300,000 for that purpose, provid 
was no express limitation upon prosecution of other « 
Other offenders would be prosecuted under the oth 


any act done in furtherance 


| appropriations for the prosecution of crime. 


That seems to me to have been ignored in the dis 
this question. The theory has been indulged in that th 


| priation of $300,000 is all that can be spent in the p: 


of any person guilty of an offense against the Sher 
trust law; but that is not true. That assumption is n 
Suppose an individual wishes to file a complaint 


Tobacco Trust or against some individual of the Tob: 

for violation of this law. He can present the san 
United States district attorney, who, free of cost, will 
the case and prosecute the same to the end. If any 


wants to prosecute a labor or farmers’ oe he 
it just as well whether this $300,000 item is in thi 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do. 

Mr. WORKS. The Senator from Colorado has state: 
that there are ample funds otherwise provided for }1 
every offender under this statute. I ld like t 
then, why this specific appropriation of 


from ( 


Senator 


shou 
made? 


Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not know what guided 


who wrote this particular clause. It may be, as yp 
ment has been somewhat aroused by reason of combi! 
these grent interests, that he wanted a special examinat 


the books or into the conduct of the persons who w 
tain combinations in restraint of trade. It may 
author of the provision had in mind one particular <« 
not know; I can not tell; but when we consider th 


these great combinations, by their intricate systems 
keeping, can conceal their actions in restraint of | 


take a large amount of money to bring to light such 
of the law. 

That being the case, it is proper, if any ha ive 
to single them out and provide adequate ap 


viol 
priatic 


prosecution. It seems to me it is a perfec tly proper 
tion. You can not prosecute a combination withou 
full investigation. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from | 


yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. In just a moment I wil! yield 

As to labor organizations, you can still prosecute 
ordinary course at little expense. No intricate 
are necessary to expose concealed violations. )\ 
your action before the district attorney where the 
mitted. Consequently this section does not in 
limit the right or power of any citizen of the Unit: 
of the United States itself, to prosecute any person 
Sherman antitrust law. 

I now yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, from the statement m 
Senator, I judge that he is of the opinion that this 2) 
tion of $300,000 is made for a particular class of pros 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; I said I had no idea what 
intention of the person who drew it. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator said it was a proper 
tion, as I understood, and I took it to mean that the d 
had asked for this appropriation for a certain purpose. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, no; I disclaim any knowleds: 
kind. I have no idea whether—— 

Mr. SMOOT. I wanted to know whether 
have any such idea or any such information. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No, sir; I have none whatever. A!! ! 
know is that this bill was presented to the Committee on - 
priations of the Senate in this form. 


the Senator did 


Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Ls To ; 
LETTE] tells me that the Senator from Colorado said he (id © 4 
know who drew the provision, who offered it, or why. +% | 
amount contained in this item is appropriated upon an est'mate 
of the department, and that is why the appropriation 's made. 4 
It was estimated for by the department, and a request WS 7 
made by the department for the appropriation to be used for the 
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ne eention of such cases in the department, but the sista! Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. That ’ hat I suspected 

‘ wis put here was never suggested by the department.| Mr.GALLINGER. I think the decision o “ Court 
» what I wanted to bring to the Senator’s attention. in the case of Gompers versus tl Puc | ( 

\ir. SHAFROTH. I do not know whether it was or not. All | specifically declares that principle, and IL \ { th 

I w is that it came over from the House with this proviso | cussion closes read an extract from tl decision © 2 
We talked about the matter in the committee and said | covers the case absolutely. I think they have no to 
it had been thoroughly discussed in the previous session, | plain of the existing status so far as the « l { 
that we ought to put this bill through as nearly as we Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. ‘The courts have 

d in the exact form in which it came from the House. | plained of to-day by lyone, so far as [ have heard. 1 ) 

- GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator does not mean | not question the soundness of the decision v ht © ( { 
ate that that conclusion was concurred in by all the | made. But if 1 thought it vw si 1] ( Bef 
ers of the committee? the law and to law and order hi has b SO li ce 

‘ir. SHAFROTH. Oh, no; I meant by the majority of the | mented on by the Senator from w York | Mr. 1 too 

ttee, devoted, I say, to the decisions of tl oul e 
\ir. GALLINGER. There was a very sharp division. rebellion against them, except to legislate to correct th \ 
‘ SHAFROTH. Yes; there was a division; although there | 1 think the decisions have settled the i 
ery little discussion with relation to it. It seems to me, | promotive of the public welfare 
f the wording of this provision, that there is nothing in it The law stands to-day—and should b esi 1 a 
that ean be construed as prohibiting the prosecution, under the | including the labor unions and the farmer | 
n Antitrust Act, of labor organizations or of any other | what the Supreme Court has construed the to i 
binations, | I think that interpretation ought to be respected by the ] 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— until Congress changes that law I am in f f < ‘ 
The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado | changing that law. But the Senator from New li shire 
further yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? I now understand him, does not think Congress ought to « 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. that law, but should make permanent the law as interm i 

Mr. GALLINGER. If that be so, Mr. President, what is the | by the Supreme Court. Perhaps, though I can not state it defi 

t or purpose or meaning of it? Why have it in the statute | nitely, the Senator from New York concurs that san s 
all? tion. I db not know that he stated it distine but he left ( 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Any Senator can take a clause in an appro- , under the impression that he occupies that posit I do not 

on bill and write another clause that will be a little dif- | think any other Senator who has addressed the S« on th 
from it; but if we are going to dispute whether my lan- | question has declared in favor of the permanent inuation 
or your language shall prevail, we never can agree upon | of the antitrust law as construed by the Supreme ¢ { 
sures. ing that law include labor unions and farmers’ on 
Ilere is an amendment which has been presented by the Sena- But while insisting that that law was not acco 
from Illinois [Mr. SHermMan]. That amendment, in my | purposes and the intent of the legislative body, that it 
igment, is of almost identically the same force as the clause | intended to include organizations of the f ind labore 
h is in the bill. I do not see any distinction. I understood | I say with those two exceptions all the 8S rs who ( 
him to say that he himself did not think that the difference was | spoken have advocated a change in the law. I can understand 
tly great to send the bill back to the House of Repre- | the logic of the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator 
tives for concurrence in it. from New York, who desire to strike those two provisos out of 
Senators seem to forget that the limitation, even if this be | the bill. It is because they think the Sherman law ought to bi 
‘red a limitation, is controlled by the words “not in | applied to labor unions and to farmers’ unions th 
unlawful.” That makes the appropriation available for | ical; it is clear; but I have not been able, Mr. Pres eX 
crime committed in furtherance of the combination. Nearly | actly to appreciate the position of Senators who say tl do 
every Senator has admitted that the Sherman Act ought to be | not believe that the law ought to be made applicable to 
ended by exempting the combinations of laborers and of | unions and farmers’ unions and yet want to si this ] 
rmers. If the proviso is simply an expression of the opinion | vision out of the bill. 

Congress as to the matter, what harm can arise in express- Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

“ This provision as it stands, having passed the House The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f: 
ud received the approval of the Committee on Appropriations, | yield to the Senator from California ? 

my judgment should be approved by the Senate. Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I yield. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I shall add a very | Mr. WORKS. I think I should not allow tli ‘ of 
few words to what has been said in respect to this provision. | the Senator from Virginia to pass as applying Sena 
the proviston is in accordance with a very common practice. | tors except those named, in view of my own convictions with 
Congress has a perfect right, when it makes an appropriation, | respect to this matter. I do not believe, as I stated before, t! 

a the uses of the appropriation, and that is all that has | the Sherman antitrust law as it stands to-day applies t bor 

peen done in this case. In addition to the amounts appropriated | unions or farmers’ unions in the ordinary sense of th { 

it ei Department of Justice in all its ramifications of busi- | and for the legitimate purposes for which they are usi \ 

n . the bill proposes to appropriate a specific sum of $300,000 | organized. On the other hand, organizations of that kind may 

1 the enforcement of the antitrust law. In giving this addi- | form such combinations as are distinctly unlawful, and L am 

t uu sum to the Department of Justice for this specific purpose | not ready to allow my own language to be so construed as to 

Provides that it must not be used for prosecutions in certain | excuse that sort of a combination. Neither do I think the 

cases. It is a little extraordinary that almost every Senator | ator from Virginia will go to that extent. If the farmers’ | 

who has spoken on this subject has stated that he is opposed to | or the labor unions commit unlawful acts within the provis 

cae ‘ecutions in the cases as to which the use of this fund is for- | of the Sherman antitrust law, they should be held r e 

a rhey think that the Sherman antitrust law ought to be | just the same as other organizations. 

amended so a8 to prevent prosecutions against labor unions and | Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I understand, tly hat the Sen 

cea oar on oe are not more than one or two excep- | ator from California thinks the Sherman law hould stand ex 

iMr Gatasm alld au. rhe Senator from New Hampshire | actly as it is; that it ought not to be amen led, and its enforce 

ie pe I 1 eh ine ~~ think expressed himself. I do not | ment ought not to be mitigated or interfered with 

cna ns = - s that the labor unions ought to be prose-| Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, if the antitrust law can be so 
or. aad an -_ ——— himself on that point. construed as to include labor unions or farmers’ unions in the 

me. | have Shee r. President, if the Senator will permit | ordinary sense of that term, then it should be amended. | 

lve no concealment about it. Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, the Senator from 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. 


always frank, but he has not expressed himself on the 
‘ir. GALLINGER. 


is 7 
subject. 
“i I think if a labor union or a farmers’ 
prosecuted 
That 





; is my view. 

Pn MAR TIN of Virginia. But the Senator has not answered 

pono stion. Does he think the law ought to be so framed as to 
uit labor unions to be prosecuted for a combination? 


a8 ie ELANGER. I think the law ought to stand precisely 











I had no idea of that; the Senator | 


cinization commit a crime against any law they ought to be | 
“as well as other people and other organizations. | 


California does not speak with his usual clearness in that reply 
He has an “if” to it. If I understood him incorrectly 
correct me, but I understood him in his explanation first 


he can 


iad 


to say that he wanted the antitrust law, sometimes called the 
Sherman Act, to remain unamended as it is. 
| Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I made no such statement 
| Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Then I ask the Senator, does lhe 
| want to have it amended? 
| Mr. WORKS. I want to have it amended if it can car 
| any such construction as some Senators seek to place upon il 


| but that is not my construction. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The Senator from California re- 


minds me of a man engeged in a campaign in my State who 
\ ked if he was for a certain measure He said, ** I 2m for 
it if it is right, and I am against it if it is wrong.” That is | 
all I can gather from the Senator from California by the sev- 
‘ I is ¢ his attitude toward this bill. I do not 
| S exp! tie thi t le, whether he 
{ ney it t " « l ) d as it is on 
\ it « ht -h ' led ¢ mit nail 
Oltix I i 1 I cle ( held resnon 
i want of ui tanding of t re & » Viz 
LRTIN of Vireini It wonld 1 ‘ resm nsibility, | 
| { l an me much er er n the Senator | 
{ ‘ n col Ix | here are 
‘ QI ey ! } t} } h ve some 
‘ \ I ! t t none of them 
rs te I { 
‘ s 1 {1 ‘ I 1 I can under 
{ i \ l { i t Ww S but I h 
I ! ‘ t ht fe 1 one f senator fre 
( } Y aed this q tic not s ted 
1 } e is afraid to state, whethe v $s th s I 
Mm to nd ; it is or whethe I ints to have it 
I fed ir particy He s not told ; t at 
nt to tell the S ite or admit tl is af 1 to 
VOR Mr P1 ent, I do not vy sion f 
I \ h respect to th mat I l what as n 
i d at the Senator from Virginia I am not often accused of 
not having the courage of my convictions, and I am not afraid 
to express my views upon this or any other legisiation, let it 
] it may. My views have been clearly stated with re- 
§ t to tl matter, and if the Senator from Virginia does not 
1 rstand it that is his misfortune. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I again ask the | 
Senator from California the question that I have put to him 
time and again. He gs ks the ish tongue, and if he has | 
in opinion upon this subject and is not afraid to express it, I 

] } 


him to answer this question: Do you favor leaving the 


n antitrust law as it is or do you think it ought to be | 


(1 or mitigated in its application to labor unions and 
1} rs 1 ions? 

\ WORKS. TI st l ry distinctly, Mr. President, that, 
as [I construe the Sher n antitrust law, it does not need 
an dment, and I do not believe it should be amended. If it 
can be properly e trued, as some Senators here claim it 
should be, t 1 I insist it should be amended. My position 
is this, and I think any intelligent man can understand it: If 

"t law can be so constrned as to include labor organi- 

ns established for the purpose I have already mentioned, 

then [ think it is unjust and should be amended. My own con- 

’ ion about it is that it does not cover that sort of an organi- 
and if not, it does not need to be amended. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. There are so many qualifications 
in the ! uage used by the Senator from California that I think 
if s fair to say that he has reached the conclusion that the 
law ought not to be amended in any particular, but that it 
ought to stay like it is 


Mr. President, I sy I am not able to understand the attitude 
of Senstors who think the Sherman antitrust law ought not to 

y to labor unions and farmers’ unions, who think that that 
law ought to be amended so as to show cle: rly that it was not 
intended to apply and shall not apply to those organizations, and 
yet know that under the construction of the courts it is now ap- 
icabl iose organizations can vote against these provisos 


} enpie To tl 
in the bill. 
Now, let us notice those provisos very briefly, for I have 


occupied a good deal of time in trying with my dull comprehen- | 


sion to take in the profound ideas of the Senator from Cali- 


fornia. If it took a good deal of my time I could not help it. | 


I am dull, I suppose; but still I plodded and plodded and 
pounded and pounded until it was beaten into my dull brain. I 
cah now come back and see what this provision is. What is it? 
There is an appropriation of $300,000 to be used for the enforce- 
ment of the antitrust law, but no part of this $300,000 “ shall 
be spent in the prosecution of any organization or individual for 
entering into any combination or agreement ”—now, note for 
what. This money can not be spent to prosecute any organiza- 
tion or combination of individuals “ having in view the increas- 
ing of wages.” 

Now, I ask you, Do you want the laborers of the country who 
enter into combinations for increasing their wages to be prose- 
cuted under the Sherman law? It is plain and it is simple. If 
you want the labor unions of this country prosecuted in case 


| they form an organization for the purpose of raising y 
you ought to vote for the amendment offered by 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Presicent, can the 
case where they Jive ever been prosecuted for at 


raise their wi 
| Mr. MARTIN of Vi 1. I do not recall one 
Mr GALLINGER No the tor can ot 
s r li to} ! than I am he will not find 
Mr MARTIN of Virgin ° I will lt, f I ent 
for I will pt it in the law that it shall not be as 
Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President, I will say to the S: 
Virginia 
|} The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f 
‘ ito ti t¢ t I vy? 
Mr. MARTIN of vil nia. l yield to the Sx 
J 
| Mr. HUGHES. TI will state to the Senator that if! 
t the Dena of Justice, he will obtain the inf 
desires. I do not recall the names of the cases m 
I i ti thet pre lv 
{ Ww] f the criminal secutions under th 
t law were | g 2 st ¢ anizotic of 
Mr. MARTIN of Vir vy impression was tl} 


| been such > but I. ld not name them and I did 
take to do it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Tf such thines have happened { 


| onght not to be in the hands of the Attorney Ger 
to be in the court records. I say that no such 
been tried, 

Mr. HUGHES. The Senstor is misteken. I got t 
mys lf for the purpose of del e on this provisior 
body. t was sent to me by the Department of Ju 

| of the cases, T remember, was a New Orleans ease, ft] 
| some dock laborers who were prosecuted for ente! 
combination and conspiracy in restraint of trade b 

went on a strike for the purpose of reising their wag 

ening their hours. As to those details my recoll 


serve me 
Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will allow me, I 
that that is the ease in Fifty-fourth Federal Re 
994—the case of the United States against the W 
Amalenmated Council of New Orleans. 

Mr. HUGHES. I hope the Senator from New HU 
now satisfied. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But the Senator from New 
is not satisfied. 

Mr. HUGHES. TI trust the Senetor will be. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Was not that a case where a 
undertook to prevent non-labor-vnien men from get 
ment, and did not the court decide that they had 1 
i do that thing? 

Mr. HUGHES. If the Senator from Virginia w 
me-—— 
| Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I yield to the Senator 
| Mr. HUGHES. I will state that in the decis‘on o 
in the Danbury hatters’ case the court laid down 
that the provision of this law is broader than the 
the common law with reference to combinations in re 
trade, and that actions and conduct such as would | 
| permitted at common law are prohibited by th's 
|} common law, I will say to the § 


e 


Senator, in his own &$ 
| in every State where the common law obtains, such : f 
| tion or agreement between two or more persons is 
and a crime, and wherever the stotute has net inte! 
| change the common law in that respect it is the law 
to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator rapidly got away 
famous New Orleans ease. I repeat that no such ¢nse 
been tried and adjudicated in the courts of the U: 
where the contention has been that the !aborers 
right to combine to increase their wages. 

Mr. HUGHES. I think if the Senator will look at 
which the Senator from Nebraska has given us the « 
he will find that it is the case I was referring to, 
this prosecution was brought because there was a con 
agreement, and conspiracy to quit work simultaneou 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from Virginia w 





me-—— 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I yield to the Senator fi : 
nesota. 4 
Mr. NELSON. The case referred to, the United States 
The Workingmen’s Amalgamated Council of New Orleaus : é 
not a criminal prosecution. There was no indictment. | 4 
simply a suit to restrain the defendant, a combination of wer 9 
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from interfering with interstate and foreign commerce | Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Technically, no doubt it « 
tion of the antitrust law It was simply a case to re- | done; but with this bill jn the f » of the Depa ent 
hem from interfering with other people who wanted to | tice it will not be done unless there is some t iW 
n thet work. It was no criminal prosecution. 1d if there is an act unlawf t f t 
MUGHES. I will say to the Senator that could not , ted outsid ' wl 1 t 
f ( e to which I referred, because according to the Mr. SUTHERLAND I ; I e tor f 
: given to me by the Department of Justice it was a this : t i dire n to the Attorney | ral 
osecution. I called on the department myself when | pre te sucl s 
statement was made in another body, and they Mr. MARTIN Vir I do » that I 
» that it was a criminal prosecution. | so disti Ly eo rt of ¢ 
MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, according to the | sl ! will 
m New Hampshire the acts 1 of : vi 
RRIS. Will the S« or yield to e just , Mi SUTHE] \N] 
[ARTIN of Virginia Certainly. I se ol | 
NORRIS. It may be th I misted the Senator from | part of ¢ o ‘ 
I nderstood the question was whether i Was a cuted if th ile , { 
need by the Government. I did not intend to say Mr. MARTIN of Virg | 
ise I cited was a criminal case. The Senator fron Col ess t] ks, a | 
[MM NELSON] h given it correctly. It was to|ft tl is al ‘ 
se commenced, however, by the United States Gove ( rine lat s { i ET 
t this association of organized labor. ombina of i to « { 
I tHES. If the Senator from Virginia will permit me d ta und ce ‘ | ( 
state that I have had my recollection refreshed as t themselves to | enol I > 
se, the case against certain tobacco men in the State | quibl } pp . 3 of \ 
falling under the second proviso in the statute. | | ns | the f t ! It d ctly s 
only indicted, but convicted, and owing to tl on tl part of Cor te l t th ten l ( 
of the men. as the court put it, they were simply | n t to and | tl rv | 
t! h it was the intention to send them to jail. desire t ull fer or « 
MARTIN of Virginia. Ir. President, I w under the id f ! ! s, and n t t l 
ssion, and I still am, that there have been nuierous cas ‘ it ; ‘ ‘ ; 
st rmers and against laber organizations dl his ir. SUTHERLAND i cle i 
t the Senator from New Hampshire insists that there | from Virgin in h y 
no If there have been none, then we may reason- | what he accused tl tor 1 ¢ \ 
ide there will be no occasion for any, and no ham ! ” mon ‘ y 
will result by saying that the department shall not | question w! I ! 
inoney to prosecute them. Mr. MARTIN of \ wu 3 l not tl] 
GALLINGER. If the Senator will } it me, no harm | Utah of lack of un ! t I ti« t 
be done if we inserted the Ten Commandments in this | myself clear, and Iw Ww ence rtoc ) 
It would not do a bit of harm and it might do some | Mr. SUTHERLAND. I de t charge the S« to 
d: but it is unnecessary. | Virginia with ick of understand [ thi 
MARTIN of Virginia. It would not be at all appro-| understand the question I put: but what I s 
or germane, and would perhaps be somewhat sacri- | answer is not quit eategori wer to the q 
[It would be objectionable on many scores. But surely | Let me repeat il Is the S 1 
are to be uo violations of this law by labor unions | that by this proviso, \ Li ( 
é unions no harm will result by incorporating this | Congress thereby «« res its intention th bor « 
that the money shall not be used to prosecute them. and farmers’ orgul tions wl ui do violate th 
Mr. President, the question is raised that they can be | trust law shall not be prosecuted 
l. It is contended by Senators on the floor in the Mr. MARTIN of Vil i. This proposed endn 
debate that they are amenable to the provisions of this | not take away from the De it + J 
| might be prosecuted for the very things that are men- | prosecute the labor organiz ! ui \ \ 
re and provided against. The question up to each | other funds and with the reguler stuff of the 
s, Does he want to have the farmers’ unions and labor | lations of the law ¢ r hey | 1 
rosecuted for doing the things that are mentioned in | it is their duty to d but I s I 
t posed statute? I do not think they ought to be prose- | of Justice see that the chi hject ! it of ¢ 
case they do these things. | binations of capital, I do t hat t 
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President - | bestow much care or att oF ¢ in 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia | until they suppre eat « I 
| to the Senator from Iowa? say that it is an instruction to the At Ge 1: it 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I do. | I do t say it way fror ( rit ¢ 
Mr. CUMMINS. If the Senator from Virginia believes what | It simply forbids m t ge ft] ! ‘ ' ‘vy and 
just said, and I have no doubt he d why does he not | him free to use any o r mon int f he I 
h this proviso to the entire appropriation for the main ment of Justice for the purpose of p ting Ss W 
‘of the Department of Justice, so that no moneys appre- | considers in violation of the tit t 
al « t of the Treasury of the United States can be used Mr. SUTHERLAND. A t intended to « t 
for any such purposes? : Si cad ean 
MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I can answer that} ., aah > 7 af t led 
more easily than my friend the Senator from California | , ; [AR IN ¢ Vil : It i ‘ . t 
V thle to answer the question propounded to him. I would ca . at “ oe - ee 
‘have half a loaf than no bread at all. I do not believe it in ae see cee onneenes 
ble at this time and in this bill to get any better meas- | ~ the c ree wi : 
t ief than the bill contains as it came to us from the | 2V#) *7O™ Mum any | 7 ; 
If I thought I could get a fuller measure of relief 1 | IS country. 
' | take the whole loaf. I am in favor of making the law | Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let 1 sede othe! 
d so that the Sherman antitrust law shall not be made | tien, if he will perm ” oe 
tble to labor unions or farmers’ unions. That is where | if 2 labor organization or a fart SAUSS acres 
I i lates the terms of the antitru act, no nizatic 
SUTHERLAND. Mr. President—— | to be prosecuted ? 
VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia Mr. MARTIN of Virgi: I do, « pt in so far as 1 
| to the Senator from Utah? | changes the lav This is ! to cha the 
ir. MARTIN of Virginia. I do. | far as the use of this appro] tion ‘ rine rut 
it. SUTHERLAND. I should like to ask the Senator from | other appropriation it is the duty of 1 \ ey Gt 
whether in his judgment any labor union or farmers’ | prosecute all \ tions of law. 
: strates ae anaes violates the antitrust law may be | Mr. SI THY RLAND. Then, does the Senator k tl 
" . standing the limitation upon this appropri- | Attorn y General ought to utilize other approp! ms to 


of $300,000? 


eute such cases as I have described? 
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| 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I think he ought: but he ought |} shown a great deal of forbearance: he has not alway, 
to use a discriminating judgment and first go after the most | blameless—and who of us has been blameless at al! 
guilty and the big fish before he goes to catching minnows. |; But, I say, we must treat the laborers and the farmers 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. sut the Senator thinks he ought to go | country justly and generously if we want them to res 
after them all? law and to observe order in our country. 

Mr. MARVIN of Virginia. I do, for every violation of law. Mr. President, this bill came from the other House 
lic has sworn to do that; but he ought, in carrying that out. to | pleted piece of legislation enacted at the last session 
take them in the order of their evil doing, and if he will do that | gress. On account of these two provisos it was then 
he will get as old as Methuselah before he gets through with | the President. When it came to a vote in the House 
the big ones and reaches the minnows. was 264 for it—264 votes for these particular specifi 

The provision is: | They were the only points in issue. There were 24 

Chat no part of this money shall be spent in the prosecution of any | against 48. There were only 48 votes against these p 

ition or individual! for entering into any combination or agree the other House. The majority of the Republicans in + 
nt having in view the increasing of wages 


If you do not want them prosecuted for doing that, you ought 
to yote against the amendment and vote for this bill. It will 
not do to say that you are going to wait until the Sherman law 
is amended, If you want to stop these prosecutions for these 
particular things, it seems logical for you to stand by this bill. 
If a combination made for the of “shortening of 
hours or bettering the conditions of labor, or for any act done 


is purpose 


in furtherance thereof, not in itself unlawful,” they are to be 
exempted from prosecution. Do you want them prosecuted 
when they have not done any act in itself unlawful, simply 


because they are getting together and trying to lessen the hours 


of Inbor and to better their condition in life? If you want to 
say to labor unions, “ You shall not combine for the purpose of | 
lessening the hours of labor and bettering your condition in 
life,” if you say you are not willing for them to do that, even 
though they do nothing unlawful in itself, then you ought to 
vote for the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

I want them to have the privilege to lessen the hours of 


labor and to better their condition in life, provided they do not | 


do an unlawful act. Is that any great generosity? Do you | 
want to deny that to these men, on whom more depends than | 
on all the capital in the world? You may destroy the capital, 


and Iabor will make more capital; but if you destroy the labor | 
pital will never be added to nor will it be of any value. | 


your ca 

I say I want these laboring men to have the privilege, under 
the law, of combining in organizations for the purpose of lessen- 
ing their hours of labor and for the purpose of bettering their 
condition in life, provided they do not do anything unlawful in 
itself. I want them to have that privilege; and for that reason 
I shall vote against the amendment offered by the Senator from 


New Hampshire and shall vote for the bill as it came from the 
other House. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Roor] thinks this proviso 
will interfere with law and order. All the sophistry, all the 


ingenuity, and all the ability of the learned Senator from New 
York and of the other learned Senators who have engaged in 
this debate will never convince the people of this country that 
law and order will be interfered with by doing justice to the 
laborers and the farmers of the United States. If you want dis- 
order and lawlessness, treat them with injustice; deny them a 
fair and equal opportunity in the battle of life. Then you may 
have some disorder. I hope they will submit to any law that 
is passed, and I will go further and say I believe they will: 
but I say the tendency to disorder comes from the unjust and 
cruel exactions of the laws of the country. 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tomas] read from some 
newspaper and showed that the combinations of capital were 
being used so unjustly, so harshly, so violently, and so in viola- 





of Representatives voted for these provisions. Their 
ciates in the Senate will have to go on record a little 
I hope that there will be as much of human kindness 
erosity, of fairness, and of justice to these laboring | 
by their votes as was shown by the votes of the Rey 
the other House. 

I believe, Mr. President, that until the Sherman 
amended as I want it amended, and as I will vote 
this is the best provision we can make; it is the o 
tion practicable now, and I sincerely hope that the Se: 
both sides of the Chamber—and I do not want to 1 
political argument or any political point; I have no «di 
Senator will vote according to his convictions, as he « 
and, if he does not think this is right, of course he wi 
for it—I say, Mr. President, I hope it will be the pl 
the Republicans of the Senate, as well as of the Dei 
the Senute, to vote down all amendments offered to t 
sion and to pass the bill with these two provisos i . 
doing justice to the laboring men and to the farme) 
the bill came to us from the other House. If they wi 
in a very few days the bill will be a law and the labo: 
and the farmers will have reasonable protection, if not 
adequate protection, until the Sherman law can be a 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I seem to have said s 
innocently and unintentionally, that gave offense to t! 
from Virginia. If I did so, it was not intended, and 
to enter my apology if anything I said could have 
construed. 


to 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President. I desire to + 
few words with reference to this question. It does 
me that the history of the antitrust law is of an) 


consequence in this discussion. ; 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Will the Senator from | 
to me for a moment? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from | 


| to the Senator from Virginia? 


tion of the antitrust laws as to strike terror among the laborers | 


in some shirt factory, I believe it was. Yet, after showing that 
the combinations of capital were destroying human righis and 
trampling on human life, he winds up his speech by saying that 
we must not allow these poor laborers 
days’ ration ahead 


to combine without doing anything unlaw- 


| Antitrust 
who have not got three | 


ful and te combine peacefully and lawfully to get some redress | 


from the tyranny and the cruelty practiced upon them. 

So far as [ am concerned, Mr. President, I want to give them 
the right to combine and the right to protect themselves from 
the tyranny and the cruelty of such capitalists as those in 
control of the shirt factory the Senator alluded to; and I think 
the Department of Justice will have ample occupation if it 
will devote its energies first to the punishment of these aggre- 
gations of capital which have been so well described by the 
Senator from Colorado. I say surely the laws should protect 
them from these cruelties and discriminations and that violence, 
and ought, at least, to permit them, so long as they do not 
violate the law by doing any act in itself unlawful, to combine 
for self-protection against such cruelty as that. 

I think, Mr. I’resident, that the law and order of this country 
is more in danger from the unjust encroachments of capital 
than it is from the unjust acts of the laboring man. He has 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I was diverted and did 
fully what the Senator from California [Mr. Wor 
but I am informed of what he said, and I want to 
and to assure the Senate, that while my earnesthess 
might lead to the impression that I had some fecling 
matter, I had none at all. I had no sert cf idea th: 
ator had said anything with any intention of wo 
in any sense, for he did not, and I certainly did no 
wound him in any sense. I want that to be clearly u 


for my manner is sometimes so earnest that I am 
stood. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am glad to yield for th 


and delightful amenities. 

I was just saying when the Senator from Virgini 
me that it did not seem to me that the history of th 
Act, or, rather, the history which led up to 
sage of that act, is of any particular consequence in 
cussion. Some Senators have insisted that it was the 
of Congress in passing that act to exempt labor org 
and farmers’ organizations from its operation. I do 
it was. The situation at that time was that the bil! 
troduced by Senator Sherman, and in the course of t! 
sion of it an amendment was proposed which in terns ‘ 
these organizations from the operation of the law. 

The day after that amendment was introduced it 
without any particular debate upon it. That was while | 
was pending as in Committee of the Whole. Other ame 
were adopted. Finally, when the bill was reported to | 3 
ate it had grown, as I remember, from an original pro! * 
of 3 sections to one of 17 sections. A great many of the «1 
ments which had been made were very strongly antis 
In the discussion which ensued in the Senate itself they W 
again objected to, and among the amendments which were 
jected to, and quite strenuously objected to, was this par 
one exempting labor organizations and farmers’ org! 


f 
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he effect of the bill. As a matter of fact, that bill was 
oeted upon in the Senate at all. Therefore the amend 
hich had been put upon the bill 
never was adopted in the Senate, but pending the dispo 
f the bill in the Senate it was referred to the Judiciary 
( tee. it having originally come from the Finance Commit 
he Senate, with directions to the Judiciary Committee to 

thin Within that time a report was made, 
nroposed in place of the bill which had been referred to 


lor 


20 days. 


ry Committee a substitute which was, I believe, in 
ize words in which the Sherman Antitrust Act now ap 
n the statutes. In the meantime the proposition to ex 


bor unions and farmers’ unions had entirely dropped out 
eration. It not appear to been 
re. The bill was drawn in such comprehensive 


w itself was passed in such comprehensive 


does have suggested 


terms 


terms tuat 


s to me no one can doubt that it includes labor organiz 
nd farmers’ organizations within its terms, precisely as 
ides other organizations and individuals. The language 
mprehensive as it is possible for la. guage to be. Every 
t or combination in the form of a trust or otherwise, or 
y in restrain of trade, is declared to be illegal. 
would make no difference what the secret intention of 


the 


as 


been or what secret 
might have been to the 
indeed, it would make no diffe 


might have 


Senator 


Senator 
irticular 
that language; 


particular 
* some | 


ction of 


‘ what the intention or the view of every Senator and of 
‘ Member of the other House might have been with ref- 
‘ e to the construction of the language The language 


r itself. We do not make laws by what we intend to 

we make laws by what we actually put into the statute. 

were otherwise, there would be no certainty in the 
Ve m not only intend to declare a particular thing, 
must actually declare in spe Ww what mean 

hat the law may carry out intentions, 

r. REED. Mr. President-——— 

he VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 

e Senator from Missouri? 

SUTHERLAND. I yield to the Senator. 

‘>. Does the Senator frem Utah mean to make the 

t so broad as to say that in construing a law a court 

at the legislative intent at all? 


rule 
IST 
ifie rds 


our 


we 


from Utah yield 


OOK 


SUTHERLAND. Oh, no. I have not intimated any 

g. ‘The court always looks to the legislative intent, 

I t gathers the legislative intent from the language of the 
unless the language is of doubtful meaning. 

Mr. REED. Just one further question. Does it not gather 

t vislative intent also from the circumstances under which 


the statute was passed—— 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Undoubtedly it may—— 

Mr. REED. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The court may consider the circum- 
Ss under which the legislation was passed, the mischief 
was to be remedied, and the history which led up to the 
ze of the law. All of those things may be considered. 

doubtedly that is so; but the court has no business to con- 


s what was the secret intent of the legislature in passing a 
less that intent is expressed in the language of the act. 
@ 


that I say it makes no difference what assurances might 
been given by individual members of this body or of the 
t body to labor organizations as to what was meant by this 
the law must speak for itself; and I for one have not 

le slightest doubt that the interpretation which has been put 


u it by the various courts of the country has been a correct 
rpretation. It was construed within a year or two after its 
‘tion as applying to labor organizations, and it has been con- 

isly so interpreted by the district courts, by the circuit 

; ts, by the circuit courts of appeal, and by the Supreme 

Court of the United States. So that, as it seems to me, there 

i be no longer any doubt that the Sherman antitrust law ap- 


ies to labor organizations and to farmers’ organizations just 
apples to other organizations. I do not mean by that to 


Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
— Senator from California? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Ina moment. I do not mean by that to 
_ that an organization of labor is itself a violation of that 
a because it is not. I only mean to say that when these 
‘sanizations, lawful in themselves, having a perfect right to 
os nize for the purpose of increasing wages, of bringing about 
; - ae condition of labor, and all that sort of thing, do things 
Which are in viokition ef the antitrust law, then they are sub- 
Jeet to its provisions the same as other organizations that may 





as in Committee of the | 


And from the wrongs it was designed to remedy? | 


ire opposed to the iw are t te it 
now yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WORKS rhe Senator | lust ‘ ed the ery @ 

| tion that I was going to it to him—w! er I ol 
tion was in itself a violation of the law \ ‘ \ 
act « e | that organizat restraint of fi 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Certainly the |! r only, Mr. Pre 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator vield there for a q 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I yie t to the S fre I ’ 

Mr. CUMMINS. I should to ask the Senator from Utal 
to be entirely explicit on this t s Ll have doubt } 

sidered it: A combina n of ’ { 
manufacturers of iron and st ! te fi 
press purpose of increasing the | e « ‘ \ 
various members manufacture 1 se \\ dt } 
bination, would it not, even th h j l ‘ 
increase the price? It could be om by the ¢ 
ernment before it had entered n t or wh 
was crented. could not ? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If it had l oO 
ment which, if carried out, w ! to a tt 
trade, it would be an illegal agreement 

Mr. CUMMINS I am asl r the tor fron I 
whether, in his opinion, that w adi I } 
beeanse it would be an agre ent in t of trad 
comme}: rs 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think it would 

Mr. CUMMINS Now, what t} ‘ ' 
afcreen t of that } l nad ? { 1 W 

iving for its object the i en of the \ 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. he i aif 
to me, is that w ire not a metter of « r 

Mr. CUMMINS Preci V not a! é 
that is the renson that when the bill ear f t J 
Committee using the phruse rest nt trad 
ment proposed by the then distir hed Senator from Missis 
sippi, Mr. Ge was not offered t the bi Tl bh S \\ 
originally offered by the then Senator from Ohio, Mr ! 
in its three sections—and it had but thre tie cont 
a prohibition, not against the 1 reint « trade, but S 
the suppression of com 3 nd it w Ww rele ( 
that a prohibition against the interfe e with comy. 
would apply to an agreement among labor men that had f 
its object the inerense of w <- but wl 1 that w ehat 
to the phrase now in the statute. T think most of the met 
were concerned in it honestly he ed th tw ld not 
to a combinstion of men having for their object the increas 
wages, I hope the Se tor from Uteh will | e tl i 

| conclusion from the history of the legislation. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. ir. President, I link the conf 
under which some people have labored least they have 
labored in my judgment ri from not d hing betwee 
a combination to inerease wages per se and combination t 
do something else. A body of workingmen no doubt | 
right to enter into an agreement or to enter into a comb t 
or to organize for the purpose of increasing their wages or b 
tering their condition, and, in so far as tl agreement 
that purpose, it is not subject to the prov ns of tl t 
trust law: but that same body of men may restrain trade by 
doing something else. If their combination indirectly has 1 
effect of operating in restraint of trade, still it not sub 
the provisions of the antitrust law, but if several of t 
organizations, legitimately gotte together fe Se t 
purposes, should afterwards combine for the purpose of 
ing trade among the States they would be subject to 
tion under this law, precisely as would anybody « cl 
which the Sherman antitrust law is aimed at t « t 
it is not Jabor; it is not farmers’ organ tions The t 
which the Sherman antitrust law is aimed at is tl restra 
of trade. The restraint of trade among the seve States ¢ 
the Union is regarded as an evil w! ) ought to be pu hed b 
law, and it is no less an | if brought about by a number 
organizations of workingmen than if done by a number « 
organizations of capital. 

We are not punishing under the antitrust law capitalists be 
cause they are eupitalists, or because they are engaged i 
business to make money out of business, or to increase the 


do 


things which 
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profits in their business; but 


they restrain trade. 


to punish organizations of laborers because t 
tions of laborers, or because they 


their wages or to better 


their 


we are punishing them beea 


re 
conditions, 


| 
il 


undert 


but 


So, in the same way, we « 
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re 


are or 


cing 
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lv 


wricte 


to 
when 


only because they engage in such combinations and conspil 
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Then it is 
Act as if it 


if they ever do, as to result in restraint of trade. 
just as much a violation of the Serman Antitrust 
were done by anybody else. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 


to the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes; I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. STONE. The Senator speaks of industrial controversies 


being in restraint of trade. If any act done by a manufacturing 
corporation, a mining corporation, a transportation corporation, 
or by anybody else, is done to restrain or to interfere with inter- 
state commerce, | can understand how an act of that kind might 
be made amenable to the antitrust law, and forbidden by judi- 
cial inhibition in the form of injunction or some other form. 

But take the condition prevailing to-day at Paterson, N. J. 
There is a concrete case. I know very little about it. I have 
no definite information to warrant me in expressing an opinion 
us to the merits or demerits of the contention upon the one 


side or the other. But here is a fierce controversy between 
employers in silk manufacture and the men and women whom 
they engage to carry on that industry. It concerns wages; it 
concerns hours of work; it concerns labor conditions. The 
working men and women may be in the wrong. As to that I 
do not express an opinion. The manufacturers say they are. I 
know not. But is that a movement in restraint of trade that 
would come under the antitrust laws? Can the Federal court 


issue a mandatory injunction against these people and command 
them to disperse and cease the efforts they are making? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If I understand the statement made by 
the Senator from Missouri, I should say certainly not. A body 
of workingmen, whether they are in a labor organization or 


outside of a labor organization, have a perfect right to quit 
work. They have a right to quit work for the purpose of 
bringing about an increase in their wages. They have a per- 
fect right to induce other people to quit work to bring about 


the same result. If their quitting work, and if their inducing 
other people to quit work, has the effect of curtailing trade, still 
it is not a combination, or an agreement, or a conspiracy in 
restraint of trade, because it only effects that result indirectly. 
sut if they enter into a combination for the purpose of pre- 
venting trade among the States, so far as the antitrust act is 
concerned, if that is their purpose and they enter into arrange- 
ments in such a way as to be reasonably calculated to effect 
that purpose, that would amount to a restraint of trade. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator is just as nebulous and indefinite 
and impossible of understanding as all others are when they 
undertake to say just what they mean by labor organizations 
that are fighting for better terms and conditions being in re- 


straint of trade. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think perhaps either the mind of 
the Senator from Missouri or my own mind is in-a nebulous 


condition; but there might be a difference of opinion as to which 
mind it is, 

Mr. STONE. Then it does not make much difference. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am very sure the mind of the 
from Utah is not in a nebulous condition, because I am about 
to appeal to him, believing it to be very clear. He has just 
reached the very point that gives rise to all this trouble. Every 
man who knows anything about this controversy knows that this 
provision is intended to prevent prosecutions for what is known 
as the secondary boycott. I am one of those who do not believe 
that a secondary boycott is within the terms of the antitrust 
law, notwithstanding the decisions of the courts upon that 
subject. 

But I desire to put this question to the Senator. He has said 
that laboring men may meet together and combine, or in con- 
cert may leave their employment, in order to coerce their em- 
ployer to pay more wages. I agree with the Senator about 


that; and, so far as I know, the courts of the country have not | 


declared that such an agreement is a violation of the law. 
Suppose that is unsuccessful; and, to put a concrete case, 
and one that takes us at once into interstate commerce, sup- 
pose the employees of the American Sugar Refining Co. were 
to leave the employment of that company because they thought 
they were not receiving sufficient pay; we will assume they 
left peaceably; but that influence was not sufficient. Then the 
orders to which they belong meet and say: “‘ These men have a 
just complaint against that company; we agree among each 
other that we will not buy sugar manufactured by the Ameri- 
ean Sugar Refining Co. from any grocery store in the country.” 
Any man has a right to do that individually and for himself, but 
to do it individually and for himself is to be ineffectual. To be 
effectual it must be a concerted movement among those who are 
interested. Does the Senator from Utah believe that for a thou- 
sand or ten thousand persons, who are thus interested, to agree 


Senator | 
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amongst each other “ We will not buy from any store any 
manufactured by that particular company,” constitute. 
straint of trade among the States? That is the real questi: 
we have bere. Theat is the reason I think the xantitrust jx. 
to be amended, and I shall presently offer the Sey 
opportunity to amend it, rather than to degrade the 

directing our Department of Justice not to enforce the 
it is. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, the Senator fro; 
has stated substantially the Danbury hatters’ case. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have stated substantially the 1p 
hatters’ case, with one exception, although I do not t! 
material. In that case the agreement was that the me 
the order would not buy hats made by those concerns, ; 
they would not buy anything from any store that hand 
goods made by the Danbury manufacturers. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. In other words, in the Danb 
ters’ case the various constituent organizations of the A) 
Federation of Labor entered into a scheme by which tl 
to prevent people dealing in hats in various States from 
hats from the association against which the strike was di: 
and that scheme was so extensive in its operations, as | 
ber, that it included practically the entire membership 
American Federation of Labor, something over 1,700,000 

Mr. CUMMINS. Oh, I do not think so. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The direct thing they were m 
ing to accomplish there was to prevent the goods of tha 
being sold, and therefore to prevent their being circ 
interstate commerce. I think it was a perfectly clear ¢ 
a violation of the Sherman Antitrust Act. 

Mr. CUMMINS. On the contrary, I do not think 
violation at all. I think it was a restraint upon a tr 
not a restraint upon trade. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Of 
about that. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I know there are different views aly 
and the Senator from Utah has on his side the decisio 
Supreme Court of the United States. I bow to that 
and yield implicit obedience to it. But the fact that 
the law of the land makes me very anxious to see a 
tion of the law through legislation. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ui 
to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator will pardon 
one moment, I will yield to him. 

The Senator from Iowa spoke about these various a 
the part of the individuals being lawful in themselves 


hil 


course the Senator and | 





is true. It is perfectly legal for an individual to refuse | 
with another, with or without reason. It is perfectly 
a hundred individuals to decline to do that. But it 


for the hundred individuals to combine and conspire tox 
prevent other people from trading with that man. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I expressed no opi 
the general law of conspiracy. My opinion was co 
statement of the belief that such a combination \ 


| combination in restraint of trade or commerce i 
States. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I now yield to the Sena 
Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I interrupted the Senator from | 








marily for the purpose of saying, as one who favor: 
that I can not agree to the statement of the Sena 
Iowa that those who favor the bill and oppose this 1 
strike out these provisions do so because they want 
legal the secondary boycott. I understood the 
Iowa to state that that was the purpose of those w 
in favor of the bill. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Oh, no; I did not. I stated that 
controversy here was as to whether a secondary boycot! 
on in the way I suggested, ought to constitute a re 
trade or commerce. That is the real issue. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President. with the permission of | 
ator from Utah, I should like to suggest to the Senat 
Iowa that the illustration he has given to the Sent: 
Utah and the illustration of the Danbury Hat case w! 
Senator from Utah has given are not affected in any wi 
the particular amendment now pending before the Senaic. ! 
was a civil case to which the United States Government \' 

a party, and in which under no circumstances could the 
this money, appropriated here, be brought in question. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, in my opinion the S« 
from Nebraska is mistaken about that. I say it with 4 
deference. The facts that supported the civil case in wit > 
known as the Danbury hatters’ controversy would have *'> 
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1a criminal prosecution. If those facts constituted a vio- | change in the law, it ought to be done directly: it ought to 
» of the law, the men who were guilty of the acts could | be done after thorough consideration; and it « ht to be d 
heen convicted criminally. by an amendment to that law If the other view which Se ol 
‘ir. NORRIS. That may be. entertain is correct—namely, that the only eff of the pre 
Vir. CUMMINS. It seemed to me the Senator from Nebraska vision is to carve out of this ;: ppropriation this one 
norning gave altogether too limited scope to the word | or these two exceptions, with reference to ho 
secution.” I think this proviso relates to a civil prosecu and farmers’ organizations f a perfectly silly pro} 
just as fully as to a criminal prosecution because it accomplishes notl l If Senator ure re \ 
NORRIS. I do, too; but that, what they are doing to these labor organizations is simy 
SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I must decline to yield | handing them a gold brick, because certainly the labor organ 
mit these two Senators to fight out their differences. I. tions of the country understand that some Y 
erfectly willing to yield to either Senator if he desires to | Senators concede with ref to this proviso is in ded to 
me anything. be ac omplished 
VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah declines I think the provision is m o on it ' 
eld. be upon its face: 
CUMMINS. I beg the Senator's pardon. I ought not to Provided, however, That no part of 1 
done that. pro ition of any orgar ( Ol 
\ir. REED. Mr. President, as the Senator is at a pause in ah pe 7 et thames , ment ha Ing . 
his speech, I should like to ask him if he will not give us his eet - : ' » * ’ 
views as to what a labor organization may do that is not in|, rhe prorigon iS Compete down =e that point WI 
restraint of trade and what it may not do. ae the Attorney Ci neral is forbidden to prosecut so fil 
Mr. Sl THERLAND. Mr. President, I have tried to do that. this appropri tion Is concerned He is for D len ft 
I d no intention of entering upon a general discussion of that ly organization for enterin ilo ce | 
I have already stated that a labor organization has . iy conibination or agreement ‘ ho 
rfect right to be organized, in the first place; it has a | ** JS het a comotation ot reement of some § He chara 
y to strike: it has a right to advise its members to quit hot a ce binat mor agi ement wfu n en } 
rk in order to increzse their wages: its members have a right to be carried out by criminal methods, by the us of for 
neal to other men to stop work or to refrain from going to | ' #HY othel i i roper way; but 5 » L ol rm ¢ 
wo! All of those things it has a perfect right to do. whatsoever. This is the tion upon it 
Mr. REED. tut, as IL understand the Senator, its members ilavir in view th } 
‘not a right to agree among themselves not to purchase cer Why, a criminal agreemen n reement to be rries 
coods? by force—may have in view e increas ’ 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I should not like to) is the only limitation. If it has in \ 
er that question as it is put. It is pretty difficult to tell | becomes, under the language of th 1 
ry or not a particular arrangement goes to the extent of | prosecuted. 
¢ in restraint of trade. That must depend upon a variety The next pr sO 
‘circumstances. If it amounts only to an indirect restraint, That no pa ria 
rse it is not within the terms of the law. I do not care ution of prod 
vo into a discussion of the matter any further than I have | ©°° it nd organize in a ' 
done, beeanse it would lead me entirely «field from what I had | *@¢ ™Uetina icascans then 
ded to say. Mr. BACON. Mr. President, before the Senator pas 
Mr. REED. T had hoped we might get some kind of a defini- | Second proviso, I ask why the Senator omitted to read 
vecause I have heard it said here for three or four days | ance of the first proviso? 
hat some of the Senators want labor organizations to have Mr. SUTHERLAND. [ had no rpose d l 
| rights, do not want to interfere with them, but want the | read it is 
Sherman law to apply to them. Just how far they want it to Mr. BACON. That is followed by the word nit 
would be an interesting question. I thought perhaps | unlawful.” 
Senator wonld be willing to tell us. Mr. SUTHERLAND Yes 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. There are many things in the law upon Oo ra i n , 
' it is very unsafe to venture definitions. The Supreme The pl f a 
Court of the United States for more than a hundred years ha: Gentine centile. ail ss ; 
dealing with the phrase in the Constitution “due process | 7) ; : 
w,’ and yet it has repeatedly said that it would not unde moran reget ; — 
to define it. It would only take the cases as they arose, = we. ce ee aa aa i f [ 
proceed to arrive at its meaning by a process of exclusion | ( oe ; ae oe eae 
usion. The antitrust law is couched in general terms, | | rhen Peevtiens dd] hn ’ forbid 
| | should not undertake to make a comprehensive definition atlas Siuaak a s . f sities toll Aaah; 
ould include all restraint of trade, or restraint of trade iene] the ans th sh he: amen oak ak tet Ghee 
he part of labor organizations, or anybody else, and I do wan aes argon — a ceig ati 
ink any court has undertaken to do it. oe eae ty _ adie i aioe ad hy = Sitar 
hat I intended to say about this subject when I rose oer mal ise ae 50 te Bemehas wen ais tie I 
been led away from my original intention—was that not think he would ever decide that asa ( 
uw is to be enforced impersonally. It is not concerned Mr. SUTHERLAND. Be ee ft ret rf 
the individuals or with the character of the individuals is complete i itself, and the | 
It is co cerned only with the quality of the acts which the of it is that the qualifying phrase 1 
iduais perform. If those individuals or those organiza codent cals 
no matter what they may be, do such acts as amount to Mr BACON Oh. no 
NPorietnt of interstate commerce they are amenable to the} Mp. SUTHERLAND. The Senator is we . 
? One Of tals law. ibout it if it applies to the whol 
It is a little difficult for me to understand exactly the posi- ; comes mere silly twaddle, amounting e under 
of the various advoentes of this provision with reference the law as it now exists no org n a ' 
meaning. Some of the Senators insist, if I understand doing al wful th What sense there ving 
that the effect of it will be. if adopted, to prevent the | yte of this character th: ! ‘ ti shall be | 
cution of these labor organizations at all. Others of them | eyted for entering into a lawful col ation of lawful 


to think that the only effect of the legislation is to carve 
exception out of this one appropriation of $800,000, so that Mir. BACON. Mr. President. I am sure the Senate 
\ttorney General will be forbidden to resort to that $300,000 skil ed in the construction of language to com 
to prosecute these cases, but that it will be entirely open to him | sion. if he were himself sitting upon the bench 
‘0 utilize any other appropriation for the purpose of prosecuting | mind and an unbiased disposition. All that n ' 
“wor organizations that may violate this law. sume has been pointed sufficiently clearly alve: 
i. pad of these gentlemen are right about it namely, | is an act which would be unlawful e eu if the 
te. aa a ae these organizations are concerned it amounts | trust act. That is What that means when it sy 
i, repeal pro tanto of the Sherman antitrust law—then I | unlawful. It does not limit it to acts which are ag: 
think it is vicious, as being ingrafted upon an appropriation | antitrust act, but when it says “not in itself u { 
Lill. Even if we were warranted in making that sort of a! means an act which, while it may be unlawful under the anti 


ment ? 
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Baas ees assis 
* would not in the absence of the antitrust act be itself + has cregprenee which it was intended to further. is not 
awit len we apply the same langnage to a combinatior 
Mr. SUTHERLAND Mr Presid bination or an | ment, which is the peculiar Innguage if te cates , 
reement in violation of t! al ( bination or | and then qualify it by saying “not of itself unlawt 
reement HW a elf unlawful’ | co rse the language must be construed to mean not 
str BAC ON Not necessal ner 1 acts or | within the meaning of any statute or in any other . 
( ms wh h are condemned | tl non w, which | combination is in itself unlawful or an agreement is 
| he 1 iwful even if tl re were 1 ) 1 lore nlaw 1 Ww n within the inhibitions of th. 
lling an oid, we known ov e aga W f 
mae acd’ cine is ‘ ; ‘the ng ogni tien deg cagehigal . en _ the Sens and T never could agre 
yr in eee : i f d mi tt r, nd [ think it prob bly useless to pursue 
~? , wrist | f i rel Mr. President, t a wi rd with reference to the 
have ¢ ome in personal con iso, and then I am through. The second proviso i 
M St Pil RLAND rhe § I : if ‘ ‘I t no part of thi ppropriation shall be expended 
t t I no i repeat the | yx ! rerms., ! prod ! i roduct and a ‘lations of 
r. BACON, I think it n ry f t - or to argue in pores and < . ») an effort to and for the pur 
y to get around that proposition rc bo _— 7 nd! ona price for their prod 
ir. SUTHERLAND. Of course, if ubination or agree If the producers of farm products or an association 
ment is in violation of the antitrust w it , mbination or | TS cooperate and organize in such a way as to bri! 
reement unlawful in itself. It seems to 1 here can not be | @ restraint of trode under the terms of the antitrust 
the slightest doubt about that, and if we ai | they not be prosecuted precisely the same as if it wet 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I would 1 e and ¢ he ation of lumber dentlers? Is there anything sacred 
senator as the prince of casnists upon that proposition. calling ofa farmer? Is it any more sacred to be a far: 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I did not understand the Senator. it is to be a lumber dealer or to be anything else? 

Mr. BACON. I simply meant to compliment the Senator’s | Again, we must pay attention to the quality of th 
ectual activity by saying that upon the proposition just | these men perform. If the farmers’ organization 
nounced by him I would nominate him and elect him as the such things as amount to a restraint of trade within t 

» of casuists. | ing of this act they onght to be prosecuted, and it 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator were not so good a law- | ‘Ndefensible to talk about excluding them from the opé 
yer I would not be so astonished that he could come to the con the law. 

‘ m that an agreement which was in specific violation of a | If it were suggested here to rewrite this pre 
tatute law was not an agreement which in itself was unlawful. | "24 that no part of the appropriation shall be 
[t seems to me that there can not be a plainer proposition than for the prosecution of producers of lumber who co 
that | organize in an effort to obtain and maintain a fair 

Mr. BACON, It seems to me, Mr. Presideut, there can not be | able price for their products,” there is not a man in 
a plai proposition than this: That when that language is | who would think for one moment of voting for it. Yet 
used it meant the antitrust law non obstante, if the act itself in | *8 Wrong for the farmer to violate the antitrust law 
the absence of that law would be unlawful, then this provision | e lumber dealer. 
do« not apply to it, but if in the absence of that law the act of ; Mr. President. if this nrovision accomplishes anything 
itself would be unlawful without reference to the antitrust law, | * mply amounts to a declaration on the part of Cong 
them this provision will not apply. w which now includes within its terms certain or 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. ‘The Senator interprets this language as | “4 certain individuals ought not to be enforced as 
though it read “any combination or agreement not in itself | organizations and individuals. It is notewithin the pre 
unlawful.” | this legislative body to declare thet a law still upon t] 

Mr. BACON. UJndoubtedly. | hooks, unrepealed and unamended, ought not to be enfor 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Now, if he says that does not include a | Constitution of the United States in express words 
combination or agreement which is in violation of the antitrust | that the President shall take care that the laws shal! 
law, then the converse of that necessarily follows, that a com- | fully executed. That means all the laws. It then bi 
bination or agreement which is in violation of the antitrust law | Worm and solemn duty of the Attorney General of | 
is in itself lawful. States, as one of the arms of the President of the Unit 

Mr. BACON. No: the Senator is wrong. Now, Mr. Presi- | t© execute this law against anybody who violates it, 
dent who he may be, just as he executes every other law 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It must be either in itself lawful or un- | ¢Vetybody irrespective of personality. Congress there‘ 
lawful. Which position does the Senator take? have declared, if it shall have declared anything, tha 

Mr. BACON. Possibly, Mr. President, in my poverty of lan- torney General of the United States ought not to 
guage I can make myself understood by an ‘liustration, Under | duty which the Constitut'on itself imperatively enjoins 
the antitrust law as construed by the Supreme Court of the Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I do net rise to cor 
United States such a combination as that given by the Senator | debate upon the amendment now before the Senate. | 
from Iowa as an illustration would be an unlawful combination | Word, and only a word, to say with regard to a motio 
of parties agreeing among themselves, a thousand of them, that shall present in a moment. 
they would not patronize a certain house which sold a certain It is obvious that a great majority of the Senate bel . 
class of goods. That, under the antitrust law, would be unlaw- | the antitrust law should be modified with regard to its 
ful: it would not be an act unlawful of itself, but unlawful | tion to labor unions and farmers’ organizations. Prob 
simply under that act. all those of us who believe in some modification ar 

Now, the other illustration is this: If parties agree to enter with regard to the character of the modification; but no : 
into combinations to forestall the market, they are by such an | time, the best time I have ever seen since my members! 
agreement committing what would be, if there were no antitrust | Senate began, to modify the antitrust law so as to do j 
law, an offense under the common law. There is the illustra- | labor unions and to farmers’ organizations. It is th 
tion. There are two offenses under the antitrust law, one of | logical moment, and if we allow it to pass we will be 
them not in itself unlawful—that is, not unlawful in the ab- | our duty. 
senee of the antitrust law. The other one is unlawful under the It is very hard to challenge the attention of the § 
antitrust law as well as unlawful in itself. these things; and inasmuch as this aprropriation bil! 

I think those sre concrete illustrations of what is meant by | go into effect until the Ist day of July, as its appro! 
the language this law. It does seem to me so very clear, at | will not be available until then, I move that the furt! 
least it is te my mind, that I must admire the agility and | sideration of the bill be postponed until May 17, and 
mental activity of one who can draw and recognize a legitimate | Committee on Interstate Commerce be directed to make 
distinction between the two, and, in other words, he does not | to the Senate not later than Wednesday, May 14, whet 
recognize the fact that the expression “not unlawful in itself” | organizations and unions mentioned in the pending am 
necessarily relates to that which would be unlawful in the ab- | to the bill under consideration should be excepted in whi 
sence of the antitrust law, or, as suggested to me by the Senator | part from the operation of the statute commonly known 
from Mississippi [Mr. WittraMs], varying the language but con- | antitrust law; and if the report of said committee shal 
veying the same idea, a matter in itself per se criminal. favor of such exception, it is further directed to accom] 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, when the language is | report with a bill to accomplish the purpose. 
applied to “any act done in furtherance thereof not in itself Mr. President, by proceeding in this way and holding | 
unlawful,” it is perfectly understandable that it must be an act | ance this bill, with the provision or amendment now under dis 
which standing alone that is, dissociated from the agreement | cussion, we can before the time fixed in my motion, if we are 
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ee savasancinclaipeb initia 
— | 

e. and I doubt not that we are, pass such a modification number of Senators have agreed with me that S verv ae 
. antitrust law as will do long-delayed justice to the organi- | able to sit awhile longer, with the hope that this ' 

= that are named in the provision under consideration. finally disposed of. But I will be through in a . 1 : 


this motion, whenever it shall reach a vote, I ask for | and then of course the Senator can make the n 
Senate cun act upon it. 


as and nays. 


MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I am exceedingly Besides the $14.000.000 for public buildings ther 
£ that such a motion should have been brought in here at | $10,000,000 appropriated by the bill for river and h ee 
time. I can conceive of no reason whatever for postponing | and that also has been made available immevliatel) Wl 
propriation bill to await the passage of another law. which | appropriations for the other items of the bill are 
n be passed just as well after the appropriation bill pend- | until the Ist of July, these two items are made 
i becomes a law as before. | available because of the urgent necessity to continue pend 
\Ir. CUMMINS. But, Mr. President, it will not be. | work at once 
\ir. MARTIN of Virginia. It will not be? I do not believe that we can vent 
\ir. CUMMINS. There is nothing in the world that will so | time mentioned, and it can be done just as 
‘ tually insure the passage of such a law as the Senator from | civil bill is enacted into law as it can before. I ean ih 
\ ia and myself want passed as the presence of the appro- | think that the idea of the Senator from we 
I n bill now before us. bill as a coercive measure to bring about th: 
BACON. Mr. President-—— he desires. 
\ir. MARTIN of Virginia. I have not yielded the floor. Mr. Mr. CUMMINS. No, Mr. Pt lent: I do 


President, the Senator from Iowa knows that the committees | er ive influence, but T mean as: sun 
House have not been appointed, and there is no sort of | Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Well, Mr. Presid 


| bility even of their being appointed within the time men- | all the persuasive force that can be brought t 
i 1 in his motion. | brought to bear just as well after the ssage 
\ CUMMINS. No, Mr. President; they will not be; and | before; and I hope the motion w not prevai 
can pass a bill modifying the antitrust law next week, Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, it is now 
nmittees in the House will be appointed very shortly, I | 5 o'clock. There is nothing remarkable or ou f 
stand, after the disposition of the tariff bill, and while we | going on in the Senate Chis body ought to ] 
sidering the tariff bill the House can deal with the meas- | an agreed time at which to exdjour in the ether w of 
ch we ought to pass next week. |} Capitol they ordinarily adjourn at 5 o'clock. I t s the 8 
GALLINGER. Mr. President . late will work better if it has regular hours We go on he 
MARTIN of Virginia. I yield to the Senator from New | every day—and when there is something ext 
hire. | our attention we ought to go on: if ther ! ‘ \\ 
GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Virginia | must be fought out, or something of that sort 
r he has any knowledge concerning the intention of the | the ordinary run of business one day complete itself 
| to take a recess after they pass the tariff bill. and then another day at 7 o'clock, to the 
MARTIN of Virginia. I will say to the Senator from | households of all of us, so that a Senator do 
Ilampshire I have no authentic information on that sub- time he may have his dinner, is carryin tal 
I know it is under consideration, but the conclusion that | We remain here until a certain ur—o oO | | 
reached I, of course, can not predict. o’clock—then we ought to adjourn 
\ GALLINGER, Of course the Senator can not tell. Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Preside 
MARTIN of Virginia. There is in contemplation a pur Mr. WILLIAMS. I am ¢ ‘ to give not 
) take a recess of about 30 days. But whether they take | after, when the hour of half past 5 
3s or not, I have no idea that the committees of the House | unless something extraordi coing t} Ss 
e appointed and that the House will be ready to proceed | nobody else moves to adjou I I wie li 
the legislation which the Senator from Iowa, as well as | Senator from New Hampshire in ‘ 
f, desires to see. | Mr. GALLINGER. Ret Si rf MI 
nt to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that in | makes the motion to adjow Mr. Fi ut, I 
propriation bill there are $14,000,000 appropriated for | Unanimous consent to have inserted in the Reco 
buildings which are under construction, and which money | prepared chronolog f the Sher n Act | 
available immediately, not the 1st of July. It was | found to be accurate, and I thi t will b 
available immediately because there is urgent need for | Senators. 
rder that these public buildings may be proceeded with. Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the NS r from } ! 
CUMMINS. There is an item of that kind; but I remind | sire that it shall be read? 
lator from Virginia this motion only postpones the bill Mr. GALLINGER. I uply | t 
week from Saturday. There will be no harm to come to The VICE PRESIDEN' i re ol o the re 
eral public if those appropriations are not made ayail- | of the Senator from New 17 
! re that time. The Senator from Virginia knows that | and it is agreed to. 
» now the chance, so far as the Senate is concerned, to The matter referred to is fi \ 
ty the antitrust law, and it may not come again for a long, ( 
time, } C $4— 4 : 
, MARTIN of Virginia. It is not a matter of knowledge, | session, August i4, 183 
it is a matter of opinion with either of us; but I have not the Referred to Commit » Fi | 
lightest idea that it is possible to accomplish the legislation Detates aa y 20. ever again called 
cl 1 by the Senator from Iowa in the time which he men-| tion of existing law. 
{ s | Senate bill 1, introduced by Sen She i | } 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr, President—— | Gay Bowe yomion Witty fret | eae 
ae MARTIN of Virginia. I do not yield to the Senator frem | ments. Debated, re-referred t = ‘ 
EISSISSIDDIL, further dehated 
WILLIAMS. I thought the Senator had finished. I saw | cea eT areal igre ee lAmagg Se: Aad 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] rising, and I concluded Comanitees of the W role.’ vat 
that the Senator had finished. | March 27. the bill had grown f 
‘ir, MARTIN of Virginia. It is not from any indisposition | fe en =o, motion to 1 ne | ae 


eld to a Senator, but I know what the Senator from Mis- 
S!ppl wants to have the Senate do. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not ask the Senator to yield to me. a nae wan me the Sud t t { ! 
ought the Senator had completed his remarks, and I ad- | wees “el aah eed substituting identical fori f pre 


| March 26, 1 n to ( ba tainit 

i 

| 

| A 
dressed the Chair, | April 8, bill passed the Senate with one dissenting y sod 


March 27, bill referred to Jud Commit ‘ 
report within 20 da 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I had not. nT al actives te Sedtelary Committe: of the B 
‘tr. WILLIAMS. I wish to attract the attention of the Chair iiss temete the Judiciary Cor ee | 


ona May 1, reported by the Judiciary Commit of t if 
t On as the Senator is through. | with so-called Bland amendment 
. " rs “— - i . - + ce de Saladin an iar ‘ommittee of Senate Mar 
ir. MARTIN of Virginia. The Senator from Mississippi, if | Referred to Judiciary Commit f the Senate M 


a i - » ‘ amendment to the House amendment 
m hot mistaken, wants to move an adjournment of the Sen- | *"\ya\'1% to 16, debated in the Senate 


Selita of ees anxious that we shall finish the con- June 11 and 12, conference report debated in the Ho ' ' 
but I wan b . ee before hg adjourn. I may be mistaken, — - ee ee ates d in both House ind i led 
sont wat ider the impression that if the Senator from Missis- from respective amendments. 

pi got the floor he would move to adjourn. Quite a large June 20, passed both Houses. 
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Fifth section, Edmunds. 

Sixth section, Edmunds. 

Seventh section, Hoar, rewritten from Senator 
draft. 
Eighth section, 
(See |} va Co 


nted out that | 
ire should 


n » on Interstate Commerce 
ng., S. Res. 98, vol. 2, p. 2424.) 


le, proposed i 


ply to any Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the Senate do now 


laborer made with ° 9 :.% . 

! la of increasing their | until 12 o'clock noon to-morrow. 
reement * combinations among | The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mis 
icultu : with the view of that tl 


‘$- ger  ahaineas Senate adjourn. [Puting the question.] I 
roposed an amendment defining acts and | the noes appear to prevail, and the motion to adj 
is in | agreed to. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I call for a division upon the mot 
The question being put, there were, on a division 
, ife, | noes 26. 
D ‘ oe ee oy Mr. WILLIAMS. Did a quorum vote, Mr. Pres 
i } n? ! ny usetf ment. ore oii . meme aan : 
nator Sherman opposed the Aldrich amendment, ! : The VICE PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 
: t 4] i ment pract fritters away the sub- | tary will call the roll. 
te tn Commit Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask for the yeas and nays on t 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will eal! 
le in Committee Mr. STONE. What is this roll call for? 
iny amendments | re VICE Dpre RATPED PTY . . 
ahle ana & st rhe VICE PRESIDENT. To disclose whether or 1 
back to the Senate | 2 Quorum present. The vote on a division disclosed 
was not. 
ndments—it does no " : . _ : ' 
Be: ek eee ee ee _ : "a The Secretary called the roll, and the following S: 
availab otion serefore no Senator can be | Swered to their names: 
as it migh e called, or be misled in respect of losing 
propose to change the bill, to leave something out, or put 
anywhere in it from ton to bottom: * . 
27. On this date Senator Edmunds sharply opposes the pro 
exempt labor combinations from the bill, and debates with 
Iloar and George, Senator Hoar making extended argument 
or George interposing various question After Senator Ed 
+ concluding speech the question of exempting labor combinations 
gain raised. 


to he observed that Secnator Sherman’s amendment exempting 


Ashurst Hughes Norris Smith 
Bacon James O'Gorman Smit 
Borah Johnson, Me. Oliver Smo 
Brandegee Johnston, Ala. Overman Sten! 
tow Jones Page Ster 
Kern Perkins Ste 
La Follette Pomerene Si 
Lane Ransdell § 


t 


‘olt Lea Reed hon 
. ; ‘rawford Lewis tobins Thorn 
7 ations, agreed to in Committee of the Whole, was never Ncomienten : Lippitt _—— om a 
hy the Sen ‘ aes ms spt ‘ { iimeé 
enat Dillingham Lodge Saulsbury Towr 


i 


t exempting labor organizations adopted by House June 2, du Pont McCumber Shafroth Sawie 
failing in Senat " 4 ag aos 
: : ” Fletcher McLean Sheppard Wals 
900 ouse adopter ollowing amendmen sectio ; ; : — o- a : : 
2 00, Hou adopted following ndment to section 7 Gallinger Martin, Va. Sherman Warren 
f ' 14 : Goff Martine, N. J. Shie'ds Wwe 
thing In this act shall be so construed as to apply to labor | Gronna M vers Smith. Ca Williar 
; labor I 1 f a oa. he ol "Aea Pe => 
Newlands Smith, Md. Works 


nizations organized for the purpose of regu- | pojlis 
to be performed.” The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-four Senators 


bor, or other nditie under which labor is 

Amendment referred to Senate Committee on the Judiciary : a : 

' : : : : ty : swer reir names Pre is ¢ or ‘esent. 
ruary 21, 1901, Senate considered motion to relieve Senate Com- wered to their names. There is a quorum present 


+} 


tly 
is 


tee on Judiciary from further consideration of amendments to Sher- Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask for the yeas and nays uj 
Let tion to adjourn. 

04.1901 - [A message was received from the House of Repress 
There ts a further provision that no labor organization or associa- | Which appears in the proceedings following the ex 
shall be liable under the act to which this is an addition. I gave, | sion.] 
as chairman of the committee, several fall hearings to the represent: | ‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from M 


Hoar, debating this proposal, made the following statement 





tion 
atives of the labor organizations of the country who were interested in | : rs 
promoting this legislation and also to the representatives of that great delay for one moment that motion, so that the Cha 
organization, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, and they agreed | before the Senate resolutions with reference to the 

ho l r th hat | » j t 1 re } ll ar i he , + . ‘ 
ipahaetien mt Gekthn eines ce eS. taken and that the | the late Representative Martin of New Jersey? 

f tor Hoar then proposed the following amendment as a sub- Mr. WILLIAMS. I will withhold my motion long 
stitute: for that. 


“Sec. 4. That nothing in said act shall be so construed as to apply The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read t! 
to any action or combination, otherwise lawful, of trade unions or onve 


other labor organizations, so far as such action or combination shall be | 
for the purpose of regulating wages, hours of labor, or other conditions The Secretary read as follows: 

under which labor is performed, without violence or interfering with 

the lawft ights of n} person.” rf In the House of Representatives, May 5, 1913——— 


Spooner, in debate February 21, 1901, made the following > et 7c ante —_ S eatant nny 
» statement about action on labor amendment in Senate Judi- Mr. HUGHES. I ask the Senator from Mississippi 


y Committee: | hold his demand for the yeas and nays until I can 
‘This bill passed the House. After it was reported by the Senator | resolution. 
from Massachusetts to the committee, with every clause of it stricken | Mr. WILLIAMS. I withhold the demand for the 
out which came from the House, except the proposed amendment as to | a aa eee, . he 
labor organizations, we had three meetings of that committee devoted | Rays long enough for that. I understand it is a 
to no other subject, at which we talked over as lawyers do and as | privilege. 
lawyers should, the constitutional phases of this legislation frankly Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I object I call for t] 
and fairly; and I have not heard any man, with perhaps one excep- a . . me se F 
tion, in that committee express his approval of this bill—only one.” order. . . 
Senator Edmunds's statement of the purpose of the Sherman Act in| Mr. GALLINGER. Do I understand that the m« 
Chicago Inter-Ocean, November 21, 1892: been laid down from the House of Representatives? 
és Th? o , hi stT Ove very or 2 _— ina. - ~ "KR _— war 
oe int nd d to, an 11 think it will, cover every form of c ymbina The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been. 
tion that seeks in any way to interfere with and restrain free com- . ET 4 ites 
tion, whether it be capital in the form of trusts, combinations, rail- Mr. GALLINGER, It has not been read. . 
d pools, or agreements, or labor through the form of boycotting Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I object to it for the | 
CE ee ee ee one SeveraL Senators. Regular order! 
l oO. t society. soth are wrong, both are crimes, ¢ ndictable 7 ‘ 
under the antitrust law.” : Mr. WILLIAMS. I yielded for that purpose. 
The first application of the Sherman Act to a labor combination Mr. BACON. The Senator could not yield for that 


appearing in the courts was in the following year in the case of Mr. WILLIAMS. I have the floor, and I yielded 
United States v. Workmen's Amalgamated Council of New Orleans pose 
(Cireuit Court, Eastern Dist., 54 Fed., 994, Mar. 25, 1893). pury : ie ; 
Membership Judiciary Committee of Senate, 1890: Edmunds (chair- Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, as I understand, the 
man), Ingalls, Hoar, Wilson of lows, Evarts, Pugh, Coke, Vest. George. | from the House is handed down by the Chair. The 
Following history of the authorship of each section of Sherman Act | qj i as esires: -ourse, the Sena! 
given by Senator Edmunds, North American Review, December, 1911: j ms ithhold at if he so d a and, of course, t 
First section, Edmunds, except words “in the form of trust’or other- | Mississippi has the floor. 
wise,” by Senator Evarts. | Mr. WILLIAMS. This is the announcement of the d 
Second amg een gy | a colleague in the other House, and, knowing what it 
rird section, Ex ds. si ss . = 
Fourth section, George, rewritten from Senator Sherman’s original | yielded for the purpose of having it submitted to th 


draft. {| and acted upon, 
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SVyOorTr Dees the Senator ‘Prom Mississippi claim that BI As he is absent fro j » ¢ I 
President can not withdraw it after having presented | di ve 
rye ; oe 
WILLIAMS. I suppo that the ordinary motion that | YEAS . 
. in now adjourn out of respect to the memory of | Borah Cummi Mel 
itative is part of the motion b ‘ : ! ! ) n 
ry] fhere is no doubt of it “i 
LIAS rhen it will take the | » of my motion, | « ford Lipp 
i \ 
HES I have not vet sent the resolution to tl 4 ‘ ‘ 
' rl resolution on my desk, and I simply om ! ’ ‘ 
it before th wnt of the Senate I shall | ; . . 
sul it cl k 
( LINGER A irlinmentary inquiry. M P lent ( J 1 
( } flo ‘ f Renresentat es ‘ . L 
Rn DENT. It is a mess from the House | ¢ ; MI 
eR \! T 
( NGER. The 1 s clear, then, that it shall be | |, < - 
hy Chair d that, upon the demand of aj | or : ( 
be so lnid down James O 
I¢ PRESIDENT. It bas already been laid dow! nd I 
» intention of withdrawing it rhe Secretary . 
itr ( i ( 
ry rend the message from the House of Repre- | ! 
municating to the Senate intelligence of the |} (2 I 
! J. Marrin, late a Representative from the | _ . : 
Sey, } seo the se < 
PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. | The VICE PRI 
ca 1 for the yveas and nays on the motion to | § The se tor f1 r. 4 to I 
! led? li ( irthe t \ 
nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceede 1} to the Com { I te ( ( 
| \I GATLIN k | } 
{ (when his name wos called). I have a general Mr. MARTIN of \ nis I 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. BrapLey] I trans- | Senator from Tov ! 
he Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN] and | Mr. CUMMINS. Uj that I 
I ) nay.’ rhe yeas a ‘ ‘ es 
Rt (when his name was called). I have a general rhe VICE PRI i>] ‘ \ 
nint from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN]; | Which it is proposed to lay on th 
» way in which most of the Senators on the Mr. GALLINGER ! p ’ 
f the Champbet re votil I take it for granted that | tor from Iowa had 1 ] en. I ros i ) 
woulkl vote against adjournment, and I therefore | say that while I bad it aed to ¢ ipy tl 
y of voting I vote nay.’ sena for “ew sin f d 
) ST (when his name was called). I am paired wi I f we ¢ l 
r from Wyoming [Mr. CLark] and therefore withhold | be ry glad tor e the S e fro sitv ¢ 
. ng to me Il hope \ V hat vot 
call was concluded. it sd osed « 
CLAPP Mir. President, I was out of the Chamber—— fhe Srcrerary. The Senator from Iowa M ( 
OLIVER. I ell for the regular order. | moves that the furtl sid ! i 
ICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is the call of the | until May 17, and that the Committee ( 
3. be di ed ni: ! rt to t 
CLAPP. I rose to the roil call. nesday, May 14. wl ai 
OLIVER. Mr. President, the rule provides that the | tioned in the (lit ul ( ( e | ! 
f absentees shall be called immediately upon the con- | should be excepted, in y f ' 
of the roll eall, as I understand. the statute commonly |! t] 
Clo PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the names | report of said committee sh: 
( bsentees, further directed to a i he repo 
ry 1 1 the nar of Senators absent or not sh the purpose 
fhe VICE PRESIDI | rhe ¢ { 
HURST (when the name of Mr. Smirn of Arizona | lie on the table? Upo t que 1 tl 
1). My collengue [Mr. Smiru of Arizona] is necessar- | been ordered. The Secretary t 
from the Chamber on important publie business, Heis he Secretary proceeded to call » roll 
I with the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Fai]. I will Mr. DILLINGHAM (whe hi \ ( ] 0 
nouncement stand for the day. he general pair which I have wit! 


tary concluded tLe calling of the names of Senators | "0UU ( aromna [Mr. TinnMAN LLO i tI i ( 
ed. ber, I withhold my vote 


LAPP (after having voted in the affirmative). I was ir. r : ie a re tes , id 
] 1} | . Trai yy vith the s r Se tor fro 1’ ' ( 
amber when the roll call commenced and desire to | S&T) PAlr W! ' 1 
net a att Wi eniaks: a As he is absent from t Ch I 
imstead of * yea. ld ie I 
\TA Dr . . 4 f wonls \ te if 1 nt 
[ARTINE of New Jersey. I desire to announce the pair Mr. KERN (when 1 ! 
} . . . . . : Sit. INDte. (wi 1 ilis 
ie Senator from West Virginian [Mr. Curron] and with the Senater f r : nh 
from Ma land Mr. J , NY — ‘ . 4 : ‘ 
mn Maryland [Mr. Jackson]. f Oklahoma IMr. O . 1 





LTol ane 

GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Arizona Mr. OLIVER (| f 

st] has announced the pair between his colleague | pounce y ger \ 

SMitH of Arizona] and the Senator from New Mexico | (Mr, CramMerrLarn N sh 

Fatt}. I desire to add to that announcement thot the | this question, I withhold 1 ; 

' from New Mexico [Mr. Fat] is absent from the city on Mr. REED (wl Mr. StTonr’s @ 1 lled \ 
- - business. I also desire to announce the pair of the | lesene [Mr. Stone] has just been called fro ( 
; I = mn Mai i [Mr. Bur_eicu] with the Senator from |} matter of very great 1 ‘ ile is 
: Mr. Suivery], and the pair of the Senator from New He is paired with the senior Senator fh 


“Me fee | Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). 1 
ae mde PONT (after having voted in the negative). I have | general pair with the senior Senator from Penns 
seneral pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Cut- | PENROSE]; but having good reason to believe th: 


<a | ‘ I 
Mexice . "So cnn - . ‘ . 
. ‘ico [Mr. Carron] with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. CLARK] 


a 
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present he would vote the same way I do, I will take the liberty The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon the 







of voting. I vote “ yea.” ment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. SHERMAN], 

Che roll call was concluded. The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McLEAN. I wish to-announce that the senior Senator | The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now recurs y 
from Kentucky [Mr. Braptey] is unavoidably absent. He is | motion of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gaz 





| to strike out the proviso in the original bill. 

| Mr. GALLINGER. On that I ask for the yeas and 1 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pr 

to call the roll. 
Mr. DU PONT 


paired with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern]. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
KENYON] is absent from the city. He is paired with the junior | 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. PrrrmMan]. If he were present and | 
at liberty to vote, he would vote “ nay.” 







(when his name was called). I have 

















































Mr. JONES. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. eral pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Crus 
PornDeEXtTeR] is necessarily absent from the Chamber on impor-| I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Idah 
tant business. Brapy] and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 31, as follows: Mr. KERN (when his name was called). I transf 

YEAS—43. pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Brapiry] 
\ st Johnson. Me. Overman Smith, Md. Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen] and will vote. | 
i ) Johnston, Ala. Pomerene Smith, 8. C. “nay.” 
3 cer tansde Swanson . ‘T° re - : . 
i yan sli Kern Ransd ll Scat Mr. CUMMINS (when Mr. KEenyon’s name was call; I 
Mletcher Lea Robinson Thompson desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. KeNyon] is 
Grallin Lewis ; Saulsbury ‘Thornton | with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. PirtTMan]. ‘ 
Gore Martin, Va Shafroth rillman | league has authorise 7 iad. at if } be . 
Hitchcock Martine. N.J. Sheppard Vardaman league has authorize d me to state that if he were pre 
Iolli Myers Shields Walsh would vote “yea” upon this amendment. , 
i os baa Smith, Ga ee Mr. OLIVER (when his name was called). On ace 
James rormal Smith, Ga, : : : ‘ 
— ~Ave. 31 my general pair with the senior Senator from Ore 
: ae tt ee CHAMBERLAIN] I will withhold my vote. If I were at 
Borah Dillingham McLean Smoot : a 9 . 
Brandegee Goff Nelson Stephenson vote, I would vote “ yea. 
Bristow Gronna Norris Sterling : Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). TI hay 
Burton Jones Page Sutherlanc - San: » Oe > -elunanic Mr Prwroct } 
Clapp La Follette Perkins Townsend with the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. PENROSE], w 
Colt Lippitt Root Weeks vents me from voting. Were he present, I should vot 
Crawford Lodge Sherman Works The roll call was concluded. 
Cummins eee . oa Mr. DILLINGHAM. I have a general pair with tli 
Pankhead hilt re K. alias Shivel Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Trt_MAN], who IT 1 
sankheac Chilton senyon Shively Pn aie 5 lee sine cialis sai “ 
Bradley Clark, Wyo. Oliver Smith. Ariz. absent from the Chamber. If he wert present and I w 
Brady Culberson Owen Stone mitted to vote, I would vote “ yea. 
Catrem a Pittman Warren Mr. KERN. I desire to announce that my colleag M 
Catron ‘al *ittman ve, al Met se : hikes : shen dht = 
Chamberlain Jackson Poindexter SHIVELY | is absent from the city on important business 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. BuR.Leicnu 





So Mr. CumM™MINs’s motion was laid on the table. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. SHerMan] to 





announcement will stand for the day. 
Mr. REED. I make the same announcement in 
| the absence of my colleague [Mr. STONE] and with ref 





ref ry 









the part proposed to be stricken out on motion of the Sen- ; . : 
; , ; ; ra ao .. | his pair which I made a few moments ago, and I wil 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gatiincer]. The Secretary ; : 
; announcement stand for the day. 
will read the amendment. : 






Mr. GALLINGER. I was requested to announce t 
Mr. GALLINGER. The yeas and nays have not been ordered |, ° ee lie + ani : : aaa 
ir. GALLINGER. The yeas and na} F | Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLarK] is paired with the Ss 


va) « ral > | 
upon that, Mr. President. | from Missouri [Mr. Stone]. The Senator from Wyon 


» CR Tt, >T) ask . "es i g ‘ é ai » j aie 
Mr. RAW FORD. I ask for the re ding of th it imendment quested me to state if he were present and could vote he 
again. I did not have a chance to follow it closely. 











The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was about to ask the | Y°C® “yea | on this proposition. a 
Secretary to read it, so that Senators might vote intelligently. |, Mr. McLEAN. T wish to announce that the senior 
. | from Kentucky [Mr. Braptry] is unavoidably absent 1 





The Secretary. In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken 
out by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. SHerMan] proposes to insert the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, however, That no part of this money shall be spent in the | 
prosecution of any organization or individual for entering into i 
| 





paired with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Ker 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ° I wish to transfer my pair with tly 
| tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] to the Senator fr Y 
gon [Mr. LANE] and vote. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 41, 


YEAS—32. 









as follow 






combination or agreement or for any action otherwise lawful having In 
view the increasing of wages, shortening of hours, or bettering the sani- 































tation, safety, or other condition of labor, without violence or inter- | Borah du Pont Nelson Stephen 
ference with the lawful rights of another: And provided further, That srandegee Galiinger Page Sterl 
no part of this appropriation shall be expended for the prosecution of | Bristow Goff Perkins Suther ! 
producers of farm products and associations of farmers who cooperate | Burton Gronna Pomerene Thomas 
and organize in an effort to and for the purpose to obtain and maintain | Clapp Lippitt Root Townsend 
a fair and reasonable price for their products. | Colt Lodge Sherman Warren 
* REE * Preside sh; at Sonate: | Crawford McCumber Smith, Mich. Weeks 
a os ), oom oe eens = detain _ — ; Sameaines McLean Smoot Works 
mut before yote on 11S proposition desire to make a state- AW 
ment s | NATe—sh. 
; B ° : : ° | 7 ’ ‘Car Smitl 1 
I am in favor of all of the clause which it is proposed to | re Johuston, Ala. cones — M 
. : . ss 8 . | Bacon Jones rerms smith, 
strike out except the last two lines. I do not believe it is wise | ~ Kern Ransdell Swanson 
or prudent ever, directly or indirectly, to sanction the fixing of Clarke, Ark. La Follette Reed Thom 
j j , s , shar a< > e " ‘ntor 
the price of any commodity by and through a combination. If | Fletcher Lea | Robinson agar ' 
*ht that any practical har sould come from the clause | @°Te Lewis _ Saulsbury ardaman 
I thoug 1 - i any prac Ica arm W - ne om e ause | Hitchcock Martin. Va. Shafroth Walsh 
which by indirection sanctions combinations among farmers for Hollis Martine, N. J. Sheppard Williams 
1e . se oO ixi fe pric »s, i i not consider { OSsi- Hughes Myers Shields 
the purpose of fixing prices, if I did not nsider that ] | 2 Modiands bolen dain 


bility so remote as to be substantially beyond danger, I should | 


not support this measure in its present form. But, believing 
that there is no real danger of that character, and being gen- 


erally in favor of the policy which is indicated by this proviso, | 
disagreeing almost entirely with the arguments which have been | 
adduced by Senators who are advocating the motion to strike | 


out, I shall support the bill in its present form. But I do not want 
to vote without expressing my dissent from any doctrine which 


Johnson, Me. 


Bankhead 
| Bradley 

| Brady 

| Burleigh 

| Catron 
Chamberlain 


Norris 


Smith, Ga. 


NOT VOTING—23. 


Chilton 
Clark, Wyo. 
Culberson 
Dillingham 
Fall 
Jackson 


Kenyon 
Lane 
Oliver 
Owen 
Penrose 
Pittman 


Poindext 
Shivel) 
Smith, At 
Stone 


Tillman 





at any time, by direction or indirection, sanctions any combina- 
tion to fix the prices of commodities, however remote the 
possibility of harm or danger may be. Because of the length 
of the debate on this bill and the manifest desire of the Senate | 
to dispose of it to-night I refrain from further remarks as | 
well as from presenting an amendment I had intended offering. 


ve 


So Mr. GALLINGER’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to call up the amendment ! ga 
notice of some time ago, and which is now pending. I wish 
address myself to it for a moment. ; 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amen& 

ment. 






















70, after line 13, insert the follow- 


TARY. On 
new paragraph: 


SECR page 


to the 


perl 


Vicks 


lnent rey 


rroach roadway 
in a state of 


wre 


air, 


Government ap] 


the } 
Vicksburg, Miss., 


Cemetery, 


nation of the amend 
dated March 
Quartermas 


WILLIAMS. Mr. President, in expla 

{1 desire to read a letter addressed 
1912. and signed by Gen. Aleshire, of 
he United States Army. 


to 


the 


me 


ter 




















t 
War DEPARTMENT 
Orrics OF THE CHIEF OF THE QUARTERMASTER CORPS, 
Washington, March 28, 1913, 
SuHarpe WILLIAMS, 
tates Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Sir: 1. On September 20, 1912, your private secretary left 
ive a transcript from the records of the meeting of the board 
visors of Warren County, Miss., held at Vicksburg on Septem 
which meeting it was ordered that you be sted to take 
proper authorities the matter of the condition of the Gov 
oach roadway to the Vicksburg (Mi National Cemetery 
yose of having it put in good cor nd in ofliec ‘tte 
were informed that a spe | ite would be sub 
( ss for placing this roadwa n? manent repair. 
1 in the hearing on the sundry civil appropriation bill 
tl House Committee on Appropriations (p. 504) the original 
a ubmitted for repairing this roadway for $5.000, but 
dam » rendered it nec rv to nd a superint nt of 
n of this corps to Vicksburg for the preparation of plans and 
tions to place the roadway in first-class pe lanent condition. 
te called for approximately $14,000, t is red 1 in this 
$1¢ 000 and a supplemental estimate for the additional $5,000 
‘ ubmitted to Congress 
I hare the bonor to inform you that on ex ration of t ndry 
( which passed the last session of Con but i was 
resident Taft, it is found that thi tem was omitted 
Tr favorable action is taken on this estima‘te wher the sundry civil 
ir 1914 is again taken up by Congress, it w be neces 
imit the expenditures for repairs on the roadway during that 
to those of a temporary natu! as the I 1 appropriation 
00. “repairing roads to national cemete » \ i the 
vailable for such purpose ire the only funds |; d for 
} ntenance of the 19 Government app h idways to 
teries covering a total of approximately 15 mil! 
\ : pectfully, 
J. B. ALESHIRE, 
Chief Quartern aster Corps, Unite | States Army. 
re the House committee, when this matter was up. Gen. 
A re testified as follows: 
CHarrmMan. National Cemetery icksburg, Mis for repa to 
! nt readway to the Vi rg National Cemetery, $5,000. 
\LESH! The £5.000 estin \ based u i t < lition 
1 last summer when the estimates were made, and late in the 
was received that the road had been further damaged by 
rains and hich water. Then we sen n engineer down there 
t over the case again, and his estimate as brought in was for 
housand and odd dollars, and that v I sed a t and 
t te is $10,000 The ¢ dition is this, Mr. Chairman, the 
I in places like that [indica n map] This was tl 
rade of the road, and they propose to put ilvert there, a 
i qa it. 
( RMAN. Is this road much traveled? 
ALesnieme. Yes, sir; there is a street car track along by it. 
CHA AN. What do they pay toward maintaining it? 
( A ne. I do not think they pay anything 
RmMAN. Why should they not pay s ething? 
re. At the time we made the estimate for this road they 
¥ hed out more than we were. They keep their roadbed and 4 
either side of it in repair. There is only a section of the road 
t r y parallel, and then they leave it and go across the fields 
\ t have any trouble with the part they parallel. These red 
[indicating] indicate where the culverts are to go across the 
Now, Mr. President, in some manner, when the matter was 
I considered in the House, that item for $5,000 was not 
I | to $10,000, but the entire item was omitted, and upon 


t Gen in the letter which 


appropriation which ought 


Aleshire called my attention to it 
e read. This is eminently an 
e been made, and I had hoped very much to have an 

ty to present it to the Senate at a tin when the 
Was not on #n empty stomach and when it had not been 
h Session so long when everybody was impatient of every 
‘amendment that could be offered to the bill. But I 
am compelled to do my duty by my constituents and in accord 
e with my own sense of what is right by addressing myself 
to it even at this time of day and under these circumstances. 


Senate 


| ble 


| have therefore sought to explain it to the Senate as well as I 
could in the disorder which always accompanies the close of 


‘ ‘sion when men are fatigued and impatient of any further 
sideration or discussion. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I might 
point of order, I think, against this item. It has not 
estimated for in the technical sense. This is 2 mere 
“a the Chief of the Quartermaster Corps. 

“2 W (LLITAMS. The Senator is mistaken. 

v5 MARTIN of Virginia. Oh, it is signed. 

lr. WILLIAMS. But there it is. The $5,000 estimate was 
Sed upon the condition of the road last Summer, and then 


been 
letter 






I 
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SENATE, ] 


his letter to 


to inake it S10.000 


MARTIN of Virginia Cert ‘ \ e500 


he says in 


estimate 


Mr. 


mated, and the amendment is for $10,000 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And the sv 1 ¢ 
$10.000 

Mr. MARTIN of Virgit The sur le il ¢ 
have to come from the cd I ie nd not fi l ‘ | 
the Quartermaster Corps 

Mr. WILLIAMS It « from him Ile says ih 
h ent it in. 


Mr. 


MARTIN of Virgi It not here VW ve ] 

but the letter from the chief of the Quorts is r Corp 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But I have etter f ‘ f 
Quartermaster Corps saying that he sent in tl 


estimate 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia 


renched Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAMS Here is what he ! | 
granted he is te 1 the trut He \ ‘ to 
expert: 

I est te called i x 214.000 
this office to $10,000, and SsuD ‘ est e f +} 
$5,000 required w mi 1 to ¢ : 

It got lost in the shuffle meh ind the ‘ 
lost the original ppronprint of S5.000 we « 
plemental appropriation of $5 G00 

Mr. MARTIN of Vir Mir 1 « } 

but I am not going to make the point of ord 

the amendment and I am not g ¢ to deta s 
m just going to say that I have « i l 

pable of explaining what I consider the 
ing this bill. It is a completed 1} e « ‘ 
been agreed to, and if the Set ‘ S$ roi! to open 

mendment, it will have to « It is 
wait until next December I would consid cceed 
fortunate to have the bill o | for amendment w, 
hope the amendment wi be a] Vv! 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. Pre ent, I I rm t v 
‘hairman of the committee. |! d be g 
matter of the amendment act 1 to, bi 
on another bill I understand heat we re to 
bill at the present session. I | e { 1 
no further an dment nd { \N | ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, 1 do ta a 
Senate, but, as I understand it, there is 1 obic } 
amendment in the world except that the 
mittee on Appropriations thinks that n I 
ought to be made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. If the Senator wv 
is not the chairman f e Committers I \ 

w: 1 vote of the ¢ il ‘ » A I 
to take that position in the S N I ( 
iccordance with if st 

Mr. WILLIAMS Then I w sa hat 1 the « n 
or tte no a ( ment or t } Y a otl 
hat a committee of tl _ { i to bind | Ss ite 

1d the bill because in its esti: ion 1 ’ , 
offer any amendment of any d ription, so tl lr 
can not be considered upon its own merits, but t b 
ered in accordance wit the ips dixit of tl ( é | 
the bill is brought to the Senate 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, IT w say to f Si t 
Mississippi that when the t ff b ts in we \ join } 
| his fight. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. When the tariff ! } I is 
that every Senator will be permitted to offer a trie t 
and the amendments will be « sidered rhe troub 
there will be too many of them 

Mr. CLARKE of Arl srs rhe will be y 
down. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We will vote each one down on 


raise the 
A committee is bo 





merits, too. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I w: 
course, the Senator from Mississi 


one word. 


int to say just 


ppi ean not nean what 
ind to give the Senate its judgment; it 


bampering the vote or the course or the purpose of any Se 


but it is the duty of the committee to which th bi 
referred to report its views; and we have done that for 
consideration of the Senate. In the consideration of the 


every Senator will. of course, vote according to |! 
as to what will best promote the publi 


welfare 


o)( 


me that h . amen? 


3 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. T have not meant to impugn the committee 
nor to attack it. I meant merely to narrate a historical fact, 
to wit, that the committee, by its own ipse dixit, before the 
bill came before the Senate, said that all amendments regardless 
of their merit should be voted down; that is all. I am not im- 
pugning the committee; that may be the height of wisdom, I 
do not know; but I had a right, of course, to refer to a fact 
historically related by the chairman of the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLrams]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, on page 169 of the bill there is 
a provision for the expenses of compiling, preparing, and index- 
ing an edition of the Congressional Directory for the first ses- 
sion of the Sixty-third Congress, to be immediately available. 
On March 17 of this year the Senate passed a resolution appro- 
priating $800 for that same purpose. Now, I am informed by 
a Member of the other House that that resolution has not yet 
passed that body. Therefore I shall not ask that an amendment 
be made in the appropriation bill, but I shall ask that Senate 
resolution No. 3, passed by the Senate on March 17, 1913, be re- 
called from the other House. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
There being none, that order will be made 

Mr. SMOOT subsequently said: Mr. President, 2a moment ago 
I asked that the Senate recall a certain resolution from the 
House; but I find that it is a Senate resolution and was 
amended in the Senate by a proviso which reads as follows: 

That the House of Representatives shall pay one-half of the said sum. 

Of course, the resolution should have been further amended 
so as to make it a concurrent resolution, but that was not done. 
Therefore the resolution was not sent to the House. I move 
that the vote by which the resolution was ordered recalled from 
the House be reconsidered. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
be taken. 

Mr. SMOOT. I now move that the Senate resolution be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, encouraged by the fate of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLIAMS], I desire to offer an amendment, on page 181, line 1, 
to strike out the words “or private,” so that it will read: 

oe the construction in the United. States in Government 
yards. 

When the bill passed the Senate at the last session it carried 
an amendment on this subject, which read as follows: 

Including the construction in Government yards, in accordance 
with plans and specifications to be prepared by the Navy Department, 
and to have a cargo capacity of 12,000 tons of coal and a speed of at 
least 14 knots per hour, two colliers, to cost not exceeding $1,000,000 
each, 

As I remember, when that amendment was reported from the 
committee it contained the words ‘‘or by purchase,” and those 
words were stricken out in the Senate. The amendment was 
adopted by the Senate as I have read it, limiting the construc- 
tion to Government yards. When the bill reappeared from 
conference the House had agreed to the Senate amendment, 
but had inserted in it the words “or private yards.” 

Mr. President, of course, on the conference report, when it 
came back from the other House in the last day of the last ses- 
sion, there was no possibility of discussing any amendment or 
any change that had been made in an amendment in conference. 
The purpose of the Senate was to confine the construction to 
the Government yards. 

I myself have always believed in giving most of the new 
building work to the private yards, as all the repair work goes 
to the Government yards; but it is to my mind extremely impor- 
tant that the Government yards, on which we must depend in 
order to keep prices in the private yards within bounds, should 
not be allowed to lose their organization and be toa certain extent 
crippled by not having the work kept up there. As it is now, 
when a battleship is ordered built in a Government yard, it can 
be built in only one yard, and that is the Brooklyn yard. There 
are other great yards thoroughly equipped for general building; 
but the effect of not having any work at Norfolk, at Boston, at 
Philadelphia, and at Mare Island is that men are laid off and 
taken on, and laid off and taken on again. The Government 
expenses are very much increased by that continual shifting of 
force, and the efficiency of the yards is thereby impaired. — 

Of late years the cost in the Government yards has been very 
greatly reduced. I was informed by the last Secretary of the 
Navy, the predecessor of the present Secretary of the Navy, be- 
fore he retired, that these two boats could be built in the Goy- 
ernment yards as cheaply as in private yards, and that it would 


[A pause. ] 


Without objection, that action will 
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be a very great advantage to the yards to have them } 
two Government yards. I think it is therefore very de 
that these should go to Government yards. It ean pot 
any increase in the cost, because the cost is fixed in {| 
There is competition amongst the yards themselves. Ex, 
is required to send in its estimate, and the yard that ; 
the lowest estimate gets the work. I do think in presen| 
tions it is very important that the Government yards sly 
kept in the highest state of efficiency, and that it is on), 
the working force in those yards to keep them in re: 
steady employment. The adoption of the amendment 
add to the Government expense, and it is for these reaso 
President, that I have ventured to offer it. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I am 
with the Senator from Massachusetts in respect to furn 
reasonable quantity of work to the Government navy 
They have not by any-means been neglected, and on 
occasion I certainly should not oppose a liberal recog 
them. I do not think, though, that the Senator from 
chusetts will get for the Boston yard any of this work 
Mr. LODGE. I assure the Senator that I certainly 
expect to get a ship sent to the Boston yard under this; 
tration. It never occurred to me that it would go ther 
do think it possible that one may be sent to Norfolk, and 
is not impossible that one may be sent to Philadelphia. | 
speaking for the navy yards generally, for a genera! 
There are three or four yards in which I should lik 
these boats built. Such requests as I have had in regard 
matter have not come from the Boston yard or from : 
ticular yard. The subject was very largely discussed 
American Federationist in an article by Mr. Gompers 
good article, too—taking up the question of the cost 
vessels, which drew my attention to it. I do not reca I 
have had any requests about these colliers from the ! 
yard or from any particular yard. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Although the Senator from \ 
chusetts thinks that the work would probably come ti 
in my State, I want the bill to stay as it is. For the 
which I have already given I do not want to see 
amended. I think it is unwise to amend it, and I 
Senate will treat it with the same generosity, liber: 
good sense that it treated the amendment offered by the 
from Mississippi [Mr. WiLL1AMs]. I hope the amend! 
be voted down. 





Mr. WILLIAMS. I hope that the bill will be reg 
sacred. Having been so regarded in one instance, I ti: 


but right that no profane feet should defile its s: 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Mississippi probab]) 
hear me when I began my remarks. I said I was so 
couraged by the kindly attention given to his amend 
I ventured to offer mine. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have been so much discouraged 
that I have retreated bodily. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I was somewhat s 
that the Senator from Massachusetts should say l« 
expect a ship to be sent to the Charlestown yard during tl: 
ent administration. I expect that at least one, and | th) 
more, will be sent to the Portsmouth yard, a yard w! 
Senator from Massachusetts forgot to mention in his ¢ 
tion of the navy yards. 

Mr. President, Portsmouth has made a bid on once 
colliers, and I am of opinion that if that is a lower bid t! 
other yards will make, we will build one of these ships | 
Hampshire. I hope so at any rate. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. We want competition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the an 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop! 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I ( 
offer an amendment. After line 10, on page 58, I mo 
sert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be s' 

The Secrerary. On page 58, after line 10, it is pr 
insert : 

And provided further, That the clause in section 28, p 
ing act, approved March 4, 1913, reading as follows: “And |! 
now in the employment of the Supervising Architect's Otic 
eligible to such employment,” is hereby repealed. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I make the point of order 
that amendment that it has not been estimated for. _ 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. And it is general legi: 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Yes; and it is also gen 
lation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is sus' 


1 
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1913. 


‘ir. McCUMBER. I offer the amendment, which I send to 
desk. 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
. SecreTaARY. On page 176, line 2, it is proposed to strike 
“¢4500” and insert in lieu thereof “$6,500”; and, in lin 
‘er the word “ blanks,” to insert “and for printing a report 
e proceedings of- the National Convention of State Rail 
Commissioners.” 
WcCUMBER. Mr. President. there is an item in the bill 
«4500 for printing the blanks which are sent out by the In- 
te Commerce Commission to each of the railroad commis 
of the several States, so that uniform blanks may be used 
e reports may be uniform in all respects. I understand 
$4500 will probably pay for merely the bare printing of 


anks. They are sent out in book form. I Dave one book 
fexhibiting]. It is the one which is sent to Alabama, 


contains 123 pages, which means 125 separate blanks. If 
were printed by the States, it would involve an expendi 

re of about $2,000 per State. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to add that it would only require 

0 for the Government to print the entire number for the 
il States and also to print in addition thereto 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President 

the VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have succeeded in my object. I wanted 
ke a point of order that the Senate was in such disorder 

body could possibly hear; but the loudness of my voice 

dressing the Chair has finally brought about order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I knew that, Mr. President, but I did not 

sume that it would make much difference in the final result. 

\s I was saying, there are about 123 separate blanks in each 
of these books. The amendment that I have offered pro- 

es $2,000 in addition to the amount which has been allowed 

the committee. That will also print the proceedings of the 
| convention of the State railway commissions of the sev 


eral States. The material which they furnish for the benefit 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission is so important, so ma- 
te and so valuable, not only to the commission, but also to 
Congress, that I am asking for the $2,000 so that their report 
1 be published in connection with this printing. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I rise to make the 
p of order against the amendment that it has not been esti- 
! d for. I will say, in that connection, to the Senator that 
there will be a deficiency bill along very soon, to be sent over 
f the other House. 

McCUMBER. On the contrary, Mr. President, I under- 
| it has been estimated for, so I think the Senator is mis- 
The committee allowed the $4,500, but did not allow the 

( $2,000 which was requested. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. No estimate has been sent to the 
( ittee; we have no estimate for it at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to which a 

oint of order can not be made, I believe. I move that the 
! be amended, in line 12, on page 120, by striking out the 
I es “$100,000” and inserting in lieu thereof “ $188,000.” 
I in appropriation to build roads and bridges in the Glacier 
N al Park in Montana. 
ae park has been established by the Federal Government. 
there is no use of having parks unless you have them so im- 
proved that people can travel in them over roads and bridges 


t] 


VW 


Department of the Interior, in a very conservative manner 
d on a very economical basis, figuring on the least dollar 
t would possibly answer the purpose, estimated that $188,000 
'S hecessary for this purpose. 
the VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


ofered by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Myers]. 


lhe amendment was rejected. 


Mr ASHURST. On page 143, line 14, if an amendment has 


hot heretofore been adopted to correct what appears to be an 
‘rror, according to my mind, I move to strike out the word 
Secretary” and to insert the word “ Secretaries.” 
the VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
é ‘he Secrerary. On page 143, line 14, before the words “ of 
a uerce and Labor,” it is proposed to strike out the word 
_ retary and to insert the word “ Secretaries.” 
- ur. WARREN, Mr. President, that is entirely unneces- 


py 











= MARTIN of Virginia. It is entirely unnecessary. 

Mir. WARREN. Because the appropriation bill which was 
— the other day—— 

‘it, ASHURST. I withdraw the amendment. 


mh 


he VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 


L—s2 
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Mr. CUMMINS. I offer the amendment 
VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 

lhe Srcrrrary. in 1 

proposed to strike out the period and ins 


it inma and add the following: “and S82? 


sion. So the effect of it was ex ictiy the same 

Mr. CUMMINS. Yes; the effect was precise 
I did not say what the Senator from North D 
ime as saying. I said that the difference was 


ment inereased the $4.500 to 36,500 
increased the appropriation of $100,000 I 
from North Dakota will remember that I said 

Mr. McCUMBER. But the two are in tl 
the same. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senat 
restate his point of order? 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. My | int f 
is no estimate of any sum for this purpose, an 
ing money to a purpose which hus not been 
all, though it does take it out of money alr 
for another purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair 


there was an estimate from the Interstate Ce 


sion? 


page 176, line 3, after th 
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g wn) to 1 AN 
proceedings « the annual convention of the N \ 
tion of Railway Commissioners,” so as to read 

t C ‘ SLU », of Ww l 
* ‘ uN t i to t Sta 
f is OU D t 

I Nat | A t ] ( 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. I f I may say a word before 
he S r from Vir | S ye! h 

e4 on just offered b e s f Nort] I> i 

I Mc BER]. The ad ‘ 3 ‘ 
he $4,500 was raised to $6.500 | e 
Lic ied t! bill ] ouec! SS? (uy) 
~ LEMON) ] used t pl +) @ : 

{ of the St » ra j ( 

It is impossible for me to conceive of $2,000 s 
wisely or profitably than for printing the r of ! 
it of this nutional association of State ‘ i I 
( I { Ss from Virg 1 wW l 
ihe point of order, altl zh I \ v in ad that the | 
of « y dl | \ rl ‘ Iment « 

] re et pprouriat ] inve 1 by ] Ny t 

{ Virginia ag st t 1 1 ! 1 bv the 

fi North D ‘ pplies « the } Lol to 1 
' + npropriation 

Mr. MARTIN of Virgit I do make the t of ord It 
S ing money for a put e that has not | 1 re} d to tl 
Ce as necessary. There is no « meade fe 
money for that purpose el r to be take ou f ir S \ 
or to be taken from this appropriation. 

In addition to that—though I think that ought to satisfy th 
Senator from low Ir. Marb eC, of the I cs 
Commission, said as follows at the House hearing reference 
to this printing 

Undoubtedly it will co e to be ! d 
bv t ssion t ) v 

1 t! I tate ¢ ( 1 will | Dn 
p thelr ¢ ita of thi r 

That shows that it is entirely unnecessary; | tye io 
any ocension for an appropriation, when the y 
bill comes along it will be provided for. 

Mr. CUMMINS. May I say a word on the of 
I have more interest in the integrity of th ban | 
in the particular amendment involved 

The rule suggested by the Senator from \ I 3 
when it is sought to increase an appropriat ( 
ment does not increvse the a rintion, | 
of a portion of the appropriation in ertain 

Mr. McCUMBER Ml 1) ‘ ! ! 
statement of the Senator from [owa that the ‘ 

I offered increased the appropriation 

Mr. CUMMINS. I did not say so, Mr. P? { 

Mr. McCUMBER. It was in effect exact i r t 1 
vided for $6.500 instead of $4,500: and then it d ! | 
tion. that $2.000 of the $6,500 should be used for the | ) 

| defraying the expense of publishing the report of the commis 


| til te | 
i j 
ho § 
that 
f } \ 
i i \ ! 
1 ' that t! 1 
{ ppropriat 
estimated for 
| , 
ly Pproy l i 
( ile ] f 
Liner ( 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia None at all. There w no e 


mate for the use of the money of the Govern! 


pose. There was no estimate at all. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair 


there was an estimate for anything? 











ee 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. None for this purpose. NOMINATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For any use of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission ? 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Oh, there was a great deal | : “ 
mouey appropriated for the Interstate Commerce Commission ; Frederick C, Peters, of South Carolina, to be colle 
but this is for publishing the reports of an association of State | Customs for the district of Charleston, in the State of 


Executive nominations received by the Senate May 7, 1 
of COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 


commissions, They ought to pay for their own reports, anyway ; Carolina, in place of Edward W. Durant, jr., whose t 
but certainly there is no estimate whatever here showing that | Office expired by limitation April 18, 1913. 

this amount of money belonging to the Government ought to be | James C. Congdon, of South Carolina, to be coll 
used for this purpose. customs for the district of Georgetown, in the State of 


: -wrrEn . = 1 ‘hat ii : Carolina, in place of Isaiah J. McCottrie, whose ter: 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that the point of | : orate al Mies ’ ” rm ¢ 
; expired by limitation May 31, 1912. 

John Purroy Mitchell, of New York, to be collector 
toms for the district of New York, in the State of New \ 
place of William Loeb, jr., resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Seeond Lieut. James Albert Alger to be first lieuntenan 


order is not well taken. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank 

The bill was read the third time and passed. from September 12, 1912, in place of First Lieut. | 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL FRIDAY. | Chamberlayne Billard, promoted. 

Third Lieut. William Kirk Scammell to be second li 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
such from September 12, 1912, in place of Second Lieu 
Albert Alger, promoted. 

First Lieut. of Engineers Charles Francis Nash to hx 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United § 
rank as such from April 23, 1913, in place of Senior | 
Charles Warren Munroe, retired. 

Second Lieut. of Engineers California Charles MeMil 
first lieutenant of engineers in the Revenne-Cutter Se 
the United States, to rank as such from August 25, 
place of First Lieut. of Engineers Herbert Winfield 

Second Lieut. of Engineers William Lindsay Maxvw 
first lieutenant of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter S 
the United States, to rank as such from April 23, 
place of First Lieut. of Engineers Charles Francis N: 
moted. 

Third Lieut. of Engineers Charles Edward Sugden 
second lieutenant of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Ss: 
the United States, to rank as such from August 25, 


Mr. KERN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
9 4? ’ 


it adjourn to meet on Friday next, at 2 oclock p. m. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE LEWIS J. MARTIN, OF NEW JERSEY. 


A message from the House of Representstives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the intelligence 
of the death ef Hon. Lewis J. Maatin, late a Representative 
from the State of New Jersey, and transmitted resolutions of 
the House thereon. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had appointed Mr. Hamitt, Mr. KiInKeap of New Jersey, Mr. 
ScuLty, Mr. McCoy, Mr. TowNsenpb, Mr. Tuttie, Mr. BAKER, 
Mr. Eacan, Mr. Bremner, Mr. WatsH. Mr. Browntne, Mr 
Rei__y of Connecticut, Mr. SaMureL W. SmitrxH, Mr. SiLoan, Mr. 
Davis of Minnesota, Mr. Ke_itey of Michigan, Mr. Goop, Mr. 
LANGLEY, Mr. LarrrretTy, and Mr. Seis as the committee on 
the part of the House to attend the funeral. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions from the House of Representatives which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolutions (H. Res. 92), as follows: 


Millan, promoted. 
AMBASSADOR. 

George W. Guthrie, of Pennsylvania, to be amb 
traordinary and plenipotentiary of the United States 
to Japan, vice Larz Anderson, resigned. 

COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
Gaylord M. Saltzgaber, of Van Wert. Ohio, to be ‘| 
sioner of Pensions, vice James L. Davenport. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
tichard Strobach, of North Yakima, Wash., to be 
of the land office at North Yakima, vice Harry Y. 38: 
expired. 


IN THR Houses OF RBRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
May 5, 1913. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. Lewis J. MarrTin, a Representative from the State of 
New Jersey. 

Resolved, That a committee of 20 Members of the House (with such 
Members of the Senate as may be joined) be appointed to attend the 
funeral e 

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the House be authorized 
and directed to take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out 
the provisions of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses ip 
connection therewith be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which 
I send to the desk and ask that they be read. 

The resolutions (S. Res. 79) were read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


CoLircTor oF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Ben Marshall, of Kentucky, to be collector of interna! 
for the seventh district of Kentucky, in place of T 
Field, resigned. 

PosSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 


Charles S. McDowell to be postmaster at Euf 
place of George W. Russell. Incumbent’s comuissi 
January 11, 1913. 

O. M. Reynolds to be postmaster at Anniston, Ala.. 
of Charles R. Barker. Incumbent’s commission expired 
27, 1912. 

Oscar Sheffield to be postmaster at Pine Hill, Ala. 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

ARKANSAS. 

H. B. Ingram to be postmaster at Conway, Ark., 
Owen J. Owen, jr., deceased. 

T. L. Pound to be postmaster at Danville, Ark. 0 
came presidential January 1, 1918. 

A. J. Stephens to be postmaster at Morrillton, Ark., 
of George H. Taylor, resigned. 

W. F. Turner to be postmaster at Atkins, Ark., in 
James F. surrus. Incumbent’s commission expired D 
17, 1912. 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of the Hon. Lewis J. Martin, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of New Jersey. 

Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the 
Vice President to join the committee appointed on the part of the 
liouse of Representatives to take order for superintending the funeral 
of Mr. Martin, at Newton, N. J. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and to the family of the deceased. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Hucues, Mr. MAartTIne 
of New Jersey, Mr. Cummins, Mr. TowNnsenp, Mr. Hircucock, 
Mr. Reep, and Mr. Ciarke of Arkansas as the committee on 
the part of the Senate under the second resolution. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I move as a 
further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to, and (at 6 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Friday, May 9, 
1913, at 2 o’clock p. m. 


CALIFORNIA, 
Alice T. Durnin to be postmaster at Colfax, Cal., in 


a 


1913. 





place of Second Lieut. of Engineers California Charles 


John L. Butler. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 
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O. Gregory, resigned. 


| 
\I. Hackett te be postmaster at Rocklin, Cal., in place 


Whited to be postmaster at Willits, Cal., in place of 
is. Incumbent’s commission expired February 18, 


COLORADO, 
Sutley to be postmaster at Center, Colo., in place of 
Kk. Ickes, resigned. 
CONNECTICUT. 
! t to be postmaster at Clinton, Conn., in place of 
Kelsey. Incumbent’s commission expired December | 
EF. Hammill to be postmaster at Georgetown, Conn., 


f Charles H. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired 


DELAWARE, 
Rrockson to be postmaster at Middletown, Del., in 
ihn A. Jolls, deceased. 
erce Ellis to be postmaster at Laurel, Del., in place of 
Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, 


RB. Mustard to be postmaster at Milton, Del., in place of 
Black. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 
lo W. Short to be postmaster at Seaford, Del., in place 
M. Chipman. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 


Raker to be postmaster at Woodbury, Ga., in place of 
Hinton. Incumbent’s commission expired February 


I. Dixon to be postmaster at West Point, Ga., in place 
P. Dixon, Incumbent’s commission expired January 


Hf. W. J. Ham to be postmaster at Gainesville, Ga., in 
’ Helen D. Longstreet. Incumbent’s commission expired 
I er 8, 1912. 
da Winslow to be postmaster at Manchester, Ga. Office be- 
( presidential January 1, 1911. 
ILLINOIS. 
I). M. Fullmer to be postmaster at New Athens, IIl., in place 
Jacob H. Koch. Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 
‘t E. Gamble to be postmaster at Kirkwood, IIl., in place 
Holliday. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
VW. D. Hall to be postmaster at Port Byron, Ill., in place of 
MeCauly, resigned. 
H. Harkrader to be postmaster at Hamilton, Ill., in place 
I’. Ek. Herold. Incumbent’s commission expired February 9, 
ide Shaffner to be postmaster at Dallas City, Ill, in place 
of Wallace Diver. Incumbent’s commission expired January 26, 


INDIANA, 


es W. Carroll to be postmaster at Otterbein, Ind., in place 
©. Bartindale. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 


R bert F. Dobbins to be postmaster at Wolcott, Ind., in place 

R. Nordyke. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
rm. A. Eaton to be postmaster at Wanatah, Ind., in place of 
dattle Yarger. Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 


Da ie] 
Harry H. Crooke, resigned. 


: It. Niccum to be postmaster at Swayzee, Ind., in place of 
‘aac F. Lawshe. Incumbent’s commission expired February 


me L. Sammons to be postmaster at Kentland, Ind., in 
ace of Richard C, McCain. Incumbent’s commission expired 
Til 22, 1912. 

IOWA. 

Geor 
f Samuel G. Wilson, removed. 
a _Bentson to be postmaster at Jewell, Iowa, in place of 
Jederick N. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired April 13, 


ed Bi 
J 


‘ Sepa J. Marsh. Incumbent’s commission expired January 26, 


vo. 


J 


rge W. Bensler to be postmaster at Delta, Iowa, in place 


ermann to be postmaster at Decorah, Iowa, in place of 


| 
E John W. Key. Incumbent’s 


Gantz to be postmaster at Odon, Ind., in place of | 








J. B. Conley to be postmaster at 1 Mills 
Martin A. Aasgaard, resigned. 
Arthur Goshorn to be postn tW 
of W. H. Vance, Incuimbe l 
14, 1912. 
Christian Konrad to be po at | 
of James W. Thorn. Incun ! 
11, 1913. 
kdward BE. Swank to be po r R 
place of Fred J. Fe ! 
December 14, 1912 
Wi VW I to t 
Lace f Olie Ll . ) 
Jan y 11, 191 
Alfred D. Carpenter 1 ‘ 
place of Robert H. Mo < 
pired April 1, 1913. 
Madison D. Gallogly to b 
of Charles T. Dallam. h 
31, 1912. 
John McKee to be } ( 
of Harry C. Acheul l 
cember 18, 1911 
Joseph Pe to I \\ 
of James M. Brown. I 
9, 1913 
KE. L. Pepper to be | ( 
plac f Joel J. Booth, re l 
James A. T! ! » | 
Of be n dl il O ri. d 
Robert I. Blagg to be postn 
W. S. Griffith, resigned. 
Sandy P. Cooke to be ] 
place of William J. Wade 
January 14, 1913. 
Coney Kitchen Lewis to be n 
place of John D. Littlejol mibe 
December 14, 1912. 
Morgan Kuykendall to be | er at Ke 
came presidential January 1 1: 
William G. O’Hara to be s 
in place of John W. Shield It 
December 14, 1912. 
Rene L. Derouen to be ] t) er \ 
became presidential April 1, | 
George A. Payne to be pos ster at 
of Edward Eagles. Incumbei com 
1912. 
Augustus P. Windham to postinas 
Office became presidential October 1, 1 
MASSACIIT 
Henry Kk. Madden to be postmaster at We 
in place of Daniel S. Woodman, deceass 
MISSOUI 
J. W. Allen to be postmaster at Mountain Grove 
COomMhiission 


14, 1912. 
Harlie F. Clark to be 


March 20, 1912. 


' 
De Coursey D. Hitt to be postmaster 
became presidential October 


J. Walter Hogan to be postmaster a 
place of Charles Ferguson, resigned. 
Benjamin R. Lingle to be postma rat 
of Warren T. Myers. Incumbent’s ¢ 
be post 
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postmaster 


place of Charles L. Harris. 


place of Charles M. Clark. 


February 9, 1915. 


Charles L. Beers to | 


Office became presidential October 1, 


Mordena C. Busey to 


place of Emma Dimmick. 


14, 1913. 
Richard B. Wilson to 


| January 11, 1913. 

Grant Robinson to be 
piace of Albert Pfaus. 
uary 11, 1913. 


M¢ 


Incumbe 


NTANA 


postmaste 


be 


Stinaste 


postmaster 


Incumbent’s 


at 
lucumbe 


1912. 


Incumbent’s 


\ 


re 
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Thomas IL. Rush to be postmaster at Wibaux, Mont., in place 
of Walter KE. Williamson Incumbent’s commission expired 
Fel y 20, 1913. 

Henry H. Smith to be postmaster at Joliet, Mont. Office be- 
came er ntinl October 1, 1912. 

J. A. Wright to be postmaster at Chester, Mont. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1911. 

NEVADA. 

Jennie R. Backus to be postmaster at Golconda, Nev., in place 
of iry E. Langwith, 1 med. 

j. R. Foreman to be postmaster at National, Nev., in place of 
J h M, Lyon, resigned. 

NEW JERSEY. 

\ ter M. Miller to be postmaster at Netcong, N. J., in place 
of Abrum J. Drake. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
28, 1912 

NEW YORK. 

Charles J. Beams to be postmaster , N. Y., in place 
of Charles F. Shelland. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 14, 1912. 

George L. Brown to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, N. Y., 
in place of Harry H. Nichols, deceased. 

William H. Harding to be postmaster at Roscoe, N. Y., in 
place of Marshall H. Dean, resigned. 

lerbert McMullen to be postmaster at Marlboro, N. Y., in 
place of James A, Johnston. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 10, 1913 

Morris J. O'Neill to be postmaster at Centerville Station, 
N. Y., in place of Lee V. Gardner. Incumbent’s commission 
expired December 16, 1912. 


YORTEHT CAROLINA, 
sivins to be postmaster at Albemarle, N. C. 
rt R. Kirk, resigned. 

tichard A. Bruton to be postmaster at 


, in place of 


Mount Gilead, N, C. 


Oflice became presidential January 1, 1912. 

James Gordon Hackett to be postmaster at Northwilkesboro, 
N. C.. in place of J. Waltér Jones. necumbent’s commission 
expired January 13, 1913 

Virgil D..Guire to be postmaster at Lenoir, N. C., in place 
of W. Kngene Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 17, 1911. 

1), EK. Hunt, sr., to be postmaster at Mocksville, N. C., in place 
of Benjamin 0. ‘Morris. Incumbent’s commission expired De 
cember 17, 1972, 

hk. B. Terry to be postmaster at Hamlet, N. C., in _— of 
Elisha Terry. Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 
1912 

David J. Whichard to be postmaster at Greenville, N. C., in 
place of Roy C. Flanagan, resigned. 

I’, M. Williams to be postmaster at Newton, N. C., in place 
of Walter H, Everhart. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 


ruary 10, 1912, 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

William Strehlow to be postmaster at Casselton, 

place of Anna Callahan, resigned. 
OHTO. 

O. S. Earnest to be postmaster at Plymouth, Ohio, in place of 
Samuel E. Nimmons, resigned. 

John W. Sanford te be postmaster at Clarington, Ohio, in 


place of Samuel F. Rose. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 20, 1913. 


N. Dak., in 


OREGON. 

E. E. Bragg to be postmaster at La Gr 
George M. Richey. 
1913. 

C. W. Brown to be postmaster at Canyon City, Oreg., in place of 
Ella V. Powers. Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1913. 

\Villiam A. Elder to be postmaster at Stayton, Oreg. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

H. Y. Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Lebanon, Oreg., in place 
of William Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary a 1913. 

H. Mahoney to be postmaster at Oakland, Oreg., in place of 
widen C. Underwood. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
2, 1913 

Ira C. Mehrling to be postmaster at Falls City, Oreg., in place 
of John BE. Beezley. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
20, 1913. 

Ada H. Studer to be postmaster 
Harvey S. Buck, removed. 

Herman Wise to be postmaster at Astoria, Oreg., in place of 
Frank J. Carney. Incumbent’s commission expired January 26, 
1915. 


ande, Oreg., in place of 
Incumbent’s commissien expired January 6, 


at Sumpter, Oreg., in place of 
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PENNSYLVANIA, 
Eugene L. 
Place of Frank M. Butterfield. 
February 9, 1913. 
Patrick F. Campbell 
of Joseph C. Lauffer 
29, 1911. 
dé. B. Esch to be pe 
Mitchell. Incumbe 
Mi: C. Fox, j 


J. Makive 
] 
OF 


Aldrich to be postmaster at New Milf 


Incembent’s commi 


to be pos 


I tTmakt 
incu 


T at 


nt’s commis 


Portage, P 


mbpe on ex) 
tmaster 


nt’s co! 


at Spangler, 
expired 
r., to be postmaster at 
r, resigned. 
1 F. Giles to be pestmaster at Altoona, Pa 
of George Fox. Incumbent’s commission expired 
H. D. Jackson to be postmaster at Fre: edom, 
Arthur H. Rider. Incumbent’s commission exp 
Henry J. Lemon to be postmaster at Port 
of Joseph B. Colcord. Incumbent’s 
January 13, 1913 
John H. Mitchell to be postmaster at Newtown, P 


numieston 
nmission 
} * 
New 
irT’y 
\ 


k . 
4 . ort 


Pa., i 
red A) 
Alleg 


place commis 


of George W. De Coursey. Incumbent’s commi 
January 25, 1913. 
Russell T. Mogle to be postmaster at Rossiter, P 


of Thomas F. 
5, 1913. 
Roy R. 
of John 
12, 1913. 


Ma 


Bourke, Incumbent’s commission e: 
Rowles to be postmaster 


Gowland. Incumbe 


at Phi 


mmission expi1 


lipsburg, P 
mt’s e 
Schoch 
orge C. Wag 
ry 1911. 
raugh to be postmaster at Hollidays! 
nk J. Over 


ric T 
nlac of Gt 
pared Janua 

A. R. T 
of Fran 
1913. 

Oscar EF. Weiand to be postma at Perkasie, Pa 
of Henry G. Moyer. Incumbent’s commission ex] 
14, 1913. 


to be postmaster at Selinsgro 
nseller. Incumbent’s ec 


29, 


urg, 
Incumbent’s commission e 


Pa 
xpi 
ster 
RHODE ISLAND. 


ye postmaster at River Point, 
Jones. Incumbent’s commiss 


to | 
WwW. 


1912. 


James Brennan 
place of Edward 


December 14, 


R 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 

W. Clarence Clinkseales to be postmaster at ~B 
in place of W. Clarence Clinkscales. Incumbent’s 
expired December 16, 1912. 

Francis B. Gaffney to be postmaster at Gaffney 


place of Thomas Hester. Incumbent’s commission e: 
ary 22, 1913. 

James F. Hunter to be postmaster at Lancaster, S 
place of James F. Hunter. Incumbent’s commissiot 


April 8, 

Leila Jackson Huntley to be postmaster at Cher: 
in place of Leila Jackson Huntley. Incumbent’s « 
expired December 16, 1912. 

Arthur G. King to be postmaster at Easley, S 
Alonzo T. Folger, resigned. 

John T. Lawrence to be postmaster at Seneca, 8. C 
of James G. Harper, resigned. 

Rachael H. Minshall to be postmaster at Abbeville, 8 
place of Frederic Minshall, deceased. 

E. D. Raney to be postmaster at Beaufort, S. C., in 
George A. Reed. Incumbent’s commission expired 
1912. 


1913 


Cc, it 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 

William Brady to be postmaster at Beresford, 8. D 
place of Charles A. Ramsdell, deceased. 

Dennis Foley to be postmaster at Menno, §S. 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

George C. Knickerbocker to be postmaster at Eureka, * 
in place of Philip Schamber, resigned. a 

Matthew F. Ryan to be postmaster at Mobridge, &. | 
me of John G. Vawter, resigned. 

. R. Veitch to be postmaster at Groton, 8. Dak., i 

yon G. Ropes, removed. 


D 


TEN NESSFE. 





T 


Eugene Blakemore to be postmaster at Shelbyville, Te™ 


Place of Leonidas T. Reagor. Incumbent’s 


January 31, 1912, 

TEXAS. 
Brooks to be postmaster at Pearsall, Tex., 
Rowell. Incumbent’s commission expired Ja 


i. L. 
Lora L. 
1913. 

Ww. 


G. Carpenter to be postmaster at Kerrville, Tex., 


Incumbent’s commission expired Ja! 


of Charles Real. 
1913 


commission © 


in I 


niace 
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w A. Chancey to be postmaster at Hondo, Tex., in place of | BE. R. Peck to be postmaster at Bangor, Wis.. tn ( 
. ‘ . ° ¢ » | . , 
toeeph Fohn. Ineumbent’s commission expired March 29, 1913. | James Carr. Incumbent’s commission expired January 12. 1! 


I nm ¢ - ! | 1) 
J ni a : : . . a. 
in C. Davis to be postmaster at lowa Park, Tex., in place | George H. Schmidt to be etmaete Key \\ i 
\\ am L. Yanger, deceased. place of August G. Koch, deceased 
k. F. English to be postmaster at Cameron, Tex., in place of John Vander Linden to be post ter at We lie P v 


{ 
" s A. Pope. Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, | in place of Wallace 8S. H 








Ws ager. Incumbent’s comn n i 
: | December 11, 1911. { 
r. Fulcher to be postmaster at Thorndale, Tex., in place of | WYOMING, 
‘ i Dube. Incumbent’s commission expired April 2, 1912. Moaleol R. Merrill to be po ter at When ry 
P. Gillis to be post er at Kosse, Tex., in place of | piace of Frederick E. Davis. Ih rent’s ‘nD ed 
S. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, | Fyoeem her 17. 1912 ‘ ; 
2 3 s George Whittnker to be postma r Yellowst Par! 
3. J. Gober to be postmaster at Sanger, Tex., in place of | i) piace of Alexander Lyall. 1 , 
D. Greene. Incumbent’s commission expired April 2, | : a gee it key tery 
‘oura V. Hamner to be postmaster at Claude, Tex., in place WITHDRAWALS. 
i C. Dodge. Incumbent’s commission expired December | Executive ni rations withdrawn from tI on Be > 
- Harke y to be postmaster at Palmer, Tex. Office became POSTM ASTERS. 
i] October 1, 1912. GEORGIA. 
it. Llaynes to be postmaster at De Leon, Tex., in place of | B. F. Baker to be postmaster at Woodbu1 in the Stat 
R. Redden. Incumbent’s commission expired April 2, L 
| INDIANA. 
J. Kivlin to be postmaster at Kingsville, Tex.. in place of | Daniel Ganz to be postmaster at Odon, In be State of 
s. House. Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, | tngiana. ; 
} 
[. Oliver to be postmaster at Caldwell, Tex., in place of | 
I 1 A. Potts. Incumbent’s commission expired December | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
l 11. 7 , ’ ‘ , fo 
ssie Peterson to be postmaster at Port “avaca, Tex., in | Wepnespay, May 7, 1913. 
f a Rubert. Incumbent’s commission expired De- The House met at 11 o’clock a. m 
1911. | ‘The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., of 1 the fol 
; C. Porter to be postmaster at Meridian, Tex., in place | jowing prayer F 
n Harvey. Incumbent’s commission expired April 28,! Our Father tn heaven. we realize that apart fron 
can not exist. for in Tl »y ve ! md ( 
A. Roberts to be postmaster at Blooming Grove, Tex., in | py, rv breath we breathe is a ew birth ery ft aentnd ' 
\lva P. Langston. Incumbent’s commission expired | or yy expressed, a token of Thy e* eve 
11, 1918. Thy will. Help us, therefore, assiduously to f tl ! 
A. Shapard to be postmaster at Rockdale, Tex., in place | of health as we know them d navel wai 
Lowenstein. Incumbent’s commission expired January | eontamination of sin. we mav t 
> i 'Thoa ¢ scr? } » to the } oe 1% ; eihj} j 
Smith to be postmaster at Shamrock, Tex., in place of | co ts ee oa ” . Y a 
Exum. Ineumbent’s commission expired March 1, 1915 ' The Jour | of the proceedings of y¢ lay 1 
P. Tarrant to be postmaster at Aransas Pass, Tex. Ofiice | ay ed. ‘ 
presidential April 1, 1910. THE TART 
VERMONT, Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speak: I move tl i nt 


Alton G. Baird to be postmaster at Orleans, Vt., in place of 


— . ; ; ‘ ' resolve itself into Committee of the Whole Hi: 
S. Webster. Incumbent’s commission expired January 11, 


of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R 


3o21—the tariff bill 
Vie »y + ‘ wost mM ter oat Tay Pannineton , | — 
MeGovern to be ] n r at North Bennington, Vt., rhe motion was agreed to. 
i 


1919 : . | Accordingly the House resolved itself into Commi 
: | Whole House on the state of the Union fot 


f Heman I. Spafford. Incumbent’s commission expired 


z Phompson to I stm { r at At ington, Vt., in eration of the bill (HI. R. 8221) to duce toriff d . 
Edward C. Woodworth. Incumbent’s commission ex- | ,... ide vyenne far the 
January 22, 1918. Se ek aaa om 


with Mr. Garret of ‘I PSs 


} The CHAIRMAN \ i the House adjourned last ¢ 
L. Cecil to be postmaster at Pennington Gap, Va., in place ph | 


I paragraph Ek was pending. Are there amendme Ss t 
[. L. Slemp. Incumbent’s commission expired January 11, graph E? 
| Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I « 
I’. Ferguson to be postmaster at Appomattox, Va., in | amendment which I send to the Clerl desk 
of Robert Irby. Incumbent’s commission expired April| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsyl 
GRAHAM] offers an amendment which the Clerk will 
M. Morrison to be postmaster at Smithfield, Va., in place 


The Clerk read as follows: 
toni > See recnmbent’s c — Sy “<~hnira are 

— P. Gay. Incumbent’s commission expired March} pp... 141. line 3. after the word “acting.” strike out 1 
“including ” and insert the word “ exclu 1 


l. 1. Tuggle to be postmaster at Martinsville, Va., in place of | Mr. GRAHAM of P Mr. Chat } 

: S P. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired February _ a : . =. : . ‘ : , tt} 

1910 |a wide range of debate with reference to the b 

WEST VIRGINIA | consideration. Many things have been seid that n 
» Ashi A. | . 

Horhert ‘1 ; . eo —- .. | pertinent, and much has occupied the time of the H that 

“erbert T. Davis to be postmaster at West Union, W. Va., in has no relevaney to the measure before the House I a 
| f William R. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired to see that in the dix madan of the income tax th rreiter 
: 18, 1913. | observance of the rule that whatever is said n be pert 

Ir. Jasper to be postmaster at Glen Jean, W. Va., in to that which is being considered 

; Rdgar C. James, resigned. } The time for debate upon the question as to whether 
mi W. McConaughey to be postmaster at Cameron, W. Va.., | we shall have an income tax has lor since passed It 
: ce of Robert B. Watson. Incumbent’s commission expired 


January 28. 1910 | necessary for one to ex} ress one’s | rivate views with é 
~ ae | tosuch a measure. The majority of this House have felt | 
WISCONSIN, | 


: their duty to present a bill upon this subject, and have asked 
4 ert J. Hemmy to be postmaster at Hartford, Wis.. in place | the House to pass it. They have presented the one that is 
a = Ing L. Bonniwell. Incumbent’s commission expired April | under consideration, and it seems to me that it is the d 
; ] “ I the Members upon this side of the House not to hinder, obst: 
scl lL 


a J. Maher to be postmaster at Omro, Wis., in place of | or interfere with its passage, but to aid in making it 
ver y >. — ’ : : e ‘ . ‘ . “ . 
r W. Babcock. Incumbent’s commission expired January | measure as will give the question of an income tax a fa 


“1913. i full test by the American people when put in actual pract 
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While I respect the men who are upon the Ways and renee | Mr. HULL. I can not yield. 


Committee and their skill and judgment, I must say that a 


perusal of the second section of this bill leads one to believe 


that an immature measure is being pressed upon the attention | 


of Congress. 
This section of the bill ought to be reconsidered and revised, 
There is much in it that is fraught with peril in any attempt to 








| 
| 
| 
| 


exe ile its I rovision ae nad it seems To me there is no section of | 
this bill that is so imperfect as the one now under consideration. 

] me ask the attention of the House to a few sentences 
found on page 141: 

All person firms, copartnerships, compani corporations, joint 
§ or associations 

then the section, after naming others acting in 
n ity. proceeds as follow 
ed 
’ uthorized, but— 

R red to deduct and withhold from such ant 1 gains, profits, and 
incot h sum as will b ifficient to pay the normal tax imposed 
th eo! by this ection and shall pay to the « r of the United 

Government authorized to receive the same; and they are each 
} eby made personally liable for such tax 

What does this legislation mean? It means that you are | 
creating a horde of collectors who are not official; that you are 
constituting every man through whose hands passes a sum of 
money coming to you as income a collector to collect and with- 


hold from you the amount of the normal tax, and he, not you, 
must pay it over to the collector. 

Was there ever a more shameful provision inserted in any 
bill ne so insulting and humiliating to the self-respect of 
every American citizen? A horde of collectors put upon you 
for the purpose of inter epting your money, at d withholding it 

though you were a thief and scoundrel, and the legislature in 


a bill deliberately treating all the people as such. 
} 


This is the provision of this income tax to which I have | 
directed your attention. Consider it for a moment and answer | 


for yourselves, Is it or is it not fraught with peril and dis- 


turbance to the relations of men in the business of life? 
Every lessee, every mortgagor, shall withhold this tax. When 

the time ‘comes for payment a defense is intervened, a legal ques- 

tion is raised, the right to collect what is due to one is taken 


away, and what is your remedy? The remedy in this bill 
requires one to go to this so constituted collector and say to 
him with your hat in your hand, “I humbly beg leave to call 
your attention to the fact that I am exempt,” or “that this tax 
is not due from me and you ought not to retain it”; but one’s 
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in most or many of the States which require 


May 





banks to w 


I do know that there ara } 


and pay taxes, precisely as this provision implies, for 


stockholder in those banks, and according t 


o the gent 


argumen* that is a gross outrage, it is a gross reflecti; 


the stockholders because the banks as a mg 
venience to the stockholder and the State wi 
the State. 


‘re matte) 
thhold 


Mr. EDMONDS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlem 
Mr. HULL. I can not yield. This is a provision 


been in operation for 50 years in England. 
understands it, and instead of complaining ab 
it. It means that double the amount of ta 


tlie same rate goes into the Treasury, ond 


Every hod 
out it tl 

x otherw 
with 


amount of trouble or annoyance to the taxpayer. | 


means that any person, company, or corporat 
hands at the end of the year taxable incom 
in the way of salary or rent or interest, an 
from an annual transaction, shall withhold 
return along with their own return, giving 
dress of the other taxpayer, and when that ré 
revenue office the amount of tax is compute: 
the person at the source, and he sends a ch« 


ion having 


e@ going to ;: 


d so fort 
the tax 
the n: 
iches the 
1 and 


ae 
CK Lil | 


it along with his own. No complaint is made of th 


countries; no complaint is made in this ¢ 
cisely this method is observed in perhaps 


ountryv 


a nh 


States on the part of the banks whose duty it is to 


and pay the tax for their stockholders. I ho 


4] 
pe that 


tiemen rush into these sweeping criticisms they w 


a little pains to read over the bill and to exa 


followed by other countries and States that 
this identical method of collection. It is no 


mine t 
have j 
imposi! 


one, it is no reflection on anyone, it is simply a 


venience both to the taxpayer and to the Gx 
serious injury or trouble imposed upon anyo! 


vernme 
1e, 


Now, the gentleman refers here to lessees and 
| The effect of that amendment would be nothi 
adopted. The first line is the saving part of this s 
All persons, firms, copartnerships, companies, or corporat 


word is not sufficient. He must sanctify it with an oath to this | 


‘ 


man, and it is no answer to say, “or you may make return to | 


the collector,” for the duty is imposed on the individual to 
seize and withhold this portion of the income, and he will not 
pass it by lightly when he has been made personally liable for 





Now, it may be lessees or mortgagors. That whicl 


only explanatory, and the only question is wl 
mortgagor at the end of the year has a tax 


vether 


— 
apie 


come going to a taxpayer. If so, he simply withhold 


that particular amount. He does not inquire 
other business or his other sources of income 
between the taxpayer and the Government. 


into the ft 
. That 
He only 


the tax on this particular item that is in his hands 


not personally liable for the tax until this in 
hands and is to be paid to the taxpayer. 


e 


| the amount of the tax, so that no injury is 


in this respect. He is simply induced thereby to ial 


it, in this bill, as a debt of his own. [Applause on the Repub- | 


lican side.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania has expired 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


[Mr. GrawamM] makes the usual argument of those who eppose | 


this or any other just method of taxation. During the past few 


weeks I have heard more talk about widows and orphans on | 


the part of these big men who represent big interests than I 
have ever heard before within the same length of time by 
anybody during my lifetime. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania undertakes, either intentionally or otherwise, and I hope 


otherwise, to make an entirely erroneous impression upon the | 


membership here with respect to the meaning and the effect of 
the operation of this provision of the law. -Even in his own 
State certain individuals and corporations are required to with- 
hold the tax of other taxpayers and pay to the State, as I am 
informed. In a large number of States of the Union banks are 
required to withhold the tax for all shareholders and pay to 
the State. The gentleman has made no complaint as to the 
operation of this law, which is simflar in Pennsylvania, as I 
understand, 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon. TLere is no such law in Pennsylvania as that which is 
incorporated in the text of this proposed measure. 

Mr. HULL. There is a law there that requires the tax to be 
withheld and paid to the State by one person or corporation for 
another, is there not? ° 

Mr GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. No; nothing like this at all. 

Mr. HULL. I am informed by other Members from that State 
that there is srch a law, and I was simply making the state- 
ment upon the strength of what they informed me. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit 
) » to make one suggestion? 





ment of it to the Government. 
Mr. EDMONDS. Mr. Chairman, I have 1 
tleman’s explanation, and I must say that 


‘ome i 
Then 


inflicted 


isten< 1 


I do 


covers the case where it comes to an individual. W 
talking about the corporations. They can do this 


But suppose a man owns a house and that i 
world. He rents it for $25 a month. Und 
require the tenant to take out 25 cents a m 
the Government? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; not at all. It mea 
that. 

Mr. EDMONDS. How is he going to get 

Mr. HULL. He does not retain any tax a 
the $4,000 mark. 


s all he 
er this | 


onth 
ns anyth 


ut of it? 
t all w 


Mr. EDMONDS. I know: but how does the tenant ! 


Mr. HULL. The tenant knows what he owes the |! 


the end of the year. If it is more than 
retains the tax on the excess. For instance 


| year he would retain $10, or 1 per cent on the 
$4,000, when he pays it to the lessor, and conveys tl 


the Government. 
Mr. EDMONDS. Yes; but it does not 
at all. 
Mr. HULL. It is very plain in line 11, on p 
Exceeding $4,000 for any taxable year. 


Mr. EDMONDS. But if the tenant is paying $300 a y 


how does he know that the amount he is p 
the income of the lessor above $4,000? 
Mr. HULL. He is simply dealing with t 


income. 


Mr. EDMONDS. I think the gentleman from Penns) 


[Mr. GrRanam] is right on the proposition. 
definite at all. 


$4,000 a 
. if it is $ 


$1.000 ex 


say so in 


age 1 a. 


aying wil 


his one ifen 
taxpayer takes up with the Government any other sou 


I do not th 


4 












é 
ay 
4 
e 
J 
5 

4 
4 























—— 


we SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think it is important that 
tand the meaning of this provision. Because I 
‘ several times with the gentleman from 
nphasize what I understand to be the view 
: e touching the meaning of this particular 
that there is an option given to the man 


have 


of the 
section 


who owes the 
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| 


Tennessee 


either to make to the person who is to pay the tax for him, 
he collector, a statement as to such deductions as he is | 
entitled to. 
Wr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman—— 
SHERLEY. Just a moment. I want at least to finish 
s icht. If it is made to the person who is to pay the tax, 
7 then that is sent with the statement of such person to the 


er, and there the amount of tax that is to be pald is ascer- 
“| and the person to pay the tax is notified. On the other 
if he chooses, he may send his statement to the col- 
“TOT Then his statement ts put in conjunction with the state 
I t of the person required to pay the tax in the first instance; 
f ) the collector estimates the direct amount of tax thar 
s to be paid, and notifies the person required to pay it In the 
in other words, whichever course he takes to 
his deduction, the result is that the collector is required 
notify the person having first to pay the tax of the exact 


+ 


( 
{ 
} d 
D 


i 
first instance. Or 
| 
{ 


lor myself I think it might have been very well if the law 
hod expressly stated that the collector should do that very thing 
so that the language which says that the person required to pay 
in the first instance shall pay and shall be liable for the tax 
might not be construed as in any sense making him liable for 
the whole amount without regard to any deduction unless he 
‘tified by the person for whom he pays of such deductions 
in the first instance; and tn order that the construction which 
the gentleman from Tennessee has put on it, which is the com- 
mittee’s construction, may be clearly understood by the House 
and understood in connection with the construction of the act 
if it finally passes in this form, I have thought it wise to make 
this statement. Now, I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I understood the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee fo say that this would not apply in any case where the 
interest did not exceed $4,000. Now, I call the attention of the 
gentleman to the bottom of page 142, to the proviso, which is 
as follows: 


r 


wasn 


orided, That the amount of the normal tax herein tmposed shall be 
deducted and withheld from fixed and determinable annual gains, 
profits, and income derived from interest upon bonds, mortgages, or 
yt ndebtedness of corporations, joint-stock companies or associa 
tions, Insurance companies, and also of the United States Government 
not now ex *t from taxation, whether payable annually or at shorter 


or longer periods, although such interest does not amount to $4,000. 





Does that apply only to interest from Government bonds, or 
does it apply to any interest upon mortgages, and so forth? 

Mr. HULL. It applies alone to interest due from corpora- 
tions, not from individuals. 

Mr. MANN. It does not say so. 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will permit me, as was stated 
some days ago here, the only exception to the general rule 
which requires a person or corporation to withhold the tax of 
an individual Is when the income In his hands exceeds $4,000; 
that is this exception to which the gentleman from Minnesota 
calls attention; that is, in case the interest derived from cor- 
porate bonds or other corporate indebtedness is going to the 
taxable Individual. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I would like to ask the gentleman an- 
other question. The provision on page 135 of the bill allows 
an individual to make a deduction from his gross income of 
Income upon which the tax has been paid at the source. In 
case of mortgages and bonds, the normal! tax of 1 per cent would 
have been paid by the corporation or collected at the source. 
Consequently the amount would be deducted from the gross 
income of the individual and would not be included in bis net 
income upon which the surtax would be levied. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman overlooks the fact that any per- 
son who withholds the tax at the source makes a return of tn- 
c me as to that. All the tax is computed at the office of the 
‘nternal-revenue collector. The amount of the tax is computed 
and the amount sent back. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The corporation is only required to deduct 
the amount of the normal tax, and when they deduct it the 
individual is permitted to deduct the amount of the income 
upon which the nermal tax is paid at the source from his gross 
‘ucome, and your surtax is oniy levied on his net income. 

Mr. HULL. That is a different transaction. You dispose of 
¢ normal tax and then you come to the surtax. 
ae ANDERSON. You have specifically provided that the 
idividual is permitted to deduct from the gross income the 


tl 





as 


| from 
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the normal tax has been taken out at the 


amount 
source. 
Mr. HULL. I think, 
fully, he wil] see that it y ain, 
Mr. ANDERSON. I have read the bill 20 tin ind I 
positive that t 
Mr. UNDER‘ 
sent that 


upon which 


if the gent! 


» construction [ put on it corres 
"OOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask 


debate on this section and pending amend 


| in 25 minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks ur 
| mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all amend 
ments thereto shal) close in 25 minutes 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Cha do I understand that 


this agreement applies clear up to paragraph EF? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. F ts reserved 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Iowa refer? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
from Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request of the 
bama is that all debate on paragraph E 
thereto shall close in 25 minutes 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I said that TI only 
but if it goes clear up to F I want 


To which agreement does tl 
I refer to the request of the 


4 


rentleman from 


and all amend nt 


wanted 2 mir 
§ minutes 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will agree that 18 minutes of tl 
time shal! be controlled by the gentleman from Lllinois and 7 
minutes by myself. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks ini- 
mous consent that all debate on paragraph E and all amend 
ments thereto shull close in 25 minutes, 18 minut: to be con- 
trol'ed by the gentleman from [Illinois and 7 minutes by the 
gentleman from Alabama. Is there objection? 

Mr. CALDER. Reserving the right to object, can T | > 
minutes of that time? Could not the gent! an give 22 1 


to this side? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very well, Mr. Chairman, I will modify 
my request and make it 30 minutes, and reserve 8 minutes to 
this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama modifies 
his request so that there be 30 minutes’ debate, 22 minutes to 
be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] and 8 
minutes by himself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And all 
posed of at the end of that time. 


pending amendments be dis 


Mr. MANN. Let us dispose of the amendments as we go 
along. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very well. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question fs on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Greanam] 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost, 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following further amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 141, lines 1 to 22, after the figure “1,” strike out lines 1 to 


21, inclusive, and the words “such tax" tn the twenty 
Mr. MANN. 
tleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. GRAHAM of 


second 

Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the {¢ 
{Mr. GranamM}. 

Pennsylvania Mr. Chairman, IT would 


like to inform the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutt] that 
I have read this bill carefully. I have not made my ertt 

of this section without due regard to my own conscientiou 
views and convictions. I said nothing in my remarks al! 


widows and orphans, and the gentleman ought to give 


eredit for not traveling ouside of the record He has triveled 
outside of the record and has attempted to impugn my 1 

I want to assure the gentleman, in ll kindness, tl 
motives as a Member of this House are such as have char 
ized me in the discharge of every public duty I have ever 
undertaken in‘all my life. Whether I have represented dur 
ing my life big or sma}! interests in the country will make no 
matter to me as a Member of this Congress. Here I am, acting 


under my oath. and my sense of duty 'o my constituency and 
the whole people is as high and as unimpeachable as is that 


of the gentleman from Tennessee. Now, my criticism is based 
upon this section, because I feel, as a lawyer and a critic of 
language in a statute, that this is bound to make trouble te 
the business world. I said at the outstart I am inte: 


no motion for the purpe 
of this bill. 

When the gentleman alludes to cases In which corpor 
retain moneys to pay taxes it is always to those cases wi 
a relationship exists between the parties that can not be d 


se of hindrance or delay in the passage 
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10 
sponsible or otherwise, the taxgatherer and taxpayer for you 





exist when you constitute an individual, who may be re- 
in your name and stead. I want to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to a peculiar distinction that is made in the remedy that 
he is proposed in this section. First, with relation to 
claiming the benefit of the $4,000 exemption. In this section 
ihe language compels him to claim that benefit from the indi- 
vidual citizen who collects and retains his tax, where the rela- 
tionship of the man ought to be with his Government and with 
its ollicials. Second, in the case when he claims the benefit of 
things that are exempted—in other words, the deduc- 
he has it in the alternative. He may either claim it from 
the man who has withheld his tax money and paid it to the 
collector, or he may go to the collector at the end of the year 
and claim it from him. In the one instance it is imperative 
that he go to the individual constituted by this section a tax- 
gatherer, but not an official, and claim the exemption from 
him; and in the other case—that is, claiming deductions—he 
has the alternative; he may go to this extraordinary collector, 
or he may to go to the United States internal-revenue collector. 
I dare say that in the administration of this section there is 
going to be utter confusion, and the language shows that it 
has not been considered by those who are competent to judge 
of the relation of things in such a matter as this. To put a 
lessee in a position to collect from his landlord his—the land- 
lord’s—ineome taxes and pay them for him, and to put the 
mortgagor in the position of collecting out of the interest due 
his mortgagee the amount of this tax and pay it for him is 
surely an anomalous, unusual, and objectionable feature of this 
chapter in the history of tax legislation. [Applause on the 
Republican side. | 

Mr, MANN. Did the gentleman use all of his time? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman used four minutes of his 

Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr,. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to indulge in 
ecaptious criticism upon this section of the bill, but I do think 
that it ought to be subject to just and fair criticism in all of 
its provisions. I think it is to be regretted that it has been 
coupled up with a party measure so that it can not receive that 
areful, impartial, and nonpartisan consideration which a bill 
of this character ought to receive at the hands of this House. 
No party or no set of men has a monopoly of the income-tax 
principle, and this section of the bill ought to be considered un- 
der conditions which would give fair opportunity for consider- 
ation of the matter in a nonpartisan and impartial way. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] Now, Mr. Chairman, the pres- 
ent Payne-Aldrich law imposes a tax of 1 per cent upon the 
net incomes or net earnings of corporations. That tax of 1 
per cent, or normal tax, is continued in this bill and extended 
to individuals having an income of over $4,000 and not in ex- 
cess of $20,000. In addition, a graduated-income tax or surtax 
is imposed upon incomes in excess of $20,000, but that tax is 
levied not upon the gross income, not upon the return of the 
individual, but on his net income as his return shows that in- 
come. Now, in determining that net income this bill authorizes 
him to make certain deductions. These deductions include 
among others, in the first place, a deduction from his gross in- 
come of that part of his income upon which the corporation has 
paid what amounts to the corporation tax in this bill. 

As a result that income will not be included in his net income, 
and as a further result he will not be taxed upon the income 
which he receives from a corporation as dividends, except for 
the normal tax. To illustrate, here is a corporation having 10 
stockholders, capitalized at $10,000,000. Its net earnings are 
$1,000,000. Upon those net earnings of $1,000,000 it pays a nor- 
mal tax, or $10,000, leaving $990,000 to be distributed among 
its stockholders, or $99,000 apiece. Presumably under this bill 
euch stockholder will pay an additional tax of 2 per cent on 
$99,000. As a matter of fact, no such thing will happen, be- 
cause in determining his net income he should have credit for 
the amount which he receives from the corporation as divi- 
dends, and then he will deduct that amount from his gross in- 
come under this bili, because the normal tax has been paid by 
the corporation. It is perfectly obvious under those circum- 
stances that nothing but normal taxes will be paid upon divi- 
dends of corporations. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman allow me to call his atten- 
tion to line 10, page 134? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Ah, yes; but that refers to the return and 
the tax levied, as the gentleman will notice, not upon the 
amount which the taxpayer returus but upon the net income 
which his return shows, figured according to the method pro- 
vided in the bill. 


Says 


those 


tions 
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May 7, 
Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will permit, that is the yo; 
tax only, and not the additional tax. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Not at all. He pays his tax upon the 
income, whether the normal tax or some other tax. T) 
no distinction, so far as the individual is concerned, 5 


bill between the normal tax and the income tax. He p 
tax whether it is the normal tax or graduated tax upon the 
net income, as that income is shown by the return he ms) ko< 
Mr. HULL. May I interrupt the gentleman? On page 194 
read line 7 down to line 11. That shows conclusively {)).; »,, 
part of the tax is paid at the source, but a return is re uired 
of the entire amount as to the additional tax. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I think the gentleman is entirely mi: 
about that. The normal tax in every instance, if it 
upon dividends or upon the interest of a mortgage, a mo) 
or bond, is collected at the source—the gentleman shakes 
head, but I call his attention to the paragraph to which | « 
the attention of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. I] 
It does not seem to me there is any question about the ; 
struction of it. I admit, and gladly admit, that it was no 
purpose of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutt] to \ 
the bill in that way, but I do maintain that the conclu 
have drawn is the necessary conclusion to be drawn from 
language of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


is 


The time of the gentleman has ex)) 

Mr. MANN. Let us have a vote on that proposition. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I regret that the gentleman f: 
Pennsylvania [ Wr. GRAnHAM] became offended at the impe 
remarks I indulged in in trying to call attention to 
phase of this bill. I construed the remarks of the gentle: ; 
a rather vicious attack upon the effect of this section which | 
considered entirely unwarranted from the face of the |: 
of the section to which he was referring. I perhaps did 
in some arguments that other gentlemen have been ma 
the floor and elsewhere with respect to widows and or) 
The gentleman denies any disposition to utilize that argu 
and I am glad to withdraw that part of my allusion. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to this section, if gentlemen d ( 
offer a criticism to this method of collection at the sour 
should have commenced at a preceding paragraph. Tl 
paragraph of this bill imposes the tax; paragraph B 
incomes; the second half of paragraph B defines the met 
computing net incomes. When you get over to paragraph I 
you come to the direction for making returns. Three ki f 
returns are required for the purpose of the normal tax—one by 
the individual, another by guardian or trustee for | 
ciary, and the third one by any person or corporation who w 
holds for another an individual normal tax at the source 
income. 

These three kinds of returns are directed. Now, if gent 
want to assault this phase of the matter, they should hav 
menced on page 138, down near the bottom, where the re! 
is required. This section, to which the gentleman refers 
merely relates to the payment of the tax after it has b 
turned by the person or corporation for the taxpayer. This is 
simply a long-standing and well-understood and well-cs 
lished and highly satisfactory method of enforcing this | 
England. It has been better developed there than anyw! 
else, and within the past four years one of the ablest pal 
mentary tax commissions that has been appointed there 
haps in a generation was directed to make a thorough inv 
gation and report as to whether this method of collection 
source should be aboiished in order to permit a graduated | 
running up in the usual manner. They reported back at 
end of the year that, after making the most exhaustive ilves' 
gation, this method of collection had doubled the am 
revenue under the same rate; that it had almost eatin 
moved the objection of inquisitoriousness or annoyance | 
taxpayer when the tax was being enforced, and that this, 
than any other feature of the entire law, has contributed t 
popularity of the tax, making it as satisfactory as any 0 
the statute books, and that it at the same time had doubled 
the revenue, 

Now, the Treasury Department in their regulations wil! |: 
nate here very clearly the classes of persons or cor) 
required to withhold the tax, just as the English law « 
nates them in the body of the law, but it required a bh" 
pages in their law to do that and to prescribe other ¢ 
Their regulations will also designate those classes ©! 
vidual taxpayers who will be required to make 4 |" 
return; that is, where their income is not derived [1 
annual business relationship or connection with some pers 
corporation, and so forth, and in the case of traders, oF | 
sional men, or business men, where their income accrues “" 
different and irregular times, in different and irresu' 


MS be 


adhd. Palas Tee, 























































icin all this class of assessments and as to all this class 
rms they would make a personal return. But in 
rents or interest or salaries are due from one person or 
‘ion to an individual taxpayer, subject to the normal 
f 1 per cent, and arising from an annual business rela- 
D, this method of and collection at the 
. is utilized in this bill. 
if this plan has worked so admirably in other coun- 
f it has worked so well in England particularly, where 
, - «are only 40,000 corporations, why would it not work much 
1, n this country where there are more than 200,000 cor 
I can see no reason why it would not work just 
-tically, and even more so here; and instead of being an 
ce to the taxpayer when it becomes understood and ad- 
country, I am satisfied, in view of the uniform ex 
where, that this will be entirely satisfactory in 
| effect and operation. 
my friend from Minnesota 


causes 


‘ ; assessincnt 
iil 


to the 


[ Mr. 


r in confusing the additional tax with the normal tax. 

\ CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
see yield for a question? 

ir. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If a citizen, say, has five buildings in 
veral cities, from which he receives a rent of, say, 


ir for each, what method of collecting would apply 
come of that citizen? 

IULL. In each cuse the lessee, when he made his own 
ret would note the name and address of this lessor and the 
S; ' of accrued income that to pass through his hands. 
He would return that to the district collector, who would send 
he Internal Revenue Commissioner's office here in Wash- 
He would compute the amount of tax, and if the lessor 


ve 
V¢ 


is 


had filed notice with one of these lessees claiming his $4,000 
exemption, that would be pinned to that $5,000 return, and when 
hed the office the computation of taxes would be made, 


d in each case $50 of that tax would be sent back, with 
to the lessor, except that in the case where the exemption 


' claimed the Internal Revenue Commissioner would have 
ded d the $4,000 and sent back an item of $10 to that per- 
l r lessee. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Would it not be less cumbersome to the 
en to pay his own tax? 


Mr. HULL. Yes; it might be if he would do so. I 


jut, as 


§ the other day, he only returns on the average about one- 
of his preperty according to the experience of the States. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 


tle 1 permit a question? 

fhe CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. HULL. Yes, 


ld 


rennessee yie 


Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. In the illustration just made 
v d not each one of the lessees retain the tax? And if the 
rent became due in the first six months of the fiscal or calendar 


r would they not retain it or keep it until the time of the 
ent to the collector? And what good purpose to the Goy- 
ernment is subserved in that respect? 


Mr. HULL. This $4,000 provision about which the gentle- 


page 14] 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair directs the attention of the 
gentleman from Tennessee to the fact that he has consumed 


eight minutes, 
Mr. HULL. My time is up, then. 
Mr. MANN, TI should like to have a vote on the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gramam]. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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ANDERSON] is entirely | 


in from Pennsylvania complains, down near the bottom of | 


Huy] has undertaken to apply here is for the purpose of pi 
venting such evasions. So far I agree with him. ul so fa 
desire to cooperate with him; but I think th lverte 
or otherwise, the provisions of this bill fail to ry 
intentions. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hur 

| entirely failed to answer the argument of the gentleman 1 
Minnesota [Mr. ANperson], as I view it. It is ‘ } 
page 154 there is provision that every person subject ) 
additional tax shall make a personal return thereof; but 

is also another provision, on page 126, that in mak 

turn he may deduct the amount which is received from d 
dends upon stock or from the net earnings of \ rporat 
joint-stock company, association, or insurance comy vy Ww 
is taxable upon its net income, as hereinafter pr 

Now. if in making his returns, in order to 
income, he may make this reduction, the 1 
to the surtax, he escapes it entir iy on that ii 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 

GREEN of Towa. Yes 
HULL. I wish to direct th entleman ‘ 1 t 
tat the normal tax i ‘id in three way l ‘ 
iX an if SiVs, ins { ion ‘? the ru 1 el 
income which is mad ubject to t nor ‘ 
the normal tax of 1 per « 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I am sorry th I 1 Lb ’ 
to the gentleman further, but I have only four t I 
not give the gentleman further time. I wish to 
to my proposed amendment which L h offered lhe \; 
third parag ph « pa 144 stands it ow ! Is 

Any | nm fo n l le and t 
e paid ai i required ) 

} ! F , ? : } 7 — —= 
be m in person 

N v, the question arises Wi t 1s othe 
can mean but one thing ther net incon 
bas not been paid. This normal tax has been paid bv the 
poration or firm which may iin and pay it, an f the 
whose tax is thus deducted has no other income exce} 
stocks or bonds that has been paid in this manner, the 
withstanding the income may be above $100,000 a year, | 
only be required to make return which will 1 
the normal tax. The amendment that I have « ed 
form that it will specially 1 hat situation 
income is in excess of the amount »>as to mal 
the additional tax, then he will be requi ) l 
return. 

Conceding everything that the gentleman f1 re ‘ 
said with reference to other provis is of the bill f f 
of argument, because I do not admit it, this provisi: | 
graph 144 jis in direct conflict therewith, and o { 
and I am satistied will—eventually be corrected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I | ve I 1 
remaining. Four minutes were to be given to the 
from New York [Mr. CaALper}], who has a ne! t 
subsequent paragraph. I relinquish that four 1 t] 
I now have five 

Mr. Chairman, a Republican Congress it 
the income-tax resolution to the States for rat t 
I had hoped that when the ince tux pro 
was reached it would be considered from a ne artisan st 
| point, and that amendments and suggestions from tl le 
| the House might receive careful attention from the other 
of the House. But apparently we are to be treated in the s 
manner on this section that we were on the tar rovisi 
the bill, and however meritorious the su ry be 
this side of the House it is not the int t othe 
of the House to accept them. 

Last night I offered an amendment to strike « r 
bill the provision which exempts the compen yn) f 
present President of the United Sta during the tern 
which he has been elected. This bill provides for a re Nn 
the end of this calendar year for all income received during 
vear. Now, in exempting the present President of the Uni 
| States we may assume that the exemption is for one of 
purposes—one, because the gentlemen desired to curry f 
| with the President, which I think would be beneath them 
| I do not charge: and the other, because of the constitutic 


\mend by striking from line 12, page 144, the words “ such person 
l her net income” and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
the entire net income of such person is of such amount as to make 
it ct to the additional tax as in this section provided.” 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa four 
Ininutes, 

the CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green] Is | 
recognized for four minutes. 
j Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I entirely agree with 


: taxing the income at the source. 
— fairest, the most just, and the most equitable method of 
“) Jing & revenue, it is at the same time the easiest evaded, 


the method which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 


and 








gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutz] as to the necessity | 


} 


While the income tax is | 


the President of the United States during his ter 


we reduce it after his term of office 
' 














provision that the compensation of the President shall ne 
reduced. 


But, if that be the reason, does it not equally apply to 
two months and four days during which President ‘Taft d 
his compensation? If we can not reduce the mpen 


expires? 
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we under 
in- 
Cer- 
from 
nt— 
resi 


upon 
amenament, 
£0 back 1 “12 ii 
r, and you propose to exempt vour Presids 
him, but I will say present 
' the tax, then you must 
» tax on the salary drawn by President Taft dur- 


“iftv to 


comes 
ea lling oul 


payment of xempt 


oubt much whether we have the power to 
the amendment was promulgated 
can extend the tax back three months, can 
If we can 
three years, we can extend it back to the founda- 
Government What right have under the Con- 
that the income-tax pre was in 
was ratified? I know suggestion 
tion on the other of 
er hx will affect them, but 
next time they get a whack at 
[Applause on the Republican 


very 

or 

atified, 
equ 


back 


ext 
the time 
If we 


as well extend it back three years? 


when 


back 
iy 


of 


tien 


the we 


to assume sion 


will 
the 


) 
tion before it the 


ith great consider ide 


we cain say OV 
} 


people will say 
atly astonish them. 


tne 
N (Mr. Staypen). The 
1 by the gentleman from 

i e200 S tal 1, and the amend . 
» CHAIRMAN, Section G is now open for amendment. 


STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follo 


» CHATIRMA 


que io 
t onere \l 


lowa . GR 
ent was lost 


EN]. 


question wa n 


wing 


read as follows: 


the comma following the 


to any insurance 
s solely on the n 

rs or members, ana h 

shareholders, 


holders or me! 


Mr. Chairman, the provision in the bill to 
which this amendment applies excepts from the income tax fra- 
ternal insurance associations, building and loan associations, 
inutual savings banks, and other associations of a similar char- 
acter. 

The purpose of this amendment is to include mutual life in- 
surance companies which are carried on solely for the benefit of 
the policyholders. and holding all of their property in trust, re- 
ved r the members of the associations. Since the bill was 
first introduced the inclusion of mutual life i com- 
panies has been remedied in part by a committee amendment 
adopted yesterday afternoon, which exempts the principal of the 
amounts paid by the policyholders to these companies from the 
income tax. But if it is proper, I respectfully contend, to ex- 
empt fraternal insurance amd mutnal 
from the income tax, then it is proper to extend 

» mutual life insurance companies. associations 
are not formed for the benefit of any or share- 
holders, but exclusively for the benefit of policyholders. It may 
be argued that under the corporation tax in the Payne Tariff 
Act these Insurance companies were subjected to a tax of 1 per 
et provided her but if that is the case there is no reason 
why is instance, exempting fraternal beneficiary insurance 
: ‘lations, you should net also extend that exemption to mu- 
tual li anies. If this tax is going to be levied 
upon them, ry policyholder will bear part of the tax. These 
amounts that w be taxed—so-called abatements, as referred 
to by the gentleman from New York [Mr. GovuLpENn] last even- 
ing—are savings on administrative expense. allowances for 
greater interest receipts, savings on amounts of premiums, and 
the like. They will be taxed, and the tax will fall indirectly on 
the many millions of policyholders, the policies of these mutual 
companies averaging about $2.000. This income-tax provision, 
with the $4,000 exemption, will extend only to 1 per cent of the 
entire population of the country, and by extending this tax to 
mutual life insurance companies you are levying a tax on mil 
lions who are seeking to protect themselves and their families. 
just as every other individual who enters a savings account 
to protect himself. 

If there ts any justification for exempting fraternal insurance 
companies—and I have no objection to those meritorious insti- 
tutions being exempted as provided here—certainly the same 
argument should apply to these insurance societies. because fra- 
ternal insurance companies are organized on the same line. 
Many of them have premiums instead of assessments, and most 
of-them have reserves which are drawing interest for the benefit 
of the policyholders of those associations, but such funds are 
exempted from this tax. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. 


word 
or association 

plan and only for 
avi no capital stock 
d holding all its property in 


livers, 


e * mem- 
sert 

h condnets 

he benefit of its polievholds 
d no stockholders or 

trust and reserve for its 


Mr. STAFFORD. 


145, line 21, after 
the following: “ or 
’ 


ill ite busine 


at 


ser to 


nsurapce 


societies savings banks 
that exemption 
large 


stockholders 


These 


it, AS 1 


in ti 


fe insurance com] 


eve 


il] 


ania 
seers 


| policy in these companies does not exceed $2.000, 
| within the range of 


the | iV 
| kind m the United States. 


nd the | 
(ing to invest 
| selves in the case of endowment policies. 


Mr. MOORE. The gentleman has indicated that 


+} 
the 


[t 
Is the gentleman 
as to the average amo premium paid per year? 
Mr. STAFFORD. I can not tell the gentleman. 
Mr. MOORE. I ean tell. It is $100 per annum, and 


ail 
volves five to million | 


people who are policyholders 


$2,000 to $2,500. 


¢ 


to 
nt of 


six 


Mr. STAFFORD. 
tax will 


That only confirms the statement 
apply to the poorer class of the people who 
their funds and provide for relatives or f 


The bill eX] 


| income of $4.000, which may be the interest return of 


worth $100,000, and yet you indirectly tax the policyho 


|} average principal of whose policy is from $2.000 to $2.5% 


the | 


may be, and often is, making many sacrifices to provide 
family on his death. 
This is one of the incongruities of the income-tnax 1 


| and should be remedied by the adoption of the ame 


n is on the | 





Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 


| word. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, one moment. 
unanimous consent that debate on this paragraph 
Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I would 


now ¢ 
like to « 


; amendment to the paragraph. 


Mr. MANN. There are a number of amendments to | 
from this side to paragraph G. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask nnanimous consent 
bate on the pending amendment close in five minutes 

Mr. MANN. Suppose we dispose of paragraph G | 
subparagraphs that are in it? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to know how man 


|; men have amendments to offer—one, two, three, four ¢g 
indicate they 


y have amendments. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right t: 

I desire to reply to the amendment of the gentleman fr 
consin [Mr. STarrorp]. 

Mr. MANN. There are more than four over here. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani 
sent that debate on the pending amendment of the g« 
from Wisconsin close in 10 minutes, 5 minutes to be : 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and 5 m 
to the gentleman from Missouri! [Mr. BorLanp]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, one of the clearest ex 
of this question of mutual life insurance companies ap 
an editorial in the Philadelphia Record of this mor! 
Record is, perhaps, the foremost straight-out Democrzt 
paper in the United States, and it fully understands w! 
people think about this question of taxing the earnings o! 
who make their investments on this mutual plan for the 
of protecting their widows and children. I will ask 
to read this editorial. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A large part of the “ dividend” paid to policyholders in mut 
insurance companies does not represent profit, but is a drav 
meet possible contingencies, such as abnormal mortality ir 
of an epidemic, the premfums on insurance are larger in 
would be required under normal conditions. When the 
extra hazards fail to materialize these excess premiuins are r 
the payer of the same. ‘This part of a life insurance divid 
‘income” in any proper sense of the word, and ought not 
as such. This ts one of the features of the proposed incov 
which needs revision in the Senate if it should not be revised 
House, 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, that is an expression 
very high Democratic authority. In addition to that st 
it may be said that what it pertains to affects five or six 
of policyholders in mutual life insurance companies. ) 
them have less incomes than $4,000. The average of po! 
force in all the mutual companies ts about $2,500, and 
nual premium averages only about $100. It seems in 
stance that it is proposed to tax the income, not of a un 
is rich, not of a “malefactor of great wealth,” but 
6.000.000 industrious men who have undertaken to lay ¥ 
savings through the medium of mutual life insurance to 
those whom they leave behind. It is a matter that ous 
appeal to those who desire the common people of the 
have a fair chance, : 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, there has been a great ‘ 
of literature sent out in the last few weeks by the in 
companies, some by the so-called mutual companies, an 
by companies that do not call themselves “ mutual.” cont 
a great many criticisms calculated to alarm policyhold 
regard to the operation of the income tax. I say the se § 
ments are calculated to alarm policyholders; I wou 


o 


1 








\ ested surplus, the 


culars, 
up into the 
United 


have farmed th 





te to say they were designed for the purpose of creating 


wey would not be reached by this income tax. The idea 


en to try to bring home to that class of people the fear | 


some way or other they were being reached by the 
n of this tax. To say that these circulars are full of 
ments is putting it mildly. Now, we have heard a 


ml about the operation of mutual life insurance com- | 
It is urged that because these companies call them- | 


mutual” they are in some sort benevolent institutions, 

- earnings should be exempt. As the chairman of the 
‘ittee well said it is impossible for any man not an 
ry to follow in detail all the complications and the juggling 
sunts of these insurance companies and to tell how much 
earnings are profit, how much is overcharge of the 
they have concluded to return to him, and how 
ie saving on the cost of their operation. We know that 
r own statement a large amount of these so-called 
ds are plain overcharges to the policyholder that in the 
tion of competition they decide to return to him. 

[ am a policyholder in two of these companies I am 
to say whether I get any profit out of their earnings or 
t I do know this, gentlemen, that as to the profit they 
mselyes, the income tax ought to operate on it, and as 
they return to the policyholder as overcharge or un- 

| premium, the income tax will not operate upon it. That 
I want to clear up right here and now for the benefit 
own constituents and those of other men who have been 


ed by such a false charge. These mutual insurance com- 


aer 





like the Northwestern, like the Massachusetts, like the 
York Mutual, like the Connecticut Mutual, have an} 
us surplus built up out of some form of profit. If the 

ler is the sole owner of all the earnings, why do not 


licyholders get them? But these surpluses are loaned 
ted in competition with other investors who have 
an income tax. 
tate and all over my State, made out of some form of 
‘s they have accumulated from your constituents who are 

yholders, and it is on those earnings that they ought 
the same as any other corporation. Now, I do not know 
e will permit me, but I want to call attention of this 
o the salaries that are paid by these companies. 


( ny 
i ilk 


ireulars that has gone out has been signed by Darwin 
rsley, president of the New York Life Insurance Co., and 
rding to his own statement he draws $50,000 as president of 


Dy. 
; one of the men who will have to pay an income tax 
this bill, and he is trying to get the small policyholder 
m fight the law. 
have a list here of his other « 
9 a year 


flicials. One of them gets 
as vice president, another one gets $20,000 a 
vice president. The director general gets in and 
$44,700 a year; another director general gets $35,014 a 
from fees and salaries. 
is another one of these companies of which Mr. Charles 
is president, who gets $50,000 a year; James Timson, 
nd vice president and the financial manager, gets $25,000 
And so on, down the list. I do not know what the 
f Peabody’s company is. The gentleman from New York 
bly knows, because he is a New York man. What I want 


fees 


iv 


| attention to is this, that the Massachusetts Mutual 
he Northwestern Mutual have a large surplus which 


them two of the biggest figures in the financial world. 


draw premiums from Missouri, draw them back to Mil- 
or to New York, or to Hartford, and then they loan 
back to us on farm mortgages and on our real-estate 


They put up office buildings in our cities, and they 
an enormous financial power all over this land. Every 


dollar of that must have been drawn at the very beginning from 
Ul licyholder, the little $2,000 policyholder, which the gen- 


an from Wisconsin [Mr. Srarrorp] talked about. Every 


that is actually returned to the policyholder ought to 
‘ exempt from the income tax and, under the amendments 


‘ to this bill by the committee, all such amounts are exempt. 


a taney should return him earnings, and his total earnings are 
ess than $4,000, he will escape the tax, but as to the earn- 


they do not return him, but keep in the company’s in- 
: y should pay a tax on those the same as any- 
sut there seems to be a deliberate plan on the 


el se, 


irt of these insurance companies to escape the operation of 


income tax. This is the purpose of these misleading cir- 


States, 
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| to the eastern centers and then 
cessary public alarm among people who otherwise know | his own farm and collected the interest and taken that | 
the East, they now refuse to bear the in 


which 


| quires a 


| insurance 


They own mortgages on farms all over | 





One | 


Notwithstanding the fact they have built themselves | 
greatest money-loaning and financial powers in the | 
notwithstanding the fact that for years they | tion. 

e policyholder of the West, taking his money | party enrollment. 





loaning it back to 





Mr. MADDEN. 
Mr. BORLAND. 


Will the gentleman yield for a qui 

Yes: if I have the time 
Mr. MADDEN. The question arises if the 
the gentleman are not 
the payment of death losses. 

Mr. BORLAND. I anticipated that quest 
legal reserve, but it is evident that these compan 
have a surplus, and it is the fact that they have a surph 
exceeding the legal rhey 


speaks 


the insurance funds 


ion 


The law 


l 
reserve. have earnings that are 


vested in valuable real estate all over the country which far 


exceed the legal 
Mr. BARTON. 
Mr. BORLAND. 


reserve. 
To whom does that reserve belong? 
I do not know. I have two pol 
kind, and I wish I did know. I know that none of it 
paid to me. Their return to the policyholder is in the na 
of a rebate or an overcharge which they made on him 
charge him too much premium, or they charge him more 
necessary to carry his risk, and therefore they are return 
him a rebate on his premium. 
Whether they return him the full amount that they hones 
should, according to the excess of premium col 
they short change him, I do not know. 
actuary can tell that. Che 
accept the dividend or rebate which 


cies of t] 


No one but an ex] 
average 


must they him. 


give 


simply want to assure you that the amendments made to 
section provide that money which the policyholder rece 
return premiums or surrender value of his policy, or which 
widow or beneficiary receives at his death, are exempted 


the income tax. 
operation of the 


The p 
law in 


licyholder is pro 


ted, and if 


practice shows any injusti 


policyholder it will be further amended. As to the « 
themselves, however, it is not intended to exempt their e 
ings. They ought to pay their income tax to the support of 


Government, even if they have to cut down a few 
aries, [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mi 
[Mr. Bortanp] has expired. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gé 
from Wisconsin [Mr. STarrorp]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division. 

The committee divided: and there were—ayes 68, 1 3 108 

So the amendment 


S50. O00 


was reje ted. 


The CHAIRMAN. Are there further amendment 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Mi! of 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 146, line 22, after the word “ fi 
tornado.” 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose this section G is being read by 
graphs. Now, are there any other ameudments to the 
paragraph of G? 

Mr. ROGERS. I have an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there other amend to the 
paragraph? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from M 


Rocers] has an amendment to the first paragraph 
The CHAIRMAN. Is the 
first paragraph? 
Mr. ROGERS. Yes; to the bottom of page 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
to the desk to be reported by the Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 145, line 25, after the word 
“ benevolent, scientific.” 


gentiemans amel 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
sent that the debate on this amendment close in s minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
DERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that the debate on 


amendment close in six minutes. Is there objection? 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 

Mr. ROGERS. 
rence in the remarks made a few minutes ago by the gentlen 
from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON] to the effect that the in 


is so ordered. 


tax portion of the tariff bill is in no true sense a partisan 
It should not be determined by mere consideratiot 
It is a great question, affecting the Any 






























has been 


rhey 


lected, or whether 





oY policyholde 


ves 
from 


to the 


{Atte 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to express my concu 


can people a whole, and the particular side of the aisle occu- 
pie Menihe who are expressing an opinion thereon should 
I nt ng 

It b this spirit thet I offered the amendment which I have 
Ci l to be read: and I trust that, although as a matter of 
party ne, perl the change can not be accepted at 
thi » of ‘ in charge of the bill will at a later 
time t » care of this amendment, which, to my mind, should 
unquestional be made a part of the act before its final pas- 
Bure into law 

e words which I have cansed to be added will make an 
exeuption in favor not only of religious, charitable, or educa- 
tional corporations, which are already cared for in the act, but 
: favor of benevolent or scientific corporations. In this 
( ‘ n I sHould like to refer to the language of the Massa- 
chusetts statute in this regard, which exempts from taxation 
lit ry, edncational, benevolent, charitable, scientific, or reli- 
gious corporations. Three of the six exemptions along this line 
whicl inssachusetts law includes are already in the act as 
reported, namely, educational, charitable, or religious corpora- 
tions [I have not included in my amendment the word 
“lite ” although I think there is much to be said for that 
j on al But I do think that there can be no sound objec 
tic t ision of the words “ benevolent ” and “ scientific.” 

It might be suggested by some that “ benevolent” is synony- 
n s with “charitable,” and that therefore it is already suffi- 
c tly covered by the terms of the act as it has been intro- 
duced. But it bas been held in Massachusetts that a corpora- 
tion may | charitable,” within the meaning of the statute, 
without being “benevolent,” and that it may be “ benevolent” 
without being “ charitable Therefore, in view of the un- 
‘ bted fact. as I conceive it, that we ought to care not merely 
for ritable corporations, but also for benevolent corporations, 
it seems to me clenr that this word should be added, so as to 
do no injustice to the latter class of institutions. 

\s to the inclusion of the word “ scientific,” I have no espe- 
cial need, I think, to dwell upon the propriety of that amend- 
m The great institutions in this country engaged in scien- 
1 t arch—with no purpose of gain or emolument to the in- 

ution as a whole or to the members who are concerned 
therein—certainly ought to be treated on the same basis as 
r ous, charitable, or educational corporations. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, if I may secure the attention 
of the gentieman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutx] I should like to 

specific question in regard to 2 matter which I think 


has been touched upon more or less collaterally once or twice 


in t discussion, but as to which no definite answer bas been 
give! Take the case, if you please, of a man who owns a very 
irge amount of stock in a great corporation which returns 
] nt tock which he owns an income of $100,000 a year 
May I k the gentleman from Tennessee whether under this 
t, if enacted into law in its present form, such a man would 
ny way, dire y or indirectly, pay the Government a greater 
tux thereon than he has indirectly paid ever since the corpora- 
tion tax of 1909 was put upon the statute books? 

Mr. HULL. On page 134, after the normal tax of 1 per cent, 
which is really just an extension in effect of the present cor- 
poration tax of 1 per cent to individuals—when that tax is col- 
lected on the net come of all individuals and corporations 


then every individual who has an average net income of $20,000 
er fi a corporate or any other source, or all 
other sources, is required to assemble that from these respective 
sources and under oath make his return to the Internal-Revenue 
Department for the purpose of this additional tax, and he pays 
the 1, 2. 3 per cent on all in excess of $20,000. 
ROGERS. But, Mr. Chairman, it ited In so many 
words, on page 136, lines 10 to 14, inclusive, that there shall be 


or o% mm a source, 


or 


Mr is st 


‘ 


deducted 
t! int received as dividends upon the stock or from the net 
earni of any corporation, joint-stock company, association, or insur- 
n pany which is taxable upon its net income as hereinafter 
I d 

Mr. HULL. Because the same norma! tax is paid for him 


through the corporation, but not the additional tax. He assein- 
bles.ench category of his income subjected to the normal tax 
and combines it, and then it becomes subject to the additional 
tax. 

Mr. ROGERS. But does not the gentleman think that, taking 
the construction most favorable to the !anguage of the bill as 
it now stands, there is likely to be unending litigation as to 
whether or not, in a case such as I have put, even the surtax 
would be collected from the individual? 

Mr. HULL. I can not see any possible room for miscon- 
struction, 
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The CHAIRMAN. 


posed 


The question is on the amendn 
from 








by the gentleman Massachusetts [Mr. Ro 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to say . 
connection that this bill contains the usual language , 
ing all corporations of the different kinds mentioned ana 
cated in the exemption clause. Of course any kind of 
or corporation that is not doing business for profit 
acquiring profit would not come within the meaning 
taxing clause of paragraph G. So I see no occasion 
for undertaking to pzrticularize, because we could 
numerable kinds of these charitable or educationa! 
organizations called by different names, and there wo 
no end to it. I think the better way is to follow the ; 
tion clause that has been well defined and understood } 
fore without any particular objection. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Will the gentleman yield { , 
question? : , 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. 
we had in this country? 


Tow many income-tax la 


Mr. HULL. We had those enacted during the ¢ 
and kept alive until 1871, and then the income-tax law 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. What was the lowes 
that was taxed in the income-tax law during the ¢ 


Mr. HULL. Six bundred dollars and up. 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the emendinent | 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rocrers|}. 


The amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there further amendmen 
subparagraph of paragraph G? 


Mr. HULINGS, I bave an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pe 
desire to offer his amendment to the first paragraph? 

Mr. HULINGS. To the second. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I have an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the 


ment of the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 146, line 22, after 
and tornado.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani 
sent that all debate on this amendment close in five ! 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama 
mous that all debate on this amendment cl 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer this an 
the purpose of calling the attention of the commit 
seems to me to be a palpable omission in this section 

The pending paragraph provides for the exemption of 
fire insurance companies from the tax imposed by the | 
amendment would inelude in that exemption m 
tornado insurance companies. In the State which I 
honor to represent in part, and, in fact, in all the g 
States, hail and tornado insurance is quite as importa 
insurance. In those States there have been org 
numbers of farmers’ mutual hail and tornado insur 
panies, for the purpose of protection against losses by ‘ 
hail. They are operated on exactly the same plan 
fire insurance companies, and so far as I can see, the 
reason why they should not be exempted from the 
of this section. 

Mr. MANN. 
to be exempted? 

Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. MANN. 


the word “fire,” insert the w 


consent 


itual 


Ought not live-stock insurance com] 


IT think so. 
They are very common in our country. 


Mr. ANDERSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want bi 
supplement what I said a few moments ago with rete! 


the application of this tax to incomes derived from di' 
stock and from the interest on bonds, mortgages, and « 
debtedness. I direct the attention of the committee to 
guage of the section which relates to the collection of 

tax at the source, particularly to the proviso on page 142 
is as follows: 


Provided, That the amount of the normal tax herein im 


be deducted and withheld from fixed and determinable an 

profits, and income derived from interest upon bonds, mort ; 

other indebtedness of corporations, joint-stock companies ¢ 5 

tions, insurance companies, and also of the United States G 

not now exempt from taxation, whether payable annually or 

or longer periods, although such interest does not amount t : 
. . : OT ie 
Now, Mr. Chairman, upon what is a graduated ine ; 

tax levied? I direct the attention of the committee to | é 


guage on page 133: . 


In addition to the income tax provided under this section (h 
ferred to as the norma! income tax) there shall be levied, assess 
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7 \ er th ( | 
, ; : Met premium overcharges, 
{ is wit { nt at the Mr. HULINGS. I was t speaking of tl 
t ! be harg I was speoki of . ! 
} the me rw the surtax or . nguishment of the policy th t 
| the d id Pe rr I V it tl ti t h ! 
' ’ ded ro ! been made Mr. HULI I w s to t rent ) \ 
t SOG a t } lv t “l this 1 > ¢ rraee th i ) 
| t ther is nota ein th “wTion | I ted © meott when it is 1 ad, so | 
‘ f t ies fo } f ne 1 1 f hye r «i ' b ] ‘ 
y COT rie asmrilw ¢ wh fro ts FItTULINGS I I hold ' low t ) 
‘ . on h ‘ » «€ t) oO? Y WW o ? 2 ] th 0 ne . 1 t to ' 
a »> th ? MWe the s¢ } ] V th hill for het Soe nt 
y in wl that t e I Mr. HULI The 2 \ be ta l ' 
the nmount i ed wl i to 
w. hoving been deter 1, the xX or grad-j|n ! 
} f s . ‘ t 1 not t } MI HIULINGS Chat 1 p t} 
if moan \ in ineo of a1 lion we iv that ! to the | 
mort es, or TI ! 3 I tien, where ' I I of divi uv 
s coll “il e& Sores ew n meking out urne are they or a hey 1 axable 
\ wat he received 000.000 from a corporation nd | insurance « pany ? 
10.000 the normal tox has been | o he will! \ Hurl As the « 3 ] > cons lf f 
f en and say that thet leaves bin oO a mt at] not taxuble if the } illw « titute n 1 ‘ 
h the surtax enn attach. | charges as distinguished from profits or accumulations derived 
I Mr. Chnirman, IT merely wish to say in respect | from other sources. 
(ment proposed that if any r these kind of asso- | Mr. HULINGS. IT saw a statement the other day 
rport to be. are n i ! ‘iness for profit tire receipts from premiu : of one of the insurance « } 4 
1 profit as an association or corporntion. of course | in New York were $56 000,000, while the gross receipts amou I 
collected rhere are number of se-entied | to SSH,000.000, she ga me it to rte » ¢ 
it of different kinds in this country which do | $17,000,000 during the vear. That, I und and he 1 | 
methods that when a policy holder pays a n their hams. Of cour they dvertise that they have 
becomes the property of the corporation, while | all this great surplus which belongs to the ders, but 
» others doing business under such methods as that the | the policyholders never get any of it. As I understond it, tl 
he premium poid and nnexpended continnes te remain | keep it and allow it to aceumulate to stupendous sul and 
rofthe premium. There are so many different ways | those earnings—profit they surely ought to be taxed W > 
h business of this kind is condneted that instead of | I am very mueh in favor of an income tax I 1 
ig to partienlarize it is only necessary, as In the cor- hat it has been brot t here conpled with nh que ! 
-fax law, to impose 1 7 cent on the net errnings of | and that it does not receive the attention it fo receive in 
oration. ff under a proper construction of that rule it | this body. Things go right thr h the oth side here 
lude any funds which they possess as not being tax- | the domination of a caucus. We are obliged to vote this t 
r if, on the other hand, it would embrace as actual profits, | up or dewn. There are a great muny intricate questions ra l 
f mutual insurance companies, certain classes and | by men of standing and reputation as lawyers and judges con 
of profit accumulations, then the tax would be levied | cerning the policy, the methods, and the practicability of this 
{ bill. They are all at sea as to bow this act will be construed 
would be a matter that in case of a difference of con-| by the courts or its effects upon the insurance policy! 
on the courts would always say whether it bad con- | The purpose of this amendment is to make it plain that the 
ness in such a method as resulted in a taxable | snuranee companies themselves are not to be taxed on those 
| to the corporation. Otherwise there would be no tax. | tions of the premiums which they return to the policyhold 
the CHAFRMAN The question is on the amendment pro- The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Per 
I [by the gentleman from Minneseta [Mr. ANpEeRson }. vania has expired. The question is on the amendment. 
he question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. The amendment was rejected. 
HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow 
| ment, which I send to the desk. 
Clerk rend as follows: | The Clerk read as follows: 
t a m elena ie aie ee ee es” mda a Amend page 147, by inserting after the end of i ne 7 “Ps wide I, 
ting after the word “ contracts,” in line 21, the words “and het a oe —e of ee Ee mee a yng “4 eager ite gear alar o e 
‘ er sums paid during the year to policy holders as excess pre- | the pu — and ——- fl ~ pe ee po sea enmitiad 
ti s returned.” : J ness has been approved by a board or ©o sion or co ve I 
with the power by any State to make such approva leduction shall » 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairmen. I ask unanimous con- | allowed for interest accrved and paid within the year on the amount 
Sent that debs te on this amendment close in five minutes. of indebtedness so approved.” 


yhe CHATRMAN. fs there objection? Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman—— 

there was no objection. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
4 ‘fr. HULINGS, Mr. Chatrman, TI understand how irritating | sent that debate on this amendment be limited to six minutes. 
eae he to ® gentlemen who hus given a great deal of thought | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani 
- h intricate subject to be continually pestered by Inquiries | mous consent that all debate on this amendment be limited to 
air a t him by other persons who have given no such atten- | six minutes. 

beaten the subject, and who, perhaps, are a little bit bone- Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have about 


led, but IT beg he will bear with me. The purpose of this | two minutes. 
‘nendment is te give me opportunity to inquire of the gentle- Mr. MANN. This is just on this amendment. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that debate on this amendment be limited to 7 minutes, 5 
minutes to go to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Caper] 
and 2 minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin. I will make it 
10 minutes, 2 minutes to go to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani 
mous consent that debate on the pending amendment be limited 
to 10 minutes, 5 minutes to go to the gentleman from New York, 
2 minutes to the gentien from Wisconsin, and 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PatMer]. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, the provision in this bill rela- 
tive to the subject of interest on bonded indebtedness reads as 
follows: 

Ir I i 1d and pald within tl r on s det d 

) t h ind dr not exceeding t I i ) 

( t I if he kk of 1 ea r if ne Ss 
em] d in t busine at the close of tl \ 

Mr. ¢ nan, I have introduced this amendment because my 

{tention has been called to a condition of things that happens 
to exist in the city of New York at this time. On March 19, 
1915, the city of New York entered into an arrangement with the 
public-service corporations of that city by which the city and 
these public-service corporations will construct an extension of 
our subway and elevated railway system. The extension of 
this system will cost in the n ighborhood of $400,000,000. The 
city incurs about one half the expense and the public-service 
corporations incur the other half. Now, it seems that one of 
these public-service corporations—the Interborough Co. of New 
Yor! has a capital stock of $35,000,000. They propose under 
this arrangement with the city to issue $170.000,000 worth of 
bonds, these bonds having been approved by the public-service 
‘ommission of the State, which commission was appointed by 
the governor. The Brooklyn Rapid Transit Co. proposes to 


sue $100,000,000 worth of bonds ona capital stock of $2,000,000. 
it that to the extent of $35,000,000, the interest 
on the bonds of the Interborough Railroad Co. can be charged off 
as an expense of that company, but the interest on $135,000,000 


\ wt 
sow, 


appears 


of their bonds can not be charged off as an expense. In regard 
to the Brooklyn Rapid Transit Co. the interest on $2,000,000 


of their bonds can be charged off as expense, but the interest 
on $98,000,000 can not be charged off as expense of that com- 
pany. Now, the interest on these bonds which these companies 
have to pay so they may carry out their agreement with the 
city of New York, bonds approved by the public-service commis- 
ion of the State, the interest on these aggregates $11,650,000, 
which can not be charged as exemptions. 

In addition to this inequity to the public-service corporations, 
the same provision of the bill so injuriously affect the city of 
New York as to require the amendment suggested. Under the 
recent contracts for the new subway and rapid-transit railroad 
system in the city of New York, which the city is to share 
with each of the grantee companies by way of a division of 
annual profits after the deduction of certain specified charges 
from the operating revenue, one of the charges, which is to be 
deducted before any calculation of the divisible profits is made, 
is that of all taxes. Therefore, any legally imposed new tax, 
no matter how inequitable, which would increase the deductions 
which the operating company is to make from its gross revenue 
in any one year, decreases the divisible revenue by the amount 
of the increase or inequitable portion, and consequently de- 
creases the city’s proportion. Furthermore, the provisions of 
the operating contracts are such that the fixed charges which 
are to be deducted before the divisible revenue is ascertained 
are cumulative, so that if—as is now believed—the results of 
operation of the completed subway and rapid-transit system 
will not show divisible revenue for the first few years, the 
nmount by which the fixed deductions exceeds the gross revenue 
will be added to and accumulate against the revenue for the 
years. Therefore, every additional or unjust tax 
the operating companies must pay will, by just that 
postpone the time when the city will share in the 
This situation clearly demonstrates the vital interest 
which the city of New York has in this provision of the bill. 
So far as the Interborough Co. is concerned the bill in 
its present form would make the city lose one-half of the annual 


succeeding 
which 
amount, 


profits, 


tax imposed by this unjust provision. That means $33.750 
yearly. So far as the Brooklyn Rapid Transit Co. is concerned 


the bill in its present form would impose an additional loss 
upon the city of New York of $24,500, making a total annual 
loss to the city of New York of $58,250, and an equal loss to the 
companies above referred to. 

I know this matter has been discussed with some of the 
members of the Ways and Means Committee. I know it has 
been discussed with the gentleman from New York City on 
that committee, and I think he understands fully the situation. 
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I saw a moment ago a gentleman on the other sid . 
| Chamber, my colleague (Mr. Merz), who was former, 
troller of the city of New York and who has had to a 

the administration of that great city, and if he is in +t) 

I will be glad to call upon him to substantiate my st 

that the city of New York will actually lose out of its t 

an amount equal to something over $58,250 unless this 
amended as I suggest. Now, I know the outcry will 

be that these corporations which issue great quantities 

in excess of their stock should be taxed. I want to ; 

that this is something that is an unusual thing. It is 

that ought to be done to meet a situation in New \ 

in which we are expending a vast sum of money in 

our transit facilities. All this has been done pron 

has met the approval of our mayor, the board of 

and apportionment, the public-service commissic 

seems to me very unjust that the city of New York s 

called upon to stand this unusual expense. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisco: 
CoorerR] is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. COOPER, Mr. Chairman, when I requested 
announced that I desired it only for the purpose of 
question of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hvuri 
before yesterday I propounded the question to 
but it has not yet been answered. The gentleman s 
he would reply to it when we reached the proper sta 
bill. This is the question: Suppose that a policylh« 
pay $150 a year as a premium on a life insurance 
there is $25 of refund; would he, the policyholder, 
his income return, be obliged, if this bill becomes 
put in that $25 as a part of his income? 

Mr. HULL. If the insurance company had not 
normal tax of 1 per cent out of its net earnings, on w 
dividend was declared to the policyholder, he would 
company had paid it, he would not. That is, if it 
earnings and not some premium overcharge. 

Mr. COOPER. But how would a farmer, living 25 m 
a railroad, know whether the insurance company had ¢€ 
or not. And yet if he failed to make a proper ret 
income he would suffer the penalty imposed by the law. 

Mr. HULL. If I understood the gentleman's questio1 
son who takes out insurance and gets back dividends w! 
stitute a profit—— 

Mr. COOPER. Oh, that is the whole question. Th: 
man does not answer the question. 

Mr. HULL. Perhaps I did not grasp the question. 

Mr. COOPER. I have asked it three or four times, 
body has answered it. If a man has to pay a premium 
a year on his policy, and the company announces to | 
there is a refund of $25, must the holder of the policy 
ing the income-tax return put in the $25 as income? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman and I understand each ot) 
I tried to state this morning, and last evening also, th 
the construction of the word “ dividend” any sum paid b 
the stockholder constitutes a part of the premium paid 
portion, as the law has been construed, would not be sul 
any tax of any kind, either to the company or to the 
holder. 

Mr. COOPER. Would he have to include it, then, in r g 
the amount of his income? 

Mr. HULL. No; I do not understand it so at all. Thot is 
simply capital which he has invested in the company an 
returned to him. It does not constitute income. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
PALMER] is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. PALMER. I wanted to say a word in reference 

i 


sss) 50 RRR RR RR 


amendment offered by the gentleman from New York 
Caper]. I did not hear the amendment throughout, but ! 
think I understand the principle which is involved in the 0! 
jection which is made by the companies he mentions, th 
York surface, and elevated, and subway railway com| 


The corporation tax law now allows a corporation in moking 
up its return to deduct the interest on its bonded indebteduess 


only up to an amount equal to its capital. The case of [he 
New York railways is a pretty hard one, because their « 
stock is comparatively very small, and their bonded inde bted 
ness is very large, and they insist upon a different rule beins 
made to apply to them, because all their financial oper: '\o's 
and arrangements have been made under the supervisic! ©! 
and have received the approval of the Public Service («! 
mission. 
Now, if public service commissions were in operation in « 
State in the Union, and were controlling and approving ev'ry 
issuance of bonded indebtedness, there would be much in 
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t presented by these gentlemen from New York, but 


| 


; if we would come to their relief in this law we | 


e an invidious distinction which would operate 
» interests of men who have arranged their affairs 
equal honesty and with equal desire to do what the law 
the various States, without the approval of a publie 
mmission or bourd. 
er words, every State in the Union requires that bonded 
ess shall be issued only for value, and there are many 
is, probably most of them, where, without the super- 
public service board or commission, such bonde d in- 
has been issued only for value, and if it so happens 
amount of cupital stock, they are 


es e@XC ed the 


Y y in the same position as these New York people. Yet the 
n’'s nmendment would not give them any relief because 
' ‘ not huve any commission or board in their State to 


se their operations. The rule was in the corporation tax 
‘ y becnuse without it there would be an easy, open 
for persons, who wanted to do so, to get around these 
ns of the law in the various States, and avoid the pay- 
the corporation tax, 
if we were to write the provision in the law as the 
1 suggests, we would be doing more barm to equally 
n in other parts of the country than we would be do- 
f benefit or fairness to those for whom he speaks. 
e CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
! proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Caper}. 
question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
RUPLEY Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
I offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
Clerk read as follows: 
I 146. by inserting, after line 11 and after the word 
rt the fellewing: “ Provided, That tl tax herein imposed 
1) gains, profits. and incomes shal! include all stocks, scrip, 
iny description issued by persons or corporations of any 
to them. or by them Proof that the said stock, serip, 
ties ve no value shall not exempt them, said persons or 
from a tax imposed by the provisions of this bill.’ 


i 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 


it all debate on this amendment close in six minutes, 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama _ [Mr. 
Ur :woop] asks unanimous consent that all debate on this 
Iment be closed in six minutes. Is there objection? 
[A pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
RUPLEY. Mr. Chairman, I went to say to the gentle- 
the other side of this House that this amendment does 
from one hostile to all the provisions of this bill. I 
! d here that watered stock, serip, and other securities 
: Cae 


| ited as income and profits and taxed under this bill. 

r the bill passed in 1894 the court decided that— 

tly corporation pays a dividend in scrip. Whether such a 

s evidence of profits, the statute does not declare. (Income 
S94.) 

t is also true with respect to this bill. Now, the court 

i lecided that— 


to this question will depend upon what that dividend 


I ents. If the security or stock thus issued is pure water 


| justify my action 


not represent any actual profits, no tax on that account can | 


d. (See Fester and Abbott on Income Tax Law of 1894.) 


w, I ask by my amendment that we declare here that as to 

stock issued, and be such stock valued by the corporation 
»0 par or $100 par; or if it is a bond, be that bond valued 
at $100 or $500 er $1,000, we take the corporation’s word fer it, 
that it represents value and that that bond or stock or scrip 
be taxed under this bill 
My reason for asking for the insertion of this paragraph 
that I may go on reeord against the watered-stock proposition, 
counterfeit scrip and bonds issued to cover immense 
$ not based on real value. This dishonest procedure is a 


c] 


fraud on laber and consumer alike. An honest effort to con- 
tro] this evil and permit the real profits of corporations to stand 
t serutiny of the law and the publie can not help but improve 
tions for labor and the corporations as well, for then the 
ands made upon corporations can be better regulated and 
controlled, because the public, by arbitration and otherwise, 
“an support and respect a settlement dealing fairly with the 
lInatters involved. Hidden profits, and even suspicion of what, 
perhaps, dees net exist, largely contribute to the cause of labor 
ses, and this provision will help to avoid the strike and its 


S on business as well as the threatened dangers to gov- 
rument 7 


ety 


7 = Democratic Party has been the party of negation and oppo- 
" — p Now, the Republican Party is assuming the same role. 
y “an net we really attend to business and quit playing 


policy, 
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toto, its secret caucus appendage and its 1 
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Progressive platform that 
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tariff commission, reporting th to the sick 
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is not returned to it in ¢ ¢ ed 
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social and industrial injustice. 
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conscience They realize that the tariff must be revised downward and 
that nothing « iil appease the public's ultimation.’ RUPLEY was 
nominated by a Republican convention in Pennsylvania and was elected 
‘ Kepublican candidate. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. RUPLEY. I should like to have an extension of a few 


minutes to explain the position I am taking on this bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like very much to grant the 
gentieman’s re but I have uniformly refused to consent 
to any extensions to anybody, and I will have to ask the gen- 
tleman to take his additional time on another paragraph of the 
bill 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rur.ey]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MOORE. I offer the following. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Moore] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 146, line 19, after the word “ cash,” strike out all down to and 
including the word “ contracts,” on line 21, and insert the following: 


‘Provided, That nothing herein contained shall apply * * * to any 
insurance company or association which conducts all its business solely 


“quest, 


[ Mr. 


on the mutual plan and only for the benefit of its policyholders or 
members, and holding all its property in trust and in reserve for its 
policyholders or members; nor to that part of the business of any 
insurance company which is conducted on the mutual plan, separate 


from its stock plan of insurance and solely for the benefit of the policy- 
holders and members insured on mutual plan, and holding all 
property belonging to and derived from said mutual part of its business 
in trust and reserve for the benefit of its policyholders and members in- 


said 


sured on said mutual plan.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all debate on this amendment be limited to 10 min- 
utes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this amendment be limited to 
10 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have this amend- 
ment in the Rrcorp in this amended form. It relates to the 
question of the exemption of mutual life insurance companies, 
an exemption which has been granted to building associations, 
mutual fire insurance companies, and other associations oper- 
ated for the benefit of the members. 

[ do this also for the purpose of saying a word concerning 
the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BorLanp], 
which to a certain extent had a provincial touch. I would 
not accuse the gentleman from Missouri of being unfair even 
to capital, and I know that he believes he is pleading the 
cause that he thinks he fairly represents in this House. He 
finds fault with the eastern insurance companies because they 
put mortgages upon western farms, because they issue their 
accumulations of capital to encourage industry in the West. 
From my point of view that is one of the merits of these 
mutual insurance companies, They do put money into western 
farms. They do put money into western enterprises. They 
put money into southern enterprises, they put money into 
Pacific coast enterprises, and it is entirely to their credit and 
to the credit of the men whose money is at stake that these 
investments are made. It tends to circulate money throughout 
the country and to improve our general civilization. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I should like to ask the gentleman with re- 
gard to the surplus of the various mutual insurance companies 
dwelt upon by the gentleman from Missouri at some length and 
with emphasis as “these great aggregations of capital” which 
ought to be taxed. Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania tell 
us something about this matter? 

Mr. MOORE. One of the troubles with the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Bortanp] and a number of other gentlemen who 
have spoken upon this matter is that when they see a state- 
ment of figures it staggers them. They can not understand why 
there should be so much money in the world. They can not 
understand that it belongs to individuals somewhere; and the 
trouble with the gentleman from Missouri in the matter of this 
surplus proposition is that he can not understand that the surplus 
is substantially a reserve in these companies to meet possible losses 
from epidemics, panics, or other unforeseen causes. It is fair to 
assume that if the reserves of fire insurance companies, some of 
which are exempted in this bill, were not held by them in the form 
of surplus, then in the event of a great conflagration, like that 
at San Francisco, they could not meet their losses. So it is pre- 
sumed that in the event of a yellow-fever epidemic or something 
of that kind unless a life insurance company was prepared, just 
as a national bank is forced to be prepared to meet emergencies 
with a reserve, it could not meet the demands made upon it. 
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Mr. GOULDEN. 
there? 

Mr. MOORE. Certainly. 

Mr. GOULDEN. The purposes as the gentleman has 
but also when depression or panic occurs in the country {}, 
thing the policyholder wants to know is if his policy , 
paid 100 cents on the dollar beyond the shadow of a dow); 

Mr. MOORE. He wants to know if his money is safe 
is what the policyholders in the district of Missouri y 
mand. Let some great crash come in Wall Street, or so) 
banking institutions fail, let the rumor go abroad that 1) 
trouble in the financial market, and the policyholder w)} 
invested his savings in a policy in an eastern company 
to know if his policy is protected, which is somethi, 
the gentleman from Missouri fails to observe. This res, 
to protect the policyholder absolutely. 

Mr. GOULDEN. ‘The gentleman doubtless knows tha 
less than 10 per cent, and is necessary in times of depr: 
absolutely guarantee the payment of all claims of eve; 1 
and character. Will the gentleman pardon me anoth 
tion? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

Mr. GOULDEN. The question of salaries was alluded 
some length by the gentleman from Missouri. Does the 
man know of any mutual savings banks where they han 
than 20 per cent of the money handled by the larger 
life insurance companies in which the salaries run up to Sz 
a year and even higher? 

Mr. MOORE. They are exempted by this bill, and th: 
a president that salary and sometimes more. They do 
cause they want to secure a man who ¢an, by his re} 
and ability, protect the interest of the policyholders : 
them that confidence that we want them to have. 

Mr. GOULDEN. And they handle immense sums of 1 
fifty to seventy-five million dollars annually—with litt! 
loss. 

Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. MOORE. 
any time on this. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. MOORE. I 
24 minutes of that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvya 
unanimous consent that he may have 24 minute: 
minutes remaining. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE. I will print as a part of my remarks 
lowing letter: 


Will the gentleman pardon a statemen: ; 


The time of the gentleman has ex 
I do not know that any other Mem) 


There are 5 minutes remaining. 
ask unanimous consent that I n 


THE PENN MvuTwuAL Lire INSURAN 
Philadelphia, Apr 
Hion. J. HAMPTON Moore, Washington. D. C. 


Dear Str: We most respectfully but earnestly urge upon 3 
exemption from the income-tax bill for mutual life insuran 
that you have granted to beneficial associations, saving 
tions, building and loan associations, mutual fire insuranc 
etc., with which classes they are fully identified, because the: 
equal or greater service without possibility of any profit. 

Mutual life insurance companies represent between five a 
lions of policyholders, most of whom have less income than 
indicated by the average policy in force in all the mutual 
being but $2,500 and calling for an annual premium of less t 

Notwithstanding the large number of persons holding mem! 
mutual life insurance companies on whom the tax bill will be 
the aggregate revenue from all of them will be comparati\ 
siderable to the Government. Why discriminate against so | 
sons who should be consistently exempted without materially 
ing revenue? 

Mutual life insurance companies were not organized with 

of profit; have no shares; make no earnings; but realizing t 
tance of solvency stipulate for a premium to meet ever) 
emergency. Then as savings are efiected they are credited 
to the policyholder in abatement of premium, thus dimints 
yayments. 
Our effort is not against stock companies, but for the mu 
We can not imagine a single stock company mutualizing to ¢ 
tax on its income; the extra cost through the income tax will 
in comparison with the opportunities for profits to the st 
Mutualization will be most difficult to arrange with equity 
terests, as can be easily demonstrated. 

Investments by mutual life insurance companies are mae 
same purpose as those by the companies exempted, which is 
the savings of the policyholder, and are applied to lessen 
of the insurance and thus lighten the burden of the insured. 

With mutual life insurance companies exempted you wil! r™ 
those unselfish organizations incorporated and successfully 
for the benefit of mankind, and especially that institution 
the protection of the family and the encouragement of thrift 
mate relief of government in the case of the otherwise in 
most worthy. F a 

What can be the excuse for making this exception, which, 
is the one institution that stretches its broad arms wider in | ? 
cence than any of the others? ; 


o 
funy 
fund 





t] tion 


The large number of deserving persons relieved will make t 
pular; it will be consistent, therefore defensible; it will 
nterest of humanity, therefore a right service; it will not ma 
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nue. therefore not depart from your purpose. Let 

1 will place mutual life rance compan) in the ¢ 
Yours, very truly, L. K. PassmMo 
b Pre 


CHAIRMAN. The question is on the an 

entleman from nia [Mr. Moort 
question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 
ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman 


, y x] 
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erk read as follows: 





I offer the following am 


ndment offere 
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itl 








ESSLON AL 


id 


ve 147, line 18, after the word “therein,” by ‘rting 

yaid by bankers’ associations or companies for taxes 
on shareholders on the value of their shares of stock therein.” 
I 


UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
all debate on this amendment be limited to six minutes, 


CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama 
eonsent that all debate on 
Is there objection? 
e was no objection. 
ANDERSON, 
of every 100 in this House are in 


iple. Possibly every Member 


this amendment be 


minutes, 


fay 


form of taxation. I favor such a tax. It 
nate. however, that this section of the Dill 


lor the gag and binding force of a caucus rule 





id spur of party expediency—so that no amendn no 
* how meritorious or rtecessary, can be adopted in this 
House, The effect of such a situation can only be that this 
l se will abrogate its prerogatives in the construction of 
revenue bill and permit another body at the other end 

} 


e Capitol to really write it in its final form. The 





askS unanti- 


limited 


Mr. Chairman, I anticipate that 90 Mem- 
vr of the income- 
of the House is in favor 
iS extremely 
is brought 


under the 


1 
amena- 


hich I have offered is a fair illustration of this situation. 
not entirely clear in my own mind as to whether 


1 1 


be adopted or not, but I do desire by it to 


an unfairness which I 
which I have the 
many other States 


» members of the committee to 
s under this bill. In the 
to represent and in a 


State 
great 


d banking corporations are required to collect the tax w 
ssed aguinst the stockholders of those banks and 
to the proper county and State officials. I can find no 
1 in this section which would authorize the bank 


tax, the amount of the State tax paid for the 


thorized 


to deduct, but if he is 
authorized to deduct it from 


not 


its net income, and 


would be obliged to pay the 1 per cent normal tax upon 
name of 
an expla 


from 


id as State 
I we 
bill from 


ount which it has pa 


stockholder 


tax in the 
ild like to have 
the 


of the bank. 


of that feature of the 


gentleman 


and 8, 
net 


there is a 


income is 


( pace 135, in lines 7 
lividual in computing 
all national, State, 
( within the year. It is immaterial 
id by himself or by the bank. 

ANDERSON, 


to S fact. 


his 


iim. The bank lists the names of the stockholders 


bank. 


ow many shares he has in the bank? 
ir. ANDERSON. Yes. 

_ Mr. PALMER. 

l as to taxes on that kind of property? 
‘ir. ANDERSON, 


to 
( from its net income, upon which it is obliged to pay the 


7 
hl 


i 


He has no knowledge of the amount 


tax assessed for State, county, and municipal purposes. 


Mr. PALMER. 
Mr. ANDERSON. 
S$ hot a fixed amount. 
Mr. PALMER. 
ockholder does not know what it is? 
Mr. ANDERSON. I do not think 
would know. 
Mr. HULL. 


aking up the income tax in 


It is fixed annually. 


one out 
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I.——83 


He knows what the law is fixing the tax. 
The tax is fixed by the State taxing board. 
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it 


direct 
ntion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hurri] and 
think 
honor 
banks 
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ih 
remit 
pro- 


de 


stock 
rs. It is true that possibly the stockholder himself might 
the bank certainly 


conse 


Mr. Chairman, I would say to the gentleman | 
Me) provision that 
permitted 
county, school, and municipal taxes 
whether those taxes 


to 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, does not the stockholder know | 


of 


Does the gentleman mean to say that the 


of a thousand 


Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit, in 
‘ae a January or February it is for 
previous year, They are taxes that really arose the year 
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eal g x th | 
this | I cert no cons ney j 
stockholder to make deductions \ the bank } 
Mr. PALMER rhe | 1 is 
shall be allowed t deduct the tax 
cipal being allowed to deduct the 
Mr. ANDERSON, Yes; I think 
for both the Government, the bank, and 
Mr. PALMER. The proposition here is t 
is the person really taxed he should be | 
deduction 
Mr. ANDERSON, Ido not think so. The ge 
the facts in the case 
Mr. FORDNEY. In the of th I 
}ernment has held and now is enfo1 x the 
money paid by a national bank for & ond 
not a proper deduction out of the net 
Mr. PALMER We this }) 1 | 
Minnesota is entirely different from that nd 
ver the law in only four or State the 1 
Mr. ANDERSON. There ea good 1 y § 
Mr. PALMER (continuing) W he law 
pay the taxes not upon its n en y t t 
stock of the individua! the individu es 
Mr. FORDNEY. When State ‘ d 
tional bank the State tax on its property or 
not permitied then to deduct it as one of tl 


| last 


I want to direct the gentleman’s attention | 
In my State, for instance, the stockholder would 
no information as to the amount of tax paid by the bank 
with 
king authority of the State, and the tax is assessed against 
The bank is individually liable for the tax, and pays 
0 that the stockholder has no information as to the amount | 
s actually paying, because it is paid by the bank and not by | 


Does he not know what the law of the State | 


expenses. 
The 


the amendment offered by the ntiel 1 from M 
The question was taken, and tl mendment v 
Mr. MANN. Has all debate uy parag | 


MOD If there are no further a 
Mr. Chairman, I wa 


Mr. UNDERW¢ 
Mr. MANN. 
word. 
Mr. Chairman, before we commence the consid 
tion III I wish to call the attention of 
munic: hich I have in regard to the adi 
tures of the bill, which I now do 
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a } ; heen a fre one, but on March 3 « tt year Pre 
c I dano vidir that unless $1 be paid 
wit 1 certain period any protest made to the collector against such 
ill ction of duties mu he considered as aband 1, and the 
ne iriff law proposes this same fee 

I tr that f) provision contemplates the re nt of the fee 
In <« the imr ‘ ful wl n the ease is tried. but the effect 
of ft ! is tan ot to placin he { in the post 
of tor » bs a just el agai t a debtor and to whom the 
debtor write that he will to | ae nd iyment l 
e r it, but if the creditor fails to con » him he will charge 
hir dollar. 

Wwe thank y¥ to use your efforts in y a ition 
of th and the striking out of the prov } the 1] 

respectfuily, 
FRI L Br & Co 
Cr May 1, 1913. 
I TAM R. MANN 
of Re escntatires, Washington, D. O 

I S | ny 1 new administrative act var. N, See. HIT) 
pi id for tl Ass it of a fee when protests are lodged against 
the ent of duty lector of cust We herewith regi 
ter our opposition to the on of any such fee and would request 
that you endeavor to preve it. 

\ very large proportion of the Government revenue ts derived from 
the importations of merchandise, and it ts, of course, not the purpose 
of the Government to ha s importers, yet this Is precisely what the 
imy tion of a fee on protests would amount to, as the small man 
would be placed 1 ri disadvantage in competition with the 
larger importers, wh the proportion of the amount of fee would be 
next to nothing. as their importations are of much and fewer 
bulk The small man, on the other hand, Imports from time to time 
1 quantities which his business demands ind in the course of a 
vear doubtless makes many more importations than t! larger im 
porter, but the aggregate amount of duty would t ve! much less 
You will readily see that this would be a decided | den to the § 





man and give his larger competitor the advantace 
W aware 


re well that the Government ordinarily tries to protect 
tl I ‘rman, and we eal! this matter to your attention in order to 
. , ‘aid in our behalf. 
ly, M. J. Neaur & Co., 


H. Wat 
4, and General 


SON, 


Venager. 


Cnyicaco, Itu., May 1, 1913. 











Hon, James R. MAnn, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

The right of icing protest against gal exactions or duty 
has always been a free one, but on March 3 of this year President Taft 
issued an order providing that unless a fee of $1 be paid within a cer- 
tain period any protest made to the collector against such iWegal col- 
lection of duties must be considered as abandoned, and the new tariff 
law proposes this same fee. It ts true that the provision contemplates 





the repayment of the fee in case the importer is successful when the 
case is tried, but the effect of the proceeding is tantamount to placing 
the importer in the position of a creditor who has a just claim against 
a ecbror and to whom the debtor writes that he wil! listen to his 
demand for repayment and consider ft, but if the ereditor fails to con- 
vince him he will charge him an extra dollar. 
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| ld thank you to use your efforts In securing a 
of this order : the striking out of the provision in the tar 
| Respt ys 

| Wm. Garr 

| Wma. Garrr: 


Cresco, May 


















He 7 R. MA 
p > ¢ tntatives, Washington, D. C. 
I : Sr Please p the dollar fee which 
ae a ; the ts after July 1 : 
i j Taft last, and which is r 
{ section tariff. The law 
» file t} } al takes away the 1 
| | u ector tal duties which we thi 
but we nl in many Instances, to pay the 
| ¢ laim w lividual ounts are small Und 
i ha » fil i ry shipment that con y 
| i g litigs entry may have only a f ( 
whi a ¢ t money may be fnvolved in t ’ 
s! i we pay a dollar for tl privil 
the « ‘ a mistake? 
ys 


FAL, 


Worst £. 4 
| By M. L. l 


Pak, Pres 




















_ 
CHICAGO, 
| Hon. Jam R. M Y, 
i e of Representatives, Washineton, D. ¢C. 
| Dear Sil We ask your kind attention to paragraph N 
| TIE of the new tariff, ordering a collection of a filing f 
| test agninst the assessment of illezal duties as well as a 
j I I ler is a great ini e. and v 
t you prot iinst this order becoming a law TY 
the past tariffs e been written ich a manner that 
be read liberally | If a dozer Therefore t! 
’ ) » cl nerchandise, wuld neturally 
ta of a Ww importers, were therefore compe! 
test on f ma ity of entries passed through the eu 
reguiations covering protest are considerably complicated 
ary that > ef y counsel at an expense of 50 per ce 
There an be no possible doubt but that the pres t ta 
worded in the same manner as the past tariffs and we 
compelled to protest most of our imperts. It would be ve 


| 

|e 

| Congre 
j 


s to pass a tariff that would be more specific, th« 
the necessity of so many protests 
In view of the ab you certainly realize the injustic« 


| of $1 for the filing of protest. 

May we ask your cooperation? 

| Very truly, urs, KUNSTA! 
Per W. J. 5 


| Hon. James R. Washington, 


DEAR We 3 to register our strennous opposition 
assessment of any fee relative to filing of protests ag 


MA? 





D. O. 


SiR: 





Lins t 




















ment of duties by the collector of customs 
We suffer a creat d va ge on account of the acti 
collector of customs takes in invariably assessing the h 
rate of duty on the merchandise which we tmport and an 
ny f or t 3; will be one more serious difficuity in « 
feel we are oring under a burden which is sufficiently | 
Yours, very truly, 
} HAPIN & Gore (I 
By C. H. HerMany, 
Cc ; 
| Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
} House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
| Drar Srr: We are advised that the new administrative 
sec. LIE) provides for the assessment of a fee when prot 
against the classifications of merchandise or assessment of d 





collector of customs 
| We beg herewith to register our opposition to the imposit 
such fee, and would request that you endeavor to prevent | 


There have been numerous instances in our own experie! 


have felt that duty had heen assessed under the wrong c! 

} and under misunderstandings on the part of the apprai 
revenue law as applied to our importations It would 
nothing but right and proper that the securing of correcti 
instances be made as easy and free from expense as possible 

| of the importer. In the course of our business we have 

| occasions secured corrections as result of such protests filed 

| customhouse, and we protest against the charging of any f¢ 
| privilege of calling attention to errors on the part of 


officials 

While it not the purpose of the Governm 
importers, the regulations imposing a charge upon protest 
to have prec that effect. It would also place the smal! 
at a disadvantage in competition with larger importers, 1s f 
of the fee would be next to nothing in proportion with larcer | 


is, of course. 


ise] 
ise@ry 


while on small importations the eharge would be larcer in p 
We are well aware that the Government ordinarily t 
the smaller man, and we call this matter to your attentie 


your aid in preventing the enactment of the proposed law 
a fee, 


Trusting that you may give this matter the attention 
believe it merits, we are, . as 
Very respectfully, yours, Tre NONOTUCK 5 
F. H. Bices. 
| — 
| Cnicaco, May 


Hon, J. R. MANN, 
Heuse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Drar Sir: We desire to register our strenuous opposition a 
assessment of any fee in relation to the fillmg of protests | 
assessment of duties by the collector of customs 

As matters are at present, we suffer great disadvantaces 
| of the action which the collector of customs takes in i: 


’ 





| ing the highest possible rate of duty on the mercha: 





-)-pound lots for $1, 











and an imposition of any fee on protests will be one more 
dificulty in our wa We feel that we are laboring now 
burden which is sufficiently heavy | 
ttespectfully, 
; l Bry & Co Inc.) 
Cr eo ) 
s R. Mann, M. C.. 
Washington, D.C. 
~ Wi underst: nd tl il t! ‘ to ne chal = © made iF 
ll on articles in our line 
administrative f ires 1 the former ill 
nd re taken into this new one, but which we si ad 
to kindly use your influence to have changed or modified 
We are at present compelled to pay i tl capacity 
2k per cent, even if such a cask ive h an out 
0 me t or more This should be « “l so that wines 
lie rs in bulk would bear duty on the quantity 
I ted States; in other words, « ictual quantity 
Wine nd spirits in bulk imported in barrels and ware 
1 must be duty paid within three years, and this d 
1 on the original gauge on arrival of the wl } 
uld be changed so to allow the goods to 1 n 
t vears. the same as domestic goods, and the duty 
such contents as are really left in the package when 
1 
~ s of wi s and | wed to th counter, in 
than one d n tle in a se now have to pay 
ad n be s we i | } a 
) ( would |} paid only tl quar 
t t the s 1! v I fi i dictated by 
¢ ind ¢ it | for 1 Sor or 1 
1 1 \ { int pat ( 














read as 
; ted 1 } } a 
' ‘ ¢ 
' reed d, he y 
, ' 2 @ ref ill I l 
ned i I m « I i ane 
‘ n containi t 1d shall 
q li ieate in e f me lise in led 
v ta l nt nd ied 
same i t m ndise ha i 
1 aur 1. fixed rad ined, 01 , 
f. if ti . has heen pn red ot} 
i I een t of pure s or by the dul t 
1) nu t ( yner 
BROUSSARD Mr. Cc] man. I wi not det 1 the «x 
| v if to ale 1 yy ’ «) ( it this t 
slished 1 the Recorp an sting 1M I { 
y ¢@ e ladies in Le siann with ear Oo ie use [ 
» household kitchen 
e referred to is as follow 
AI i 
rR , 
Va dD. ¢ 
B rp: Sor L | 
) » in a small way { ue ! > i 
I | r fk sugar in Congress 
nd fail with o1 5 r 1 nt iw il thin ve 
tchen s ir secrets tl I l 1 fi i the w vd 
\ w of the thing ire revealed in the ir d x 
I pass them t ) ping tha may hel } 
y, yours 
VI 4 CA M 
nlOr fr necompa ied] the al Ve c el 
lion nowadays ind a very st ible f n it 
o have engaged in I n | ids f I % in 
reform » invoke the ‘ ition f capi and i 
3 es ially fitted for serv in partic ir pha 
It may be pr unptuous, | 0 n begir z to thin) 
men who are engaged in the t for a tariff « ! 
z an ally that ought to count r lign, and fe tha 
e going to volunteer to hel; en are | lin 
ities nen are handling it id to assert that 
vy the true inwardness of sugar uit saying VW 
we is 2 house mother how necessary a propel 
f sugar is in the daily men y family? Who 
I h and in what form it shou ! nsed? And who 
y that it ought to be both cheap an bundant? While 
thority on national economics, the careful housekeeper cet 
know the sugar interests on the culinary side, and in this 
cy insists On revealing some of them—those that touch the con 
. Hear us for our cause,” that it be not a “ lost cause.’ 
(rying to get at the very heart—the raison d’étre—of this ap- 


y useless, and certainly fatal warfare on sugar, 
rs put their heads together and set their 
ie problem on its economic side in the kitchen 


iom 


some Louisiana 
hands to work to 
; ; the sanctum of 
ne. We wished honestly to see what part sugar played in the 
ost of living. The experiments were modest and necessarily 
d, but the results seem to justify our contention that the pri 
sar is low enough to enable every workingman to purchas 

h of it as he cares to use. 
| the housekeepers’ experiments with sugar we used impartially the 
‘lated sugar sold everywhere and the “ yellow clarified ” plantation 
ict. This last is an absolutely pure, and, to the uneducated eye, 
| a” me | une sugar. As well as we were able to judge, these were 
eran * sugar commonly used and sold by the best grocers for 6 
, per pound. There are good sugars which may be brought in 








res offer go OF 5 cents a pound, and the Chicago department 
I ‘Ker it in 25-pound lots for $1, or 4 cents a pound. 





he higher p “dd igar the 1 s of ( ’ P 
unt could na 1inst us 
W b im our expel! s the workin An } wit 
a » of cof W carefully w rt 1a pound f i j i 
cot ving chosen tl brand 1 n d 
ce t with od, hor t ft. This brand ] ) 
t ‘pou ind it w found to just 
) 1 kit w he trong co at 
. } | ! I I for ich ( 
\ 1 th ) ] ind 3 } 
ich e 1 < t 
\ art t 10 cor in nn r 10 
‘ > l | 
The caret . 1 t plat 
‘ » ley? \ 
h ‘ 
\ o p { 
\ ee | 1 ) I 
b 15 I 10 ( 
88 « t I i t 1 1 
A ] ’ t} ' i i 
bu ’ 1) ¢ { g 0 
\ vaked ist ] ta 11 t ww 
10 cen t t | { 
I ( } Or t i” « 10 { 
fourths d of i total, 244 « 
oO quart o \ 11 i 
One quart oft ° Tr) 11 f 
Two is of | ut « 11 
I s ‘ I< t dy } 
ff 1 ‘ d <« ‘| v 
1 in } t j | 
ce 1 ! t i ‘ 
pl n ) 
t ? \ 
rite j ‘ \ 
Sy ‘ 
~ ) t t 
} ’ 
i ' 
it 
' ? 
t 1 
\ T 
I \ 
The CHAIRM \ 
bile \ i) | 
"Lhe wil no opyect 
T! Ch read as f 
1 i t Y) ‘ 
} ; 
! j ! 
f 
T 1 
( t Ir « 
¥ i I tT 
i tl 
t } nti 
é cle ‘ 
n 
t i l ! 1 
I d 
I ! ' 
el ) d j 
. : ’ 
; ' { c 
ing oo 
! ce, t ( i 
‘ a iIDVOi . 
Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. ¢ I 1 
word. Mr. Chairman, with | 1 of the Chair, | 
like to recur back to pe w of tl Ww rie > an 
error has been -made | ( ) 7, paragra 24 | 
would like to ¢ the at ition of the gentleman | ing « 
of the | t the present time to the fact that t t pa 
places a tax of $2.60 per gallon on absinthe. It = ¢ 
that the importation of ab he is prohibited, and | 
move, if there is no objection from the other s or the g 
man having the bill in charge, that the word “ ab 






















































omitted from that paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. Of course, the paragrapl 


turned to by unanimous consent. The gentleman fr: | ) 
asks unanimous consent to return to paragraph 245, on page GO 


We made | for the purpose of offering an amendment. Is there objection? 
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‘-RISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, reserving the | of this administration. Other gentlemen on that side a) 











Mp TTAT 
ri to obie I we | like to state to the tle ) from Dli- | ful of what the result may be, but are nevertheless det 
ni that under the exe ve departme f the Government | to write into the laws of this land at “irliest oppo 
at the pres f t] mportation of absinthe is hibited. | the old free-trade notions of your party. To a purel; 
It ( erta hat will always remain so, and we might Just | and unscientific measure such as you have now pres 
as we ' on in the law which 1 é il con not subscribe my approval. A free-trade policy si 
t n the future. I therefore object to the gentleman's | party leaders advocate will, in my opinion, never long 
' approval of our American people. 
RII =. entleman committ did cousider| As a representative of a great agricultural State 7 
thet against the wholesale manner in which the interé 
! f vy York. Ye ver from | American farmer have been overlooked and forgott 
t! . bill. The political party that fails to recognize th 
‘ VN ‘ ld not permit the i no b- | they who till the soil are the very bone and sin 
s Nation makes a cardinal mistake. As in Goldsmith’s 
| tI N vy Yorl t would rl i 
1} I Pee Princes and lords may flourish or may fade 
rm Cy} | \ Ob te n is hear i A breath can make them, as a breath has made: 
Mr IN. J Chairman, as a new M of this Sut a bold peasantry, their country’s pride, 
Cor ate oes itn of inte ad nviction : | When once destroy’d, can never be supplied. 
with a firm desire to a t in this great Co ss in ry way | [Applause on the Republican side.] 
within y po the tment of such | geht reason The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman ha 
ably be expected to bring more happiness, pros} and con- | Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, in support of the 
t t to the people of our Nation; with a high resolve to} of the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Norton} 
¢ t rr > law YY roc In. ‘ — . } 1 ® e . 
| n nd y vote to the support of and regu just spoken, that the enactment of this bil] into law 
t { hall ist ii ecuring to tl everywhere | disaster to American farmers and laboring men 
; Y f ‘ l he t 2 } j } 
t! t om ! n office, in she ry, and on the | permanent advantage to consumers, I submit the fo! 
f est possible measure of com 1 and happi from a Champaign County, Ohio, farmer, together with 
‘ } y?° , ! . y ne wi ? ‘ } mv tir . f ; ' Y +} Tl lig “tigz, : 1° 
n for } hours of labor. Come what 1 ve my time of | item from the Urbana Daily Citizen, of March 18, 191: 
§ ‘ ere short or long, I shall ever endeavor to maintain n o . 
: , ! RBANA HIO, April 
9 f . ne . lnties ‘re the same fre mind and spirit of . - » . : . 
: or eae > : Hon. Frank B. WILtrs, Washington, D. C. 
t ric 1 with which I first entered this th Gg saith eas er 
; ' ‘ } a i l es My Dear Sir: When President Cleveland and the rest of 
ng } re At tlre outset, to be candid, I mi } crats made wool free there were thousands of pounds of v 
I have no great concern for the drones and the i West hauled by the growers to the railroad station to bi 
pe » other than this, that in the years a Dut the railroad companies said to the 
Ho : - a ; |} must prepay freight on it as it may not be worth the fr« 
I be fe I My chi eastern market.” The growers said, “If it 1s not worth t 
, t] I] ‘ d sh I r the 1 it may lie there and rot.” So we lost all this free wool that 
. nd nd f the 1 ) WV e ) jy | men had grown and had delivered to the rallroad by not 
> 7 ~ : . , . provision in the free wool bill to pay the freight on it to mar 
( C upPor e] | wool was a complete loss to the Nation at large Now \ 
I } til, record with the fundamental principles | provide for this in the new taritt bill as we do not want it 
and 1 nT income-tax law included | #22'2- — v4 ane er there “ ongence “ Sheep 
. ic pon ee a an —. , | Lexas and the western ranges to the St Louis and other 
{ I Is bi a It is a big step in the right direction of | that did not actu lly sell for enough to pay the freight 
progressive | i No good citizen, no matter with what | market > the shippers that were with the sheep had to 
to keep from paying the difference in the frei ht and the 
yar ha x sho nNnose 1a mnactment . ‘ law = ‘ 4 . . i 
party may ¢ Ut should op] oo th ees ment of a a They were lucky in having a railroad pass fe ‘ir passage | 
of this character which clearly tends to distribute the burden | Our sheep men do not want to be humiliated like this agaln 
of maintaining our Government upon all citizens alike, accord t mind rais ng : e sheep and wool, but when It comes t 
. e148 . . . ireigt we = . Kt ba Ss ci rin e ree ‘ u p litt! 
ing to the ability and strength of each to carry bis just share | it we think that is carrying the free-wool business a litt 


a a ‘ t} : a So I would advise you to introduce at once an amendment to t 
of the load. Every member on this side of the chamber has a | free-wool tariff bill that the Government be compelled to pay 





right to a pardonable pride in knowledge « f the fact that the | on the free wool and the difference of freight on free she 
. . aie Rien cine . and not let this waste of free wool occur again by not having 
Poanublican Par firs inzed the way for th law. Gentlemen —_— : _ - 
It pr lican I rty irst b Zed he wi) S I : iis ' n 1@] ernment to at least guarantee the freicht and pay it if ne 
op the other side, I have only words of commendation and | do not want thé ilroads to oan ) garcning again by hauling 





approval for your attitude in lending your support in this case | and sheep to market or to have to “ hide out” for lack of 1 


1 compnplefti , is reader vislatior ig reer wr. | the freight on free woo! and sheep. We think {ft fis enough t 
to ti comy etion of th . need d legislat 0 l. I do regret. how a np and free wool « thout money and without price and : 
ever, that your side, so largely in the majority, has not had the | freight. We think the good Democrats ought to grant 
courage to place this income-tax law before this House sepa- | small favor at least. We will not oblige them for this fav 
“1 t¢ ram » tariff hill This shon!] ‘ >» heen dor : . we expect to qnit raising free wool as soon as we can sel! o 
I from the tar r bil rhis sh uld have been done SO that Last year before the election I had nearly 200 head of 
every Member in the House might have the opportunity of | farm; now I have 28 all told. Many of the sheep raisers of 
clenrily indicating his support or opposition to this measure | (Champaign County, Ohio) have done as I have, knowing 
: eet , hi al re i crats wou i vool o he free list and woolen goods or 
frracnect . hie conclnsions : he tariff -he les as rats would put wool on t . iM 2 ; 
irrs ive of is con usions on the tart . redules, If, at protected list of 85 per cent. We will have to pay as much 
suggested, the provision 7 the income-tax law were consid- | clothing this fall as we have ever paid before. 
ered separately from the tariff bill, I am certain that a better Yours, truly, wee 2 
measure than your caucus ee presented to us would be given | anrIcIPATED REVISION OF TARIFF SHUTS DOWN URBANA WOOLEN 
to the country. The Urbana Woolen Mills will shut down the Ist of Apri! f 
. ° 1 $41 lefinite period of time, thus throwing 40 workmen out of er 
ve s Lere . »nas ont and liste , ‘las Gefnite periot £ 
Ih ive sat here during the past month and liste ned with close | as the first tangible culakt th Tebiien Ot iin Deemectatie edmit 
attention and interest to your debate in support of the tariff | w. b _Bre wn, the only resident member of the company wh! 
provisions in this bill. As I stated in beginning, I came here “the factory.” as the woolen mill is commonly called, stat 
ahi tc ianill 2 n to convicti came here j tue | tam we too great to even consider continuing the factory runni: 
wie a ind free and ee tion. I came here intending a change from high tariff to low tariff Imminent 
nnd desiring to vote for a tariff bill that I hoped and was Says Mr. Brown: “ We might invest $200,000 In yarn r 
tly to believe during the last campaign that your side | and make sales of cloth to the amount of $250,000, but wi 
: tet } : ail el lose, for the orders for cloth might be canceled or the c! 
nose where the revision would be a downward revisi« , : ; ; 
e Sa : ° ne _ fo on we 1 on : rd revi ne back on our hands by customers who might refuse to accept 
yased on a scientific investigation that would give a fair pro- 
ti a industries and laborers of our own country 
against the invasion of cheap foreign labor and industries. I 
1 
} 








OPERATED AT LOSS IN 1893. 
“Our books show that with the change in tariff In Clevelo 


reason or no reason, 
at the bill you now propose and amazed at some | ministration this very thing happened at the Urbana Wool 
ments 1 le r the gentleman from Alabama [Mr the factory was operated at a great loss. 
en made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. “We can shut down the mill now withont losing a 


UnNpERWoop!] and others on that side in defi x the free-trade | finances are in good shape, and as soon as conditions hav 
policies of your party and in defending the actions of your | themselves following the anticipated tariff revision, the fact 
acrs¢ cenncuses Throughont the debs » there has been a dear | resume operations. 

—s ee a the ae want enere i = nad rth | Myr. Brown quoted Government statistics showing that In n 
of explanation from your side as to how it may be reasonably | elgn cloth-making countries labor is from one-half to two-thir 


expected that this tariff measure will bring more prosperity to | than In the United States. “In Belgium, especially. os 
il alah a ‘he ts a ‘Att iceman silat: gets $6 to $7 a week: here he ts pald from $12 to $20 a w 
the factory and the farm or how it will increase what the warper’s wages are proportionate. Germany and France als 
laborer now receives for his toil. While some unseen power | wages to cloth makers. We can not expect to compete with th 
appears to compel practically every member on your side to | tries in the price of cloth when the cost of production is so ! 
support this bill, you have from day to day shown a noticeable | for them 
lack of real confidence in the measure. The gentleman from Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman—— 
Alabama [Mr. UNpEeRwoop] is doubtful as to whether the effect Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous conse! 


of the bill will be to reduce the cost of living during the time | all debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. 
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, CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. | in the United States, or which is sold f t 
;] asks unanimous consent that all debate on paragraph | SSU%°S, ane \ nich is : - aft 
se in five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] | ¢ I } s. sl n ase 
r hears none. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. | ‘ h e at 
is recoguized. oon ; ry Moy? | 


SELOAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not use all the five ‘ ade for estimated dut thes { 


s seeorded me; but as history is being recited, I want 













































that it is kept on straight and completed. Credit is | ; mala or come it aid 
y claimed by our minority leader [Mr. Mann] for this | reaso , ' eral « ‘ i 
for the origin and yj ce by House and Senate of the | ° 0 
xs amendment, and its g fi res have just been e ‘ 
by the gentleman from N bh Dakota {Mr. Norton] I t t 
nose in rising 1s th Wh we re talking about the i t i | 
f the income-tax lment I wish to say that a Re- | 
: \r PETER I 
Senator from tft! State of Nebraska, Hon. Norris r. PETERS. 3 ( 
, | > CHAIRMAN i ‘ ‘ 
irafted and introduced the resolution in the Senate a 2 
United State It went forth to the legislatures of this | P } ou nh amendment \ ( 
. 1 ry ] 
4 constitutional majority approved it. and it is now a | ie ad Ploy 
f the fundamental law of th l So, in distributing : 
Nebraska as a State is entitled to the credit for the ' 
f the income tax through her Rh iblican Se tol I Mi -AYNI M ( I y to 
ultrapartisanship of the m y has prevented the | 2 for a few mome 
mbers of the Wa 1d Means Committee from The CHAIRMAN the 1 fre \ 
e drafting of this just law under the amendment, | Payne} is recognized for fi minutes 
t izh ca Is m, reject every amendme! how- | Mr. PAYNE. I want to « end | I 
! ‘ 
ry. which would ! many rors in this crude | very 1 in ore in Ul 
f bill 1 the good sen t t flash oc 
f ii 1 North D 1 TA ‘\ <1! saws that the i ti ousice it or th ny ¢ 
‘ t? ,orthwes \ e fo é We would |! j y | ve lopted so 1 ngs t 
we had been forgott« Rut we are e the nis | that 2 f thev had one s 
were not iorgott >» % would have been mightily cS in ot r sect s< { ‘ 
1 if th Waves ad Me } ( ttee had forgotten us f reait on r sag y l i ] 
lini at ¢ 1 the um 367 ! 1 ‘ t moe which he h bhi n sid j 
ffer by reason of tl! bil {Applause o he Re- | Here is a paragi h which is a s e f 1] 
iC! y rea nh OL Uhi i ° | i on tl v€ i 
n side.] four years ago l Sp A } «ie ol ‘ \ 
CHAIRMAN Without « 1 pro ! yend- | part of this paragt I ] LO hat ‘ 
be withd vi ind the ¢ ' \ read me ot the gen men on the othe sid i 
Clerk read as f | se said thet if it worked out rig hie ‘ 
I eT ! duty n con- | Plisi i more than a ) y « im 1 
in ' . ' he to a | That had to do with gned tl ! 
; Ur d > . pPcreon, | ! re \ t i > a _ Ww I l t ior U ’ ( \ 
st 1 t ( t ( *} : 
oh ay ee ees aires neh | whol , wt was consi; tr ¢ ' ‘ 
! wh entry nda ddit } » tl certified | proved hat there was » 1 é \ ( 
T f an ‘ red b iw a ‘ } te t . ' I ' ‘ f 
J t i t eost duct Pr 
; uch « ¢ ‘ ; | So l pre ed this } \ 
1 this act \ n ‘ ] I st s dnt | t he market ju ‘ hh ‘ W i 
isiened for sale by or on fay yn other than tl s the real market | ‘ ' hen i 
i 5 } re i i ‘ i nt { ‘ I > 
tl} In , St t “ y a Fen ' t , r col ind al SO ible co i : rth il ‘ 
«) the time of ft en 5 { ht andre I ent to | fixes | ou that s the v: M 
fr ; rt ’ ’ wr ‘ = _ 
of custo t ti t wh t y i i ’ a i Ihe jority of the ni eh p ] 
entrv < i . } the ¢ @ y 2 : 
‘ vy him or Y i of treat t not vy to the ) 
how it ! v the w nd ft ‘ ior } ‘ 
the t , in e | | 1 for the mittee have . : : 
‘ i t the ‘ r > 
’ ‘ nd i] t ¢ ‘ 3 I Ss pe ‘ i | \ 
{ ted States resident v hin t I wt ein t é ect | vy ) 
bei , ! - i os é 1 Tine the l i 
: i i) Vi i 
her than the 1 uf ti y { . ’ ¢ \\ ‘ you l i { . 
rson making ement, on tral ted vy to ge i nd it nid st « 
ite i ice ¢ ! port it engl ' ed ‘ tare »tol 
ted States to tl ‘ 5 ned, and the 
copy to be filed in the consulate of { ory, « to es I ry f 
Irie . ‘ : * leofy ce or cost is a mere m te 0 . 
. PETERS. Mr. Chairman. I _ effer an : endment. | ¢ price o ‘ al : f s« 
Tt >is . r fhe met he NT thre f ‘to j 
> CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. | , _ 
t . : : | in wing busine el ( thie 
i 3] offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. bers a t 
Clerk read as follows : “d 
» % e 173, line 13, by + ne out th vw ds “section 11” | ' 
uting therefor the wol g I W ( t 
' = 4 - ; . to a 
CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | ad 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. | , “s c 
I 3}. ; Zo0ds 
e question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. | r ze 
CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. at ' 
ie Clerk read as follows: | , ; 
at when the actual market ilue, as defined by law, of any : ° 
of imported merchandise, wholly or partly manufactured and ae wie - . 
to an ad valerem duty. or to a duty based in whole or in part 
® Can not be ascertained to the satisfaction of the ; ppraising pee , a . ’ 
ch officer shall se all available in his power to acer. 1 4 g 
- t cost of production of such mer e at the time of exp ta e i 
: » the United States, and ai the place of ma facture, suc) t of Ih h = 1 
“uctiOn to include the cost of materials and of fabrication, and all l ( ; 
! venses to be estimated at not less than 10 per cent. covering . nh } 
; ; d every 0 tlay of whatsoever nature incident to such produc l OllOWe t a ! 
ond Aine a. \ the expense of prepa ing nd putti 1z UD ch | were provided in the present law I have be i 
: lise ad or shipment, and an addition of not less than & | : in whiecl l I mt law l ! 
hare than 56 per cent upon the total cost as thus ascertained: | by the wa in which t ue resent iw 
i no case shall such merchandise be appraised upon original ap received some portion of the credit whi Is Its ane it 
‘Si OF reappraisement at less than the total cost of production as . : ' 
thus ‘ertain , a te - be “| differe "~ our years ago, when people gi a 
woe Fh ertained. The actual market value or wholesale price, as de be . it tI m f lk oe a i ; ed ere 
d by law, of any imported merchandise which is consigned for sale | Shouting in the index and alleging all sorts of false es 
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about it. Of course, they did not know better. I am not acens- 


ing them of any wrong intention in the matter. There have 
been many untruths told about that bill, but the truth is getting 
out. One of these days history will be written. In fact, his- 
tory has been written already, commending that bill and the 


imanner in which it was nade, Time evens up all things in the 
and by and by, when people see the workings of this bill 
they will say, “ For God’s sake, why didn’t we take the existing 
tariff law as it was, amending the wool and cotton schedules, 
and let t of it and let the industry of the country 
vo on 


I thank you, gentlemen, for the consideration which you have 


( nd, 


the res alone 


given this paragraph and other paragraphs in the administrative | 


fertures of this bill, and I want to commend your judgment in 
ugreeing to so many of them. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] is commending the committee for 


the adoption substantially of some of the administrative fea- 
tures of his tariff law. I am willing to admit that the gentle- 
man from New York occasionally stumbled upon some good 


t, so far as this feature of the law is concerned, I will 
him the fact that in changing so many specific 
duties to ad valorem duties our committee were constrained to 
ito our law certain features of the existing law which 


deus: bu 


point ou to 


ecarry 1 





might appear to be burdensome to importers; and even further 
to tighten up the administrative features of the law so as to 
protect the customhouses and the revenues of the Government. 


I am frank to say that I should uot have voted for the adop- 
tion of this feature of the administrative law if it were to be 
continued to be administered by Republican officials. All of 
these administrative features impose more or less discretion in 
the administrative officers, and I am bound to say that the 
, law has been administered in recent+years has often 
been a gross hardship and inconvenience to importers, and in- 
justice has occasionally been done. 

rhe gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] will remember, 
as I do, the appearance before our committee of certain export- 
ers of onions and vegetables from Bermuda, who claimed that 
the market price in New York was fixed as the point at which 
the duty was to be assessed, upon the claim at the New York 
customhouse that they could not ascertain the market value of 
these vegetables in Bermuda, thus raising the duty consider- 
ably over what it would otherwise have been upon these vege- 
tables. 

As I say, a law of this kind is capable of great abuse if it 
is administered unfairly and unjustly, but I have every confi- 
dence that under the present administration of the Government 
honest importers will receive perfectly fair play at the custom- 
house, that they will not be discriminated against, and I am 
perfectly satisfied under those circumstances to vote to include 
in our law such features as are necessary to administer strictly 
ad valorem duties. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Peters]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“M. That the appraiser shal! revise and correct the reports of the 
assistant appraisers as he may judge proper, and the appraiser, or, at 
ports where there is no appraiser, the person acting as such, shall 
report to the collector his decision as to the value of the merchandise 
appraised. At ports where there is no appraiser the certificate of the 
ustoms officer to whom is committed the estimating and collection of 


the 


duties, of the dutiable value of any merchandise required to be ap- 
praised, shall be deemed and taken to be the appraisement of such 
merchandise If the collector shall deem the appraisement of any im- 


ported merchandise too low, he may, within 60 days thereafter, appeal 
to reappraisement, which shall be made by one of the general appraisers, 
or if the importer, owner, agent, or consignee of such merchandise 
shall deem the appraisement thereof too high, and shall have complied 
with the requirements of law with respect to the entry and appraise- 
ment of merchandise, he may within 10 days thereafter appeal for 
reappraisement by giving notice thereof to the collector in writing. 
Such appeal shall be deemed to be finally abandoned and waived unless 
within two days from the date of filing thereof the person who filed 
such notice shall deposit with the collector of customs a fee of $1 
with respect to each appraisement objected to. Such fee shall be de- 
posited and accounted for as miscellaneous receipts, and in case the 
appeal in connection with which such fee was deposited shall be finally 
sustained, in whole or in part, such fee shall be refunded to the 
importer, with the duties found to be collected in excess, from the 
appropriation for the refund to importers of excess of deposits. The 
decision of the general appraiser in cases of reappraisement shall be 
final and conclusive as to the dutiable value of such merchandise 
against all parties interested therein, unless the importer, owner, con- 
signee, or agent of the merchandise shall deem the reappraisement of 
the merchandise too high, and shail, within five days thereafter, give 
notice to the collector, in writing, of an appeal, or unless the collector 
shall deem the reappraisement of the merchandise too low, and shall 
within 10 days thereafter appeal for re-reappraisement; in either case 
the collector shall transmit the invoice and ail the papers appertaining 
thereto to the board of nine general appraisers, to be by rule thereof 
duly assigned for determination. In such cases the general appraiser 
aud boards of general appraisers shall proceed by all reasonable ways 
and means in their power to ascertain, estimate, and determine the 
dutialite value of doing 


the imported merchandise, and in so 


may 
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exercise both judicial and inquisitorial functions. In such eases } 
ings may in the discretion of the general appraiser or Board of ( 
Appraisers before whom the case is pending be open and in the I 
of the importer or his attorney and any duly authorized repr: 






of the Government, who may in like discretion examine and 
examine all witnesses produced. The decision of the appraise 

person acting as such (in case where no objection is made ‘+ 
either by the collector or by the importer, owner, consignee. or 
or the single general, appraiser in case of no appeal, or of the |} 
three general apprafsers, in all reappraisement cases, shall — 


and conclusive against all parties and sball not be subject to 
in any manner for any cause in any tribunal or court, and th: 
or the person acting as such shall ascertain, fix, and liquidate ¢} 
and amount of the duties to be paid on such merchandise 
dutiable costs and charges thereon, according to law: and no rea 
ment or re-reappraisement shall be considered invalid beca 
absence of the merchandise or samples thereof before the « 
officers making the same. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out tl. 
word. I understood my colleague from New York [Mr. i| 
son] to say that section L had worked some injustice 
assessment of duty on onions from Bermuda, as appesi 
the hearings. If that appeared in the hearings it was : 
error, because the duty on onions is not an ad valorem 
the present law, but it is 40 cents per bushel of 57 pounds 
would it be necessary to invoke this paragraph L, which 
tion 11 of the former law, in behalf of onions, in this } 
cause the committee have departed from their ad valore 
in regard to onions and have assessed the rate of duty 
cents per bushel. It was probably something else th 
friend had in mind, or else it was a fairy story that sou. y 
told the committee. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will give the gentleman a chance in 
moment. I want to conclude. But, Mr. Chairman, the 
man says that there is going to be a stricter enforcement 
law, and also a more liberal enforcement of it under the } 
administration, and that it is largely a matter of discret I 
hope there will not be any more liberal enforcement tha: 
was in a case that came to my knowledge in regard to th 
paragraph, section L of the present administrative law. 

There was a case where the manufacturer was taking 
tire output of the factory across the water, and the q 
came up before one of the subboards of general apprais 
New York. Evidence was taken, and the importer show 
clusively that there was no market price for the goods : 
in the country of their origin, and the attorney for the | 
States then went on to show the market price at wh 
goods were sold in the United States and what would 
proper reduction for duty paid, and also allowing th: 
commission of G6 per cent for various charges for comunis 
which could not exceed that, and the Government sl 
pretty handsome advance over the invoice that bad be 
with the goods and the sworn appraisements of the im 
himself. 

Then the matter was adjourned from time to time for 1 
of three months until the importer could get time to o: 
and have three or four fake sales and then come bac! 
testify that there was a market value for the goods. A 
the fraud worked. ; 

Now, I hope there will not be any more lax administra ’ 
the law than that was. If there is, this section would | 
of any use. It has been of use because the importers 
been afraid of it and have made more honest returns tha 
did before. Even under a lax administration it would do 
and if the present administration is to favor the import 
der their administration of the laws it will still do soi 
and help to catch somebody and work for an honest a} 
ment, because the importers themselves will make the 
appraisement, 

I hope the gentleman does not mean fully what he says 
law ought to be fairly executed; there ought not to | 
division on political lines about the administrative featu: 
any tariff law. There was not any such division when | 





Will the gentleman yield 


chairman of the committee. This is the first time that 
thing of this kind has occurred. Everybody was consultc:! 


had their say about it in the formation of the bill. The « 


has been on the part of each member of the committee | 4 
fore that, whatever the tariff rates were, they should be eq 3 
and fairly enforced against all people importing these ¢ o 
into the United States, to the end that if the law wis Py 
one it might appear by its enforcement, and if if was 4 cit 
one it should be commended, and at all events it show ee 
equitably enforced against all people. at 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I think the gen & 


from New York [Mr. Payne] is exactly right—that the « 
istrative features of the tariff bill should not be politic:!. 


they should be framed to enforce whatever rights are |)! 
the statute book. But the gentleman from New York | 
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istaken in reference to his own attitude in passing 
<trative features of the law, because in the bill that 
s his name the minority of this House were not consulted 


e 
il 


as the adminis 


into the llouse 


aming of that bill in committee, so far 
When it came 


ve features were concerned. 


was a rule adopted that prevented the minority from 
‘ offering an amendment in reference to the administrative 
res of the lew, so that the minority had no chance to 


or offer amendment to it from the time the bill 
, in committee until it ended in the House. 
ir. PAYNE. I just want to say one word. Perhaps I will 
i the gentleman that I stated in open committee at the 
ing. in reference to this paragraph and the administrative 
ives especially, what I proposed to do,about this. I re 
that the present Speaker of the House, lending minority 
ber, snid that if I could that object I would 


done good in a tariff bill, whatever else it might accom- 


even 


her 


accé mplisl 


UNDERWOOD. I am free to say that the gent! an 
i what he proposed to do to our end of the committee, but 
we were invited out when the hearings were ended Phe gent 


n then prepared his bill and put in what his party desir d, 


e 


| put it through the House under a rule in which we had 
rt. I am not complaining of the position the gentleman 


tnken. but I wanted to eall hi ttention to the fact i 
bill passed heretofore the minority have bad no chance to 
» their judgment in reference to inist: on 
of the law. 

ir. PAYNE. The gentlemen will remember that we have had 


sn 


the adm 


‘ ™ 


res 


1 


; | revisions of the administrative features of the law not 
ted with a tariff law, and they were before a full « 
UNDERWOOD. .es; but the present law was not 


} 


n that way. 
PETERS. 





Mr Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
ned us when the present tariff law passed it was the 
e of all the committee that the rates provided in the bill 
| be adequately enforced. I can assure the gentleman that 
1 is the desire of the majority who frame this bill, and I 
that the minority will share that ambition with us. The 
in bas called attention to a lack of eifectiveness the 
t law in section 11 of the Payne Act, the provisions of 

i we adopted with some iditions in paragraph I f 
bill. He has called attention to the fact that whi \ 
was under consideration the importers went abroad and 
le fictitious sales and then came to the Sec f ‘ 
ry. produced those sales in evidence, and claimed that 
established a market, and that that market must be taken 


e Trea fixing the m: 


The Treasury was compelled to a 


il as irket vaiue 


sury Department 
» imported goods. 
evidence. 

PAYNE. Mr. 


Chairman, the gent! 


man did not quite 
‘stand me. It was where a case was before one of the 
ards of appraisers, and evidence was being taken, that all 


iis occurred. 
Mr. PETERS. 


eferred to 


Mr. Chairman, I 

I think I am ig as 

ntleman We are familiar with that c: and 

ded specifically against the fraud which was perpetr: 

department by that act. It was a fraud for the 
to establish a market value by fictitious 

led in section L to the provisions of sec 


1m quite familiar wi 
it in 


stating ist as cx 


~ 1S. 


<p 





tion 11 of the presen 

the. words: 
! with reference to the appraisement of ; orted met indise 
purchased or consigned, the Secretary he Treasu is au 
t 1 and empowered to determine the ex er or nonexistence of 
sn market, and such determination shall be binding and conclu 


on all 


persons and interests. 


act, the S 


ie 


If such a case arises under the provésions of this ecTe- 
lary of the Treasury may refuse to receive tl evidence of 


e wash sales and may maintain that they do not establish 


a foreign market. This illustrates perfectly the attitude of 
your committee in respect to the provisions of this law. We 
mean to make them effective; we mean to give the Treas- 


y Department, in which we have the fullest confidence. the 
power to collect the rates which we fix in this bill. We 
to confer on the Treasury Department all proper authority to 
Getect and punish fraud. 


, Mr. MOORE. Mr Chairman, this paragraph provides for a 


foods in the event of a request for a reappraisement. 


‘ : 
that new law? 


Pl PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I was answering the gentleman 
hey York, who was speaking on the provision of section 
» The provision to which the genileman from Pennsylvania 
Ve 


refers is in paragraph M and paragraph 







we ' ' 
word. The gentleman from New Yor! ) 

| strike out the last word when we reached t 

graph on page 179, which is paragra MI = . 
page 176. In that paragraph provis . le f 
fa fee « f S1 by the j nportel 

dise who desir to appeal from the apprais ‘ \ 


of $1 to be paid by the importer, consignee. or owner of | 
not | 
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Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I mo 


that paragraph now. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, may I say t 
is strictly in order, but I spoke on ara h | 
was made and | wished to reply to at. ! 
present paragraph was read Deba ; 
and then the gentleman from M 
paragraph L. I am sure the ¢ ‘ on 
paragraph M. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman from New Y« 
mystery delightfully, but what I v ed w 
formation I do not want to ] s I ! h M 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will stat | 
graph M has been read, d the se ¢ ‘ 
moved to strike out the ~~ 1 rd, ml « ( 
amendment debate has been pr eding I g 
New York [Mr. CALper] is waiting to offer a 
just as secon as the del t ! f 





ded 
Mr. HARRISON if New Jj Mii ( I 5 
a i the ! te fo or \ 
fi ul, the cha \ ce | 
im eri m state t whe I i that t ! 
the n b of the " | . 
) meaty be excused. = ( t 
festive o n, but the S tl ' 
on impor nto New ¥ ‘ , 
Parsley, carrot beets, i 
kohl-rab 
The ope ion of the 3s di , \ 
from New Y c and 1} ( 
tration, s to Ye ' 
( le S the 1 i Live 
duty was ected Lf 
] re ex ple, ol oe ( 
Ol nf is made | Mr. § ‘ Sj ‘ 
P: nie f Ber 
Mr. MOORE Mir. ¢ ! 1, I { 
word. I do this me to recur t ‘ 
provided for in this | ‘ 1 
agent I oO im des t 
pr n I desire to ff 
Mr. PETERS j "N | 
In this § 
Mr. MOOR WW 
it It @ « pl ed Ww t 
‘posited upon | l, and if 
repaid. It may be ve ! 
M PETERS I t! 
| oc I ! I ne <« f = 
first me it is put int pr fa 
Mr. CALDER Mr. Chait 1, 1 of 
The CHAIRMAN rhe Clerk will report ‘ 
Che Clerk read a ollows 
Page 177 ke d 
nd ‘ ! ‘ 
Mr. CALDER Mr. Chait 1 ¢ of 
if reed ¢ will be to a 4 
j the | ment ¢ prot f sl 
n st an excessive \ int the “ l 
Mr. Chairman, this protest 1! inc 
reorgan th s 1@ pl I 
t. Many believe that the Pre ‘ | 
lish this protest fee, and I 
corporated this provision in the 30 ! 
protest fee could be ‘ollected Now n th ng 
amendment I am acti n fo } 
of New York. I am told ft t pward of TO.000 
filed each year in the cust e at t { 
tice to file a protest if an er or 
the customs duty is excessive. Very oft 
file hundreds of protests and in some se th ‘ 
tests to cover one litigation, be Ise { ¢ 


day on the question of excessive \ é 


in several schedules, and a pr t } f 
each one, and then litigation s ‘ 
years. So to cover every sii e import 


the importer and merchant to 


period if he hopes to gain advantage 
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ihe importations entered in the interim before the courts make 
final decision. 

Mr. MOORE, If the gentleman will permit, does he not think 
this will add very greatly to the confusion now existing in this 
business with regard to appeals on appraisement and reappraise- 
ment? 


Mr. CALDER. Undoubtedly it will. 

Mr. MOORE And that it will lead to a tangle of accounts? 

Mr. CALDER. Certainly; and it is well known that collectors 
in cases of doubt invariably assess the higher duty, leaving it to 
the importer to protest the classification before the Board of 


General Appraisers. 


colle 


The theory of the protest is to advise the 
‘tor that he has made a mistake, and he is presumed in such 

his error and refund the illegal duties. When 
it is considered how many protests are decided in favor of the 
importers it will be seen how frequently the collector is in error. 
Also, when it is considered how slight a doubt may cause him to 
assess the higher duty it is unjust that an importer should be 
taxed for the privilege of pointing out this error. It is true 
that the provision provides for the repayment of this fee in case 
the importer should prevail. sut should an importer be com- 
pelled to take the chance of losing, in many cases hundreds or 
thousands of dollars, for the privilege of contesting a doubtful 
classification even though he, rather than the collector, might 
be mistaken in the interpretation of the law? 


cases to correct 


It has been claimed that many frivolous protests have been | 


filed, which entail needless work on the part of the Government, 
but experience proves that many protests deemed frivolous by 
the collectors of customs or the Board of General Appraisers 
have been sustained by the courts. For instance, in the so- 
called “ Bottle Charges ”’ cases, the Board of General Appraisers 
refused to sustain protests because they were frivolous, and 
hundreds of suits were filed in the courts on appeal. All these 
alleged “frivolous” protests were decided by the court in favor 
of the protestants. 

Furthermore, the fee of $1, while apparently small, is in fact, 
because of the wording of the provision, very large. The para- 
graph would require the payment of $1 for each protest and 
that each protest must be limited to a single issue. 

It is a new innovation, unjust to the importer and the mer- 
chant, and I sincerely hope my amendment will prevail. 

The paper I have in my hand was handed me by the Mer- 
chants’ Association of New York City. It is a protest against 
this legislation, and I know of no gentleman in this House who 
can discuss this subject with more intelligence than my col- 
league [Mr. Metz]. His name is signed to this protest, which is 
addressed to the House of Representatives, as I indicated above, 
by the Merchants’ Association of New York City, a great body 


country than any other body of like character in the United 
States. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, the requirement that a fee of 
shall be deposited with a protest now a law through a 
proclamation of President Taft in March, providing for the cus- 
tomhouse reorganization. The provision for a protest fee of $1 
is based on the recommendations of the two special committees 
which have investigated the customs service in the past year. 
The imposition of a fee is also recommended in the report of 
the last Secretary of the Treasury. The present practice tends 
to encourage litigation, and the fee should cut out a large 
quantity of useless labor. It should eliminate a considerable 
number of purely speculative and frivolous protests. 

All these duplicate or frivolous protests at present require the 
following handling: 

At customhouse: Received, recorded, trasmitted to appraiser. 

At appraiser’s stores: Received, recorded, report of facts to collector, 
record of return. 

At customhouse: Receipt of report of appraiser, 
report (often rubber stamp), transmitted to board. 

At the board: Received, docketed, placed on calendar, called by the 
board on calendar (and abandoned), decided, 

At the office of Assistant Attorney General: Prepared for hearing. 

At customhouse: Recelpt of decision, record. 

During the year ending June 30, 1912, there were over 96,000 
protests filed, and at that time there were pending over 146,000 
protests. The committee which investigated the customs ap- 
praisers’ office estimate that over 50 per cent of the protests 
are purely fictitious. Now, in all judicial procedure it is the 
custom to have a fee charged on the commencement of any 
action of law. The present law offers every opportunity to 
gamble against the Government with no expense. 

I desire to ask unanimous consent that all debate on this 


$1 is 


formulate collector’s 


paragraph, and amendments thereto, shall be limited to ten 
ininutes, of which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox] shall 
have four minutes, the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
four minutes, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Metz] 
two minutes. 





The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words i 
erence to the matter before the committee. This the 
time that I have learned that President Taft before ye; 
from office put into force by Executive order this require 
of requiring a dollar to be paid in the way of a prot: | 
think he should be commended for that course. And rig} 

I want to commend him heartily for putting into force ; 
plete reorganization of the customs districts of this count 
think he did his country a great and invaluable service 
way. 

Two years ago the little committee over which I presid 
chairman, the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasy;\ 
partment, investigated this identical question. The sd; 
tration prepared a bill to meet the conditions that were 
existing, particularly at New York. My recollection is th 
fee they required in that bill was only 25 cents. I suggesj 
Mr. Curtis, who had the subject under his control and 
hand at that time, that I thought the fee was too low. 2 
went ahead and investigated it. While our committee d 
have the power to report bills, we made our recommend 
that legislation of that kind be enacted into law. It 


is 


is 


| gentlemen, I think, beyond a doubt—and I am quoting Mr 


tis upon that question when I make this statement 
reason of the countless thousands of protests that are 
New York City, it actually requires the addition of 
10 to 15 additional clerks to jacket and file and keep thes 
tests in the proper place so that they can get at them q 
The only persons on earth who will be hurt by thi 
““ambulance chasers” over in New York City. If a n 
meritorious protest, it is not believed for a moment that 
object to paying a fee of $1. And if I understand the EF 
order issued by President Taft before retiring, if a m 
his protest the dollar is paid back to him. It was the t 
of Mr. Curtis before the committee that even a fee of 25 
charged upon the protest would reduce the useless protest 
are made in New York City practically one-half, and 
would reduce the protests to the amount of one-half 
necessarily reduce the number of clerks working in th 
some 10 or 12. So I am glad to see the bill carry an 
provision of law to this effect, requiring a fee of $1. | 
judgment it ought to be $5. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yi 

Mr. COX. Yes. 

Mr. CALDER. I know from actual observation th 
are not 15 clerks employed on that work. I am told tl 


t} 


i 
| only 2. 
of men, having more business with the customs service of the 


Mr. COX. I am quoting the evidence of Mr. Curtis | 
and I received—and I think other members of my co: 
received at the same time—a large number of protests 
the bill that was then pending before our committee, and 
one of those protests were from a, lawyer who looked 
these protest fees; everyone of them. 

It is nothing in the world, in my judgment, except th: 
bulance chaser” that gets after the importers, and I a 
and the evidence discloses the fact—that these attor 
look after the importation of merchandise and the filin: 
tests take these fees on a contingent percenta 
win they get their money, and if they lose they do not 
If an attorney wants to engage in that kind of pra 


ge basis 


him put up the dollar himself, and then let him [ 
chances on winning the amount of duty. I think this 
wise provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York 
PAYNE] is recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. My colleague [Mr. Metz] is on the 


side of the question from*what I am. I am with the co! 
and I understand my colleague [Mr. Metz] wants to 
opposition to it. 


Mr. METZ. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I do n 
to do anything of the kind. 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, two minutes’ time w 


served for the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

Mr. PAYNE. After Mr. Metz. 

Mr. METZ. Mr. Chairman, I simply rise to thank 
league from New York, Mr. Catper, for the compli 
pays me and to make a brief statement. 

I have had some experience in this matter, and I want 
there are two sides to this question. The last speaker \ 


dressed the committee on this subject [Mr. Cox] is quit« ; 
The greatest objection comes from the lawyers who hand 2 
cases on a contingent basis, but the members of the Mer x 
Association of New York are nevertheless in earnest | 1 th 5 
ommendations which they have made. My purpose in I's 1S is 








































nresent these recommendations from the customs com 
the Merchants’ Association of New York and to ask 
‘ be placed upon the minutes; that is all. 
is the document referred to: 
ASSOCIATION OF NEW YORK RECOMMENDATIONS RELA 


rHE ADMINISTRATIVE SECTIONS OF THE 1 


NDERWOOD TARIFF 


hers of the Sirty third Conarcsas, Washington, 





hants’ Association of New York desires to call to your at 
‘ wing important matters lative to the customs admin 
s of House bill 3321, now pendin and strongly urges 

ndations set forth b w be folk l 


l. 
and not now take, 
always deemed 
which should 
the appl 


ting factors 


sociation has never taken, 
lules or cates, it has 
features the tariff a subject 
ind attention, regulating it doe 


and rates to tie three conuk 


aoes any 


tariff sche the customs 
have its 
cation of the 
affected. 
= 

the which the tariff law is in 


Government, for revenue 


rhe domestic manufacturer, for h degree of protection 
afford; and 

importer, for the right of importation 
stered, as the tariff statutes may 
» conceptio ore, of this association that the 
the tariff law should be carried on, first, under provi 
» in form fair and equitable as between these con 
cond, by customs administrative officers who appreciate 


fair and judicial attitude in the administration 


suc as 


under such 


idmini prescribe. 





t 1, there adminis 





this conception, this 
rvice and r 


‘ative matters 


ym time to 


association, through its com 
re law, has conducted study 
14 years, and has made many 


for changes in the administrative 






toms 8s its ol 
for over 


time, 


McKinley 
custom 


of July 


d this a 
imini:trative act 
1897, and to 
thereto we might ds 
Government, the 


lit On March 1, 


iike 


st 


President 


requ make a 
10, 1890, 
changes 
the bett 
and tl 


ssociation 

of June 
Suggest such 
1 wise for 

manufacturer, 
report was pr 
itions for chan in 
This report was rendered 
large committee which was 
domestic manufacture! and im 


to 


i} 
act 


iments 





as 









domestic 
a 


1900, 
ley making specitic recommen: 
administrative act 
a comprehensive study by a 
tative of merchants, 


nted 


to 


the 





tom 





"s, 


nd 


1900 


Means Committee, responsible for the Payne-Aldrich 
recognized the force of the changes proposed by thé 
Association of New York by accepting and by obtaining the 


en of these suggestions. 
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trative provisions in the tariff bill now pending are far | 


thes those in 
nte ¢ “ata 
unter 

the 
t e p 
than the 


the original administrative act in any of 
Their enactment into law would, to an alarm- 
ct any relief intended to be afforded by the reduc- 
tariff itself. 


opo ed 


or 


s n 
are much more 
provisions of the then existing 
a commercial war between this 
azo. The provisions of the present 
ite imminent danger of foreign 


provisions 
administrative 
nearly brought about 
nd Germany a few years 
t to operation, would c 


and 


ne 


stringent 





il 








ff a very series nature which could not f to have a 

s effect upon the present efforts so strenuously put forth 
the foreign commerce of this country. 

tionable features contained in t proposed adminis 


} 
ue 
n of the bill, which have aroused great sition, are 


opp 

PARAGRAPHS M AND N, Sectron III, 

AND REAPPRAISEMENT FEES. 

he greatest hardship in the proposed law is the 

the importer for the privilege of filing a 
nt of duties. It is well known 


PROTEST 


protest 
that 


agai 


collectors, 


nst 


in 


to contest the classification before the Board of General 
The theory of the protest is to advise the collector that 

a mistake, and he is presumed in such cases to correct 

d refund the illegal duties. When it is considered how 
ts are decided in favor of the importers, it will be seen 
the collector is in error. Also, when it is considered 

1 ck t y cause him to assess the higher duty, it is 





an importer should be taxed for the privilege of pointing 
that the provision provides 


: for the repayment 
importer should prevail. 


Sut should an importer be 





to take the chance of losing, in many cases hundreds or 

collars for the privilege of contesting a doubtful classi 

though he, rather than the collector, might be mistaken 
tion of the law? 

i claimed that many frivolous protests have been filed, 

needless work on the part of the Government, but ex 

that many protests deemed frivolous by the col 

ms or the Board of General Appraisers have been sus 

tie courts, For instance, in the so-called “ bottle charges ” 

Board of General Appraisers refused to sustain protests 

were frivolous, and hundreds of suits were filed in the 


“ 


1. All these alleged “ frivolous ” 
n favor of the protestants. 
‘ ] fee 


protests were decided 











Ot the — of $1, while apparently small, is, in fact, 
t wording of the provision, very large. The paragraph 
the payment of $1 for each protest, and that each 

be limited to a single issue. 
y an issue is not decided for two years or more, and in 
He, through the continuing character of the importing 
ae oe ee small fee would rapidly accumulate and 






We are aware of the fact that a great deal of 


{hen the Board of Generai Appraisers in the handling 
a) u nere 


OlVes 

















idee 4 seems to us no reason why these protests could 
| Ga a customhouse while the issue is pending before the 
reneral Appraisers or in the courts. f, then, the issue 





ded 
t +) 


against the importers, the protests could be aban- 
importer, 


tl oo mhouse, or, if the issue is decided in favor of 
‘© Protests at the customhouse could be sustained by 





of this | 


levying | 


t, invariably assess the higher duty, leaving it to the | 











the collector without send , 
rhe assessment of a f fo 
wi n p I pl id ] I 
rhe same ns Vv ! f 
alt ir eap] ement the «le 
because t ues ( lt with 
PARAG r J, Si lil 


AND DUA ‘ 
P ‘aph I of s 11tl ( ] f 
1} it { ) 1 \ f ¢ i 
exceed t ‘ ty 
eon leew l { . ’ 
















































































































importation 
one-tenth are frand nt, but 
ations in the m et and ‘ ! if f 
porter fhe fact that the | 
entry Is ey t 
who | non ! 1 ’ 
pric awa t he has ] ey 
few staple goo the ma t wah / i 
on t gr of 
t. one man seldo k 
» class of goods | hased f 
I a l It i r mu { 
on tr t 1 7 
( I l , t f 
It is tl e mar a tha d 
th dif 3 ily 1 ( if . ‘ a j 
this rn om! d f 
u entional derva t n not 
Arduous as I ion { v. 
in pa : ¢ 1\ { l 
bur« e than one lredf 
but mak ip] ‘ 
It provid t t if the exm 
in the | 1 States } I 
is less than tl fair 1 ! 
l me t ’ mon n ‘ 1 | } ) 
Ww nee ¢ ed to ft Un as 
to the 1 1 State t} } ! 
{ tre é tween tl 
If the good i 1 ¢t 
even det i 
full +t n up t 1 t 1 
to the ties provided f I I 
would be assessed eve t! the } 
for the wording of the } n 
whether he adds or not. In t ) 
to make irket valne. he hi f 
clause Into oj ition by admitting tl i 
e ied v tl market pri 
PARAGRAPH L, &§ III 
AMERI N § 
Paragraph I t I tion 11 f 
rdr st tiwe th iti ' ( 
rm section, aft providing th I \ 
lering the cost of production, further | t tl ‘ 
value of any merchandise consigned f le « l ) 
the United States, and which is not actua 
sale in the open market of country exp 
shall not in any case be appraised at less t i 
which sneh or imilar me a s¢ l { tt a 
deductions for estimated di 3, ¢ of ' tat 
other necessary expense n yr i m of G 
oods or a reasonable allowance f | 
ex “i S el on | i l I ! i 
in the present law, and while it ! een rked 
quently, it is absolutely wrong in | l ! 
gent application For instar 
a certain price, it is obviou t wit 
not be higher than will al ! ! ‘ e t j ! 
under certain ci ! n f 
per cent, and it ) { 
re | fit if h ; ) ” é ] t | 
howe r, may think s té } 
may allo him only 25 1 ly I 1 
cent In order to do iness |! t! 
so that he will still obtain his 355 
under which he dle the g l I t | 
again be raised, yn the rt s I I ) 
importer is compel » quit in { 
No comment ist essary to show t 
of this prov ym, the only use of whicl 
porters out of business Under tl | ££ ! 
owever, it 1 go furthe t l 
right to contest the apy I idi tt t 
not sold freely in tl ‘ itt f ex t } | 
the importer | ( 
to show that } n we ] 
and that this fo did \ 
proposed in t l, as ] Ss 
y is authori vered to 
existence of a et, nd 
ind conclu ive ; 
Manifestly t an t 
the Secret j ] 1 
ym special ‘ | 
power proposed in tl I 1 to to t “ 
Treasury practicall eal ts d 
respectfully submit that the « 
to the honest importer, should no e ce i to 
whose reports, experience sl f 
ection, with the exception of the pr i for 
upon the basis of cost of production, we sub ! i 
impracticable, unjust, and unfair 
PARAGRAPH U, S s Ill 
EXAMINATION OF FOREIGN ) I 2 
Paragraph U provides as follows: 
“That if any person, persons, corporat r 
shipping, consigning, or manufacturing merchand 
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«7 * 
~ ‘ 
United States shall fail or refuse to submit to tl inspection of a duly | port made by the Dennison committee appointed bv 
ine 1 estigaiing office f the United s when so requested Each of these reports magnify the evils which we ! 
t ‘ , re rds, or ; pertaining to the | @ small extent \ we have shown, the underva!l ' 
‘ or cl ification of such no andi t s etary of the relatiy licht, but we believe that their dé tion, ji 
‘l in } discretio j while failure or refusal | caused by want of efficient laws. The difficulties that 
c nu to ude from « y ill max handise sold, shipped, in the past and which are spoken of by the two commi 
‘ ‘ nufa l } corporation, or above t to the lack of laws. but to the in proper 
‘ d ported » tI {('nited St and adminis 1 of existing laws. This does not mi: 
i ' 1 is | 1 in its consti on the importer | cal « recommended are necessary. 
at at ’ rd ivaniage He purchas h j the open ket We doubt that if the proposed changes in the customs aq 
e pl ag ym, d then it pp act had been in effect during the life of the last ad 
‘ has no « ( ref s to « < in di would have prevented any of the frauds that have been a 
J t 0] t 1 rep itive of the 4 Dd tment, the | the past four year : 
i ce of ipply would be cut off j RECOM MENDATIONS. 
l ‘ ication of t ‘ oul nd lead to inter on . ian . , 
nati 1 complications Retali sures o rt would be [he Merchants’ Association of New York therefore ri 
n t natu na our American i ‘king foreien | UTEes an “2 ; ¢ > 
' 1 bitter] "4 t nection f . lnding First. That if section 3 of the proposed tariff bill is + : 
I l f yet, by repr tat fc n 3 ‘ 1c at this time at least the amendments indicated above sho : 
tu nt country could ill d to} t! ré ecome | Porated in the measure. 
kr 1 ughout the world. » adoption of t sed ion Second. That ction 3 be eliminated from the bill ent 
vest in t) emplovees of the t t i pow I permitting the present customs administrative reg tion 
pt eh own that \ f la on ¢ revenue h , | force for the time being, and that there be created a com: 
pery ited through coilusion wv Go 1 nd vy } sentative of the Ways and Mgans Committee, the Treasury 
spectfully binit that rhe ) tion of the pre prov mn muld | the customs service, and the factors affected by the oper 
constitute a tremendo { ptation on the 1 any dishonest em customs administrative provisions, which committee 
} to profit by this ‘eat powel W I mmend that | careful and complete analysis and revision of the admini 
this provision should be eliminated in tot | lations, and should report to the Ways and Means Commit 
Pa rH V. SI ; Il time for consideration thereof, and action thereon by yo 
|} and by Congress at the regular session convening in Decer 
IN I 1 OI M I S | The reason for this second and preferable recommendutior 
par ph gives the Secretary of the T1 iry power to refuse | customs administrative portion of the present law is a 
tm} , if any pe mn. persor orporatior r other bodies en which in many respects, in our opinion, is inconsistent a 
g i 1 t importation of merchandise in 1 Inited States, or en An attempt adequately to remedy these features by the pr 
i in dealine with such imported merchand < r etos nit | tional amendments in the pending bill, in our judgement. m« 
anv or all of his books, records, or accounts pert to the value or | the difficulty already existing. Such a complete revision 
< fication of any such 1 orted merchandise t the inspection of a | mend ‘would, we believe, produce a far more effective, just 
‘d ceredited investizating officer of the United States.’” se lief istent code for administrative procedure than has ever 
t CPN OXI din some quarters that this provision is unconstitu past in connection with any tariff law. 
tional ‘n that it constitutes a violation of the f th and fifth amend- | Respectfully submitted. 
ments of the Constitution of the United Sta as interpreted by the | COMMITTEE ON CUSTOMS SERVICE AND REVENTE ! 
United States Supreme Court. Whether constitutional or not, the pro-| - THe MERCHANTS’ ASSOCIATION OF N 
vision is extremely objectionable, both b use of its violation of the | THomas H. Downine, ( 
right of privacy and because of its ext lability to abuse | H. A. Merz. 
It may be claimed that an honest in ! r should have no objection J. C. McCreery. 
to throwing open his books, but no business u however honest, will ’ Joun C. Eames. 
view with eavanimity a demand at any or a times for the divulge- | JoHN JEROME ROONFY. 
ment of his innermost trade relations, becanse in the hands of an un- = ' 
pulous speciai agent the power for hatm under this authority 1s | Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, IT am heartily in f 
i ulable, and experience in the past has shown that the efforts of Proposition and I have advocated the change propo: 
special agents are oftentimes more enerceti im iair. j , * . 
Moreover, the wording of the provision is so broad that its literal | length heretofore. It has been a question before the | 
application would produce results unheard of ny enlightened coun- | mittee on Ways and Means on several occasions. W: 
vines comet io Goce cic tinetatines besleaes at tne | 2 good deal of evidence on the subject and a good many st 
la) t merchant in the country. This paragraph provides that if any | Ments, and they all resolve briefly into this, that a 
person dealing in imported merchandise refuses to sl . his Pooks. — tion of these protests are filed by attorneys who take | 3 
" incall Wen 8 Sntnw ng ous livery "’ oO im ay fe exc » or a ies . 
Se ate eee omen oe | on shares, generally for a moiety of what they rec 
ho hovld have an order from a retailer in sor listant part of the | times less and sometimes more. On the other | 
country, and the retailer should refuse to show his books, the importer | are some honorable attorneys who appear in these S 
would be precinded from tmnorting any other goods intended for de- | . ; ae } 
livery to the retailer. It should be noted that this paragraph provides | 40 not take cases on shares, but charge a reasonab 
for the inspection of books, not by the collector or appraiser, as in the | their services. 
° , out a aT duly ——, a a ae = aaa t — | Now, it is a reasonable proposition for the import: H 
ptate 5 wo i be ¢ gre ep ackWw ) ne as ; * 2 
merchants were terrorized by special agents, who came into their offices, | Ports the goods and they are appraised at a higher 


seized their books and papers, and sealed their safes. 
*akaGRarn P, Section III. 
PENALTY FOR REFUSING TO APPEAR AND TESTIFY, 


This paragraph requires any person, even though a stranger to the 


matter in dispute, to appear before the collector or appraiser and to 
prodn his books and papers, under penalty of a fine ranging from 
S20 t 500 to be summarily imposed No one is exempt from the 





ration of this provision, for it would lie in the discretion of the 
Government officer as to whether or not his appearance or testimony 
is deemed material 

It should be noted that this provision relates not only to goods 
under appraisement, but also to goods as to which the classification ts 
in dispute. The question as to classification is frequently one calling 
for expert testimony of men in high stations In life, whose time its 
extremely valuable and whom it would be manifestly unfair to take 
from their business in order to testify to a matter in which they have 
absolutely no interest. The rester of witnesses who have appeared 
before the Board of General Appraisers on questions of classification 
includes professors of colleges, heads of museums, expert chemists, and, 
in fact. the hichest types of men in al! professions, as well as the 
heads of our largest business houses. We submit that to place men of 











this type at the beck and call of interested parties, compelling them to | 


spend their time and give their services gratis on matters in which they 
can be interested only academically, would be an abuse of process. 

The penal provisions in the paragraph are particularly objectionable 
because there is conferred upon the collector or chief officer of customs 
in the customs collection district judicial powers which he has never 
been permitted to exercise before, namely, the power to impose a fine 
not less than $20 nor more than $500, which fine. when certified to the 
district court of the appropriate judicial district, shall be forthwith 
entered upon the docket and shall have the full force and effect of a 
judgment of said court, without any provision for review on the part 
of any duly constituted judicial tribunal. 

In connection with this paragraph, we desire to call attention also 
to the amendment in paragraph O, which permits the general appraisers, 
the local appraisers, and collectors to examine importers or any other 
person not only as to the merchandise then under consideration but as 
to “any imported merchandise * * * previously imported.” This 
is oppressive and contrary to the spirit of our laws. The examination 
of private books and papers generally is onerous and unjust, as we 
have pointed out, but when this right of search is permitted to be 
unlimited in its scope and time, authorizing the compulsion of an 
importer or other person to delve into transactions that may have been 
closed up years before, it offends the true sense of justice. 

The merchants’ association is familiar with the report made by the 
special agents appointed by the Treasury Department and also the re- 





he claims they ought to be, but he goes ahead and s 
goods and gets, of course, the higher duties out of 
tomers. He charges that all in advance, and gets 
in his pocket, and along comes some “ambulance 
| because the profession is not quite dead yet—and suge 
importer that that is all wrong, and that there 

to get the money back, and tells him that he wil! ta 
| case on shares and that it will not cost the importer 
| file a protest or anything else. Of course the import 
is ready and willing to get back this payment, a: 
cause it is clear gain to him. He consents to that arr 
and of course the practice is encouraged and the n 
these protests is a good deal more than doubled, | 
cause of this thing. 

The committee went after them once or twice. I 
haps a mistake was made in fixing the filing fee too |! i 
think our suggestion was $5 for filing one case. We to 
stop the practice, bit owing to the multiplicity of b ess 
other changes that were demanded then in the adn f 
of the customs laws none of those things were carried ! 
and I commend this committee that they have put into law UW's 
Executive order of the President of the United States, 41! t 
requiring this fee to be paid, in order that the peop'c 
have a chance to gamble without putting up anything °¢ 
the Treasury of the United States, for an additional proiit o2 
the import of their goods. It will help to stop this th 

Mr. Chairman, the appraisement at some time should be ' 
You put a provision in the law that after a certain number” 
days it shall be final if they do not appeal or if they (Co "™ 
protest, and then you say that they can protest without! ® 
expense, and then that carries on the time through an ince! 
period; and if some other enterprising man puts bis mone) 
it and succeeds in a lawsuit, then they come back on the | 
ury for the difference in the duty, although they bve ‘ 


nothing but file a protest, and the difference recover’ © 
divided up between these alleged lawyers and their clic. 
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. committee did exactly right in putting this provision 
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The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman from Alab 


mous consent that debate on this parsgraph 
HAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the | thereto be limited to five minutes Is there « 
from New York [Mr. CALpDER]. There was no objection. 
endment was rejected. |} Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, what I am al 
\ CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment. | germane to this particular paragraph, but I sh ( 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers a | a minute or two of time, and I hope no objecti« by 
endment, which the Clerk will report. I am reliably informed that there will be no opportt 
Clerk read as follows: given to have a separate vote on the inecome-tax sx ay 
-7 line 13, strike out “$1” and insert “50 cents.” Underwood tariff bill. 
CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro - fam in oe of an income tax. T believe it te he one « 
, ‘ ‘ "AS of : “<j t y . . “ . ' 
v the gentleman from New York [Mr. Caper]. fairest mi 0US of Fi 1 ‘ \ whict ‘ 
Iment was rejected } expenses of the Government. { regret that this 
f en is rejected. 
a is foll ree | measure has been made a part of a par t 
( rk rend as follows: Republicans here have not been pern ed to he mee 
e decision of the collector as to the rate and amount of pa ete my ot aLte 
ible upon imported merchandise, or upon merchandise on pass a fair bill of this sort: and th: no Repub } , 
all have been assessed, including all dutiable costs and | it even in its present form without voting for th: | 
s to all a ey i of whatever ne ete coounies wood tariff bill, which I, for one, can 1 do 
nage), Sha be final and conclusive against a yersons . : = yeas al . . 
therein, unless the owner, importer, consignee, or agent of The CHAIR MEAN, Without objection, the pro f 
ndise, or the person paying such fees, charges, and ex nent will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read 
than duties, shall, within 30 days after but not before 


ment and liquidation of duties, as well in cases of mer 


The Clerk read as follows: 





tered in bond as for consumption, or within 15 days after O. That the general appra ! or any of n v 
nt of such fees, charges, and exactions, if dissatisfied with | ized to administer oaths, and said ral appraisers. t ra 
imposing a higher rate of duty, or a greater charge, fee, | general appraisers, the local appraisers, or the collector t 
than he shall claim to be legally payable, file a protest or | may be, may cite to appear before then nd e ) 
vriting with the collector, setting forth therein distinctly | owner, importer, agent, consignee, or other p on tou ' 
and in respect to each entry or payment, the reasons | or thing which they, or either of them, may deem materi 
tions thereto, and if the merchandise is entered for con- | any imported merchandi then und ‘ id ion p 
ill pay the full amount of the duties and charges ascer ported, in as taining the « j ‘ ! ‘ 
due thereon. Each protest shall be limited to a single and they, o1 either of them, may 1 ' ! 
class of articles, and to a single entry or payment; and issues | accounts, or invoices relating to said merchand and 
on shall not be joined with other issues in the same pro- | such testimony to be reduced to writing, and when so taken 
nrotest. if overruled by the collector, shall be deemed to be | filed and preserved for use or reference until the 1 deci ’ 
doned and waived unless within 30 days from the date of | collector or said board of appraisers sha be mad rest tis 
the person who filed such notice or protest shall dep sit | valuation or classification of said merchand as the 
ilector of customs a fee of $1 with respect to each protest: | 2nd such testimony shall be received in eviden and ¢ : 
1 That the person filing any protest may at any time I fore | tion in all subsequent proceedings relating to su 


‘ llector thereon pay such fee. Such fee shall be deposited 
! ited for as miscellaneous receipts, and in case the protest in 
tion with which sueh fee was deposited shall be finally sustained 
‘in part, such fee shall be refunded to the importer, with the | 
to be collected in excess, from the appropriation for the 
‘ters of excess of deposits. 
h protest and payment, the collector shall transmit the in 
the papers and exhibits connected therewith to the board | 
ral appraisers, for due assignment and determination as 
i by law: such determination shall be final and conclusive upon 
ns interested therein, and the record shall be transmitted to 
r collector or person acting as such, who shall liquidate the 
dingly, except in cases where an appeal shall be filed in the 
ates Court of Customs Appeals within the time and in the 
provided for in this act. 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
endment which the Clerk will report. 








rhe Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, page 180, lines 6 and 7, by striking out the following: “If 


ed by the collector.” 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PETERS. I offer another amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
nother amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
\mend, page 180, line 10, by striking out the word “ deposi 
ing in lieu thereof the words “ have deposited.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PETERS. I offer another amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
\ end page 180, lines 11, 12, and 13, by striking out the words 
vided, That the person filing any protest may, at any time before 
n of the collector thereon, pay such fee.” ’ : 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman 
} 
| 


from Massachusetts whether these are machine-made amend- 
ments or not? 


Mr. PETERS. 
of the section. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr PETERS. I offer another amendment. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 


—— page 180, line 20. by striking out the words “protest and | 
yment" and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ payment of duties, 
st, and deposit of protest fee.” 


' 
- 
: ie amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PETERS. I offer the following amendment. 
he Clerk read as follows: | 
Amend, page 181, line 6, by striking out the is “ n 
a “ inserting in lieu thereof the weeds“ by a ._ 

‘he amendment was agreed to. 


want POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


this paragraph and 
lainutes, 


They look as though they were. 
They are amendments to perfect the wording 





I ask unanimous consent that debate on 
amendments thereto be limited to five 





Mr. PETERS. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, 


the word 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow 


page 181, line 17, by inserting, after the word 
contracts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts 

The question was taken, and the 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, 
the word 


‘ } } oor 1 
amendment w: acrees 


offer the following fu 


page 181, line 21, by inseriing, after the word 
appraiser.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment ol 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was taken, aud the 




















“sé 


chusetts if the words “ general appraiser” have 
ted after the word “ which,” line 16, page 182? 
cludes the words “ general appraiser,’ wich 
been omitted in that bill. 
Mr. PETERS. This is the same as the present law. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I think not. The words “ general 
praiser’’ come in and are included as well the 


seems to 


as 


General Appraisers. 




































amendment was agreed 

Mr. PETERS. I offer the further amendment, M1 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, on page 181, lines 23 and 24, by s 
“testimony shall be received in evidence and and ; 
‘evidence shall be.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amend it of ed 
by the gentleman fre li Massachuse rts, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed 

The Clerk read as follows: 

P. That if any person so cited to appear shall neglect « to 
attend, or shall decline to answer, or shall refuse to answer in wr neg 
any interrogatories, and subscribe his name to his dey ition ) 
duce such papers when so required by a general apprai I “dl 
of general appraisers, or a local appraiser, or a collector, he ’ 
liable to a penalty of not less than $20 nor more than $500, to be 
marily imposed by the collector or chief officer of customs in th 
oms collection district where the citation issued: and upon t I 
of such officer to the district court in the judicial distr W ‘ 
citation issued the amount of such penalty shall | th « d 
upon the docket of such court against the pergon so fi 1, al ! 
entry shall have the full force and effect of a judgment of id 
and if such person be the owner, importer, or consig! t 
ment which the Board of General Apprais or l | 
lector where there is no appraiser. may mal if dl ill 
be final and conclusive; and any person who shall willfully and t 
ruptly swear falsely on an examination before any get 1! appraiser, or 
Board of General Appraisers, or local appraiser or collector, shall be 

| deemed guilty of perjury; and if he is the own importer, o1 mn 
signee, the merchandise shall be forfeited or the value thereof m I 
recovered from him. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I want to inquire of the gentleman from Massa- 


not been omit 
The law i 


naive 
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Mr. PAYNE. The Board of General Appraisers is certainly | For the information of the committee and the eon 
proper and correct, even if this is correct the way it stands. state that the five cotton mills ot Fall River, Mass 
ry. PETERS. I did not at first under nd the gentieman | close on Saturday next, use 80,000 bales of cotton a 
f Minnesota rhe words “ general appraise were left out | they produce 200,000,000 yards of eotton cloth 
at the suggestion of the Treasury Department | They use 47,000 tons of coal and 40,000 gallons of o' 
Mr. ANDERSON. I wanted to inquire, because I noticed the | pounds of starch annually. When these mills are 
omission mand for all these articles are produced outside ; 
rhe Clerk read as follews: | Massachusetts. The city of Fall River uses 446,1( 
| 
WwW. TI shall be established in each of the consulates of the | ton, 324,000 tons of coal, 877,800 gallous of oil, ; 
1 r pur r agents: at . ' —F 
t _ oF 4 , & agents; tha pounds of starch annually. 
f t ‘ t upon sc one . : = 
i ‘ of} agency 1 d t me ‘ rhe number of cotton all Rie 
1 the { reto, the « wer idi t 1.( 000 lin New Engla mor 
\ } I } col ti f und the ‘ av lac na thera , ) 
: nvoived truth « } h aflid | verified — and t ; u,! 
by unt of the et ul bef< 1 on i nitted; no such t] \ { bil tate I have not the statistics . 
: permitted unless t Z rative the | used in manuf ring cotton goods throug! 
ively and the commission ro d for are the usual See 4 20 ; —_— 1 + . 
se a a ia , . : . " : Mach inv , Ne tes, bi i it musi be pparent to all that these \ 
. of commission appears < ring indise shipped | are not producers of raw materials, but if the 
d uch 1 try has been established antly employed they are large consumers of t 
; e S : all , ee . io , ane = 
ti riy ¢ e invoice to Se tt f tin ‘aaah other States of the Union, but if the mills are: i 
ry of the cons te as su und in the absenca lengthy period the raw materials sre not purches 
ol cert ite no appraising officer shall w as nondutiable a products of manufacturing plants are thereby lin 
t¢ ’ ; olce or <« med oun behalf of -T™ . oy : . . - 
i ee § on BY o ; _,' There was also a similar article in the New O 
Yo con r officer shall certify any invoice ur s satisfied that Democrat published on the same date. But th 
the p n making oath thereto is the person he represents himself to | crat, as I understand it, is not a supperter of 
; t he fs credible person and that the statements made : : . , : : 
7 eS aoe ten + ene a iran eee te aes administration as, I am informed, the Picayune is. 
une ( are inf es er erti ite. «ef ‘ . 7 - . d 
thant the person is the person he represents himself to be, is a credible | Democrat is an independent Democratic paper. 
Pp and he believes the statements ma in his oath to be true. | Mr. HARRISON of Mississipyfi. Will the ; } 
N ir officer shail certify to the truth of the values stated in | Mr CREENE gilda alee mao 
any invetee | Sir: srammamtion ae ties” as 
' ES tant : ' ‘ Mr. i SON of Mississippi. 0 derstand 
Mir. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- | . : me c ‘pp I une oe 
|} man from Massachusetts te say that the New 
mie which I send to the desk. | ties : 3 = : , ¢ 
ce ee Picayune is an administration paper? 
The Merk read as follows: Mr. GREENE of ; ; 4 t..4 o 
: atl as — a» Rattles sei letae * Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. I am so inf 
men age ine > y Striking ou Li vor A ) Sill, »T . * . . ° . . a2 
é ad, pas ao apa oe chities , Py , | Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. The gentle 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the endment offered | racy 
ha ‘ ‘7 ly s« Pas ' « ‘ . 2cat : ° ¥ 7 _ ‘rm . 
by the gentleman from Mansa hu tts. é _ | Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. It is a good 1 
rhe question was « idered, and the amendment was agreeG | ig nearly as old as Iam. It is a Democratic pa 
to a } never heard anybody question its authority, wh: 
rhe Clerk read as follows: | ports the administration or not. 
: " ’ . . = wh Sher | TS]: , ie : rey 
cc. Th ny offi or employee of the United States woe shall,| Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. Will the 
¢ pting for iwftul duttl or tees, sol t, ad ag, exac Ol rec 17° 4D 
from at person. directly or indirectly, any mone er thing of value in | urther 7 cee 
co tiv ith or pert ng to the importation, appraisement, entry, | Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Yes. 
examinati mn, r inspection m oods, | war merchandise, ——— % | Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. I want to say t 
} ) an mggage or liquidation of the entry t reot, on conviction | isl i a 7 
t! of shall be fined not exceeding $5.000, or be imprisoned at hard | M24n that on the tariff program of the present 
a a than two years. or bot n the discretion of the court; | the Picayune has had standing editorials against 
and evidence of such soliciting, demanding, exacting, oF Ne teestded as | it- GREENE of Massachusetts, Thank God fi 
rot \ oO i“ coul in y ch suc im} 18 } i Pe egni as | in ' > ‘ , . ti niall . .t 
ri i evidence that such soliciting, demanding, exacting, or re- | | Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. Against fre 
: contrary to law, and shall put upon the accused the burden | features of the bill, and has stood for the p: 
of , that ch act was innocent and not with an unlawful | ideas that your party stands for 
intention al | Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. That is ver: 
M GREENDE of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman. I move to|am glad there is a body of people outside of M 
strike out the last word In reference to what was said yester- | that stands for protection. There are a good n 
day about the five mills In Fall River, I have been giving some | throughout the country. 
attent to other sections of the country that have been broughi Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to as 
to u attention, and I have inp my possession an article that man if that is net an article simply s g fa 
Ce from the New Orleans Picayune, a thorough administra an editorial? 
. ‘ ° , » . g | ‘ . , . . . . 
tion paper The article is under date of April 30, 1913, and it| Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. It is simply a 
rr follows: | facts published by the New Orleans Picayune. 
I rams urging their Senators at Washington to refuse to go into public concern net alone in that city, but as aff 
' ' re Tnderwo da tariff bill were sent from New Orleans last duction and price of cotton in seven prominent Ny , 
eve r by presidents of th Farmers’ Unio in seven cotton-zgrowing | R } 3 1 ' E 
States The appeal, directed personally to the Senators sent to Wash and I presume the article would be equally ap} 
ington by farmer insisted that time be given the association for a | cotton-growing State in the Union. Let us see wh: 
further study of the Underwood bill, since it is the unanimous opinion | jg of interest j am oe ettalen « 
: is 0 st ij he a >: 
of the gentiemen represented in the conference now on at the Hotel = ; nat - ruck L - . 
Grunewald that if the new tariff law is enacted it will have a serious | Secretary D. D. Coleock, of the New Orleans Sugar |! 
effect on the price of raw cotton. Represented in the conference are the | invited to address the conference, and questioned rez: 
presidents of the Farmers’ Union in Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, | lation, upon which Mr. Colcock is an expert mr. 8 ’ 
Georgia. Texas, Arkansas and Oklahoma. the be ief that the passaze of the Uaderw od bill I g 
Appeals were sent to National President C. 8. Barrett, of the Farm- | iu the price of raw cotton, and that, most cons ; 


ers’ Union, and to other leaders in the association, urging them to take 
the question of the tariff up and to fight it in the Senate in so far as 


the bill will injure the cotton grower. 

FIGHT URGED 

of the Underwood tariff bill on the price of cotton has 

severely felt, according to evidence presented at the con 
lay J. D. Brown, of the large buying house of 


TARIF? 

The effect 

already been 

ference hearing 
Brown & 





yester 








Ilolloman, New Orleans and Mississippi, testified that the 
price of 1 cotion bas declined on certain grades from 3 cents to 5 
cents pound Mr. Brown testified that he has just disposed of a 
small lot of 18-inch staple which he bought last December at 21 cents | 
and \ l sold vesterday for 18 cent 


They ar 
“As a 
the 


“American spinners are pot buying. 
tariff legislation,” Mr. Brown declared 
points lower than it was 


frightened out by the 
result cotton is already 
before tariff question came up so 
‘he fate of the American cotton grower if American mills are 
<1 out of the manufacture of finer grades of cloths was 
forcefully brought out by Mr. Brown when he declared that the 
exporters’ price of raw cotton is always lower than the price 
paid by American manufacturers; and that all grades of cotton 
used by American milis are affected by the tariff, 





it will take not less than $160,000,000 a year out of | : 

cotton growers. : 
Secret Treasurer C. B. Bryant, of the American ¢ 

facturers’ Association, testified that since the tariff a ! 











acute and the passage of the Underwood bill was rec g 
tainty, the cotton-goods trade has been in a state oi Fi 
bordering on panic. a 

“Some numbers of yarns have declined 6 to 8 cents - 
the demand for yarn and cloth has materially fallen of = 
“The only business to be had is for small lots for pr 3 
Large orders for forward shipment are not available.” e 

Mr. Bryant said that if the bill is passed Americar : 
operate on the finer counts numbering 50 and above 2 
will be forced to go on coarse goods composed of yarn ot! Si 


than No. 50. 


LABOR WILL FEEL BLOW. 





Mr. Bryant declared that within six months after t! 
the Underwood bill American mills will have turned 
enough coarse fabrics to oversteck the market. “ Red 
ative force will immediately follow.”’ he pointed out. 
those operatives will return to the cotton fields to | 
quantity of the staple, for whieh there is no home 
East, where the labor is made up largely of foreigners. ‘ 


grave industrial disputes, walkouts, and strikes, with tb 
anarchy. 
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president of the Lane Cotton Mills, of New Orlear 








the committee carly yesterday forenoon 1 went 
ym thoroughiy from the manufact s" standp« Mr 
pointed out tl impossibility of ¢t manu tu f the 
f zoods in competiti th the Manchester nner 
imer contended that ti “oltor manufacturer Ss not, 
vast seven years, paid a dividend on his inv ment ‘ 
I ed | j t i { n 
existin I ra t n \ 
] break even I \ ! ) é ) ‘ 
000 bales of Am ton I i } I 
tir p luctior l ! If An } n 
» und ! ! ] i it 
ht will, that mu [ } 1} t d 
ia r 1} cotton by tt } 
ibv <« ose I 
lit erage t t of cot 
TH W I I I 
went into tl wool situ 1, a lat 
] 1 “ead ' ft intit g ‘ 
] I the Un s | d v 
° 1 not « th I t T ma t j 
, . : I - { 
Is in he | t t 
p e « i d ce W 1 man 
| cl r than the pa 
ad ] .) 
i ’ ot 
of the day in so ft as New O1 1nd i 
tton ma y v ] MM 
t s trom > 
f turet wr 12 
cial hs ind 
{ New O t is t t 
t in a t 
it tl aid ¢ t transa l 
PSs day, ) 
ports t up t é 
, ) ) ) { = ) 
vas i 1 
} s 
Ss y 
offer better prices or demand than do Uties 
ence was presided over by R. D. B 
eater consumption of cotto : d 
Present were: 
\. Biard, secretary committee, Paris, Tex.; I .t , 
of the cotton ports committec, north st Texas divi 1 
I'nio Fannin County I oO. W ta I . = 
te Farmers’ Union, Roff, Okla.; T. D. Mitchell, esident M 


State Farmers’ Union, Goodwin: O. P. Ford esi it A mia 
mers’ Union, McFall; H. F. Moberley, president Arka State 
{ n. Vrairieview: MR. Lee Mills, chai: n Lo i 
litee, Opelousas Mr. Mills represented President I. N. M 

the Louisi State Farmers’ Union of Many, who is 
t be pres 





GRORGIA 


t I. A. Smith, of the Georgia State Farmers’ Union, who ! 
ed en route owing to floods and delayed traf 


APPROVES. 





f evening's session of the conference rhe \ rk of t 

is gone over for Mr. Smith, who heartily approved of th 
n. 

tht the conference adjourned until this morning, when the 


Grunewald at 10 o'clock. 


Mr. 
In answer to 


again meet at the Hotel 


HARRISON of Mississippi. 
last two words. 
Massachusetts has said with respect to 
s Daily Picayune, I desire to say that that paper cir 
roughout my district. I am a subscriber to the paper 
| it daily, and I know that on the tariff question th 
er Republican paper in Massachusetts or any other 
country. 
GREENE of Massachusetts. 


ao] 


Chairman, I move to 


the 
the 


the what gentle 


yy , 
SOW 


ere 


Does not that prove what 


tiancock said—that the tariff is a local issue? 
HARRISON of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, so far as 
and the Daily Picayune are concerned it may be a 


ssue, but I do not believe that paper reflects the senti 
i the people of Louisiana, and I know that so far as it 
s the State of Mississippi it does not reflect the senti 


e at all. 


{fr GREENE of Massachusetts. Will not the gentleman say 

{ report Is not an editorial, but a report of an actual 
ing in a meeting held in the city of New Orleans? 

HARRISON of Mississippi. With respect to the meeting 

* representatives of the farmers’ unions of seven States 


centieman reads about and the actions of whom he 


desire to say that it was not a representative gathering 


rmers of those seven States at all. 


GREENE of Massachusetts. 





ITARRISON of Mississippi. 
’ got tegether in New Orleans and had a meeting. 
> quoted correctly, are trying to create a 
protective ideas that do not reflect 
' of those seven States. 
GREENE of Massachusetts. Then, the seed is 
| the plant protective is beginning to grow? 
HARRISON of Mississippi. 


there, 


se0T) f 
<¢ [ 


the se 


It was a gathering, wa 


Si 


t 


They were a few representa- 


nd, 


being 


It is growing very slowly 


W he wit] rew 
i ‘ re ] f 
| is 
t 
t i a 
rf 
t i 
if 
Mr. MURDOCK. } 
\ Is lft 
Mr. UNDERWOOD 
co r" on 


dist e witl ( ‘ 
that it av be ‘ 

i CHAIRMA? 

o ? i 
oO l, but t t it 
obiecti« 

1 ai ‘ 


The commi 


tal I ead § ind 
co trl " ind ’ 
tion and eflicier m ! 
+} and abroad of industries 
| mission shall likewise inv 
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t the reve producing power of the tariff and its relation to the 
urees of Gove ernment, and shall investigate t ffect of tariffs both 
t United Stat and of foreign countries 1 prices, on the opera 
tions of middlemen n the wages paid for la 1nd on the purcha 
I wer of the e el 1 commission | so make investiga 
n parti ct whens I ! ‘ l y either House of 
( s t} I’ve t of tl United St I commission shall 
] ( ( t ( any of tl ex! ts or bureaus 
tl Goverl tt ition oO fi daepartn 1 i 
ich it ma ‘ in cor I t \ k which it is 
i te 0 by i act ind j i duty of everv such 
f I f 1 of (,0ve!l I sh such inifors nation 
( it the duty of said mimis- | 
hearings fro time to time at such 7 as it may de 
d ind comm«¢ il, and la conditions in re 
fj d ind ef ts nd operations of the tariff 
d cl i s in fores t United States and in f n 
Such heari shall be public, excey otherwise herein 
} j The « i } l when r pract ri\ at lea Lv 
‘ | eon of ar ad all such hear nd at any 
I | 1 may aj fore l « l ubject to su 
j ition upo t im nt d ica of t imon 
ui be pi ded by e! ( i commission, and 
lori I repre i ttorn I I y file any written 
ent or docu tury evi ‘ n iy matter which t! 
1 0 } f it I i m may from 
I to time make or mend ch il orders as may be |} 
for tl or¢ reg ion of | li fore it, includin 
i notices d servi tl Every i official act o 
miss) d h mer t eof s itered of record. | 
e! ers of the commission or its s hall have the 
| ar ! ‘ and affirmations and to sign notices. | 
‘7 st the President in securing Information as to the 
t ra rest the exactions, o regulations imposed 
t the United States or any foreign country upon the im- 
} ) sale in the United States or any foreign country of 
i ‘ l ! l Ss 1 ~a y ©) [ l nt i iid ‘ E ex] rt dt lV 
‘ pro on made by any yuntr \ the exportation of 
‘ { I t Stat which d t } inst tl l i 
|] ! s there and to as t » | ident in the I | 
‘ 1 of t mm ar inimum tar lo administrative 
pro i { el Ja and in obtaining information « cerni 
‘ I ] ad . S commission hall from tim to |} 
I eport a t bre lent shall direct d upon direction by 
tl t all « ta plan for s« tion of schedu! 
‘ ration of the prov is of I l 
pul es of this act in t ‘ of articles on the 
‘ i othe rticl the I 1 may decide or 
li ] inv igate, the i < is authorized to | 
‘ I 1 r rine ip n, or association | 
t! prod manu ture, or distribution | 
‘ h article « art f a < all books, papet 3. con 
{ { nt invoices, i ind documents of any | 
i f rtnersbiy ti 1ssociation and make | 
( n ry to a determinat 1 ! value < such prop- | 
ln ssary to accomplish the purposes which said commis 
n is « ited In aid of its powers herein granted to secure inforn 
the commission shall have the power, whet r necessary for the 
yf its in ions, to prescribe and enforce uni orm systems | 
of ting for protected industries, f« nanuf r and producers | 
‘ od s protected by import duties The « ion is authoriz 1} 
t i by notice the attendance and t vy of witnesses and | 
luction of all books, papers, cont t agreements, inventories, | 
I nd docu nts relating to any matters pertaining to such 
j s h attendance of witn es lt I uction of such | 
tary evicde » may be required fri ay in the United | 
designated place of hearing, and witnesses shall receive | 
f s paid in the Federal 
i t dis yurt of the Ur 1 States, upon th ap- | 
] the « i n alleging a t cor y with Vv 
» n » wit relati to t t i nd testi my | 
it prod 1 of do ull have | 
t ne ry pi \ for the enforce- | 
of the « mission, nd i of dis <lience to a |} 
i 1 ol member t invoke the aid of | 
f ti district courts of the United Ss in re quiring the | 
lt nony of witnesses and the ictio f books, | 
I 7 i ad within the jurt t wits | 
W investi mn or inquiry by the com | 
< In ‘ ‘ t or refusal to ol any 
I ration subject to the provi of the 
d i rts of the United States having ‘ein pro- | 
‘ l » an order requiring such ap- 
] 1 1e ommissto and produce bo 1er | 
| i ) ‘dered nd give ce < "e ler | 
ir tiva n by the commission, id any fail rder | 
of 1 : be punished by suc “t e4 
Tl ay also order testir be in | 
a? it any stage ol in - | 
sit <6 fore any person a iz n- | 
mi has power to administer oatl \ny person may be | 
co! 1r and depose and prodi d ry evidence in the 
sil witnesses may be compelled to appear and testify 
nn entary evidence before the commission as herein- 
luced ~ No 


St testimony shall be ret writing. 





re <cused from attending and testifying or from produc- 
ing documents, or other things before ‘the commission 
c to the subpeena of the commission whether such sub- 
p | sjened or issued by one or more of the commissioners or the 
' rv of the commission on the ground or for the reason that the 
testimony or evidence, documentary or otherwise, required of him may 


ten’ io criminate him or to subject him to a penalty or forfeiture. 


But » natural person shall be prosecuted or subjected to any penalty 
or forfeiture for or on account of any camenttion, matter, or thing 
concerning which he may testify under oath or produce evidence, docu- 
mentary or otherwise, before said commission fn obedience to a sub- 
prema issued by it: Provided, That no person so testifying shall be 
exom»t from prosecution and punishment for perjury committed in so 
testifving 

In any investigation conducted by the commission as herein pro- 
vided, the testimony of any witness in regard to secret processes or 


trade secrets not contrary to public policy shall not be reduced to writ- 
ing. nor shall any documents of like character be copied into the records 
of investigations or otherwise made a part thereof, and for the pur- 


| tariff 








~ 


May 7. 


ENN . 



























pose of obtaining such testimony or of examining such 4 
and for such purposes alone, the commission shall have the , 
hold secret sessions and take evidence thereat. All other 
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t be reduced to writing, and, with all other documenta; 
received, incorporated in the records of the commission for t¢] 
of the commission and for the use of the President and 
hereinafter provided: Provided, That no evidence or info 
cured for the confidential use of the commission shall be m 
such a manner as to be available for the use of any } 
petitor or rival of the firm, copartnership, corporation, o1 
from whom or concerning whom such evidence or inform: 
tained: An provided further, That in case in any ii 
authorized | this act the commission shall obtain evid 
mation for i onfidertial use, the commission shall nx vt 
to divulge tl names of persons furnishing such evideny ‘ 
mation. 

“The ¢ ion shall make annual reports to Congr: 
vestigatior d conclusions and such special reports as t 
r either House of Congress may direct. The annual re; 
published and ready for distribution on the first Monday of | 
ear year. Upon demand of either the on or ¢ 
Congress the commission shall make a report of all t 
information upon which its reports are based.” 

Mr. MURDOCK Mr. Chairman, I will ask th 


order. 
n, I reserve t 


to reserve the of 


NDERWOOD. Mr. 


from Alabama 
Mr. I 
order 
Mr. MURDOCK Last Friday I gave notice t] 
offer to the administrative features of the bill an 
embodying a plan for an efficient tariff commission. 
to previous section in the bill the gentleman from 
[Mr. PAYNE] offered his tariff commission amendme: 
of order was made against it and the point 
ustained. I offer at this point my tariff commiss 
of the Progressi and the gentleman fr 
es the point of order against it. No doubt t 
ill it made. On the 


point 
Chairma 


behalf 
reser" 
order 


yes, 


W be sustained when is 


recommit the point of order is sustained now, 
made again, sustained then, and I am availing my 
five minutes fer the purpose of explaining what this 





mission a! ent whi 


coTn! 


ndn ‘h I have offered provides 
iission plan offered by the gentleman fr 


does not provide. There are two propositions bef 
in respect to a tariff commission. One of them h: 


! 


of them has efficiency, and the other has not. ‘T! 


I have offered has efficiency, and the one which th: 
from New York has offered has not. The whole 
ariff commission bill is found in the power given 
sion to elicit all information, not partial 


in f 
fragmentary truth, not half truth, but the whole t: 
There is one effective way in which a commissio 
all the truth, and that is by having the power to iny 
of the courts in compelling testimony and the 
documents. My amendment does that thing. The 
amendment by the gentleman from New } E 
proposed by the gentleman from New \ 
that the commission, in the 





r 
i 


ease of failure of tes 
have this power over recalcitrant witnesses: 





The commission may report to Congress such failure 
names of si persons, the individual name of suc 
ship nd the names of the officers and directors of ea 
tion or association so failing, which report shall also s| 





or articles produced, imported, or distributed by c 
coy rship, corporation, or association, and the tarif 
applies to such article. 

That is, wherever a witness is recalcitrant, and 
a beneficiary of a high protective tariff, he shall 


t schedule in the tat 


and with him tha ; 
effect ; = 


s interested. To my mind that as an 

absurd. Suppose, for instance, that the officers of Z 
Woolen Co. refused to testify before the commiss 

facts pertinent to the woolen business. All we « 

the provisions of the bill of the gentleman from New 
be to report those men to Congress, and apparent!, HA 


punitive meaning of this paragraph Congress would | £5 


to take some sort of revenge upon all those in the sf 
of woolens, because of some few recalcitrant \ a 
other words, under the provisions of the commiss eS 


gentleman from New York Congress would be expec: 
the innocent among the manufacturers of wool for 
others, those who had refused to testify. The « 
efficient tariff commission, then, is the power of th 
to compel testimony, not by the threat of writing a 
all because some one witness refuses to testify, but 
the aid of the courts in compelling testimony be! 
mission. & 
Now, the second proposition which is essential | 
ciency of a tariff commission is a provision for a uni! 
of accounting for the great protected industries so 
needed comparisons may be made as to the cost of | 
and other factors pertinent to just tariff rates. 1! 


} 
) 















re is no pre 





















producer or any manufacturer who is a | i 
ective toriff from getting a secret meeting of the 
re y to hear his test ny In he me re vl i 
troduced the provision ‘ y is very eare 
g } nat vaathlo abuse, Secret sessi S mil not hk 
t the request of the man who is a benefici y of 
We propose that there shall be nm ret s 1 ex 
* motion of the commission, and then wi t is « 
\ h trode s S a ae t processes 
\RTIN Will the gentlen d | e ] eoes to 
1M on? 
\ RDOCK. Certain! 
MARTIN As I understood the gentleman, | ks in 
ethod of dealing with u lling es in < L 
| the one in the bill of the gen 1 i m New 
Pay 1, that being by : appeal to the Congres 
[ d like to sugge to the gentleman whet! e 
‘ ing to the ceurts fn the ease of an unwilli 
not be the very slowest possible remedy, be ‘ 
S l, by ¢ means known to delay court proceed 
‘ t of an estigat ght not be indefinite! 
r. MURDOCK. On the contrary. it will get all the fact 
n from South Dakot knov in our Money 
estig n we had reealcitrant witnesses and Ww yt 
) get the desired testimony 
MARTIN. I quite disagree with the tleman. I tl 
1 it to be the quickest way. 
; , URDOCK. As a matter ef fact, one defiant w 





bills 


a cod by 


that have been introduced—but not 
the gentleman from 
hing that all 
for the right 
resident, to draft a 
We are here passing a 


tariff students have con 
of the commission, at the 
scientific classification of 
long tariff 


edtues, omnibus 









If the bill should go upon the statute books and stay 
: for five or six years, inside of that period, by reason of 
: Sur antiquated methods of classification, the constructions of 
the department will change the major part of that bill. I am 
os ind I think authentically, that the Dingley bill, before 





‘thod of 


that m< 
per cent of its 


linally repealed, had been changed by 
ction in the department in at Teast 60 





Li _ cope of the commission to investigate in my ame! } 
‘ is wide and fully defined. In the amendment of t! 
gentleman from New York it is restricted. 

in a word, the difference in the bill offered by the gentleman 






this ; 
facts, 





fhe bill offered by myself is efficient: it will secure the 








from New York [Mr. Payrrl] and the bill offered by myself is | 


I mw ‘ 
(yf I nen 
v £ } x 
i 
the 
} ' t 
} 
t f 








i roi I 
v i) ‘ 
in for mm cou 3 
I 3s lin t | : 
tation 1 es 1 m f 
he ee |b of 
‘ i) rnd ) 
oOo the wT 
f t f | NY 
D _— i 
by 4 ( VV ( 
a 1 } : 3 
W ‘ It < ' 
for A nD t} 
Af | | | I aT ( 
ore l } t | 
bie ft » « 
Munpo and so I 
tion | a! ! 
fir i t f hia f 7 
ting tl iT f 
batim t least thre 
I if lay « 
the last session of C ‘ 
Mr. MURDOCK. W 
Mr. LENROOT. Yes 
Mr { cm. it 
point ! 
vet in f 
gent! fre Né : 
Mr. LI NROOT, ‘jj 
Mr. MURDOCK. Yor 
Mr. LENROO]T I ele 
T ’ “i ] ’ t 
Mr. MURDOCK. f « 
ne } he ia re 
Mr. I T? 
bill that are not found h 
One of them is a provi 


The bill offered by the gentleman from New York is! shall have the power aud 
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n syst of ounting for the different industries and fac- 
{ of the co try. 

i MURDOCK. Is that in the gentleman's biil? 

Mr. LENROOT. No; I am giad to say it is not. That is 
O1 al in the bill introduced by the gentleman from Kansas 

Murpock |. Of course, if the gentleman had been a law- 

\ hich he is not, and therefore he is excusable—he would 
] n that it is not within the power of Congress te pre 
$ iy such thing as that. The Federal Government has no | 
! to place its hand upon a factory or upon an industry 
“ within the limits of a State not engaging in interstate 
4 erce and not engaging in foreign commerce, and prescribe 
he they shall keep their books. No lawyer in this House | 
\ 1 contend for a moment that that provis in the gentle- 
man’s bill would stand for a moment. In order to make it stand, 
the gentleman should have added to his provision the qualifica- | 
tion that if these industries are engaged in either interstate or | 
foreign commerce the commission have th power, but not 
otherwise. 

Indeed, if we did have the power that the gentleman would 


seek to impose in his bill as drawn by him, the Federal Govern- 
ment would have the power to go into every State, into every | 
industry of every State, and not only prescribe uniform systems 
of accounting, but prescribe and regulate every other thing that 


they do, taking away the power of the States over them entirely. | 
will come—when | 
this is | 


a ji 
it 


And while the time may come—and I belie 
we shall have to broaden our power with respect to that, 
the first time that I have ever heard it suggested by anyone that 
Congress has the power which the gentleman now says he pro- 
poses to give it by, to use his language, “ putting teeth” into a 
bill creating tariff commission. 

Now there is one other proposition that the gentleman an- 
nounced, that of invoking the power of the Federal Government 
with reference to securing the testimony of witnesses. That 
is one way of doing it; and it is a question of opinion as to 
which is the best way, as to which is the most effective way, of 
securing testimony. And if the gentleman had been studying 
this question when he was a Republican as thoroughly as he 
has been studying it of late [laughter], I think he would have 
come to the conclusion, as other students have, that the most 
effective way of securing this testimony is to place it directly 
in the power of Congress. Congress is in session nearly all the 


a 


time, and there is no difficulty in securing such relief as may be | 


necessary. 

But, Mr. Chairman, perhaps the gentleman from Kansas is 
not aware of the fact that the most effective way of securing 
information is not through testimony, not through hearings, but 
by going into the mills of the manufacturers themselves, having 


their books examined by experts, as was done by the last Tariff | 


Commission. And I want to say in passing that there is only 
one instance within my knowledge where admission was refused 
he mills to the experts of the Tariff Commission. The Congress 
must not be dependent upon the testimony of interested manu- 
fi because when we do depend upon that we have got 
me old system—of manufact 
mittee on Ways and Means and testifying there—without getting 
down to bedrock facts at all. In order to get this information 
we must get experts who will go into the mills and into the fac- 
tories and there find out the costs of production, and not depend 
upon the testimony of manufacturers. 

The principal purpose in giving a commission the power to 
subpmena witnesses, and so forth, is that in case the manufac- 
turers shall refuse to permit the experts of the Government to 
co into their factories and examine their books, there shall be a 
means of compelling them to give the information. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
1 has expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
order that the amendment is not germane to the paragraph. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Un- 
eRWoopd| makes the point of order that the amendment is not 

mane. In ruling upon a similar point of order yesterday, 
nam on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne], the Chair did not enter into any elabo- 
rate arguinent, but 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
begins, listen to me just for a moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. My amendment is offered as being germane 
to the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands; and the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoopD] makes the point of order 
that it is not germane to the bill. 

In ruling on the point of order made yesterday to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], 


to ft 


turers, 
the s: 


sil 


of 


ihe 
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the Chair, before he 


urers coming before the Com- | 
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eee 


the Chair did not enter into any elaborate 
reasons for his ruling, but contented himself with 
|} ment of his conclusions. The Chair will not enter 
elaborate argument upon the proposition at this 1 

that in justice to himself, as well as to { 
of the committee, it would be well to make more cl 
made in the statement yesterday the principle upo: 
Chair rested his decision. 

The Chair desires to read at this point some reas 
Mr. Carlisle in the decision which was referred to in t 
yesterday, in ruling upon a point of order in wl 
regards as a case analogous to the one before the con 


When, ore, is objected that a 
order ause It not germane, the meaning 
that it (the proposed amendment) is a 
on a subject different from that under consideration. 

| of admissibility prescribed by the express lancuage of t! 
if the Chair, upon an examination of the bill under consider 
proposed amendment, shall be of the opinion that they 4 
‘to the same subject, he is bound to sustain the objectio 
| the amendment, subject, of course, to the revisory powe: 
mittee of the Whole on appeal. 

It is not always easy to determine whether or not a pri 
ment relates to a subject different from that under 
within the meaning of the rule; and it is especially diffi 
| when, in the present instance, the amendment may, 
ee Series it employs, appear to have a remote relation to 
subject. 


state; 





thinks hye 


\ 
\ 


l 


t 


f it 


is 


proposed amend 

t} 

motion 
T) 


the 
in bec 
simply 


of 


as 


Now, in the amendment proposed by the gentleman f 

| York on yesterday, and in the amendment proposed by 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] to-day, there are 
provisions that the President of the United States n 
this Tariff Commission in the administration of the }:\ 
no one, in the opinion of the Chair, would insist that 
or is in any respect the fundamental purpose invol 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from New Yo 
PAYNE] and in the amendment proposed by the gent! 
Kansas [Mr. Murpock]. It has not been argued at a: 

|; any gentleman speaking upon this question of a tari! 
sion that it was essential for that purpose, or that 
anything more than merely an incidental part. The fu 

| purpose of the Tariff Commission proposed in the 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas is, as it was in th: 
by the gentleman from New York, one entirely diff 
that, and in the opinion of the Chair that purpose w 
mane to this bill, the full intent of which is exp: 
title— 


To reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the 
and for other purposes— 


The words “and for other purposes” there, of co: 
ring to the administrative features of the act, 
understands. 

That being true, the fundamental thing in the 
not being germane, in the opinion of the Chair 
matter that there were certain incidental featur« 
might, if offered in a different way, have been ger! 
administrative features of the bill. 

The Chair will try to put the matter in two sho 
The Chair holds that when it clearly appears fron 
of a proposed amendment that its real purpose and 
tal intent is not germane to the bill, then the n 
some incidental feature of it may be germane to s 
of the bill does not render the whole proposed am 
order. The Chair thinks the fair and reasonab!: 
tion of the rules applicable (clause 7 of Rule XVI 
part of clause 3 of Rule XXT) is that the salient purj 
proposed amendment, as deduced from its context, | 
measuring rod, and if this be not germane then it 
out of order. 

Following this reasoning, and connecting it with 
settled principle which has been laid down again and 
if a portion of a proposed amendment be out of orde! 
must be ruled out, and having clearly in mind the 
that the salient feature of the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], and 0! 
proposed, was and is obnoxious to the rules cited, | 
sustained the point of order yesterday, and the Ch 
same reasoning, sustains the point of order to-day. 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ANDERSON. I desire to offer an amendn 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 195, line 10, by adding at the end of line 


following : Po 
“Provided further, That the act entitled ‘An act to promote other 
rocal trade relations with the Dominion of Canada, and for 0% 


purposes,’ approved July 26, 1911, be, and is hereby, repealed.” 
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‘we UNDERWOOD. I make the point of order that that is 
mane to the subject matter. 
he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama makes the 
+ of order that the amendment is not germane to the sub 
‘ matter. 
we UNDERWOOD. To the bill or the paragraph. 
. CHAIRMAN. To the bill or the paragraph. Does the 
man from Minnesota desire to be heard on the point of 


> ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I think this amendment is 
me. This paragraph authorizes the President of the 
‘ed States to enter into negotiations for reciprocal relations. | 
mendment which I have offered proposes to repeal an act 
rries out on the part of the United States a reciprocal 
negotiated under this very provision. It seems to me 
there can be no question that the amendment which I 
is certainly germane to the bill, and it seems to me get 
to the paragraph. 
e CHAIRMAN. Under clause 3 of Rule XXI, this being 
ragraph authorizing the President to negotiate trade agree 
s, it hardly scems to the Chair that it would be in order tw 
offer an amendment proposing the repeal of an act. The 
r sustains the point of order. 
ANDERSON. Do I understand the Chair to hoid that 
dment is not in order at any point in the bill? 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the amendment 
n order at this point in the bill. 
r. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
| in order to express my regret that the committee have 
rovided for a maximum and minimum tariff in this bill. 
maximum and minimum provision in the present law 
omplished much good, so that the various discrimina- 
ide against the articles imported from this country by 
ions have been entirely done away with, except in 
where there were treaty obligations that they could not 
1 of. 


! ! 
meni 


removed restrictions by way of inspections that we 
mplained of for many years and it has given us mini- 
rates in getting our goods into countries that have maxi 
and minimum rates. 
> we have no provision whatever to meet that. This pre- | 
neorporated into this paragraph does not meet the situ- | 
improve the situation, or change the present law in any 
ular. } 

‘he President already has the power to negotiate commercial 

nts subject to the approval of Congress. Under the 
Dingley law we had a provision, that was suggested in the 
Senate, whereby he might negotiate treaties to be ratified by 
and afterwards to become effective when Congress 
ed a law carrying out their provisions. Gut that was 
reenactment of the Constitution of the United Sta 
allowed the President to make treaties ratified by 
and subject to the further condition that the Congress 
d make a law to carry them into effect when they either 
ed an appropriation or a change in the revenue system. 
provision of the Dingley law is still in force unless 
repeal the Constitution of the United States by an enact- 
of Congress, and I am not sure but that will be attempted 

» of these days. 

‘y have, before this paragraph goes into effect, authority 
the President of the United States to negotiate these trade | 
How did President Taft get the authority to nego- | 

the treaty with Canada for reciprocity? This provision 
was not in existence then, and yet no one disputed his authority 
to make that negotiation. 

Of course, it had no effect until it was ratified by Congress, 

pproved by Congress by the passage of a law, and it provided | 
ilso by its terms and by the law that we passed that it still 
would have no effect until the Canadian Government agreed to | 
it and the Canadian legislative power agreed to it. 

There is no difficulty without this paragraph; it is simply 
‘re as an excuse to that large body of the American people 
that would like to see something in the tariff act that will meet 
trade discriminations by the other civilized nations of the 
rid and give us a chance in their markets. 

rhe maximum and minimum provision ought to have been 
kept in the bill. If the gentleman wanted to amend it, it was 
it His option. If he believed his rates should be the maxi- 
ae why did not he put in a minimum? A maximum and | 
pee ON ought to be in every tariff bill. We need it for | 
re eee ° unlock the closed markets of the world while 
= ee “what the same line and carry their legislation 
prominently = _ hy of the blemishes that appears so 
ing it to ws 1e bill that I did not feel warranted in allow- 

5 pass at this late hour without making these sugges- | 
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tions on the subject. Of l I ( dl 
ment 
Mr. UNDERWOOD Mr. Ch Min, I 
bate on this paragraph and amendments t 
The CHAIRMA rhe gentlen f \ 
close all debate o1 th } ree l 
five minutes, 
The motion was agreed to 
Mr. | NDERWOOD Nit q'} I | 
from New York [Mr. P wed 
minimum tariff theory. It was the I’ 
fore my friend ;: pprove of ] , 
tion placed in a bill in 
that was ineffective and inojyx ’ v 
minimum features of th 
the gentleman put in a system t had 
European counti vears o HH 
in his bill the mi m rate lt 
mum by authorizing the Pre l ) 
cent. The European nati { t first | 
minimum and maximum rat att ed 
years ago. ihey went to the b of 
friend from New York “1 to 
manding trade, and the 
up trade alon hat lin Si 
York wrote the present n 
he wrote into this v mn ¢ 1 bes 
doned by its orig il anthon I 1 the ‘ I 
to-day, many of them 
tariff, but they esi 
maximum tariff and pr l ! 
In er words, in d 
tic k ma saving, \\ VN 
our country if you do not 1 
Says to the world, Out f 
| rate, but if you will trade with us we \ 
sions.” That is the only wa: Mit 3 b 


with each other, and so far as the 


is concerned, it does not require a det 

that it was a failure in the present W Dr ft w 

to Canada with this big ck de ding « 
Canada, particularly with refer ‘to paper and d 
the minister of foreign relations in Canada, M l 

stating the case before the ¢ 1 Par ! t 


house, that it originated out 

Government to secure conce ons under 
| the question was not to ( 

as to how Canada should 1 ‘ Sonu 

allow the envoys of the 1 d States to 

being discredited That is the « litioy 

and maximum rate put us it it force the P 

United States, without wari \ ! 

of law, to negotiate a conti that s ju 
by law, but without a line on the tute 

and when that act be ] ! we rot ! » tl ( 
reciprocity act a provision similar t his aut izing e | 
dent of the United States to neg i ‘ 

ments with Canada, and my friend 1 Ne 

supported the proposition 1 the Way na i ( 

and voted for it on the floor of the Ho 

and minimum tariff rate as cor ined in tl] 

not only repudiated by the Pre 1 5 

Congress the Secretary of State, M Kn 

tion to this Hlouse, which was referred to the ¢ 

| Ways and Means, indicating how ineffective the 

in developing our commerce with foreign 

| tioned this House to change the law fh 

expand our commer We could | rise 
bill the maximum rate and allowed one f of 
developing foreign commerce, but we co led rald 
| be more effective to absolut “y untie tl h | ol » Tre ! if 
of the United States and autho e him to go » Tol vn 
nations, by warrant of law, and 1 tinte a trade agree) 
The important question in this prov n of the law th 
President of the United States might make sor eres 

but when the agreement came back to this He ‘ | 
epen to amendment; it wou d not be carried . 

ment: it could be only passed as an independen ¥ ait 
on the statute books. The provision in this } ! 

President of the United States can negotiate t le 

and in order that there might not be confus 

order that the minds of the cont ing } 

provided that the Congress stirs ] tity ( re 

ment. 
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ir f r if 5 United s 
I } I u : b ur ked ! en 
r ‘ ‘ casualty, or so d as ) ces 
t t s be dm ] of dut non 
- ae A aw” al <4 
ne 1 andise involved f I 

‘ r l the Un 1 Stat ! P rine { 

as t I that it onditi not n changed ex 
} ’ | } ’ { le That 
1 ' iF ‘ ed, col ted ind id 1 t Uni States, upon 
2 on \ 3 or! ndi I } t United States 
fr t I [ e I n 1 tax e to 1 ter? revenue tax 
ir 1 i { 1 St upon ft l t goods res, or 
i i f ck t uw tur t } 1 by int 1a) 
re I ‘ ‘ tan to be I dt the ¢ " Lone f In 
1 I lt é d in su I ind ler such cu 
lations 1 the a | of the § f the Treasury, shall 
Pp I ! » art a war indise, shipped 
fi : nds to the Un 1 States, shall ipt from tl DAY 
ment of any tax imposed by t iternal-rever s of the Philippine 
Is! 1 ind ¢ ded furthe That there shall be levied, collected, and 
paid in tl Philippine Islands, upon articles, good vyares, or merchan- 
di into the Philippine Islands from the United States, a tax 
eg t nternal enue tax imposed in ft Philippine Islands 
uy the like t s, goods, wares, or merchandise of Philippine Islands 
manuf tur uch tax ¢ ‘ y interna! venne stamps or other 
wise rovided by the laws Philippine Islands: and such arti 
cle ft 1 wal or e goin into tl Philippine Islands 
fre the United States ll be exempt from t a ent of any tax 
in sed bv the itnternal-re nue laws of tt United States: And pro 
vided furt That 1 litien to the eu ms taxes imposed In the 
Pr ! Island ther all be levied, col 1, and paid therein 
u a or merchandise imperted into the Philip 
pir I fre untries other than the Uni a States, the internal- 
1 t tax in d by tt Philippine Government on like articles man 
uf red and cor ed in the Philippine Islands or shipped thereto 
fi onsumption therein, from the United Stat ind provided fur 
th That from and fter the passage of thi et all internal revenues 
collected tn « wr account of the Philippine Islands shall accrue intact 
to t er n nt thereof and be paid ir the Insular treasury : 
And 7 d furthe That se n 183 of “An act to raise revenue for 
the Philippine Islands, and for other purpo pproved August 5, 
Lous i hereby repealed 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

T ‘tony e 196, line 11, after the word “ duty.” the following: 

t rs in ey sa of 150,000,000 ¢« irs, which quantity shall 
l l ry of the Treasury under such rules and 
I . t by ” . 

M UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent t] ( e on this amendment be limited to 15 minutes, 
10 ( o that side 

The CHAIRMA) Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GILLETI Mr. Chairman, this amendment is intended 
to restore the provision which was in the Payne bill, but which 
is omitted in this bill, limiting the importation of cigars from 
the Philippine Islands to 150,000,000, House will remember 
that when the Payne bill was passed it allowed free access to 
this country of Philippine products, with the limitation that only 
150,000,000 cigars could enter without duty, in order, of course, 
to protect our cigar manufacturers, and not build up in the 


Philiy 
of cls 
ever, 


Islands a 
ap cigars whi 
treat the 
come into this cor 


there might 


pine great island industry for the manufacture 
+h would flood this country. In order, how- 
Philippines fairly, it allowed 150,000,000 to 
intry free, so that a reasonable cigar industry 
have an outlet. . 

Now, an of this House must be familiar with the fact 
that in the Connecticut V: are grown the best wrappers in 
the world, and there are also manufactured the best cigars in 
the rid, bar none, although perhaps some artificial and un- 
natural taste may lead some Members to prefer a Havana 
lavor. Now,in the last campaign, up and down the Connecticut 
Valley, e Democratic candidates for Congress attacked the 


to 


; 
gentien 


lley 


som 


llowed Liv 


} { } then Naturally, we sl { 
th in tl tic bill this importat 
1 no e cigars admitted. But what 
find This Democratic bill proposes to a 
ut an unlimited number of Philippine cica 
map n with American cigars. It ope 
rhe Payne bill allowed a reasonable number of ¢ 
| cigars—150,000,000—to come in, but it was not ¥ 
| the whole Philippine population become expert 
i}and have their « heap labor come in univers: 
the American cigar makers. The cigar make 
earnestly oppose this De noeratic propos ition, and | 
nendment to reinstate the limitation of the Payi 
| hope it will be adopted. 
| Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield 
} rup n? 
| Mr. MOORE desire to ask the gentleman a 4q 
| Mr. GILLETT. I have yielded the floor 
| Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my ! 
m signed by 1,500 members of the Cigar Maker 
siding in Chieago, the object of the petition being 
the free and unlimited importation of cigars fi 





pine Isl 


nds, 
tion, alts ws 


The bill 
20 per cent 


of Ph 


1s drawn, which is now nu 
of foreign material 


ne cigars which con 


ilippi 





J In that particular regard 
severe hardship against the manufacturers as wel 
makers themselves in this entire country. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, Will the gentleman ld f 
ruption? 

Mr. BRITTEN. I wi 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In the gentleman’s judgement, 
inything in this provision which would prevent 
Tobacco Trust from going to the Philippine Island 


there all the cigars t 
put the ci 


the American market can carry, 


ror mata 


ig: nakers of the United States out of 
Mr. BRITTEN. There is not, I agree with the 
Replying to the = man ay Missouri, I would 1 
hap] ened and what is histo: ry in the annexation of 
of Porto Rico. The. meric: Tobacco Co. now 


per cent of the cigar manele the k 


Seiten and 





dustry of the island, and they will do the same 
Philippine Islands after this ; bill becomes effecti e. 
of erecting a che hut in which to house that 
in the Philippine Islands is a paltry considerati 
thousand dollars will build a big barn, and with 
islands at 30 cents a day, as against our labor at fi 
day, the only natural conclusion is that our ind 
wiped out of business in a few years if this part 
graph of the section is not amended. 
Mr. MAHER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BRITTEN. I only have a few moment 
Mr. MAHER. Will the gentleman please tell me w ; 


is a cigar 


Mr. BI 


maker earning $6 a day? 
LITTEN. Making high-class cigars in th 
Chicago. If you are interested in union labor y: 
that our labor gets more than 30 cents a day, and 
that is paid in the Philippines. It places a hards 
cigar manufacturers in that they pay a tariff on wra 
fillers which enter into the construction of our cigars 
Filipinos do not have to pay that tariff. Philippine 
turers have sent 65,000,000 cigars into this country i 
eight months, and I am sure that 20,000,000 cigars a | 
reach us from there before this year is ended. [A] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman | 
nois [Mr. Britten] is correct in his argument that 
labor is opposed to this proposed legislation, and 
protesting a zainst it, is shown by the following co! 
from the Cigar Makers’ International Union of Ame! 
I submit for publication in the Recorp: 


is 


LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEP® 
CIGAR MAKERS’ INTERNATIONAL UNION OF AMERICA 


Washington, D. C., Ala 
Hon. Frank B, WILtIs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 


Dear Sir: We beg leave to submit a few facts wh 
cigars free of _duty from the Philippine Islands s 


at 


y the Importat . 
hould be lin »* 
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4000 annually, and no more. Page 196 of the tariff bill provides | 
i f trade with the product of Asiatic and Mongolian | 





Yours, very respectfully, A. STRASSER, 


‘AN AND ASIATIC COOLIES V. GRGANIZED LABOR IN THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA 


section of the tariff proposes absolut free trade in cigars im | 
om the Philippine Islands 
annual report of the Department of Commerce and Labor, page | 
- makers’ average dail wages in the provinces are, in pesos, 
1al to 37 cents in United Stat irrency. 
i annual report of the Bureau of Labor, page 15, states: Ave 
annum equal to $95.50 in United States currency) s than 
1 number of workers employed was as follows: | 
bine hae ‘ od 5, 143 | 
nder 16 ee siabeii neil idan 4 $25 | 
nder 16) tin 7 : . Le ieee at 
Total Seba ‘ F _ 11, 300 | 
,verace number of hours of work reported ranged from 10 to 12 | 
er day. : : 
United States and in the Philippines cigars are made by hand | 
All attempts to supplant it by machine production within the 
) vears have failed. 
eight months of the fiscal year we received from the Philippine | 
65,000,000 cigars free of duty. 
i free trade will enable the European and American tobacco | 
» locate factories in the islands and swamp us with the Asiatic 
yne-half of the cigar factories in Manila are owned by Chinese coolies. 
fair “ competitive tariff"? | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the change in this para- | 
of the bill is largely striking out the limitation on the | 
tion of sugar, filler and cigar tobacco and wrapper | 
| 


=r 


. Now. I do not know of any more selfish interest that 
been presented in this Cengress than that presented by 

endment that is now pending before this House. 

Vhen you consider that in all of this tariff bill nearly every 
that has been concerned in business in the United States 
had his duties reduced from the present law, except these 
cco manufacturers, and that they still have a differential, 
lifference between 35 cents a pound on filler tobacco and 


s5 on wrapper tobacco, that builds up their business in the | 
United States, and which has not been affected by the work of | 
mmittee, because it was on a fair revenue basis and the | 

ttee left it alone, they should not come here contending | 


these dependent people of ours in the Philippine Islands, 
under our law, are compelled to give us free trade with 


Philippine Islands, should be deprived of a reciprocal market | 


United States. Now, that is what they are contending 

d yet their contention means nothing. 

present law allows the importations of one hundred and 
llion of cigars into the United States free of duty 


= . That law has been on the statute books for four years. | 


‘o industry in the Philippine Islands is no new indus- 
It has existed for many years. It is already developed, 
have had four years under the existing law to bring 
hundred and fifty million of cigars, and the total imports 
last year amounted to 63,852,000. 
Mr. BRITTEN. Is it not 73,000,000? 
UNDERWOOD. It is 63,852,000. I have just had it 
| up by the Clerk at the desk. 
MURRAY of Massachusetts. May I repeat the sugges- 
de to me on the statistics given by the gentleman from 
ma [Mr. UNDERWoop] that, while the importations are as 
sixty-three million of cigars, it has been entirely un- 
iry to raise the limit to one hundred and fifty million, and 
because of the state of the present importations we may 
well leave the limit where it is? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. We may leave the limit where it is, 
as this industry is concerned, but we would leave it 


re it is to the shame of every American citizen. [Applause | 


the Democratic side.] We could not honestly face these 
dent people who give us free trade in their markets if we 


our doors to the only imports that they might possibly | 


| here, 


MURRAY of Massachusetts. I am afraid I did not make 


‘Clear. Certainly there is free trade to the limit of their 
io importations, which are sixty-three millions. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
‘ir. MURRAY of Massachusetts. Then why raise the limit 


e hundred and fifty millions until the extent of their trade 


Se reais the limit of their importations? 
ir. UNDERWOOD. Because we do not want to stand and 


‘ the world in such a position as that and say that “under 
: ‘Ww we command you to open the door, so that American | 
ae flow into your country,” because we have the power 

© it, and then turn around and say to them that on the only 
actically, into our country and 


oul 


thing that they can import, pr 











as the total amount of importations last year. In this 


I shall 


CORD—HOUSE. 


make a market for we wil! close our do ! 
developing their trade I \ ] ) 
|} zen who faces this question ! 
stands the situation—whi rp 
that petition did, because they wet 
Will conse to that 
Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentle i vield 
Mr. MADDEN. Will the ¢ i 
Mr. UNDERWOOD Ju 1 mome 
muds the honor and ecrity of | \ 
ut t ft ] | Ll one led itr: ! 
pendent pe L.A] 1d 
\ MADDEN Mir. ¢ 
Mr. BRITTEN. \W | 
please? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I { 
Mr. MURRAY of Massachusetts \ 
stand there were some three mil ) 
Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentle LW 
Mr. MANN. The time has ready | 
tleman from Alabama four minutes. 
Mr. MURRAY of Massachusetts. Mr. ¢ I 
mentary inquiry. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not ints 
Mr. MANN. I am not criticizing t 
Mr. MURRAY of Massachusetts. W 
10 minutes on one side and 5 on the other‘ 
Mr. MANN. ‘There was no division 
Mr. MURRAY of Ma: husett I ( 
the Chair said that there was | » the 
| bama spoke. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. When I | I 
isked unanimous consent that t! 
| that I might have 5 minut« 
Mr. MURRAY of Massacl et \ 
maining of that 10? 
The CHAIRMAN. There are 3 minut: 
Mr. MURRAY of Massacht ‘in. ( 
men, it is an unfortunate t if to b { 
being characterized as 1 Al 
) r >» adop on ¢ } ' 
stand up for tl 
I in this Chamber. I do 
can, and I do not insist upon a 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Ux ! 
he says that the attitude I take ji 
on a matter so highly important to 
] have the honor to 1 nNresent 
At the present time the im) 1 
pine Islands are about 63,000,000 
in 1912. It is proy ‘ \ 
cigars. The importati f \ ) 
limit. It was pointed out 
limit, d it was pointed { { 
and no limit fixed to 
able fe exist th t! i 
to tl Philippin Is 
and then flood the Ai 
| such quantities as that t ) | 
engaged in that industr ) iis 1 
business. | \pplause on the Repu 
Now, the gentleman from Alab Mr. | 
at this question from one point of vic 
tation for fairness and his absolute desir 
1 going to charge some of the rest of i 
| and un-American when we 1 ely t e tl 
wits correct ind con I { fr ! 
| view and draw from them ) 
| which he draws. Our point of 
has not yet been reached of 150,000.00 
importationg, -it is a good situation t 
| when the tne comes that that t 
the people of the Philippine Islands 1 
| complaint that the trade is being har 2 
; it will be time enough to consider the m of 
that limitation of 150,000,000 cigars, 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the ge 
Mr. MURRAY of Massachusetts. I can not yield | 
the first occasion that I havé had to differ with the 
from Alabama and his colleagues on the Committee « \ 
and Means. But it is entirely because the limit has not : 
| reached by almost 90,000,000—more than half as n 


vote in favor of the amendment 
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league from Massachusetts [Mr. Gitxerr]. [Applause on the 
te side. | 

The Cl IikMA \ H Mi) The time of the gentleman 
fromm M: tts | expired All time has expired. The 
qu bon mi agi tl ie ment offered by the gentle- 
! fi [Mr. GitLerr]. 

The q n was 1 n, and the Chairman announced that 
the i ‘ l io nN ’ it. 

Mr. MA fr. Chairman, I ask for a division. 

The ivic and there were—aves 53, noes 75. 

M ( rman, I demand tellers. 

i e ed, and the Chairman appointed Mr. UN 
I | Gil 

C) i cain divided; and the t reportei—aye 
0: 177 

i l it w rejected, 
Ml Re. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment I to the Clerk's desk. 

tl IRMAN. The gentleman from Ps sylvania [Mr. 
h 1 amend nt, t Clerk will report. 

i ‘ ‘ re d i f lows: 

td h ¢ I e 19 e out 1 after the word 

“sy : 5 14 nsive. and betitute the following: 
‘ fter 7 all articles the 
fr ( f d in the 1 ippine Islands from 
I : l ‘ the Philippine Isiands or of tl 
I bh do not contain foreign materials 
the val ) ‘ t of their tot value, upon which 
I duties 1 been allowed therein, coming into 
t I : t t hilippine Islands, shall hereafter be ad- 
mitt f duty, except, in any fiscal year, wrapper tobacco and 
f > wv eC ed or packed with more than 15 per cent of 
x i 1 eX ss of 300,000 7 1] tobacco in excess 
‘ 1.00 yy ids, and « rs in excess of 150,000,000 cigars, which 
( tained t Ss t the Treasury under 
tb i nd tr tions as i ull pr ‘ 

* UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
tl 11] debate on this amendment be limited to 7 minutes. 

ir. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have 5 min- 
utes for the ¢ tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. 

Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will ask unanimous 
cr t, t 1, that all debate on this amendment be limited to 13 
r ntes ) minutes to be ntrolled by the gentlcmeu on that 
side, \ I reserve but 3 minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Un 
DI ( s 2 ous consent that all debate on this amend- 
ment be limited to 13 minutes: 10 mit es to be controlled by 
the minority and 3 minutes by the gentleman from Alabama. 
Is re objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
t it is so ordered 

MOOR Mr. Chairman, this 1 Philippine tobaecc 
si i her fort It was contended by some gentlemen 
uy t other side—I think by the ; leman from Alabama 
| lr UN \ ) with ird to the an al offered by the 
ge \¢ 1 fro Ma ' isetts [Mr. Gu rr] that it was a 
mit cturers’ proposition. I contend that is a cigar-makers’ 
proj ‘ rhe amendment that I now propose is both a cigar- 
i | 1 and a farmers’ proposit 

e are not attempting now to legislate upon cigars alone, but 
2 npon wrapper and filler tobacco. We get back to the soil 

i entleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GirieTrT] was good 
€ to say that in the Connecticut Valley they raised the 
be » in the world. I am prepared to say that in Lan- 
Ci r ( ty, Pa., ably represented here by my colleague [ Mr. 
Guirst], they raise more good tobacco than in any other county 
in re Un State the aggregate being about 40,000,000 
pounds a yea! 

Our friends from Kentucky and Virginia are interested in 
wr ey d filler tobacce, along with those in the Connecticut 
Valley and in Pennsylvania, and I call their attention to the 
fact that we are endeavoring by this amendment to retain the 
provisions of the existing Payne law and to give that protec- 
ti to the proeducer of tobacco which is given to the cigar 
maker as against Philippine importations. 

I 2m not spenking for manufacturers in this instance. I 
have been requested to speak for the Cigar Makers’ Interna- 


tir 1 Union of America, which has a membership approximat- 
ing 50.000 journeymen. 

In mpliance with the instructions of their international 
convention, these men appealed to the Ways and Means Com- 


mittee, and they now appeal to you, not to permit this free in- 
fusi Philippine tobacco por to permit an increase 'n the 
quantity of tobacco manufactured in the Philippines at the ex- 
pense of the cigar makers of the United States. They say that 
the bill not only permits cigars manufactured in the Philip- 
pine Islands to come in duty free, but it permits such cigars to 
contain 20 per cent of foreign material. This means that a 
manufacturer in the Philippine Islands can put into cigars a 


yn of 
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combination of American tobacco, Philippine tobacco 
per cent of Havana tobacco, which would give the Pp 
cigar manufacturer an unfair end undue advantage « 
American manufacturer and be a consequent detrime 
can workmen and women. 








Mr. Chairman, the wages paid to the men who mal 
the Philippine Islands is about one-quarter the wag 
the men who are engaged in that industry in the United 
Some of you have been to Porto Rico, perhaps, and | 
served who controls the tobacco fields there and who 
the manufacture of tobacco. You have found out 
who controls the product there; and by opening up t 
to the Philiy is, it fair to : 
going to allow American trust capital to engage ¢} 
pine labor to put American workingmen out of business 
This appeal to you is on behalf of the men w! 
who are a part of 160.000 men engaged in t ndu 
form or another in the United States. It is not a se 
tion. It pertains to Kentucky as it does to Connect 
pertains to Massachusetts as it does to Pennsylvania 





pine Islan is ssume thot 


is i 


who deals m tobacco in the city of Richmond is just 
concerned in this preposition as is any other man in t 
It is a question whether you propose to turn over to 


trol in the Philippines the manufacture of cigars for 
States, or whether you propose to continue to em 
that business in this country, making cigars for A 


smokers on their own behalf. [Applause.] 
I include as a part of my remarks the following 


ence on this subject: 


Housgs OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED S 
Washington, D. C., 
Hon. J, Hampron Moorrn, 
louse of Repres\mtatives. 

Dean Mr. Moore: You being a member of the Ways an 
mittee, I invite your attention to the importance of + 
pending tariff bill as to retain the provisions of the prese 
ing the free importation of tobacco and cigars from the 


Islands by striking out the unlimited free-trade provisions 
rated in the bill. The amendment which I s { 
“ That, as 





rvest is as 


except otherwise hereinafter provided, 












growth or product of or manufactured in the Philippine 
materials, the growth or product of the Philippine Is! 
United States, or of both, which do not contain foreign t 
value of more than 20 per cent of their total value, 
drawhack of customs duties has been allowed ther ‘ 
United States from the Philippine Islands shal! hereaf 
free of duty, except, in any fiscal year, wrapper 
tobacco when mixed or packed with more than 15 


tohaceo In excess of 300,000 pounds, filler tobacco in exc 
pounds, and cigars in excess of 150,000,000 cigars, whi 


2 qua ’ 
be ascertained the Secretary of the Treasury under 
regulations as he shal! prescribe.” 
In asking your consideration for this amendment and 
adoption by the House, I do so not only for my own 


syivanta, which produces out ef the soil more tobacco t 
; ; 


















county on earth, but I urge its consideration also in 
farmers, dealers in, and manufacturers of ci leaf tol 
in Pennsylvania and In many other States: and, more nur 
all of these, the adoption of this amendment is urged in 
136,000 makers of cigars in this country, the wacew 
duce by hand 50,000,000 of manufactured output ann 
ire showering upon Congress from many eections, as th 
Recorp attest, justifiable protests against legislation y 
will accomplish naught but injury to farmers and indepe 
and manuf rere, as well as the degradation of our we 
ting them on a petitive basis with skilled labor of the O 
average yearly wage is not in excess of $96. 

In my judgment, this provision for free trade in ciga: } 
with the Philippines contemplates an ill-advised and, i: 


Democratic Party's platform pledge for the independ 
islands, an almost inexplicable and certainly a wholly wu 
cedure which should be averted by the adoption of t! 
pos “dd. 
Yours, very truly, VW. 
CiGaR MAKERS’ INTERNATIONAL TNION or AM 
Chicago, Tll., Aj 
Hon. J. HAMPTON Moore, 
House of Representatives. 
Dear Sim: We inclose herewith a brief in protest ac 
importation of cigars from the Philippine Islands, and in 
48.457 members we respectfully ask you to give it your thot 


favorable consideration. E 
Very respectfully, G. W. Prt 
International } 
A PROTEST AGAIXST UNLIMITED FREE TRADE WITH THE P! 
ISLANDS. 
At a convention of the Cigar Makers’ International Union h 
tember, 1912, a resolution was unanimously adopted by t 
gates protesting against the importation of cigars duty fre 
Philippine Islands and instructing the president to protest to | 
Federal authorities and to the Congress of the United States 


= 





such free importation of cigars duty free from the Philippin« 
which resolution went to popular vote under the referendum , f 
practically unanimously adopted. Out of a possible 48,457 \ i 
186 votes were cast against the resolution. 

In compliance with such instructions and in behalf of ; 
Makers’ International Union we earnestly protest against (+ 4 
tion of the Committee on Ways and Means which provides 
free trade in cigars with the Philippine Islands, for the follov 
sons: The bill not only permits cigars manufactured in the I’! 
Islands to come in duty free, but it permits such cigars to co! 
per cent foreign material, This means that a manufacture! 


; 
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t nine Islands can put In the cigars a combination of American | 
Philippine tobacco, and 20 per cent of Habana tobacco, and 
ive the Phillppine cigar manufacturers an unfair and undue | 

: over the American manufacturers and be a consequent detri- | 


American working men and women 
importation of cigars from the Philippine Islands under the pres- | 
has steadily increased We hold that if Congress gives the | 
ne cigars free access, without restraint or limit, to the markets 
country that the American Tobacco Co., which despite the 
dieeolution acts is just as effective as it ever was, would imme 
tablish large factories in the Philippine Islands and continue 
ifacture of cigars there on a scale that would seriously inte 
the industry in this country proper This is not an idle 

t When Porto Rico was annexed and given free arcess to the 
of this country the trust iediately proceeded to obtain con 




















only of the cigar industry but so of the leaf or raw material 

, Rico, so that to-day they practically control at the very af 

8 - cent of the cigar industry of that island In one year 1.20 

tories have gone out of business and thonsands of in 

rs have suffered in employment in this country The trust, 
exceedingly large capital. will do precisely ft! same thir 

as the Philippine Islands are concerned if this bill passes and 


tunity is thus given them to do so 
proposition of the Committee on VW 





ys and Means we un 








y is favorable to f) trust and sti : ns hand ar 
a more quickly stamp out competition of the independents 
ty establish an absolute monopoly in the cicar and tobacco indua 
pi ybubly not so intended TI Tobaceo Trust } 3 
r cent of the smoking and chewing tobacco, snuff, cicarett 


cigars in this country It controls 80 per cent, if not 
r industry of Porto Rico, and it controls fully if not 
r cent of the imperted cigars coming from Cuba 





nestly protest against giving them an opportu 
heir strancle hold apon the independents by 
Islands, which they will exploit for the benef 
e detriment of independent manufacturers 
of the Federal Government. and of society 
on that American workinemen can compete with . 

t labor In the world, of the Philippine Islands i tibsurd 




















sterous and absolutely out of the question rhe wae paid 
icars in the Philippine Islands |! | s than o1 [ rt f 
received by cigar ma.‘eras in the United States In the third 
ort of the bereanu of labor of t pine Islands, Ie 
it officially states that wag 11.500 ir ft in 
Isla in 53 factories wer: { 208 an 

an money, or 30 eents per day, while the 3 
ir makers in this country are at least $1.50 h 
e unorganized as well as the organized I es ie 
es of the union cigar makers is at least*$2 p 4 
fact, that is pretty nearly the minimum wage, 5 

ft sanm to as hich as £5 per da 
n of transportation should not be lost sight of A thou 
n be shipped from the Atlantic coast to Chicago fo out 
d from coast to coast for about 18 cents « 20 cents \ 
rs, the wholesale price of which would be $100, weigh 
7D nds. The question of transportation, then, is not a factor 
of the lightness of the modity it can be transported at 
st There are thousands of Chinese, Japs, who, with 


, re very apt learners. especia'ly im the cigar industry 
prefer factory to fleld work, and the cicar-producing « 1 





» be recruited and brought up te any nul in } 

: d this we assert without fear of successful contradiction 
occur if you give them free access to this country. It 
that one third of the population of Manila is Chines If t 

this oriental cheap labor comes into this country, the result 

iinous to the industry here and would in a measure impair 

nullify the Chinese-exclusion act The cigar industry in 


‘y pays the Federal Government in internal taxes alone abent 
0 annually, and when we include the tobacco trade, whi 
mars, cigarettes, snuff, and manufactured fobacco, it con 
or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, $70,500,000 Phere 
yyed at cigar making. not counting those « in 

nd chewing tobacco, ete., about 136,000 











110,000 are skilled workers and wage earners, direct 
eetly taxpayers and contrilbntor to the maintenance of our 
nt, while, on the other han il do net contri t 

to the maintenance of our inst ions Che agg ai 





r makers is $50,000,000 annually. The wholesale value of 
of cigars is about $3 } 
th in the value of its output among the great industries 
ry The cigar and tobacco industry has always been tax 
stoms duties and Itnternal-revenne tax It. as a consem 
t ly sensitive to hostile legislation. During the last fiscal y 
0 small cigar manufacturers have been forced out of business 
igar maker receives from $7 to $12 | thousand for making 
r and from $12 to $18 per thousand for making the 10 
c and from $18 to $50 per thonsand for making the clear 
H ia cigar or the two-for-a-quarter and more expensive kind. 
ider the present law. which limits the importation of cigars from 
Philippine Islands, duty free to 150,000,000 annually, the importa- 
iped from 22,900,000 in 1911 to 72,800,000 cigars in 1912 
m information received from the Insular Bureau of the War De 
nt we find for the first eight months of this fiscal year 65,000,000 
were sent here from the Philippine Islands. 
ler the economic conditions prevailing here the allowance of 
00,000 duty free per annum is more than fair to the Filipinos. 
riven an unrestricted tree market in this country and the Cigar and 
co Trust will be enabled to increase the amount produced ther: 
ent here and disposed of through its chain of stores to an extent 
_Will be disastrous to American manufacturers and American work- 
en and women. Owing to climate and the bounties of nature the 
lives very cheaply. Clothing Is of the cheapest kind: he has 
pensive rent to pay, no fuel to purchase, while he has self-sustaining 
‘ growing In abundance. We, on the other hand, must buy food and 
pay high rent, buy more expensive elothing, and, with the al ays 
antes cost of living. we find the effort to sustain home, family, 
' Hfe always equal to our imeome. We earnestly protest against 
pitted against oriental labor—the cheapest labor in the world—in 
‘truggle for existence. We protest against the proposed changes 
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a ‘ae the amount of free importation of cigars from the Philip- 


es Yours, respectfully, 


G. W. Perkins, 
International President. 
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20 per cent f ign material. This means that a manufacturer in 
t I’hilippine Islands can put in the cigars a combination of American 
t cco, Philippine tobacco, and 20 per cent of Habana tobacco, and 
v i t I’ iy f i nufacture an \ air and undue 
ad ! y ‘ r the Ame 1 manufacturers nd ) a consequent | 
ad t ‘ n i men and wo! 

I inportation of cigar from the Philippine Islands under the 
pre nt law ha tead ( ed We hold that if Congress gives 
{ hi pine ci f wit { estraint or limit to the 
I kets of thi uuntry the American Tobacco Co., which, despite the 
alleged dissolution acts, I ist as effective as it ever was, would im 














mediately estal rege factori in the Philippir I ; and con 
tinue the r ifact of « irs there on a scale that would seriously 
! n this « itr | Th is not an 
ik tutement When I t Rico was ann I id n free access 
t t ! lee of this country, the trust ! i y proceeded to 
n control not only of the cigar industry but also of the leaf or 
material of Porto Rico, so that to-day they ractically control at 
the very least SO per cent of the cigar industry of that island. In one 
1 0 cigar factories |} ‘ f business and thousands of 
igar makers have s ‘ployment in this country. 
tr { ith it al i wi ado ‘ y the me 
t i far t Phi l, if 3 bill 
I 1 is t} 
I { of tl Cor i and Means, we unhesitat- 
i , is f ble to tru gt] s its hand and assists 
it to ore quickly stamp out competi 1 of ti independents and to 
‘ ] : = a t ] in the cigar nd tobacco industry, 
though probably not so intended. The Tobacco Trust controls fully 85 
1 cent of the smoking and chewing tol o, snuff, cigarettes, and little 
cigars in this country. It controls 80 per cent, if not more, of the cigar 
industry of Porto Rico, and it controls fully if not more than 75 per 
cent of the impor 1 rars coming from ¢ i 
We earnestly pro t a t giving them an oppor nity to further 
strengthen their ngle hold upon the independent giving them 
the ] ppine Islan which they will expk the b i ; 
t d he 4d I f independent un f 
I dw en, of tl Federal Government, ty 
I notion that A 1 workingmen can ¢ { 
Jabor the cheapest labor in the world f t ! | 3 
rd and preposterous and absolutely out of the question 
paid for making cigars in the Philippine Islan i than one-fourth 
f the wages received by cigar makers In the United States. In the 
d nual report of fl au of labor of tt Philippine Tslands, 


page 15, issued 1912, it officially states that wages of 11,300 cigar 


















mak the Philippine Islands, in 53 factories, were 193 pesos 
anni r about $96.50 American money, or 30 cents per day, while 
th t of the clear makers in this country are at least $1.50 
a day, which includes the unorganized as well as the organized. I esti- 
mate that the average wages of the union cigar makers is at least $2 
per day, and, as a matter of fact, that is pretty nearly the minimum 
wage, and it ranges from that sum to as high as $5 per day. 

The question of transportation should not be lost sight of A thou- 
sand cigars can be shipped from the Atlantic coast to Chicago for 


it 10 cents and from coast to coast for about 18 or 20 cents. 


A thousand cigars, the wholesaie price of which would be $100, weigh 
about 27 pounds. The question of transportation, then, is not a factor, 

because of the lightness of the commodity it can be transp rted at 
a negligible cost. There are thousands of Chinese and Japs who, with 
the Filipinos, are very apt learners, especially in the cigar industry, 
as they prefer factory to field work, and the cigar-producing capacity of 
the islands can be recruited and brought up to any number in a very 
short time; and this we assert, without fear of successful contradiction, 
will surely oceur if you give them free access to this country. It is 
claimed that one-third of the population of Manila is Chinese. If the 
product of this oriental cheap labor comes into this country, the result 
will be ruinous to the industry here and would in a measure impair 
and partly nullify the Chinese-exclusion act. The cigar industry in 
his country pays the Federal Government in internal taxes alone about 
000,000 annually; and when we include the tobacco trade, which 
includes cigars, cigarettes, snuff, and manufactured tobacco, it contrib- 
uted for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, $70,500,000, 

There are employed at cigar making, not counting those engaged in 
making smoking and chewing tobacco, etc., about 136,000 people, of 
whom about 110,000 are skilled workers and wage earners who are 
directly and indirectly taxpayers and contributors to the maintenance 
of our Government, while, on the other hand, the Filipinos do not 









contribute a cent to the maintenance of our institutions. The aggre- | 


gate wages pald to cigar makers is $50,000,000 annually. 

The wholesale value of the output of cigars is about $350,000,000 
annually. It ranks about the twelfth in the value of its output among 
the great industries of our country. The cigar and tobacco industry 
has always been taxed through customs duties and internal-revenue tax. 
It, as a consequence, is extremely sensitive to hostile legislation. Dur- 
ing the last fiscal year over 1,250 small cigar manufacturers have been 
forced out of business Che union cigar maker receives from $7 to $12 


per thousand for making the 5-cent cigar, and from $12 to $18 per | 


thousand for making the 10-cent cigar, and from $18 to $50 per thou- 
sand for making the clear Habana cigars, or the two-for-a-quarter and 
more expensive kind. 

Under the present law, which limits the importation of cigars from 
the Philippine Islands duty free to 150,000,000 annually, the importa- 
tion jumped from 22,900,000 in 1911 to 72,800,000 in 1912. From 
information received from the Insular Bureau of the War Department 
we find for the first eight months of this fiscal year 65,000,000 cigars 
were sent here from the Philippine Islands. 

Under the economic conditions prevailing here the allowance of 
150,000,000 duty free per annum is more than fair to the Filipinos. 





Given an unrestricted free market in this country and the Cigar and 
Tobacco Trust will be enabled to increase the amount produced there 
and sent here and disposed of through its chain of stores to an extent 
that will be disastrous to American manufacturers and to American 
working men and women. Owing to climate and the bounties of nature, 
the Filipino lives very cheaply. Clothing is of the cheapest kind; he 
has no expensive rent to pay, no fuel to purchase, while he has self- 


sustaining food growing in abundance. We, on the other hand, must 
buy food, fuel, pay high rent, buy more expensive clothing, and with 
the always increasing cost of living we find the effort to sustain home, 
family, and life always equal to our income. 















We earnestly protest against being pitted against oriental la 
cheapest labor in the world—in our struggle for existence, \ 
against the proposed changes in extending the amount of free 
tion of cigars from the Philippine Islands. 

Yours, respectfully, 
CIGAR MAKERS’ UNION, No 28, or Wy 
S. J. T. WALL, Secretary. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I am a member of ore ] 
labor, and I would be the last to cast a vote which would 
members of organized labor. I do not believe the m 
we are discussing will injure members of organized lah 
reply to the letters I have received from members of tl; 
makers’ union I have so stated, and 1 have given as my 
the fact that under four years of Republican rule, wih. 
000.000 cigars might have been imported into this coun 
maximum amount in any year was 63,000,000. I feel t 
swer is conclusive—that conditions are such that labor nm 
be apprehensive. I have felt, as I have stated to my 
associates in these unions, that they were being stirred 
by friends, not by the men who have the cause of org 
labor at heart, but by the men who have been on the 
this House for years protecting the great trusts of thi 
[applause on the Democratic side] and who are now 
to hide themselves behind the overalls of the work 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

I want to ask the gentleman from Massachuset 
TREADWAY] if he indorses the statement contained in 
which he had read from the desk that Republican 
the Payne bill, which permitted 150,000,000 cigars to 
ported into this country, resulted in putting 5,000 cig 
out of employment? I will give the gentleman time 
answer the question. In the document which the gent) 
read from the desk it is stated that this law had put 5. 
out of employment. Is the gentleman prepared to sup 
statement? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I would ask to have the clause r 
the adoption of the new bill would put cigar make 
employment. Let me ask, in return, if importations 
from the Philippines have not increased? 

Mr. KEATING. I have asked the gentleman a quest 
letter that he had read stated that the Republican 
had put 5,000 men out of employment. I ask him if h 
that statement; yes or no? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I would like to ask the gentlem 

Mr. KEATING. Yes or no. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I think I shall answer in my « 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Colorado can nm 
that a man shall answer a question as he dictates. 

Mr. KEATING. Yes or no. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can not say how a n 














































answer a question. E 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
order that the gentleman from Illinois has not been r« Be 
Mr. KEATING. I have asked the gentleman fr 
chusetts to answer a question, and I will only yield to | 
Mr. MANN. And the gentleman from Massachu 
swered and asked to have the clause read. 2 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from ‘ 2 
has expired. ie 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARDNER. Can the gentleman from Colorado yi: ) a 
floor for an answer, and then dictate how that answer s P 
given? 

Mr. FOSTER. The regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. GARDNER. Is not a parliamentary inquiry th: 
order, I ask the gentleman from Illinois? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is with the gentlem: 
Masaschusetts in his parliamentary inquiry, and he will s 
Mr. GARDNER. I was trying to when the gentle 
Illinois interrupted. My inquiry is if it is permissil| 
the rules of the House for a gentleman to yield tlie f! 
an answer to an inquiry, and then dictate any partic: 

in which that answer shall be given? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is too complex a question f 
Chair to settle. [Laughter.] The Chair does not ni 
treat the inquiry lightly, but, of course, the gentlem:! 




























Massachusetts knows the rule that a gentleman can yit the 
floor. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, the Chair is perfectly 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapwa‘ 8 
not aware of the rule, and that there was a delibe! 
tempt 











Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, a parliament: 
| quiry. What is before the House? 
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Lee 











‘fr FOSTER. Mr. iirman, I eall for the regular order. 
GARDNER. I! sk what is the regular order but a 
o a parliamentary inquiry. 
. CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
tieman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 
G \RDNER. Mr. Chairman, a parliament: 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
GARDNER. Is not the reguiar order a reply to the 


entary inquiry? 
FOSTER. The Chair has already settled that. 
GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I raise the question of order 
the gentleman from Illinois is not in order when he in 
s the Chair while the Chair is replying to a parliamen- 
inquiry. ; ’ 
‘fr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order that 
ntleman has already bad his inquiry answered from the 





y inquiry. 








. CHAIRMAN. Let us all get into good humor now and 
e on this amendment. [Laughter.] ‘The question is on the 
iment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
l. 
rhe question was taken; and on a division (demar led by Mr. 
} there were—ayes 91 noes 153. 
» the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
hich I send to the Clerk’s desk, and, if I may be per 
1 I ask unanimous consent to omit the reading of the 
nt at this time, but that it be printed. I am offering 
hilippine provision in the present Payne tariff law. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers a1 
Iment and asks unanimous consent that it be printed, but 
l Is there objection? 


was no objection. 





endment is as follows: 





there shall be levie< 
the United States from I 
required to be levied, collected, and paid wpon like ar 





e Philippive Islands the rates of duty 








“1 from foreign countries: Prorided, That, except as otherwise 
ter provided, all articles, the growi or product of o ru 
in the Philippine Islands from materials the wth or product 

llippine Islands or of the United Stat or of both, or which 
in foreign materials to the value of more than 20 per cent 
a! value, upon which no drawback of stoms duties has bee 
f 1 therein, coming into the United States from the Philty 
hall hereafter be admitted free of duty. except rice, and except, 
i] wear ucaAr in excess of 300.000 gross ms, wrap! 
i filler tobacco when mixed or packed with more than 15 
wrapper tobacco in excess of 300.000 pounds, filler to o 


f 1,000,000 pounds, and cigars in excess of 150,000,000 cigars 
imntities shall be ascertained by the Secretary of the Treasury 
h rules and regulations as he shall prescribe: And p j 
That sugar, refined or unrefined, ana tobacco, manufactured 
factured, imported into the Philippine Islands 




















, Shall be dutiable at rates of import du therein s than 
t of tmport duty imposed upon sugar and t cco I 
V imported into the United States provided 
ul rules and reguiations to be prescril by the Se 
ry, preference in the right free entry of : 
t l inte the United States from the Philippine Islands, as pr 
shall be given, first, to the producers of less than 500 oss 
t bn any fiseal year, then to producers of the lowest output in ex s 
f ) gross tons In any fiscal year: Provided, however, That in consid 
é n of the exemptions aforesaid, al! articles, the growth, product, 
icture of the United States, upon which no drawback of customs 
a s has been allowed therein, shall be admitted to the Philippine 
ls from the United States free of duty: And provided further, 
That the free admission, herein provided, of such articles, the growth 
I t, or manufacture of the United States, into *the Philippine 
I 3, or of the growth, product, or manufacture, as hereinbefore 
ae 1, of the Philippine Islands into the United States, shall be condl 
tioned upon the direct shipment thereof from the country of origin to 
the ntry of destination : Provided, That direct shipment shall include 
3 its in bond through foreign territory contiguous to the United 
8 3: Provided, however, That if such articles become unpacked while 





ute by accident, wreck, or other casualty, or so damaged as to ne 
cessitate their repacking, the same shal! be admitted free of duty upon 
5 ictory proof that the unpacking occu 4d through accident or 
I ty and that the merchandise involved is the identical merchandise 
y shipped from the United States or the Philippine Islands, as 
' ise May be, and that its condition has not been changed except for 
: iamage as may have been sustained ind provided further, That 
cles, the growth, product, or manufacture, as hereinbefore de 
of the Philippine Islands, admitted into the ports of the United 
3 ce of duty under the provisions of this section and shipped as 
fore provided from said islands to the United States for use 











and enor 


export duties imposed in the Philippine Islands: And provided fur- 
Vhat there shall be levied, collected, and paid, in the United 

: upon articles, goods, wares, or merchandise coming into the 
ed States from the Philippine Islands, a tax equal to the interna! 
re e tax imposed in the United States upon the like articles, goods. 
, OF Merchandise of domestic manufacture; such tax to be paid by 
‘al-revenue stamp or stamps, to be provided by the Commissioner 
2 sees nal Revenue, and to be affixed in such manner and under such 
suse ‘ons as he, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
small prescribe; and such articles, goods, wares, or merchandise, shipped 
a a islands to the United States shall be exempt from the pay- 
ut OF any tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws of the Philippine 


or | 





¢ Philippine Islands, upon articles, goods, wares, or 
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| cut has expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. C 
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0 
and ening Ane frousded further, That there shall be levied, collected, | 


on the paragraph be 


Mr. MONDELL. 
Mr. MANN. I wi 
Mr. UNDERWOC 


desire to debate the parag! 


Mr. MONDELL. 


now closer 
I trust the 2 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on this paragraph—how much time does the 
gentleman from Wyoming desire? 

Mr. MONDELL. Fite minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that debate on this paragraph close in nine minutes, the gentle- 
inan from Wyoming to have five minutes, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts {[Mr. GARDNER] two minutes, and the gentleman 
from Illinois |[Mr. MANN] two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto be closed in nine minutes, the gentleman from 
Wyoming to have five minutes, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. GARDNER] to have two minutes, and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] to have two minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. MANN. 
from Connecticut [Mr. Donovan], who is out of harmony with 
his own party on the subject of legislation, at this time should 
have availed himself of his privilege on the floor to make a 
somewhat bitter assault upon his predecessor. It is not neces- 
sary for anyone to defend before any Member of this House 
who has served in Congress heretofore the gentleman from 
Connecticut, Ebenezer J. Hill. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] No one here ever had a higber standing, both for honor 
and honesty, for intelligence and capability, for hard work and 
deep digging, than Mr. Hill of Connecticut. [Applause on the 
Republican side.}] And if in the future time shall bring him 
back to this House, it will be conferring a great service upon 
the country and the greatest service which his district can 
possibly confer in any manner whatever. [Applause on ‘the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, supplementing what the gen- 
tlemen from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has just said I wish to read 
a few words with reference to the gentleman from Connecticut, 
Mr. Hill, who has been so severely criticized by his successor. 

These words which I shall read are not the words of a Repub- 
lican; they are the words of your Democratic leader, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. A. MircHeLt PALMER. He spoke 
these words on the fioor of this House the other day. Let us 
see what Mr. Patmer, of the Ways and Means Cemmittee, says 
about this gentleman who has been attacked so severely. On 
Friday, May 2, 1913, Mr. Paumer siid: 

The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Hill, who is no longer a Member 
of this House, but whose ability to construct tariff legislation with 
accuracy and regard for the facts from his point of view—I mean with 
regard to the principle upon which Republicans would write a law— 
no man will gainsay, and whose Industry, capacity for work, and desire 
to do what in good faith he started out to accomplish no man in the 
House will criticize. 








Mr. Chairman, I regret very much the gentleman 


[Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I understand that it is the 
avowed purpose of the Democratic party to move immediately 
to a recognition of the independence of the Philippine Islands 
and to provide at an early date for the complete separation of 
those islands from our country, and yet the first move which the 
party makes after that declaration in national convention is to 
propose to tie the islands to us in bonds of trade that in the 
very nature of things can not continue after the separation 
shall come. They propose to establish conditions under which 
it will be less desirable to those people to leave us, conditions 
under which an increased number of those people shall desire 
to remain bound to us, and conditions under which, if separa- 
tion shall come, the industries of the islands shall be thrown into 
infinitely greater confusion than they would otherwise be. The 
gentlemen on the other side talk about special privileges and 
are tremendously fearful that under the flag and on the conti- 
nent of America some citizen of the United States shall have 
the privilege of doing business on the basis of the high wages 
paid here, but they are perfectly willing to give special privi- 
leges over yonder in the Philippines to the Tobacco Trust and 
to the Sugar Trust, both of which will be vastly benefited in 
the manufacture, the one of tobacco or cigars, and the other of 
sugar, by this paragraph of the bill. The gentlemen on the 
Democratic side talk about hothouse industries, and they say 
they do not want to hothouse industries. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Harrison] wants to destroy the beet and cane 
sugar industry in our country because it is, he says, a hot- 
house industry,,but you propose to extend the hothouse influ- 
ence of our sugar and tobacco tariff to a country which is hot- 
housed by nature and which does not require this great privi- 
lege that you are now proposing to give them. The gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNpbERWooD] says we must be fair to the 
Philippines. Aye. we are more than fair to the Philippines 
when we give them this great market for all their products 
except an unlimited quantity of those products which in the 
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very nature of things, by reason of their climate, the , 
tions of living—conditions under which men work with 
expense for housing or clothing, requiring for comfort 
more than a breechclout and a bamboo hut, and enjoying 
We are giving them infinitely more than they are giy;; 
when we give them our mighty market over here for the | 
market they are affording us. 

Ah, you have gone from schedule to schedule, g; 
American industry, depriving highly paid American wo 
of their opportunities for employment. And after all 
done, to complete the unholy job you have set yourselves 
you propose to open our markets for protected products 
unlimited way to people whose standards of living are | 
ours, people whose rates of wages are far below ours, ar 
them the benefits of tariff rates on sugar and tobacco t! 
have established in order that highly paid American labo) 
thrive. Of all of the blunders and errors of this bill. t 
perhaps the worst. Not content with giving the Philippi 
unrestricted benefit of our protected market, you give t! 
chance to secure from India, the Malay States, Chi) 
Japan, and from all over the East, products in unlimited 
tities, and ship them here free of duty provided they 
that 50 per cent of the value of such products is of Phi 
origin. And this is the first move in your plan of sc 
your policy of the surrender of our responsibilities to t! 
ippines. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

‘the CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma 
ment will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, is the debate rule . 
The CHAIRMAN. No; the unanimous-agreement de! 
this paragraph is closed. Without objection, the pro { 

amendment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. Is there not a pending amendment—the ; 1- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Fo 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair’s recollection was 
about the matter. The question is on the amendment | 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNEy]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

Mr. DONOVAN. Now, Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate on this paragraph and 
amendments thereto is exhausted. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
















D. That articles, goods, wares, or merchandise going into P 
from the United States shall be exempted from the payment 
tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws of the United Stat 

Mr.. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, my usual motion. 1 
pity, and I suppose I ought to say unfortunate, that the 
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], who has l 
here for many terms, should think it necessary to tal | 
vantage of an amateur, one who has been in his seat onl) 
weeks, and turn the venom of his tongue upon him, and t! 
distinguished and golden character from Massachusetts | \r 
GARDNER]—“ Me, too’”—should himself add to it. W 
they not do as they ought to have done, and turn on the « 
man from the Springfield district of Massachusetts [Mr. ( 
LETT]? He was the one who brought this matter up. He ' 
the one who brought this charge against me that in th 
paign I use@ the tobacco schedule against a Member of (0 
gress. And I wish to say that I issued the challenge that if a 
single word I stated in the campaign was not true | l 
withdraw as a candidate. I now say that if a single 
ment I have made against the candidate on the stump 
true I will resign my seat in this body. I have no other s 
in trade but the truth. I did state that the gentlem:! 
was my opponent had a dual capacity politically. | 
repeat it. [Applause.] 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
two words. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous « 
that all debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and al! 
ments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection’ 

Mr. COOPER. Can not the gentleman yield me one 1 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘There will be another paragra})! 

Mr. COOPER. I simply wanted to ask the gentlem 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWooD] one question. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right 
ject, I would like to ask the gentleman from Alabama Ww 
after the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Keatrne] sha 
addressed the committee for five minutes, I would not 
tended the time to read a letter, a copy of which I have 
hand, addressed to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Kr 
should he not have received the letter. I ask for two ™ 
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that the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Kreatinc] may have 
f minutes, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Broussarp] 
ren qninutes, and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorrr] 


mures, 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN- 
oop} asks unanimous consent that all debate on this 
eryaph shall close in nine minutes, two minutes to be used 
e gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Broussarp], two min 

‘. the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper], and five 
es to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Keartine]}. Is 
objection? 

e was no objection. 

\r. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago I asked 
{ centieman from Massachusetts a question, and he suggested 
i e wished the Clerk to read the particular paragraph of his 

to which I have referred. I think the gentleman has 
ter now. If not, Mr. Chairman, I can not proceed with 

{ » letver. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, as the letter which the 

man wishes to talk about is not here, I will ask unani- 

- consent that the gentleman may wait until the other gen- 

vd ve spoken. Let the present arrangement stand as it 

« Mr. Chairman, but let the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
Kreatine] come in after the other gentlemen have spoken. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that will be done. 

\Ir MANN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. KeEatine] 
does not need to yield the floor. He will simply be recognized 


\ir. RROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman has the | 


maybe it is the same as that of which I have a copy 


Mr. KEATING. Let the gentleman proceed. 


Mr. BROUSSARD. I do not want to engage in the debute, | 


\ Chairman, further than to make this statement, that on a 
former oeceasion the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Keatine] 
e House said that all of the stock in the beet-sugar industry 
West was in the control, or a majority of the stock was 
ontrol, of the American Sugar Refining Co., the concern 


for years and years has held up the price of sugar in | 


untry, and which appears now before this Congress to 
»as-in the control of this market. 

\ gentleman has handed me a copy of a letter addressed to 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Keatine], and it is fair 
that I should read the letter first in order that he may reply 

if he can. The letter is from Colorado. It reads as 
May 5, 1913 


VARD KEATING, 
{| Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Sir: In a speech made by you in the House of Representatives 
; iSth of April you are represented as saying that “every _bect 
i ry in the United States is controlled by the American Sugar 

s Co. either by stock or selling agreement.” 


ident of the American Beet Sugar Co. I am compelied to tell 
you have evidently been misinformed, and that the statement 
‘ely incorrect in each and every particular. I have been chair- 
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the Hardwick 
| secured. But, fortunately, I bave a ver 








hearings and to othe 





te 


dence in my hand As the genileman re 
ia representative of the sugar inte ue 
from a representative of another interest 
the United States, 

Mr. FORDNEY. Lowry. 

Mr. KEATING. No: it is not Mr. Low I 
sible for our Republican friends to unde 
may secure inspiration from an: e except t 
ests of this country. [Applause on the Dx 

Mr. FORDNEY. You have neve ! 

Mr. KEATING. This clippi i Ly 
Friday evening, February 16, 1912, : 

And I want to say by way of introduet { 
Times is a sugar paper—a paper w h 
ests of the Sugar Trust. 

This was written a little over a 
accort to ome of these gent the 
facturers were keeping down the | f si 
it Snys: 

Another rise of 20 nts per hund 
was recorded this morning. Beet su M 
at $6 a hundredweight, went to $6.20 ‘I 
to $6.40. Cane §s ir has gone since M Fi 
then to $6.60, where It now ands 

Despite the fact that there is an am 
wholesalers predict that sugar will go 
manipulation by eastern speculato to 
that the high price is artificial and t 
ditions to naturally cause it 

\ year ago this time sugar was se! t § 
much of the oduct on the market | 
lealers declare that they hav ! d 
prices, but have to follow the lead set by 

According to this special pleader for th 
warehouses in Colorado were filled with suga 
and yet the price went up by k d ! 
cause our friends of the beet-Sugur interests we 
prices set by the sugar brokers on the New Yor 
those sugar brokers were controlled and di 
by the Sugar Trust. 

Mr. Chairman, how much more time have I? 


han of the board and president of the company since 1907, and at no | 


{ iring that period has the American Sugar Refining Co. been in a 
p 1 to exercise any control whatever of the company and its selling. 
Bot these truths you might easily have learned had you desired to 


fairly an interest of vast importance to your State of Colo 
it which interest you seem intent on destroying. 
e simple interest of truth will you do me the favor to correct 
statement? 
\s to my character and personal responsibility I refer you to the 
lion, 8. M. SPARKMAN and the Hon. FRANK CLARK, both of Florida. 
yours, very truly, 

H. R. DuvaL, President. 

‘Applause on the Republican side.] 

[ only wanted to get this into the Recorp because the gentle- 
mi n from Colorado [Mr. Kratina] took issue with me when I 
( that the statement he made was erroneous—that the beet- 
r industry was in the control of the American Sugar Re- 


ft £ Co., which is the head of the Sugar Trust in this country, 





Wis in the control of the trust. [Applause. ] 


Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to discuss 

ar when I took the floor this afternoon, but I am rather 

clad that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Broussarp] read 
etter, 

[ have received the letter and I have answered the letter, and 
T told Mr. Duval that I could not grant his request, because all 
‘ie evidence that I have been able to secure fully sustains the 
Cl irge Which I made on the floor of this House the other day, 
: : ¥ hich IT now desire to specifically reiterate—that there is 
aaa thing 1S competition between the beet-sugar interests 
either ean Trust; and. furthermore, that the Sugar Trust, 
adnan Arough ownership of stock or through selling arrange- 
wes, Controls the price of sugar in every town in this country. 


the letter which was sent to the Clerk’s de b 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. This lett 
Cigar Makers’ Union states: 
We have positive proof that such w 
former administration 
That is, the Ts i\dministi 
150,000,000 cig an year \ l 
put 5,000 American cigar mal 
} ment 
There is the testimony of the gentleman 
him, as a Republican, if he is prepared to st is 
of that statement made by his own witne 
So far as I am concerned, while I am a Democr 
deny the truth of that statement; but the ntlen 
into the Recorp with his indorsement, and I 


when he said that the output of the beet-sugar industry | 


The CHAIRMAN. One minute 
Mr. KEATING. Then, I want to revert to the « 


caused me to take the floor. I want to 


what he thinks of this statement 





Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
Under the agreement the 


has expired. 


made by his own 


sin [Mr. Cooprr] is entitled to two minutes 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my 


time. 


The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous ce 


Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY] may | 
Mr. TREADWAY. 


i 


The gentleman from Co 


ING] bas asked me whether or not I vonch for 
my constituent. I vouch for it in that 


in making 


it. 


The genileman who n 


truthful citizen of my district and he 
ticulars, and I take it, as coming from him, the 
true? {Applause on the Republican side 


of 62,000,000 cigars from the Philippine Islands 5.000 Ame 


| If by the 


workmen ecun be thrown out of employment, I 


man, how many can be thrown out of employment if 


gates wide 


Philippine Islands? 


to 


the unlimited importation of cig 


[Applause on the Republic: 


me ask the gentleman if he is aware that impor 
increased from 1911 when they were 2: 
last eight months of the present fise: 
75,000,000, and will not the limit be 
short time? 


Do not our Democratic 


> 900,000 


friends se+ 


gentleman fre 
gentleman f1 
nsent if 
rroceed for two 
) 
I believe 
ikes the 
has given me 
st 


we 


1335 














{ 
4 { 
} ‘ 


CONGRE INAL J 


aC 
ST 

















meyer during his lifetime, and if that stock is declared void the Ameri- 


can Sugar Refining Co. has control of the preferred stock of the 
National Sugar Refining Co. That company paid for underweighing 
$604,504, The W. J. McCann Surar Refining Co., a branch of the 
American Sugar Refining Co. at Philadelphia, paid $124,386. I did 
not give the cents, but the total collected by the Government is 


$4,384,136.46 that have recently been paid by 


these companies to the 
for fraud. 


Government 
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frightened now by this calamitous howl of those 
always stood by the protected interests of this co! 
think not; and when I saw this afternoon this side s! 
solid phalanx behind the great floor leader of the | 
















Party in this House [applause] I said the American 


‘ ] k to have the provision of 159.000,000 taken off | The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ; 
the hooks and the doors thrown wide open? ‘This is the Mr. FORDNEY. Just half a minute. There is an 
f reason for admitting an u ted mber, as the im- | pending against the American Sugar Refining (x 
1 own 80 nid 1 the past three years. Does | Orleans involving $100,536.73; another suit against the | 
{ t ite ii h e An can W the members | Surar Co. h Mr. Lowry, about whom so mui 
si mia ke 17 1 of our country, w b reated by | said, is the sales agent—involving $119,080.90. Gentle 
{ f} { Ph e | s when there is | are bound to have this duty, by fraud or by Dem 
limit 1d to the ber which may | legislation. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
( r. ¢ 1. I scbn I am pr red to stand by The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendn 
f 1 ( ituents very much bh r t 1 the gen- | by the gentleman from Michigan. 
‘ ! ey do is to abide by the shes of his con Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Chairn I unnnin 
from the evide ubmitted in the letter read by the | that debate on the | raph mend ts the 
g from Louisiana [Mr. Brovussarp] [Applause on the | in five minutes, 
Re] an side.) The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Tl CILAIRMAN. Without objection, tl pro forma amend- There was no objection. 
mont be withdrawn. Mr. HIEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I heard part of tl 
The ¢ k read as follows: | the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Greene], w 
ray ntry, d 1 jlony, p | sents the largest cotton-manufacturing district in t 
we ig ah gato ree a | States, The gentleman refers, if I understeod him 
f u ry, deper ( protests coming up from the South against the U 
‘ ion of iment, and § rt , particularly the cotton schedule. I want to inform 
t his et the | 4 2 . 
a pro tt act th and the country how some of these protests are ins 
‘ ® ori i to the ] : . ~ . - f 
} rted d om the country of lucti | is a telegram sent to the cotton mills of the & 
and ‘ h at merchandise fs imy i } American Cotton Manufacturers’ Association, calli 
‘ ] r he yuntry of produ 4 : : . 
t ; n t ee * » d cotton-mill men to wire Members of this House end 
t \ e T . I T vi I . _ ae 
1 : : oe in addition to the dutt erwise | Senators to raise the tariff on cotton goods. Th 
i a t act, a dditional duty « 1 te ount of s there is hope of doing that in the Senate if the m 
' 4 ‘ os etd mugs nts shal! fror mn Bet busy and wire their protests immediately. [ h 
' F d d ak red the Secreta the a single letter from m; district suggesting opp: 
I need a ion r the iden ior kind, and there are cottcn mills in it, and I represent 
’ lice ' , > ee e ay re Oo or ‘ . . ‘ ’ 
i ndise and for the a ment and col , | cotton-producing district in the State. I thank Gi 
A Son is lont n the sida fF toriff or etior ; 
Mr, FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amena- | 50Uth fs planted on the side of tariff reduction in 
: + to thi am | [Applause on the Democratic side.] Our people ha 
oO this se ion, i : : 
; follow at the time, as they have in your sections, gentle 
ii ‘ cr; re is oOLlowWws ls : oo . . 
- : 2 | judge by the verdict of November, when they dem: 
” e 15, after t wort governn st out n to | cee ae : q ! 
ee ae ote ae ae “ Tre the | tariff tax shall be reduced. [Applause on the Den 
v insert “a and stril t, it 1 and 22, the fol- | I hold in my band a letter from a cotton-mill man 
r the word “ cases,” in line 21), “in addition to the duties | Ala. Mr. Ashcraft, president of a cotton mill th 
. i | i by t act, n acd onal }27)) »y"e ler is » telegran + . 
1 KMORDNEY aa aden’ Aiagtem Wkaed hie ei Democrat. Hert is the telegram sent to Mr. A 
s ; : letter inclosing the telegram to me: 
te ISWe! ie state nt just made by gentieman irom 
Cc » [Mr. Kearine If I wnders him correctly, he Cuarvotie, N. C., A 
;T © Vy Trr "Ine , . 
stated that the beet-sugar factories in untry are con- | 7° 4 ArT CoTTON MILLS, Florence, Ala.: 
ti ed by the S r Trust. and be gail his information from | Senators and Congressmen generally are saying there is 
ath lt as e ; a ae ; to tl new tariff bill from their constituents, and wil 
t! testil iy furnished to the Hardwi investigating CoOMmM- | prompt protest telegraphed them. Situation encouraging f{ 
D) e and otherwise I happened to have the honor of having | in Senate if all mills telegraph their Senators and Con; 
a her of t inve ‘ ~o ttee. and I defy the | higher rates. You and friends telegraph them promptly. 
gentlei n from Colorado, or any oth n. to produce one | AMERICAN COTTON MANUPACTURI 
; e word of evidence that the beet-sugar factories of this | nae 
ce ( t | tl Sugar Refin Co. or any other FLORENCE, ALA., 3 
tru It is not in the hearings presented ‘ unittee for | Hon. J. THoMAS Herrin, Washington, D. O. 
him or any other man to find Dear Sir: Inclosed 1 hand you copy of telegram w! 
‘ | eaeaicad P 
iffered ; end! rf OT . nage 9. fe } rece! u 
} eae 7 e oa : KN é : ae = I.wish to say concerning this telegram that accordi 
thi enson: This paragraph, if put into law, provides for a | standing of the Underwood bill there is retained on 
countervailing duty on dutiable goods only, and if at the end small tariff. beginning with 5 per cent on the coarser 
f ft) : 1 amen te Sa sas as anaes ae Joes ing with the finer numbers, While it is nature for eve 
( { years su I is to be pla ‘ i on th fre list, the sngar all reasonable advantage in business, I must say in pi 
of this country or of Cuba will be placed at a very great | that with the advantages possessed by American cotton 
disadvantnge by Russian sugar. The Government of the United | can not continue in business at a profit we should ¢ 
: . . : : > | tlonably we raise the cotton and have every advantag t 
States on er ( itr i @ rtv té ve Brusse . ‘ tl AOTY & ‘ . : 
. d : ry . uu ry that i a part , = Brussels con- | in matter of freight. and some 15 per cent or less in \ 
ve on countervail agninst Russian sug for the reason all the freight on the finished goods back, together w 
1 { ‘Government of Russia pays a bounty » her sugar manu- per cent advantage by an import tariff. It does seem to n 
Pn rers. an he Gover on f : ad :Mieate snnter. | can manufacturers should be satisfied with this situation 
i ‘ md t overnn nt of the I i States countel Therefore I do not think that I can conscientiously gi 
val to ie extent of 72 cents a hundred uunds against this ment to the sentiments expressed in this telegram On t? 
« r Mn 1] countervails against Russia sugar, and the I think it.my consci ntious d ity to urge you to give you 
aaa Ment 5 ian ins Alan ntitane all mae ha frea | Support to the Underwood bill. 
gentien 2 that would vote for the putting of sugar on tl : free Yours, truly, Cc. Ww 
li would certainly 1 in the interes le Sugar refining — 
nien tn thidscounter:: <i. het chat tremn: the Ds {Applanse on the Democratic side. ] 
oOMmpanies is country. lave nere letter ‘om e e- pre . } ‘ ; ‘11 ¢) 
: ae ; —— : = ‘ Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada. Mr. Chairman, will t 
partment of Justice, and I want to call your attention to the vield? 
methods used by the refining interests of this country to obtair ‘ i 1. : 5 : 
lower rates f duty on sugar T] let idre: od ' —s Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield at 
low< ates of ¢ y on sugar. he letter is addressex Oo me on 
by the D wtnant: f Justi r ee o4 1912 me!) rt em proud of the fact that there are men in | 
ne epar > ) susiice, Fepruary ai, ivio. : eas . 
"Tt i nei ; ' : . engaged in legitimate business who want other vp 
SAYS: . ° 
The agenuet of mone paid to the Gor —— ; a chance in the struggle of life. I have seen o1 
ie amo of money paid to the Government by the various com- : . in <3 . — ae ; — 
panies concerned in the sugar frauds have been follows : until I am tired, men rise and speak in the intere 7 
I American Sugar Relining Uo., the chief beneficiary of free sugar, | Special interest and not in the interest of the pe F 
paid to the Government of the United States penalties for under-| not my desire to injure a single legitimate indus : 
wi hing at New York $155.486; duties and penalties for under Tattna © J at =a ae , : +1) 
weighing at New York. $2,000,000: fraudulent. drawbacks at New | United States, but I plead in behalf of the mil : 
tYork, $700,000 Fraudulent underweighing drawbacks at Phila- | who have been imposed upon, who have been oppress 
Hnhi 1°4 3R6 : . ae ie a 
deiphia, $124. : : oe : ; oki id cae tariff-protected industries under the reign of the I 
Ihe Arbuckle «Bros. paid for underweighing at New York $695,573. id ce Se ‘ i ‘ tm tho 
The National Sugar Refining Co.—and I may say that there is a case in Party. Have we forgotten the pledges mace in a 
court now to declare vold certain common sto issued to Mr. Have- | that we would reduce the tariff tax? Are genti 
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occasion to be happy—the Democratic Party is 
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; voing to keep our pledges and reduce the tariff tax.| You propose to secure competition by throwi 
» on the Democratic side. | open to the foreigner, blind to the facet th 
CILAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered | are rapidly establishing world-wide mono] 
! ceeytleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNer]. | beyond the control of American legislatic 
amendment was rejected. | free trade can plunder us at will, when even tl 
HULINGS. Mr. Chairman—— | see that the only defense against them is a riff w 
.CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? | shut them out and leave our markets to the f ‘ 
HULINGS. To move to strike out the last word. | of our own producers under such regulati ! 
CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph is exhausted, | Congress shall choose to establish 
Clerk will read. By throwing open the doors and givin 
. Clerk read as follows: |} you propose to find a market “beyond the si - Ww 
tion 1. That all articles of foreign manufacture or produ get as far as Germany, F1 e, Italy, and 
) are capable of being marked, stamped, branded, or labeled, | wil] run against their tariff wal ind after 
ury, shall be marked, stamped, branded, or labeled in legi le} auty vou will find co} tition ot pee 
, words, in a conspicuous place that shail not be covered or ob- | Jy ¢ i Hna Ccolpeti 1 th 
ny subsequent attachments or arrangements, so as to indi- | scale. 
untry of origin. Said marking, stamping, branding, or label- | High tariff never kent us f 
be as nearly indelible and permanent as the nature of the |] ,, ; ; ‘ 
ill permit. | ut with all our efforts we have only fo | 
HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | Pe’ cent of our manufacture 
specialties. 
disappointed in this bill. I hoped much from your prom- Pull down the tariff wal throw our 1 
I wanted to vote for it. For many of its paragraphs I foreigner, and you must pull do wages ol 
| still cheerfully vote, but I get no opportunity. I must All goods made abroad bro 
ow it whole, and that I can not do. I give you credit for | SUpplied by our own workmen throws son \ 
ity, but your bill has been forced through by the old | 4 job. And whether it be true, as you claim, tl 
; of secret-caucus rule, under duress of official patronage. | 0 reduce wages, the fact remai that wages | 
w can a Pennsylvanian coming from 2 great manufactur- | low there wil » less work to be ce 
agricultural district vote for a bill which puts practi- | Somebody will be out of a job 
everything that a farmer produces on the free list, while | About so many shoes are used | yu 
s our markets open to competition with foreign goods? | Of them abroad and some Amie 1 shoei 
Now, if foreign-made goods do not come in, the bill will be a | ® J b. 
e, because it will not produce the necessary revenues to | Under your bill England, France, i < 
e expenses of the Government. if our weaving anc spinning that 1 do 
on the other hand, if the bill with its low rates does pro- | Will make much of our plate g 
he revenues, it will require a flood of foreign goods to be Australia will furnish much of our wool: ¢ 
ed, all of which means that these foreign goods will dis- | our flour, shingles, and meat 
\merican-made goods and throw some Americans out of | The International Sugar Trust will wipe out the } 
Wo! ; : | industry and presently will “ souk us for w 
ould not pass this bill by secret ballot. If each mem- | guyuear they please : 
ted on his own judgment without coercion of the party | If the rR a J snpen] if the 
» your bill would fall. a un ope ce pork vane eie : Se an 
facts have been construed to fit the Procrustean bed | file “ we ene, aera - srerar Seas on ‘ } 
of the doctrinaire. Your bill is devised along partisan lines. | an ote yt ahaa a oo a ve ‘y joe 3 — ae ce 
Che debates here show that ignorance only can explain the | tar! aw that they offered since the; 
pancies of the facts alleged, and the need of information | “D@¢t one; If they had anaes aie Se ’ 
nonpartisan, unbiased sources is apparent. wae =e ‘ape: pn — he ae : ae aoe eee 
Some of the schedules in which the demand of the people | to ¢ MACE 088; al cme had been as phos! a 
f judicious revision downward has been met ought to be | defeat as they pretend to oe 6 re — 8 ui . 
passed and the rest of the bill ought to be sent to the committee alliances with the special interests, the Repub 
to y there until the committee can revise it in the light to | be in control — i 
be had from a nonpartisan tariff commission, which should be | gut under a high tariff they allowed combinations to 
speedily provided. ° | press competition and pile up ill-gotten n 3s, and 
e Democrats, though polling less than 41 per cent of the | beck and nod of these combinations hindered and obs 
s in the last election, are put in power by a political acci- the enactment of effective laws to prevent mono. 
lent structed the administration of such laws a 
¢ They arrogantly ¢laim on this floor that they are commis- | them, and became the publicly exposed spousot 
sioned by the people, yet only 4 voters out of every 10 voted | Of these special interests. 
the Democratic ticket at the last election, and a lot of them The Republican leaders, knowing that the American pe 
were disgruntled Republicans who voted for Wilson for fear | believe in a protective tariff, knowing that they have no f 
Roosevelt would win. in Democratic free-trade doctrines, fancied that the 
lhe people are not with you in your free-trade ideas. would stand for anything bearing the name of “ prot 
the division in party lines which put you in control is not a | Swollen with power, deaf to all remonstrance, they co 
( mission from the people to destroy the protective tariff and with these illicit combinations to control the G ernie 
set up free-trade notions that have been repudiated by every In the absence of laws to effectively regulate these ! 
civilized nation save England, and she is in the way of repudiat- | nations the people demanded and all parties agreed to 
“sae vision of the tariff downward as a “short cut” to d 
a his bill is false to every tariff dogma you ever pretended to | these devilfish and restore competition, although a bi 
ae more radical remedy would be through a criminal ( 
‘(IS a mass of inconsistencies, illogical and incoherent. If Mr. Taft had stood by his party platform; if he had 
Claiming in your platform that a protective tariff is uncon-| py his agreement to carry out the Roosevelt 
s , ees yet some of your schedules highly protect certain | he was pledged, he would be President to-day and the “a 
Your much-v eS Su f a | be no serious division in the Republican Party. But the 
Pe vaunted claim that this bill would greatly reduce | jeqders. who were in partnership with the managet 
the high cost of living is now practically and publicly repudi- | trusts, ‘hating Roosevelt and all his policies, were too stro 
- pbs and the Secretary of the Treasury. for Mr. Taft, and he made complete surrender to them, whi 
een a a ve raw materials produced in this country are | wasthe signal for revolt. 
made from eaheus atin goods But the revolt was not against the protective principle 


a ms other schedules you subject our manufacturers to the free 
uu open competition of foreigners with their cheap labor, while 


putting ¢ 


' 4 tax on raw materials our manufacturers must use. 
‘3 an er to revise the tariff downward judiciously, so 
a ‘ freeteainie rg by swift changes from a protective to machines by the influence and the money of the beneti 
greatly injur asis, but you have made radical cuts that will | of special privileges; and by political brokerage and tri 
ing ches e some lines of business and have made sweep- | filling high places and small with men who would “ go : 

7 iges in other lines that will destroy them. and be subservient, were building up an oligarchy of wealth. 


the power of the party machinery; robbed the voters of 


Serpe onene and set up a government “by a representative ¢ 
of representatives chosen by themselves; built up powe 























*t 
The revolt was against Republican leaders who had usurpe¢ 


right to choose their own candidates; ousted the people fron 
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ourses are open One is to retire the old leaders and 

make the Republican Party what it ought to be. This involves 

a hard, long fight with the old leaders and having them in the 
pal always enemies to progress. 

The other is for all progressives to join the Progressive Party 

and make it the party of the people, for the people, and by the 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
nt that all Gebate on this paragraph close in five minutes, 

Mr. MANN I desire a little time on this. 

Mr. UNDFRWOOD. TI ask unanimous consent that debate on 
this peragraph close in—— 

Mr, HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the privilege of resum- 
ing this lecture on the next paragraph. [Laughter and ap- 
plnuse. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Choirman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on this paragraph close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph close in 10 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, were it not for the fact 
that I was elected from a district in the heart of the Com- 
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monwealth of Massachusetts during the pendency of t¢} 
} 


egislation, ut this time in my young membership ir 
I would not take up the time of the House: but in view 
of the statements that have been made by some Rem 


of the great Commonwealth of Muassechusetts, and } 
the statement just made by the distinguished gentle 
Alabama [Mr. Heriin] that the South is pledged | 
reform, let me say to my colleagues in this Chamber, 
sides of the House, that we in Massachusetts and in \ 
land join with the South in asking for tariff reduct 
plause on the Democratic side.}] Why, Mr. Ch 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts at the election last 
its electoral votes for the President of the United Stat 
plause on the Democratic side.] After his election and 
election of the gentleman to the United States S 
Weeks] from our Commonwealth, we had a specia 
The tariff issne was raised by the Republican candid 
the Progressive candidate. There is some differen 
Chamber with reference to the attitude of those 
upon that question, but in that contest which wa 
Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, there was no essential « 
between them—they both stood for a high tariff. 

We met them at the challenge which had been m: 
indorsed in every section of my congressional district 
chusetts the program of the President of the United 





| revise the tariff in the interest of the people. [Appl: 


Democratic side. ] I believe, Mr. Chairman, that 
dorsement given me by the people of that district 


| election given me by a plurality of 4,400 that the pr. 


lead s that have driven nearly tw 
{ ‘ vot out of the party by their usurpations ” 
, by their incapacity to see and their neg- 
! f 1) wority who 1 > the impudence to 
Prog ves with disloy ity | with breaking up 
i Ike blicun Party, and who still seek to hold political power 
by i the people hypocritical professions of reform. 
i olted aguinst the 
‘ f who had proved false to every 
of I d oresnized the Progressive Party 
in of s | reforms that should give back to the 
| tit onl rs of government; that should 
‘ nimiental agencies in the protection of the home, the 
wi hijdren, and the ta@ilin min s that should enact 
I t of 
tive by a nonpartisan commission; that s ld enact law 
to opolies and special j to | end that free 
( ! and eg on ties she 1 | maintained in 
1 dliate relief 
ana » the deny i oF ft , t to reduce the 
tur behind which special priv ze ntrenched. 
! progra : red at in this House by Republican 
leads by Democra lerders who are tarred with the | 
wi in the old days of Republican domination, 
ready to “‘go along” when they were needed by 
mice 
and cheap wit aimed at the Progressive Party | 
h sides of this House and the stand-pat press 
f . though the only elements of political respecta- 
| ! f the old parties are those elements in the 
Party that sincerely believe in Woodrow Wilson’s 
d ti elements in the Republican Party that 
the Progressive doctrines, yet through constitu- 
old ties of party loyalty to bind them | 
1 ‘ of bh system. 
ble for 1 old leaders to understand that their 
! cone by, that old things are passed away, and that 
] blicen government facing a new and a better day. 

it s‘ble for the Progressives to turn their faces away 
fr sions of a nobler America, and, giving up the fight 
fr f that are so greatly needed. go back again under 
the old leadership and accept their concepts of government. 

re bound to come, If they come through the 
I) ratiec Party we welcome them. 

tut the Democratic Party with its irreconcilable elements is 
1 lt her by a repe of sand. Only party spirit, flushed by 
S i | | patronage, enables Mr. Wilson to hold the 
re ry elements in his party. Wilson and Tammany have 
] om! but a party name 

y come through the Republican Party we welcome them. 
B y never will come from a party whose leaders despise 
the | ressive doctrines, though they make belated professions | 
o} rsion nid adherence 
s, however, are nothing. 
only are worth while. 

\ \ agree on fundamentals may, nay, must, compromise 
to plish practical results. A vast majority of the voters 
bel progressivism. How shall tl get together? Demo- 
crats, assorted as they are, are littie likely to leave their 
| vy in the flush of suecess. 

Republican leaders hate progressivism and nothing can 
] ected from them, and for this same reason Progressives 
( not go back to the Republican Party. 





Commonwealth of Mussachusetts have sent me here as 
emissary to this administration in its effort to reduce 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] They raised the 
during the last contest that a Republican should b 
Massachusetts or a Progressive should be sent from | 
did district to protest against the attitude of the Pr 
to protest against the tariff-revision program. 

We asked the people of Massachusetts if they be 
a protest should be made against the action of the IP 
and the Democrats in their efforts to give the peo 
great Nation cheaper foodstuffs, if a protest should | 
give the people of this country free lumber and fre 
I believe the indorsement given to the President, to 
eratic majority, and to myself puts our fair Comm: 
Massachusetts in line with the progressive Common, 
this country. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Our Commonwealth has great manufacturing esta! 
within its confines. Those great establishments lave 
up by the enterprise and by the energy and by the f! 
citizens of that Commonwealth, And in this tarifi 
all we ask is a fair opportunity and a fair field. ai 
this administration can be relied upon to do as it 
injury shall be doné to any legitimate industry.” 1 
lieve that any injury under the provisions of this |! 
done to any legitimate enterprise in this country. 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago t! 
man from Alabama [Mr. HeEr.in] called the attent 
House to a letter which he had received from some 
facturer, stating, as I believe, that “we have the cotto 
the coal, we have the water power, and we can co! 
the world.” It so happens that in almost every otl 
which we produce we have ceased to send the rav 
abroad. In the main, if we export wheat now, we ¢ 
the shape of manufactured flour, or, in the main, if 
cattle now, we export them in the form of dressed or 
meat; and the same theory or fact runs through as 
all of the agricultural products that this country 
abundantly. But when it comes to cotton we ex] 
the raw material. Until recent years that which w 
tured in this country we did not manufacture even 1 
of production. We sent the cotton way North to be 
tured by northern industries. But in recent years, w 
of protective tariff, gentlemen in the South have com! 
develop cotton-manufacturing establishments. We 
maintain a policy which would make us not only th 
of the world as to cotton raw but also as to cotto 
tures. [Applause on the Republican side.] And if 
will leave aside its following of gentlemen like the : 
from Alabama and turn and look to the industrial ¢: 
the North, it will have a further reawakening and 
economic policies which will permit this country to 
cotton into cotton goods down in Dixie instead of send' 
up to Massachusetts and across to England. We ougiit 
these raw materials into finished products here at bon 
make wheat into flour near the seat of production. ‘! 


cattle into beef near the seat of production, but cotton the) 


mo 


send 
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er the world to be manufactured after paying freight rates | paragraph | the pm 
and then paying freight rates back on the cotton goods, | granted by unanimous 
\ » un dewn South! |} real amendment to par j 
‘Mr. BARTLETT. Is it not a fact that there is manufac- Mr. MANN. He h 
the South and ysed by us in the manufacture of cotton Mr. UNDERWOOD. | | be ! 
da more bales of cotton than sare manufactured in the North | sent that he be heard. If 2 
‘ st? Lust year we manufactured 2,000 more bales of cotton | graph G is re d and then make | » J 
tton manufactures in the S« h than were manufactured | Clerk may read. 
North and Enst. | » Clerk read : ( 
MANN. Oh, not more than you shipped to England to be I’. Subsection 2. If 
' l. ' 
LANGLEY And that was der Repub 1 adr : , 
ray brand or 1 l 
\ VIEANN I congratulnat the S« h on the develonment of ' 
" 7 . - oe on be ad 
nfactures under a Republican protective tariff. I |, ieee 
to bave it go f r before you commence to breal Mr ROR! \l 1) 
] ] t 
} reac a e po ‘ 
\7 ry t lid ) ( , mn malad 
CTI I We did of R ) n mala rhe CHAIRMA? 
TAID , TK s+) _ ; . , . of the pa The ¢ 
CHAIRMAN. Wit ut objection, the pro forma amend \T MANN \ 
Yr dered wiftl iwn, and the Clerk will read . 
. wnerce — ’ . © i vl 5 A i 
ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move to} >). 
the last word rnd ' 
—— . . 2 ‘ . . . rhe ¢ i I ‘ ( I 
\ UNDERWOOD Mr. Chairman, I understood the debate | ........,,; ’ 
a osed = th 7 ee ao \ UNI ( ) I 
» CHAIRMAN Of course, 1 amendment is in order, but } ¢ ; 
‘will state to the gentleman from Massacl tts [Mr i . = Pee 
that all debate has been exhausted on this para-|° ay, CHAIRMAN. 1 7 1 
rugraph f rhe Clerk will read. — 
| | I ( rk read 
( rend as follows | G 
1 That all s of fo nT ' t | 
f ' ! l led ed 
i t i ad rt d. » he 1 i 
in ‘ t t shall ‘ ] 
‘ y indeli l p the n of t 
it 
; 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I understand we have ; 
ted paragraph F. rth nd 
LIRMAN rh j ts 1 of | era F has been t 1S 
notl } bevond t - . 
UNDERWOOD, Very l. iz i in 
CHATRMA rhe Clerk will read ? - 
( l read as 1 ow | 
nt i Ip d art eh he 1 ‘ } y f t 
eled C ) ie i ly id ne Mi ROBER . ur ! I 
ry of ¢ in and | q itity of the t l : : 
! ordance with t ( tions pres e n t ‘ , | Stri out the i ra 
I mall be @ j th I “te I CHATIRM ! 
] , ‘ ‘ Oo! pack ~~ ‘ : ) } i id e ? d he } oe r ) S 4 
nded r lal ed not rat ind t ‘ , ; t 
0 ! actually contained i Mir, RO RTS of ( 
‘ ( of t M rd » the t elected ‘ f 
t > 4 | i e way ha i ti ‘ ‘ 
te ! t tive ' : 
rt I I l p I r ' l I Si 1 
1t ft in r ic ip e ly j 
ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move to| 8 hat 
out the last word. dist! t I 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair wil! call the attention of the | other of the 
n from Massachusetts [Mr. Roeerts] to the fact that | d Ss 1 tor 
d te has been closed on the entire paragraph F, which | « 
lown to about the middle of page °O1. There can be se! ra tree-t1 ? 
er debate until we reach paragraph G. Now, what Chie cts, based 
[A N \ rt se. ’ } } ] . f B T | 


The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman | prote 








MANN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Ros- The CHAIRMA Di 
. ires to offer an amendment. yield to his league 
ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move to Mr. ROBERTS of Mas I 
it the last word. pleted my statement. I hav } | 

CHAIRMAN. Debate is closed, but an amendment can | candidates oy] sed to I 

: red when the reading of th paragraph has been com- |; matter f fact, the ge 

about three ks ago, 12,9 
Mr. MANN. But, Mr. Chairman, the committee can not | received 8,843 votes. The Pre 


ct ‘ 


‘ebate except by unanimous consent, except upon the para- | vot 

1 that has been read, and the request of the gentleman | Now, if we are to get the time of t, 
“ima [Mr. UNberwoop] was only to close debate on | that district the sentin 

augraph which bad been read. together ‘ te oO 

UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I asked unanimous con profes tion, a e id, and we fil they } a f i4 


tha 


it all debate be closed on paragraph F. as 


thea ‘ idl vot 


' ‘ : 
i 1 


aT. M \NN. I think the gentleman said merely “the para- | plause on the Republican side In other word 


just elected is minority candidate from that d 


. UNDERWOOD. No; I distinctly stated paragraph F. | Mr. LANGLEY. And misrepresents it. 

- MANN. If the gentleman insists upon that, I shall ob Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. He is minority 

hereafter to such requests. To undertake to close debate | date by 1.550 votes, and when he stands on ¢ f r < } 

hat way before paragraphs are read is not fair. i that bis district is a free-trade district, he is nu ep ‘ 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I tried to be as liberal | the majority of that district, as shown by the votes of th 

{ could. I asked unanimous consent to close debate on | people. 


b ea nae 
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\ CUR 24 I want to ask the gentleman what has ben 
{ iormal Repub! hn majority iti l t' 

Ir. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. I am not familiar with it, | 
be iuse thi is a nev district. This sx al election is the 
BO 1 election that has been held in it. 

Mr. CURLEY What was the vote received by Capt. Weeks, 
{ f ner Republi ndidat 

I RQ] tis f M husetts Id I re il his vote 
The entieman is basing his election on the sentiment for or 
i free trade, and the sentiment shown by the figures is 
{hat protection is in the majority in that district to-day. I do 
] know the figures 

Mr. CURLEY. You do know this fact, if you were present in 
t Chamber, that the gentleman from Massachusetts did not 
siy that he stood for free-trade policies in that district. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. He said that the people of 
h district and Massachusetts struck hands with the South, 


and that they indorsed every feature and item of this tariff 
bill now under consideration. 


Mr. CURLEY. For such revision as would not injure or de- 
ae 


stroy any legitimate industry. 

Mr. LANGLEY. The gentleman did not make any such 
Sstnaiement 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. The gentleman did not 
make a statement such as my colleague attempts to put in my 
n ly 


MITCHELL. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetis. I will yield if I have any | 


time, for a question only. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman . 
Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. I yield for a question, not 


for a speech. 
BARTLETT. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Mircuet.!] can get recognition in his own right later. 
Mr. MITCHELL Let the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Rorertrs] conelude his remarks. 


Ir. ROPRERTS of Massachusetts. The gentleman recently 
elected, my newest colleague [Mr. Mircne.i], did make the 
statement on this floor, unless my ears deceived me, that he 
proclaimed throughout the campaigi 
and items of this tariff bill now under consideration, and that 
his election was an indorsement of that bill by the people in 





his district; whereas the figures show that the people of that 

district were 1,530 in the mafority in favor of a protective tariff 

and not in favor of the bill now under consideration. [Ap- | 
plause on the Republican side.] 





ERTS], experienced in legislation and an old Member of this body, | 
eeks in the closing hours of this debate to misrepresent me 
ind to misrepresent what I said on the floor of this House. | 


[Applause on the Democratic § side.] Now, Mr. Chairman, 
uch Tam a new Member, I do not ask any consideration 


at the hands of the gentleman from Massachusetts who has | 


to misrepresent me on this floor, and I want to say to 





the gentleman and to his colleagues from Massachusetts and 
to my colleagues in this House that I believe the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Roprerts] is misrepresenting his dis- 


trict and misrepres iting the great Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The gentleman 
quotes some figures 

Mr. RORERTS of Massachusetts. Are they inaccurate? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The figures are not correct, and the gentle- 
man knows they are not correct. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman give 
us the figures? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. ‘The gentleman must not interrupt 
his colleague who has the floor. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
MircrEe cyt] is entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman knows that 
exactly the same kind of a contest took place in the same dis- 
trict last fall. Mr. WreKks was the candidate upon the Repub- 
lican ticket. We had a Progressive candidate, but Mr. WEEKs 
carried the district by 2,300 votes. After the special session 
had been called, after the tariff bill had been introduced into 
this House, we had a special election. There was a Republican 
candidate and a Progressive candidate. The issue was clear. 
The issue was raised by the Republican and the Progressive 
candidates, and in the same district where I had been defeated 
in the fall by 2,300 votes I was elected by 4,427 votes. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 





1 his belief in all the factors | 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. Ros- | 


| 





Mr. Chairman, I said that the people of my Comm 
are in favor of tariff revision honestly made, and I bx 


| the recent election of Senator Hotuis in New Hamps! 


bears testimony to the sentiment in that State. [A 
the Democratic side. ; 
Che elections in Maine, the elections in Connecticut 
New England States, 1 believe, Mr. Chairman, bear test 


| the fact that we, as well as those in the South 
West and in every section of the country, are in favor of 


est downward revision of the tariff, and I believe tl 


the spirit that flows all through this Underwoed 








plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairmar 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of . 
debate is exhausted on this paragraph. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman. 1 
the pro forma amendment, and I move to strik 
two words. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman from Massachus 
extend the time by repeating one pro forma amend 
another. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gent! 
Pennsylvania is correct. 

Mr. PALMER. In the absence of the gentleman 
bama, who has announced that he will not extend 
do not think the gentleman from Massachusetts or 
fortime. The gentleman can come in under t 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. This is th 
have asked or occupied a moment's time in this d 
would like two minutes 

Mr. PALMER. But the g:ntleman can come 
next paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike « 
word of the paragraph and insert in its plac 
section.” 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimo: 
debate on the amendment may close at the end of | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanin 
that debate on this amendment close in five minut« 
objection? 

There was no objection 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report th: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 202, line 11, by striking out the wore 
end of the line, and inserting in licu thereof the word 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this is section 4 of t! 
is now being read, divided into paragraphs which f 
of the alphabet, and then again. subdivided into 
Here is a proposition in regard to drugs used to pi 
tion or to cause abortions. Then there is a p 
drugs heretofore mentioned when imported in bu 
for the purposes hereinbefore specified, are exce} 


1 
ue he 


, 


| operation of this section. Of course, clearly the 
| to except it from the subsection. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
Illinois is entirely right about it, and because we 
tinguished gentleman from Illinois to have a rea 
framing of this great law that is going to work 
fit to the people of this country we propose to 
amendment and put it in the bill. [Laughter and 

Mr. MANN. Reason has finally penetrated the bi 
tlemen on the other side. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the an 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment w: 

[Applause. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

G. Subsection 2. That whoever, being an officer, agent 
of the Government of the United States, shall knowing! 
any person engaged in any violation of any of the f 
prohibiting importing, advertising, dealing in, exhibitins 
or receiving by mail obscene or indecent publications 
tions, or means for preventing conception or procuring a 
articles of indecent or immoral use or tendency, shail be € 
of a misdemeanor, and shall for every offense be punis 
of not more than $5,000, or by imprisonment at hard labo1 
than 10 years, or both. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, |! 
#rike out the last word. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield for a m 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous « 
all debate on this subsection and amendments thereto |! 
in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsyly2 
unanimous consent that all debate on this subsection 


amendments thereto close in 10 minutes. Is there objec! 


There was no objection. 


Ma‘ 
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ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman ust a 
) e gentleman from Massachusetts, my nev 
fr. MITCHELI ‘used me on the fl of this H e 
him. He d this con itee that I had not 
yt igures | which he was elk i and those 
} his « ent I w t to 1d from Congres 
Sixty-third Congress, first session, a sketch of 
! ' 1ELL, Democrat, Marlboro. I will not read the 
| t, but I v ‘ome down to the lin 
) Si 1 ng 1 15, 19 t 1 t 
VW \\ s é v 12,991 votes | 
hat I stated— 
4 1H. Cuttir I i - | 
vw ae ited 
Norman H. White, Progressive 
t I stated 
Cl in. the gentleman may run bluffs like that tn his 


by with them, but he can not do it on the 
When he accuses a Member of making | 


ents he wants to be absolutely certain that he him 


‘ict and get 


this House. 


I t. In the gentleman’s denial of my statements that 
it represent the majority sentiment of his distr 
| ion of protection or free trade, I leave it to th 
( ee to say whether he met the point which I raised, 


that both bis opponents standing as he himself said 
protection, received 1,530 votes more than he received. 
back to the election of last November as apparently 
xz some light and possibly bolstering up his claim that 
ict is for a revision downward or free trade. 
publican in that district last November, now 





Senator | 


\ s, wis elected by a plurality of something over 2,000; but 
bear in mind that last November in that district there was not 
( the gentleman himself now representing that district, a 


Progressi ve | 


on the Democratic ticket, but we bad a 
te as well, and the Progressive candidate in that district 
stood for protection. Does the gentleman deny 
The Republican who was elected, late a Member of this | 
own to the older Members, stood for protection, and the | 
bined vote of the successful Republican and the Progressive } 
the gentleman now representing that district far behind, 

farther behind than the 2,200 or 2,300, as he says, plu- 
rality would seem to indicate. 


ember 





Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. No; I can not yietd. The 
gentleman can get time to make any statements he wishes. The 


s are, and the gentleman well knows them, that if he puts 
! ‘lection the vote of that district free trade or | 
te . he does not represent the sentiment of his district when 
nds on his feet on this floor and claims to do so. He is 
I ‘senting the minority sentiment of his district, and I believe, | 
ssible exception of one or two districts in that State, 
he represents the minority sentiment of all the districts on the 
juestion of protection or free trade. Massachusetts has grown 
rich and great under the beneficent policy of protection. It is 
what gives our men employment. It is what keeps them all 
happy and prosperous and contented; and Massachusetts, 
wl is not to-day favoring free trade; and in my judgment, 
when the issue comes square, as it will in the next congressional 
election, you will find my prophecy substantiated by the vote. 

I have here the vote in November in that district, and it ap- 
pears that the protection vote on the basis that the gentleman 
from the thirteenth district would have us assume was 28,100 
as against a free-trade vote, which he received in November, of 
13.500—barely more than half of the voters on his theory last 

ber being for free trade, and at present the free-trade 
itiment being 1,500 and more in the minority. 
air. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, my colleague from Massa- 
chusetts quotes from the Congressional Directory the figures of 
the recent contest. The election took place on the 15th of | 
April. The vote was not canvassed by the governor and council 


of Massachusetts until the 23d of that month. The figures 
wh 


on on ro- 


\ i the m 


as ft 


’ 


Sel 


ich are published in the Congressional Directory are news- 
paper figures and are incorrect. I have sent for the corrected 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. 
those figures to the printing 
Congressional Directory? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I sent the figures—— 
Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Will the gentle man please | 
answer the question. Did the gentleman submit those figures? | 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will answer the gentleman’s question. 


Will the gentleman yield? 


Did the gentleman submit | 


committee for insertion in this | 
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consent that all debate on th 





Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. | Why, you Republicans now claim that your party is in { 
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The gentleman from Washington [Mr. Bryan] is recognized for | 


5 minutes. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the real lesson 
of this Massachusetts fight has been overlooked. It has not yet 
been brought out in this debate, and it is for the purpose of im- 
pressing upon Members of this House the real thing that hap- 
pened in Massachusetts that I have insisted on having a few 
minutes of time. 

There were three candidates. One of them, Cutting, 
publican, was for the Payne-Aldrich tariff, a man who was a 
reactionary, and who stood for reactionary principles. Then 
there was White, the Progressive, who stood against the Payne- 
Aldrich tariff bill, and Mircnenyn, the gentleman sitting here, 
who was for the Underwood bill. 

There was no combination in that campaign between the Pro- 
gressives and Republicans. They were as far apart as the east 
from the west, and not ther in any Mr. 
White denounced the Payne tariff and the Republican Party, 
and especially announced that he was opposed to that kind of 
protection, and that he stood for a revision downward of the 
tariff, and for an immediate revision downward. And I heard 
him quote from that very correct article of that very correct 
author, Sam Blythe, in the Saturday Evening Post, ‘“‘ Verdict— 
Suicide,” wherein Blythe had said that the Republican Party 


the Re- 


associated toge sense. 


had committed suicide, and he referred especially to that sec- 
tion of the article where it was stated that the leaders of the 
Republican Party had deliberately gone into a room in Chi- 


cago and turned on the gas and committed suicide, as he termed 
it. And Norman H. White said he did not nd for the con- 
tinuance of the protective policies by the Republican Party as 
that party had been practicing them. 

Mr. Mircnett plainly stated that he was for the Underwood 
bill. That is true, as he has said here. What was the result? 
The result was that the Republican Party received 8,843 votes 
and that there were 18,579 votes against the Republican Party. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] They were not for the 
Republican Party, and I for one at this moment want to pro- 
test with all the force there is in me against this talk about 
a combination between the Progressives and the Republicans. 
We do not belong to the old Republican Party. We bave noth- 
ing to do with it. 

Mr. PAYNE. We do not feel badly about it. 

Mr. BRYAN, 
the people who have been robbed by the Payne tariff could get 
at you. Repeatedly Mr. White in that campaign raised the 
issue of the protective tariff as it bad been proposed by the 
Republican Party, and he denounced it with all the force there 


sta 


ras j im, and he said that if he was elected he would stand | 7 
was in him, and he os a , ‘aj} | leader, I shall have a word to say with reference t 


for a reduction of the tariff and for a tariff board and for all 
that the Progressive Party’s platform stood for. 

Let us analyze the vote at this election. Be it remembered 
that this is the first election since November in the country 
wherein a national issue was involved, which might be used asa 
basis on which to determine whether the Progressive Party vote 
was holding its own. Here are the figures: 


ne 
ble 


| 
| | Percentage of 





Vote. | total vote. Per- 
___.| Loss. ; — ___} centage 
| | | | of loss. 
1913 1912 1913 | 1912 
| 
Democratic... . 12,901 | 13,583 4,682 47.0 | 38.5 5.1 
Republican. 8,843 | 15,934| 7,001) 32.2] 45.0] 44.5 
Progressive........... voutbunes 5, 678 5, 853 75 20.7; 16.5 2.9 
Total 27,422 | 35,370 O68 Foicnnccd ape lbhatass 


Now, then, I do not claim that there was any candidate in 
that campaign who was for free trade, and I know enough, 
and you all know enough, about this bill to know that there is 
no issue of free trade before this Congress at this time. There 
is no such thing here. The Underwood bill is not for free 
trade, and there is nobody here who is going to vote for free 
trade at this time, [Applause on the Democratic side.] It was 
that mighty force and that determination on the part of the 
people of Massachusetts to overturn the Republican Party and 
put it out that piled up this immense vote; and although the 
vote of the Republican Party was divided, the Republican Party 
could not possibly have won. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

Now, then, I want to say that the time has come for us, the 
Progressives of this country, to let the old Republican Party 
know, here in Congress, and let its Representatives in Con- 


gress know, that we have nothing to do with them. 
and applause on the Democratic side.] 


You, sir, would feel badly about yourself if | . : : 
: ‘ | the Republicans; that there was no connection be 





{Laughter | parties in the country striving for real supremacy. 
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an income tax. When the income-tax-amendment resolut 
up for consideration you opposed it, and the gentlem 
New York [Mr. Payne] especially, who said he was op) 
it except as a war measure. He does not believe in it 
moment. The Recorp shows that he made a speech ; 
and said he was going to vote for the resolution to sul 
question to the States, but that he did not favor the k 
an income tax for ordinary revenue. Mr. ForDNEY vote) 
submitting the income-tax proposition to the people, ; 
GARDNER voted against submitting it to the peo) 
Mr. Calderhead voted against submitting it to the 
and Mr. McCall voted against submitting it to ti 
and Mr. Weeks voted against submitting it to the 
Mr. Hill voted against submitting it to the people, 
Moore here was not present. [Laughter on the LD: 
side. } 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman fr 
ington has expired. All time has expired on this par 
The pro forma amendment will be considered withdray 
Clerk will read. 

Mr. BRYAN. I have 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_H. Subsection 1. That the importation of neat eattle and 1 
of neat cattle from any foreign country into the United § 
hibited : Provided, That the operation of this section shall 
as to any foreign country or countries, or any part of 
countries, whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall offi 
mine, and give public notice thereof, that such importation 
to the introduction or spread of contagious or infectious dis 
the cattle of the United States; and the Secretary of the ‘' 
hereby authorized and empowered, and it shall be his duty, t 
necessary orders and regulations to carry this section into « 
suspend the same as herein provided, and to send copies t 
proper officers in the United States and to such officers or a 
United States in foreign countries as he shall judge necess: 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, to 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois | 
moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MANN. I am sorry to have to inject any partis 
the debate, but the gentleman from Washi: 
RYAN], holding up his right hand with consider 
effect, just stated that the Progressives had no 
with the R 


a lot more valuable 


I move strike o1 


M1 


al 
par 
epublicans; that they were entirely sepa 
Progressive Party, or the members of the Progress 
and the Republicans. 

I have been wondering for some time what consti 
Progressive Party in the House. As the Republi 
mittee selections of Republicans. I have not been 2! 
ascertain which gentleman it would be necessary for n 
into consideration. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRYAN. You do not need to mention 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is not the whole part: Ie 
his own party. [Laughter.] 

I notice by the official list of Members which is issue: 
conforms with .the biographies furnished by themise! 
there are not 19 Progressives in the House, as claim 
and while the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Br 
that the Progressive Party is entirely separated from 
publican Party, I notice that the gentlemen thems si} 
that there are 7 Progressive Republicans [laughter], 
the other three members of the Progressive Party 
selves—mark you, put themselves, and do it themselv 
in the directory as “ Republicans.” 

Now, perhaps the gentleman from Washington, before be 
tempts to speak for the Progressive Party—uuless he ! 
selected as the leader of the 9 Progressives—had bett: 
tain where the other 10 are [laughter], because he 
find that of the 19 a majority even are willing to lal: 
selves “ Progressives,” and half of them, nearly, insis 
keeping the word “Republican” along with the wore 
gressive,” while the balance claim to be wholly Repub! 

The gentleman from Washington [Mr. Bryan], who came 
the Progressive Party or into the Republican Party rece'ty. ! 
believe, from the Democratic Party [laughter], is not «! I 
haps, to tell where the real Republicans who went oul wi) 
Progressives will land in the end, but I am quite sure that \ 
the gentleman from Washington will gradually gravitite 
suddenly fall into the Democratic ranks, the remainder ©! 
Progressive Party will gradually fall into the Republican I 


there being no possibility in the end of maintaining : oa 


my 1 


l 
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on the Republican side.] 
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19 to. 


\ty, MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
ir, UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I should like to see if 
n agree on debate. I should like to finish the bill to-night. 
vot want to cut off the political debate unduly, but I think 
ive carried it to the extreme limit now. I do not like to 
ypoints of order against gentlemen. I hope they will let 
hill run along and debate the actual paragraphs of it, for a 
at any rate. I suppose the amendment of the gentleman 

Wyoming [Mr. MoNnpDELL] is a substantive one. 

‘lr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
his absence we have been having a very merry time 


iaughter.] The bill has not been referred to, with one excep- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwill have to insist for a while on main- 

¢ the rules of the House. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 

isent that the debate on this paragraph and ail amendments 
» in 10 minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN- 


woop] asks unanimous consent that the debate on this para- 
ph and all amendments thereto close at the expiration of 10 
nutes. Is there objection? 
There was no objection, 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 


peLL| offers an amendment, which will be reported by the 


Ly 
nre 


we 
thy 
be: 
re 


yl 


The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 204, at the end of line 5, insert the following as a new 
vraph : 
That the importation of fresh, chilled, frozen, cured, or salted meats 
at food products from any foreign country into the United States 
ibited: Provided. That the operation of this paragraph shall be 
nded as to any foreign country or countries, or any parts of | 
suntry or countries, whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
determine, and give public notice thereof, that such country or 
ntries, or any parts thereof, have made suitable provision to guard 
ust the exportation to the United States of meats and meat food 
ts which are diseased or unfit for human consumption, by an 
tion, at the places of slaughter and preparation, of all meats 
export to the United States in substantial conformity with the 
sions of the meat-inspection act embraced in the agricultural! | 
opriation bill, June 30, 1906, and amendments thereto; and the 
etary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and empowered, and it 


be his duty, to make all necessary orders and regulations to carry 
paragraph into effect, with a view of preventing the importation 
ieats or meat food products not inspected and passed as aforesaid, 


nd not plainly marked so as to indicate the country of their origin 


e condition in which they are imported, whether fresh, chilled, 
1, cured, salted, or otherwise’ preserved.” 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is some- 
t in the line of an amendment offered by the gentleman from 
wa [Mr. Goop}] to a previous paragraph of the bill. This 
dment follows a paragraph providing for an inspection of 
es, and provides for an inspection at points of slaughter of 
ve stock intended for export to the United States in substan- 
mformity with the provisions of our meat-inspection law. 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop], in reply to 
e argument of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] with re- 
rd to a similar provision, said that if there was any necessity 
provision of this character, that necessity constituted an 


ctment against the Republican Party for not having made | 


‘ such provision heretofore. Well, there has been a limited 


vortation of meat up to this time, but under free meat our | 
Democratic friends expect to have the country swamped with 


t from the Argentine and from Australia. It is already 
‘sinning, 

In anticipation of what is going to happen, cargoes are in 
‘ration now in Australia, and it seems to me that it is not 
good argument or a sound argument against the amendment 
t we have not made such provision heretofore when there 
re few imports. Why, the gentleman might as well argue 
it we should not change any of the rates in the Payne bill 
use the law has been thus and so in the past, and it should 


imain so. I understand the gentleman is trying to improve 


the legislation of the country along all lines, and I offer this in 


th 


1 


le very best of faith, in the hope that it will be accepted. 

[ think it is important that foreign meats coming to the 
nited States shall be inspected at the point of slaughter as 
ur meats are inspected here. We all realize that the present 


Inspection at the port of entry can not by any possibility de- 
termine the question of the healthfulness of the animal at the 
ne it was slaughtered. The meat of a tuberculous animal 
maa it has been killed and frozen gives no evidence of its 


cerous or its diseased character. Hence the necessity, for 


os protection of the lives and health of our people, that we 
Shall have a provision of this character. I hope the gentleman 
Will accept the amendment. 









I 


I do not offer this amendment because I approve of free 


— for I do not, but I offer it because if we are to have free 
ueats we should have clean and healthful meats. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpe tv]. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for a division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 64. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed Mr. MANN 
and Mr. UNpbERwoop. 

The committee again divided, and the tellers reported that 
there were 51 ayes and 107 noes. 

So the amendment was lost. 

The Cierk read as follows: 
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than nothing, and perhaps we might catch the unique yo: f 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE. If I fail to have this eight-hour ame: 
passed, I think it would be well for gentlemen on the othe: 
who believe in raising the limit a little to propose an a 
ment that would make it nine hours a day. I do not : 
the gentlemen on the other side are going to run away fr it, 
because at the last session gentlemen there were applyi 
eight-hour day and saying how they were going to giv 
the workingmen of the country, how they were going to « 
to the desire of labor unions, bow they were going to give {)e 
common people of the country what they wanted—a little tine 
for pleasure and the ordinary entertainments. I am nm 
ing them an opportunity to vote for what they pretended 
were for last session and the session before. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman , 

Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

Mr. DONOVAN. For an observation merely. I do 
lieve that 10 out of the 435 Members of this House dare s 
before election that they are opposed to an eight-hour 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman is , 
tirely right, and I want to say that the gentleman has | 
more right through the whole course of this debate tha: 
of bis colleagues, because he has seen the light and understands 
what the working people want. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on this paragraph do now close. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 

The question was taken: and on a division (demanded Mr. 
Moore) there were—ayes 38, noes 73. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





I. That all goods, wares, articles, and merchandise manufactured 
wholly or in part in any foreign country by convict labor shall not be 
entitled to entry at any of the ports of the United States, and the im- 
portation thereof is hereby prohibited, and the Secretary of the Treas 
ury is authorized and directed to prescribe such regulations as may be 
necessary for the enforcement of this provision. 

Mr. MOORK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 204, line 12, after the word “labor,” insert a comma and add 
“or by labor empleyed more than eight hours a day.” 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment proposes to 
prohibit the importation into the United States of all goods, 
wares, and merchandise manufactured in any foreign country 
by labor that is employed more than eight hours a day. We 
have cight-hour laws in the United States which are respected. 
and manufacturers are compelled to observe the eight-hour rule. 
The eight-hour day is advocated by labor unions, and under the 
provisions of this bill without the restriction that I propose it 
will be possible to admit into this country goods valued at 
hundreds of millions of dollars that have been made by foreign 
cheap labor working more than eight hours a day in competi- 
tion with American labor. 

Mr. CURLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

Mr. CURLEY. I was not aware of any State in the Union 
where they had an eight-hour law for manufacturers. I as 
sumed that Massachusetts was the leader, and hers is a 54-hour 
law. I ask the gentleman to name any State where there is 
an eight-hour law for manufacturers. 

Mr. MOORE. First, we have the Federal law, and the gentle- 
man near me refers to the State of Washington. There are a 
number of industries in which the eight-hour day is enforced, 
Government coutract work in particular. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. MOORB. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania think 
that in the course of time the gentleman from Massachusetts 
will ever learn that Massachusetts is not the whole show? 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MOORE. There will come a time, I suppose, when he 
will. . 

Mr. MANN. Not in our lifetime. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CURLEY. He has not yet. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. C*nirman, I would like to know if the 
gentleman denies that the sentiment of labor unions in this 


Page 204, after line 16, insert a new paragraph, as follows 

“J. That all goods, wares, articles, and merchandise m factured 
wholly or in part in any foreign country by labor receivin thar 
the union rate of pay for the same kind of labor in the Unit 
shall not be entitled to entry at any of the .ports of the Unit 
and the importation thereof is hereby prohibited, and the 
of the Treasury is authorized and directed to prescribe such | . 
as may be necessary for the enforcement of this provision.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
that debate on this amendment close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, it having developed 
action just taken that the Democratic Party in this Ilous 
unitedly against an 8-hour day, and is not in favor of g 
the American union workingman protection against ; 
foreign labor that works 9 hours, 10 hours, 11 hours, ‘ 
other old time,” I offer this amendment, with a view 
the Democratic friends of the workingman on the ot 
and particularly the Democratic friends of organized 
men, an opportunity to vote for a measure which pp 
establish a foreign union rate of wages that will con) 
the wages maintained in the United States. It is | 
unfair that the Democratic Party in changing the fis 
of the Nation and instituting the doctrine of free trade s 
make the American workingman compete with cheap !:! 
permit foreign-made material to come into the United > 


country is for an eight-hour day, and if in many States it is pot | when the men who have made it work for less than tlie n 
actually in force? wage in every one of the corresponding trades in this \ 

Mr. CURLEY. I would say in reply that everybody is in We have heard here from both sides of the House that the 
favor of more humane legislation in the hours of labor. I want | wages paid in Germany and in England, where the wor! 


are as well organized as they are in the United States, are from 
one-half to one-third less than they are in the United Stites. 
In the matter of the cigar makers, whose appeal a littic wile 
ago you voted down on that side of the House, we hea 
the pay which their competitors receive in the Philippines 
making cigars, which you propose to send free into the l! 
States, is one-fourth the pay of the cigar makers in the United 
States. Now, it would seem that the friends of union l 
the other side of the aisle, who have made this their siocs "0 
trade, would in this instance, when they have an oppor! , 
to guarantee protection to American union organized 
against unfair competition with foreign labor, welcome le 
chance to do so. 

Surely the new fiscal system which you are inaugurat'ns * 
not intended solely to aid the Steel Trust, the Tobacco [> 
the International Harvester Co., and other combinat\ 
transfer their business over to Canada or to Europe o & 
cheap labor. The workingmen in the United States are (\" 
to as much consideration as those of any other country rhey 


to know of a State in which an eight-hour law for manufac- 
turers is in operation. 

Mr. MOORE. 1 will say in the state of humanity, which the 
gentleman alludes to. The eight-hour day is the rule in this 
country to-day. It is what organized labor is striving for, and 
it is the slogan of the American Federation of Labor. When 
Mr. Gompers was a journeyman cigar maker they put it into 
prose— 

Right hours for work, eight hours for play, eight hours for what 
you will. 

I want to apply that to the men that manufacture goods on 
the other side of the water in competition with us. 

Mr. CURLEY. You have not even a nine-hour day in Penn- 
sylvania, 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to suggest that if by any possibility 
the gentleman’s amendment should be voted down he might 
offer it in the form of nine hours a day. That would be better 
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+ not to be driven into Canada or Germany or England todo; Mr. PAYNE. 


on work for us there. And I hope they will not be. | States. 


enen, this seems to me to be the opportunity of a lifetime | The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. PAYNE. 


i to stand by your pledges. 
. CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | tions. 


ventieman from Pennsylvania. Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. | sent that all 


I 


M ) there were—ayes 31, noes SO, Mr. MANN 

amendment was rejected. | Washington 
rhe Clerk read as follows: | Minnesota 
on 1. That a discriminating duty of 10 per cent ad valo | 
1 to the duties imposed by law, shall be levied, collected. | we enn come to : 

1 all goods, wares, or merchandise which shall be imported sacti ” 
iot of the United States, or which being the production or ection J doe 
re of any foreign country not contiguous to the United States, | Mr. MANN. 
into the United States from such contiguous country: but} Mr. STEVENS of Min 
ninating duty shall not apply to goods, wares, or merchan 


: : To. 3 : ~. | to offer 
hall be imported in vessels not of the United States entitled er. 


of such importation by treaty or convention or act of Con Mr. MANN. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


less; the gentleman 


red in the ports of the United States on payment of th 


is shall then be payable on «oods, wares, and merchandise 

vessels of tl United States, nor to such foreign product F . 

ires as shall be imported from such contiguous countries | time? We want 
course of strictly retail trade. 


ve this paragraph as an old friend, for it has been in 
ff law a great many years under the limitation of the | be wants? 
ms of treaties and conventions. It has not any partic- 
force at the present time, but it involves principles so 
t to the gentleman from Alabama that I wondered he 
d it to go into this bill. He refused to have a maximum 
m tariff in his bill because he says that that would 
the nations of the earth with a club, and hence he 
ot impose a maximum duty of 25 per cent or 10 per 
re than the ordinary duty, but, still, he has put in here 
scriminatory duty of 10 per cent on all imported merchan- 

» that comes into this country under a foreign flag with a | 
as to the treaties and conventions that we have with 
countries. Now, these treaties and conventions render 

this paragraph entirely innocuous so long as they exist, but if 
turn over a couple of pages of the bill he seems to have dis- 


man, that 


t a discount of 5 per cent on all duties imposed by this act shall 
wed on such goods, wares, and merchandise as shall be imported 


s admitted to registration under the laws of the United States. | DERWOOD] 


vow, that is positively new legislation that he has put into 
hill, and it is legislation that is in contravention of those 
treaties that provide against discrimination in the matter of 
ods brought in foreign vessels in comparison with those | 


man from 


brought in vessels of the United States. They violate the treaty | to section J ‘ 
by putting that section in the bill. | there objection? = 
Mr. MARTIN. Will the gentleman yield? fhere was no objection. 
Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
Mr. MARTIN. I suppose under this general discriminatory | "0m Missouri [Mr, Suackirrorp | 
‘we have treaties and conventions with practically all the [Mr. SHACKLEFORD 


commercial countries, have we not? 


 ¢ pendix. | 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes; all of them. 


Mr. MARTIN. Do they extend for a series of years into the Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
~ PAYNE. Well, they extendsuntil they are abrogated. [Mr. SISSON addressed the 
r. MARTIN. Now, would not the effect of subdivision 7 ities 
I » reduce the tariff 5 per cent ad valorem on all goods im- Mr. ( NDERWOOD. 
ported from those countries from which we have conventions? from Illinois ; oy : 
Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. gentleman to whom I wish to yield is not here 
Mr. MARTIN. So it is another way of cutting down the Mr. MANN. ; ; ¢ , 
duties under the present bill? tleman from Washington [Mr. Humpnrey]. 
Mr. PAYNE. It is a discriminatory duty in favor of the |, Mr. Hl MPHREY ; 
vessels of the United States as against foreign vessels on all | 707, Subsection 7, of the present bil 
these goods coming from these same countries. How any gen- | CoUnt of 5 per cent on all duties imposed upon | 
(lemian can say it is not in violation of the treaty is something | American ves : 
[ can not imagine. It is in direct contravention of the treaty. | Democratic Party has brought before this House o 
Now, I do not know that we repeal a treaty by this law of | CaSions. 


Congres 


] 1 


United States, from South America is now upon the 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the gentleman sure this modifies any | of the goods we import from the Orient is upon the 
treaties? These statements are suflicient 
Mr 
thing of the kind. between here and the Orient, by a « 
Mr. FITZGERALD. T asked if the gentleman believed chat | cent. A little further on I will give seme detaile: 


this provision modifies any treaty? this proposition. 
Mir. PAYNE. Oh, yes; I think it does, without any question, | The distinguished gentleman 
House one time when this very proposition was under 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Discrimination against what? | elon paid me the compliment of saying that 


because it is a discrimination. 





Mr. UNDERWOO)!), 


| Mr. MANN. 
ir PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the Members of the House wil! | would be le 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. much time 
Mr. MANN. Thirty-five minutes 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. unanimous 
minutes to by the gentleman 
MANN] and 10 minutes by myself. 

In order that 
I suggest that gentlemen may 


Mr. MANN. » amendments may 

be permitted to offer a 

to the entire paragraph of section J, 

cut out, or to any of the subsections of section J. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
at the end? 

Mr. MANN. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

more time 

regarded these treaties and conventions. J. Subsection 7 pro- | that debate close in 50 minutes, 

vides floor may amendment 

close of the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. gentleman 

unanimous 

close in 50 minutes, 35 minutes to be ¢ 

man from Illinois |[Mr. MANN] and 

[Mr. UNpDERWoop], 

taining the floor may have the right to offer suc! 


subsections 


Mr. Chairman, 


| from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson 
Mr. Chairman, I will a: 


Mr. Chairman, I yield five 


It will be noticed that 
cress, but I have the notion we can. I have a further no- | @Uty upon dutiable goods carried in A 
that if we pass this law we will have to give up that which | does not give anything for goods carrics 
inder these treaties, for we did not give away something for | that are upon the free list. 
hing when we made these treaties. There are other matters | Part of our imports. 
raced in those treaties that are very advantageous to the | larger. Seventy-eight 


ition to redur 


Under this bill 


ir. PAYNE. I am not trying to modify the treaty or any- | trying to build up trade between here and South America, a1 
scriminatins 





| Mr. 


— 


1 


ent 


ot 


1 
il 
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] pi nent of ship subsidy in this body. But I am not 
idy such as is proposed in the section referred 
1 | can can be for such subsidy. The Republican 
e 1M ored a subsidy of this character. A short time 
‘ iined by several distinguished gentlemen on 
the Democrat de of this House, whose indignation was 
greatly a ed | e it was proposed to let American vessels 
in the coastwise trade pass through the Panama Canal without 
1! payment of tolls. They opposed it upon the ground that 
( m of h tolls was a subsidy. I see several of 
thos tlemen before me now; notwithstanding their speeches 
and declarations, they are ready to vote for this proposition in 
this bill. And what does this provision propose to do? It pro- 
poses to subsidize three classes of vessels. First, those built in 
foreign yards by foreign cheap labor and manned by cheap 
Chinese crews. Second, those vessels that are owned by rail- 
ronds and manned by Chinese crews. Third, those vessels that 
are already receiving a subsidy under the subsidy act of 1891. 
And all the vessels are in a combination that fixes rates by 
agreement. These three classes will receive practically all of 
the subsidy that would be paid under this provision. I chal- 
lenge any man to dispute the correctness of that statement. 
The Republican Party has never offered a bill to subsidize 
foreign-built ships. It has never offered a bill to subsidize any 
vessels manned by Chinese crews. It has never offered a bill 


to idize any vessel without requiring that vessel to perform 
valuable services for the Government. The subsidy offered 
under this proposition in this bill is a mere gratuity. Nothing 
whatever is required from the vessel that receives it. I wish 


for a moment to leave this feature of the proposition and call 
your attention to those bearing upon our treaties. 
We have a treaty with practically every commercial nation 


of the world except four, whereby we agree to treat their ves- 


sels, so far as imports are concerned, in exactly the same way 
that we treat our own. I will read this section from the most 
recent treaty upon this subject—the one we entered into with 


Japan on February 1, 1911: 


All articles which are or may be legally imported into the ports of 
either high contracting party from foreign countries in national vessels 
may likewise be imported into those ports in vessels of the other con- 
tracting party without being liable to any other or higher duties or 
charges ¢ whatever denomination than if such articles were imported 
in itional vessels, Such reciprocal equality of treatment shall take 
effect without distinction, whether such articles come directly from the 
place of origin or frem any other foreign place. 

We have a similar treaty with every commercial nation ex- 
cept Russia, Brazil, Chile, and Peru. So if this bill goes into 


effect the result of it will be that we will discriminate against 
the vessels of the four nations named, while the vessels of all 
the other nations of the world can bring goods into this coun- 


try, and will pay but 95 per cent of the duties prescribed in the 


bill. In other words, we propose to discriminate against three 
of the nations ef South America, where we especially desire to 
build up our trade, and this discrimination would chiefly affect 
Brazil. Brazil runs a line of vessels to this country, and this 


section would be a discrimination against Brazil that would be 
greatly felt, and yet Brazil is the most friendly nation to us in 
the world, and has recently passed a law giving us an advan- 
tage in many of our products not given to any other nation of 


the world. In other words, this section of the bill simply pro- 
poses to further reduce the tariff 5 per cent upon all goods 
brought into this conntry, except those brought in vessels be- 


Peru, and Chile. 
Mr. Chairman, will 


longing to Russia, Brazil, 
Mr. ALEXANDER. 

Washington yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the 

yield to the gentleman from Missouri? 


the gentleman from 


gentleman from 


Washington 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washingten. Yes; for a question. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. I do not care to intervene in this dis- 


cussion, but I want to say that in my opinion this provision 
in its present form does not abrogate any treaty with any for- 


eign nation. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That is just what I say. 


It does not abrogate a treaty with any nation, and therefore 
it will not affect those nations with which we have a treaty. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Its effect will be to permit the entry of 
goods inte our ports by the nations with which we have treaties 
at the same rates as goods brought from abroad in American 
ships. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That is my opinion. This 
bill as it now stands will discriminate only against those four 
nations that I have enumerated, not against the other nations 
of the world. 

If ever there was a legislative attempt to deceive the people, 


it is found in this section that pretends to assist American ship- | has 





ping by giving a reduction of 5 per cent in favor of 
ried in American bottoms. But suppose, for the sake «+ 
ment, that we admit that this section will give a 5 


. . . Ix 
duction upon goods carried in American vessels. a 1d 
goods carried in all foreign vessels will pay the full dy 


it is an absurdity, and will be of no real effect wh 
will not be sufficient to cause a single American sh p to 
structed in any American yard. It will not be sng 
cause a single American vessel to make an addition: 
will simply be a gratuity, whatever it amounts to. gi 
classes of vessels that I have already enumerated. 


ve 


BETWEEN HERE AND EUROPR. 


Take, for illustration, the effect that this bill would 
tween here and Europe. An average vessel with an 
cargo would receive about $2.000 for the round yoyz 
is a sum that is entirely insignificant as far as fast 1; 
are concerned. For this purpose it would amount 1: 
whatever. It might increase to some extent 
some of the spiall tramp vessels between here and ] 
were built in foreign yards and would take Ameri 
and run with Chinese crews. So far as I am con 
not care for an American merchant marine that is by 
eign cheap labor, manned by foreign cheap crews, 
never favor giving direct assistance to that class of ves 
that is mainly what would be accomplished by this } 
hoped to have the exact figures as to the effect this s : 
the bill would have upon vessels running between | 
Europe, but, unfortunately, the Treasury Departny 
been able to get these figures to me in time for use 
debate. 


the e 


ON THE PACIFIC. 


As to the effect that this section would have upon s! , 
on the Pacific Ocean, we do not have to guess. Here | 
exact figures. I know it is hardly kind to puncture the ¢ 
prophecies of what the effect of this section would be by 
the facts. In presenting the figures I assume that 
would receive the entire 5 per cent differential. Of « 
practice this would not be true. 

I will first take the vessels of the Pacific Mail. 
run from San Francisco via Hawaii 
sionally to the Philippines, making a round-trip voyage of 
15,000 miles or more. It is well to remember that 
line runs in direct competition with these vessels, and | 
of the Japanese ships receives $100,000 in gold from 
anesé Government for each round trip. To overcome t! 
cap of $100,000 per trip of their competitors what w , 
Pacific Mail receive under this bill? Here I inse: 
RecorD the actual figures as furnished to me by the Tr ry 
Department, which are as follows: 

Pacific Mail vessels. 


The 
to the Orient and 


Value of 


Vessel. all 
goods. 


Date of arrival. 


SR Ses oo 50nd dic cetiedwubbtWeeeceee | ee |} $324,218 
PU ic adw odeh osadbenide cnbhs ectiste | Manchuria. ...! 
Feb. 4, 1913 
Mar. 3, 1913 
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ke | then sdistinpdsesnncin | 





Total amount of duty paid......... lo ianpetietiiee cubalcard de hbaiee ; P 





In other words, the total amount that would be paid to these F 
magnificent vessels under this bill, if they received it v i 
be $66,262.34 annually, while their Japanese competitors | 1 
receive for the same number of voyages $700,000, or er 
ably more than 10 times as much. It should not be 
that the Pacific Mail would receive higher compensat 
this bill than any other vessels on the Pacific, as the) 
command the silk trade, a trade that pays the highest du 

As a proposition to build up fast lines the absurdity 
provision is here illustrated. ‘The only thing ) - 
would be to give the Pacific Mail vessels this gift of >0".-'- 
In order to receive this amount they would not have to pe" 
any additional service whatever. In other words, 
gratuity, a subsidy. 

What would be the effect of the bill upon the o 
American vessel upon the Pacific Ocean, the Minn 
greatest freight and passenger vessel 2 float and the vess 
the unique distinction of being the only one bene: 


acco i 


ye 


pea Ah SA's 


se 


ihe 
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t is run exclusively the overseas trade without Gov- | this pro tion. In ! 
stance prehend how any man can f r S 
ere a table of figures furnished me by the Treasury 
t that shows exactly what this bill would do for the But if the figures I have ¢ 1 
l : surdity of the sham I > i 
American steamship Minnesota. P : 
. ie a to deceive the America peo} » try 
| that that | ty is really } or 
| Five per Rote eo : : ly ’ 
x ' f arr ] Vessel | Valne of cent of marl . 5 MUCH | “~~ * ay OMAN 
oat goous, } duty to Sol \ A I 
} h i. Imports i ( e) { 
— 7S per c ( r im sf 
5 iis wake M : $425,572.00 | $1,011.24 | list. The ‘I sury D 
Riaetkhaneaediid § 7 some recent figure ‘ 
jeadlidesadbedideaie ba See ee ee we ee MOS 
coccccoccesosecececocosicces eUUeccce 240, 420. UU 910.10 here and south \met i VU 
utter wortl lessness l do th 
r 1 . we ; ‘ 
Mr ope pisiesnealnde nen os r»' >| here and South America f u 
there are no Amel! I 
ount of assista that the Minnesota would re ind South Ame 1 beyond the I] 
bill if the entire 5 per cent wis paid to it for gotten Iso that ibe coniyp ou 
rvice would be $3 while Japanese vessels com- | would be less th » per cent under 
1 equal tonnage as that of the Minnesota for making the | has bee creat ! fi 
zes would receive $300,000, or a hundred times as much. | In other words, thi ‘ that w 
sy to see how this Democratic bill would enable those ! running ! Ww here ind S h Ati 
to run American vessels from Puget Sound to the | bill would bec a lav even | 
ove yne their Japanese competitors. The figures in! by the tables \ h I here t } 
to the Minnesota demonstrate the absolute absurdity of ‘ are official figures, t 1 from actual 
sacls ¢ dat N V 7 ] { 7 H j ; I , 
Mer 1 M Yy . vu 
ve ! i Arri l. e! red el 
} of du 1. T. & Exp warelhor 
T y ae #25 
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lue of merchandise entered at New York from + 
mount of subsidy that would have been paid under the p 


orts in Fonth 


America 


ihe he 


\bove is the amount that would be received by all Ameri- 
vessels if we had a sufficient number to carry our entire 
etween here and South America. These figures vividly 


ly the sublime absurdity of the proposed Democratic sub- 






let me give you another illustration. In 1908 our imports 
from Brazil were valued at $74,577.864. If we had carried all 
r imports that were from Brazil in American vessels, those 
‘S would have received for carrying this $74,000,000 worth 
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Vexsse 











- goods the munificent sum of $2,877.85. Many of the vessels 
running between here and South America, carrying cargoes of 
gI 
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coming on one of 
Ameri 


| ceive less for carrying the entire cargo under this pre 


the table already 
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Will a 


Democratic proposition than 
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sition would be to cheapen by 5 per cent the tariff ' 


| Between 


here and South 


America, 
eat value, would not receive a single penny under this bill, as | build up our trade, the compensation received under th 
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| may be terminated upon one year's notice, and ample ti! 








May 7. 
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for adoption of the changes made necessary in existing ; 
between the United States and foreign powers in cons: 
this provision of the tariff bill. 

In my opinion the development of the merchant 


| the United States is fully as important in its bearing 


} 


| 


| $465,741,381 


future of this Republic as is the currency or the tarifi 


}and the adoption of this section of the tariff bill ¢| 


doubtedly prove the entering wedge that marks the 
of a movement for commercial liberty upon the w; 
the world for United States ships. é 
A study of the figures relative to our commerce , 
half century of the Nation’s growth is sufficient to 
even the most bitter opponent of governmental! aid 


| velopment of a merchant marine as to the imperative | 


action regardiess of the protests that may emanate f 
eign powers, who during this period have been the c!] 
ficiaries on sea of our Nation’s prosperity and progress 
In 1859 the value of goods carried in American yi 
and in foreign vessels $229,816.211, or 1 
100 per cent greater value carried in American shi; 
foreign ships. In 1909, however, the value of goods 


} American ships has decreased 44.46 per cent, or a 


$258,657 ,2* 7, 


while on tle other hand during this bri 


| - . * : . 
| of 50 years the value of goods carried in foreign ves 


cal I consider it useless to dwell further upon this propo- 
sition it aupparent to anyone that it is a cheap, ill-concealed 
ittem to deceive the American people, an attempt to make 
them believe that the Democratic Party is really in favor of an 
American merchant marine. This is the only proposition that 
the Democratic Party has favored as affecting our merchant 
marine for half a century; and that party would be opposed to 
this provision if it were of any advantage whatever to American 
«] ming 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. FERRIS. <A year or two ago I read a very able speech 
by the gentleman on the subject of ship subsidy. I think it is | 
to be admitted that he is one of the strongest advocates in the 
House of a ship subsidy Now, do I understand that the gen 
tleman is opposed to this provision? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Absolutely. 

Mr. FERRIS. Then I can not fathom the gentleman’s ar- 
gument, One moment the gentleman criticizes the Ways and 
Means Committee for putting a ship-subsidy provision in the 
bill and in the next moment he criticizes them for not putting 
in one. What is the trouble? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I criticize them for putting | 
this provision in here, because it is absolutely absurd. In the 
first place it amounts to nothing, and in the second place it 
proposes to make an absolute gratuity to the vessels that run 
without requiring them to do anything. Further than that it 
gives that gratuity to foreign-built ships, built in foreign yards 
by foreign cheap labor, and manned by Japanese crews. I 
have never advocated anything except a mail subsidy, to be 
given to fast vessels that would in time of war serve the Goy- 
ernment, ships that carried American citizens as a portion of 
their crews, and that trained American boys and carried the 
mails Now, after all your talk about subsidy, and all your 
talk about the Panama Canal, you come in here with the only 
pure and undefiled subsidy proposition that has ever beeu 
brought before this House. What little benefit it would be 
would go to the slow tramp vessels between here and 
Europe 

ir. FERRIS. The gentleman will pardon me a moment? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 

Ir. FERRIS. Is it too much of a subsidy or too little of a 
subsidy that the gentleman complains of? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I object to it for two rea- 
SO! First, because it is too small; it does not amount to any- 
thing. Second, because it is given to the wrong people; it is 
given to those who do not earn it; it would not cause them to 


single American vessel to 


make a single extra trip or cause a 


be constructed in an American yard. 
Mr. FERRIS. I give more credence to the gentleman’s state- 
ment that it does not amount to anything than to the statement 


that it does. I do not think it does. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
have said, this proposition is a pure subsidy, because it de- 
m: ein return. The vessels that receive it are not 
required to perform any duties for the Government, and this is 
the true test of a subsidy. The vessels that receive this sub- 
are not required to run at any speed. They are not re- 
quired to carry the mail. They are not required to carry Amer- 
ican crews. They are not required to carry American boys and 
train them in American seamanship. They are not required to 
be built upon plans approved by the Secretary of the Navy. 
They are not required to be at the command of the Govern- 
ment in time of war. All these requirements have always been 
made in every bill that has ever been favored by the Republican 
Party. But this bill proposes to give a gratuity to foreign-built 
vessels, manned for foreign, cheap crews—a proposition that is 
un-American and has never been favored by any party in this 
country but the Democratic Party. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Does 
Alabama desire to use any of his time? 


To recapitulate what I 


nds no servi 


sidy 


the gentleman from 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Currey] five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five 
minutes. 


Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic Party are to 
be congratulated upon the patriotic step they have taken in in- 
corporating in the present tariff bill a provision having for its 
purposes the revival of the American merchant marine, and de- 
spite the objection that may be raised by those men who are 
fearful lest we offend foreign nations I sincerely trust the pro- 
vision of the tariff bill that will result in the restoration of the 
American flag on merchant steam vessels will be adopted. 

The acts of Congress authorize, and each treaty provides, 
that the treaties and conventions with 32 countries now in force 





creased 971.59 per cent, or from $229,816,211 to the s 
totals of $2,462,693,814. 

Can any Member of Congress contend that he 
his duty as an honorable and patriotic represent 
American people and sit idly by while the right 
once the Nation’s sign of greatness is being seve 
shoulder? I appreciate that there are Member 
who believe that governmental aid in any form is fu 
wrong and politically unsound. Yet the startling 
presented should in themselves be a sufficiently we 
ment to warrant any man changing his convictions 
ing enthusiastic in his support of a policy of govern 
either direct or indirect. 

This section of the tariff bill provides a remedy tl 
sense a palliative for the treatment of the cancer to-d 
at the vitals of the Nation. It is the same renie 
applied by those men who sacrificed their all that 
be established and freedom possible for America and A 
both on land and on sea. 

This section of the tariff bill breathes the spirit of 
statesman through whose genius and ability the De 
Independence was made possible—Thomas Jefferson. 

The immortal document which has served as a 
Nation since its establishment has stood every test 
with all our progress, with all our advancement 
greatness as a Nation, we must hearken back to thr 
the Republic to secure a remedy for the ills from w! 
suffer. 

The tariff act adopted July 4, 1789, made possible | 
ment of a commercial supremacy for the new Repu! 
the envy of the entire world. This act provided: 


On all teas imported from China or India in ships built 
States and belonging to a citizen or citizens thereof, o1 
vessels built in foreign countries and on the 16th day 
wholly the property of a citizen or citizens of the United 
so continuing until the time of importation, as follows 
tea, per pound, 6 cents. On ali Souchong or other bl 
pound, 10 cents. On all other green teas, per pound, 12 < 

On all teas imported from Europe in ships or vessels 
United States and belonging wholly to a citizen or citiz 
or in ships or vessels built in foreign countries and on 1! 
of May last wholly the property of a citizen or citizens of | 





States, and so continuing until the time of importation, 
On all Bohea tea, per pound, 8 cents. On all Souchon 
black teas, per pound, 13 cents. On all Hyson teas, | 


cents. On ail other green teas, per pound, 16 cents. ’ 

On all teas imported in any other manner than as above ! 
as follows: On Bohea tea, per pound, 15 cents. On all > 
other black teas, per pound, 22 cents. On all Hyson teas, 
45 cents. On all other green teas, per pound, 27 cents. | 

On all goods, wares, and merchandises other than teas im! 
China or India in ships not built in the United States and not 
property of a citizen or citizens thereof, nor in_ vessels buill 
countries and on the 16th day of May last wholly the pro! 
citizen or citizens of the United States, and so continuing 
time of importation, 124 per cent ad valorem. 

Sec. 5. A discount of 10 per cent on all the duties impos 
act shall be allowed on such goods, wares, and merchandise : 
imported in vessels built in the United States and which 
wholly the property of a citizen or citizens thereof, or in ves-°> 
in foreign countries and on the 16th day of May last wholly t! 
erty of a citizen or citizens of the United States and so Lute 
until the time of importation. 


This provision was amended in the tariff act of Aus 
1790, by imposing an additional duty of 10 per cent on : 
imported in ships or vessels not of the United States Instesc 
allowing a discount of 10 per cent on articles imported in \me-* 
can ships. 
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or similar discriminations in favor of ships owned to increase more rapidly than our own tonnage, until. as I 
by American citizens were continued for 26 years and | have previously stated, our commerce as carried in ships fly , 
1 in such an inerease in American shipping that in the | the American flag has practically reached the ‘ ( 
1810, just 103 years ago, more than 90 per cent of our The control exercised by foreign shipowners is such to-day 


merece was carried in American-owned ships over | that American merchants have no voice in the matter of re 
d ond was much greatér than the tonnage of American | tion of charges which they are compelled to pay for the « 













ships engaged in foreign commerce is to-day. ing of their commodities. Foreign shipowners, largely in c 
e always been at a loss to understand the opposition | trol of American commerce, meet from time to time in G 
farmers to a subsidy provision, for if any person inter- | many and hold what is known as a “conference,” the pur} 
in agricultura! pursuits could have visited the Great | of which is to prescribe the rates to be applied in the handling 
: recion in December of 1912 and witnessed the 3 miles of | of our foreign trade. It is eo) on knowledge that thev fut 
bearing grain that lay in the harbor of Buffalo and | ther provide at these conferences that ary ship or shi c 
‘ than a half hundred additional vessels in the outer | trolled by the combine shall rebate at the end « x 
ir, all awaiting the arrival of the foreign carriers who had | months’ period to the shipper using the shiy co 1 bv 
red to refrain from handling the grain until such time as} them exclusively in the carrying of goods 10 per cent of the 
ienr excuse had been afforded for the raising of rates, | total carrying charges, and this policy, through tl lure 
would have become converts to the doctrine of providing | rebate system, has led to the destruction of independent 
rehant marine regardless of cost. | owners 
investigation conducted before the Interstate Commerce The absence of the independent shipowner from this field 
( ssion disclosed the fact that through the control exercised | endeavor makes it not only possible but probable that 10 
foreign shipping interests, wheat for export trade could | cent rebate is in consequence of an excess charge made po 
! t from the Mississippi River regions to New York for 12 | through the absence of competition and through the exervise of 
bushel, while wheat sent to New York for manufacture | absolute control of the trade to exact charges many times in « 
flour for home consumption paid a rate of 194 cents per | cess of the amount rebated. They are able als “to dictate 
] e] In other words, it was possible, through the power of | our railroads and to establish through rates from central Gi 
mbined foreign shipowners, to furnish Europein millers | many to Denver and Salt Lake which are lower than rates « 
in wheat at 44 cents a bushel less than it could be sup- | similar articles from Cincinnati to those points. By a series of 
’ i to the American millers at New York. rebates, under various names, they are able to direct practically 
erage wheat yield is 20 bushels to the acre, and a fair | all our South American traffic to New York, to which point 
: from this yield is $15. Allowing that it costs $5 an acre | manufacturers in the interior must sl ip in order to take ad 
to break, disk, and seed and $2 an acre to harvest, thrash, and | vantage of the low rate offered. ‘They totally prevent the diré 
t. when the value of farm products is less than $10 ap | tion of trade from the central valley through New Orleans 
a loss rather than a profit results. where the whole Middle West would enter into compet Ly 
year 1912 will long be remembered by the foreign ship- | the export commerce of the Atlantie ports. 
rs as the most profitable one in the history of this piratical Shoes shipped from St. Louis to New Orleans in a mod 
e, who, through manipulation and control, during the | river barge cost about $4.50 per ton, but it is required that tl 
hree years have doubled and trebled the ocean rates for | be shipped for export from New York, and in consequence tl 
rrying of grain. | shoe dealer in St. Louis pays a charge of $19.20 per ton. 
rhe western farmer has been compelled to pay from 37 to 45 Vast sums of money have been spent on river, lake, and ha 
hundred to lay his gradn down at Liverpool, and at the | bor improvements; our great railroad terminals are located o1 
of navigation on the Great Lakes he has been compelled | the waterways throughout the land, and there we have cs 
y in excess of 50 cents a hundred. A rate of 40 cents a | our labors, at the very point deserving of our most urgent e¢o1 
lred is equivalent to 24 cents a bushel, and if a farmer has | sideration. Our river, lake, and coastwise commerce is to-day 
1] grain for 87 cents a bushel, and the carrying charge | in excess of 7,500,000 tons, while our tonnage in the for 
] been 24 cents, the actual amount received by the farmer is | trade is less than 600.000 tors. 
| 63 cents a bushel; and if the yield is 20 bushels to the The amount actually expended for the carrying of our 
the gross returns, less the carrying charges, is $12.60 per | eign commerce is estimated in excess of $300,000,000, and t 
and deducing from this amount the $7 paid for labor | vast sum is an important factor in the balance of trade 
| ‘re, leaves the farmer but $5.60 an acre, or nearly $4.50 less | serious one in view cf the fact that our exports of n 
he should receive in order to secure a fair return upon his | products has rapidly decreased, while the pre 
tment; and what is true in the case of the farmer is equally | upon ships engaged in the foreign trade has b 
in its application to all our industries. curiosity. 
er the treaty of Ghent, 1814, following the War of 1812, Our exports of manufactured steel and iron goods during the 
C ress passed the first reciprocity act of commerce and navi- | past fiscal year have averaged $1,000,000 each day, ine 
sation, March 8, 1815, authorizing the President to abolish all | Sundays and holidays. Th goods, the product of the t 
( riminating duties and imposts in the direct trade with | skill of American workmen, hive been sold in fre 
! ons granting similar privileges. This method was followed | so-called pauper-labor countries in open competition despit 
treaty with England ratified on December 22, 1815, apply- | payment by our merchants and manufacturers of an exorl 
g to the direct trade with Great Britain and India, West In- | carrying charge to foreign shippers. Our export trade, amount 
( and all other British colonial ports remaining closed to Amer- | ing to-day to $2,000,000,000, furnishes permanent employ! t t 
i vessels. Similar treaties followed and became effective in | the men and women engaged in various lines of industry for 
ISI9 with Sweden and Norway, and in 1822 with France. In | least three months annually, and were Germany or England 
1828 Congress removed discriminating duties and imposts in the | engage in war with other nations even so far rem« 1 fror 
dire trade as to vessels whose nations extended similar | as the Asiatic nations, the injury that would result t 
privileges. Great Britain still refused to open its West Indian | country in consequence of such war would be f 
ports to United States vessels, until in 1830 there was passed | that resulting to the actual combatants, Our good 
the last or colonial reciprocity act. England, however, did not | permitted to rot on the docks for want of carriet dl 
open her colonial ports to United States vessels until 1849, | tries would become paralyzed through Inc! f distribu 
| soon after our discriminating duties and imposts were | their output, and despite the fact thit we wer t | v 
finally abolished. the world a panic might ensue from which it ¥ ! e thre 
_In the report of the United States Commissioner of Naviga- | or more years for this Nation to recover 
tion for 1904 there are published the treaties and conventions While it is true that the admission of foretgn ships t Ame 
with 32 countries, which have been made to carry out acts of | can registry may strengthen the resources of a competing 
1S15, 1828, and 1830 for free trade in transportation of our over- | tion, it is nevertheless equally true th ut the necessities of o 
Sea commerce. The treaties are similar in terms and import, | present condition demand the t tkine of heroic measures. And 
and are generally confined to this subject; they all include the | while it may be argued that the adoption of the free-ship | 
indirect trade, except those with England and France. with | icy, so called, by foreign nations has not re nited im am te 
whom our later reciprocity acts became effective by proclama- | diate increase of their tonnage the fs ‘t remains that tl 
tion and not by treaty. These acts of maritime reciprocity nations which bave «adopted the free-ship poli are to-day 
seem to have been urged upon Congress by merchant's in the | leading maritime nations of the world. Great Britain adopt 
foreign trade, but were passed under the apparently firm con- | the policy in 1849 9nd continued it until such time as its s! 
Viction that protection was no longer necessary for American | ping, thanks to subsidies in one form or other, found it possib 
shipping. The results of an apparently free trade in trans- | to defy world competition in the matter of shipbuilding Ll 


portation have been wri'ten in no unmistakable manner. for, | adoption of the subsidy policy by the French Government r 
after each reciprocity treaty with a carrying nation had been | suited in an incrense in its merchant shipping from 914.000 fo! 
enacied, its entries into our ports largely increased and continued | in 1881 to 1,900,000 tons in 1910. Germany adopted the policy 





1350 


1873, 


CON 


its that time being 1,098,000 and 
through aid of mail subventions and the encouragement of 
nitive shipbuilding, Las increased its tonnage to 4,307,000 tons. 
Japan, through a free-ship policy and governmental aid, has 


increased its shipping, perhaps, more rapidly in proportion than 


in shipping at tons, 


the 


any other nation in the world, or from 200,000 tons in 1894 to 
1,544,000 in 1910. And a study of these statistics is sufficient to 


convince the most stanch opponent of governmental aid to our 
merchant marine of the imperative necessity for action. 

The example of the English Government in the matter of aid 
is exceedingly instructive. The Mauretania and Lusitania, 
having a speed of 25 hour, were constructed by the 
British Government to be used as auxiliary cruisers in time of 
wir, the expense of the same being charged to the naval appro- 
priation. 

The German Government pays a subsidy of $1,300,000 annu- 
ally to the North German Lloyd Line and $300,000 annually to 
an Kast Indian line. 

A more lamentable confession has never been made by the 
representative of a great country than that of Admiral Sperry, 
in charge of the American fleet, upon his return after a 25,000- 
mile journey over the principal waterways of the world, when 
he stated that never once in the entire journey did he behold 
the American flag flying from a merchant steam vessel, 

England to-day furnishes the ships to carry supplies and fuel 
to our Navy on the Pacific coast, and on the recent journey 
around the world of the fleet there was furnished the pathetic 
spectacle of the supply ships accompanying the fleet flying the 
flags of every nation but our own; our boasted strength as a 
nation made a mockery for the world. 

It is very well to send our commercial travelers to the vari- 


"ay 
al 


knots 


ous countries of the globe to develop new markets for American |} 


trade, but American goods delivered abroad in ships flying the 
American flag will prove a more powerful element in the de- 


velopment of a national commerce than all else. 

There are many men who contend that the provisions of this 
bill should apply only to ships built in American yards, but 
when we realize the policy that has been pursued by the bene- 
ficiaries of our protected tariff system, and which policy has 
been largely dictated by the difference in wages and materials, 


of having ships constructed abroad, the necessity for extending | 


the preferential privilege to ships of American registry, whether 
built at home or abroad, impresses one. 

The Belfast yards during the year 1910, in addition to build- 
ing the Olympic, a 45,000-ton steamer, constructed one equally 
as large for a German concern and five first-class passenger and 
freight steamers for an English company, to ply between New 
York and Nova Scotia, and five additional ones for the United 
Fruit Co., of Massachusetts; and these ships when commissioned 
will fly the German flag and the English flag, be manned by 
English and German crews, and, while their success will result 
from the handling of American passengers and cargoes, they 
will contribute little or nothing to the greatness and glory 
to this Republic. 

Unquestion:bly it will be the purpose of the English. as well 
as the German Government to protest against this preferential 
duty favorable to American shipping on the ground that it is 
a discrimination against their commerce, in the same manner 
that protests have been lodged against the adoption of a policy 
of free tolls on American shipping through the Panama Canal. 
But the protest of Great Britain is lamentably weak when we 
realize that in the past 60 years the British Government has 
éxpended $300,000,000 in mail and admiralty subsidies for the 
development of its commerce. 

German ships to-day trade upon our Pacific coast from Puget 
Sound to San Francisco, bearing our freight to South America 
and theirsin turn to Hamburg, while upon the Atlantic coast Eng- 
lish ships furnish means of travel and trade between New York, 
Brazil, and Argentina, while Norwegian and Swedish tramp 
stenmers ply between the United States and the West Indies, 
carrying our manufactured goods one way and fruit the other. 

Our South American neighbors, whose friendship and trade 
it should be our aim to cultivate, are to-day largely served by 
ships flying every flag but our own, and at present a native of 
Argentina desiring to reach New York and take a trip, combin- 
ing comfort and pleasure, invariably goes by way of Genoa or 
Liverpool and not infrequently returns by the same route. 

We have made no attempt as a Nation to take advantage of 
our geographical position in the matter of trade with South 
America, and which will be doubly enhanced through the 
opening of the Panama Canal. Steamers making 16 knots an 
hour, leaving New Orleans for the Chilean coast by way of the 
Panama Canal, would find it possible to deliver letters in 
Buenos Aires, through a transfer at Panama and via the 


trans-Andean railroad, eight days quicker than a ship of the 
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Same speed could deliver them from New York or Hp 
down the Brazilian It would be possible for - 
chant in Peru, Chile, or Argentina, sending an order 
Louis or Chicago, to receive a reply and his guods jy 
route from 12 to 18 days sooner than he can now get they, 


coast. 


Hamburg or New York. Our-share in the import tr: 
those countries is now about 15 per cent, whereas 


these improved conditions it might easily be increased to ° 
cent. 


The agitation in favor of definite action in the yn 
the development of a merchant marine has received 


thought for more than a quarter of a century; the oc 
act provided a moderate compensation for carrying of } 
was adopted in 1891, and in 1903 President McKinley 
mended discriminating duties. The Republican Pa; 
form in 1908 aflirmed its adherence to the doctrine 
couragement to American shipping and urged such 
tion as would revive the merchant marine prestige 
country as being essential to the national defense, the ; 
ment of foreign trade, and the industrial prosperity 
own people, and the Democratic platform in 1908 afi 
belief in the necessity for the upbuilding of the A) 
merchant marine. 

The imports and exports of the United States in t) 
ending January 1, 1913, were in excess of $4,000,000.« 
this vast commerce was carried largely in ships flying 
other than Old Glory, 91.75 per cent of our foreign 
being to-day carried by foreign ships, while but 8.25 | 
carried in ships flying the American flag. 

The construction of the Panama Canal is rapidly 
ing completion, and it will largely fail of its purpose w 
adoption of this provision and a closer attention to the 2 
needs of the Nation brings forcibly home to us the less 
friendly intercourse between our country and other nat 
more easily secured through the flying of the Ameri 
from messengers of peace in the form of merchant st 
than upon the agencies of destruction—ships of war. 

There are many lines of ships flying foreign fl 
owned by American citizens that unquestionably in t! 
of the adoption of this provision would gladly seek 
tunity to change their registry to become recipien 
people’s bounty and heralds of our Nation’s progress 

The advantages of a merchant marine from a militia 
point are manifold; our recent war with Spain forcib|; 
strated our weakness in this particular. Ships ad 
American registry in time of war would be of value 
transportation of troops, provisions, and fuel, and wo 
a valuable auxiliary to our Navy. 

The adoption of this bill will, I trust, mark the lb 
of a new era in the development of the Nation's pri 
the end that the best flag that ever waved over a peo) 
history of civilization may become a familiar figure o 
upon the waterways of the world, rather than a bi 
ory of a nation’s departed greatness. [Loud applat 
Democratic side.] 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yi 
gentleman from Washington [Mr., Jounson]. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I d 


place in the Record a report of the Commissioner (« 

Immigration for the year ending June 30, 1912, concerni 

employed on vessels which completely overthrows al! 

eloquent friend from Massachusetts [Mr. CurLey] says 
ALIENS EMPLOYED ON VESSELS, 

Chinese and other alien seamen have always constituted 
—- in enforcing the Chinese-exclusion and immigration 
yureau has repeatedly called attention to the impossibility ot 
safeguarding the country against the entry of Chinese la 
mentally defective and otherwise undesirable aliens under t! 
provisions now existing. The violations, evasions, and abuses 


| to increase in volume and seriousness; in fact, it is believed 


situation concerning this matter is now the most serious def 
laws which contemplate that Chinese laborers and defect! 
shall be kept out of the country. (See what the commissione! 
gration at New York states concerning this subject.) 

Table XX contains figures concerning alien seamen reported ° 
ters of vessels as having deserted during the fiscal year 191- $ 
statistics are known to be quite incomplete. In addition to the ! 
given in that table, it should be stated that during the year 
35,000 Chinese seamen have come into the ports of the United © 
on merchant vessels and many desertions have occurred. The di 
of the courts, rendered under both the immigration and Chinese ©: 
sion laws, have been such as utterly to discourage the immicr 7 
oficers in their efforts to control the situation. So far as Chinese * 
concerned, the masters of vessels often wholly disregard the inspectors 
and officials of steamships that carry crews of other races are ainio® 
_ indifferent, feeling that they are justified under the 
° 





Ue Sea ge on! ede 


the courts in claiming that the immigration officers have no con't’ 
over the employees of their vessels and can not compel them to | 
even reasonable precautions. 


ee 


There is now pending before Congress a bill (H. R. 21489) which. i 
enacted into law, will go a long way toward remedying this 


tion in so far as violations of the immigration act are concerned with 
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Chinese seamen, it is very important that the present prac | here made is that from section 19 of the Pay 


wrted by a departmental regulation, of requiring bond for each 
rought Into a United States port 


-e from the country with the vessel shall be authorized 


rtur 


liv by an act of Congress, with appropriate penalties for failure | 


e bond 
STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. 
» from South Dakota [Mr. Martin]. 
\ MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, it is certainly enlightening, 
ne more can be said about it, to hear a ship-subsidy 
made by a gentleman from Massachusetts applauded on 
or ratie side of the House, although, I thought, rather 


iio supports this legislation on the theory that it is a subsidy 
y ‘an ships. I am against subsidies for American ships 
favor of restoring the American merchant marine by 

nt method, which I have not time now to discuss. I 
ention to the fact that this is only another illustration 
piecemeal, illogical manner in which this bill has been 


This item is not a subsidy to American ships only; | 
reduction of 5 per cent on all goods brought in American | 
| also ships of other countries with which we have | 


and agreements that their goods shall come in at the 
e as that given to goods brought in American ships. 
e treaties with all the commercial countries of the 
xcept four, in which we have agreed that goods in their 
S 11] come in subject to the same duties as those in Amer 
ps. Now we are making a further provision in this 
that hereafter goods in American ships shall come in 5 
below the general rates. What is the effect of it? 
be construed consistently and logically, and the result 
\ that foreign ships from the countries with which we 
} treaties of that sort will bring their goods to our shores 
this subdivision 7 of paragraph J, 5 per cent below these 
It is another method by which our Democratic friends 


il legislation are going to make a general reduction | 


r cent of these duties on all goods brought from foreign 


s, except from the four nations with which we have no } 


eement. 


Now, I want you gentlemen not to be deceived in what you 
g. You will find that this is precisely what you are 
gy, and yet I expect to see you all vote for it because, for- 


uu have not had any release to do otherwise, except the 
in from Mississippi [Mr. Stsson]. That is exactly 
uu are doing. You are lowering your rates on 
g in in American bottoms and bottoms of other nations 
whom we have agreed by treaty that their goods should 
n at the same rate as goods coming in American bottoms. 
CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from South 

] has expired. 
\ STEVENS of Minnesota 


sre ods 


Mr. Chairman, I yield half a 
e to the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpnuery]. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 

r amendment, which I send to the desk. 
Clerk read as follows: 
07, strike out all of subsection 7. 
STEVENS of Minnesota. 
vish to use any time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at present. 
we get through, but not now. 
STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I wish to eall 
tention of the committee to what I think is an error in 

ind misinformation furnished the House in the report 
J, subsection 5. J, subsection 5, provides as follows: 


Does the gentleman from <Ala- 


I intend to use the time 


] 


| materials of foreign production * * * for the construc- 
l * * * and all such materials necessary for the 
of their machinery, and all articles necessary for their outfit 
ment may be imported. And upon proof of such materials 
en used for such purposes no duties shall be paid thereon. 


vessels 


| will notice that the exemption from duties pertains only 

inaterials ” and not to any “ articles” necessary for outfit 
ment described in the same paragraph. In your report, 

se 51, you state the purpose of this paragraph as follows: 


present law limits the free importation of such material to ves 
ult in the United States for foreign account and ownership and 
; purpose of being employed in the foreign trade, including the 

etween the Atlantic and Pacific coasts. 
“ion is to strike out the limitation and authorize the importa- 
ot duty of foreign material for the construction of all vessels 
ee ae United States for foreign account and ownership and for 
1 urpose of being employed in the foreign and domestic trade of the 


i States, 














Or mge < 7 » . 
e nin age 440 of your report you set forth the language of this 
bi a ‘and compare it with section 19 of the Payne-Aldrich 

ereby giving the House to understand that the change 





conditioned for such ses 


Chairman, I yield to the | 


The change made in | a és Polat ' 
as the finished product and “materials” as t 


“ Articles for outfitting 


The purpose of the change is to liberalize the law and | 
the building of all classes of ships at our domestic sbip- | 


portion of your report: 


SEC. 19 MATERIALS FOR SHI 
J. Subsection 5. That all mate Sec. 19. 1 
rials of foreign production which foreign prod 
may be necessary for the construc necessary for tbh 
tion of vessels built in the United vessel t in 
States for foreign account and for foreign 
ownership, or for the purpose of ship, or f 
| being employed in the foreign or employed in t 
domestic trade, nd all such mate- luding the 
rials necessary for the building of lant ind | 
| their machinery, nd all articles United 
necessary for their outfit and eq ) rials ‘ 
ment, may be imported itn bond the machi 
under such regulations as the Se I ' 
retary of the Treasury may pre ment vy } 
scribe: and upon proof that such under h 
materials have en used for such retary « t 
purposes no duties shall be paid = sect > and 
thereon. materials h 
pur] ) 
the I 
hen 
all ra ! 
t 1 of t { 
} t ix 


The fact is there is 
law in existence 


no such thing 


~ L. 


to-day. This was repealed 


the Panama act, as follows 


That all materials of fo n | t ) 
the construction or tepair of \ | 
uch materials necessary for tl iild ( | 
and all articles f ssary for their outht na 
ported into the United Stat free of dut ind 
Secretary of the Treasury may | 
Your committee has not informed the Hou: 


;} act repealed that section, that it broadened ft 
| existed in section 19 of the Payne-Aldrich 
your report, and that really your provision gre 


provision of the Panama act, which I have sl 
free-material provision of the Panama act is 
provision as follows, to be found in the bi 
page 206, line 24. The Panama act pro\ s tl 
the construction or repair of vessels sl! 


You limit free materials only for construct 

You notice that a. subsection 6. in youl bil! 
that all articles needed for repair may be 
|} not materials. The Treasury Department, ij 
| after the Panama act was passed, made the d 
| “articles” and “ materials.” Materia \ 
raw material for the finishing of the 

finished product. It is almost useles 

article under such a construction for t 

prac ticable thing to do is to bri l 

ing of the article for the repair of a ship Ih: 
Panama act provides, but you have stricken out 


for the finished article. That is almost an im} 


or repair of machinery. You stril l 
for the repair of machinery” and leave it only 
of machinery. 


This is of some c nsequence, 


| much noticed. But the most important chang 
8, 4, and 5, on page 207, you provide: 
| All articles necessary for th t and 

in bond under such regulation i the ‘I s 


In the very next line you say: 

And upon proof that such materia 
no duty shall be paid thereon 
|} Duty shall be paid on 
Remember the construction 


what? On mate 
placed upon the 


articles.” 


making the “ 


by the Panama act, section 5, are placed on tl 


this provision you take them from the free lis 
them on the dutiable list. You thus change 


and restrict its beneficent operation in most 


The Panama act provides for the free ac 


these things, the material for the constru 


to bring in material for the repair of a ship : 


| 
| 
| lars, while in your report you inform the House 


that provision for the article for the repair is p 
less as you have included it in your bill. 

Again, referring to the top of page 217, the 
vides for free admission of materin!s neces 
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ve material for the construction and re] 
md iele for outtitt o 

Thi vA the deliberate intention of Congress. as those of 
you who were here at the time the conference report upon the 
Panama bill wos under consideration by the House last 


August know This very situation was debated at length by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. Moore], the gentleman from 


r of machinery, | 
| 
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gentlemen ou the other side that the bill ts to seenpe 


| that it is to reduce existing rates, that it is to preve 


| that it is a trust buster, that it is to lower prices to 


New Yorl Mr. Paynel. and in favor of the pro] osition by the 
gentleman frem Missourl [Mr. ALEXANDER]. It was the culmi- 
nation of a 30-year movement for free ships for foreign trade 
and fre materials for the construction, repair, and operation 
of our ships in all trades. The conference committee took the 
bill of the gentleman from Missouri, Judge ALexaNper, which 
was then on the calendar of the House, with a favorable report 
not only from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries but indorsed by the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, and substituted in place of the Si te provisions on 
this subject the corresponding clause of the bill of Judge | 
ALEXANDER. It required the adoption of a rule by the House 
to keep it in the report as against a point of order by the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Me Now, after that 
truggle and that experience it is very infortunate that the 
ry 


| 
{ 
effect of it should be completely ignored by the Committee on 


Ways and Means and the House misinformed in the report and | 


the progressive movement for the assistance to our merchant 
marine checked by a return to former conditions. The benefi- 
cent provisions proposed by Judge ALEXANDER are all wiped 
out and repealed by this section and you confine the practical 
effect of this paragraph to materials for the construction of 
ve els, and that is the sole effect of what you do. That does 
seriously impair existing law. You restrict the provisions of 
the Panama act so that such provisions are practically worth 


less, and instead of giving the shipbuilders of this country an 


opportunity to import materials with the articles necessary for | 


their construction and repair of ships, machinery and out- 
fitting, you practically provide for only the importations neces- 
sary for the construction of vessels and machinery. I do not 
know whether the committee intended to restrict the privileges 
of the merchant marine, but they have certainly done so by 
their bill. 

Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. TrRrapway]. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 207, line 1, after the word “ or,” strike out the word ‘‘ domes- 
tic’ and insert after the word “thereon,” in line 7, the following: 





“All acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this subsection are hereby | 


repealed.” 


Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, before speaking to the 


amendment which I have offered, I wish to ask the indulgence | 


of the House to make this one further reference to political 
conditions in Massachusetts, and I will be extremely brief in 
doing so. I wish to say that it is nearly 10 years now since I 
first had the honor of serving in the Massachusetts Legislature 
with the newly elected Member from Massachusetts [Mr, Mrrcu- 
ELL]. Since then I have sat with him in both branches of 
the Massachusetts Legislature. In the course of bis argument 
this afternocon—an hour or more ago—he omitted, I think, one 
very salient feature having to do with the election in the thir- 
teenth Massackusetts district a few weeks ago, namely, his 
own personal popularity in that district. He is an extremely 
popular man at home; he is a very able legislator, as I can 
testify from my own personal knowledge, and I wish to say 
that I think his modesty prevented him from bringing these 
facts forward as reasons contributing to his election. Further, 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Bryan] referred to the 
conditions in Massachusetts, and I want to say this: That he 
is absolutely wrong when he said the Progressive candidate, 
Mr. White, was not a protectionist, because it happens that I 
talked with the gentleman the very day ‘that Congressman 
Weeks resigned, and he said that he was going to appeal to the 
Republieans in that district to support him because he was a 
protectionist, and he wanted to make that the issue in the cam- 
paign. Again, the Progressive leader in Massachusetts, Mr. 
Mathew Hale, announced that if Mr. White secured Republican 
indorsement he would nominate another Progressive against 
him. I trust I have fully as much knowledge of political con- 
ditions in Massachusetts as has the gentleman living across 
the continent in the State of Washington. 

But, speaking to the amendment which I have submitted, I 
would say that during the course of this tariff debate the 
entire compass of the Democratic revision has been completely 
boxed. At various points on this compass we are told by the 


| 





trodden consumer, and, as the President said before 
body, “to sharpen the wits of the Ams rican m 
In fact, it has a different panacea for every ill t] 
of Republican prosperity is heir to. But, Mr. Ch 
Democratic friends have been v« ry particular not t 
‘ficiaries—namely, the importers and 
facturers abroad. That is what is done by the 

this paragraph of the word “ domestic.” I also 
the amendment adopted in order that the clause 
act, to whi 


’ . 
one ciass of De 


W 
ilk 
h I refer, shall be amended to prevent t] 
tion free of duty of equipment or materials for 
has been done by the owners of the Fall River 
the Hudson River steamers, and of the Norfolk & | 
ton Steamship Line. I believe that if the tariff 
administration, the bill we are now considering. € 
else it ought at least to bring honor to the Dem 
as causing the foundation of a league to benefit in 
foreign manufacturers. A marked illustration of 
question has been shown in my district, and it 
of the fact that part of the equipment of a stea 
Hudson River was imported free of duty that I 
adoption of this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman | 

Mr. MANN. How much time have I remaining: 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Ten minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I yield two minutes to the g 
Pennsylvania [Mr. AINnry]. 

Mr. AINEY. Mr. Chairman, the people ‘of this . 
just awakening to the fact that a minority party t 
in power is about to take advantage of its transitor 
and place upon the stitute books of our Nation 
the avowed purpose of which is to strike down th 
lished policy of protection to American industry. 

Under the specious argument of reducing the | 
living it first attacks the products of the farm by; 
wholesale reductions of the present protective duty wu) 
raised or produced by the American farmer, lea, 
cultural interests of our land to withstand the tide of 
tion from Canada, South America, and Europe. 

On these articles the custom duty under the proposed 
wood bil! is on an average but one-half what it is u 
ing law. Dairy products receive woeful hurt. For 
soon may be imported to compete with the Ameri 
by paying 8 cents per pound in place of 6 cents; hay at § 
ton in place of $4. 

Apples will be called upon to compete with the great C , 
and Neva Scotian crops with the protection of only 10 
bushel as against an existing duty of 25 cents. 

Milk and cream may, under the Underwood bill, be | 
across the Canadian line at any point free of any d 
press the price, as against the protection afforded the f 
the duty of 2 cents per gallon on milk and 5 cents pet 
cream, which the existing tariff law requires to be | 

Milk, preserved or condensed, will go upon the free 
thus bring the American dairyman into unequal « 





i 


| with the foreign products. 


What is true of dairy products is equally true of gr 


vegetables produced on the American farm, notably 


which, under the present law, are subject to an import 
25 cents per bushel, will, under the Underwood bill, be 
free, and so supplant the products of American soil. 

When the Underwood bill becomes a law, those eng 
producing them must face a new rival and greater com)» 
and this, the Democratic Party frankly admits, is for t! 
pose of reducing the high cost of living. 

The farmers of the country are asked to accept this t 
bill and policy, which lays the ax at the very root of ¢! : 
of their prosperity, because, forsooth, the Underwood b! 4 
poses to place agricultural implements on the free list. ; 

The Democratic proposition is to remove the duty on | 
plement with which the farmer digs his potatoes, and © rc 


the farmer to so rejoice in the saving on the price of a hoe (4 = 
he would welcome the flood of duty-free potatoes imported e 
depreciate the price of his own product. f j 

Such logie could find no better illustration than in a propo’ 
tion to cut one’s throat to stop one’s appetite. on : 

I trust I have no narrow partisan spirit. I know tt” P 
sincere desire of my heart is the advancement of the | . “ ¥4 


moral, and intellectual welfare of the splendid and es 
people of the district which has honored me, and of the emt 
old State of Pennsylvania, whose magnificent history "| 
in glowing words a long list of great achievements 11) le 

civil liberty. 
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‘ ed that protection was necessary and should be sus- | tories are idle, or running half time and wages are 7 
{ “1 aS a national institution. Our people believed in pro- | the farmers suffer along with the workingmen. Farm 
tection as a patriotic duty. It was the “Sam Randall” Demo-| then become depressed; farm products become a drug 
ern who in this House defeated the Morrison horizontal | market. 
tariff bill that spelled “ free trade.” Notwithstanding the fact that the number of farms } 
‘I this policy has been beneficial to the United States one | sylvania decreased 2.2 per cent from 1900 to 1910, accor 
h: only to place in evidence the industrial and commercial the United States census reports, the acreage of j; 
histe of this country during the greater part of the last 50 | farm land 4.1 per cent, and the average size of farms 146 ; 
years, when, with the exception of 4 years, we had protective- | farm property including land, buildings, implements, 
tariff | During the 4 years’ exception—1893-1897—we had | chinery and live stock, the latter including domestic 
a Democratic administration and a Democratic tariff, and those poultry, and bees, increased in value during the same 
vho remember the suffering and misery of those 4 years do | $201,646,000, or 19.2 per cent. These facts indicate the . 
not want to return to the conditions then prevailing. What is | ful prosperity enjoyed by our farmers throughout the de 
true of our entire country is also true of Pennsylvania. Nothing | which we had for seven years the Dingley tariff law 
can bless or injure other sections of this land without having a | three years the present law. And let me say here t 
like effect upon the people of Pennsylvania. With our 8,000,000 | farmers of Pennsylvania enjoyed no more than their fair 
people within a mighty domain of nearly 29.000,000 acres of | of the general prosperity—it was not at the expense 
land, we have improved the magnificent opportunities offered by | consumers of farm products, for the farmers received 
natural resources and the wisdom of self-preserving laws to | just price as the reward of their industry. 
place the factory near the farm, to give manifold and diversi- In 1910, 69.4 per cent of all the farms in Pennsylvani 
fied employment to both capital and labor, and to furnish a | operated by their owners and part owners; 3.5 per : y 
home market for the products of our husbandmen. And beyond | managers; and 27.1 per cent by tenants; the percent 
the limits of our own State we have found an enlarged home mar- | owners and for managers being higher and that for ¢; ts 
ket forour excess products, in exchange for which we have bought | lower than in 1900. The owner class is increasing. and , 
the products of our sister States that our people need but do | tenant class decreasing. The total number of farms owned jp 


not produce. Thus have we helped to enrich not only ourselves 
but our fellow 
foreign countries only those articles which are not produced 
here. This has been and is possible only under laws embodying 
the protective principle. 

This bill now before us, however, proposes to change our 
system and to subject our farmers in Pennsylvania and other 
States, and our artisans, manufacturers, and business men and 
their employees to the ruinous policy of foreign competition. 
Its framers tell us that the farmers are not interested in or 
desirous of a duty on their products; that there is no good 
renson why farmers should fear from competition with the 
farmers of Canada or of any other country; and that it would 
make no difference to the farmer either in the price he receives 
or the extent of his market; but it would, they claim, cheapen 
farm products to the people in the cities. 

If anybody thinks seriously that the farmers of this country 
want free trade in farm products and are indifferent as to pro- 
tection, he has only to refer to the recent revolt among the 
farmers against the Canadian reciprocity treaty. That treaty 
had for its purpose mutual commercial relations; its chief pur- 
pose, from the standpoint of those representing the United 
States in its negotiation, was to reduce the cost of farm prod- 
ucts to people in our cities and towns in exchange for certain 
from Canada which would open Canada’s market 
to our manufactured products. Our western farmers saw in 
this treaty a flooding of our markets with Canadian wheat, 
outs, barley, and other cereals, and our eastern farmers saw 
injury to them in Canadian garden truck, poultry, eggs, milk, 
butter, and the like. They rose up almost as one man against 
the treaty, and the great agricultural papers and magazines 
opposed it. 


As injurious to them as the farmers thought 


concessions 


away entirely our home market without exacting some condi- 
tions favorable to our own people. But the assault upon agri- 
culture in this bill has not the saving grace of reciprocity, for 


there is no compensation to any American industry for the losses | 


inflicted upen our farmers by it. This bill represents the log- 
ical position of the Democratic Party. They supported as one 


man the reciprocity treaty, because, as they said, it was a 
step in the right direction, and they also voted against the 


repeal of the reciprocity bill. And now they come along with 
the door of our splendid home market to an invasion of Cana- 
dian farm products. If the farmers of the East 
rebelled at the polls against the treaty, what shall be their atti- 
tude toward this bill? 
to answer, 

Mr. Chairman, for the farmers of Pennsylvania I 
say with certainty that they believe in protection. 


think I can 
They would 


believe in protection even if they themselves were not affected | 


thereby. For our farmers are unselfish in desiring a policy that 
they know will protect wage earners in our industries. 
farmers know that if thgse wage earners are thrown out of em- 


Americans in other States as well, buying from | 


the Canadian | 
reciprocity treaty would be, it at least did not propose to throw | 


and West | 








I will leave this to our free-trade friends | 


The | 


ployment or have their wages reduced as the result of a tariff | 
law that will encourage foreign importations, as was the case | 
under the last Democratic tariff law, then the farmer will lose | 


: ; ; ; | several gentlemen who have spoken that the farmer rec: 
a bill which goes farther than did the treaty and opens wide | ze 40 


whole or in part by the operators in 1910 was 164,229,-of which 
number 112,156 were reported as free from mortg: i 





ness. 

According to the report of the United States Depart: f 
Agriculture the value of all live stock in Pennsylvania 10 
was $163,000,000, divided as follows: Horses, 619,000; 


43,000; milch cows, 1,146,000; 
1,112,000; swine, 931,000. 
The same authority shows that for the year 1911 I 


other cattle 917,000 


vania farmers produced, of the principal crops, 63. ") 
bushels of corn, valued at $43,423,000; 17,462,000 bush f 
wheat, valued at $15,862,000; 175,000 bushels of barley, | 
at $114,000; 4,304,000 bushels of rye, valued at $3.44 
6,373,000 bushels of buckwheat, valued at $4,397,000; 15.120.000 


bushels of potatoes, valued at $14,062,000 ; 3,148,000 tons of lay, 
valued at $62,690,000; and 65,320,000 pounds of tobacco, 
at $6,205,400. 

Farmers of Pennsylvania also produced, in addition 
above staple crops, according to United States census fiz 
for the year 1909, vegetubles, not including potatoes, 
value of $10,014,000; nursery products valued at $4.72: 
small fruits valued at $1,175,000; orchard fruits, of 
apples contributed about five-sixths of the quantity. h 
$8,678,000; grapes and nuts valued at about $1,000,000 y 
products, exclusive of milk and cream used on the fx 
ducing $42,809,000, of which $15,668,000 represents th 
of butter. The statistics as to wool production are inco 
but show a value of $1,306,000. The fowls of Penns 
farmers in 1909 numbered 17,485,000, valued at $9,278,000 l 
they produced 70,903,000 dozens of eggs, valued at $15.655, 

To produce their crops Pennsylvania farmers, according to 
the same authority for the same year, paid $25,611,‘ r 
labor on 63 per cent of the farms reporting, which is o f 


the greatest relative increases in agriculture in that 5 
during the decade 1899 to 1909. About one-fourth 0! 


amount was expended for labor in form of rent and board 

For feed, of 64 per cent of farms reporting, there was y 
$19,203,160, and $6,801,605 for fertilizer. % 

Now, in the pending Underwood bill there is an evide t- . 
tempt to play the city against the country—to appea! 
doing something for the so-called ultimate consumer at the ¢x- * 
pense of the farmer. It has been pointed out, however, by E 


more than 50 per cent of the prices paid for the prod @ y 
sends to market, and yet he has to contend with as m F 


culties, relatively, in the production of his crops as do t! oF 
produce the things he has to buy. We should not for 
Canadian reciprocity was brought forward in the sal : 
Stress was laid upon the promise that it would cheapen ! , 
the people in the congested centers of population, just 
sny this Democratic bill will do. But the farmers. w 3 
not getting a fair share of the prices exacted from the co! ry cs 
protested against a policy that would add injury to ins x 


The Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Wilson, after an exh 
igation of this subject, had this to say: 
From the details that have been presented with regard to 


crease of the prices of farm products between farmer and cons! 4 
the conclusion is inevitable that the consumer has no well-¢! 


jere 
ine 


invest 


his principal customer, for when the mills and mines and fac- | complaint against the farmer for the prices that he pays. 
> 
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sfrer consideration of the elements of the matter. it is plain that the In preparing this bil! 
‘ ; not zetting an exorbitant price for bis products, and that the ; wied effort to keen & ; 
: ¢ distribution from the time of delivery at destination by the concealed ene - oo , 
d to delivery to the consumer is the feature of the problem of | pro lucts in orde! t alte { 
ri es which must present itself to the consumer fer treat pleas of Ame! » fri 
ducing or placing « tl 
equires money and brains to run a successful farm. No | is illustr d in the case of 
bysres ness, I dare say, is subjected to greater uncertainties | cent, whil eats <o he f 
sk. and to add to the farmers’ handicaps the additional | notable « ple, on ¥v sa 
‘ competing with the products of foreigners in what is | flour goer nm the free list 
uid be the American farmers’ home market—the very The f ¢ tab! 
the world—is to my mind economic short-sightedness | prot tive wit 
ting to folly. I stand for protection to the farmer. with th { \ 
Comparison of rates under the present protective lew upon cert oricull z wet t 
2 silica iditeliabiteateninainieenidindinitaaen cada 
T’r 
T‘em. ; 
R 
( r old or over: — ; 
\ i re Te ME « cca caceve coceeenneqececoosceveesencennceceeucvs 3.75 per head..... 
t more than $14 per head . 2.2... 2. cece eee cece eee ee eee eee ence cecereeeceees 27 t 
Hor 
a ilk kn esienie en ode camemesonersasesetsacangeneses<| SOO PUT MINE scacncacsss 
at OV J 
c} 4 : 
than 1 year Old... 2. ccccccecoccccewecccccceecccncccccsccccneetesececccecescees ‘ PRG cccecnes 18 
AT OT OVOT 2. 2 nn cc wwe wc cw ere ee ee emer emer eee eet eee ee eee eee eee ee eee eeeeeees py Becoe 
B 3 Ne ene ee sine barraeunanseqseeubncusaneins 
M Es GON iet brine acdus caneveddctbewiesseerdcnss cobueuces t 
R te eR a... rach hc anion as daha cine eennsdncesa 2 per poun 
sc aeen ani onshnahadnneenaumeads sawiiwe 3 per | 
eo ree ee beRESERGORRE SAPS eSeecwsegeaneeNTes I 
CMNGCOSE . . ccccccccccccce cece cess ese seeeeeeseesessesesesssesessseses , 
ee a an ok sr eennanckbewansaunweeawsees@u ( 
ee  c  mrmgie erent ena enuabaeieiein annie $4 per ton 
a eee aegis Secelenbectas hie ssh natalia 25 cents pel 1 
A peaches, quinces, cherries, plums, and pears, green or ripe..........---+---e+5-- . 
\ Ler iad isu indinavtdngasweecenmssnconetucin p 
re ec asncandudnncdccephuecdvacecsncavnceatcne] OU 
Te a oe ede ccedbiessesboseweschenscncecédscacee 74 cents | 
The Underwood bill places on the free list meats, potatoes, | tries employing 564 
swine, rye flour, wheat flour, buckwheat and buckwheat flour, ) Wes $211,025,000 | 
milk, cream, corn meal, oatmeal, and rolled oats; and the door | $75.276,000 
to our home market is also swung wide open to the cigars of Of the total m 
the Philippine Islands, bringing them into competition with our | bined only 21.5 per « vi 
native products. as against 78.7 pet un 
\ll this, Mr. Chairman, without recompense or reciprocity One of le Mos 
to the farmers of this country for the privilege of this foreign be " d rem a j 
invasion of their markets. ia rnened te industry in th 
Wit he United Si cr is he 
With her tremendous areas of cheap, undeveloped land, a : f 
‘ . . * . : ry was o minol port 
Canada is now a great competitor of the United States in nearly : “es c that r 
1] ; , . . roportions int he WwW 
all agricultural products. Why flood the East with her garden 4 ie ; , . mC 3 
. . rs ne cinss Asa 
tru poultry, eggs, milk, butter, cream, and the like to the | * i vil] r 
nts ° ‘ t ‘ t \ il * reme t 
detriment of eastern farmers? And why allow Canada to come ' tariff law % 
int 1” . . . . ‘ ©) mr i ivi \ e 
into our markets, practically unrestricted, with her wheat, oats, anaes E et 7 
. . ‘ ( rers o 1 
barley, and other cereals and depress the prices of these things | ~ at ~ 2 699 * 
Corneil O.aa wre 
that our western farmers produce? which w $3307 11 } 
[ ‘ : . . . = Lic iS « ‘ i 
Mr. Chairman, in few other States in the Union has the ad- The Meki bill put a dn 
j . g > > “ 7 ‘ . . i as 
vice of Jefferson in 1816 that “ we must place the manufacturer | yyjoy tin plates. aceordin 
by the side of the agriculturist ” been so well heeded as in the effect July 1.1891. What w 
great State of Pennsylvania. Our varied and important natural in the fiscal vear 1891 
resources have invited the establishment and growth of many e235 746.990. fei] off in the fis 
idustries. We have within our borders raw materials, such yyjyed at $11.969.518 da 
as oil, coal, iron ore, timber, limestone, clay, glass sand, dustry was arrested by the 
hatural gas, tobacco, and so forth, in large quantities, which rates about one-balf. the e 
are used j . : ates ¢ it ulf, the 
1 in manufacturing. the resteration of the MeKin 














In 1909, according to the United States census report, Penn- 


1897, enabled the industry to grov 
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here 
’ 


' 
i 


fyivania had 27,563 manufacturing establishments, employing | with the consumption, unti 
yn — of 1,002,712 persons during the year, who received | the tin plate consumed 

oo ?dat,.000 in salaries and wages. Of the persons employed, | terial increase in price, so tha 
~ttwio Were wage earners. These establishments turned out! the least. The industry 


products to the value of $2,626,742,000, to produce which mate- 


rials costing $1.582,560,000 were utilized. 


The value add 


ed by 


manufacture was thus $1,044,182,000, which figures best repre 


ing 


T 
dire: 


WwW 
au 


Specifying 


the last ceusus year 


) the industries in Pennsylvania that will be affected 
ly or indirectly by this bill would be to select practically 


of them. 


a product ia 


in 


Sent the net wealth created by manufacturing operations dur- 


I will therefore append to my remarks a table 


94 industries o 


In addition 


r industry groups which had in 1909 
Ce excess of $700,000,000 in value. 
“CUSUGS presented im the table there are 2,893 other indus- 


to the 





can wages, 
How did 
answer by « 
Stutes Ce 


and 


yuot 


this tariff on 
ing agai 
sus Report of 1910: 


LSSD 


It has given direct employt 


’ 


Sand 


T 


rent 


tin plate affect 


Cun 
fry 
. on 


of minor importance, but by 


industry. In the manuf 
ranks first among the States, 


of the total product of the 


Mr. Chairman, here is an 


mn 


Thre of 


ind: 


reporti 


istry 





United States in 


h ‘ 
) \ 
a 
which d 
Wheunt f 
of 10 S 
f rot } 
| 
a a 
t 
l 
i 
i 
| 
| | 
+? 
ilf¢ 
to be found 
ry 11 { 
i { 
ISU) h 
us Ke I 
tr ’ 
( I 
» TS! } 
ite the f 
1.85 and 2.2 ex 
ge This ad 
es Im 
489.074 | 
LS! 0 454.1 
] 1 , 
i cit ( ) 
w of 1 t, 
ement mh att 
rm the D 
e }) i ce 
} ( 
it i 
d to 
iy ‘ 1 
ad } aly 
Pet ev }y 
official author 
‘Prior to 1SS9 tl 
it was classed 
these I rod { 
more } 
1909, 
in ny St 


old, employing upward of 50,000 people, turning 


ont 
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worth $25,000,000 a year, paying $1,400,000 in wages, which 
never would have been established but for a protective tariff. 
And yet Democratic statesmen, including Mr. Cleveland, charac- 
terized the duty on tin plate as “ robbery ” and “ idiotic states- 
manship,.” 

This bill reduces the duty on tin and terne plates from 26.74 
per cent, the equivalent ad valorem under the present law, to 20 
per cent ad valorem, on which our De caneeeie friends hope to 
increase the 1ue from these articles, 
sed importations to a market now supplied by 
sliments where there is already competition. 
Pennsylvania holds the first place among the mining States. 


revei 


incren our own 


ty })] 
CSitAabl 


In 1909 its mining industries gave employment to 405,685 per- 
sons, more than one-third of all persons employed in all mining 


in the United States. The net value 
products of Pennsylvania in that year was $345,960,603. The 
(pens of operating and development were $300,977,955, of 
which $210,531,202 was expended for salaries and wages. 
The principal industry of the State—coal mining—gave 


enterprises of the mine 


ey eX 


em- 





MA) L: 





always stood for protection, because they have had ) 


evidences of the wisdom of .that policy. gut I share 
apprehension that exists In that State to-day, that t) 


which departs from the protective policy will affect diss: 
the welfare of the industries of Pennsylvania upon w)} 
people are wholly depeudent, and from which they are | 
benefits that enable them to live according to our A; 


| standards, 


and this can only mean | 
/and hold fast 


ployment to 173,263 wage earners in the anthracite fields, and 
184.408 in the bituminous regions. The net value of the com- 
bined product of coal was $296,396,507, almost equally divided. 


The net value of petroleum and natural gas-well products was 
126,096, which together with the value of oh constituted 
06.1 per cent of the total net value of mining products in the 


state, 


Mr. Chairman, even if it were desirable, it is impossible to 
refer in greater detail to the manifold industries of the State 
of Pennsylvania, w: ich will be more or less affected by this bill. 
That I have referred to them at all is merely for the purpose 


of calling attention to their great magnitude and to show at a 
the stupendous growth of farming, manufacturing, and 
mining in the State of Pennsylvania, a State whose people have 


Liane 





| some 
| Democratic 


| Wage earners. 


Our people would rather “ bear those ills” 
to the substance of good times, 


such as thy 


steady 


ment, and good wages than “to fly to other ills they | 
of” in the mere shadow of good things promised in this 


Every schedule in this bill and the free list contaj: 


tions of duty or no duty at all which affect our Pen) 
farmers, manufacturers, and workingmen. Inequalities 
tices, incongruities, and disaster are written in alin 
line. The duty on finished products in many inst 
lowered, while the materials from which such things ») 
must pay a higher duty. Cattle must pay a duty, whi 
are let in free. Wheat must pay a duty, while flour \ 


in free. This bill will, it is admitted, destroy certain j 
outright. The wool-growing industry must 
slaughterhouse. The sugar industry must 
lingering death of three years 

Why this wanton onslaught ‘upon American industri« 
this outrage upon American thrift and enterprise to t; 
theories of a political party which has never yet written 
law that brought prosperity to our land? Instead of en 
ing and fostering the enterprises of our own people 


will throw a wet blanket of depression upon the a 
aspirations of our fellow countrymen and corres: y 
bring joy and hope to people in other lands the wo! 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 
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Value added by 


ali : 
Value of products. manufacture. 


Per cent of iner 






























Value ot = | Val 
ndnetry | aiue 0 
Indu ry. 1- Per Per Ter products. ni 
nents.| Average} cent cent cent th 
|" ~ |number.| distri- Amount. distri- Amount. distri- [ 
| | bution. bution. bution.| 1904- | 1899 ] 
AA 1909 | 1904 | 
a ae attest eee erates | ai tMEES eS 
At ieliieietie. . . Saco di pissndscdoandameacteveeceheo vk 27,563 877, 543 100.0 | $2,626, 742, 000 o| 1 100.0 | $1,044,182,000] 100.0 34.3 18.5 | 
Tron and steel, steel works and rolling mills................- 189 | 126,911 14.5 500, 244, 000 19.0 y | 171, 331, 000 16.4 37.5 | 9.3 i 
Foundry and machi ROD BORIUEE «06s 0 ape dvedesessevesss 1, 695 = 9.9 210, re 000 8.0 109, 735, 000 10.5 BE Edens vecet i 
Irom and steel, Dhaest frmnGes........ccccsccecccccscosccccccecs 66 14,5 1.7 168, 578, 000 6.4 26, 504, 000 2.5 56.9 | 5.8 7 3 
Leather, tan nec i, curried, and finishe Riu ctiuwinstnneh chal ioe 163 14, ons 1.6 77, 92 6, 000 | 3.0 18, 813, 000 1.8 12.2 24.8) ¢& 
Woolen, worsted, and fe It goods, and wool hats............. 217 | +27, 409 | 3.1 77, 447,000 | 2.9 22,813, 000 2.2 38.5 14.7} 2 
Cars and g ner: l shop construction and repairs by steam- | 
SOE GARNI, 6 wi itcncnenverces cons oo dctnnes digemenba | 132 46,645 5.3 76, 035, 000 2.9 34, 634, 000 3.3 24.6 41.7 yi) { 
Printing and publis hing pln dy tanh < cess o dddnonetiesunt badd 2, 461 24, 696 2.8 70, 584, 000 2.7 47, 831,000 4.6 28.2 36.4) 2 ? 
Silk and silk goods, including throws RR ee ee et 226 36, 469 4.2 62, 061 , 000 2.4 26, 895, 000 2.6 7.8 26.6 78 
Lumber and timber pro lucts 04 96 bbps decan cneserenepesoesans | 2,667 | 26,873 3.1 57, 454, 000 2.2 30, 140,000 2.9 1.3 5.2 | -7 
FOCTOIOUR, GOREOE,. « un6 ods dpdeudend ss ownndsdoveeoens tnbtesne | 41 2° 900 0.3 53, 088, 000 2.0 5, 648, 000 0.5 11.9 3u.7 33 ‘ 
Slaughtering and meat pac king.. seaidastitemsebebesnaswen | 180 3, 050 0.3 §1, 851,000 2.0 7,006, 000 0.7 56.6 29.6} 47 
CRD. 6x5 0c cudus ed do tines eesbdnis swabhtcésh obbhsehebbenbeb cole | 146 15, 331 1.7 51,816, 000 2.0 18, 054, 000 1.7 79.1 29.8 29 
TOCHEUD INGORE 5h in cutee vanse enous dogsussuebiin iv cde} | 2,432] 33,188 3.8 50, 161, 000 1.9 29, 448, 000 2.8) 22.7| 24.9| 18 : 
i ns... co ckcuehuhaniensennsabenrinenaet | 464 38, 206 4.4 49, 658, 000 1.9 22, 440, 000 2.1 61.2 40.5 1.9 { 
TINIE Ms os ico. cc ann gt Sb nites ne «Uspwsdebalieeeed stan 237 7, 234 0.8 47,713,000 1.8 35, 103, 000 3.4 36.9 19.5 | 3 
Bread and other bakery products.............---.----0eee-- 3,185 | 12,221 1.4 45, 850, 000 1.7 18, 520, 000 1.8 37.4 60.6 31. f 4 
Flour-mill and gristmill products... ...........2222-++20-00- 1, 450 2, 432 0.3 44,783,000 1.7 6,613,000 0.6 16.3 30.3 24.4 
Chota, tam ’é, SRETIGENE GOMES. . oo. 2 ceccccccndscoscocccsse 696 | 23,623 2.7 39, 682, 000 1.5 19,819,000 1.9 25.1 6.5) 31 | 
Cotton goods, including cotton small wares.................. 175 | 16,293 1.9 33,917,000 1.3 15, 160, 000 1.4 29.0 3.3 26. 6 ‘ 
COD WHI Diig , b berwnc 06s cbtieeck asked cdpwancdawbandess | 401 | 15,701 1.8 32,837,000 1.3 14, 681, 000 1.4] 117.7 29.0} 104.4 ‘ 
Cikatisscdin tiatces nis de tan teenth sbhdagebeoa 112 | 23,710 2.7 32,818, 000 1.2 20, 184, 000 1.9 18.6 25.7 10.0 8 
Electrical machinery, apparatus, and PING on 50 dicen eosge | 4 11, 025 1.3 31, 351, 000 1.2 17, 816, 000 1.7 19.4 7.4 19. ¢ 2.4 
Cars, steam-railroad, not including operations of railroad ¥ 
OUMIGIIOR,. .. dnc nrjocs yD eccnhccnghs + Chperedpoodsapebesceved 13 7, 766 0.9 7,510,000 1.0 8, 508, 000 0.8 41.6 0.9 51.7 , 
Tin pi late ar id te id. « dust doa eet saehinDabateses opt tied 17 2, 346 0.3 25, 234, 000 1.0 2, 336, 000 0.2 30.5 54.4 33.3 } “ { 
Carpets and rugs, other UN ts, a SelM aL 640 « wdaha ches 93 11,510 1.3 24, 879, 000 0.9 10, 231. 000 1.0 —8.3 17.3 } 
so0ts and shoes, including cut stock and findings. .......... 140 | 10,822 1.2 20, 219, 000 0.8 8, 155, 000 0.8 35.8 7.6 36 16.1 
Paper ONG WHOS BUND. ness ove gnsiscccdésocesban utes oceesa- 62 6, 656 0.8 19, 873, 000 0.8 8, 475,000 0.8 29.0 25.6 2.8 ] 
F'vermiteire GG NGITIGUPOOUEE. «oc ovepotncccccstnseccovnseecstes 304 9,924 1.1 18, 952, 000 0.7 9,913, 000 0.9 48.3 26.9 35 . 
QOROORG |. tide ob ke cb ob bp Bend ince deen <babeaekees an 27 8, 080 0.9 18, 855, 000 0.7 8, 747,000 0.8 eae =+s = 
Iron and steel pipe, WOME, oc ckiiccdicic BUbkentnssaey deters il 3, 873 0.4 18, 291, 000 0.7 4, 269, 000 0.4 90.1 | —37.5 z 
Copper, tir 1, and sheet-iron products.............s.0.+-seeee- 339 6,815 0.8 17, 197,000 0.7 8, 346, 000 0.8 77.5 35.6 3.2 3 
COMBBBIOOEA, «.-s « «ans s-00serubn contend tasnecteenaeses beaten 37 3, 185 0.4 15, 978, 000 0.6 5, 778, 000 0.6 A ee - 
Gas , illuminating and heating i Veuaccuncanhbedehtiuectubiare: 99 3,119 0.4 15, 840, 000 0.6 11, 741,000 1.1 46.5 37.3 5 ¢ 4 y 
LAGRNOCS, GINO, 0a 5.o itbdbdanads bdvdgbaiwasitbides Gash ed 88 724 0.1 14, 367, 000 0.5 11, 255, 000 11] 193.1] —8.5| 3 ; Pa 
Paint ane Wee cbs. a oo ates Since ones dasa anaeaie 114 1,992 0.2 14, 020, 000 0.5 4,819, 000 0.5 20.5 3.0 3 ‘1 me 
Butter, cheese, and condensed milk. ...............ese-eee0- 536 1,177 0.1 13, 544, 000 0.5 1, 870,000 0.2 17.0 12.5] —2.9 oa’ pe 
COMRIITIIGAIG 6.55 o oc0 isc sbnst Si neaUbaknseesiscassstenbeaesdbs 251 5, 408 0.6 13, 542, 000 0.5 5,339,000 0.5 34.4 34. 6 27.4 be 
Pottery, terra-cotta, and fire-clay products. ................- 139 9, 003 1.0 13, 072, 000 0.5 8, 963, 000 0.9 21.5 32.4 14 2 5.9 ms 
BE, Raa: « vain nn nxdeey 50s tee bbb eEnk aed otis te eie ase 38 7, 220 0.8 13, 023, 000 0.5 8,010, 000 0.8 77.2 73.2 73.3 £9 
Carriages and wagons and materials....................--..- 655 7,498 0.9 12, 748, 000 0.5 7,041,000 0.7 10.9 9.9 6.8 b. 6 5, 
Patent medicines and compounds and druggists’ preparations 7 2,761 0.3 12, 656, 000 0.5 7,346, 000 0.7 33.8 5.8 36.7 | : E 
Dyeing and finishing textiles. ................--see-eeeeeeees 135 | 6,086 0.7 12, 059, 000 0.5 6,728, 000 0.6) 77.7} —3.6| 64.7 +} 
RD He Bi dae nocc cnonedicdaus seedsdneteeboones 596 9, 264 1.1 11, 570, 000 0.4 7,850,000 0.7 72.4 24.9 67.8 | 4.9 ai 
CET Son cnskccovensyvcusincupessgysstonee &3 2, 753 0.3 9, 484, 000 0.4 4,819, 000 0.5 17.6 33.5 19.5 a i 
RUGS GI GRBs. Knbiedcocddstn coisvndvscsdatoncsdevisessdiie 326 8, 058 0.9 9, 225, 000 0.4 6,772, 000 0.6 26.7 22.3 19. 2 f 
GORE... nnnvencsncnlalaibicette dhbdeh ous opseiatnsn diieh ashban 59 1,197 0.1 9,124,000 0.3 3,177,000 0.3 31.1 92.6 9.4 : 
Brass and BOOTIES PTOMUIONS « o<0.0 0002 ccccevssconscsescesesgens 104 2,080 0.2 8, 455. 000 0.3 2,850,000 ee ed kiwiedcestecceces . 
i Percentages are based on figures in Table I; a minus sign (—) denotes decrease. Where the percentages are omitted, comparable figures can not be given. 
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| 
Wage earners. Value of products. oe i by | Pe 
Num- =e = - 
ber of 
Industry. estab- ‘ | \ 
lish- | | a Per | Per I 
> Average; cen ‘ent t 
ments. | vumber| distri- Amount. disiri- Amount. 
bution. bution.| bution.| 1904 
1909 ‘ ) { 
—_——— —— Seal ae 
Cutlery and tools, not elsewhere specified ............-------- 129 4,250 0.5 $8, 022,000 0.3 $4,591,000 0.4 7 } 
Stoves and furnaces, including gas and oi] stoves. .........--. 74 4,198 0.5 7, 409, 000 0.3 4.937.000 0.5 7 
Millir snd lace goods 105 4, 235 0.5 6, 770, 000 0.3 3,016, 000 | 0.3 145.4 ‘ | 65.3 
Fer 48 1, 224 0.1 6,543,000 0.3 1, 930, 000 0.2 < 1 13.6 
Aut 44 3, 199 0.4 6, 532, 000 0.3 9, 481,000 0.2 i 
Explosives. ....-.--2---ceeesceern scree etecceecececeeececeees 27 1,083 | 0.1 6, 388, 000 0.2 2,300, 000 0.2 ~ 
Shipbuilding, including boat i vccnccscccaccccncetses 31 3,558 0.4 6, 178, 000 0.2 3, 468 0.3 
Leather POO. . - .---n nec ceeeeeeeee corer swerrececeses 156 2,524 0.3 5, 824, 000 0.2 2, 671,000 ( 4 
B fancy and Paper. ..-..---.2- ee eee eee eee neeeeeeeeeees 118 4, 604 0.5 5, 184, 000 0.2 2.294, 000 | 0 ’ 
Timbrellas and CANGS. ...-...-- cece eee eee e eee e we eeeeeereeees 45 2,315 0.3 5, 060, 000 0.2 1,91 OO 0 { 5 
Steam packing. ..-..---+-eeeeeeeeeeeneewenececeeerceececcees 31 1,677 0.2 4, 987, 000 0.2 2.006. 000 | 0 2 9 
Ice, factUTOd.... con cccccccccccccccccccccccccccocccocss 170 1, 606 0.2 4,525, 000 0.2 3, 598, 000 | 0 64 I 
Chocolate and coc¢ g PTOMuCtS. .. 0... ee ween ee ece ee ccceces 6 863 0.1 4,811,000 0.2 1, 856, 000 0 | 4 ‘ 
Cordage and twine and jute and linen goods. ............... 18 2,119 0.2 4, 805, 000 0.2 1, 804, 000 0 1 6 
Agr jtural implements. . — . a ameeduhe «emacs 36 2,401 0.3 4,805, 000 | 0.2 2, 723, ) | } ) { ; 
Cooperage and wooden goods, not elsewhere specified. ...... 133 1,630 0.2 4, 630, 000 0.2 641,000 j 
} I ’ ’ a i j ( i i 
Baws ee ie scagrsncchodccacess 15 1, 876 0.2 3,794,000} 0.1 9’3x8 000) 0 14 | 1 
Paper goods, not elsewhere specified...............-.--.---- 34 1, 357 0.2 3, 719, 000 0.1 1, 494, 000 0.1 
Wall paper... 2... 22. - 2c sew cece ccnn cc cseee eens eseeeeecceenees 1] 1,056 0.1 3, 695, 000 0.1 1, 386, 000 0.1 » 9 
Smelting and refining, not from the ore.........-.....-- don 24 | 206 (1) 3,577, 000 0.1 » OOO 0.1 , ) ‘ 
ii --. nie. i ei edEs as Unseedsecheseseneceseue 348 | 3,258 0.4 3, 342, 000 0.1 2, 3 ( 0.2 
Gark, GUUUAE 6 o6 vc cote ccecdgquesesecin sotencccccccsccccocees 10 1,727 0.2 2, 965, 000 0.1 1, 20¢ 0.1 ; 
Gas and electrie fixtures and lamps and reflectors. ........- 75 1,482 0.2 2,000 | 0.1 1. 723. 000 | ) . 
Wood distillation, not including turpentine and rosin...... 50 933 0.1 0, 000 0.1 1.2 | 01 E 
Clocks and watches, including cases and materials. ......... & 1,395 0.2 73,000 0.1 1,70 | 0.2 
Coffins. burial cases, and undertakers’ goods. .............. 36 1,103 0.1 2,757,000 | 0.1 1, 182° 000 0.1 | 6.4 
Cars and general shop construction and repairs by street- : } | 
railroad COMPANIGS. .....ccccccccccccccccccccccescscccccess 65 2,442 0.3 2.747 000 | 0.1 1.¢ om | 09° 118 | 7) 
Dentiow’ Mas s+ aosatesvecses ath ane kane cabin 23 1,072 0.1 2, 745, 000 0.1 1. 420.000 | 0.1 | 17 
Musical instruments, pianos and organs and materials. ...... | 30 1, 182 0.1 2, 382, 000 0.1 | 1) 134. 00 0.1 ; 
B cigar... 7 1, 801 0.2 2, 328, 000 0.1 1, 076 = 
I ms and br 139 S60 0.1 2, 304, 000 0.1 | 1,049, 000 | 1 { 
Mattresses and 83 745 0.1 2, 223, 000 0.1 890, 000 O11 21 , 
Shoddy 20 450 (*) 2, 051, 000 0.1 } Ss 1 | ) 
Bu 24 1,123 0.1 1, 565, 000 0.1 | 819.001 01 ‘ 
Fil 7 1,217 0.1 1 540,000 | 0.1 1,11 »] 0.1 | 6. ¢ g ) 
52 828 0.1 1,385, 000 0.1 79 0 0.1} »| ( ) 
Bel 17 156 (*) 1,379,000 0.1 8, 000 ‘ ! 
Balt 7 695 | 0.1 1,338, 000 | 0.1 695, OOF ( | 3 
Ar 30 805} 0.1 1,319,000} 0.1] 644. 000 1| 
Je W 75 456) (*) 1, 275, 000 | 0.1 | 678. 000 0.1 > ; 
Ful 58 227 | (*) 1,217,000; (¢') 673, Uf O.1 | ( } 
PI 31 489 0.1 1, 132, 000 (*) 901, 000 I ; 
Hat 53 744| 0.1 i 000 | ¢2) + 000 0.1 ; 
GEE SUITE inane cnneddecddotedeeeseeséwececosccocecoecese 24 579 0.1 3, OOO (@) 602. 000 0.1 | 
Ee ER PR ee pee | 8 165 () 000 Q) $27 000 
Typewriters and supplies. .......ccccceccccccccccccccccccces 8 555 0.1 7000 (1) 98’ non ‘ o ) 
Crucible oo nceccenercescccccesccccesceceeccccccesesces | 5 106; () 728, 000 1) | 298, 000 a j ? ' ; 
RE RET REE eceentipeenesenpescenancesepeqncoss --| 2,893 | 56,433] 64] 211,025,000] 8.0 75, 276, 000 7.2 
' ! 5 
1 Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 
(Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska addressed the committee. See | of the world. Now, to do this we mu 1 
Appendix. ] | our rivals and competitors for the trai Iss 
Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unoer- | '° the same competitive mat 
woop] going to close in one speech? to give some serious attention to the questio f | t 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I will close with two speeches. I | ™#rine. If [I had time I point out 
yield four minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hobs- | of the merchant marine for an efficient na e 
SON]. | portant factor in national defense Water ' t ( 
Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, the result of this section is hot require the climbing of hills against g1 y, or t 
to insure that the American importer will choose the American heavy friction of solids on solids. Its inherited advant 
bottom rather than other bottoms in which to import his goods | ‘#¢ transportation of a nation’s power and = 
fri 0 abroad. The gereral economic result will be a lowering | high seas will settle the future growth, pi | 
- the tariff, not 5 per cent ad valorem, as some gentlemen have | ‘®'Y Surv ival of the great industrial nation 
: oe - ‘ . .s . or 21) "eo "ey hice 1 1 «rye } f + ‘ 
wat 1, but 5 per cent of the existing rate, which will be less | f°" Supremacy. This paragraph is one of the pol 
e nh 2 per cent ad valorem. Now, the tendency of this result paragraphs of the bill. It is a « 
will be this: At present American agencies of transportation | "ted by the Democratic Party to build up ‘ 
~~ a Square deal. ‘They do not have an equality of op- | C@nt marine. The time has come to give seri 
Saagaers for the transport business of the high seas. It is in| 5Y our people to the question of foreign 
line with Democratic principle to help establish this equality of | {@™Sportation of that commerce in Am i 
) wr j y . » vil . le - - . : 
opr rtunity. And, furthermore, on the high seas to-day, on | Wil! really work the beginning of a new era in t 
account of combines, there is a tendency to use the bludgeon and | history of America. 
destroy , ae: ae ae . . : - mr . : a 
ti ‘te the young company that tries to build up a transporta- The CHAIRMAN. The time of th enth ! ( 
ous ——— by combinations that apportion all the business | The gentleman from Illinois |Mr. MANN] is recognized 
senate themselves without lowering the rate. It will be in| Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, in | nates of the anne 
~ ow oy the ane of the revision of this tariff bill, tending | pate I called the attention of the committee to what seemed | 
l rower oO ¥ . st ; ; 
and the I the combine, tending to prevent slaughter | me to be the inevitable fact, that the provisions in this seetior 
I anaanen of the strong upon the weak either amounted te nothi uf el! lf | 
> me . { nter » nothing at | or else amounted to dis 
tin > ae Chairman, it will have a broader significance. The | criminating duty of 15 per cent against goods imy 
staylen: te cam when America, that produces the great world | eign bottoms. So learned a gentlemat 1s the gentler 
staples, s oin s . . m . ‘ - ; ' i tif 
great staples ifeutiners = markets of the world in the | Alabama [Mr. Hosson], who has just spoken, has evid vb 
the great fundamental os id s ~ gee staples of construction, | deceived by what I think is a sort of onfid e pro 
« 2 i y P , > ve . ee 7 . . 
be able to prodt . rid staples, and ere long America will | posing subsection 7 of paragraph J, which read 
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There is no question but that that provision in the bill pro- 
vides that goods coming in American bottoms shall not pay 100 
per cent of the tariff rate fixed to this bill, but shall pay only 
95 per cent. But we have trade conventions with every mari- 
time country of the world which provide that the goods imported 
in their bottoms shall pay the same rate and only the same rate 
as goods imported in American bottoms. If that be applicable 
to these then, instead of collecting 100 per cent of 
the tariff rates on goods imported in foreign bottoms, we shall 
collect per which the rate fixed for goods 
imported in American bottoms. 

jut suppose that this provision in the bill takes the place of 
the conventions which we have in effect. Then I call the atten- 
tion of the committee to subsection 1, which provides that in 
addition to the 100 per cent there shall be collected a discrim- 
inatihg duty of 10 per cent on all goods imported in vessels of 
countries where they do not pay the same rate of duty as is 
imposed on goods imported in vessels of the United States. The 
language is 

That a discriminating duty of 10 per cent ad valorem, in addition 
to the duties imposed by law, shall be levied, collected, and laid on all 
goods, wares, or merchandise which shall be imported in vessels not 
of the United States 

With this exception: 

But this discriminating duty shall not apply to goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise which shall be imported In vessels not of the United States 
entitled at the time of such importation by treaty or convention or act 
of Congress to be entered in the ports of the United States on payment 
of the same duties as shall then be payable on goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise imported in vessels of the United States. 


eount ies, 


or ly 95 cent, is 


In other words, if we do not admit goods imported in for- 
eign bottoms at the same rate of duty as we impose on goods 
imported in American bottoms, then we are to add a 10 per 
cent discriminating duty against them. 

The gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpurey] has called 
attention to a few of the conventions—we have many of these 
conventions—which have been entered into because of this dis- 
criminating duty of 10 per cent, which has been carried in 
the law for many, many years. In the first place, we put on 
a discriminating duty of 10 per cent against goods imported 
in foreign bottoms in order to force foreign countries to admit 
our goods taken to those countries in American bottoms at 
the same rate as goods taken in their bottoms. It was the 
custom in the old days for a country to provide that goods im- 
ported in their own bottoms should pay a less rate of duty 
than goods brought in foreign bottoms. That was a discrimina- 
tion against us, and hence we put into the law, years ago, a 
discriminating rate of duty of 10 per cent against all Nations 
which did not admit goods in our vessels at the same rates as 
goods transported in their own vessels. 

Now comes a proposition designed to fool the American peo- 
ple—designed to fool even so learned a gentleman as the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Hogson], who is noted for his belliger- 
ency and his advocacy of the sea. Even he has been misled. 

This bill as it stands now, of course, will never be enacted 
into law. Since I called the attention of the House to this 
subject in general debate the gentlemen in charge of the bill 
have been looking into it. While the gentleman from Alabama 
is too proud to admit amendments from this side of the House 
or to accept suggestions from this side of the House, he and I 
both know that this provision in the bill will be changed in the 
distinguished body at the other end of the Capitol and that all 
the pretense that you are attempting here to give a discrimina- 
tion in favor of the American merchant marine will go out of 
the bill. 

It is just a pure, calm game which has been exploded and 
goes up in the air. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, has all time expired on 
the other side? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I relinquish the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time has expired on the side of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, in five minutes I can 
not discuss all the issues that have been raised, but, as I 
pointed out to the gentleman from [llinois [Mr. Mann] a few 
days ago, subsection 1 of this paragraph relates to discrimina- 
tions by foreign nations against our ships. Subsection 7 relates 
to a discrimination in favor of our shipping by our own country. 
The two propositions are entirely separate and distinct. 

Now, there are gentlemen who contend that if subsection J 
were enacted Jaw it would mean, instead of discriminating 
in favor of American shipping, that we will reduce the duties 
on all imported goods coming into this country by foreign ves- 
sels by reason of treaty rights, I never have believed in that 
contention. I do not think it is a fair construction of the law; 
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but I have in my office here letters transmitted to 
State Department, from three of the leading me ritins 
of the world, protesting against this section, becans, 
it is a discrimination against their vessels. Now. jf 
tention that is being made by gentlemen on that sic 
House is correct, that goods coming from Germany. «; 
or England would be admitted 5 per cent cheaper {| 
would if this section was removed, I can not see why 
bassadors from three great maritime nations shoni« 
against this paragraph. It may be that the chance!) 
posed to be learned in the law of nations, supposed tv 
to guard their own countries, are mistaken as to the . 
this paragraph, and that the gentlemen on that sid, 
House are better lawyers as to the effect on their 
and their ships than are the chancellors, but I am in 
think that with the weight of their protests leaning 
of the construction that I placed on this paragraph in | 
ing of this debate, it is safe to say that in the end 1 
struction will be maintained. 

Now, I do not contend that the proposition presente ; 
House is all that might be done or all that can be cd 
future, but I do say that the time has come when the | 
people must turn their thoughts, their energies, and 
triotism to the upbuilding of a great merchant mari 
plause on the Democratic side.] I have never belie 
subsidy, the taxing of one man for the benefit of ancot It 
has never been sound doctrine on this side of the |! 
although that side of the House proposed it at one | 
could not enact it into Jaw. But there never has 
thing in remitting taxes for the benefit of the people | 
in violation of the principles held by the men of 01 
There is a vast difference between levying a tax to bu 
man’s interest or his industry and remitting a tax o1 
of a tax in order that he may develop and grow. |.) 
on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has « 
All time has expired. The first amendment to be voted 
is the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ma: 
setts [Mr. Treapway]. 

Mr. MANN. May we have the amendment reported’? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Tr 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 207, line 1, after the word “or.” strike out the w: 
tic’’ and insert after the word “thereon,” in line 7, t! 
“All acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this subsectio 
repealed.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapwa) 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the a: 
offered by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Hump 

The Clerk read as follows: 

*age 207, strike out all of subsection 7. 


The amendment. was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


J. Subsection 7. That a discount of 5 per cent on all dut posed 
by this act shall be allowed on such goods, wares, and me! 3 
shall be imported in vessels admitted to registration und 
of the United States. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
word. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I suggest t 
man that all debate on this section has been closed by order ' 
the committee. 

The Clerk. read as follows: 

K. The privilege of purchasing supplies from public wareho: 
of duty, and from bonded manufacturing warehouses, free of ; 
internal-revenue tax, as the case may be, shall be extended, unccr s 


regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribi 
vessels of war of any nation in ports of the United States whic) ts) 


reciprocate such privileges toward the vessels of war of the | : p 
States in its ports. 
Mr. MOORE. I move to strike out the last word. ., 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous couse! 
that the debate on this paragraph close in five minutes a 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks wath 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all umend- 
ments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection: 
There was no objection. ~~ 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I make this motion meres 
the purpose of having read from the Clerk’s desk an «rc 
from the Marine Journal. a 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clers ” 
read. 


o the x 





my 


oo 








. Clerk read as follows: 


[PASURE THE PREFERENTIAL 
BUILT PROBABLY N-« 
Democratic capacity for blundering 
in the amendment hastily adopted by the House Demo 
to the preferential-duty paragraph of the Underwood 
As originally drawn and introduced by Chairman Und 
clause was sound and just, following the policy of the 
the Government and granting a remission of 5 per cent of 
on goods, wares, or merchandise imported 
iit in the United States" and “ wholly the property fn 
- eitizens thereof.” This would have given employment to 
shipyards and all the industries dependent on them, and 
ereated a real American merchant marine 
the House Democratic caucus, at the instonce of Representatives 
ship-hating Middle West, changed the paragraph that 
he preferential duty is bestowed upon “ all vessels entitled 
y red under the American laws.” The Panama Canal act 
‘ngust admits to American registry for the foreign trade any 
iit vessel properly seaworthy and not more than 5 years old. 
se] would be held to be American owned by 
1 in United States, though the bulk of the 
i the real control exercised by foreigners 
r these provisions it will be possible for the Hamburg-American 
her wholly foreign concern to set up a dummy corporation in 
ntry, transfer a certain number of its foreign ships to 
der a few ship officers to become naturalized, and under 
f ng laws claim the 5 per cent remission of customs duties, 
‘ nt of which in such a case would go out of our country to 
j . In time of war these foreign-built ships would be promptly 
it of American register and perhaps placed at the disposal of 
as was done by the Hamburg-American Co. with some of 
York. liners in the War with Spain. 
moecratic Party has fought long and successfully the sub 
real American-owned and American-built ships, but in this 
| paragraph of the Underwood tariff bill the Democratic leaders 
giving, if not a subsidy, a very great advantage of 5 per 
the customs duty of the foreign-built ships, nominally under 
in plan but actually owned and controlled by 
nbinations of Europe. This unconscionable amendment will 
inst the Underwood bill the ship owners and builders of this 
in addition to the manufacturers and merchants, who are 
earnestly opposing it. The Marine Journal states its de 
nion that the preferential-duty paragraph as now bungled 
than worthless for the development of a genuine American 
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rhe CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 
ni ent will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 
‘lerk read as follows: 
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henever any vessel laden with merchandise, in whole or in 

t to duty, has been sunk in any river, barbor, bay, or waters 

to the jurisdiction of the United States, and within its limits, 
riod of two years, and is abandoned by the owner thereof, any 
raise such vessel shall be permitted to bring any mer 
yvered therefrom into the port nearest to the place where 
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have on the 
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painful | 
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the | 
a corporation 


be | 


American | 


he great | 


sippi 


el was so raised free from the payment of any duty thereupon, | 


such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
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Mr. HOBSON, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
lis paragraph and all amendments thereto close in five 


hiinutes, 


‘CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks unani 


! ‘onsent that all debate on this paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? 

Chere was no objection. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to consume these five 
ninutes in referring to the economic conditions of the South, 


jirticularly as they exist in Alabama, as raised in connection 
the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 
| will not stop to refer to the handicap with which the South 

rled out following the war, the impoverishment by the war, 


: ‘he tremendous handicap of the reconstruction period, but 
[ would like to call attention to this fact: The tariff policies of 


- 


the Nation for the last 40 years have been a direct handicap 
upon the South along with other agricultural sections. This 
lndirect system of taxation provides practically for the collec- 
Hon of about $309,000,000 annually in our customhouses. Now, 


it 8 estimated that there is ‘collected from the people of the 
United States by the protected interests about $1,600,000,000, 
or six to one in excess of the tax that goes to the Government. 


a W, there are exceptions, but I make the broad statement that 
the ctivities of these great protected interests lie in the great 
n es, and that the net result has been that the taxing system 
o* the United States for 45 years has given a stupendous ad- 
h tage to the cities as against the rural sections, and the 
South ts entirely rural, 

Al 4, let me point to the question of the evolution of our 
oe policy, if you can say we have anything worthy of the 
os em financial policy. We have developed a system under 
Maat pod strong men control the financial facilities of the 
“ition. They ean finance themselves—the powerful banker, the 


va, manufacturer, the great merchant, those who live in the 
‘lies. But there is no such provision for the small men; no 
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Take the other source of power—coal; we have coal of high 
grade, ineluding coking coal, in larger quantity and more easily 


mined than in any other part of this country or of the world. 
The raw materials and the power are together. I wish gen- 
themen would mark that. When they produce the finished 


products in the Middle West and Pennsylvania, they have to 
transport the coal and the coke and other raw materials from 
three to five hundred miles to get them together. In the South 
thev are right together, the raw materials and the power, side 
by side. The coal field ‘and the water power are right in the 
field. You can build your industry on top of the power, 
with the raw material all around you. 

Now take transportation. Twenty-one thousand out of the 
total 27,000 miles of navigable waterways in the United States 
are in the South. These waterways lead directly from the cen- 
ters of production down to tidewater, only short distances away ; 
and the tidewater is the Gulf and the lower Atlantic, which lead 
directly toward the Caribbean and the Panama Canal, the 
future center ef world distribution of the world’s great 
staples. Thus, Mr. Chairman, our advantages of location and 
advantages for cheap transportation are on a level with our 
advantages for cheap production. These are the great factors 
that determine industrial, commercial, and financial supremacy. 
Possessing them all as no other section in the world or in the 
history of the world, we must look upon the South as the veri- 
table land of promise, and we invite the enterprising citizens of 
all sections te join us in our matchless task of empire building. 

Mr. Chairman, eur advantages in the South are not simply 
material. The wave of commercialism which for 20 years has 
swept the other sections has missed the South as it lay in its 
poverty, its sackcloth and ashes, leaving ideals more in control. 
Our people are of American origin, over 95 per cent of old 
Anglo-Saxon stock, with ancestors going back to the Revolution, 
who live in the country and in small towns, and have escaped 
the degeneracy that is growing up in our great cities. [Laugh- 
ter.!| The distribution of the specific for degeneracy is pro- 
portional to the density of population, and it is true historically 
that the growth of great cities and centers of population entail 
degeneracy that threatens the liberties and in the end tends 
to undermine the vitality of a nation. The South is endeavor- 
ing to maintain her character, her lofty ideals, as well as to 
develop her material resources, and in the great problems and 
constructive tasks before the Nation and before the race the 
South is our greatest asset. [Applause.] 

I will add here, under leave to print, an article of mine ap- 
pearing in the current number of the National Waterways 
Magazine, of Washington, setting forth in more detail the 
opportunities of my native State of Alabama. 

Up to the present time American industrial development has been 
chielly confined to meeting requirements of the home market. This 
is largely due to the relatively undeveloped condition of the country 
and its natural resources and the very rapid growth of the home market 


cotton 


itself It is partly due to the high protective tariff policy, which, 
while it shuts out the industries of the world from the home market, 
also tends to exclude home industries from the world’s markets. 
These conditions are now undergoing fundamental changes. American 
industries have assumed large proportions and are fast outgrowing 
the American market. To continue a steady natural growth they 
must now seek the markets of the world. 

The Impending revision of the high protective tariff rater, will en- 
e e this expansion It may be sald that America’s industry ts 
now entering upon a second period of its history, when it ust go 
out and win and hold the markets of the world in the face of the 
competition of the industries of all other nations standing within 
their intrenched position of present possession. 

The first determined effort on the part of American industries wil) 
be inangurated with the completion of the Panama Canal, and will 
have for its objective the markets of South America and of the Pacific. 


The outcome of the struggle for supremacy will depend upon two 
prime factors: First, cheapness of protection of the world staples and, 
second, cheapness of transportation from the country of production to 
foreign markets. It is no depreciation of the other great industrial 
centers of America to say that both of these prime factors are des 
tined to be realized along the banks of Alabama's waterways, which, 
as sources of both cheap power and cheap transportation, will insure 
American supremacy in the markets of the world. 

Two factors enter into the question of cheapness of production, as- 
suming always that the question of labor is adjustable. The first Its 
the assembling of raw materials, and the second ts the availability 
of power for their manufacture. The first and foremost world staple is 
clothing, for which the masses are dependent upon cotton. 

It seareely needs to be pointed out that Alabama ts located almost 
in the eenter of the cotton area of the South, which produces over 
two-thirds of all the commercial] cotton of the world. he chief com. 
petitors of southern mills are to-day the mills of New England and 


he mills of Europe, beth of which are compelled to bring their raw 


cotton from the South by long stages of ere by rail or by 
rail and water combined Therefore, other conditions being equal, the 
South must necessarily become the world’s center for the production 


of cotton goods. 

Construction materials, chiefly iron and cement, compose the second 
class of great world staples. Of these fron will be the center of compett- 
tion; for its production two principal raw materiale are necessary—ore 
deposits and coal, These two elements of raw material, together with 
the limestone for fluxing, are found side by side in the Alabama 


region, and are separated by hundreds of miles in all other competitive 
sections. 
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and 
parallel in the world, except in distant inland sections, 


world’s greatest 


oil, coal, or gas, and that derived from water power. 


qenny. 














It is not necessary to describe the vast fron deposits of « 
the cheapness with which they can be mined, TI 


like 
Lake Superior, whence the ore has to be transported long d ‘ 


the centers of industry. 


Thus from the standpoint of assembling raw materials f 
universal staples of clothing and constric: 


bama must be conceded the very first place in the United St» 


in the world at large. 


The second factor in cheapness of production is the 
power. Power may be divided into two classes—that i 
The coal 
accessible of 


avail - 


of Alabama are among the largest and most 


coal deposits of the world, covering an area of over 4,000 squ 
The thickness of the coal ranges from 50 feet down; over 2 


miles have an available thickness of 30 feet or more: 350 « 
a thickness of 20 to 30 feet; 600 square miles a thickness 1 
20 feet; and large areas from 2 to 10 feet. ; . 

It is difficult to estimate the total available tonnage, but 1; 
stated to exceed 75,000,000,000 tons, of which less than on 
1 per cent has been mined. Nearly all of this coal is of gx 

Specimens from the mines of Belle Ellen, Blocton. ang jr. 

ity, which have been analyzed by the Government, show an 1 
large percentage of fixed carbon, with an unusually smal] 
of ash, moisture, sulphur, and other impurities, giving an 
narily high calorific rating, exceeding 14,000 British therma 
Natural gas of an unusually high grade is found in great 
this region, and every indication points to oil deposits also, 
in these sources of power Alabama can not be put in the se 
to any other section. 

In the resource of water power this region stands almost un; 
in the whole world. Mussel Shoals alone will supply not | 
100,000 horsepower, and the tributaries of the Tennessee aboy: \ 
Shoals will probably furnish as much more. (These figures, whic} 
much smaller than published estimates, are those given by the | 
States Engineers for a dependable power throughout the year, 4 
available power can be greatly increased by the use of reservoirs) 
Rivaling the Tennessee is the Coosa River, with 200,000 horsepower 
available. Next to these two come the water powers of the | 
River, notably that planned for Lock 17, a short distance from B 
mingham. With high-potential transmission, the water pow of 
the Tennessee, Coosa, and Warrior are available for this whol 

Taking account of both sources of power, which react advantag 


i 


lume 


on each other, this region stands without rival anywhere In the world, 
while the great raw materials are on the spot. Coal and water power 
are located in the cotton field and alongside the iron mine, a combina. 
tion which has never been even approximated, and apparently ve n 
be approximated, anywhere else. Cheap water transportation f 4 


on the Great Lakes can never overcome Alabama's inherent advantaze 
Roth in assembling the raw materials and in supplying the pow r 
their manufacture—the two factors in cheapness of production—the 


waterway region of Alabama stands supreme. I do not think that 
anyone who looks into the question will serlously challenge my 
ment that the conditions for ultimate cheapness of production f ) 


great world staples place Alabama in a class by itself and unparalleled 
anywhere fn the world. 


he other great factor in winning the markets of the whole world 


will be cheapness of transportation from the centers of production to 
tidewater and from tidewater to the markets of the world. In the flerce 
competition that will result the inherent advantages of water trans- 


portation over land transportation will be a determining factor; water 
transportation uses a level, almost frictionless fluid of great weight, 
and does not involve the comporetieny heavy friction of solids on 3. 
For heavy transportation, therefore, water must always offer an in- 
herent advantage. 


The question of transportation from tidewater to the markets of ths 
world gives a great advantage to the Alabama section. With the com- 
pletion of the Panama Cana! the center of distribution of wor!d stap'es 


will soon shift from the English Channel to the Caribbean Sea. Ala 
bama will thus have tidewater outlets closer to the center of distr 

tion than any other competitive center of production. Her addy , 
however, will come In the cheapness of transportation from her centers 


of production to tidewater. There ts no comparison witb those distant 
inland centers which at present supply the home market. The A 4 
centers are located close to tidewater to begin with, and wil! ! ) 
benefit of water transportation for even the short distance that Inter 
venes. The Alabama, Tombigbee, Warrior, and Coosa Rivers wii! insure 
slack-water navigation straight from the centers of production fo tide 
water. Next to these will the Tennessee River, which should have 
an outlet to the Gulf by way of one of the three rivers mentioned—tie 


Tombigbee, Warrior, or Coosa—as well as by the Mississipp!. 

The development of navigation on the Warrior River ts ! i 
an accomplished fact. The Federal Government has appropr 1 almos 
$9,000,000 toward this work, and 16 locks have been completed. i 






the completion of Lock 17, work on which is already becun. : : 
navigation will be extended to within a few miles of Birmingham, au il 
hope that before long it will reach the city’ itself. The Bir 
region may now start upon the realization of fts destiny, w! 5 to 


make supreme its reign over the foreign commerce of the wo 

The development of the Coosa River is still backward, but | now 
receiving the attention of the Government. The developmen tne 
Tennessee River has long been under consideration. ‘This 5 ve 
and barbors bill carries an a ge? of $1,105,000 for the | 
River and $1,338,500 for the ack Warrior, Warrior, and 
Rivers. 

Since these waterways are so intimately associated with t 
of American supremacy in the world’s markets, they should r tule 
and immediate onsideration by Congress. The Panama Cana ; 
completion tha: the world's struggle for the markets of South Ame" 
and the Pacific is almost upon us. Our present largest cen 
dustry—the Pittsburgh-Cleveland-Chicago region—are adva 
located for the home market, but {t ts of the utmost national! ary 
that the Alabama centers should be speedily developed as we ent! 
struggle for the markets of the world. = 

It is an interesting fact that the development of navigation 0° ©) 
three of these great streams goes hand in hand with the deve ow es 
vast water wers, Their development, therefore, should feel = = 
taken along the lines of a wise, permanent, national policy, comp® wld 
both navigation and water power, and the Alabama waterways rable 
bring about the standardization of our national policy for nav's* 
streams. er provides 

The recent appropriation for Lock 17 on the Warrior River Dro 
for the acquisition of a site for future development of power, 7 total 
cures to the Government the full title and riparian rights in that % 











ard it would be a wise policy for the Government to se- 
. and riparian rights, and provide sites for power plants 
ere the development of large power is involved in im 
for vigation. 

¢ the fact that the whole question is rapidly becoming acute 
ns of t country, the time is ripe for establishing the 
nder which the States should act in the case of waterways 
! and under which the Federal Government should act in 
Federal 
is s should jointly act in the latter case, and under which 
iividuals should act in conjunction with one or the other or 

se governments. It is time to establish by law a Federal 

on public works and conservation, or, at least, a bureau on 

ns in the Department of the Interior. 

ent policy should take account of the following principles: 

it is not wise for the Government to go into the system of pro 

the system of distribution, but ft should confine itself chiefly 

em of regulation, such differentiation being in iine with the 
of all living orgarisms of a high type. It is when the Govern- 
from the burdens of production and distributicn proper 

, best fulfill the importsnit and vital function of regulation. 

It should be borne in mind that water, like natural light and 
to the people at large and should not be monopolized for 
enefit. Every policy of common law or statute ow should 

ultimate public good, and at the same time protect the people 

property rights. 

The Federal Government, without violating the principle first 
ean and should encourage the development of natural re 
icularly the water powers which are so intimately asso- 
the development of navigation. We should establish a unl- 

vy of cooperation between the Federal Government, the State 

t. and corporations and individuals in this development, the 

inciple being Government aid with reasonable regulation, and 

refunding, from the earnings of the improvements, of the | 
expenditure. I am inclined to think that to enable the people 
ed without having to wait upon large corporations we could 

ly provide a large Federal fund for cooperating in power 
ent on: navigable streams along the general lines of the irri 

d. which would never be exhausted and would be available for 

ects in the order of their importance as recommended by proper 
( ment officers or by the bureau or commission referred to after its 


1e 


navigable streams; also, under which the Govern 


} help adding a word of recommendation to young men seek 
outlet for their energies to go to Alabama and locate along these 
streams within a reasonable distance of their water power 
ition, because the attention of the whole country and the 
world will soon be directed to this region, following the com- 
1 of the Panama Canal. When once the world’s attention is so 
( ted, the unparalleled advantages for cheap production through the 
of raw materials In vast abundance and of coal and water 
unlimited store, lying close to tidewater and with water trans- 

all the way to the markets of the world, will cause a develop 
f industry and an enhancement of values so rapid that even the 
growth in the Pittsburgh, Cleveland, and Chicago sections 
» far surpassed. In the matter of land values for farming Ee 
re will be a similar advance. Lands capable of the highest 
f production are now obtainable for a “ song'’—lands suitable 
not only for the raising of cotton, but also for corn, forage, live stock, 
i ling hogs and cattle, poultry, dairy products, garden truck, and 


{ would not undertake to name all of the promising points for loca- 
nd investment, for almost all parts of Alabama would be good 

tment at present values, but along the three waterways I might 
1, aS now ready for young men’s energy, the following: Near the 
see River, Guntersville, Huntsville, Decatur, Athens, Florence, 
Sheflield, and Tuseumbia; along the Coosa and Alabama, Gadsden, 
Attalla, Talladega, Childersburg, Wetumpka, Tallassee, Mont- 
! and Selma; and along the Warrior and Tombigbee Rivers, Bir- 
mingham, Bessemer, Jasper, Cordova, Tuscaloosa, Eutaw, Demopolis, 


mentior 








lay I expect to see the banks of the Tennessee River one solid 
for 75 miles up and down on both sides, in the vicinity of Mussel 
Likewise expect to see Gadsden the center of industry for 
les around. expect to see the region from Birmingham to 
and from Birmingham to Tuscaloosa built up like the region 


ittsburgh, while prosperous cities will spring up at short inter- 





= the way down the Warrior River. I expect some day to see 
wove the greatest shipping port in America, since it is the natural 
pes fo tidewater of the Alabama region, which is destined to give 


e commercial supremacy of the world. 


‘the CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
the Clerk read ag follows: 
_ J: That all articles manufactured in whole or in part of imported 
sede of materials subject to internal-revenue tax, and in- 
« for exportation without being charged with duty and without 
an internal-revenue stamp affixed thereto, shall, under such 
ms as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, in order 
nanufactured and exported, be made and manufactured in 
; ‘ehouses similar to those known and designated in Treasury 
2 UOns as bonded warehouses, class 6: Provided, That the manu- 
¢ er of such articles shall first give satisfactory bonds for the 
observance of all the provisions of law and of such regula- 
Shali be preseribed by the Secretary of the Treasury: Pro- 
ther, That the manufacture of distilled spirits from grain, 
; , ‘Holasses, Or sugar, including all dilutions or mixtures of them 
: nee Ol them, shall not be permitted in such manufacturing ware- 


ver 


my 
rl 





goods manufactured in any bonded warehouse established 
of the preceding paragraph shall be exported 
‘efrom or shall be duly laden for transportation and imme- 
me ee under the supervision of the proper officer who shall 
‘‘esignated for that purpose, such goods shall be exempt from 


e provisians 
} " 





; id from the requirements relating to revenue stamps. 
natertals used in the manufacture of such goods and any pack- 
: ne vessels, brands, and labels used in putting up the 
( ed without = regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury, be 


torte payment of revenue tax or duty into any bonded 
sald res alate warehouse, and imported goods may, under the afore- 
her : wasenae be transferred without the exaction of duty from any 
a arenouse into any bonded manufacturing warehouse; but this 
Se aot be held to apply to implements, machinery, or appa- 
used in the construction or repair of any bonded manufac- 





Privile 
ratus 
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turing warehouse or for the prosecution of the busin 
therein. 

No articles or materials received into su bonded ’ 
warehouse shall be withdrawn or removed there ex 
shipment and exportation or for transportation and 
tion in bond to foreign countries or to tl I! 
the supervision of the officer duly designated t! or 
of the port, who shall certify to such shipm« nd 
ladening for transportation, as the case may be, des« 
by their mark or otherwise, the quantity, the date of ex 
the name of the vessel: Provided, That the waste m 
ucts incident to the process of manufact in said i 
may be withdrawn for domestic consumpt } 
equal to the duty which would be assessed and « 
waste or by-products were imported from a 1 ’ \ 
performed and services rendered under these provis 
the supervision of a duly designated officer of the ¢ i 
expen: of the manufacturer 

A careful account shall f 
delivered by him to any bond 
monthly return, verified by t is « 
by the n facturer containing a detailed siat nt 
merchandise used by him in the manuf ! of ex I 

Before commencing busines the proprietor « 
warehouse shall file with the Secretary f the ‘I 
the articies intended to be manufactured in s 
the formula of manufacture and the names and gq 
dients to be used therein. 

Articles manufactured under these provisions may |! 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the T I 
for transportation and delivery into any bonded v 
rior port for the sole purpose of immediate export t 

The provisions of Revised Stat s $433 







practicable, apply to any 
under this act and to 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. ¢ 
begins I would like to know 
speak on this paragraph. 


bonded 
h 


the merchandise 


nove 





I 
hairman, before 1t 
] 


OW hia) 


Mr. VARE. Me. Chairman, I would e to be 1 ( 
short time 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. How much time does tl 
desire? 


Mr. VARE. Less than five minutes, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask una 
consent that debate on this paragraph and 
thereto be limited to eight minutes, five minutes to 
trolled by the gentleman from Tennesse¢ ir, 
three minutes by the gentleman from Pennsylvani: 








i L LMP. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a 
deal of interest to what the gentleman from Alabama [M1 
SON] said about the splendid and unlimited resoure 
South. I fully agree with him about the bright and « 
ing future ahead of that favored section of our great ¢ 
but I want to take this occasion to call attention to the we 
ful and marvelous growth of the South in the past 3 


and place in the enduring records of this Nation a sui 
that great march of material, commercial, and manuf 
development, taken from the Baltimore Manufacturers’ 
an agency for good in advertising, promoting, and enc 
the industrial growth of the South. In the last 80 yea 
a Republican protective tariff system or policy the So 
creased the 
000 to $385,000,000. or at the rate of 2,016 per cent 

with the rate of 881 per cent for the balance of the c¢ 
In 30 years the South has increased annually its out 
iron from 448,978 tons to 3.054.980, or at the rate of 
cent. It multiplied its capital invested in manufactur 


than ten times, from $333,000,000 to $3.500,000.000, 
value of its manufactured products more then six times 
$662,840,000 to $3.900,000.000, or at the rate of 526 per 
against an increase in the balance of the country of 


cent. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Yes. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Was not all that progress and 
ment achieved under Republican tariff legislation? 
Mr. AUSTIN. Under the Republican protectis 
and when I listened to the gentleman from Alab: 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentlem 


e-tariii 


under this bill, to foreign lands for our coal, 


other southern minerals. I wondered if he did not in 


mind believe that the best interest of the South was 
tinue a Republican protective-tariff system that would 
the American furnaces to use American iron ore as 
Cuban iron ore, Spanish iron ore, Swedish iron ore, 
zine, French bauxite, and coal from Nova Scotia 
portions of the world. [Applause on the Republican 


When the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Heriin] read ; 


letter froni a cotton manufacturer in the South, when there are 
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annual value of its mineral products from $18,226, 
, a8 compared 









































1 [Mr. Hor 
SON] speak of the inexhaustible supply of coal and iron ore 
the South I wondered why his party thought it necessary to 
iron ore, zine, 


and 
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850 cotton mills, the press of the city of Washington was pub- 
lishing the fact that Senator Overman, from North Carolina, 
bad gone to the White House to protest egainst the low duties 
on cotton manufactured goods carried in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the South will suffer a great 
wrong by the enactment of this bill. Had the delegates in the 
Baltimore convention listened to and beeded a majority of 
those delegates and the wishes of a majority of the Democrats 
in this land, they would have nominated and elected CHamp 
CLark President of the.United States—the noblest Roman of 
them all. [{Applause.] Had he been in the White Honse to- 
day, or since the 4th of March, in my opinion, we would never 
have been called upon to vote for such a tariff bill ag this, 
which is against the material] interest and development of our 
beloved Southland. [Applause.] 

I offer in conclusion the statement from a recent issue of the 
Manufacturers’ Record, of Baltimore: 

SUMMONS OF THE SOUTH TO THE WORLD. 
BALTIMORE, Mb., March 29, 1918. 


In summery of its special articles in this week's issue, designed to 
show the importance of the South in the Nation's development, the 
Manufacturers’ Record says: 

“The South summons the warld to share in the making of the 
wealth that is to come to it within the next generation. The call ts 
emphatic, because no other equal area on the giebe offers as great 
opportunities of many kinds for the productive and remunerative appll- 
cation to natural resources of tle energies of mind, muscle, and money ; 
no other equal area has.such a record as the South of a generation of 
achievement as a guaranty of greater attainments in the future. 

*“ Handicapped by conditions beyond its control for 15 or 20 years, 
fn which the rest of the country made extraordinary progress under 
the high-pressure influences of the opening of the era of organization 
of industry on a great scale, the South, once permitted to resume its 
farming, mining, and manufacturing activities interrupted by war, bas 
in the past 30 years advanced to a point beyond that reached by the 
whole country in 1880. With one-third of the total area of the United 
States and with a population less than two-thirds that of the country 
in that year, the South is actually far ahead of the United States of 
80 years ago on many leading lines, and, in proportion to population, 
on practically every line. 

“Its invitation to the enterprise and financial and industrial tn- 
stincts of the world .s, therefore, grounded in tasks still to be accom- 
plished gauged by what has already been done. 

“Since 1880 the South, the section of 16 States, including Missour! 
and Oklahoma, has— 

“Mined 1,657,173,560 tons of coal, Increasing its annual output 
from 7,002,254 tons, less than one-tenth of the country’s producttea, 
to 131,970,000 tons, or nearly one-quarter of the total, representing 
a rate of advance of 1,784.7 per cent. 

“Mined 126,529,584 tons of tron ore, increasing its annual ontput 
from 702.515 tons to 5,786,000 tons, or at the rate of 715.9 per cent. 

“Mined 41,400,000 tons of phosphate rock, increasing its annual out- 
put from 211,877 tons to 8,400,000 tons. 

“Produced 802,200,000 barrels of petroleum, 
from 179,000 barrets to 84,800,000 barrels.” 

Increased Its annual production of natural gas from a few million 
cubic feet to 290 000.000,000 cubic feet, nearly 57 per cent of the total 
output of the country. 

Changed radically the status of the sulphur market of the world by 
exploiting beds of nearly pure sulphur and increasing the country’s out- 
put from a few hundred tons to nearly 790,000 tons a year. 

Rrought within its limits the center of world production of lead and 
zine 

Become the main source in this country of bauxite for the manufac- 
ure of aluminum. 

Increased the annual value of its mineral production from $18,226,000 
to $385,700,000, or at the rate of 2,016.2 per cent, compared with a 
rate of 381.5 per cent in the rest of the country 

Harvested $1.875,816,000 bushels of corn, wheat, and oats. and ad- 
vanced to an annual production of 1,404,200,000 bushels of grain. 

Marketed 805.000,000 bales of cotton, more than doubling the annual 
crop of the staple, involving the production since 1880 of 120,000,000 
tons of cotton serd. 

Iixpanded its annual production of rice from .2,254,000 bushels to 
24.000.000 bushels. 

Increased up to 1910 its agricuitural capital (its investments in lands, 
buildings, implements, and live stock) from $2,762.077,000 to $10.961.- 
866,000, or by $8,199,789,000, equal to 296.5 per cent, while the rest 
of the country had an increase at the rate of 221.4 per cent, there being 
a like divergence in favor of the South between the rates of increase in 
the vaine of agricultural products. 

Cut 371,184,000,000 feet of lumber, increasing the annual output from 
3,800,000,000 feet to 20,000,000,000 feet, or at the rate of 426.3 per 
cent, and marking an advance in the annual value of forest products 
from $75.215.000 to $652,153,000, or at the rate of 767 
an increase in the rest of the country at the rate of only 74.4 per cent. 

Made 66,222,888 tons of pig iron, increasing the annual output from 
448.978 tons to 8,054,980 tons, or at the rate of 580.4 per cent. 

Made 145,940,905 tons of coke, increasing from 374,000 tons to 
7.974.000 tons. or at the rate of 2,082 r cent. 

Added 11,172,000 spindles and 237,500 looms to the equipment of its 
cotton mills, the annual consumption of the staple by them increasing 
from 111,770,000 pounds, or less than 15 per cent of the country’s con- 
sumption, to 1,319,708,000 pounds, or more than half the country's 
consumption. 

Practically created the cottonseed crushing industry, now having an 
annual output valued at about $150,000,000, 

Developed its Portland cement output into an industry of 11,000,000 
barrels annually. 

Multiplied its capital invested In manufacturing more than ten times, 
from $330,000,000 to $5,500,000,000, and the value of its manufac- 
tured products inore than six times, from $662,840,000 to $3,900,000,000, 
or at the rate of 526 per cent, against an increase in such vaine in the 
rest of the country of 323.4 per cent. 

These notable developments called for the building of 66,064 miles of 
railroad, an increase at the rate of 265.6 per cent, compared with 
92,668 new mileage in the rest of the country and a rate of 135.5 per 
cent increase, 


- 


increasing the flow 


| 
er cent, against | 


They were reflected in exports to foreign lands to the . ’ 
$13,629,518,000 sent through southern ports, and a sum eqya| +. -- .” 
cent of the value of foreign exports originating directly 6; F 
in the South, the exports through southern ports increasing at , y 
of 190.5 per cent, while those through ports in the rest of ¢}, ss 
increased at the rate of 151.5 per cent. 

Results of the developments appear in a trebling of the estima: 
value of all property in the South, indicated in 
$1.918.6233,000 to the aggregate resources of 
increase at the rate of @88.5 r cent; of $985.942.000 to ¢ 
of individual deposits in such nks, or at the rate of 1,348.2 por. 
of $1,146.596,000 to the amount of individual deposits in othe 
institutions, or at the rate of 976.1 per cent; and of $2.1230.2 
the amount of individual deposits in all fmancial institutj, or at 
the rate of 1,118.9 per cent. -" 

These are striking facts of progress; but they are merely to }, 
— as sample exhibits spurring to far greater achievemen;: TH 

emonstrate what may be done with the assets of the Sout making 
the most of that greatest asset of the Nation, the task to 
South summons the world. 

It will not be long before the forests of the South will be tho, 
reliance of the country fer much of its lumber supply. These ; = 
are to be handled wisely with that fact in view. 

Population of the United States, ever swelling In number at : 
of two million a year, is making greater and greater dem; 3 ; 
agriculture. The South has less than half of its 3284.117.000 gered us 
farm land under cultivation, and has at least 100,000,000 ac; 
that can be made bighly productive with the water drawn from , t 
areas and the utilization of cut-over timberlands. 

Its 500,000,000,000 tons of coal, its billions of tons of tron ore. jts 
great sulphur deposits, its phosphate rock, its reck salt, its lend gnq 
zinc and copper, its marbles and other building stones, its clays and 
other minerals, are still to be turned into economic calues. ig 

Nearly 240 separate kinds of manvfacturing industries are the gkip. 
mishers in the battle for industrial supremacy of the world. 

Who is able to let the summons be unheeded? 


Mr. VARE. Mr. Chairman, in view of what the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Austin] has just said, I send the fo)\ow-. 
ing letter to the Clerk’s desk and ask that it be read in my tine. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1 tr 
: the addition o¢ 
national banks : 


PHILADELPHIA, May 6, 1918 
Hon. W. S. Varn, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. CO. 

Str: We have been advised that an impression prevails in W 
ton that the present Underwood bili is satisfactory to cot! 
factuters in this country, for the reason that few protests | 
received. 

We are not financially interested ourselves in New F 
southern mills, but as cotton merchants we would most e: 
state that the provisions of the Underwood bill, instead of 


factory, are most umsatisfactory te cotton manufacturers } th North 
and South, and particularly to the manufacturers of finer goods and 
en who are already on a competitive basis under the present 
ta . 

Every manufacturer with whom we have discussed the situation Is 


very blue, and very apprehensive for the future, and very muc! 

and business fs halted, as no one wishes to make any commitn 
the face of the proposed tariff. We know from our own inves 
that the widespread feeling of apprehension and @istress is 

and we think it proper that the above facts be reported 

As far as our position is concerned, our business is internat 
its character, and if we can not sell cotton here we can ec \ 
te sll it abroad, so although our business imterests are not s 
affected, we are not at all disinterested when we see the et 
dustry of cotton manufacturers so deeply stirred as they are overt 
proposed reduction. 

I am sending the same ietter to the other Representatives of !’ 
sylvania in the Senate and the House, with the hope that the) 
able to do something to help the manufacturers in their efforts t 
tain a smaller reduction than the proposed new duty on 
and cotton goods. 

Yours, very truly, I. FRANKLIN McFappe 


Mr. VARE. Mr. Chairman, I also send to the Clerk's desk 
the following article from the Philadelphia Inquirer on the | 
ing off of the customs in that city, and ask that it be read 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CUSTOMS RECEIPTS HIT BY TARIFF. 


Customs receipts for the month of April show a decreas 
$450,000 as compared with the amount collected during the corr 
ing month last year, according te the monthly report issued yest J 
by Collector of the Port Chester W. Hill. The amount received cunng 
the month just ended was $1,206,843, while in April of 1912 §!.00)\0! 
was the amount collected. This makes a decrease of $445,-()5 

While Collector Hill did not explain the great deficiency in © ts 
it is believed by those in touch with the situation that the impor'’™ 
instead of bringing in their goods at the present time, are stra. 
millions of dollars’ worth of foreign stuffs in the bonded warehour 
holding them there until the question of the tariff is definitely or — 
Wool and sugar lead the imports among the goods now being par 
in the Government's warehouses. The imports for the month, accor 
ing to ship manifests, were almost as great as during Apri!, iv'- ut 
the goods have not yet been taken from the warebouses 


Mr. VARE. I will print also the following editorial from 
the Washington Times of May 2: 
THE STEAM ROLLER ONCE MORE. 
As an example of stenm-roller methods in the most exacce! 


ton yarns 











that has ever been demonstrated—yes, an example beyond which 
fancy of man has never reached—the handling of the tary 
current session is entitled to especial consideration. ee 

Cannon and Aldrich, in their time, attempted nothing by W" 
suppressing individual opinion and imposing organization 
that was more extreme. And their excesses were indulged '0 @ 
when there was a certain exense for them, inasmuch as [he % 
bound organization was then the accepted and conventiona deait 


Nowadays that kind of thin 


is not regarded as necessary 
able, or as even excusable. 


rde ics 
he people who were most ardent crit 


of such methods four years ago are using them now. 
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d to fi 


> «list 
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The CHAIRMAN, 





‘that this bill would go through. 
bt in my mind about that, and if there had been any doubt 
“the beginning of this session of Congress, that doubt has | 
how been completely removed. 
*Pbortunity to say that the Democratic leadership of this House 





ry does not feel so willing to forgive these methods as it 
rhe tariff me ure that is being jammed through Con ess 
no ossible method of logical determin 
e It is not free trade, it is not a onsistent i 
jot the old-fashioned tariff-for-revenue procedure tl! rat 
S ed to think they believed in it is such an illogical 
t name has had to be coined for it, and so it Is 
petitive iff We will know ere about what that 
\ i en it in operation awhile 
\\ ind Means Committee sittings with utterly inade 
B. « thi gh tl i d, o Lization le 
on the Uk » fi r rules of the must dr 
turiff measure has been a den stration of the excess 
lleged reformed r s of the House, and under domina 
! that cl rs te restoring the people to their right of 
| rt of thing went ice when nothing tter 
\ded But tl f presents a different situat 
Party and the R i ‘an Purty have done awuy wit 
s in the H se Only the Democrats bave stuck to the 
e « ntry has vudiated 
et Is are being f1 d for putting the measure through 
<O . a Se te rul and tradit g ‘ os t+ ty 
t 1 ng of tndividual opin! the p ! f ind 
> are t 1ethods ch ve cou to 3 
t forn 
e forgotten that the new t t sure will be judged 
ethod t orced it in t ite | a i I be 
! 1 i i the resuits it roduce 
HAIRMAN Without objection, the pro forma amend 
be withdrawn nd the Clerk will read. 
read as follows 
works of nufacturers e ed ir t or ré g 
s f ! le metals may 1 the giving « satisf y 
gn is 01 ] ting val i ( I I 
eu a fre I ve I t rv ic n 
a bonded warehouse, into a bounded ! y se 
iy t « duties lereonu d the t ed I ad, 
r with other ores or rude met ‘ ‘ o i 
ided, That the severa rg t c ‘ is ay 
1 up the exportation or delivery td mon im ifactur 
e established under se on M of ti on of the 
t of metal produced ymsitt 8 iting or refin ) 
t or crude tals ind i i rther rh said 
ithdrawn for dor ) pn or t isf ed to 
ston rehouse and withdrawn therefrom upon t pay 
t ities chargeable acai t it hat mdition ied 
t all labor performed and services rendered pu nt to 
) al e under the supervision of of t istoms 
d by the Secretary of tt! rr and at t expense 
ifacturer: Provided further, T t all regulations for the 
of this section shall be preseribed by ¢t secre y of 
ry 
YER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
ERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con 


e minutes. 


as no objection. 
DYER. Mr. Chairman, more than anything else I want 
my sympathy to my colleagues here on the minority 
the city of Philadelphia, who are taking the passage 
so much to heart. I do not see why they should 
it they indeed are worried and a great many of the 
s on this side are worried. I represent a city district, 
t has also some large manufacturing iudustries in it 
the greatest in the country; but since the November 
Mr. Chairman, I bave been satisfied that this law or 
similar to the one about to be enacted would pass the 
ss of the United States, The I ople of this cou ry by 
m, or rather I should say in some respects by their 
made it possible for this kind of a law to be passed, 
ng the program of the Democratic Party and know 
position that they took at Baltimore and the position 


‘y took in the preceding Cor 

guished chairman of the Com 
this House, I knew and my 
now and have known ever 
a bill of this kind i 
e = come, as it has to come, when 

it spread upon the statute books of 
ie can see that this free-t: 
oy, and prosperity, but, instead, 
yield the balance of my 
man from Philadelphia [Mr. 
CHAIRMAN, Without objection, 
vania [Mr. Moors] is recognized 


gress 


ol con 


ow 


time ¢t 
Moore]. 


tes, 


MOORRE. How much time? 


One and a half minu 
MOORE. Mr. Chairman, 


iit from my friend from Missouri 
I have been as firmly convinced as 


I am del 


under 


since 


$s going to pass, and lI 


the 


the | 
nittee on W 
stituents 
the Novel 
we can vote 
this country, 


misery, 
the 
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gentlem: 
for 
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Dyer], 
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ighted to 


knew, 


distinguishec 


7 desire 
hat I am in hearty sympathy with everything tees be bas 


eadership | 


uys and 
and 
ver elec- 


um glad for 


upon it 


so that 


ade law will not bring happi 
want, 


1 suffer- 


in from 


one and a half | 


in re spouse to this a 
{ Mr. 


he confesses bimself 
There bas never been any 


ive 
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eud se mb RR thi _ 
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f e ob { to the ¢ rl 

I M ANN l Der 
a fon R with t i { 

The CHAIRMAN \ t 
I ry section R and 
Is there objection? LA 

The Clerk read as folle 

Export pri ' s D 
ar nsigned i 

X| s i t f - 
the hipment from the pl 
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e Sk tary ft rrea 
‘ the 
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x9 NI ANN. Mr Chair 
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to 


this | 


The CHAIRMAN lr} 
| ment. 
The Clerk read as fo! 
I d, 1 a 
3 ified in s | u 
i [ I ~ l 
Mr. UNDERWOOD 
| order tha this 
Mr. MANN What is 
Mr | NDI RWooDnD. Chat 
Mr. MANN Well, T w 
of order. Mr. Chairman 
fenture of the bill that is 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I 
it wi ike mo time pl 
the point of orde 
Mi [ANN | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. \ 
| the time for debate 
| Mr. MANN., How mu 
dumping clause? We 
Mr. UNDERWOOD 


is sectior 


| that debate on ti 
| to be given to the gentlen 


| tlem: from Pennsyl vani 
le entlemun from Massa 

Mr. MANN. With the 
I nents and have them pen 
| The CHAIRMAN. ‘The 
| perwoop] asks unanimous 
| graph and all amendinents 

ufes, 


[Mr. Mann] and 10 
there objection? 
There was no objection. 


















chusetts 


gentleman 


20 minutes to be controlled by 
minutes 


1364 


Mr 


FORDNEY. ment. 


I wish to offer an amen 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
1 out all of paragraph R and in t » | 1 tl ff the fol- 
lowi 


That whenever artic) 


R ire exported to the United States of a 
class or kind made or produced in the United States, whether dutiable 
or duty free, if the export actual selling pri to an importer in the 
United States or the price at which such goods are consigned is less 
than the fair market value of the same article when sold for home con- 


mopt 


on in the usual and ordinary in the country whence ex 


! course 
ported to the United States at the time of its exportation to the United 


Stat there shall be levied, collected, and paid on such article on its 
importation into the United States a special duty (or dumping duty) 
equal to the difference between the said export or actual selling price 
of t! article for export or the price at which such goods are con 
igned, and the said fair market value thereof for home consumption, 


‘ 
and this special duty (or dumping duty) in the case of dutiable artt- 


3 all be in addition to the duties otherwise established: Provided, 
Phat the said special duty shall not exceed 15 per cent ad valorem in 
any as and that goods whereon the duties otherwise established are 
equal to 50 per cent ad valorem shall be exempt from such special duty. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 


tleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNey]. 


Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen,.the amend- 


ment which I have offered is practically the same paragraph 
as it is written in the Underwood bill, except that it covers 
articles on the free list as well as on the dutiable list. Now, as 
an illustration of the effect this amendment would have, an 
article upon the free list can be dumped upon our market at a 
price below its cost just the same as an article that is on the 
dutiable list, and therefore injure an industry in this country. 
That is the purpose of the paragraph itself. And the only 


difference between the language in the bill and the language of 
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May 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylya, 
Farr] is recognized for five minutes. : 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know 
extent, if any, the dumping clause will protect us a; 
so-called sewing-machine trust, which sells 60 per 
family sewing machines bought in this country and w 
large factories in foreign countries—one in Glasgow, ; 
Russia, another in Berlin, or one in course of erectioy 


In the establishment in Glasgow the Singer Sew 
| Co. employs 12,000 hands. The rate of wages recei, 
employees in that establishment is lgss than one-h 


which is paid by the company to their workmen in { 
I am informed that the Singer Sewing Machine ¢ 
making arrangements, in anticipation of the ena 
bill into law, to supply all the machines that they n 
offer for sale in this country from their foreign 
have a capitalization of $60,000,000 and a surplus of § 

There are seven independent and competi: 
companwes in country, with a capitaliz 
$9,000,000. Will this dumping clause prevent the S 
Machine Co. from manufacturing its machines in 
tries and selling them here? 

There is another question that I would like to ask 
man of the committee, and it is this: In case tro 
arise in one or more of the mills and plants of 
Iron and Steel Trust in this country, with the 1 


r 


hia 
Luis 





| pathy and aid, which are the foundation stones < 


| case, I 
| either through 


the amendment is that it includes the things on the free list. 

I was much amused a little while ago by the remarks of the | 
gentleman from the State of Washington [Mr. Bryan]. This 
afternoon is the first I have learned that ex-Representative 
Warburton, of Tacoma, Wash., bas a twin brother called 
‘Bryan.” Mr. Warburton used to make the same kind of 
speeches that Mr. Bryan made here this afternoon; he talked 
himself into and out of Congress all in one Congress. Mr. 
Warburton, when the Democrats presented to this House .a 


free-trade measure of their making and of their liking, would 
immediately spring to his feet and say, “I introduced that bill, 
and you have stolen it from me. You have changed the title of 
the bill only. I stand for that bill.” That was generally Mr. 
Warburton’s speech in the House. I notice that the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. Bryan] indorses everything in the Demo- 
cratie tariff bill presented here to-day, if I understood him cor- 
re ctly. 

Mr. BRYAN. I 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. FORDNEY. I understood you 
you ite for it, you should first decla 
side of the House. I never ri 








am going to vote for it. 


[Applause on the 


evening: but if 
allegiance to 


one horse and 


this 


re your 


SO 
nre to \ 
the Democratic ide 
claim I am riding another. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; I will. 

Mr. BRYAN. Do you not think it would be better to skin 
me direct than to skin some man who is not here to take care 
of himself? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Sir, the people of your State will skin you 
quickly enough and relieve me of that trouble. [Applause and 
laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


offers 


I desire to offer an amend- 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


SWITZER] 





The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 215, lines 23 and 24, after the word trike out the 
word in addition to the duties otherwise establish 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the gen- 


tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, this portion is in line with 
the previous amendments that I have offered to the free-list 
schedule of this tariff act. The difference between this amend- 
ment and the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. ForpNey] is this: His amendment would have the 
dumping clause apply to all the articles both upon the dutiable 
and upon the free list. The amendment that I propose will 
have this dumping clause apply to all the articles upon the du- 
tiable list and the free list that are produced in this country, 
and it will not apply to articles that we do not produce in this 
country, like tea, coffee, rubber, and such things, so that it 
would not matter how cheaply they are made up or hew cheap 
they may become, because we do not produce them. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Farr]. 


alliance 


say, 


national which exists among the stee| 
trouble should arise in their mills 
labor difficulties or some other ca 
anything in this dumping clause that will prev: 
Trust from having steel rails made in Belgium or ( 


England? I understand the Steel Trust is now e1 








plant in Canada. 

A manufacturer of my city—and he is the o 
among the manufacturers in the district I have 1 
represent who does not express dread of immed 
from operation of this bill—a gentleman who cal 
small manufacturer,” writes to me saying he h: 
the present time on account of the industrial 
prevails in European countries, but he fears tiat 
comes in the market danger and trouble will 
American manufacturers in consequence of the 
this bill. 

In different sections of this bill I notice provisi 
large combinations, and this gentleman to whom I 
writes that the Ways and Means Committee undo 
stand their business, but are losing sight of the 
tion occupied by the small manufacturers, parti 
who are 100 or 200 miles inland; and he observe 
itism, whether intended or not, is shown in the b 
great interests. The Singer Sewing Machine 
Steel Trust have no fear of the tariff off sew 
steel rails. The increased tariff on ferromang 
ently so small, but really more important to an 
steel manufacturer in Pennsylvania than all the 
could effect from the importation of free iron or 
advantage to the United States Steel Co. and ly 


independents, because the Steel Co. can make it | 
pendents will have to import it and pay the duty. 
case of iron ore itself the benefit is going to go to th 
not to the independent manufacturers. 

According to the testimony taken before the Ways 
Committee no protest was brought by the Singer * 
chine Co. against the putting of sewing machines « 
list, while the independent sewing machine manuf: 
earnestly opposed it. And I notice that the Steel 
no representative before the Ways and Means Com! 
testing against the rates on steel rails, but the ind Pe 
were there in opposition to those rates. ey 

Now, I want to ask the question again, Is there 
this dumping clause that will prevent the transfer 
ing-machine business to foreign countries, which \ 


about the displacement of thousands of our work! x 
under this dumping clause is there anything that + 
the United States Steel Corporation, for example. ee 
should have labor troubles in its mills, or in case it s 

sire for other reasons to produce its rails in Engla1 ce 
'many, or Belgium, from going ahead and doing t! a) 


— 


the dumping clause prevent that and protect this coun’ : a ” 
not believe it will and there is serious danger of t 
interests strengthening their control and injuring 


4 


"1 


industries without any benefit to the American consu! 
The CHAIRMAN. 
vania has expired. 
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fr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wis- | Place a value on merchandise w S 
(Mr. LENRoor]. | value, for this practice would at ouc 
ENROOT. Mr. Chairman, IT wish briefly to discuss this | Picion, in case of delil unde 
nh as it is written in the bill. It is known asthe dump- | t 4 surtax of 15 pe i Case S 
ise, and proposes to put certain duties, 1 p to 15 per cent | our n irket 
orem. upon imports to this country which are consigned | = ! r feature of tl hew 
nrices less than the product is commonly sold for home con- | i d stability in s ed 
eymption in the country of origin. he h countries irom ( 
find such a provision in a Republican bill would be very | CUr marl wl ends fot 
' r indeed, but to find it In a Democratic bill, that it has | ' e | ss. J ( i 
l over and ovet in has no element of protection in | D¢ t to \ 
| is designed only ton purposes of revenue, amazed mej. A int a I 
‘ edinglv. When I read the clause I turned to the report of | ! 1 increased u 
t committee to find what explanation the committee w ld | ral fluetuation in 1 \ 
e for this paragraph, and this is what the committee says: | Ci met t " c 
agraph R ts new legislation and provides for a dumping duty to | — ted . s fa ' 
f 1 the wes icers of the United States against the d oralization of | Ye Wis oT e sure t t Ww { 
' nn s caused by the exportation from foreign coun : of | able to run the Gove t yn the | 
into the United States at prices less than the fair market val ase ; — ll . ; 
of t same articles when sold for home consumption in the usual and | “°". warta 7 F am 
course in the country from whence the are exported to the | ordel to determine with ' 
tates * *© * And we are of the opinion that tl ra- | to be exnected from the r 
have a tendency to maintain steady and continuous ir iporta-| 4 q ite ba ; . : 
11] along the line and prevent the demoralization of American | : 
7 |} articles in the country wl 
ey say it is designed to guard the producers of the United fain - Iu tfford tl e 
Stares from the demoralization of American markets. Mr. | S@Ust gh eset administration ¢ at 
Chairman, what is the definition of the word “guard”? I are eee e ee 
looked it up in Webster’s Dictionary, and I find that Webster | a "We be , _ ae Eos ° 
§ hat “guard” means “ protect.” And what is the detini- | °**, ‘*e Mave every assu é it has 
tion of “ protect”? Webster says it means “guard.” So that used ere; at q ? : ; : 
in this paragraph for the first time tn this bill of 217 pages Cores SOFS, a Denooves GS tO tak 
they have a provision that is designed and has no other design | “* rey : * FIRRACION. aa ss 
t to protect American manufacturers from the demoraliza — ; anaemea be G — 
tion of markets by importations from abroad. Can you justify oar PETE pas bas ill the ¢ ' d 
that from your standpoint of a tariff for revenue only? Where oe AF sh I a age I — a oo 
in your bill, from Schedule A to Schedule N, have you shown] _,° we. ANN. Mr. Chairman, th 
the slightest consideration for the American producer? What | Vides for 15 per cent ad valorem ¢ n 
have you cared, in the rates that you have written in this bill, | duty otherwise fixed in the bill, Ir 
as to whether American markets were demoralized or not? | “@e b Hare 15 per cent ad lorem tl 
Where an item has been considered and debated here upon this | Pf! it may be ratsed to 30 per cent 
floor and it has been shown to you that your rates would de | in the bill expressly and a ; 
I ize tl American market, would injure the American pro- to protect the American manufacturer fre 
ducer, your reply has always been, “ We can not consider that. | plus products from foreign lands 
for this is a tariff for revenue only, and we can only consider | 2800 ent made by the gentlemen on the « 
and guard the mass of the consumers of the United States.” | est of the consumer be e It proposes to 
How is that consistent with this clause? Why have you added | Cet duty on goods which 1 onsume 
this provision here? Why would not the American consumer | But, evel at that, Ia 4 e Ww 
get these products cheaper if the manufacturers abroad chose | out of 4 ongress ant D rats : 
to sell them here cheaper than in the country of origin? Would | Protectionists In the country [Apj 
not the American consumer benefit by that? And when you are | side ] After all, we are not so fay apar t 
adding rates to the extent of 15 per cent ad valorem, what are | !!cans do not believe in a probtbitive t 
you doing but protecting the American manufacturer? ‘onger are willing to say that they ‘ 
| hope that some gentlemen upon the other side will either | ‘riff. In this bill they admit by ¢ pr 
acknowledge that in one case here at least they have applied | fo protect the American manufacturer fron 
the doctrine of protection to American industries, or else | P/Us products from other lands 
explain what this is put in for and what it means | I do not believe that anybody desit ) 
Why, your own platform, also quoted in this report, says: | industry. But what is the re: there 
We declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic Party | between the Democratic s of the Hot 
that the Federal Government under the Constitution has no power to de of the House us to tual rate Q 
ft se or collect tariff duties except for the purpose of revenue. i It is a lack of inforn on What w e 
And yet, so far as this paragraph is concerned, you are trying | will ascertain the facts 
to change that. You say, “ We do not want the revenue, and | Then we may know the facts up Ww h 
we propose to add duties not for revenue, but clearly and simply | prohibitive tariff and facts n i 
for protection.’ m nufacturers from the dumping } 
! congratulate the Democratic side on coming this close to | markets, whether it be the surplus 
protection, and if they will only follow a little longer along the | I have therefore put up to the other 
fume line, there may not be so much difference between the | thus far has succeeded | nxiously if 
Democratic side of this House and the Republican side of it. | tariff commission, an endme! 
[Applause on the Republican side. } | the gentleman from Massachuset I 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the paragraph | vides for a tariff comn m, and { 
covering this provision is called the “ antidumping” clause. and | side of the Flouse wil ave to te fo t 
Sipulates that whenever articles are exported to the United | not only by a viva voce vote t by 
Stutes of a class or kind produced here, if the actual selling | tariff commission that we would lik ay 
price to the American importer is less than the fair market | to have a tariff commission with pow te t 
= we of the same article when sold for home consumption in | but this tariff commission proposed 1} ( 
the exporting country, there shall be levied, in addition to the | information in regard to the fair n e 
usual duties, a special, or “dumping,” duty of 15 per cent on | duced abroad. You « ke it 
= differer ice between the norma! market value and the price | my words, if you do not take it n 
at hich it was sold for exportation. ‘This dumping duty is to | the ne Cc ss we W ram it down y 
ig whenever there is occasion, to all goods on which there | on the Repub! n side. | 
S less thay 50 per c ‘ Ty \ > > nile 7 
a anveh ‘a8 the regul rate. ; ; ae Mr. P AL Mi i. mer. . a rm im, rt n : 
ae ; as gular duties are levied on the selling or | tl n like the distinguished minority 
aaa = ce, it has been difficult to detect fraud by undervalu- | been warped by a life-long devot to a f 
ena i homgh the toca] market price of the exporting country | ciple, might not see the real purpose and 
The e im pai a Consular Service and customs collectors. | sion in the law. He says it is protectiy 


will serve as an automatic check against 


fraud, in that importers will find it to their disadvantage to 





| so, he ought 


Mr. 





MANN. 


to be for 


I am. 
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Mr. PALMER. I am for it because there is absolutely no 
protection in it, and if the gentleman from Illinois cvuld forget 
his political prejudice long enough to study the underlying and 
fundamental principle upon which this bill is written he would 
be honest enough to agree with me in that. If a clause like 
this were written into a Republican high protective bill, it would 
be protective, but written into a Democratic revenue bill, pro- 
viding for a competitive tariff, it is nething bui a governor to 
assure the real purpose of the bill, and I propose to tell you 
why in a very few words. 

The ideal Republican protective bill has written into it rates 
which are prohibitive, rates which will operate to keep foreign 
competition away from this market. A Democratic bill has 
written into it rates which invite competition between the 
foreign manufacturer and the American manufacturer. The 
only chance that the consumer has under a Republican pro- 
hibitive tariff bill is by the dumping of the surplus of the 
foreign producer into this market, but in a bill which writes its 
rates upon a competitive basis, in order to maintain competition 
between the foreign producer and the American producer, it is 
proper to maintain the normal conditions which obtain when 
these competitive rates are written into law. We over here are 
opposed to that monopoly of the American market which rises 
out of prohibitive rates in a Republican bill, allowing the 
American producer to have a monopoly here by keeping the 
foreign article out. We are just as much opposed to a foreign 
monopoly of this market which might result from dumping 
goods into this market over competitive rates to such an extent 
as to secure that monopoly. We propose to take the American 
manufacturers and place their American courage against the 
world upon an even basis, give them honest competition with 
all the world, and keep it honest competition. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Every great American manufacturer that appeared before the 
Committee on Ways and Means, men like Mr. Topping, president 
of the Republic Steel & Iron Co.; Mr. Crawford, of the Tin 
Plate Co.; and many others, declared that they could live 
under these Democratic rates, low as they were, by reducing 
the price of their product to the American consumer, if con- 
ditions would remain normal and not become abnormal. If 
foreign surplus were not sent here below cost, they could live. 

Mr. Chairman, in the Baltimore platform we promised two 
things: First, that we would revise this tariff to a revenue 
basis; and, second, that we would do it without injuring any 
legitimate American industry. We have reduced these rates to 
a revenue basis, writing competitive rates throughout the bill, 
and under this clause we prevent foreign manufacturers from 
dumping surplus goods into this country to the detriment of 
the American manufaciurer; by this provision we close the 
mouth of the American manufacturer, who can not now criti- 
cize this bill without in the same breath admitting his pusilan- 
imous unwillingness to compete with the world on an even 
basis. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I am for this bill. I have supported it in 
committee and in this House with my whole heart and my 
whole strength, and I shall do the same when it goes before the 
great jury of our countrymen. I am for it because I see in it 
the dawn of a new era of industrial freedom for America. 
{Applause on the Demotratic side.] I am for it also because 
this provision, along with the others we have written here, con- 
stitute an absolutely faithful redemption of every promise we 
have made to the American people on the tariff question. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has expired. All time has expired. The question will 
first be taken on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Switzer]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have the amendment 
again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
be again reported. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MANN) there were—ayes 113, noes 195. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. MANN and Mr. 
were named to act as tellers, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 131, noes 224. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Without objection, the amendment will 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendmen; 
posed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpnery}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was reject 

The Clerk read as follows: 

8S. That the President shall cause to be ascertained each y 
amount of imports and exports of the articles enumerated 
various paragraphs in section 1 of this act and cause an ¢stim 
be made of the amount of the domestic production and consumpt 
said articles, and where it is ascertained that the imports un 
paragraph amount to less than 5 per cent of the domestic cons) 


of the articles enumerated he shall advise the Congress as to tl: 
and his conclusions by special message. 


Mr. CONNOLLY of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that 
older Members of this House get very tired when a new }{ 
ber refers to the natural timidity that he feels in expres 
himself for the first time before this body, but I feel some, 
timid, inasmuch as I have never had any experience in legis 
assemblies, am quite new in politics, and being just an ord 
business man I have had scant opportunity to indulge in | 
speaking of this character. However, I have heard so 
from the other side of the House about the disaster, the t: 
the devastation that was to follow in the wake of what 
Republicans call the great Underwood tornado that I a; 
minded of the minister who was asked to make some re 
about a gentleman by the name of Bill Payne. The mi: 
did not know Biil Payne, and he began his remarks by st: 
“Here lies the body of old Bill Payne. I did not kno) 
Payne. Some say that he was a good Bill, others s:; 
he was a bad Bill, I do not know which. I do not 
whether you know which, but in the midst of this great 
in the midst of this dejection and visitation of sadness, 
remains before us this great supreme consolation, we a 
Bill Payne is dead.” [Applause.] Now, Mr. Chairn 
only point I can bring out as a justification for this st i 
that the voters of this country signified by their ballots on last 
November that they were willing to assist at the obsequies of 
the present protective Payne tariff bill. We have heard a 
great deal from the other side of the aisle about plurality Cor 
gressmen among the Democrats. But the issue was clearly 
drawn, and if the electors had such an awful fear of tarift 
revision they would have combined on some one man as agiills 
the Democrats. 

To-night the newly elected Congressman from Massachuset! 
to succeed Mr. Werks, coming fresh from the people and fron 
a highly protected district, declared that he based his election 
largely upon the program of the Democratic Party for gen 
revision downward, and almost immediately he was confronte| 
by one of his colleagues with the statement that the com! 
vote of the Roosevelt Party and the Republican Party th: 
out that district meant that the majority of the voters adlered 
to the protective doctrine. 

Now, we may as well be honest with ourselves, and 3 
tlemen on the other side had better cast off your cloak 
fog and admit that the main reason for your present mi! : 
was your failure in 1910 to revise substantially downward i 
accordance with your preelection pledges, and notwithstandi 
that there are several Members upon this side who are ' 
gressmen by virtue of a plurality and not a majority, yet |! | 
voters had the same horror of downward revision that 
appear to have they would have united upon a protective « 
date to defeat the Democrat, and though all of us on this side 
are not in complete accord with all the provisions of this 
and have so expressed our views before the members of 1 
Ways and Means Committee, yet we have usually found th 
the framers of this bill were pretty well fortified with 4 
and facts to support the various schedules. In a bill of 4,” 
or more items there are bound to be some imperfections, 
the man who is waiting for a bill that is perfect in ifs ent! 
structure is a man that really does not want genuine rey's 
downward. There must be some concessions made on ai! slices 
and from all localities, and rather than wait indefinite!) 
relief from the present oppressive tariff I believe that we 
justified in supporting this measure. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MANAHAN] declared te 
other evening that whatever wisdom this bill contained we a 
inspired from a common almanac. In the same breath 
ferred to the sign of the Zodiac and said, “ behold Taurus, te ef 
goat.” It may be that he was unleashing an Irish bu a tae 
House, but if he was in earnest his mistake on the Zodiac =! 
that he could also be in error on the inspiration of the | nr 
wood bill. If this tariff revision downward has its inspite" at 
in an almanac, it is the almanac of poor Richard; yes, i 
manac that believes in the interests of poor Tom, Dick. °° 
Harry, the almanac of the masses. The almanac that 4:5 /) 


r 


f t+ho 
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spired high protectionists is such as the Almanac de © 
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‘ the greatest number, 
: iff barons—the handbook of privileged protection. |} to express in this piece of legislation the spirit of “ equal rig! 
\ [ happen to come from a district—and I say this in no to all, special privileges to none.” [Applause on the De 
of braggadocio, because that is not the spirit in which I | side.] 
my own election al dist rict that never before sent a | ‘The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Towa 
D at to represent it. I came from a district upon which | expired. Without objection, the pro forma amendment 
1 it of a highly protective Republican gerrymander rested | considered as withdrawn, 
amt when I realized that the only way I could win my fight was | there was no objection. 
1 ng the recipient of a great many Republican votes I feel | Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman 
, sense of obligation to them as well as to members of my | Mr. UNDERWOOD. How much t does the ¢ it 
3 ety. that side desire to use‘ 
| - not feel as do the Members on the other side of the aisle} Mr. PAYNE. I think 151 utes, 
t the chaos that will ensue and that all of the Democratic | Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimor it { | 
M rs will by virtue of their vote on this bill be filled so full | on this paragraph may be limited to 20 
<= that in to years we will not make even good sieves. | go to the gentleman from Lilinois [Mr. M 
| feel that those Republicans who changed their party | to myself. 
on and gave me their support did so upon the theory The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from A os 
| belong to a party that would make a bona fide effort to | mous consent that all debate on this } rraph 
the great masses of the country from the heavy burdens | ments thereto shall close in 20 minutes. 15 ' 
{ } protection. My opponent was a distinguished Member | trolled by the gentlem: from | wis [ Mr. Man 
iis House; he was a protectionist. He had vastly more ex- | utes by the gentleman from Alabama [M UN |. 
ice in legislation and in the field of politics than I. He | there objection? [After a pause.] The C r hi Le 
« for the Tariff Board, but I fear that the kind of a tariff | it is so ordered 
] the protectionists want is a sort of a black hole of Cal- Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield fi { 
( out of which no genuine tariff revision bill downward | tleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 
ever emerge alive. If the electorate of my district wished | Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman. I 1 to s - on 
tinuance of the Payne bill, they would have elected my | graph. The last paragraph proposed a protect du 
R an opponent. If they felt that no tariff revision should | goods dumped here from oth ountries below 
! ted except upon the report of a tariff board, they | and I accept the apologies of the gentle mn who 
Iso have given him their united support, and so I can} fore the Committee of the Whole. both friend f I 
1 elp but believe that the voters of my district felt that | chusetis [Mr. Perers] and 1 friend f Penns) 
( ‘to 40 years or more of sending Republicans to represent | Parser). 
Republicans who voted for a highly protective tariff—} [I know that this paragraph ( d th 
they would at this time upset the gerrymander of the | finally prevailed on the good natu — 
wrench district and at the same time remove the | York |Mr. Harrison], on the sam mmiitee s 
of a high-protective tariff. They decided to support | to go through without registering his prote 
iinee of the Democratic Party as a means of relief from | not believe in any protectior w_wwhere * the lin But 
d order of things, and in my district, as in many other dis- | gentlemen on the committee had dly gotten through w 
throughout the country, the recent election forms a pro | this paragraph before they wrote raph S to follow it 
the people against the old order, and the unequal condi- | jngly desirous of taking the bad + of the nths 
f the old order sounded the death knell of the doctrine of | the ‘paragraph preceding had gi th And what d 
protection. The people have placed us here because they | paragraph say: 
a 1a change and though this new fiscal medium may not be} pat the President te a h 
] t in all its details, yet in a very great measure it expresses | amount of import ud « i in 
rit of the new life, the change that the people sent us here | CUS Parasrapas, 
0 consummate. And so forth, 
1 prayer of all patriotic citizens who place their country And where it is ascertained th 
party is that this change—this readjustment suggested | #mount to eee ¢ 7 5 per cent 
by the trend of the times and the voice of the great masses of | his conclusions by sp [eee aes — ; 
ene Deor le—may have a fair trial; that as relief Is the motive | Of course, for the purpose of having Coner aia tt 
ae h change, may normal conditions attend it. There is on those articles. Why did they not think a little furth 
: ty and humanity back of the purpose of this bill to place |, , 4. with their intentions expres 1: thee armenia 
' , ae ; oe a ; oe g heir intentions expressed in the preced | 
e necessaries of life within the purchasing zone of the dollar graph, and provide that where he as nat aud weteed 
b “ of the aide cna the dinner basket closer to the pocket- | the im| orted articles exceeded by 50 per « it or . re of 
ns ee. 4 She ae | consumption, or was equal to it, that he should report that 
ere is justice in laying the burden on the luxuries of life. | to Congress, and so allow my friend from Massachusetts 
I s luxury for the rich and more comforts for the poor will | Peters] and on friend from Pen sylvania {Mr PALM! 2] t 
uring our citizenship closer together, will tend to develop saner | 4, ;, hat teen wae eemethinn Gone te wenke un the diltere 
rege ; dards of living, will level some of-the inequalities of modern x mething ws allow com} etition on the part of the peo 
sot Pete Vitalize our nationalism, and discourage the spirit of | United States, something to stop the flood of im c 
nm : coming in, and crushing out industry here? W1 if 
Those who ery out in alarm against any change, who rally | ponost in your promises not to injure any business, w 
oun | > ‘ iu > "le wel » ‘ « ” «¢ "oe « “TO | > t. 
that ine se of let well enough alone are apt to forget | you not at least give that poor concession to the peor 
eat Uf lon of “ well enough” is not in universal circula- | t;njtea States who are seeking to earn their liveliho« 
Hon, and these gentlemen, many of whom are sincere in their | factories of the United States? Why could you not have 
= ves, are unconsciously abetting the socialistic movement in | cei iinet when es | 
this country. | graph, and provide protection in the lines of th 
In the past 16 years of Republican rule we have undoubtedly paragraph, where more than 50 per cent of th 
seen expansion of industry and commerce, but under this sys- | imported from abroad? 
we | there has not been a commensurate distribution of the | Mr. Chairman, how much time have I r 
pre its of production. On the contrary, it has been an era of | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman | beats es ret 
or entration of capital and the fruits of production, such as | jng. 
cache a has never before seen. Good Americans, regardless of Mr. PAYNE. That will! be 1 » enough in which to say 
be ry, rejoice in the growth of our industry and commere » but I am gratified, gentiemen, with the cours 0 this debat 
of pro ona at a system that has permitted the control have heard mighty little criticism of the present law I 
wee on 4 sinews, our transportation and industrial re- | heard some denunciation, but not very much of it. It has 
expat hen he : aera small group of em. The prosperity and confined to new Members, a few of them who got in here 
a 128 not had a comprehensive or consistent circula- | the first time, and will not appear here again after the S 
In eae third Congress. [Laughter.}] And some of these gentl 
to ol m on ae feature of the bill our party has endeavored Mr. Chairman, say in conclusion that they will vote for 
is a fair ie burden upon those who can most easily bear it. It | Underwood bill, but that there are a good many things 
“ falr and just system of taxation. they do not like. [Laughter.] 
18 te ne this bill, the majority Members of this House, Why, if you gentle n while you are vot! 
ebnee esident of this administration are actuated in their | while you are holding your nose because you do 
port of this bill by lofty impulses, by a sincere desire and in- ! odor of it, would be honest to your convictions and 
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it, it would fail in its passage on the final vote at midnight 
to-night {Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor]. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, the remarks of the gentle 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. PaLMeRr] a few moments ago were 
\ ersally applauded upon the Democratic side of the House, 

with reference to those remarks I want to say to the gen- 
tle 1 n Pennsylvania that if be had practiced in the writ- 
j f t) bill what he preached in those remarks he would be 
< a l if upon the Republican side of the House. 
it s the theory which the gentleman from Penn- 
svivania t forth in those remarks? Why, the Democratic 
rty sta out with the declaration that protection is a rob- 
bery. A little later they stand for a tariff for revenue only, and 
na little later they stand for a tariff for revenue, and a little 
baat Line and for a tariff for revenue with incidental protec- 
tion | now we have them standing—in their declarations, 
but not in their practices—for a competitive tariff. And the 
! ‘rom Pennsylvania said that the reason for this | 
dumping clause is that in this bill, shortly to pass, the rates | 
t! hid written in the schedules are competitive rates, per- 
1 ni in manufacturers to compete with the whole | 
\\ ! 1 having given such rates the American manufacturers 
Vv ( tle the imposition of import duties that would not 
demoralize the American market; and that means, if it means 
anything, at 10 o’clock of this day, if he speaks for the Demo- 
eratic Party, that their next platform must declare that the 
Democratic Party stands for a competitive tariff, but promises 


the people of the United States that they will, by imposition of 
import duties, protect American manufacturers against unrea- 
sonable competition from abroad. [Applause on the Republican 


side. | 


Does it mean anything else? Mr. Chairman, as I examine 
this bill, from the first schedule to the last, I am inclined to 
think that the gentlemen are sincere in that statement; that 


they are beginning to hedge; and I shall not be at all surprised 
if in the next campaign they will find themselves compelled to 
stand, if they ever want to come back into power, exactly 
where the rank and file of the Republican Party stand to-day— 
for the imposition of import duties covering the difference in 
the cost of production at home and abroad, protecting Ameri- 
con producers from unrensonable competition from abroad. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the pending paragraph provides 
that each year the President shall, as to all articles named in 
this bill, where the imports amount to less than 5 per cent of 
the domestic consumption, send a special message to Congress, 
announcing that fact and giving his conclusions in regard to it. 

We used to think sometimes that we received a great many 
messages from a former President. But under the operation 
of this bill, with the many things which are produced wholly 
in the United States and of which we necessarily import none, 
the President will be kept busy writing messages to Congress 
and the Clerk will be kept busy reading them here. 

But so far as the provision amounts to anything, what does 
it do? The tender consideration of the gentlemen on the Dem- 
cratic side for the foreign manufacturer is shown in this 
provision. We may import 95 per cent of an article and pro- 
duce only 5 per cent, but no gentleman over on that side of the 
aisle seeks to encourage the home industry. There is no pro- 
vision that the President shall call attention to that condition. 
There is no provision that the President shall send a message 
to Congress which will show Congress how, perchance, it. may 
increase home industry and upbuild home manufactures and 
raise up factories and give work to home laber. But the mo- 
ment the importations fall below 5 per cent, then the Presi- 
dent shall send to Congress some recommendation showing how 
we may import more goods, made by foreign labor, aided by for- 
eign capital in foreign countries. 

There is no anxiety for the American producer, no desire to 
protect the American manufacturer. The whole interest is to 
take care of those who dwell on the other side of the water. 

Mr. Chairman, we are now about the close of the debate 
upon this bill. It has been before the country for a month. It 
has met with severe condemnation in nearly every quarter of 
the country. Already business is becoming more or less stag- 
nated through fear of the operations of this bill. I hope that 
when the bill has become a law that fear may disappear. And 
yet we all know that the highest type of statesmanship that the 
world has ever produced has been necessary to protect pros- 


The gentleman from Illinois has seven 


s 


s 


| producer as high prices as before and to the cons 
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perity in any land. [Applause on the Republican side } 
with the utmost that people have been able anywher 
duce in legislation it is difficult to keep up prosper 
tions. You are endeavoring not to protect prosperity. 
threaten prosperity. ; 
We leave it to the country. 


If you succeed, you 
accomplished the impossible. 


If you are able to gi 
prices than before, you will have accomplished the 
But when you look at what is coming, and know that 
proposing an era of falling prices and that no par 
history of this or any other country was long succ 
ing an era of falling prices, you may know that you a 
your last chance at tariff legislation for another decad 
Twenty years ago you had the chance. Sixteen year 
Republicans again took the reins of power, and for 16 
kept them. We leave you now, meeting the country 
prosperous condition it ever has been In. The com 
over to you the reins of power, with people happy e 


| with people well to do everywhere; with people wi: 


well fed, well housed, with work to perform. Proce 


| if you can do as well, because the country will judge 


by what is said here but by what happens in the futur 
longed applause on the Republican side.] 

The, CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
CLARK]. [Prolonged applause. } 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman and gent 
the language of the old hymn— 

This is the way I long have sought. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

A few of us have been fighting in this House for 20 + 
accomplish what we are now going to accomplish i 
minutes. [Applause.] ‘We have faced as many as 114 1 
on that side, and now you face a majority of 191 on « 

In the first place, I wish from the bottom of my 
congratulate Mr. Chairman UNbrERWoop and the De: 
the Ways and Means Committee for the excellent b 
they brought into the House. [Applause on the Ix 
side. ] 

Four years ago, in the beginning of a five-hour 
speech in this House, I congratulated the gentleman { 

York [Mr. Payne] on having become a historical | 

cause he had fastened his name onto a great tariff me: I 
congratulate the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 
in the same language, for the same reason. [Applau 

I congratulate this House on both sides for the go 
the courtesy, and the kindliness with which this dis 
been conducted from end to end. It seems that 
as well as our politics are improving in this country. [A 
and laughter. ] 

No tariff bill in the history of this Government w: 
thoroughly considered as this one has been. We co: 
for two weeks in a Democratic caucus, section by s 
graph by paragraph; and they can say what they | 
it, but it was the two weeks’ discussion in the 
brought unanimity in the House. [Applause on the 
side. ] 

My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Lennoor] is very t 
quoting the speeches that I made on the floor of 
especially when I was minority leader. They are gu 
[Laughter and applause.] Some time before long I w 
get up here and read a five-minute speech that I np 
they forced the rule through this House to consider th 
tariff bill. I said then that I was in favor of disc 
bill section by section, and of permitting any Member , 
House to offer any amendment he pleased. [Appla i 
it has come to pass; it is being done. There bas been ! 0 
brought in. You gentlemen can not kick and squirm ! 
{Laughter.] There bas been unanimity, but it was not 
nimity brought by the lash of the taskmaster. [Ap)! 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] says that 
ago we passed a tariff bill and split up. That 
This time we pass a tariff bill and stick together. [.\ 
on the Democratic side.] And the thing that has b: 
discipline to the Democratic side of this House is thi 
brotherly love, insterzd of the black-snake whip of a t 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now the doctors disagree on the Republican side of t! 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroot] says this ; 
tection measure. The gentleman from Pennsylvanis [ Mr. ' i 
and the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpeti.] ive 
200 speeches apiece in the discussion of this bill [lau 
demonstrate that it is a freetrade measure. When | : 


from Mis 


is 


i 


our 


recy 


is 


disagree, what are we to do? We stand for a tariff fort 
only. That is the Democratic doctrine, always has been 
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Democratic doctrine, and always will be the Democratic doc- 
t! intil it is fully realized and accomplished. LApplause on 
the Democratie side. ] 

Why. the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAyNe] says that 


came people do not like some things in this bill. Of course 
4] dl not. I would like to get him on the witness stand and 


him, and cross-examine him as to whether he liked his 
hill or not in every particular. [Applause and laughter. | 


I 1 tell you what a tariff bill is: It is the consensus of the 
ens of at least 218 men in this House, 49 men in the 
cy e. and 1 man in the White House. That is what makes a 


| And there never were two men on the face of the green 
with brains in their heads, who would agree on ali the 
ms in a tariff bill. But I say that by the patience and 
lligence of this Ways and Means Committee, by the 
! » and intelligence of the Democratic membership of this 
i . we have got a bill that we can go to the country on, and 
on, and the country will call us blessed. [Applause on 
Demoeratic side.] 
How did these gentlemen over here on the Republican side 
i their time? My brother Mann is one of the most in- 
us men that ever poked his head inside of this Hall. 
ehter and applause.] I think a great deal of him. I have 
ted that time and again. But 95 per cent of the amendments 
these gentlemen over here offered were to restore the 
Payne rates, and the Payne bill was the very thing that brought 
wblican Party to death’s door in this country. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.] From the amend- 
these gentlemen offered it appeared that they do not 
want any political resurrection for themselves in this world. 
igi ter.] 
Iam not going te weary you. [Cries of “Go on!”] No, no. 
We want to pass this bill. That is the chief thing, and we want 
ty pass it to-night. [Applause.] I believe that it will bring 
rity to the country greater than it has now. The great- 
» that this country needs is a wider market for our 
S s products, and that is what this bill will bring. [Pro- 
] “l applause on the Democratic side. ] 
» CHAIRMAN. All debate on the paragraph has expired, 
ithout objection, the pro forma amendment will be with- 


1 te¢ 


ments 


BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
may have five minutes on this amendment. 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, debate on the paragraph 
“J. and I am compelled to object. 

rhe Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 


T 


, except as hereinafter provided, sections 1 to 42, both 
i ve, of an act entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize | 
( s, and encourage the industries of the United States, and for 
t purposes,” approved August 5, 1909, and all acts and parts 
ts inconsistent with the provisions of this act, are hereby re 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to] 


rey in any manner affect the following numbered sections of the 






id act approved August 5, 1909, viz: Subsection 29 of sec 
t nd subsequent provisions relating to the establishment ane 
nee of a Customs Court, subsection 30 of section 28, pro 
} . for additional attorneys > subsection 12 of section 28 
a! ent provisions establi 3 1 of General Appraisers 
2. ndise, sections 30, 31, 5, imposing an internal- 





1x upon tobacco, section 36, providing for a tonnage duty, 


authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to borrow on 

of the United States to defray expenditures on account of | 

ma Canal, section 40, authorizing the Secretary of the 

to borrow to meet public expenditures: Provided further, 
: excise taxes upon corporations imposed by section 38 that 
I rued or have been imposed for the year ending December | 
1, 191 shall be returned, assessed, and collected in the same man- 
! d under the same provisions, liens, and penalties as if sec- 
ton continued in full force and effect; but the repeal of existing 
, modifications thereof embraced in this act shall not affect 
a t done, or any right accruing or accrued, or any suit or pro 
( had or commenced in any civil case before the said repeal 
( leation; but all rights and liabilities under said laws shall 
; > and may be enforced in the same manner as if said repeal 
or modifications had not been made. Any offenses committed and 
| ities or forfeitures or liabilities incurred prior to the passage 
OF ,act under any statute embraced in or changed, modified, or 
nt by this act may be prosecuted or punished in the same man- 
aa d with the same effect as if this act had not been passed. All 


8 of limitation, whether applicable to civil causes and proceedings 

io f prosecution of offenses or for the recovery of penalties or 

es embraced in or modified, changed, or repealed by this act 

ot be affected thereby: and all suits, proceedings, or prosecn- 

; iether civil or criminal, for causes arising or acts done or com- 

pag erLOF to the passage of this act, may be commenced and prose- 

sd 3 vithin the same time and with the same effect as if this act 
ot been passed. 


ame PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


rouortn so 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Ar r ¢ dl 
- ud, page 217, line 12, by striking out the word “ general.” 
an PETERS. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is to strike 
: 


the word “ general.” 








for an 


words 
out the 


Assistant 
attorneys, and by striking out t 
“attorneys ” 
references t 
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A 


close all debate on this paragraph. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


to close all debate on the | 
The motion was 


Mr. 


ANDERSON. 
amendment to the last 


ttorney General, nd tl 
he word 

are left in the prope: 

» what the secti ‘ $ 

The gentleman 1M 


aragri 


I hela tcl} 


agreed to. 


Cl} 


Mr. 


pa 


lirmal 





The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 217, 
vided further, That the 


relations with 


The question was taken; 
Mr. ANDERSON) there were 107 ayes an 


Mr. MANN. 
Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appo 
ANDERSON and Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


The committee again divided; a 


line 


e 21, 


after the word 
act entitled ‘An 


the Déminion of Ca 


approved July 26, 1911, be and is hers 


The CHAIRMAN. 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 


Mr. Chairman, I deman 


The question is on the 


and on 


there were 121 ayes and 222 noes 


So the amendment 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan 
turn to page 133, paragraph A, for the pur 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gent n 
return under the unanimous-consent acre ent 
other day. I offered an amendment on that } 
request of the gentleman from the Philippine 
and it was laid over to enable the commit 
the matter. I understand that the commit 
ion that there should be some change, and th 
an amendment, and I am quite willing to a 
posed change. I ask leave to withdraw my 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order het 
committee will return to the consideration « 


lost. 


was 


ri¢ 


l 


a div 


the e] 


mentioned, and, without objection, the amendn 
n, 


man from 


Illinois will 


be withdraw 


There was no objection. 


The 
Hv] offers 


in 


CHAIRMAN. 


allie 


The gentle 


ndment, 1 


The Clerk read as follows: 


pag 


Amend, 
“and 


word 


e 133. lines 6. 7. and 8 
by every citizen of IP ) 


the Philippine Islands.” 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The question was taken, 


Mr. HULL. 








The question 


and the ar 


Mr. Chairman, I offer 
in the same connection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, paragraph N, page 162, | 
graph the words: ‘“‘And provided furtl 
shall be held to exclude from t) 
cor ition to any oflicial y tl 
Pl ne Islands or the political 





The question was 


The Clerk, 


U. That 
eff. 


Mr. 


| ginia 


continuing the 
unless 
ct on the day following i 
MOSS of West 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[ Laughter. ] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
that the amendment offered by t! 


is in accordance with tl 


yther 


taken, and the 
’ 


‘wise herein sp 


Virginia I 


Strike out paragraph U and i t 
“UU. That the provisions of sect 2 
the day following the passage of 
all other pr visions of this act 


Mr. C] 


ito know if he desires to occupy i 


Mr. MOSS of West 


| 
| Mr. 


UNDERWOOD. 
debate on the pending paragraph 
be now closed. 


Virginia No 
Then, Mr 


} 


| The motion was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The question 


is o 


reading of 


ny 1 


| by the gentleman from West Virginia. 
The question was taken, and the amendment 
Mr. TOWNER. 


Mr. Chairman, 


Subsection 30, section 28, provides | ment, which I send to the desk. 


L 


offer the 


¢ 


Ww! 



















































a 
‘ 
s 


rhe ¢ kr d foll 
m 4, as follows: 
I t 24 and 25 on page 218 and substituting in lieu 
. % ha take effect 1 the Ist day of Jan- 
I t! ct. unles t -~wise herein ex- 
ded x t s tt 1) redu« existing rates of 
‘ i her t i isions of this 
1 ‘ tive on su imy s from any coun 
{ ( pon procla tien of the Presi- 
a I id net ue such pro mation unless and 
l p ductions, concessions, and privileges have 
j i rting country, dependency, province, or 


The qnestion is on the amendment offered 


CIIATRMAN, 


| the gentleman from lIowa. 
is taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
\ DERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
I io 7 > rise and report the bill to the House with the 
1 t vith the ‘commendation that the amendments be 
d that the bill as amended do pas 
greed to: accordingly, the committee rose, 
nd Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Garrett of Ten 

Nese Cy} rl n of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
e of e | ‘ reported that that committee had had under 
bill H. R. 3321—the tariff bill—and had di- 
tf | to report the same back to the House with sundry 
ts theret the reeommendation that the amend- 


reed to and that the bill as amended do pass, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 


tie the bill and amendments to final passage. 

é evioug question was ordered. 

» SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
n If not, the Chair will put them in gross. The question 


on agreeing to the amendments. 





The amen:ments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and | 
third reading of the bill. 
e bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
MANN Mr. Spenker, I ask for the reading of the en- 
“l bill, unless we can have some understanding about 
how long we are going to stxy here to-night. 
the SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from L[llinois demands the 
rending of the engrossed bill 
MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to make that 
demand until T can find out what is the intention of the gentle- 
m Alabama 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, it is my desire, and I 
think it is the desire of the House. to pass the bill to-night, if 
it possible. Of course, I recognize the gentleman’s right to 
der nd the reading of the engrossed bill The bill can not be 
engrossed until to-morrow, and if the gentleman insists upon it 
we will have to adjourn 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard at some length 
upon the point of order which I understand the gentleman from 
Alabama proposes to make on our motion to recommit, which 
will provide for a tariff commission. If the gentleman will not 
muke his point of order, I will be very glad to withdraw my 


demand for the reading of the engrossed bill, but if the point of 
order is to be made I wish to be heard before the Speaker rules 
upon it 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman will be heard, because that 
er is entirely within the hands of the Speaker. 

MANN I understand, but it is rather late at night to 
endenvor to detain gentlemen for the purpose of hearing debate 
upon the point of order. I think it would lead to some dis- 
CUSSION 

Mr 


I n 


i 
matt 


Mr 


UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentle- 
that I must insist upon my point of order, if the motion 
to recommit is made in the manner suggested by the gentleman 


from Illinois. Of eourse I have not yet seen the motion to 
recommilt. 
\fy 


Mr. Speaker, 


MANN. the motion to recommit, as first 
presented by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], will 
contain the provision in reference to a tariff commission which 


was offered in the Committee of the Whole and ruled out of 
order by the Chairman. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr, Speaker, I will be compelled 


under these circumstances to make the point of order against 
the motion when it is made. 
Mr. MANN. Under the circumstances I shall be compelled to 


ask the ig of the engrossed bill. 


{ readir 
DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the enrolling clerk in- 
forms me that he exn not have the bill ready before to-morrow 
afternoon. I desire to ask unanimous consent that the daily 
hour of meeting of the House hereafter shall be changed from 
11 o'clock a. m. to 12 o’clock noon. 


| of the 








May 7 
IVI i, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama aske 
mous consent that the daily hour of meeting shall be 12 , 
noon instead of 11 o’clock a. m, until further order, |] 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask un 
consent that when the House adjourns to-night it aq 
meet at 2 o’clock p. m. to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
mous consent that when the House adio 
to meet at 2 p. m. to-morrow. 
pause.} The Chair hears none. 


Alabama a 
rns to-night it 
Is there objection? 
ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 11 o’cloc! 7 

minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet at 2 p. 
morrow, Thursday, May 8, 1913. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIAT 


of Rule XXII, bills. resolutions, ane 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows 

By Mr. LONERGAN: A bill (H. R. 4826) for the « 
Federal building at Hartford, Conn.; to the ¢ 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4827) te 
amend section 113 of the act entitled “An act to cod 
and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approy 
8, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ty Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 4828) t 
regulate the leasing of land in the Territory of Hawai 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 4829) to provide for 
chase of ground and the erection of a Weather Burs 
tory building at Billings, Mont.; to the Committee « 


Suildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4880) to provide for the p f 
ground and the erection of a Weather Bureau obs 
building at or near the Montana State University, at M 
Mont.; to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 4831) amend 
2 of an act entitled “An act to increase the pension ot! 
minor children, ete., of deceased soldiers and sail: 
late Civil War, the War with Mexico, the various Ind 
etc., and to grant a pension to certain widows of thx 
soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War,” approved 
1908; to the Committee on Pensions. 

ty Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4832) 
in the War Department and the Navy Department, | 
a roll designated as “the Civil War volunteer officers’ | i 
list,” to authorize placing thereon with retired pay ce 
viving officers who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine S , 
of the United States in the Civil War, and for « I 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FALCONER: A bill (H. R. 4833) to pro 
construction, maintenance, and improvement of a s 
national interstate roads, and to provide funds for thi 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 4834) to repeal! t! 
tionment clause of the civil-service act; to the Com! 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

$y Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 4885) t 
lobbying and to provide for registration of persons e1 ) 
advocate or oppose legislative measures and to rez e 
method of such advocacy or opposition; to the Com) 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4855) 
classify clerks at first and second class post offices and 
in the City Delivery Service; to the Committee on 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 4837) granting pensic 
tain widows of soldiers and sailors of the Civil W 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4855) za 
new right of homestead entry to former homesteader 
Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4867) defining procedure in case 
tested or objected final proof on public lands; to the © 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4868) extending the number of 
to t 


Under clause 8 

















payments to entrymen upon reclamation projects; 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4869) providing for the destruc 
predatory wild animals upon the national forests and thi 
adjacent thereto; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


re 


















‘Iso, a bill CH. R. 4870) making an appropriation to prevent 


‘ d to exterminate pests destructive of the potato and 
ifa: to the Committee on Agriculture. 
so, a bill (H. R. 4871) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
d ondemned cannon and balls; to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 4872) authorizing the Secretary of War | 
‘ mte to the city of Grand Junction. Colo. two Gannon or 
f nieces: to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4873) providing for the erection of a 
1 iment on the site of the Meeker massacre, in Rio Blanco 
County, Colo.; to the Committee ou the Library. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 4874) to prevent the employment of chil- 
dren in factories and mines; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4875) to prevent the employment of fe- 
males in mills, factories, or manufacturing establishments for a 
longer period than eight hours; to the Committee on Labor. 

\iso. a bill (H. R. 4876) authorizing national banks to loan 
I ey on real-estate security ; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

a bill (H. R. 4877) to restore section 1 of the act of 
Congress of July 2, 1890, chapter 647, Twenty-sixth Statutes at 
Lat to its original form «as enacted, by striking out the 
words “unreasonable or undue,” inserted therein by a decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

‘iso. a bill (H. R. 4878) divesting goods, wares, and mer 
chandise manufactured by convicts or by convict Inbor of their 
interstate character in certnin cases; to the Committee on 
li stute and Foreign Commerce. 

Ry Mr. MOTT: Resolution (H. Res. 95) creating a committee 
of the House of Representatives on rights aud welfare of women 
‘ ildren: to the Committee on Rules 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 80) 
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in certain 


appropriations for the postal service for the fiscal year 1913; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Joint resolution (H. J. 
$1) directing the Committee on Printing to provide a suitable 
for the dvily issue of the CoNGRESSIONAL RecorD; to the 
Committee on Printing. ' 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: Memorial of the Legislature of 
Hawail, reiative to an appropriation for the purchase of sea 
fisheries for the citizens of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Hawaii, favoring an ap- 
propriation for completion of improvement of the harbor of 
N iwili, island of Kauai; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 


Also, 


rag 
Les. 


imtex 


relative to 
lands 


memorial of the Legislature of Hawaii, 
amending the law governing the leasing of agricultural 
in Hawaii; to the Committee on the Territories. 


PRIVATE BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 4838) granting a pension to 
ranc 8. Hungerford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4839) granting a pension to Fannie Com- 
fort; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 4840) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Weber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (BH. R. 4841) granting a pen- 
sion to Isabel Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (TI. R. 4842) granting a pension 
to Clay Brandenburg; to the Committee on Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (HL. R. 4843) for the relief of A. H. Sympson; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. COVINGTON: A bill (H. R. 4844) for the relief of 
ob T, Bradshaw; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 4845) granting an increase 
of pension to Jane Augusta Beasley; to the Committee on Pen- 


I Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 4846) for the relief of Benja- 
min KE. Jones; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 4847) granting an increase of 
Poole Edward Frankford; to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4848) 
ae a pension to Thomas Baxter; to the Committee on 
By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4849) granting a pension 
Daniel Burkey; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4850) granting a pension to Henrietta 
artett; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


W 
a 


T 


ty 


wr 
m) 


to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4851) granting a pension to E 
Powell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4852) granting an increase of 1 to 
James Cass; to the Committee on Invalid TP 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4853) granting a to 
Conrad Stephan; to the Committee on Inva i i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4854) granting an inerease of pe 1 to 
Albert A. Root: to the Committee on Invalid Pe ! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4855) granting an increas fy 1 to 
Henry Bilsing; to the Committee on h 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4856) grar * an increase of pension to 
Henry Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pe ons. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4857) for the 
relief of the trustees of the Quinn African Methodist Fy | 
Church, of Frederick, Md.: to the Co eon War C 

sy Mr. MOSS of West Virjinia: A bill (11. R. 4858) 21 ig 
a pension to Charles W. Cunningham: to the ¢ mitt nh 
valid Pensions. 

iy Mr. STEPHENS of Californi: A bill (H.R nO) ¢g 
ing an increase of pension to Philip Gavi to the Con ( 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 4860) granting a pension to 
Grant Van Horn: to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4861) anting an increase of pension to 
William Allender: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIES: A bill (H. R. 4862) for the relief of Mollie 
Richardson, heir of Stanford Mims, d ased; to the Comm 
on War Clainis. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 4863) gra ng an increase of 
pension to Francis O. Nash; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4864) n ease of 
pension to Lemuel Jones; to the Committee on In 1 Pen 1 

By Mr. TUTTLE: A bill (H. R. 4865) f the f of Pay 
master Frederick G. Pyne, United States Navy; to Conm 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLAYPOOL: A bill (H. R. 4879) granting a | ion 
to Floyd Thurman; to the Committee on Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4880) granting a pension to Sarah ¢ 
rine Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4881) granting an increas pens ) 
Martin Enderlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4882) anting an increase of pension to 
William T. Mills; to the Committee on Invalid Ven is 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4883) granting a pension to Jk Cc. Mel 
tire: to the Committee on Invalid Pers! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4884) granting an increase of pensi 
Aries Butcher; to the Committee on Invalid le . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4885) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4886) granting an incrense of pens ) 
Barnett A. Hook: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 48S7) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Wise; to the Committee on Invalid Pet 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4888) granting an increase of pension to 
James Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pe ons 

By Mr. FARR: A bill (H. R. 4889) ra | ‘ to 
Milton W. Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

ty Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 4890) granting an inere of 
pension to John H. Doeg; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4891) granting an increase of pension to 
Wright T. Ellison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4892) granting an increase of pension 
Sarah A. Gould; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. BR. 4893) grar 
an increase of pension to Matilda Fellows; to the Committe: 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4894) granting an incren of pe 
Lizzie Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4895) granting an increase of | on to 


Homer C. Brown; to the Committee on Inv l 


PETITIONS, EF 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were | 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of the Internatio: 

Brotherhood Welfare Association, favoring donating to the 

employed all machinery used in construction of the Pan 


rc, 


un 


in 


Canal as will no longer be needed; to the Committee on Labor. 


Also (by request), petition of C. Z. Lynch, of Robertsvi 
Mo., against mutual life insurance in the income-tax bill; to th 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY : Petition of Foster M. Culler, of Hick 
and Elmer R. Rader, of Convoy, Ohio, against mutual life insur 


ance in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





8 | 
I. Ib. Bates and 9 other citizens of Weilersville; S. P. Wise, of 
\\ ter; and C. S. Starner, of Big Prairie, all in the State of | 
Ohio, protesting against the insurance clause in the pending | 
income-tax clause in H. R. 332 to the Committee on Ways 
nd ns 

By Mr. BALTZ: Petitions of Gustave FE. Weihe, Nashville; | 
J. H. Wohl, Kast St. Louis:.and William Hoch, Waterloo, all in 
the State of Ili protesting against including mutual life 
i! i e companies i tl j ne ix bill; to the Committee 
ol \ nd Mean 

By Mr. CARY I f the Geo Hi. Si Steel Casting 
( of Milwauke \ ist increase of the duty on ferro- 
DD ese: to tl Cs rit »on Ways : l eaus 

Iso tS tition of tli } I & | nee Dr (oO of Milwaukee, | 

W favoring immediate legislation on banking and currency 
reform; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. | 

Also, petitions of Williar <ander and Charles G. Wernir, | 
against mutual life insu: e in the icome-t bill; to the 
Conmmittee on Ways and Means. 

lso, petition of the Saratoga Victory Manufacturing Co., of | 

Victory Mills, N. Y., against reduction of the duty on cotton | 
goods: to the Committee on Way Ss and Means. 


the Citizens’ Relief Committee of 
inst the recurrence of 
ttee on Rivers 


Ry Mr. DALE: Petition of 
Hamilton, Ohio, relative to protection a 
floods in the Great Miami Valley; to the Commi 
and Harbors 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of L. J. Kelison and 18 other citizens 
of La Crosse, Wis., against including mutual life 
insurance companies in t income-tax bill; the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Petition of J. M. Alexander, William Kelley, 


oy 
st 


protesting 


be to 


By Mr. FARR: 
and other citizens of Pennsylvania, protesting against including 
mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the 


Committee on Ways and Means, 


By Mr. GOULDEN: Petitions of sundry citizens of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and The Bronx, N. Y., against including mutual 


life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition of sundry citizens of 
the twenty-first Illinois district against including mutual life 
insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of the city council of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., favoring the passage of legislation for the Gov- 
ernment to acquire control and ownership of all telephone and 
telegraph systems; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of F. E. Clark, R. J. James, 
E. S. Alexander, and others, of Utah, against including mutual 
life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Com- 
inittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of J. B. Upright, of Victory Mills, 
N. Y., protesting against the proposed reduction of the tariff on 
cotton goods; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. F. Parsons and 135 other voters of Santa 
Ana, E. A. Preston and 20 other voters of Garden Grove, G. A. 
White and 20 other voters of Downey, A. P. Machado, jr., and 
45 other voters of Alvarado, W. C. Sproul and 22 other voters 
of Norwalk, and G. L. Faulkner and 45 other voters, all in the 
State of California, protesting against the proposed reduction of 
the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Shermene Thacher, Woodhoff; H. B. Hea- 
cock, Pacific Grove; W. B. Mosher, San Jose; and L. W. 
Schmick, San Francisco, all in the State of California, protest- 
ing against including mutual life insurance companies in the 
income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of W. C. Morris and 155 other resi- 
dents of San Francisco, Niles, Norwalk, Los Angeles, Concord, 


-—— 


Van Nuys, Hynes, Salinas, Monterey, Downey, Laws, Artesia, 
Ana- 


Pieasanton, Oxnard, Huntington Beach, Garden Grove, 
heim, Santa Ana, Ontario, Gilroy, Meridian, Moss, El Monte, 
Woodland, Westminster, Pacific Grove, Colusa, Long 
and Marysville, all in the State of California, protesting against 


the proposed reduction in the duty on sugar; to the Committee 


on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petition of the city coun- 
cil of Providence, R. I., protesting against the use of billboards 
by the United States War and Navy Departments to advertise [ 
their recruiting service; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: Petition of Frank P. Donnonworth, 
Bucyrus; Prof. C. A. Krout, Tiffin; W. O. Thompson, presi- 
Frederick 
Haberman, Marion, all in the State of Ohio, protesting against 


dent of the Midland Mutual Life Insurance Co.; 


r. ASHBROOK: Petitions of E. J. Conley, ssomeaiies 
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including mutual life insurance companies in the ine 


| bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Petition of sundry . 
of the fifteenth congressional district of Pennsylvania 
ing against including mutual life insurance compani 
income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Me: 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: Petition of sundry business 
citizens of Portland, Oreg., protesting against 

life insurance in the income-tax |, 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEVY: 
United States, ag: 


mutual companies 


milling compan 
the fre 


Petition of sundry 


inst placing flour on 


Comittee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petitions of sundry manufacturers of butt 


States of New York and New Jersey against reduction 
duly on i ; to the Committee on Way J 

Also, S. Mathews, of Louisiana, 1 | 
ders’s Yonkers, N. Y.. against redu 


vegetal 
petiti 


. , 
Poli { 


ie ivory 
sor c 
) f 


) 
' 
ine.), OF 


duty on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and M¢ 
Also, petition of the Eppinger & Russell Co., of N 
N. Y., against the duty on creosote oil; to the 
Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the C. H. Parsons Co.,.of New Y 


against the duty on jute yarns; to the Committee on W 


Means. 
Also, petition of the American Spice Trade Asso 
| New York, N. Y., against the duty on ground spice; 


mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Lancaster Leaf Tobacco Board of 
of Lancaster, Pa., against free from the P 
Islands; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Alse, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Plat 
N. Y., against the proposed reorganization of the Cust 
ice; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, of the Joseph Dixon Crucible Co., of 1 
N. Y., against reduction of the duty on lead pencils; to t) 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William Yickert, of New York City, : 
the clause prohibiting the importation of wild-bird plum 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Anthony E. Roth, of New York City, 
reduction of the duty on lithographs; to the Committee o1 vs 
and Means. 

Also, petitions of 4 citizens of New York City, favori 
feather proviso prohibiting the importation of skins and 
age of wild birds; to the Committee on Ways and Mea: 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of New York City, 
mutual life insurance in the income-tax bill; to the Co! 
on Ways-and Means. 

Also, petition of the Bronston Bros. & Co., of New York ( 
against increase of the duty on blocked straw hats; 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Peter F. Bell, of New York City, agvinst 
reduction of the duty on stained glass; to the Comm 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Confectioners and Ice Cream M 
turers’ Protective Association, of New York City, fav 
duction of the duty on rock salt; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New \ 
asking the Committee on Banking and Currency to esta! 
the method by which the income tax shall be collected; 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Meyer & Lange, of New York City, protesting 
against assessment of a fee on protests against the as ent 
of duty by the collector of customs; to the Committee on \\:\ys 
and Means. 

Also, petition of E. A. G. Intemann, jr., asking that the dt) 
be reduced on rock salt; to the Committee on Ways and \ s 

Also, petition of E. A. G. Intemann, jr., protesting as: 
including mutual life insurance companies in the inco! ax 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petitions of sundry citizens of New Jerse) 


elgars 


petition 


against mutual life insurance in the income-tax bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. STEENERSON: Petitions of sundry citizens ©! 
nesota, against mutual life insurance in the income-tax |) 
the Committee on Ways and Means. . 


By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of A. I. I! & 
Sons, San Francisco, Cal., protesting against the proposed rt 
duction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways “0d 
Means. t 


Also, petition of the Globe Grain & Milling Co. and the GI 
Western Milling Co., of Los Angeles, Cal.y protesting ®e:!)>' 


















































———$—$— 


1913 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—ILIOUSE. 


ing a duty on wheat while admitting flour free of duty; to Mr. MURDOCK. A parliamentary iu 





ba 


} i ] ry. 
. Committee on Ways and Means. The SPEAKER. The gentleman wiil st ite if 
\Iso, petition of sundry business concerns and citizens of | Mr. MURDOCK. What is the practice of the 
1 tngeles and other towns of California, protesting against | recognition for a motion to recommit? 
i ling mutual life insurance com anies in the income-tax The SPEAKER, The Chair laid down this rule, fr 
pill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. | he never intends to depart unless overruled by the Ho 
\lso, petition of the San Francisco Labor Council, San Fran- | on a motion to recommit he will give preference to t] 
cisco, Cal, relative to the appointment of a chief inspector | man at the head of the minority list, provided he q 
and two assistant chiefs for the inspection of locomotive boilers; | then go down the list of the minority of the committee u 
to the Committee on Labor. lis gotten through with. And then if no one of them 
By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of Local No. 231, Cigar Makers’ motion to recommit the Chair will recognize the gentlen 
Ur on, of Amsterdam, N. Y., against the admission of Philippine Illinois [Mr. MANN] to make it, but if he dees not do s 
made cigars free of duty; to the Committee on Ways and | recognize the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] 
Means. ‘eader of the third party in the House [Ap = 
Also, petitions of sundry residents of the thirtieth district of Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, the Speake out 
New York, against the inclusion of mutual life insurance in the | the essential elements as to that recog hat 
income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. wan who offers a motion to recommit d wh r 
ps must be against the bill. 
i The SPEAKER. Of course. The Chal id that he 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. deitenaeitilin. ‘thes ta whet tha Chade ssoont by thes 
r 2 > Mr. MURDOCK. Then, by the Speaker's m t! 
irorspay, May 8, 1913. recognition goes to the gentleman from New York 
The House met at 2 o’clock p. m. The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- Mr. MURDOCK. And there: fter to whom? 
lowing prayer: The SPEAKER. The next man on tl f 
Father in heaven, “ We can not always trace the way where | and Means Committee, whvever he i en : 
Thou Almighty Oue dost move,” but we most fervently pray | line, seriatim. 
that, with perfect faith and confidence, we may follow .where Mr. MURDOCK. A parliamentary wiry 
Thou dost leed, assured that though the way be often obscure, The SPEAKER. The gentleman w tate it 
rough. and difficult at the end we shall be rewarded by a full Mr. MURDOCK. The Speaker mentioned tl 
rounded out character and hear the blessed words “* Well done, | Illinois [Mr. Mann}. 
good and faithful servant, enter thou into the joy of thy Lord.” The SPEAKER. The Chair will t 
AY present occupant of the chair laid down ! 
Journal ef the proceedings of yesterday was read and | year ago or more that in makin: i t 
oved. recompiitment the Speaker would re ‘ 
MESSAGB FROM THE SENATE. | minority of the committee if he qualified —that is, if ! 
nNnose » hill one “ ¢ dow? oO > 1 «of ¢) 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks, | ears pe ae ae 71 a { . “ oa oe : t] 
announce ‘d = ™ ae a — - ga se sengpeangeni | aittee wants to cadens scmanaeien in SI menace el ae 
n GaP the death of the Hom Lewis J. Mantin. late a iepre.| te gentleman from [lltnois [Mr. Mann}, becau 
sentative from the State of New Jersey. leader of the majority of the minority. The1 the 1 
Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the | the Speaker would recognize the gentleman f) IK 
Vice Pre ident to join the committee appointed on the part of the | Murpocx |] 
H of Representatives to take order for superintending the funeral | = 
of the Hon Lawis J. Martin, at Newton, N. J. Mr. MURDOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker ho pat 
: Kk olred, Chat the Secretary communicats a copy of these resolutions | inquiry. 
aa Repren ntatives and to the family of the deceased. . The SPEAKER. But in this case the gent nf 
And that in compliance with the foregoing resolutions the Vice } [Mr. Murpock] is on the Ways and Me Ce 
President had appointed Mr. Huenes, Mr. Martine of New Jer- | would bring him in ahead, under that rule, of th 
sey, Mr. CUMMINS, Mr. TowNsenpd, Mr. Hitcucock, Mr. REED, | from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 
and Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas as the committee on the part of Mr. MURDOCK. Another parliamentary inqi 
the SURED, The SPEAKER. The gent n will state 
rhe message also announced that the Senate had passed with Mr. MURDOCK. If the gentleman fron ew } 
al endments bill of the following title, in which the concurrence | Payne] is recognized to move to r mit 
of the House of Representatives was requested : portunity to amend the motion to recor 
H.R.2441. An act making appropriations for sundry civil| The SPEAKER. You do if the gentleman from A 
expenses of the Gevernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, | UNperwoop] is not too quick. {| Laughter. | 
1914, and for other purposes. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker. I will ask the ¢ 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. report the motion to recommit, embodying the 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to — = a —_ - as anata 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 2441) making ap-| The Clerk read as follows: 
propriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government Pe ie. oes mit the bill (IT. R. 2221) to red ty : 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes, | and to provide re venue for the Gover nt, and { t 
disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. the Committee on Ways and Means, x : a 
the SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York (Mr. Frrz- | $30) pore ee ene tit will peowlde _— 
GaEALo] Asks unanimous consent to take the sundry civil ap "First. For a tariff commi si o In t} e followin 
Propriation bill from the Speaker's table, disagree to the Senate 4. That 8 commission is hereby created, to 
amendments, and ask for a conference. Is there objection? er iored te San eetiaed i. ae itt } a 
rhere was no objection, and the Speaker announced as con- Senate. The members first appol ited under this 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. FirzcrraLp, Mr. SHeR.ey, | oMce from the date of qualification for the tert 
and Mr, Gituerr five, and six years, respectively, from and af 1 d 
A. D 1913, the term of each to | 
THE TARIFF. their successors shall be appointed ter t 
‘he SPEAKER. Just before the adjournment last night the captceh tore of ene Soe oe a. 
gentleman from Dilinois {Mr. Mann] demanded the reading of | shall designate a member of the commission to be the chairma 
the engrossed bill H. R. 8321 during the term for whieh he is appoint vd. Any f er ma 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my demand for the aaa Se eee eee Sena ‘th: coe ame a 
reading of the engrossed bill. r es, ; ' ee tees ot the came. “ itic il oaetn i t “me : r 
Mr. PAYNE. I gs t i i commission shall constitute a . iorum. The chairman of s 
Speaker. I ceili pevneee Se rom Po =e a a sion shall receive a salary of $7,500 per annum and the other 
Which I send to the Clerk’ l e instructions each a salary - wae oe r my ; poe eomenieet - ab r. : 
; s desk. thority to appoint a secretary and fix his comnensation, and to 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr Speaker and fix the compensation of such other employees as it may ti 
The SPEAKER. For what perpese does th tl t sary to the performance of its duties , iy ee 
Kansas (Mr. Mu } rise? purty oe e gentieman from : oan — Se “ Sas commtaten s! : ] in 
Mr. MURDOCK rion « . body oy one or more of its nemabers, ‘Or through ite 
The SPEAKER. Tv ve also a motion to recommit. conduct investigations at any other place or places, eit! 
here can not be two of them at once. States or foreign countries, as the commission may determ 
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expenses of the commission, Including all necessary expenses for trans- 
portation incurred by the members or by their employees under their 
ordet in making any investigations, or upon official business in any 
other places than in Washington shall be allowed and paid on the pres- 
entation of itemized vouchers therefor, approved by the chairman of 
the commission Should said commission require the attendance of 
any witness, either in Washington or any place not the home of said 
witness, said witness shall be paid the same fees and mileage that are 
paid witnesses In the courts of the United States. 

“C. That is shall be the dvty of said commission to investigate the 
cost of production of all articles which by any act of Congress now 
in force or hereafter enacted are made the subject of tariff legiSiation, 
with special referen to the prices paid domestic and foreign labor 
and the prices paid for raw materials, whether domestic or imported, 
entering into manufactured articles, producers’ prices and retail prices 
of commodities, whether domestic or imported, the condition of domestic 
und foreign markets affecting the American products, including detailed 
information with respect thereto, together with all other facts which 
iay be necessary or convenient in fixing import duties or in aiding the 
President and other officers of the Government in the administration of 
the customs laws, and said commission shall also make investigation of 
any such subject whenever directed by either House of Congress. 

‘D. That to enable the President to secure information as to the 
effect of tariff rates, restrictions, exactions, or any regulations imposed 
at any time by any foreign country upon the importation into or sale 
in any such foreign country of any products of the United States, and 
as to any export bounty paid or export duty imposed or prohibition 
made by any country upon the exportation of any article to the 
United States which discriminates against the United States or the 
products thereof, and to assist the President in negotiating trade agree- 
ments with foreign nations and other administrative provisions of the 
customs laws, the commission shall, from time to time, make report, as 
the President shall direct. 

“I. That for the purposes of this act said commission shall kave 
power to subpewna witnesses, to take testimony, administer oaths, and 
to require any person, firm, copartnership, corporation, or association 
engaged in the production, importation, or distribution of any article 
under investigation to produce books and papers relating to any mat- 
ter pertaining to such investigation In case of failure to comply 
with the requirements of this section, the commission may report to 
Congress such failure, specifying the names of such persons, the indi- 
vidual names of such firm or copartnership, and the names of the offi- 
cers and directors of each such corporation or association so failing, 
which report shall also specify the article or articles produced, im- 
ported, or distributed by such person, firm, copartnership, corporation, 
or association, and the tariff schedule which applies to such article. 

“i That in any investigation authorized by this act the commis- 
sion may obtain such evidence or information as it may deem advisable, 
for its confidential use, and in case the evidence or information is so 
obtained, said commission shall not be required to divulge the names of 
persons furnishing such evidence or information: Provided, That no 
evidence or information so secured under the provisions of this section 
from any person, firm, copartnership, corporation, or association shall 
be made public in such manner as to be available for the use of any 
business competitor or rival. 

*G. That said commission shall make reports to Congress of its 
investigations, including an annual report and such special reports as 
the President or either House of Congress may direct. Said reports 
shall be printed as public documents. Ten thousand copies of the an- 
nual report shall be published and ready for distribution on the first 
Monday of December of each year. 

“Hl. That upon the taking effect of this act there shall be trans- 
ferred to the tariff commission hereby created all such property and 
equipment, books, and papers, as were possessed or used by the body 
heretofore known as the ‘ Tariff Board,’ in connection with the sub- 
jects for which the tariff commission is hereby created.” 

Second. For a revision of Schedule K, relating to wool and manu- 
factures of wool, as follows, to wit: 

“1. All wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals 
shall be divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged 
thereon, into the two following classes: 

“9 Class 1, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, 
or other wools of merino blood, {mmediate or remote, Down clothing 
wools, and wools of like character with any of the preceding, includ- 
ing Bagdad wool, China lamb’s wool, Castel Branco, Adrianople skin 
wool or butcher's wool, and such as have been heretofore usually im- 
ported into the United States from Buenos Aires, New Zealand, Aus- 
ralia, Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, Egypt, 
Morocco, and elsewhere, and Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down 
combing woole, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of 
English blood, and usually known by the terms herein used, and all 
wools not hereinafter included in class 2, and also the hair of the camel, 
Angora goat, alpaca, and other like animals. 

“3. Class 2, that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cor- 
dova, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, Russian camel’s hair, and all such 
wools of like character as have been heretofore usually imported into 
the United States from Turkey, Greece, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting 
improved wools hereinafter provided for. 

“4, The standard samples of all wools which are now or may be 
hereafter deposited in the principal customhonses of the United States, 
under the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be the 
standards for the classification of wools under this act, and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is authorized to renew these standards and to 
make such additions to them from time to time as may be required, 
and he shall cause to be deposited like standards in other custom- 
houses of the United States when they may be needed. 

“5. Whenever wools of_class 2 shall have been improved by the 
admixture of merino or English blood from their present character, 
as represented by the standard samples now or hereafter to be de- 
posited in the principal customhouses of the United States, such im- 
proved wools shall be classified for duty as class 1. 

“6. If any bale or package of wool or hair specified In this act, 
invoiced or entered as of class 2, or claimed by the importer to be 
dutiable as of class 2, shall contain any wool or hair subject to the 
rate of duty of class 1, the whole bale or package shall be subject to 
the rate of duty chargeable on wool of class 1; and if any bale or 
yackage be claimed by the importer to be shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, 
mir, or other material of any class specified in this act, and such 
bale contain any admixture of any one or more of said materials, or 
of any other material, the whole bale or package shall be subject to 
duty at the highest rate imposed upon any article in said bale or 
package. 

“7, The duty on all wools and hair of class 1, if imported in the 
grease, shall be laid upon the basis of its clean content. The clean 
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content shall be determined by scouring tests which Shall be ; 
cording to regulations which the Secretary of the Treasury | 
scribe. The duty on all wools and hair of class 1 imported 
grease shall be 18 cents per pound on the clean content, as 


above. If imported scoured, the duty shall be 19 cents per pour 


a “8. The duty on all wools of class 2, including camel’s hair 
2, imported in their natural condition, shall be 7 cents per 
scoured, 19 cents per pound: Provided, That on consumption 
of class 2, including camel's hair, in the manufacture of carpet 
gets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, mats, ru rs f 
screens, covers, hassocks, bedsides, art squares, and portions o{ 
or carpeting hereafter manufactured or produced in the United 
in whole or in part from wools of class 2, including camel's hai 
which duties have been paid, there shall be allowed to the manu 
or producer of such articles a drawback equal in amount to ¢ 
paid less 1 per cent of such duties on the amount of the woo! 
2, including camel’s hair of class 2, contained therein : such d 
shall be paid under such rules and regulations as the Secreta 
Treasury may prescribe. et 
“9. The duty on wools on the skin shall be 2 cents less p 
than is imposed upon the clean content as provided for wools of 
and 1 cent less per pound that is Imposed upon wools of « 
ported in their natural condition, the quantity to be ascertain 
such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


7 10. Top waste and slubbing waste, 18 cents per pound. 
11. Roving waste and ring waste, 14 cents per pound. 

“12. Noils, carbonized. 14 cents per pound. 

“13. Noils, not carbonized, 11 cents per pound. 

“14. Garnetted waste, 11 cents per pound. 


“15. Thread waste, yarn*waste, and wool wastes not sp 
cents per pound. 

“16. Shoddy, mungo, and wool extract, 8 cents per pound. 

“17. Woolen rags and flocks, 2 cents per pound. 

“18. Combed wool or tops, made wholly or in part of wool. o: 
hair. 20 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in ; 
thereto 10 per cent ad valorem. 

“19. Wool and hair which have been advanced in any man: 
any process of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured « 
but less advanced than yarn, not specially provided for in thi 
20 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in 
thereto 10 per cent ad valorem. 

“20. On yarns, made wholly or in part of wool, valued at 
than 30 cents per pound, the duty shall be 214 cents per po 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 10 per cent a 

“Valued at more than 30 cents and not more than 50 
pound, 214 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and 
tion thereto 15 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than 50 cents and not more than 8&0 
pound, 214 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and 
tion thereto 20 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than 80 cents per pound, 214 cents per 
the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 25 per 
valorem. 

“21. On cloths, knit fabrics, flannels, felts, and all fabri 
description made wholly or in part of wool, not specially pr 
in this section, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound 
shall be 25 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, a: 
tion thereto 30 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 60 
pound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, a: 
tion thereto 35 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than 60 cents and not more than 80 « 
pound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and 
tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

* Valued at more than 80 cents and not more than $1 per p 
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addit 
45 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than $1 and not more than $1.50 per | 
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
50 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than $1.50 per pound, 26 cents per pound 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 55 per cent ad \ 
“922. On blankets and flannels for underwear composed wh: 
part of wool, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, t! 
shall be 234 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, 

addition thereto 20 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 50 cents | 
234 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in 
thereto 25 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 23% cents per 
the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 50 per < 
valorem. 

“Provided, That on blankets over 3 yards in length the sam 
shall be paid as on cloths. 

“23. On ready-made clothing and articles of wearing appare 
or woven, of every description, made up or manufactured who 
part and composed wholly or in part of wool, the rate of du 
be as follows: 

“Tf valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty 
25 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in 
thereto 35 per cent ad valorem. 4 

“If valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 60 « 
pound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and 
tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

“If valued at more than 60 cents and not more than 80 
pound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and 
tion thereto 45 per cent ad valorem. 

“If valued at more than 80 cents and not more than $1 p 
26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in 
thereto 50 per cent ad valorem. s 

“If valued at more than $1 and not more than $1.50 per p 
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
55 per cent ad valorem. 

“If valued at more than $1.50 per pound, 26 cents per pound 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 60 per cent ad \ 
“24. On all manufactures of every description made who 
art of wool, not specially provided for in this section, the du 
26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in 
thereto 50 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That if the compo! 
terial of chief value in such manufactures is wood, paper, 
any of the baser metals, the duty shall be 26 cents per pounce 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 35 per cent ad \ 


and if the component material of chief value in such manuf‘ 


th 
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pre : both the dutiable list and the free rhe I 
ty shall be 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein esentheaiiiteant ae : “at cea Pe 
ddition thereto 55 per cent ad valorem, , SORE mpiated action in the future uponu the 
On handmade Aubusson, Axminster, oriental, and similar | We contend that a provision creating a t . 
( nd rugs, made wholly or in part of wool, the rate of duty | give further information to Congress in 
: » 50 per cent ad valorem: on all other carpets of every descrip re oe a oes : oer 
ievets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, mats, rugs heteanetee ol the t malls is-a part and pare ol e | 
*-oreens, covers, hassocks, bedsides, art squares, and portions | hoW revise the tariff and obtain informat l 
or py ging = wholly or in part of wool, the duty shall | in this bill for other revisions of the tari! 
- cent ad valorem. on ane, blamed shit a A ae : a 
Whenever, in any schedule of this act, the word ‘wool’ is | It is ru Nat tis Proposition was pres i ( 
tion with a manufactured article of which it is a com- | Mittee of the Whole House on tl tute of | | il 
I t material, it shall be held to include wool or hair of the sheep, | out of order by the distinguished n 
; at, alpaca, or other animal, whether manufactured by the (Mr. Gari Sieg oP ' 
: worsted, felt, or any other process.’ Be . FARRETT], then occupying the i 
F | For a revision of Sehedule I, relating to cotton manufactures, | Made by the oc upant of the chair, I 
hall provide such classifications of, and such tariff rates upon, | there was fundamental object to co ' ‘ 
es enumerated therein as shall be equal, as to the articles | mission ger I { “iil 
: l in the United States, to the difference in cost of prod ietion AL SSIC a atl tue to a tariul re on ‘ 
' ted States and in foreign countries of the articles enumerated | Mental and part of complete ta f revis to 
rdance with the facts found by the Tariff Board in its report | obtaining full information for future tariff 1 
ted to Congress on the 26th day of March, 1912. | gentleme? the her alfe { ars 
th. For a revision of the remaining tariff schedules so as to | © remen on ~ other side think that this 1 
ie tariff rates which shall be equal, as to the articles produced | IS written, 1s like the laws of the Medes 
United States, to the estimated difference in cost of production | changeable? 
I'nited States and in foreign countries of the articles enumer- | Do gentle 1 
the extent of reasonable protection of home industries. i v gentlemen on the Democratic side assume th th 
In revising said schedules, the tariff rates shall be adjusted word has been written when this tariff law I j 
> duties on the units of quantity of each article so far as the | Pio they consider that there never will } : 
practicable. tariff law in the future? If it be fundament 
During the reading of the foregoing, the following occurred: | mission to obtain information is not 1 ted 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in the motion to recommit there is tariff, it can only be upon the supposit 
‘ined the language of the Payne tariff-commission bill, | when written, is the end of tariff legislatio 
\\ bh has already been before the House, and there is also the | So that if there were no provisions in this 1 ; 
cuage of the Payne woolen-schedule revision bill, which has | the dutiable list and the free list I would 
heen before the House; and I ask unanimous consent that | provision for a tariff commission was ¢ ne 
the reading of those bills may not be had, but that they may tion to revise the tariff as to th ins a 
be inserted in the REcorpD. and the free list, because men of sense ¢« re] { 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] that there will be further revision and chai 
isks unanimous consent that the two propositions, one about the future; and to assume that the obt 
the tariff commission and the other about the woolen schedule, | be of no aid in future revisious of the t { t ‘ 
be itted from the reading. | al knowledge now resides in a small membershiy this Ul 
Mr. MANN. That they be printed in the Recorp, but not read. | of Representatives. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? | But there are other provisions in the bill to which t1 
ree . . ! . . . . . 
rhere was no objection. } commission proposition 18 also geri ne I ( " « 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order | the Speaker to paragraph R of Section ITI on p IS 
ist the motion to recommit. | That whenever imported merchandise Is subje { 1 ad 
Mr. MANN. I would like to have the rest of the motion put. | of duty, or to . duty bas d upon or regulated i 
, ‘ 7 ri. 7 ‘ * *) : | Value ti reof, 1¢ duty shall be assess: non the rr 
fhe SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from | jy) cicente price Sakenade Gt het Eo xportat i 
Alabama [Mr. UNprrwoop] to make his point of order when the | States, in the principal markets of t cou vf 
t comes. | that such actual market value shal » held to | t ‘ 
The Clerk concluded the reading of the motion to recommit. | kote in the usaal wholeatle auantities nad the, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order seller, shipper, or owner would |} ive I ived, and w 
that the motion to recommit contains substantive matters that | for ~_ ee —— es in t 
< a : } usug Wholesale quantit 
germane to the bill under consideration. ee ee ee ede 
[ shall not take up the time of the House in engaging in a And further, in line 22 of page 154 
‘thy discussion of the motion at this time. because I think That = wane Oy é' or “actual market 
: , ‘ price, Whenever used in this t in \ 
S k er is following the precedents. In the last ¢ ongress praisement of imported merchandise, 1] 
himself ruled that where a matter that is not germane is | market value or wholesale price oft 
contained in a motion to recommit it carries out with it all the | Parable in value therewith, as defined tm this a 
other questions contained in the motion to recommit. | Here is one proposition in the bil! ‘whi 
(he point that I make and the feature to which I direct my | plates the learning by the officials of this country of 1 
m chiefly is the part of the motion that seeks to | value and the wholesale price of all or of the 
est sh a tariff board or commission. My contention is, Mr. | carried by the tariff bill. And, further, paragraph U of th 
Speaker, that that is not germane because it does not relate | same section provides: 
to the object and the purpose of this bill. | U. That if any pet persons, 
» question was very thoroughly discussed in the Committee | . Y ing, enctgning. a man facturing me “hay e e7 to t 
f +} y 2 ° ited ates sSDAal il or retuse to supmi | l } ) 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and inasmuch | gujy ‘accredited investigating officer of t United § : 
is the Speaker was present at the time that I addressed myself | requested to do, any or all of his ks, re 
UC Chairman of the committee, and heard it, I shall not | ‘258 ¢ ee ee a ae, ne 
it on the Speaker again. a or a ee ee eee 
MP MANN. Mr. Speaker, the motion to recommit contains a old, shipped, consigned, or 1 d 
direction to the Committee on Ways and Means to report the | porations, or other bodies and imported Into the Ur 
bill back to the House with a provision creating a tariff com- Here is a paragra] the bill which ‘ 
mission. It might be well to state that it is not the theory of | Secretary of the Treasury, or the her ! 
= motion, or the notion of this side of the House, that that | Government of the United States, to investigate b or ds 
revision of the tariff should be postponed until the tariff com- | and accounts of every person offering to se nSign, OF 
Inission to be created had reported. We do not ask or suggest | manufacture merchandise to be exported to the United Stat 
_ But the proposition for the creation of a tariff commission | through a duly accredited investigating r of the United 
C “ubmitted in order to obtain the information upon which | States. Is not that as broad in its purpose, to the exten 
cnet ae hereafter act in making further revisions of the | it goes, as the creation of a tariff commission to no pI ; 
ry fr £ i e 
aN irom time to time. and cost abroad? 
rhe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] makes the This proposition authorizes the investigation of foreign f 
voint Of order that the tariff-commission proposition is not ger- | tories, of foreign manufacturing establishments, of fore‘gn 
e to the provisions in this bill. What is the bill? It is a | Wholesalers, and foreign jobbers, and any person engazed in 
cane for a general and complete revision of the tariff: the selling of produce or products to be sl ip] ed to the United 
ys . ‘ng also for the collection of internal revenue in the way | States. : . 
which some tax, and making many other provisions, some of Again, paragraph V of Section IIT provides 
“th iat on designed to give information to Congress for future V. That if any person, persons, « oration } 
’ ona < . 4 o orts ; rerceba “ ) ft 
one ua of the tariff. The whole scope of tariff legislation is ly Be ntesiedt aarehas 
req . . ¥ a . re F i po ‘ : eh ’ 
‘fo In this bill, revising every item in the tariff list, to submit to the inspection of a duly accrediicd 
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of t d States, upon req » from the chief officer of 
‘ the 1 t whe icl ise entered, any or all of 
] 1 ( ( s Dp to tl value or class tion 
of } orted 1 hand Sec ry of the T sury, | 
in | etion, is authorized wt allure or refusal continues, 
to « l¢ m entry any and all merchandise consigned or shipped, 
or nded for delivery, to such person, pers¢ orporations, or other | 
l iling or ref ng 

\ do we find in these two paragraphs? First, that the | 
ee * . : : | 
in ting officer of the United States may make investiga- | 
. : . | 

tions of any foreign producer, any foreign shipper, any foreign 
: ‘ . ' 
m facturer, any foreign factory; and next, that he may make | 
investigation of any importer, any person who has bought for- | 
eign goods and brought them to the United States, any mer- | 
el t who brings goods into the United States, any manufac- | 
turer who brings raw materials into the United States. Anyone 
who imvorts foreign goods must throw his books open for in- | 
ve ien by the investigating officer, or he can not import 
good On the one hand, no exporter can ship goods to the | 
United States unless he permits an investigation of his books, | 
howing the prices and costs of production, and no person, on | 
the other hand, can import goods into the United States unless 
he produces his books showing the cost so far as it applies to 
the goods. 
Now, the only difference between the two propositions, the 
one in the bill and the one we submit, is this: The two provi- 
in the bill authorize the Trexsury Department to make 

these wide and sweeping investigations, but the Treasury De- 
partment is a partisan department under the control of one 
party in the Government. We propose a nonpartisan commis- | 
slon to make the investigation which will help the confidence of | 


all political parties, of all the people in the country, so far as 
it is possible to have c in the report of any board. 
Will people say, when you offer a proposition to have a political 
partisan investigation, that it is not germane to change the per- 
sons who make the investigation into a nonpartisan or biparti- 
board? Certainly it is only a change of the persons who 
are to make the investigation. Investigation is provided for in 
the bill, but unfortunately, as political parties go, seldom does 
one party have complete confidence in the report of the political 
agents of the other party. 

Not only that, Mr. Speaker, but in Section IV of this bill, page 
195, paragraph A, it is provided— 


y fidence 


san 


That for the purpose of readjusting the present duties on importa- 
tions into the United States and at the same time to encourage the 
‘ trade of this country, the President of the United States is au- 
thorized and empowered to negotiate trade agreements with foreign 
nations wherein mutual concessions are made looking toward freer 
trade relations and further reciprocal expansion of trade and com- 
merce: Provided, however, That said trade agreements before becoming 
operative shall be submitted to the Congress of the United States for 





ratification or rejection. 
Here is a proposition authorizing the President to make in- 


vestigation. For what purpose? For the purpose of having | 
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| legislation. 


|} ascertains cert: 


| provide that 


| the President 
| to obtain the information. 
| be transmitted to Congress for future action or 


| Congress. 


| matter? 


legislation by Congress. Because the only way that Congress | 
can ratify or reject the convention would be by legislation. | 
Here is a proposition authorizing the President to make investi- 
gation which must be made before he enters into trade conven- 
tions or trade agreements and submit these trade agreements to 
Congress for its disposition. How can it be claimed that a pro- 
vision directing the President to appoint a nonpartisan tariff 
board to make these investigations is not germane to the propo- 
sition requiring or authorizing the President to make trade | 


agreements and submit them to Congress for legislation? 

The purpose of a tariff commission is to obtain information 
for the purpose of aiding Congress in future legislation upon the 
tariff. The purpose of paragraph A, Section IV, is to have the 


President obtain information and submit that information to 
Congress for future legislation by Congress in regard to the | 
tariff. 

Not only that, but on page 215, paragraph R, of Section IV, it 








is provided 

That whenever articles are exported to the United States of a 
class or kind made or produced in the United States, if the export or 
actual selling price to an importer in the United States, or the price at 
which such goods are consigned is less than the fair market value of 
the same article when sold for home consumption in the usual and 
ordinary cour in the country whence exported to the United States 
at the time of its exportation to the United States, there shall, in addi- 
tion to the duttes otherwise established, be levied, collected, and paid 
gn such article on its importation Into the United States a special duty 


(or dumping duty) equal to the difference between the said export or 


actual selling price of the article for export or the price at which such 
goods are consigned, and the said fair market value thereof for home 
eonsumption, provided that the said special duty shall not exceed 15 per 
cent ad valorem in y ca ind that goods whereon the @uties other- 
wise established are equal to 50 per cent ad valorem shall be exempt 
from such special duty. 


Here is another proposition requiring an investigation of the 
prices at which all articles imported into the United States 
sell in the country from which they come if they are on the 
dutiable list. 


| orp of instructions which were not covered in the « 
| To this motion I made the point of order. 
| sition in the form of a bill to create one department ot 
| ernment 


| before the House. 











Then I call the attention of the Speaker to paraey 
Section IV, page 216, which reads: 
S. That the President shall 














cause to be ascertained each 
amount of imports and exports of the articles enup 
various paragraphs in section 1 of this act and cau j 
be made of the amount of the domestic production and co; 
said articles, and where it is ascertained that the ir 


paragraph amount to less than 5 per cent of the dome 






of the articles enumerated he shall advise the Congress as 
and his conclusions by special message. 


What does this section contemplate? It contem 


| ing by the President of the United States infor 


transmitted to the Congress in contemplation of 
It means nothing except that when th 
in facts he shall advise Congress 
judgment, ought to be made in the way of cha 
law. Now, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 1 
that while the bill provides that the President sh; 
information, it is not germane for us to say how t! 
shall obtain the information. He says that it is 
the President shall obtain the infor: 
through Democratic officials, but not in order to 


+ 


may appoint a bipartisan or nonpart 
In either case the infor 


Now, Mr. Speaker, what are the rules in refer 
The old rule of the House, which ha 
rules of the House for many years, paragraph 7 or 
provides: 

And no motion or proposition on the subject adit 
under consideration shall be admitted under color of am 


§ bi 


There have been some rulings on this provision 
I will call the attention of the Speaker toa rather 1 
made not by a regular Speaker of the House, but by 
great parliamentarians of the House, who has of 
nounced as an arbitrary parliamentarian and ace 
the faults which could come from arbitrary pow 
John Dalzell. formerly of this House. 
When the bill providing for the Department of Co 
Labor was before the House 
The SPEAKER. From what is the gentleman rx 
Mr. MANN. I am reading from a private book 
The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed the cé¢ 
reading from a public document. The gentleman 

Mr. MANN. The Chair will find the proposition in 
of January 17, 1903, at page 927. I had charge of 
the House. The bill provided for a Department of 
and Labor. The gentleman from Alabama, Mr. R 
offered a motion to recommit with instructions. T! 
of that motion was in this form: 


Resolved, That the pending bill be recommitted to the ( 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce with instructions to 
bills to the Howse to create and establish two separate 
a Department of Labor and a Department of Commer 
same dicnity as existing departments. and each with a 
the Cabinet of the President, and to assign to each of t! 
proper and relative bureaus; and with Instructions als 
section 7 of the bill and insert the following as a section 


Then follows a couple of columns in the CoNnoress 


‘ 
« 








Here w 






and a motion to recommit with instructions 
in one or more bills to create two departments of tie | 
ment, with different authority from that carried 
If this proposition of ours now 
sideration is subject to a point of order, then the 
to recommit made at that time would be subject to 
order tenfold. After discussion in the House the 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. Dalzell, who was acting as S 
tempore, overruled the point of order and held the 
recommit in order, because the House, having juris 
the general subject in the bill before the House, cou 
back to a committee with such instructions as it pleas 
The SPEAKER. Was that on a motion to reco! 
motion to refer? 
Mr. MANN. That was a motion to recommit. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentien 
if he believes that decision was correct? 
Mr. MANN. I do. : 
The SPEAKER. Does it not run counter to suncr 
rendered by various Speakers? 
Mr. MANN. The distinguished gentleman now !1 
did not think so at that time. [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER. But a man is supposed to learn 
in the course of time, and it seems the gentleman ‘l 
[Mr. MANN] also changed his mind. [Renewed laus 
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an emma aeneiesiietniaeatatnaenenins = 
tr MANN. Mr. Speaker, when I am in charge of a bill, | witten the Speaker, then minority leadet le f 
1 he gentleman from Alabama, I take advantage of technical | True, it is rather mean to do so— 
s p sitions where the other side is seeking to gain advantage; rhe SPEAKER. Go ahead: that is all rig 
} we had in the chair a parliamentarian woe acting as Mr. MANN. Sut I guess the Speaker, 
! ,  - 
C er. was unwilling to endeavor to give the Republican side | callous to all these things and takes the! 
a House a partisan advantage, and he held the motion to} going. It is true that four years ago, on the , 
‘ . . . , . . ‘ . ‘ 
' iit was in order and we were compelled to go on rec cord the distinguished gentleman from Missouri Mr. Cl 
: , 9 roll eall to defeat it. recommit the bill, this side of the House, 1 being af t 
rhe SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman another | being cowards, always willing to go on record, did 1 
/ mn. and that is if he thinks that decision is in point? the point of order. We were willing to face tl saat 
MM MANN, Mr. Speaker, if I did not, I would not have | willing to vote upon it. [Applause on the Rk de.] 
/ dit. Of course, it is in point, directly, squarely in point. | Over there you are afraid to face the issue: rr oO 
What is the other provision of the rule? ‘There is the further | vote upon it; you invoke the technical rules, which we did 
sion in the rules, put there for the first time by a Demo- | invoke four years ago. I do not know what d 
Congress, being paragraph 38 of Rule XXI, that have been if there had been a point of ordei dd 
\ ndment shall be in order to any Dill affecting revenue which tion to recommit four years ago, but my ow! a 
.ymane to the subject matter in the bill; nor shall any amend-} with the broadness of mind of the gentleman ‘ \ 
m : + ‘ : hi . i ractiw elate | 
any item of such bill be in order which does not directly relate | the Speaker's chair, the Hon, Joseph G. Cannon, he 
a fo eee ae eet vere overruled the point of order and held t iN 
only portion of that rule which can be in point is the relating to the tariff was in order and tl Ilous 
| ion that no amendment shall be in order to any bill vote it up or down. Four years o the ] S che 
‘ ig revenue which is not germane to the subject matter in| . Lotion to recommit 
What was the reason for adopting that provision? Among other things. he provided for a n 
7 was considerable agitation in the country toward having | mum tariff. [Applause on the Republi side I 
legislation by schedules, or piecemeal, instead of in a | it, as did the sentleman from Alsh ayes a 
® * ° : ‘ to. . . 2 | , a i & Miu POU) AALS he | 
» bill. It was the intention of the Democratic side of | ing to ebtais power. In a motion to rec oa 
use during the Sixty-second Congress to bring in tariff- long, nearly half of the provision Paine ony her 
e bills to revise the tariff schedule by schedule. There |} ing a maximum and 1 ietoneen TT nea 
rood many proposition s submitted both here and at the |! nearly half the pro} osition they tted ‘ wis 
id of the Capitol designed to prevent amendments on | to p A Sin a a aliens rer poet aaa a aie 
or of either the House or the Senate which would add |)... the power to provide a : , 
lule of the taviff law to another schedule of the tariff | they had up their hands in bate horror at d 
If a bill were brought in revising the chemical schedule, | to accept an amendment fro oe 7 on 
propositions were designed to rule out of order amend maximum and minimum in the tariff } V 
revising, say, the metal schedule or the woolen schedule; | side seeking power they wanted maximum id 
e Democratic majority wrote this provision into the rules | side, having power, no. no 7 bh And t} ' 
le purpose, as I believe, of responding to that senti- I tow the mentioman Pane alia nenaenceg 
then prevailing, that tariff revision should be schedule by also provided : | 
e. But even if it should be applied strictly to a tariff | yy ocr the P lent of the United 
. . . ci e i sit it A ' i 
" in a complete bill, I contend that the provision which | price of any commodity ast aa ic, 
\ ve offered is germane to the subject matter in the bill. | consequence of any monope t t he Ut d 
is the provision which we have offered? Outside of the ~s in his a ae on 1d t 
5 x : : 0 nuport taxes o Lik i ! I 
for the appointment of the commission and regulating | from foreign count! Si 
ers of the commission, what is the commission to do as | enhancement in price of such ¢ ty o1 
sad and until revoked by the President 
shall be the duty of said commission to investigate the cost The gentlem: m from Alabama [Mr. 1 S 
f ail articles which by any act of Congress now in f »| that that propos mM was not get me t 1 1 I 
enacted are made the subject of tariff legislation. | last Congress, when a similar pt ition w : 
r e not have provisions in the bill which makes that in] of the tariff schedule bills, it was 1 | 
germane to a tariff bill, under tech I 
the duty of the commission to investigate the cost of the vermane to tariff schedule bill, altl i 
0 articles which by any act of Congress now in force ; ae ta pS a 
‘ ; A a nti hougbt four years ago it was ce i 
enacted are made the subject of tariff legislation. } _— . 7 
2 via ' bill. And next: 
re many items in this bill authorizing the President or a a eaalilale cole 
ry of the Saaeeny to investigate the cost of pred dut ili not exceed th 
rough the examination of books of all the articles which | and: la d ¥ ! 
ibject of tariff legislation. Then comes the additional eG ge ; 
sion or limitation or direction in our motion: i hotice, by the way that neither of | ( 
ire oO\ red I e s b \ 
V al reference to the prices paid domestic 1 f labor Py oS Cover in U 4s 
paid for raw materials, whether domestic « i ted ] nee in the mot to 1 ! ! 
into manufactured articles, produ Ss’ prices and retail pri ut of the tariff bill now. If tl Ly I 
vlities, whether domestic or nported, the condition of d : . (ae pane ae ete he | 
and foreign markets affecting the American products, including | U™ foul y¢ ars ago tiey 
1 information with respect thereto, together with all other fa: contend that it is lmproype Té us 1 
may be necessary or convenient in fixing import duties or in Having omitted them then ad 
t President and other officers of the Governm ent in the ad ee i, } r ad ited ¢ n 4 
tion of the customs laws, and said commission shal! also make | that what they advocated s | n 
i tion of any such subject whenever directed by either House of | ago is now linproper to st I 
; | Is the Speaker prepared ! that 
providing for a nonpartisan or bipartisan tariff board | four years ago was buncot { | 
E to in the same information which, under the bill, the Presi- | he knew it was not germa t 
fenut or the Secretary of the Treasury would be enabled to | do with the tariff, or will he I 
ol through political partisan sources. And the further pro ears ago was germane to tl bi 
a : 1 in our motion is: sitions are germane to t b 
: Ir * lo m { ‘ f 
» enable the Langgpennes to secure information as to the eff Mr. Sp [ do not ; 
; t tes, restrictions, exactions, or any regulations imposed at any | the Den ats are so severe ta ! l at 
y any foreign country upon the importation into or sale in any render at this time a part h decision to pre tn ( 
, ign country of any products of the United States, and as to | ,. ath of the count! And I ie that the Sneak 
Q o rt bounty paid or export duty imposed or prohibition made by | the wrath of the country. An eee getter yg 
Be wl intry upon the exportation of any article to the United States | make the ruling, in «a dance with the rules and the I 
c which discriminates against the United States or the products thereof, | dents of what is clearly germane to any tariff legislation, t} 
nation assist the President in negotiating trade agreements with foreign ealaheiied for a tariff commission is in order. [Applat on 
na 8 and other administrative provisions of the customs laws, the a provision or a ; ul MNISS1O1 : ; LAD] 
ts Qiveet ssion shall, from time to time, make report, as the President shall | the Republican side.] 
f es | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the C 
: These are the essential powers conferred upon the commis- | has been entertained by the interesting political d 
ion, e , ire & ow i : 
ea except those powers which are accessory for the purpose which the distinguished gentieman from Illinois [Mr. M 
) e e s ‘ . ant 
a c n facta, into effect the directions to the commission to ob- | has just delivered. But as 8 to the criticism of the point of order, 
h ‘n Facts. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am going to do myself the | Mr. Speaker, I fail to see that the gentlen an has thrown any 
" to call the Speaker's attention to the motion to recommit, | light on the situation. The gentleman criticizes the fact that 
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recommit that 
and maxi- 
nembers 
the Payne 
was to 
the conventional 

cent the mini- 
bill to-day. 
position in the 

a yet the 
moti because 
ameemiinns dis- 
Mr. Speaker, a 


ago offered motion to 
i reference to a minimum 
The gentleman from II! rel 
that very subject matter in 
only change that uggested 
in the bill 
iximum and a reduction 

id of the situation as It st 

nan doubt that to reverse the 
nine to the subject matter of the bill? 
1 would have the “ker ove 
uilty of offering an amend: 
ted in the bill under 

s House provides that an amendment—and this is 

ent, so far as the consideration of it 1s concerned— 
germane to the bill, to itter in the bill, 
atter in the parag which it is offered. 
, Mr ye er, the gentleman mtends that 
* board to be used for the purpose ¢ f making a tariff bill 

a eral tariff bill because the two are related 

if that true, if there were a provision before 
now to ¢ ider a paragraph levying a tax on 
the Speaker bold that to amend the provision by 

a tax on a threshing machine would be germane? 

» SPEAKER. He would not. 

NDERWOOD. The threshing m 
raw and it into the 

to create a threshing machine to 
you hold that a threshing mac 
ne to the subject. [Laughter and 

side | 

MANN. 
question ? 

rhe SPEAKER. Does the 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann]? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. In this bill, if threshing macl 
tioned, would an amendment to put them on 
them on the dutiable list be in order? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It would not be germane to the para- 
graph that taxed wheat. 

Mr. MANN. But we are not offering this amendment to a 

iragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The same proposition lies to the 
whole bill. Mr. Speaker, you might just as well say that the 
water that comes out of a pump is germane to the pump, be- 
cause they are related to each other. [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

In reference to the decision that the gentleman from Tilinois 
[Mr. MANN] referred to, decided by the distinguished gentle- 

n from Pennsylvania, Mr. Dalzell, re to a bill establish- 
ing a Department of Commerce and Labor, why, Mr. Speaker, 
no man could question, when you brought in a bill here pro- 
viding for a great department, one to administer affairs relat- 
to commerce and one relating to affairs in reference to 
labor, and join them together and call it a “ Department of 
Commerce and Labor,” that it would not be germane to say 
‘instead of one department we shall have two, and in one set 
of these bureaus a department of la and in another set a 
department of commerce.” They were related; the subject mat- 
ter was the same. 

But the question in a case of this kind is that the subject 
matter of the amendment must be directly related to the subject 
matter of the bill, and not indirectly related. And, Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman from Illinois in his argument has most forcefully 
presented to the Speaker the necessity of maintaining that rule. 
the purpose of the rules of this House is that legislation that 
comes before the House may be carefully considered and well 
thonght out by the committees before it is presented to the 
Ilouse for its consideration. 

Now, look at the scope of legislation that the gentleman from 
Illinois by his argument would invite any Member of the 
House, without thought or consideration, to foree the House to 
vote Why, he points out the fact that this bill contains 
a proy ton for the inspection of the books of foreign merchants 
under some circumstances and asks, “How we are going to 
obtain th at information unless we establish a tariff board?” 
Why, Mr. Speaker, to-day we have agents in our foreign serv- 
ice, both in the Treasury Department and in the State Depart- 
ment, that are charged with that duty as far as they can 
exercise it; and if it is necessary to amend this bill, or if 
any proposition is germane to this bill that relates indirectly 
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to the inspection of the books, then, Mr. Speaker, by 
| cision, if you hold that way, you would open a 1 
an entire reorganization of both the Treasury 
|} the Consular Service of the United States, 
Democratic side. ] 

The geutieman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] says that 
we bave charged the President of the United st 
duty of Ii iying before the Congress of the United S 
facts relating to the importation of foreign goods, 
necessity have a tariff board to perform that service 
Speaker, no man knows better than does the gent 
Illinois that the Democratic Party has already 
| machinery of government qualified not only to 
also to ascertain every fact that he seeks to ha 
tained by the establishment of a tariff board. [Appla 
Democratic side. ] 

More than that, Mr. Speaker, we have established 
of Foreign and Domestic Commerce that goes far be 
thing that these gentlemen desire to obtain in their ta: 
and it is well for the country to know it. It not o1 
power to investigate the question of cost either here o1 
the amount of imports and exports and American « 
but when a great manufacturing institut! 
its laborers with a reduction of wages be« 
has been adverse action and legislation in Congress. o 
flect on the action of the Government of the United Si 
bureau has the power to walk into their offices and 
whether there is rea! reason for their cutting the rate 
of their labor or whether it is merely a 
money into their own pockets. [Applause on the D 
side. ] 

The statement has been made that this tariff bill w 
labor and affect the wages of laboring men. I give 
now that when the men from whom you bring that 
endeavor to grind labor in the interest of Republi 
there is a bureau of this Government that is going t 
the reason why. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if you were by your decision to 0) 
bill to amendments that might indirectly relate to 1) 
matter of the bill and not directly relate to it, you w 
the most severe blow to the opportunity of this Congress 
late on revenue matters that was ever given to it 
Congress can not bring tn a bill that is confined to th 
matter of taxation, without being forced to go into the | 
and the alleys of indiscriminate legislation, but m 
to have tied to it or be assaulted by any class of purtis 
lation, discriminating legislation, or legislation that is ji 
to deflect public sentiment from the real issue before the 
if you are going to open the gates for that kind of « 
tion instead of the real rt ae matter of the bill 
revenue bill that comes before this House will be in « 
being sandbagged before it can reach the date of its 
consideration. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MURDOCK rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. \ 
is recognized for five minutes on the point of order. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, the most miracul 
that could happen at this moment would be for you to 
the point of order of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
woop}. [Laughter.] 

It is my observation in this House that rulings f 
Chair on great political questions are made up of thr 
dients: First, the moss-grown precedents and practices 
House; second, the political necessities of the hour; anc 
some mysterious and ill-defined quality which 
reside in the bosom of the Speaker which permits 
just about as he pleases. [Laughter.] 

I wish it were otherwise. I wish it were possible to 
tariff commission to this bill. I wish it net beca 
the miserable makeshift of a commission offered by th 
man from New York [applause and lavghter}—for | 
but in order that I might have an opportunity to 
proposition for an efficient tariff board. ' 

For days the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann! 
reiterated his fidelity to the proposition of a tariff « 
Why? Because he remembers that when his party 
power, when it had the Speaker and the House, when | 
Senate and the President, when it could have given th 
a tariff commission, it failed to give it. [Applause 
Democratic side.] The gentleman from [linois is now + 
ing at straws, and technical straws at that. [Applause | 
Democratic side. ] 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] and the £ 
man from Illinois [Mr. MaNN] accuse you Democrats 0! 
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The gentleman from Tllinois says, “Ah, four years ago 











‘ e Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
. ” speaking for the Republican leadership—“ were not | said, “ My friend, when you recoguize Members for del you 
ofraid.” They were not. Look at them now! { Laughter. ] may strain a point, possibly, for your party; but when you 
: rhe Speaker of the House said last night upon this floor that | rule on a parliamentary or constitutional qu 
tl toriff bill had been given more consideration than any | rule for party, but you always rule for posterity 
t ’ bill brought in for years by the Republican Party. — That That has been the rule that has invariably aud — 
is true. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] But he did not | of the present Speaker [applause], and that \ 
have to go very far to say that. {Laughter.] Four years ago | marked his predecessor. [Applause.] 
st to this hour the Republican leaders brought before this Now, as to the point of order pending before this House, th 
: long omnibus tariff bill, and with it a rule, and the rule Speaker of the House in the conclusion of : vonterd 
ed this great body to reach only five items in the Dill. | said that it took three elements to make a ff bill—219 1 
Listen! Lumber, hides, barley, barley malt, and a single amend- | jn the House, 39 men in the Senate, and 1 the Whit 
on oil, which after a fight was finally put upon the free | House. Recognizing the three element ' ; 1 to 
with the gentleman from [[linois [Mr. Mann] voting | the construction of a great revenue measure. to what purti - 
azainst the metion. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] provision in the bill does the motion s tred | y ( 
rot with this bill] what have you Democrats done? This bill | man from New York (Mr. PaYNE] and so ably su ned br 
is creation of the Ways and Means Committee. It is not | the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] refer? ; 
your work. This House has had nothing to do with this bill. Paragraph S, page 216, does what? It dit ] 1 
It was brought out of the Ways,and Means Committee into a | dent shall cause to be ascertuined—not that the Pr 
Det ratie caucus, where it was given perfunctory considera- escertain, but he shall cause to be ascertained, evid 
tion, and only perfunctory consideration. Thence it was brought | other individuals and other agents—the volume of articles im 
to this House with the brand of the Ways and Means Commit- | ported and exported into and from the United States. What 
te ned in its hide, and it has not been taken out since. You | articles? Articles enumerated in Section I of this b : n 
have in the course of two weeks gone through a sham battle |] covers 139 pages and runs from acid to zaffer rhe + “ 
here, with the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Mann] rising every | range of articles used by man in the United States, for which 
few minutes and reiterating his reestablished fidelity to a tariff | we are legislating, is affected by the paragraph S, and the 
co! ssion. [Leughter.}] The chairman of the Ways and paragraph imposes upon the President the : orite s 
Means Committee [Mr. Unperwoop] bas allowed debate to run | of ac ertaining the volume and character of the axel 
for a while, and then has cut it off, finally passing on serenely ported and exported every yea! 
to the next item in the bill. You have not considered this bill. Now, manifestly. the President must i: ke some agency in the 
You could not consider this bill. No American Congress CaN | exercise of this authority; and in doing — = eas 
consider an omnibus tariff bill. It is an outrage upon the | of the United States the right. when it ais. Guntime Rimacaiioas 
Al “an people te bring an omnibus tariff bill into Congress. | duty, power, or right, to designate the character of th cy 
The Democratie Party did it in the right way last year, by sep- | which he must designate undet e circun . : \ 
f - bills. There is only one way to revise the tariff, in justice | the facts in question ? 
to business, There are three things done in this bill. You 1 he 
the SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. rates governing the imports into this country; 1 revise th 
Mr. MURDOCK, Let me have two minutes more. Be |manner of administering the revem law: third and 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for two minutes | finally, you go further and provide the 1 i welts Gee 
more aay | tariff laws of the present shall be revis in the future, because 
Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker—— } you state in this paragraph the purpose of directing the Pres 
» SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from | gent to ascertain these facts ao that he may ad the Comencen 
Missouri rise? , of these facts and his conclusions at a later date 
Mr. DYER. Did the gentleman ask unanimous consent? Manifestly you are not imposing upon the Chief Executive 
The SPEAKER. He does not have to ask it. The Chair | tye duty of engaging in idle words or sending meaningle nae 
yields him the time. | sages to this or another body. You are imposing upon him th 
Mr. DYER. 1 de not want to interrupt the gentleman speak- | gischarge of the duty for the purpose of bringing a to cor 
amg. Out | ona to anew what is before the House. rection of the abuses that may a1 from the pass 1 this 
Mr. MURDOCK, A point of order. 7 | bill or other legislation now in existence. [Applause. ] 
fhe SPEAKER. A point of order against this motion to Therefore the motion to recommit. when it designites the 
recommyt, : Mi | strumentality through which that work shall be done, does no 
r. DY ER. I desire to state that I shall insist hereafter upon | violence to the rule requiring amendments to be get but 
ae beitig upon the point of order. ; ‘ | is in perfect accord with one of the main purposes of this bill, 
“ e SPEAKER, That is entirely within the discretion of the | and therefore should be held in order. [Applause.] 
MOORE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry i. EEteeeeee Bat. eee B sagrat that the ¢ rs 
"1 » SPEAKER. wien Sain will nent it quiry. | man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] found it necessary to use barsh 
Mr MOORE ; I 1a tik ieee “thet , +, | Mngnage tow: rd this side of the House in discussing a technical 
cae _— would like to know if the Chair would like | question of order under the rules. If my recollection b 1 
to be further informed by the gentieman from Kansas on the | rect, the most scared political party the United States ever 
. - “aa ie Y I ‘hai ; | knew was on the other side of the aisle in March, 1909, and 
hate minut fe ; u ge. emed = Chair gave him there was little difference between the gentleman from Illi 
hon - ae or. [ aus wd ge applause. | ; ; | nois [Mr. Mann] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mur 
Mr. Mt RDOC K. Mr. Speaker, there is only one way to | pox K] as to which of them was most frightened. The ge e 
re ise the tariff justly to business and to industry and to | man from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] will find before he has been 
labor, and that is schedule by schedule, with deliberation, with | acting in his present position long that the moss-grown pr 
ohana for consideration. ane with Separate votes on these | edents to which he refers are the most valuable asset s 
Schedules. [Applause.] That has never been the Republican | category as a leader; and had it not been for them he <« d 
Way. Last year it was the Democratic way, but you have | not have submitted to the House on the opening day of the 
rejected it. Today the only party in the country that pro- Congress a motion which his side, or his aggregati n. offered 
i that sort ef revision of the tariff is the Progressive to recommit the rules with instructions to report them back 
urty, and that party will eventually win for this proposition. | with certain amendments. So that when he is more familiar 
[Applause. ] with the philosophy and the hi story of the rules of the House 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. | he will be less likely to indulge in criticisms of the rules or of 
Burke} os recognized. the motives actuating honorable men in enforcing and imposing 
Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman | the rules upon Members of the House. 


from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] has just adverted to the fact that 
his experience here hus led him to the conclusion that rulings 
by the Speaker have on many occasions been guided by expe- 
diency. One of the real genuine pleasant memories that I shal! 
cherish when I retire from this body is that arising from the 
fact that two great Speakers under whom I have had the honor 
to serve have invariably, so far as my experience goes, been 
guided by a suggestion made by a great Speaker to me on an 





| 


occasion when I was called upon to serve as Chairman of the | would be as surprising as the statement of the gentk 


Mr. Speaker, the pending question was elaborately argued the 
other day and decided by a distinguished parliamentarian in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Unio 


| It speaks well for the temerity, if not for the discretion, of the 
| gentlemen on that side that they expect the Speaker, after ha 
| ing read the previous arguments of the gentlemen dt d 
cision of the Chair, to reverse the distinguished gentleman froim 
Tennessee [Mr. GarrerT] who presided on th ‘ ion It 
g inan from 
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Illinois [Mr. MANN] that that side of the House believes a com- | is not so intimately related with the provisions of the j 


plete revision of the tariff includes a provision for a tariff board. 
During the past 16 or 17 years the Republican Party has made 
two or three revisions of the tariff, and not until the dying days 


of their power did it occur to them that a tariff board might be 
of any service to them or to the country. The gentleman from 
[llinois [Mr. MANN] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mur- 
pock | occupied similar positions in that matter. Even the dis- 


tinguished leader of the gentleman from Kansas during his 
seven years in the White House never suggested that the Con- 


gress or himself needed the help of a tariff board in revising 
the tariff, and his successor, whom he himself nominated and 
elected, did not awaken to the necessity until he realized the 


enormity of the Payne-Aldrich bill that had been foisted upon 
him. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] called attention to 
one decision which was not referred to in the previous dis- 
cussion of this point of order in Committee of the Whole. In 
1903 Mr. MANN made a point of order against the motion made 
by Mr. Ricuarpson of Alabama to recommit a bill providing 
for the creation of a Department of Commerce and Labor to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, with in- 
structions to divide the bill and report two separate bills creat- 
ing two departments. The gentleman from Illinois made the 
point of order against the motion to recommit— 


That it directs the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce | 


to report a bill creating a Department of Labor, which, under the rules 
of the House, can not be done by this committee [the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce]. 

Then his present collaborator and able assistant, Mr. PAYNE, 
chimed in: 

And besides it is not germane. 

Mr. MANN, interrupting Mr. RrcHarpson of Tennessee, who 
wiis about to discuss the point of order, said: 

I make the further point that a bill to create a Department of Labor 
is not germane as an amendment to the bill pending before the House. 

The distinguished Speaker pro tempore at that time, Mr. 
Dalzell, held, first, that the House had the power, which has 
never been questioned, by motion to refer any bill to any com- 
mittee, regardless of whether the rules conferred jurisdiction 
upon a particular committee over a particular subject, and the 
Speaker pro tempore added: 

This is a bill creating a Department of Commerce and Labor. The 
proposition contained in the motion is to return this bill to that com- 
mittee with instructions to separate the two branches of the subject, 
and to report instead of a measure for one department a measure for 
two departments, covering the same subjects as are now covered in the 
bill pending before the House. The Chair holds that the motion is 
germane. 

Mr. Speaker, it is quite apparent that no such situation exists 
here. If there were a provision in this bill creating a tariff 
commission, and the gentleman moved to recommit, with instruc- 
tions to segregate that from the other provisions of the bill, it 
would be in order. There are numerous decisions, to which it is 
not necessary to call attention, that motions to recommit with 
instructions can not prevail against a point of order if the in- 
structions are such that if the motion were offered in the form 
of an amendment it could not prevail. The question to be de- 
termined is, Is this provision for the establishment of a tariff 
commission germane? The rulings distinctly lay down the 
proposition that if the proposed amendment or motion is upon 
a subject matter different from the subject matter in the bill 
it is not germane, and is not in order. The bill under consid- 
eration provides for the reduction of tariff duties and to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

There are many decisions where the words “ other purposes’ 
occur in the title of the bill. In such cases the Chair has exam- 
ined the provisions of the bill to determine whether there was 
anything in the bill upon which the proposed motion or amend- 
ment could be hinged. And, without reviewing at length the 
provisions to which reference has been made, I think it is quite 
clear that nothing in this bill is of such a character that it 
can be said that the provision for a tariff board is not a separate, 
independent, and distinct matter from the provisions there. 
The other day attention was called to the fact that a number 
of decisions had been made in which the mere fact that sub- 
jects were related did not necessarily make them germane. 
Under the suggestion of the gentleman that the provision creat- 
ing a tariff board is germane, it might be possible, in order to 
enable the President to carry out the duties imposed upon him 
by this bill, a new bureau might be created either in the Treas- 
ury Department or the Department of Commerce or the De- 
partment of State. No.one would urge seriously that such 
an amendment would be in order if proposed to this bill. By 
the same reasoning the proposal to create an independent body 
apart from any one department, simply to assist the President, 


, 


| 





to make that in order. If the purpose of the gentleme) 
that side of the House, Mr. Speaker, be to relieve the pr 
occupant of the White House from onerous duties, or py), 
or labors, or to prevent him from being overcome wi! 
duties imposed, they may rest content in the knowledge {| 
is fully competent and able to discharge the duties th: 
and may be imposed upon him not only to the satisfa. 
the Democratic Party but to the immediate and per 
welfare of the American people. [Loud applause on the | 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, the very statement 
gentleman from Lilinois of the purpose of the Payne any 
clearly shows that the same is not in order. This statey 
purpose brings the proposed amendment within the oper 
the principle announced by the Chairman of the Commi 
the Whole, Mr. Garrett. That principle briefly stated, j 
effect that in determining whether an amendment is 
the Chair should look to the context of the same to det 
its fundamental purpose and real intent, and if that i 
manifested, is not in furtherance of the fundamental pu 
the bill, but relates to a subject different from that uw 
sideration, then the amendment is not germane, and 
fore out of order. It is an effort under color of amend 
bring before the House a new and different proposition, 
therefore obnoxious to section 7 of Rule XVI, and in 
to section 3 of Rule XXI that no amendment is in ord 
bill affecting revenue which is not germane to the subj. 
ter in the bill. Now the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
frankly avowed that this amendment would furnish 
chinery to collect or collate an immense body of facts fo 
future tariff legislation. It may well be that in the pre 
of schedules in future tariff bills, the information c¢o)| 
such a commission might be valuable, but this consid 
does not suffice to make the proposed amendment in ord: 

This bill reduces tariff duties, and provides revenue 
Government. It is complete and final within itself. I: 
concerned with affording information for another revisi 
does it admit by implication that such a revision is 
likely, or necessary. When we look to section 3 of the 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York, and sec 
the inquiries empowered under that section, it will be jx 
apparent that not one of the facts collected, or results 
tained pursuant to its authority, will be of the slightes: 
as an aid to the President in the enforcement of the ne 
act. For instance, how will information relating to th 
tion of tariff laws in other countries, or to the effect of 
duties in those countries upon the cost of living, be of 
to the President in the enforcement of the pending bill \ 
positive in its character, and fixes the duties, and rates to 
on the subjects to which it relates? Yet in arguing this 
the gentlemen on the other side seem to be unable t 
the discussion of questions of general power, or of a | 
character. The question for the determination of the | 
purely one of proper parliamentary practice. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Burke] ¢ 
that it.is within the power of Congress to establish 
mission to collect information for the preparation of 
tariff bills, or for that matter for any purpose connecte| 
legislation. Granted. But that is not the question presen! 
decision. The Chair is concerned to determine, not the 
power of Congress to create such a commission, but w! 
an amendment providing this commission is in order « 
bill. We are all agreed as to the general authority of ‘| 
gress to provide machinery of this character by appre 
legislation, and the point of order does not challenge t! 
thority. Congress has the right to provide and maint 
Navy, but a bill to that effect could not be engrafted 
pending legislation. Another gentleman seems to argu 
an amendment creating a nonpartisan board to collect iu! 
tion that might be of aid to the President in the enforcen. 
this law would be in erder, on the ground that the pres 
chinery for collecting information for governmental }) 
is of a partisan character. Concede that the latter cl 
true. 

How and in what way would this fact, even if it wa: 
discredit of the administration, serve to vitalize this 
ment, and make it in order? The fact that information 
lected bv a partisan, or a nonpartisan, or a bipartisan 
has no sort of relation to the parliamentary status of the ! 
amendment, and can not serve to render it germane, if i' 
germane on other grounds. What sort of chop logic is 


that asks the occupant of the chair, to overrule the de's'0! 


of the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, on the ¢! 


in effect that this amendment will replace the inquiry of 
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r. ish to call the attention of the Chair to one or two funda- 


tal principles in connection with this point of order. The 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSKE. 








isan department, with the inquiry of a nonpartisan board? | 


; ore fact that the matter to which an amendment relates is in | 


ty akin to, or of the same general character as the matter 

to which the bill relates, does not thereby render the amend- 
ment germane and in order. The fact that the amendment is 
the eame kind ef proposition, or is of the same class of legisla- 
tion as the bill ander consideration, does not, in a technical 
eense render that amendment in order when offered to the bill. 
It is true in a general sense that when the House has control 
ef a general subject matter, amendments relating to that subject 
matter are in order. Sut it is a 
end technieal ascertainment, to determine what is the subject 
natter to which the bill ts confined. 





For instance, a bill pro- | 


matter of technical inquiry | 


vies that a claim shall be referred to the Committee on 
Claims is not subject to an amendment providing that the | 
claim shall be paid by the United States, although it is per- | 
fectly clear that both the bill and the amendment relate to the 
claim. (H., vol. 5, sec. 5850.) It is true that the amend- 
ment relates to the claim, but the bill provides for the disposi- 


tion of that claim in a particular way. The claim and that 


frank declarations of the gentleman from Tllinois in the state 
ment of its purpose show that it is designed to be of s e in 
future constructive legislation relating to tariff schedules. B 

it is no part of the purpose of this uct to provide for fut 

acts, and thus by implication concede that this act is insuffi 
cient, and likely to be soon replaced. We are concerned with 
the operation of this bill in its relation to the revenues which 


it is intended to provide, and not with devising machiner 
collect information for a future | That 
done in a different way, and at another time. We are chiefl; 
concerned with the effective operation of a law which relates to 


, le ; } ? 
egisiative body 


| @ vast variety of subjects. and is our final word to the country 
It is not in aid of that bill to collect information by which a 
| succeeding Congress will write another bill 
There is another body of precedents to which I wish to « 

the attention of the Chair, and which wil e helpful in tl 
determination of this point of order. When the Hous ‘ 
sidering bills from the Conimittee on Appropriations, ma 
amendments known as limitations are offered to these 1 
ures. Frequently it is a difficult matter of nice tech di 
crimination, to determine whether an amendment is aitliru ve 


disposition are the subject matter before the House. The 
amendment introduces new matter, in that it proposes to dis- 
pose of the claim in an entirly different fashion. Hence it is 
not germane. Other precedents may be cited. To a bill giving 
a committee power to investigate tariff subjects, an amendment 
ommending tariff revision is not germane. (H., vol. 5, sec. 
5853.) To a section dealing with duties on woolen cloth, an | 
amendment putting wool on the free list is not in order. (Id., 


sec, SS4.) To a bill dealing with the tariff between this coun- 


try and the Philippines, an amendment relating to the tariff | 
between this and other countries of the world is not germane. 
(Id., sec. 5860.) To a proposition relating to the terms of | 
Senators, an amendment changing their manner of election is 


not in order, though both the bill and the amendment relate to 
Ser (Id., p. 338.) 

ro a bill transferring the care of the forest reserves to the 
Acricuiture Department, an amendment relating to civil- 
service officials on the reserves was held to be out of order. 
(H., vol. 5, see. 8868.) To a bill amending an existing law, as 
to one specifie particular, an amendment relating to the terms 
of the law, rather than to those of the bill, held not to be ger- 
mane. (H., vol. 5, sec. 5806.) 

I might offer many additional precedents along this line, but 
y content myself with citing one made by the present occu 
pant of the chair, to the effect that a bill prohibiting transpor- 
tation in interstate commerce of messages relating to trans- 


itors. 


actious in cotten futures, could not be amended by making the 
b apply to messages relating to gambling transactions in 
other agricultural preducts, corn, or wheat for instance. 


b 
of agricultural product, and the Speaker ruled that an amend- 
ment adding another agricultural product was not germane. 

Mr Will the gentleman yield for 


ject matter was messages of a gambling character. but the 


ir. BURKE of Pennsylvania. 
vuestion ? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I have not the time. I do not wish to be 
discourteous to the gentleman, but time presses, and I am 
anxious to conclude my remarks. The rule as to germaneness 


a0 
aq 


fe « » = , . . 

is a wholesome one. Under its operation one main subject can 
be considered decently and in order. It is intended to keep dis- 
Unct the several matters of legislation. 


I desire to call the attention of the Chair to an Interesting 
decision made by a former occupant of the chair, showing the 
extent to which the fundamental intent is considered in the 
“pplication of this rule. A bill was pending in the House pro- 
viding for the construction of an interoceanic canal along the 
Nicaraguan route. To this bill an amendment was offered pro- 
Viding that the canal might be constructed across the Isthmus 
of Panama. According to the precedents which I have cited 
a amendment was apparently out of order, inasmuch as the 
Subject matter of the bill seemed to be the construction of the 


a | along a designated route. Yet the amendment was allowed 


pur 
two great oceans, and not the construction of an interoceanic 


1a] 9! ’ © arti rr P 
7 > ‘long a particular route. Therefore, the amendment 
1S he 


a ld to be in order by reason of this fundamental! intent. 
ooking to the pending amendment, and to the bill before 
y differ materially in the fundamental purpose, 
1€ is designed to rzise revenne, the other to coflect infor- 
This information is not primarily designed to be of 
edministration of the bill, and if so designed would 
The text of the amendment and the 


the House, the 
The ol 
hhition, 
aid in the 


in the main be ineffective. 





The | 


‘ . | 
was limited to these messages as they related to one form | 


the Chair, on the ground that the main and fundamental | 
pose of the bill was the construction of a canal between the | 


| 





legislation or merely a limitation. 
What is the ruling principle which the Chair follows In the de 


termination of the character of these amendments Looking to 
| the amendment, he scrutinizes it to determine whether on the 
whole there is more of limitation, or of affirmation, in its « 

| tent. If the element of limitation predominates, it is in order 

i but if on the whole it is considered to be legislation. rather 
than limitation. the decision is adverse, and it is ex ided 

This principle and these precedents may be utilized in the 

| determination of the question before the House Looking to 
the main purpose of the bill, it is to raise revenue and pro 
| vide the necessary administrative machinery to this end. Look 
ing to the main intent of the amendment, it is des ed to 
| collect information for future legislation The amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAyNe] seeks to introduce 
a new subject matter into the body of this bill, and one at 
variance with its manifest intent. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper]? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I do not like to refuse t vield to my col 
league, but I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that I 
have practically concluded my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield 

Mr..COOPER I just want to ask the gentleman a que on 

Mr. SAUNDERS. So much, Mr. Speaker, for the purely par 
liamentary and technical side of this question Just a word 
more to the gentlemen who charge that this bill bas not been 
fully and fairly considered. I assert that no tariff | was 
ever considered more fully and dispussionately, or under fairer 
conditions. Beginning with this year the Committee on Ways 
and Means have conducted the most elaborate benrings After 
the hearings were concluded the committee considered the sub 
ject in detail, and formulated a bill which was submitted to the 
Democratic caucus. In that caucus it was considered for 
most two weeks, with full opportunity for amendment, and f 
diseussion. During its course through the caucus, the bill was 
amended in various particulars. On its next and final stage, it 
has been considered in Committee of the Whole, with every op 
portunity to the gentlemen on the Republican side to offer what 
ever amendments seemed good to them, and to speak on those 
amendments at vast length, and with much repetition of argu 
ment. It ill becomes these gentlemen, after this opportunity for 
full and free discussion and amendment, to say that this crov 
ing work of a Democratic Congress is not the product of ple 
consideration and genuine deliberation. [Ap se ou tl yom 
| ocratic side. ] ® 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule. [A] e on 
the Democratic side. ] 

I have given to this quest th ivwh ! I BR the 
courtesy of the gentlemen fror New \ [Mi P E} l 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN I was, at my vn 

| request, furnished last Monda vith a co f th ri ) 
recommit. I have put in th rger part of the tinw i 
in investigating all the rule pariiany | tice ¢ ‘ 
| ments, precedents, arguments. and decisions on the t In 
addition to that there has been somew! ‘ l 
of four hours’ debate yesterday and chin} , 
point. I heard every word of it. I made point 

Nearly every parliamentarian in the Hort if 

who wanted to participate in these discussien hid 

Two luminous opinions were rendered on t! 

the Chairman of the Committee of the Whe bi 

state of the Union, the gentleman from Ty “ i 


| 
f 
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rETT], so that if I err in rendering this opinion I will err only 
after the fullest consideration. 

Before I go to the point of order I want to make one or two 
remarks. As the minority leader four years ago, the present 
occupant of the chair did offer the motion to recommit the 
Payne tariff bill, which has been read in part by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. I do not know how Mr. Speaker 
Cannon would have ruled if a point of order had been made, 
but my judgment is that if any gentleman had raised a point 
of order, the then Speaker would have ruled part of that motion 
if part was not in order that would have 
motion of order under the rules and 
precedents. The observation of the present occupant of the 
chair has been that gentlemen on the floor the House— 
unless it be the gentleman from Tlinois [Mr. MANN]—are not 
averse to playing a little politics once in a long while. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has presented every 
word that can be said in favor of the germaneness of this proposi- 
tion. The Chair does not beliete anybody can add to what has 
been said by the gentleman from Ilinois, There is not a man in 
the House who knows better how to draw an amendment or 
motion to recommit that is in order than does the gentleman 
from Illinois. Yesterday he drew an amendment that was in 
order, providing “ that in ascertaining the fair value of foreign 
goods, as specified in this paragraph, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall be assisted by a nonpartisan tariff commission to be 
appointed by the President.” That was the paragraph R, fourth 
section. It was voted down, because the House did not want it. 

The statement of the case at bar, against the germaneness of 
which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNbERWoop] makes 
his point of order, is this: The tariff bill as reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union is 
pending. The gentleman from New York offers a motion to 
recommit with instructions. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNpEeRWwoop] makes the point of order that the motion contains 
matter not germane, and therefore is not in order. This motion 
to recommit contains five propositions—one for a tariff commis- 
sion; No. 2, for the reformation or revision of Schedule K, the 
wool schedule; No. 8, for the revision of Schedule I, the cotton 
schedule; No. 4, for the revision of all the remaining schedules; 
No. 5, providing that specific duties shall be substituted for ad 
valorem duties wherever possible. 

There seems to be no dispute about the germaneness of the 
last four propositions, and the entire controversy turns on the 
first one—that is, for the tariff commission. 

The rules involved in this matter are, first, paragraph 7 of 
Rule XVI; 

And no motion or proposition on a subject different from that under 
consideration shall be admitted under color of amendment. 
That rule has been in existence ever since 1822: 
the substance of it antedates the Constitution. 
The other rule involved is clause 3 of Rule XXI: 
hall be in order to any bill affecting revenue which 
natter in the bill. 


q nd, of course, 
the entire 


out; 


rendered ut 


Out 


e 
Ol 


The truth 


LS, 


No amendment 
not germane to the subject 
The other half of that paragraph is— 

Nor shall any amendment to any item of such bill be in order which 
does not directly relate to the item to which the amendment is proposed. 

That part of the rule is new, having been first adopted at the 
beginning of the Sixty-second Congress. 

It is true, as stated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN], that that last proposition was put in at least partly 
with reference to the scheme of revising the tariff schedule by 
schedule, but it is there nevertheless. 

The subject matter of this tariff bill is the raising of revenue. 
The subject matter of the part of the motion to recommit which 
relates to the tariff commissiggn is to gather information; or, to 
state it in other words, the purpose of the tariff bill is to get 
money, while the purpose of the tariff commission is to get 
information: and it seems to me that if the English language 
has any significance whatever the two propositions are differ- 
ent—that one is not germane to the other—and the truth is 
that the only kinship between these two propositions is that 
both contain the word “ tariff.” 

I might rest this case right here, but I am not content to do 
so. I am going to cite the authorities on which this opinion 
rests, and will begin with one by Speaker Carlisle, found in 
section 5825, volume 5, Hinds’ Precedents. I will not read it 
all, because it is too long, and part of it has nothing to do with 
this matter anyway. Mr. Speaker Carlisle said, and it is true— 

It is not always easy to determine whether or not a proposed amend- 
ment relates to a subject different from that under consideration, within 
the meaning of the rule; and it is especially difficult to do go when, 


as in the present instance, the amendment may, by reason of the terms 
it employs, appear to have a remote relation to the original subject, 
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The case he was passing on was this: To a bill ; 
deficiency appropriations for the Government Printing « 
among which was none relating to the salary of th 
Printer, an amendment legislating in relation to the « 
of that officer was held to be not germane. 

The deficiency bill contained a proposition to pay the | 
Printer’s subordinates, and an amendment was offered 
the way of selecting the Public Printer. 
reference to. He says: 

The subject to which the bill now under consideration relat. 
clearly set forth in its title. It is “a bill making 


| : 7 appropri 
supply certain deficiencies in the appropriations for the 





i 


to 


That is what } 


| Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and f{ 
| purposes.” 


This tariff board or commission can not be let in 
the phraseology “for other purposes” in the title of th 
because the words “ other purposes” in this bill mean t 
of the bill after you get through fixing the rates. Mr. s er 
Carlisle continued: 

The appropriations “ for other purposes” contained in the }i 
relate at all to any of the subjects embraced in the amend 
therefore need not be noticed. The words “for other purp 
used here, as they usually are, to embrace subjects outside 
subjects to which the bill relates, and which are reported by 
mittee itself. : 

The bill relates to no other subjects than appropriations o/ 
for the purpose stated— 


Just as this bill relates to nothing except raising mo 1 
regulations pertaining to that— 
“to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
Government.”” One of the deficiencies which the bill provid 
Government Printing Office. But the bill carefully enum 
items for which the appropriation is to be made, and the sain: 
Public Printer is not among them, 


And on that statement he ruled that the amendment \ 
germane. It may be well to state for the edification 
House that this elaborate opinion of Mr. Speaker Carli 
of the most elaborate in Hinds’ Precedents, was not 1 
offhand; but he had plenty of time to consider it—two « 
days at least—and he evidently wrote it out and read it 
House. 

Here is another decision in point. It is impossible 
whether it was rendered by Mr. Speaker Carlisle or by | 
James B. McCreary, of Kentucky. The Journal says «) l 
the Recorp the other. It matters little, as both are 
men, long members of the House. I will read the syllabu 


Section 5841, volume 5, Hinds’ Precedents: 

“To a bill relating to commerce between the States an ar 
relating to commerce within the several States was offered 
not to be germane.” 


At first blush it might seem that, both the bill and the end 
ment being on the subject of commerce, the amendn wis 
germane to the bill, but it was decided that it was not t 
was decided correctly. 

Another precedent is found in section 
Hinds’ Precedents: 


To a bill relating to corporations engaged in interstate com! 
amendment relating to all corporations was held not to be 
On February 7, 1903, the Committee of the Whole House on 
of the Union was considering the bill (HM. R. 17) requiring a! 
tions engaged in interstate commerce to file returns with the & 
of the Treasury, disciosing their true financial condition, and 
capital stock, and imposing a tax upon such as have outstanding 
stock unpaid in whole or in part. 

Mr. Henry D. CLayron, of Alabama, offered an amendment 

“Sec. —. There is thereby levied and shall be assessed and « 
annually the following taxes on all corporations, wheiher do 
foreign, doing business in the United States for profit or gain 
ing a capital stock of $200,000 or more, at the rate of 10 )» 
its capital stock. The amount of the capital stock of any ta. 
poration for the purposes of taxation shall be estimated accord 
value fixed by the charter, or by resolution of its board of st 
or directors, and shall include all assets owned by such co! 
which are reserved or funded or set aside for the benefit of | 
holders.” - 

Mr. Marlin E. Olmsted, of Pennsylvania, made a point of 01 
the amendment was not germane, saying: 

“The original bill proposes a tax upon corporations engaged |! 
state commerce having unpaid capital stock outstanding. | 
relates entirely to corporations engaged in interstate comm 
prohibits them from making unlawful discriminations or ent) 
unlawful or injurious combinations to control prices, etc. Ths 


gerei 
rvi 


5842, volume 


right. It is also proper to control such corporations or trust 
of taxation. But the gentleman from Alabama introduces an 4 
new subject. This proposed amendment imposes a tax of 10 os 


on the entire capital stock of every corporation, big and litt! t 
United States, whether engaged in interstate commerce or 2 


The Chairman, Mr. Henry Sherman Boutell, of Iilin 
tained Mr. Olmsted’s point of order. o 








more » 5. Hinds 
Another precedent is found in section 5853, volume ». | 
Precedents : 
To a proposition giving a committee power to investigate ' 
jects an amendment commending tariff revision was held mn 
germane, s a 





That is almost this case turned around. That was Leld 
order by Mr. Speaker Stevenson, of Virginia. 














1915. 


ion D852, volume 5, of Hinds’ Precedents states: 
‘ venue amendment is not germane to an appropriation bill. 
n rendered by Mr. Chairman Meade, of Virginia. 
section 5854, volume Hinds’ Precedents, gives this 
dent : 
| relating to the classification for customs purposes of worsted 
; woolens, an amendment relating to duties on wools and woolens 
sted cloths was held not to be germane. 
amendment was offered by Mr. W. C. P. 
tucky; the point of order was made against it by Gov. 
Dingley:; and the decision was rendered by the Hon. Julius 
Caesar Burrows, subsequently Senator of the United States. 
\n appeal was taken from the decision of the Chair holding it 
ermane, and the Chair was sustained by 74 to 36; and, in- 
cidentally, the Chair will say that the Committee of the Whole 
on yesterday was a very full committee and sustained two of 
rulings of the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole [ Mr. 
Garrert of T.anessee] on this very point by large majorities. 
I am now going to read an opinion by a gentleman who has 
rved 29 years in the House of Representatives, and during all 
29 years has been a most eminent Member of this House, 
been chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, the 


®, 


sreckinridge, of 


Hou. Sereno E. Payne, of New York, now “father of the | 
Hous the same distinguished gentleman who offers this mo- 


to recommit. 
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Section 5850, in volume 5 of Hinds’ Precedents, reads as 
1 1 bill authorizing the Court of Claims to adjudicate a claim, 
.iment providing for paying the claim outright was held not | 
maine 
( nuary 14, 1898, the House, in Committee of the Whole House, | 
o ring the bill (8S. 629) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 
( n the case of the Book Agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
C! South against the United States. 
hat was one of the most famous cases in the annals of 
f a Ss, 
1! directed that the claim, with the accompanying petitions 
rs, should be referred to the Court of Claims; that the court 
nder judgment against the United States in favor of said 
n for whatever sum might be found due; that in the trial 
lavits on file before Congress should be admitted as competent 
é ete 


fo this bill Mr. S. B. Cooper, of Texas— 





Now a member of the Board of Gencral Appraisers of the New 
York customhouse-— 
| as an amendment, in the nature of a substitute, a bill author- 
x and requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the sum of 
£288,000 in full satisfaction of the claim. 
That is, Mr. Cooper was taking a short cut to get the money 


which that was introduced to get. 


Mr. John Dalzell, of Pennsylvania, made the point of order that the | 
( r amendment was not germane. 

On January 21, after debate, the Chairman [the Hon. Sereno E. 
Payne, of New York] decided : 


‘Prior to the adoption of any rules upon the subject it was in order 
I any amendment to the bill, whether it was germane or not, by 
bstituting another bill or by way of an amendment. 
1789, the House made a rule which changed general 
mentary law upon the subject, and that rule was in these words: 
No new motion or proposition shall be admitted under color of 
dment as a substitute for the question or proposition under debate 
t has been postponed or disagreed to.’ 
at simply went to the substitute and not to the amendment of 
osition ; and I suppose that under that, until the adoption of a 
by the House of Representatives, an amendment which was 
the nature of a substitute would have been in order. In 1822 
the Hlouse adopted this rule: 
No motion or proposition on a subject different from that under 
‘ation shall be admitted under color of amendment.’ 
\nd that rule has been the rule of the House of Representatives 
hat day to this, and is now clause 7 of Rule XVI, under which 
this point of order is raised. 
(he bill before the House is an act to confer jurisdiction on the 
of Claims in the case of the Book Agents of the Methodist Ppis- 
| Church South against the United States, and the act provides 
to confer jurisdiction but gives the court authority to render 
for any amount, and further provides that either party may 
om the judgment that is so rendered. That is the whole scope 
| which is now before the committee. 


iii 


parlia 


of the | 
_And to raise money or to get money is the whole scope of this 

how pending here to-day. I adopt the language of the 
entieman from New York. He continued: 


ane ubstitute offered is, briefly, an appropriation of some $288,000 

the ‘ilr does not recollect the precise amount—to be paid to the book 

“sents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South. That is the whole 
ot the substitute that is offered as an amendment, 

And the whole scope of this tariff-commission proposition is 

set information, 


ve’ (uestion is whether, under the language of the rule, this is a 
f it can nee pe Subject different from that under consideration. If it 
vy ln not be admitted as an amendment. If it is not, of course it 

‘c be in order as an amendment. * * There is one precedent 
ann a ms to bear 
Maine, Mr Ding precedent cited the other day by the gentleman from 
the oct Dingley, in the Forty-eighth Congress. A bill was before 
the series restoring Gen. Pleasonton to the Army and putting him on 
red list, In order that he might draw 


wo 


~ 
that 


In | 


It 


mi 


ht have been a bill entitle for t re ‘ I I 
but it was entitleé a bill to restore him to the A | l 
on the retired list 

When that Lill was before the Committee of 1 \\ il t 

utleman from New York, the late Mr. Cox 

And that is the Hon. Samuel Sullivan Cox, the first 1 who 
ever made a speech in this Hall, who was for « it years 
Representative in the House from Ohio, and r for 1 
years a Representative from New York City, and subs 
uimbassador to ‘Turkey 
an able parliamentarian, was in the ce! During the pro of tl 
bill the gentleman from Indiana, the late Mr. Browne, off 1 
ment striking out all after the enacting clanse and t 5 
retary of the Interior to place his nar on the | l 
him a pension at t rate of $100 a mor Phat west iv cle nf 
somewhat in Committee of the W! nd the ¢ n t 
| mittee (Mr. Cox), tl point of order having been ad 
Mr. Bayne, of Pennsylvania—and the Hous \ 
versy was between two Republican Mr. Brow) ad M 
the Chairman was of opposite politi +, so that it w a ’ 
politics could enter into that question at that tir ‘ i 
that he felt compelled to sustain tl point of order I 
whole character of the bill 
a That, of course, defeated the amendment in Committee of t Whe 
The bill was finally reported to the Hous 

The decision then goes on to recite the rest of the history of 
the bill. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Pa thre 
sustained the point of order against the Cooper amendment. 

The case that was cited by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr 
MANN], as rendered by Mr. Dalzell, has nothing to do with th 
question, the Chair thinks. There was a controversy in the 
House from the very inception of the plan to establish the 
Department of Commerce and Labor as to whether there ougl 
to be one department or two. The gentleman from | ol 
{[Mr. MANN] reported a bill putting the two things togeth in 
one department, and the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. Rich 
ardson}] moved to cut that department in two-and make two 
out of it. Surely that is not a parallel case. if this | 
tion about a tariff commission were germane, then a yp 
tion to abolish the customs courts would be germane 

A proposition to consolidate customs districts wi | be get 
mane; a proposition to abolish the Bureau of Foreign and 
Domestic Commerce would be germane; or anything els | 
touched the tariff question in the remotest degree \ ib 
germane. <A proposition to investigate the tariff rates tub 
lished by Augustus Cresar at Rome would be germane—one of 
the most perfect systems of getting money out of people by 
levying a tariff ever put into print. 

Mr. MANN. If it was so perfect we ought to get the in 
formation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will find it in Gibbons’s Ii 
tory of the Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire. You do not 
have to appoint a commission to get it, and the Chair wil 
furnish the gentleman with a copy of it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MANN. I suggest the distinguished Speake the only 
Democrat in the House who has one. 

The SPEAKER. That may be, but the Chair has it In 
view of these decisions, which are only a few out of scores that 
could be cited on the same line, I decide that the tariff-commis 

| sion proposition is not germane to the tariff bill, and conse 
quently the point of order made by the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. Unperwoop] is sustained. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. } 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I respectfully appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
appeals from the decision of the Chair 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the appeal 





almost exactly upon the case before the committee, | 


the pay of a retired officer. : 


on the table. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNprer 
woop] moves to lay the appeal on the table 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeus and 
nays. 

The SPEAKER. On that the gentleman from Illinois de 
mands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 275, nays 143, 
not voting 14, as follows: 

YEAS— 275. 

Abercromble fartlett RBrodbeck Rvr rent 
Adair Bathrick Brown, N.Y Cal 
\damson Beakes Brown, W. Va. Cand M 
Aiken seall, Tex. Bruckner Cant 
Alexander Bell, Ga, Brumbaugh ‘ iy 
Allen Blackmon Buchanan, Ill Cai 
Ashbrook Booher Buchanan, Tex. Carlin 
Aswell 3orchers Bulkley Carr 
tailey Borland Burgess ( té 
Baker Bowdle Burke, Wis ( ‘ 
sarkley Bremner Burnett ‘ ' 
Barnhart Brockson Byrnes, 8. ¢ ( 
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“lark, Fla 
laypool 
layton 
line 

ollier 
‘onnelly, Kans 
‘onnolly, lowa 
‘onry 
‘ovington 
‘ox 

‘risp 
‘rosser 
‘ullop 
‘urley 
Dale 
Davenport 
Davis, W. Va. 
Decker 
Deitrick 
Dent 
Dershem 
Dickinson 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon 
Donovan 
Dooling 
Doolittle 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Driscoll 
Dupré 
magan 


~~ TT ST 


Ea 

Fa 
Edwards 
Elder 
[stopinal 
Evans 
I 

I 

I 

] 


‘aison 


‘itzgerald 
linge nry 
Flood, Va 
Floyd, Ark 
Fostet 
Yowler 
Francts 
Gallagher 
Gard 
Garner 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett, Tex. 
Gerry 
Gilmore 


Ainey 
Anderson 
Austin 
Avis 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Barton 
Bell, (al. 
Britten 


Brous ard 
Browne, Wis. 
Browning 
iryan 


turke, Pa. 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Butler 

Calder 
‘ampbell 

ary 


‘handler, N. Y. 


( 
( 

‘ 
Cooper 
Copley 
Cramton 
Curry 
Danforth 
Davis, Minn. 
Dillon 

Dunn 

Dyer 
Edmonds 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Falconer 
Farr 

Fess 
Fordney 


Ansberry 
Anthony 
Baltz 

Donohoe 


Gittins 
Glass 
Godwin, N. C. 
Goeke 
Goldfogle 
Goodwin, Ark, 
Gordon 
Gorman 
Goulden 
Graham, Il, 
diray 

Greeg 

Griffin 
Gudger 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison, Miss. 
Harrison, N. ¥. 
Hay 

Hayden 
Heflin 

Helm 
Helvering 
Henry 
Hensley 

Hill 

Hobson 
Holland 
Houston 
Howard 
fuches, Ga. 
Hall 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Igoe 

Jacowny 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones 
Keating 
Kennedy, Conn. 
Kettner 

Key, Ohio 
Kindel 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Kirkpatrick 
Kitchin 
Konig 

Konop 

Korbly 
Lazaro 

Lee, Ga 

Lee, Pa. 
L'Engle 
Lesher 


NAYS- 


rear 
lrench 
Gardner 
Gillett 
Good 
Goodwin, Me. 
Graham, [a. 
Green, lowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Greene, Vt. 
Griest 
Guernsey 
Hamilton, Mich, 
Hamilton, N. Y. 
Iaugen 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Helgesen 
Hinds 
Hinebaugh 
Howell 
Hulings 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Johnson, Utah 
Johnson, Wash. 
Kahn 

Keister 

Kelley, Mich. 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kennedy, lowa 
Kennedy, R. I. 
Kent 

Kiess, Pa. 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Knowland, J. R. 
Kreider 
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Lever 
Levy 
Lewis, Md. 
Lieb 
Linthicum 
Lloyd 
Lobeck 
Logue 
Lonergan 
McAndrews 
McClellan 
McCoy 
McGillicuddy 
McKellar 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Mahan 
Maher 
Metz 
Mitchell 
Montague 
Moon 
Morgan, La. 
Morrison 
Murray, Mass. 
Murray, Okla. 
Neeley 
O’Brien 
Oglesby 
O'Hair 
Oldfield 
O'Leary 
O Shaunessy 
Padgett 
Page 
Palmer 
Patten, N. ¥, 
Pepper 
Peters 
Peterson 
Phelan 
Post 
Pou 
Quin 
tagsdale 
Rainey 
Raker 
Rauch 
Rayburn 
Reed 
Reilly, Conn. 
Reflly, Wis. 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Roddenbery 
Rothermel 
Rouse 


Rubey 
143. 


Lafferty 

La Follette 
Langham 
Langley 
Lenroot 
Lewis, Pa. 
Lindbergh 
Lindquist 
McGuire, Okla. 
McKenzie 
McLaughlin 
Madden 
Manahan 
Mann 
Mapes 
Martin 
Merritt 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moore 
Morgan, Okla. 
Morin 
Moss, W. Va. 
Mott 
Murdock 
Nelson 
Nolan, J. I. 
Norton 
Parker 
Patton, Pa. 
Payne 
Platt 
Plumley 
Porter 
Powers 
Prouty 


NOT VOTING—14. 


George 
Hoxworth 
Hughes, W. Va, 
McDermott 


Moss, Ind, 
Rucker 
Stedman 
Sullivan 





Russell 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Scully 
Seldomridge 
Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Sisson 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Md. ' 
Smith, N. Y. 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Stanley 
Stephens, Miss, 
Stephens, Nebr. 
Stepheus, Tex. 
Stevens, N. H, 
Stone 

Stout 

Stringer 
Sumners 
Tagyart 
Talbott, Md. 
Talcott, N. ¥. 
Tavenner 
Taylor, Ala. 
‘Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, N. Y¥. 
Ten Eyck 
Thomas 
Thompson, Okla. 
Townsend 
Tribble 

Tuttle 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Vaughan 
Walker 

Walsh 

Watkins 
Watson 
Weaver 
Whitacre 
White 

Williams 
Willson, Fla. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wingo 
Witherspoon 
Young, Tex. 


Roberts, Mass. 
Roberts, Nev. 
Rogers 
Rupley 

Scott 

Sells 

Shreve 
Sinnott 

Slemp 

Sloan 

Smith, Idaho 
Smith, J. M. Cc. 
Smith, Minn. 
Smith. Saml. W. 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sutherland 
Switzer 
Temple 
Thomson, IIL 
Towner 
Treadway 
Vare 

Volstead 
Wallin 
Walters 
Wilder 

Willis 
Winslow 
Woodruff 
Woods 

Young, Mich. 
Young, N. Dak. 


Thacher 
Webb 


So the motion to lay the appeal from the decision of the 
Chair on the table was agreed to. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


On this vote: 
Mr. Rucker (to table) with Mr. Dononor (against). 
Mr. StepmMaw (to table) with Mr. ANrwony (against). 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Wees with Mr. Hvuewes of West Virginia. 








May 8 





Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman from Illinois in the H 
and listening? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I was out in the lobby when m, ' 

yas called, and did not hear the bell ring. Had I been : ved 
to vote under the rules I would have voted “ aye.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring him f 
within the rules if he was outside of the Chamber. 

The result of the vote was announced as above reenrdod 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bi}) vis) 
the following instructions. , 

Mr. MURDOCK. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pri: 
this in the Recorp. It is precisely the same as the other. wis) 
the tariff-board proposition eliminated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. All right; I bave no objection 

Mr. MURDOCK. My parliamentary inquiry is this: A: 
beginning of the session to-day the Speaker said that 
would be taken from members of the Committee on Wa, 1 
Means who were opposed to the bill seriatim. , 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Now the gentleman from New York Mr 
Payne] offered a motion to recommit. It was declared ou of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of that: and t} 
it was no motion at all. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I wondered when the “seriatim bus 
was to begin. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The “seriatiza business” wil] beg 


mT) 


this motion is voted on if any other gentleman wants it , 
Chair likes to be fair about these motions to recommit. bh se 
it is a very important privilege, and a Member can 
always how the Chair is going to rule on his motion, or w! 
part of it is in order or part of it out of order. The « 

from New York [Mr. Payne] is the leader of the Re 

on the subject of the tariff. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PayNr] asks unanimous consent, as the motion has 
already been printed before, that it be not read again. I y 
to hold the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to waiving the reading? 
{After a pause.] The Chair bears none. 

Following is the motion to recommit submitted by Mr. Pays 


I move to recommit the bill (H. R. 8321) to reduce the tariff duties 
and to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 3, to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, with directions to that 

to report back to the House as speedily as possible the said bi 1 
3321) so amended that it will provide— 

First. For a revision of Schedule K, relating to wool and ' 
tures of wool, as follows, to wit: 

1. All wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like 
shall be divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be 
thereon, into the two following classes: 

2. Class 1, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis w 
other wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing 
and wools of like character with any of the preceding, includ! 
Wool, China lamb’s wool, Castel Branco, Adrianople skin w 
butcher's wool, and such as have been heretofore usually im ) 
the United States from Puenos Atres, New Zealand, Australia, Cape of 
Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, Egypt. Morocco. and , 
where, and Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down combing wools, 
Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of Englis! 1, ar 
usually known by the terms herein used, and all wools not he! 
included itn class 2, and also the hair of the camel, Angora ¢ 
paca, and other Ifke animals. : 

8. Class 2, that ts to say, Donskol, native South American, Cordovs 
Valparaiso, native Smyrna, Russian camel's hair, and al! such Ww 
like character as have been heretofore usually imported into thy 
States from Turkey, Greece, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting in 
wools hereinafter provided for. 

4. The standard samples of all wools, which are now or may 
after deposited in the principal customhouses of the United Sts! 
under the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shal! be te 
standards for the classification of wools under this act, and the ' 
tary of the Treasury is authorized to renew these standards anc ‘0 
make such additions to them from time to time as may be ™ a) 
and he shall cause to be deposited like standards in other cust es 
of the United States when they may be needed. ; 4 

5. Whenever wools of class 2 shall have been Improved by the && 
mixture of merino or English blood, from their present chiracter, 0% 
represented by the standard samples now or hereafter to be depos in 
the prineipal custombouses of the United States, such improved W 
shall be classified for duty as class 1. as 

6. If any bale or package of wool or hair specified in this act i 
voiced or entered as of class 2, or claimed by the importer to be dutinnh 
as of class 2, shall contain any wool or hair subject to the rate of Gov) 
of class 1, the whole bale or package shall be subject to the rite" 
duty chargeable on wool of class 1; and if any bale or packs 
claimed by the importer to be shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, °! 
other material of any class specified in this act, and such bale | 
any admixture of any one or more of said materials, or of 
material, the whole bale or package shall be subject to ©! 
a rate imposed packs 


upon any article in said bale or | ee 
he duty on all wools and hair of class 1, 


~~ 


he 


S 


if impo 4 
grease, shall laid upon the basis of its clean content. ‘The ‘d- 
tent shall be determined by scouring tests which shall be ! 

ing to regulations which the Secretary of the Treasury *) 
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on all wools and hair of class 1 imported in the grease shall 
ents per pound the clean content, defined above. If im 
onred, the duty shall be 19 cents per pound. 

duty on all wools of class 2, including camel's hair of class 2. 

in their natural condition, shall be 7 cents per pound. If 
19 cents per pound: Provided, That on consumption of wools 
including camel's hair, in the manufacture of carpets, drug 
kines. printed, colored, or otherwise, mats, rugs for floors, 
vers, hassocks, bedsides, art squares, and portions of carpets 
ng hereafter manufactured or produced in the United States 
r in part from wools of cl including camel's hair, upon 
es have been paid there s be allowed to the manufacturer 
such articles 


on as 


» 


iss 2, 


ill 


r of a drawback equal in amount to the duties 
1 per cent of such duties on the amount of the wools of class 2 
camel's hair of class ontained therein; such drawback shall 





such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treas 


rescribe 
duty on wools on the skin shall be 2 cents less per pound than 
d upon the clean content as provided for wools of class 1, 
1 cent less per pound than is imposed upon wools of class 2 im 
eir natural condition, the quantity to be ascertained under 
s the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 
Ww aste and slubbing waste, 18 cents per pound. 
| ng waste and ring waste, 14 cents per pound. 
carbonized, 14 cents per pound. 


#t carbonized, 11 cents per pound. 
ted waste, 11 cents per pound 
waste, yarn waste, and wool wastes not specified, 9} cents 


id 


dy, mungo, and wool extract, 8 cents per pound. 
\ i rags and flocks, 2 cents per pound 
Con d wool or tops, made wholly or in part of wool, or camel's 
ts per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
10 per cent ad valorem. 
Wool and hair which have been advanced in any manner or by 
r ss of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured condition, but 
ed than yarn, not specially provided for in this section, 20 
ound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 
nt ad valorem. 
yarns, made wholly or tn part of wool, valued at not more 
cents per pound, the duty shall be 214 cents per pound on the 
tained therein, and in addition thereto 10 per cent ad valorem 
{at more than 30 cents and not more than 50 cents per pound, 


ft) 


s per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 

P 15 per cent ad valorem. 

\ it more than 50 cents and not more than 80 cents per pound, 

per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 

20 per cent ad valorem. e 
\ at more than 80 cents per pound, 214 cents per pound on the 
ined therein, and in addition thereto 25 per cent ad valorem 
oO oths, knit fabrics, flannels, felts, and all fabrics of every 
tion made wholly or in part of wool, not specially provided for 
this section, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty 
25 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi- 

! ereto 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 60 cents per pound, 
26 cents per pound on the weol contained therein, and in addition 
t eto 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Valued at more than 60 cents and not more than 80 cents per pound, 

) cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 40 per cent ad valorem, 

d at more than 80 cents and not more than $1 per pound, 26 


pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 


nt ad valorem 


1 valorem. 
; 


«. On 





va 


addition thereto 20 per cent ad valorem. 


at more than 40 cents and not more than 50 cents per pound, 
addition 


2 ents per pound on the wool 
thereto 25 per cent ad valorem. 
Valued at more than 50 cents oo pound, 234 


contained therein, and in 


Valued at more than $1 and not more than $1.50 per pound, 26 cents 
ud on the wool contained therein, and in*addition thereto 50 per 


d at more than $1.50 per pound, 26 cents per pound on the 
\ contained therein, and in addition thereto 55 per cent ad valorem. 
blankets and flannels for underwear composed wholly or in 
ied at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty 
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in 


cents per pound on the 
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PP 


hand-made 











20 On Aubusson, Axminster, Oriental ind m ur 
pets and rugs, made wholly or in part of wool, the te of duty shall be 
0) per cent ad valorem; on all é6ther carpets of eve dd n 
gets and bockings, printed, colored, or of ; e, m I f 
screens, covers, hassocks, bedsides, art s ju es, and ortions of 
or carpeting, made wholly or in part of wool, the duty s lL be SO | 
cent ad valorem 
_ 26. Whenever, in any schedule of this act, the word “ wool ed 
in connection with a manafactured article of which it is a component 
material, it shall be held to include woo! or hair of t 
goat, ¢ aca, or other animal, whether manufactured t v 
worsted, felt, or any other process 

Second. For a revision of Schedule I, relating to cotton manufa re 
which shall pr ide such class! it is O ind s » tariff te i l 
the articles enur ited therein as shall be equal, a t the arti 
produced in the United States, to t diff ce in cost « d in 
the United States and in foreign « ! ies of the j ! t¢ in 
accordance with the facts found y { farif® Board in t { 
transmitted to Congress on tl! it of Ma » 191 

| Third. For revision of the re nit tariff luke { to pro 
vide tariff rates which shall be equal, as to the articles | duce n 
United States, to the estimated difference in cost of prod 
United States and in foreign countries of the articles e ) 
the extent of reasonable protection of ne indust 

Fourth. In revising said schedules th tariff rate iil ad 1 
by specific duties on the units of quantity f each art ) 
same be practicable. 

Mr. HARDWICK. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speak If 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNperwoop] does not 1 
insist on the previous question on a motion to recommit, th 
only effect will be simply that he will have the right to offer an 
amendment, but the debate will not be opened up? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I offer this motion now. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the inqu 
| of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick]. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I wanted to inquire of the Chair whether, 
| unless the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNbrerwoop] now 
! moves the previous question on the motion of the gentlemar 

from New York [Mr. Payne] to recommit with instru 


would not be in order for the gentleman 
Murpock] to offer an amendment to that 
debate would not be in order under the previous que 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman is right, Mr. § 

The SPEAKER. Of course he is right. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I withhold the motion, but I w 
make it and cut off any other motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas |[Mr. Murnocx | 
offers a motion to recommit, as a substitute to the motion offer 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


from 


motion 


i 
, = 


Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques 
tion. 
The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Alabama [Mr 
UNDERWOOD] moves the previous question. 
Mr. MANN. But, Mr. Speaker 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think it ought to be read. Ther 
may be a point of order against it. I think the present motion 


should be read first. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


By Mr. MURDOCK: 
I move to recommit the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce the tariff rat 
and to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pu to 





the Committee on Ways and Means with instructions to that 
to report back to the House at as early a date as practicable, for sepa- 






ntained therein, and in addition thereto 30 per cent ad valorem. | rate consideration, with record votes on each schedule and pro ion 
Pre tod, aat on eats over 3 yards in length the same duties | the bill so amended that it will provide: 
sha ve paid as on cloths. First. For a revision of the tax on incomes that will in¢ ise tl 
-3. On ready-made clothing and articles of wearing apparel, knitted | rates on incomes above $100,000. 
woven, of every description, made up or manufactured wholly or in Second. For a revision of Schedules I and K for separate consider 
art and composed wholly or in part of wool, the rate of duty shall be | ation, with a record vote on each, which shall provide rates based, as 
; oe far as may be, on the findings of the Tariff Board on wools and manu 
If ed at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty shall be 25 | factures of wool in 1911 and on cotton manufactures in 1912, and 
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto | adjusted, not on the prohibitive principle but on the protective principle, 
vo per cent ad valorem that conditions of competition between the United States and foreig 
; If valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 60 cents per | countries be equalized, both for the manufacturer and the farme 
oe é 26 cents per ao see wool contained therein, and in addi- | and that an adequate ae of iiving for the men and women in 
he ee per cent ad valorem, the industries affected by these schedules be provided and maintained; 
' it valued . more than 60 cents and not more than 80 cents per | the measure so reported, if enacted, to r main the lat only | ~ Con 
sound, <6 cents per pou » . $ sani rises si aeniediial al x able to enact measures based on the facts adduced by a 
{ mn thereto 5 vor uve — men ae ace! ee cries, aaeatiene toni saamnelenion: «= ith full powe! to devel »p 
of — ied at more than 80 cents and not more than $1 per pound, | all factors affecting the competitive strength of these industries. 
tt 50" pte aaa bie Se wool contained therein, and in addition ue. For a cernnes of the other : hedules, for jeparati conahien 
Polen et, Cent ad valorem. ation, with a record vote on each, which shall provide rates based on 
If value a a ’ : , . ‘ rohit ig 
cents | - lat more than $1 and not more than $1.50 per pound, 26 data and estimates and as far as may be adju ted, not on the prohibitive 
tnt» are the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto | principle, - on ne ee a oP incip Py equalizing —_ ns ot 
Te wal og oo Valorem. competition between the ited States and foreign countries, both for 
=. ; lued at more than $1.50 per pound, 26 cents per pound on the the farmer and manufacturer, and of maintaining for labor an adequate 
4 oe ue therein, and in addition thereto 60 per cent ad valorem. standard of living; such schedules, if enacted, tc remain the law only 
of wool o cpcdalig ere tee ecetotion a wee or in part yen hy ge eerie tan = Gack, ener ae -. sme. Seane ae 
entea ner aly e or in this section, the duty shall be 26 | duced by a nonpartisa ar commission an¢ h rates accurately 
Bn o ber pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto and scientifically adjusted on the principle of protection defined here- 
chief nt ad valorem: Provided, That if the component material of | with. 


baser met 


therein, ; f ‘ 

ponent’ = in addition thereto 35 per cent ad valorem, and if the com- 
suecleun an erlal of chief value in such manufactures is silk, fur, 
shall te on Semiprecious stones, or gold, silver, or platinum, the duty 


Uon there 53 
thereto 55 per cent ad valorem, 


value in such manufactures is wood paper, rubber, or an 
a ° er, ° y of the 
als, the duty shall be 26 cents per pound on the wool contained 


cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques 
| tion on the motion and the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpDeEr- 
woop] moves the previous question on the motion to recommit 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] and the 
















































































































1386 


substitute offered by the gentleman 
DOCK }. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the Murdock 
substitute 

The question was taken; and pending the announcement of 
the result, Mr. Murpock demanded a division. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] 
demands a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 19, noes 225. 

So the Murdock substitute was rejected. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays; 
and, pending that, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman wil! state it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. A gentleman informed me that the Speaker 
miscounted on the first vote. Is there any way 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. By a roll call. 

The SPEAKER. As a matter of fact, the Speaker counted 
one man in the affirmative whom be does 
affirmative side. [Laugbter.] That gentleman was standing 
up in spite of all that the Speaker could do 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think the Speaker missed two gentlemen 
at the extreme right who were voting in favor of the proposi- 
tion. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] 
demands the yeas and nays. Those in favor of taking the vote 
by yeus and nays will rise and stand until they are counted. 
The Chair will count every gentleman standing up. If gentle- 
men do not want to be counted, they will take their seats. 
[After counting.] Forty-eight gentleman have 
affirmative—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. MURDOCK, The other side, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The other side is demanded. Those who 
oppose the taking of the vote by yeas and nays will rise and 
stand until they are counted. [After counting.) Two hundred 
and sixty-four gentleman have voted in the negative. Forty- 
not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are re- 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
y York [Mr. Paynr] to recommit. 

Mr. MANN. And on that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. And on that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


eight is 
fused. 


Nev 


to correct that? | 


vot believe was on the | 


arisen in the | 





The SPEAKER. Those in favor of the motion to recommit 
will, when their names are called, answer “yea”; those op- 
posed will answer “nay.” The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 295, 
answered “ present” 1, not voting 14, as follows: 

YEAS—122, 


Ainey Frear Kreider Prouty 
Anderson French La Follette Roberts, Mass, 
Austin Gardner Langham Rogers 

Avis Gillett Langley Scott 
Barchfeld Good Lenroot Sells 


Bartholdt 
fSarton 
sritten 

Broussard 

Browne, Wis. 

Browning 

Burke, Pa. 


Burke, 8. Dak. 


Butler 
Calder 
Campbell 
Cary 
Cooper 
Cramton 
Curry 
Danforth 
Davis, Minn. 
Dillon 
Dunn 
Dyer 
Edmonds 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Farr 
less 
Fordney 


Abercrombie 
Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Alexander 
Allen 
Ashbrook 
Aswell 
Bailey 
Baker 
Barkley 
Barnhart 
Bartlett 


Goodwin, Me. 


Graham, Pa. 
Green, lowa 


Greene, Mass. 


Greene, Vt. 
Griest 
Guernsey 


Hamilton, N 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Helgesen 
Hinds 
Howell 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Lindquist 
McGuire, Okla. 
McKenzie 
McLaughlin 
Madden 
Manahan 
Mann 

Mapes 

% 4 Martin 
Merritt 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moore 
Morgan, Okla. 
Morin 


Humphrey, Wash. Moss, W. Va. 


Johnson, Utah Mott 

Johnson, Wash. Nelson 
Kahn Norton 
Keister Parker 


Kelley. Mich. 


Kennedy, lo 
Kennedy, R. 
Kiess, Pa. 


Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Knowland, J. R. 


Bathrick 
Beakes 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Cal. 
Bell, Ga. 
Blackmon 
Booher 
Borchers 
Borland 
Bowdle 
Bremner 
Brockson 
Brodbeck 


Patton, Pa. 
wa Payne 

® Platt 
Pinumiey 
Porter 
Powers 
NAYS—295. 


Brown, N. Y. 
Brown, W. Va. 
Bruckner 
Brumbaugh 
Bryan 
Buchanan, Il, 
tuchanan, Tex, 
Bulkley 
surgess 
Burke, Wis. 
surnett 
Byrnes, 8. C, 
Byrns, Tenn. 


Shreve 
Sinnott 

Slemp 

Sloan 

Smith, Tdaho 
Smith, J. M. c 
Smith, Minn. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sutherland 
Switzer 
Towner 
Treadwa 

Vare 5 
Volstead 
Waltin 

Wilder 

Willis 
Winslow 
Woods 

Young, Mich, 
Young, N. Dak. 


Callaway 
Candler, Miss, 
Cantrill 
Caraway 
Carew 

Carlin 

Carr 

Carter 

Casey 
Chandler, N.Y, 
Church 
Clancy 

Clark, Fla. 


from Kansas [Mr. sen, | Crerpeet 


Clayton 
Cline 
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Goldfogle 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Gordon 


Licb 
Lindbergh 
Linthicum 


Collier Gorman Lloyd 
Connelly, Kans. Goulden Lobeck 
Connolly, lowa Graham, Ill. Logue 


Conry 
Covington 


Gray 


Gregg 


Lonergan 
Me Andrews 





Cox Griffin McClellan 

Crisp Gudger McCoy 

Crosser Hamill McDermott : 
Cullop Hamlin McGillicuddy T Ma 
Curley Hammond McKellar ! N 
Dale Hardwick Maguire, Nebr. Smith, 7 
Davenport Hardy Mahan Spark 
Davis, W. Va. Harrison, Miss. Maher Stanley 
Decker Harrison, N. Y. Metz Stepher 
Deitrick Hay Mitchell Stepher 
Dent Hayden Montague Stepher 
Dershem Heflin Moon Stenier 
Dickinson Helm Morgan, La. Stever 
Dies Helvering Morriscn Stone 
Difenderfer Henry Murdock Stout 
Dixon Hensley Murray, Mass, Strir 
Donovan Hill Murray, Okla. Sum 

| Pooling Hinebaugh Necley Ts 
Doolittle Hobson Nolen, J. 1. Ta \ 
Doremus Holland O Brien Tal ‘ 
Doughton Houston Oxlesby Tay 
Driscoll Howard O' Hair Ta, 
Dupré linghes, Ga. Oldfield Ta 
Fagan Hulings O Leary Ta 
Fagle Hull O Shaunessy Ta 
Edwards Humphreys, Miss. Padgett Ter 
Elder Jece Page Ten I 
Estopinal Jacoway Palmer Th: 
Evans Johnson, Ky. Patten, N. Y. Th 
Faison Johnson, 8. C. Pepper The 
Falconer Jones Peters The 
Fergusson Keating Peterson T 
Ferris Kelly, Pa. Phelan Tr 
Fields Kennedy, Conn. Fost Tutt 
Finley Kent Pou Und 
Fitzgerald Kettner Quin Und 1 
FitzHenry Key, Ohio Ragsdale Van 
Flood, Va. Kindel Rainey Wall 
Floyd, Ark. Kinkead, N. J. Raker Wals 
Foster Kirkpatrick Rauch WwW; 
Fowler Kitchin tavburn Wat 
Francis Konig teed Watson 
Gallagher Konop Reiliy, Conn, We 
Gard Korbly Reilly, Wis. Wh 
Garner Lafferty tichardson Ww 
Garrett, Tenn. Lazaro Riordan Wi 
Garrett, Tex. Lee, Ga, Roddenbery Wi 
Gerry Lee, Pa, Rothermel Wils 
Gilmore L'Engle Ronse Wing 
Gittins Lesher Rubey v 
Glass Lever Rupley Ww 

| Godwin, N. C. Levy Russell You 
Goeke Lewis, Pa. Sabath 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”’’—1. 
Copley 
NOT VOTING—14. 

Ansberry George Moss, Ind. 8 
Anthony Hoxworth Roberts, Ney. We 






Baltz Hughes, W. Va. Rucker 
Donohoe Lewis, Md. Stedman 

So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pai: 

On this vote: 

Mr. ANTHONY (to recommit) with Mr. STEPMAN (against). 

Mr. DoNonoe (to recommit) with Mr. RcckKer (: 

Mr. ANSBERRY with Mr. Roperts of Nevada. 

The result of the vote was announced as above re 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit is 
question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. MANN. On that I demand the yeas and nays 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I demand the yeas and na} 

The SPEAKER. Both the gentleman from |! is 
MANN] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unvt 


demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 281, nay 

answered “ present” 1, not voting 12, as follows: 

YEAS—281. 








Abercrombie Borchers Cathaway Co 

Adair Borland Candler, Miss, Co 

Adamson Bowdle Cantrill Cox ‘ 
Aiken Bremner Caraway Crisp } 
Alexander Brockson Carew Ci ea 
Allen Brodbeck Carlin Cull re 
Ashbrook Brown, N. Y. Carr Curley 5 
Aswell Brown, W. Va. Carter Dak , ; 
Bailey Bruckner Cary Dave . ps 
Baker Brumbaugh Casey Davis. \ A, 3 
Burkley Bryan Church Decket 3 
Barnhert Buchanan, I'l. Claney Dett d 
Bartlett Buchanan, Tex, lark, Fla. Dent S 
Bathrick Bulkley Claypool Ders yo 2 
Beakes Burgess Clayten Dickinson % 
Beall, Tex. Burke, Wis. Cline Dies Fs 
Bell, Ga. Burnett Cellier Difendert uy 
Biackmon Byrnes, 8. C. Connelly, Kans. Dixer 

Boober Byrns, Tenn. Connolly, lowa Donov 















liayden 
: Heflin 
S Helm 
1 Heivering 
Henry 
He ey 
Till 
Ho on 
He nd 
l Il on 
H rd 
lHiughes, Ga 
i Hit 
Humphreys, Miss 
I e 
j way 
1 } yn, Ky 
ry } so Xo. 
: Jones 
Keating 
Kelly, L'a. 
Kennedy, Conn. 
Kent 
Kettner 
( Key. Ohio 
( t Kindel 
( renn Kinkead, N. J. 
z Kirkpatrick 
Kitchin 
Konig 
3 Konop 
{ Ko Vv 
N.C Lee, Ga 
{ Lee. la. 
( L'Engle 
( rk, I 
‘ Levy 
( Lewis, Md. 
G m. Il. Lieb 
‘ Linthicum 
( y Liovd 
‘ } Lobeck 
( r Logue 
I Lonergan 
] n McAndrews 
H ond McClellan 
Hardwick MeCoy 
H MeDermott 
Miss. MeGillicuddy 
j son, N. ¥ Maguire, Nebr. 


Hay : Mahan 


NAYS- 


A French 
i Gardner 
Gillett 
Q Good 
I feld Goodwin, Me. 
] it Graham, Pa. 
Green, Iowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Greene, Vt, 
ird Griest 
Wis Guernsey 
l Hamilton, Mich. 
| r’ Hamilton, N. Y¥. 


Haugen 
Butler Hawley 

ler Hayes 
Helgesen 
Hinds 
Hinebaugh 
Howell 
Hulings 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Johnson, Utah 
| i Johnson, Wash. 


I t Kahn 
! é Keister 
I) Kelley, Mich. 
! noe : 
! 3 Kennedy, lowa 
Kennedy, R. I, 
d Kiess, Pa. 


ier Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Knowland, J. R. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—1. 


ou 


ge et et eet PE et eet amet tt Det ed edt ead et prt ete 


Roddenbery 
Rothermel 
Ro ise 
Rubey 
Rupley 
Russell 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Scully 
Seldomridge 
Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 


139. 


Langham 
Langley 
Lazaro 
Lenroot 
Lewis, Pa. 
Lindbergh 
Lindquist 
McGuire, Okla, 
McKenzie 
MeLanghlin 
Madden 
Manahan 
Mann 
Mapes 
Martin 


Mondell 
Moore 
Morgan, La. 
Morgan, Okla, 
Morin 

Moss, W. Va, 
Mott 
Murdock 
Nelson 
Norton 
Parker 
Patton, Pa. 
Payne 

Platt 

Plumley 
Porter 
Powers 
Prouty 


Copley. 


NOT VOTING—12. 


Kreider 
Latterty 
La Follette 
Ar ry Donohoe 
J George 
Hoxworth 
bill was passed. 
v vote: 


Ruck 
Mr 
e SPEAKER. 
TI 
ted ~ aye,” 
\ PADGETT. 
league, Mr. McKenn 


hess, 


Hughes, W. Va. 


McKellar 
Moss, Ind. 


s n 
S len 
sina 
x Mad 
s r 
Spurl in } 
t i 
tan 
epl Mi 


IT LRNLRNRRNRT. 


3 het bee bet 


a A 


dt all 
— 


Walker 
Walsh 
Watkins 
Watson 
Weaver 
Webb 
Whitacre 
White 
Williams 
Wilson, Fla. 
Wilson, N. Y, 
Wingo 
Witherspoor 
Young, Tex 
The Spe aker 


Roberts, Mast. 
Roberts, Nev. 
Rogers 

Scott 

Sells 

Shreve 
Sinnott 
Slemp 

Sloan 

Smith, Idaho 
Smith, J. M. €. 
Smith, Minn. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal, 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sutherland 
Switzer 
Temple 

Thoms n, Ill, 
Towner 
Treadway 
Vare 

Volstead 
Wallin 
Walters 
Wilder 

Willis 
Winslow 
Woodruff 
Woods * 
Young, Mich. 
Young, N. Da®. 


Rucker 
Stedman 
Sullivan 


hg additional pairs were announced: 


‘UCKER (for the bill) with Mr. Dononoe (against). 
STEDMAN (for the bill) with Mr. ANTHONY (against). 
The Clerk will call my name. 

© Clerk called the name of Mr. CLark of Missouri, and he 
as above recorded, 
Mr. Speaker, I am informed that my col- 
AR, has been called away on account of sick- 
and 1 ask that he be excused on that account. 


He has 
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been in ie HI se until a rt t » oO, \ he 
Way very i 

The SPEAKER, The gentler from 
his eague, Mr. McKetLiar. be ex ed Is th » 4 

There was no objection. 

‘The vote was then anuounced as above recorded 

On rt f Mr, UNbDeRwoop, metion to 1 
ole DY WI h the bill \ l poet seq ad ou 

| The SPEAKER lL} Chair d Lo i Y 
| ment On the « thie t ( { 
his | to f \ lle « i7 M 

| be id am j { ' 

| 1% men constitut yr the e l l } 

fand the tle 1 fre in | f é 

| witl | rf d by t iv t \ ! it 

| easy to count S pie i \ 

| walks way f1 1 the Sip r wi } 

| Speaker takes it for granted that, altl | e is 

| a does not wish to be « nted If one j é 

|} ing with another man, it is to say \ | i 
ing up to be ce { r not f there ij ‘ 

( iir will direct that the Reco ow 1D ve l \ i 
proposition instead of 1% 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I shall not cbieet, a i 
the trouble to make e count while the Speaker w ‘ 
and there were only 17 standing uy 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I did not teh the rei 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN I understand 
snid he counted those who stood and tha ‘re wera« 17 
As usual, he « ts retlections on the word of men in this b 
There were 10 men who said t \ l ind vy ) a 
voted, 

The SPEAKER. The itieman from Il { Ma 
said he would not object, and th is ‘ | t Th 
porter will change the 17 to 19, if t ! neé ! } \ 

a pause.}] The Chair hears no objection 
ASSAULT ON REPKESENTATIVI IMS 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I } ! l by th 
tleman from West Virginia [M Davis} that he will « 
the Glover case to-morrow, and in order that it may be f ( 
to-morrow I ask unanimous consent that when the Hou | 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alsb: \ asks 1 
mous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet to-morrow ut 11 o'clock Is there ol 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, may 
I ask the gentleman from Alab . this quest After th 
Glover case is disposed of to rrow, what is | y to b 
program of the majority of the House for the nest few w 

Mr. UNDERWOOD Mr. Spe er, I will } ] 
man from [Illinois that it is the purpose of the Co1 
Ways and Means on the Democratic side to ma! D 
mittees for this side of the House | t w 
until the Ist of June. In \v f that 1 w 
agreeable to the members! ip of » blou I 
business can be transacted without con ter to e 
unanimous-consent agreement, if we n n ho 
House, that after either to-morrow or Saturday; or two 
little matters may Cconre up to-morrow—the Il 
for three day: at a time until t l f J 1 that nol 
ness shall be transacted during that time, so thut Memb 
go home. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, there may be me little “el 
feed’ busines 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes: except : n 

Mr. MANN. And of course hin 
absence of a quorum, and 
who wis her ‘Oul ! LOT I 
cause there would be no gq 
satisfactory so far as I ‘ ! 
that meets the feelings of fl is ) » 3 f the 

Mr. BURKE of D I 
ask the minority leade ! 
that would interfere with the s¢ of the Ind fly 
tion bill to conferen 4 i ‘ ) nt 

Mr. MANN. I should y not. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should yon Then, Mr. § 
as there is probably a larger attendance here now than 
will be to-morrow or the next day, I ask 1 
that after Saturday next there shall be no bus ti I 
until the Ist day of June, except some little matters tl 
possibly come up by unanimous consent, such as send the 
Indian bill to conference, so that it will not ! necess to 





























































keep a quorum present, and that Members may go bh 








L588 


Mr. MI 


Se 


RDOCK. Mr. Speaker 
like to ask the 


pury in the Mac) 


obje Ct, 


to his 


ing the right to 


from Alabaina as 


reser 
I we itlenan 
nald-Young contested-election 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wo that I 
by the Ist of June to have the Democratic members 
cominil ted, prepared to submit to the Democratic « 
and if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and the 
man from Kansas [Mr 
name of their 
committee will 


0 | 


cause. 
uld say expect 
of the 
tee se. et aucus, 
gentle- 
Murpock] are prepared to furnish the 
of that at that time, the 
immediately afterwards, so that it 


members committee 


be elected 
onsider the case. 
Mr. MURDOCK, I will say to the gentleman from Alabama 
that that is the case we want to get up as soon as possible. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think there posit on 
side of the House to delay a speedy hearing. 
The SPEAKER. There are two requests 
tlenan from Alabama asks unanimous ¢¢ 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 
row. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and is so ed. The request is that, 
Saturday next and until the 1st of June, there shall be no busi- 
ness transacted except small matters of unanimous consent-—— 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I take it that t is only a gen- 
tleman’s agreement. There can be no order entered in the 
liouse in reference to it 
' » SPEAKER. The 
at a time. 
UNDERWOOD. I 
is objected. 
HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
gentleman Alabama which he will 
the Committee on Rules should report 
bmitted to the House on Saturday next 
tion—would this agreement interfere with 
considered ? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. n the following 
Monday. My idea the Membership of the House could 
stay here Saturday if necessary. Mr. Speaker, as I understand 
the t, it would not interfere with any emergency ap- 
propriation bill that might come in. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the Speaker put that request. 

The SPEAKER. The request has never been agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. I did not understand the request is to be put to 
the House. I understand it is an understanding that will un- 
doubtedly, having now been stated, prevent House from 
having a quorum at any time, so that if any gentleman desires 
to prevent business it very easy for him to do. 
All he has got to do is to say “ Mr. Speaker, 
of order that there is no quorum present.” 

Mr. COOPER. Do! 


ay ( 


is no dis on this 


nding. The gen- 

that when the 
11 o'clock to-mor- 
ord 


il second 


hat 


intention, of course, is 


to adjourn three 


think that is the understanding. WNo- 
an inquiry to 
understand. Sup- 
a proposition to be 
a matter of legisla- 


that matter being 


from 


Not on Saturday, but « 


is that 


augreeme 


the 


is a matter 


understand from the remark of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that it will be possible, unless some- 
body got up and said they objected, to transact business be- 
tween now and the Ist of June? 

Mr. MANN. It would be theoretically px 


think 
ylutely impossible 


Sti ndit 


ir. COOPER I do not 


it ought to be abs 


ad 


. , and I think there 
ot 
ransacted. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. MANN. 
ul hi } is 
prevent th 
from rescinding it by unaninx 
Mr. COOPER. Then I think 
to recess until the Ist of June. 
The SPEAKER. The trouble is 
ist of June- 
Mr. COOPER. 
enate, I think. 
The SPEAKER. 
Senate you can. 
Mr. MANN. 
bel re, 
Mr. COOPER. 


Summer 


i ne, 
to the gentleman 

eut entered 
Members of tl 


mm Wisconsin no 
the House could 
the next day 


een into 


ie use 


us 


it 


consent 


would 


great 
we 


We could do so with the consent of the 


Ss 


The Chair knows with the consent of the 


We have never had any difficulty about this 


The reason I spoke of 
during the national convention at 
other one at Chicago there was quite 


this is because last 

saltimore and the 
a long time when sup- 
posedly no business of importance would be transacted, and 
there was some quite important business transacted, and there 
were a very small number of people here. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not recall any agreement having 
been made in the House at that time. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Wisconsin will recall at 
that time there was an agreement in the House that no busi- 
ness should be transacted during the Democratic convention 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


after | 


I make the point | 


ssible, of course, | 
to be theoretically | 


no business should be | 


deal safer | ,, 
| tion. 


recess until the | 


| day from the 2d day of May, 


in Baltimore, and there was no business transacted. ‘J 
was over there, or rather a large share of it. and the 
somewhere else, but during the time of the 
Chicago the sundry civil appropriation bill was w 
sideration, but there was no agreement not to tr 


i 


conve 


|} hess because, as a matter of fact, everybody was 
| sundry civil appropriation bill. 


Mr. COOPER. It is my recollection there was s 
of importance transacted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the re quest 
tleman from Alabama for unanimous consent that at 
day until the ist day of June there shall be no busines 
acted in the House except such things as referring 
committee or such little matters to which everybod) 
agreeable? 

Mr. COOPER. 
report? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw t! 
and if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and t¢! 
man from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] understand the p: 
and will cooperate with me we will try to carry it 
plause. } 


CLERK 


Will that include the adoption of a 


TO JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE ON DISPOSITION 
EXECUTIVE PAPERS. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I present the foll 
leged resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 86 (H. Rept. 13). 

Resolved, That the chairzaan of the Joint Select Comn 
sition of Useless Executive Papers be, and he is here) 
appoint a clerk to said committee, who shall be paid 
tingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per day for tl 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 5, after the word “ day,” insert “from the 2d d 
1913, and during the remainder of,” so that it will read 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rat: 
1913, and during the rem: 
session.” 

Mr. MANN. 

The 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


This is the employee for the Talbot 
SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing t 


MESSENGER TO JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
LESS EXECUTIVE PAPERS, 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer 


DISPOS 


Mr. LLOYD. 
resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the res: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Iiouse resolution 85 (H. Rept. 15). 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Joint Select Com: 
sition of Useless Executive Papers be, and he is hereby, 
appoint a messenger to said committee, who shall be | 
contingent fund of the House at the rate of $60 pe 
session, 


Also the following committee amendments were 


Line 5, after the word “ month,” insert the 
1913, and during the remainder of.” 
Line 5, after the word “ month,” strike out the word 


The SPEAKER. 


* from 


The question is on 


; 


agreeibg 


| ments, 


The 
The 


question was taken, and the amendments w 
resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MARY C. ADAMS, 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I also offer the fo 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the res: 
The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 87 (H. Rept. 12). 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is 


| ized to pay to Mary C. Adams, out of the contingent fun: 


the sum of $60, said amount being compensation for 2+ 
from April 7 to April 30, 1913. both days inclusive, as a 
ladies’ reception room of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MARIE SMITH, HALLIE VIERBUCHEN, AND LOUISE MO 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I also offer the follow 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri off 
lution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 81 (H. Rept. 11). 


Resolved, That there be paid, out of the contingent fund of 
to Marie Smith, Hallie Vierbuchen, and Louise Morgan $7.9" 





May 8 


aS rhe qi stion 1s on I Li to { bint ee 
ent. 
MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman to make 
explanation of what this is 
| LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, this resolutio ut] the 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, which was 
ed during the last session of Congress to make certain 
ns by House resolution, to discharge this work of 
on and continue it and pay the employees that may 
been employed under that resolution since the 4th day of 
MANN. How could there be any em ees emploved 
Did they have authority to go ahead a e 4th of 
he’? 

r, ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr 

MANN] yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. ALEXANDER] 
\ IANN. Certainly. 

lr. ALEXANDER. ‘The Committee on the Merchant Marine 

fisheries completed the public hearings on or about the 

iy of March. They had in their employ Dr. S. S. Huebner 

‘pert, and a stenographer, who is assisting him. I1 asked 
Huebner to go ahead and revise the hearings and index 

ready for publication, and also revise the diplomatic and 
silar reports and index them also for publication, and con 
the work under my direction until the committee should 
pointed. The public hearings ended, as stated, abou 

, aud it would have very much interfered with our wi 

dropped it at that stage. Under the resolution (H. Re 

' the House the committee were investigating the s 
shipping Trust. We have expended, I will say, about 

00 in the investigation altogether. 

MANN. How much does this further authorize the co1 
ee to expend? 
Mr. ALEXANDER, The appropriation was $25,000. 
} MANN. Now, a3 I understand, the amendment proposed 
make it apply to the members of the Committee on t 
nt Marine and Fisheries in the last Congress and who 
reelected to this Congress. Is that right? 
Mr. LLOYD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MANN. Yet, in the course of a few days we will ha 
ew Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, who 
& ho money in their control, and these old membe 
: remain, will have $13,000? 
: LLOYD, The Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
: es will then take up the work and will have control over 
Mu, 
Mr. MANN. When do they get the authority? When you 
} ve turned the money over to somebody else? 

r. LLOYD. The members of the committee e! to this 
Congress are only authorized to spend the money up to the 
J the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 

ted 

~~ MANN. I did not so understand it. 

‘t. ALEXANDER. That is simply for the purpose of con 
t . the work. 

Mr MANN. Is that what this resolution provides? 


the 


Mer 


' 
i 


ir. LLOYD. 








PEAKER. 


Yes; 


‘ 


Marine and Fisheries may be appointed. The gentle 


this just provides for the time between 


4+} ow : ‘ : 
‘ha day of March and the time when the Committee on the 
Mh 
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I Mr. CLAYTON: Resolution (H. Res. 97) providing for the 
ce deration of IL R. 382 and 8S. 577, etc.; to the Committee on 
hu 

By Mr. THACHER: Memorial of the Legislature of Massa- 
e] 1 il } reic ing Federal « itrol of national forests; 


to the Committee on Agriculture 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clat >» 1 of Rule XXII private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H.R. 4! for the relief of Allen 
M. Hiller; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ry Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4903) for the 
relief of the deacons of the Gethsemane Baptist Church of 
Davidson County, Tenn.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Ry Mr. CALDER: A bill CH. R. 4904) for the relief of Mary 
McCullough: to the Committee 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: 
to Charles Woesner ; 


Wy) 


on Claims, 
A bill (H. R. 4905) granting a pension 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4906) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank E. Schoener: to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 4907) granting an increase of pension to 





Jacob Teal; to the Committee on Invalid Pei S 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4908) granting an increase of pension to 
John Herndon: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4909) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Watt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4910) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma EK. Kanzleiter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4911) granting an increase of pension to 


Georg to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
(H. R. 4912) granting an increase of pension to 
Irvine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 4913) granting an increase of pension t 
George W. Ovens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4914) granting 
a pe to Paulina L. Klepper; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, 


Kross; 
Also, a bill 
Robert W. 


Also, a 


) 


nsion 


Also, a bill CH. R. 4915) granting a pension to Hannah L. 
to the Committee on Invalid Per 
Iso, a bill (HL. R. 4916) granting a pension to Sarah E. Hen- 
dricks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\ bill 


sions 


iso, a 


Gray; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4918) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Robb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4919) granting ¢ 
to Freelin Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4920) granting a 
Collins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4921) granting a pension t 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 4922) granting a pension to 
Anna L. Yachmann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4923) granting an increase of pension to 
Jolin H. Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 4924) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against William V. Molloy; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THACHER: A bill (11. R. 4925) for the relief of 
BE. W. Rohmeling; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 4926) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah J. Winters; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUTTLE: A bill (H. R. 4927) 
Miller; to the Committee on Claims. 


pension 
Frank P. 


pension to 


» Orville Fox; 






for the relief of Isador 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid | 


on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of D. H. Kelly, 
protesting against including mutual life insurance companies in 
the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition of the New York and New Jersey 
Live Stock Exchange, Jersey City, N. J., favoring admitting live 
stock free of duty; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of Abe Weinstein, Brooklyn, N. Y., 
protesting against including mutual life insurance companies in 
the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Illinois Manufacturers’ Association, Chi- 
cago, Lil, relative to the reductions in the dutiable list and the 
additions to the free list in House bill 3321; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


(H. R. 4917) granting a pension to Frances R. | 
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By Mr. DICKINSON: Petition of C. A. Croome and 
of Clinton, Mo., protesting against mutual life insurane. 
in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and \ 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of A. L. Dyke, St. Louis. \ 
testing against the assessment of a fee for all protests 
assessment of the collector of customs; to the Com 
Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of the Lumbermen’s Club of St. Loui 
testing against the passage of legislation abolishi 
merce Court; to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, petition of Whitelaw Bros., St. Louis, Mo.., 
against the reduction of the duty on sugar; to the « 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Hess & Culberson Jewelry Co 
Mo., protesting against any change in the duty on di: 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J A. St. Louis, Mo., 
against any reduction of the tariff on collars; to the « 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Ravarino & Freschi Grocery ( 
the Rosen-Reichardt Brokerage Co., of St. Louis, Mo., m 
against the assessment of a fee for all protests agains 
ments of duty by the collector of customs; to the 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles A. Unger, St. Louis, Mo., 
against any change in the duty on books bound in 1 
States; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Home Building and I. 
ciation, St. Louis, Mo., asking that building and lo; 
tions be exempted from the payment of the income | 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Tenth Ward Improvement A 
St. Louis, Mo., favoring the passage of legislation for i 
consideration of adequate provisions for flood contr 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of William D. Tulley and 83 other « 
St. Louis, Mo., protesting against including mutual 
ance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Com: 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the New York and Ni 
Live Stock Exchange, of Jersey City, N. J., against pla: 
on the free list and taxing live stock; to the Committ 
and Means. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Navy Leag 
United States, favoring legislation providing for a « 
national defense: to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of the Felt Hat \M 
turers’ Tariff Committee, relative to paragraph No. 446 
ule N, of the tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and 

Also, petition of Max Glasberg, of New York, pp 
against mutual life insurance funds in the income-t 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Ludlow Manufacturing Asso 
Boston, Mass., against reduction of the duty on jute 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of New York, N. Y 
free cigars from the Philippine Islands; to the Comu 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the International Brick, Tile, 
Cotta Workers’ Alliance, of Chicago, Ill., against re 
the duty on floor and wall tile; to the Committee on \\ 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Rocky Mountain Ore Produ 
Lake City, Utah, protesting against any change in the « 
lead in ores; M 


Gillespie, 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Aron Wein and Dave Tux, of N 
N. Y., protesting against the removal of the duty on I’! 
tobacco and cigars; to the Committee on Ways and Me 

sy Mr. HOWELL: Petition of N. G. Stringham, H. EF. 
and others, of Utah, against mutual life insurance funds 
income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

3y Mr. LEVY: Petition of Roger H. Williams, \ 
protesting against including mutual life insurance com! 
the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and M: 

Also, petition of E. A. G. Intemann, New York, N. Y.. | 
ing against the reduction of the duty on rock salt; to Ux 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New York and New Jersey Li 
Exchange. Jersey City, favoring placing live stock on 
list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also. petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerc 
mond, Va., favoring the passage of legis!ation for au im! 
reform in the banking system of the United States; to Uk 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 































1915. 




























Mr. J. I. NOLAN: Petition of the Jewelers’ Board of Track 
f Pacifie Coast, San Francisco, Cal., 


tariff on diamonds, ete.; to the Committee on 


reduction 


Ways and 


against any 
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ag : a 
se ROBERTS of Nevada: Petition of sundry citisens| 0. fee eT. if there » furil : 
Nevada. against mutual life insurance funds in the income- |“ . ORGS REM, SPOS Te of « uttees are In Orde 
- to the Committee on Ways and Means. Mr, THOMAS. Mr, President, before the first order is ' 
Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petitions of I. B. W re eee u derat > 
- other citizens of Los Angeles, Norwalk, Downey, Ast: which I think I y be s to that head of ine 
( v and Garden City, Cal., against placing sugar on the |. an : t I had o on, iM pon 
t: to the Committee on Ways and Means. ae - raed ade : : 1 New H entre Mr. Gal 
_ petitions of sundry citizens of California, against mutual I . Oy » dry : . tion | oO m the 
surance funds in the income-tax bill; to the Committee a we Cee r issued by 1 United Shirt & ¢ r Co. t 
ys and Means. IS employees l posted a rious ¢ : 
petition of the Retail Dry Goods Merchants’ Association Several establishments of the \ ; ‘ 
ros Angeles, Cal., against Schedule N of the tariff bill, rela- eee u e United Shirt & € : 
mportation of wild-bird plumage; to the Committee on! . » do more than to refer at this tim \ 
\ nd Means. tp] rs on page 1262 of the CONGRESS 
| Mr. WALLIN: Petition of Delos Abel, Schenectady, N. Y., | pp rhis morning [ received a cli fi 
ling against including mutual life insurance companies | ~+°* ~ lard Press, relating to the s Phat 
-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. ping consists of a reproduction of an Lonny 
ieee tion, evidently from one of the working g 
war establishments, and doubtless prompted by tl 
SENATE. as you will reea Mr. Pre lent, wW ] 
Fray, May 9, 1913 iii ae a hte Se ee 
‘ i} I I hn of v 7 } t 
Set » met at 2 o’clock p. m. | \ cut a ¢ oa we ets 
‘by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. I v0 d | 
of the proceedings of Wednesday last was read}, , ae 2 v 
- , rh ument of the 
I'ETITIONS AND MEMORIALS “4 t i : . 
NELSON presented! a petition of sundry citizens of Min- hah’ we be f ! : 
praying that mutual life insurance companies h po ete : 
d from the operation of the income-tax clause of ple. 'T a 
riff bill, which was referred to the Committee on nt to ! al 
I nt » Wa gton f 
> pr ent ad a resolution adk pted by the City Council of fre “i nt iin : ' 
M nolis, Minn., favoring the establishment of a Federal Comn { ful 
bal | telephone system, which was referred to the Com- | held upon tl . nities r + : ' 
; J ( te Commerce. effect . non the al al 
ORRIS ] rese nted a petition of sundry citizens of Scrib “We y » tc 
praying for a reduction in the tariff on sugar, which | I: 
| to the Committee on Finance. Se aro See a 
LODGE presented the memorial of Haman Von Hall and | y oy ‘be T : 
tizens of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the mort d we were told 
free of duty of cigars from the Philippine Islands, ne 
as referred to the Committee on Finance. eine 
\LLINGER presented petitions of Frank B. Sawyer, of | ret do s . 
AN \. H.; James M. George, of Grasmere, N. H.; Massillon : h 
\  f f Concord, N. H.; G. Wardwell, of Keene, N. U Ja i ‘* = 
i Bs VW e mouth, of Laconia, N. H.; Lloyd E. Maxfield, of OS¢ n the f : 
l, N. H.; James E. Kress, of Johnstown, Pa.; Alfred D. | &.* ° : 
W and Frank D. Lackey, of Wilmington, Del.; W. B. ae ae W ; : , a 
Ny and C. H. Miller, of Huntingdon, Pa.; Charles F. | ! t ) , 
: n Alexander W. Dannenbaum, W. C. Pope, J. Howard I .4 To 
" PL. Degener, jr., J. Blair Kennerly, and Emmett 1 1 ~s ot 
9 of Philadelphia, Pa.; B. F. Lockwood, I. B. Ray, W. C. r, for 1 
A B. M. Banton, of Yankton, S. Dak.; Leonard L. Bar : : Vt 1 ¢ 1 thi 
i Br rt Warren, Mass. ; Robert Snyder, of Narberth, Pa.; th Y 
: row! H. C. Chisolm, and Samuel I. Spyker, of Hunt 1 the ¢ 
1, Pa.; S. Pemberton Hutchinson, of Philadelphia, Pa.; : os 
af orge C. Jewell and Percy Elmer Jewell, policyholders | ¢ a - an thas 
- = Mutual Life Insurance Co. of New York, praying for | tection in behalt 
7 emption of mutual life insurance companies from the tbat the manutackurers ar 
Oversition of the income-tax clause in the pending tariff bill, Sons Getenend tiie gut alread ¥ 
HH thephits s - the Committee on Finance. eneral cut would take place t . 4 A 
; 2 orasteiy ae pop ane ay . the Linnean Society of New cents hier gy preva - for { cut = . 
: bill iting ‘to the Naperiedion: | art meg Sy ter na gpg chat ow - he e mont 
4 which was felessee Oni ation of aigrettes and feathers, etc., | that we will ¢ 
4 Mr. JOHNSON o the Committee on Finance. ora , 
vr - SON of Maine presented memorials of Local Union | 
4 M “‘w International Brotherhood of Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper The situation rmucl I , ' 
x femal ae of Woodland; of Local Union No. 12, Interna- oo a a a a i ‘naidiee alone at 
uM ints a Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper Mill Workers, of | to day if poss i This brought im nea a cle 
2 Denies neal ot Seam tee Local Union No. 15, International ee a —o ae: denis dl Geelead oem ane aa loud 
q No. 146, International Brother! of Lisbon Falls; Local Union | to any recourse that ght seem to opportuni | 
nd; anda eee al i er 100d of Paper Makers, of Wood- upon the employer the t it the t f d : : : 
son, all} dry citizens of Sherman, Limestone, and Madi- a subterfuge for reduction of wa Un iD & W 
tion ae State of Maine, remonstrating against a reduc- ey heen reduced and reduced until 1 
te the 41 cuty on print paper and pulp, which were referred reduction in wag tad a thesis aad Ge eee 3 
He -ommittee on Finance. enough for any girl to live on, and I on as h a 
Togu " Walereiiie Bene a, of sundry citizens of Portland, a onan ta dea tee PP dg yy ee c 
Bridgton, and Caribor ee N an Buren, Ww estbrook, Old Town, | persecution. Although we are working on plecewo et 
the exemption of wabeal lif ie, Beate of ne, praying for | ae i ana aaa: at aa es eS . 
al life insurance companies from the | Gay. do not know what right the Bettses bay 
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result. I believe that any industry which resorts to th} 


|; conduct, which uses for its weapon the reduction 


when reduction is not necessary, in order that th 
employees may be coerced into a line of action the 


which is that the employers can continue their mono; 


| be answered by placing upon the free list every arti 


enters into the subject matter of that particular li: 


nd especially so when, as is the case here, the a; 
imported goods under existing rates ts so infinitesimal] 
be but little larger after the new Dill shall go into 
these gentlemen, if they continue in this course of cond 
not be surprised if at the end of tariff legislation t} 





| will be considerably larger than it has been reported 
| other House. 


t 


EMPLOYMENT OF FEMALES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLU} 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland, from the Committee on th 
of Columbia. to which was referred the bill (S. 1294) ¢ 
late the hours of employment and safeguard the | 
females employed in the District of Columbia. re) 


| without amendment and submitted a report (No. 34) tl 


dr of e1 vi in hop 1 that. What w 1 happen if the plac 
‘ t a? I e hit there were 
} ot } 1 Troy 
} i t we 
f ha le t nir t : an « fi cuti 
1 n G nave n 
v lo it d i I y t to 
‘ i im n notuins 
( | At 
‘ 1 ‘ r g ! ; ln 
a { ine sat ft ' ner ir te 1 
W i in t« iG i they 
( per 
| f Cinett. I ’ ( r t { ‘ 
‘ t ( I rt l ft the rec e ¥ es can 
I { n IZAl Lol yr 
\r Pre lent. tl ’ e contains « sid tter which 
per} is not germane to the cirenlar itself or to the letter 
v h has been reproduced in facsimile in the article to which | 
n was called. My purpose in presenting it at present is | 
to foens the attention of the Se ite upon \ at seems to be 
the commencement of a system of procedure on the part of some 
at le t of the manufacturers of this country, having for its 
purpose through the preliminary reduction of wages to force 
their employees, dependent upon them for subsistence, into 
adverse action with reference to the Underwood tariff bill and 
its consideration by the Members of this body, and by reason 
of such combined attack, expressed through continued and 
multiplied correspondence, either change public sentiment or 
force the hand of the majority of this body. 
The gentlemen representing this industry, headed by the 
mayor of the city of Troy, called to see me about 10 days ago. 
I received them 2s courteously and listened to them as patiently 


and gave them such time as I could. They declared that any 


interference with the present rates of duty would result in the | 


closing of their shops and in the abandonment of a great indus- 
try, which, while affecting them to some extent, would, of course, 
be very injurious to multitudes of employees by throwing them 
out of employment. Of course, the people of the country have 
heard this tale of woe from every direction, and will continue 
to hear it, because they can not help themselves, until this bill 
becomes a law, as it will become a law, and goes into effect 
hout the country. 


Mr. President, this Senate is a body the temper of which I 


gr vy mistake—the temper of which on this side of the Cham- | 


ber, at least, I greatly mistake—if it is to be influenced by any 
manufactured panic, by any forced obstruction of industries, by 
any ruthless and brutal reduction of wages, whereby the depend- 
ent labor of this country is to be coerced into taking a stand 
against a meusure the passage of which is designed for and 
must result in their ultimate benefit. 

If there is an industry which has less cause to take a step 
of this sort than any other, it is the collar and cuff and shirt 
industry of the country. The duty which they have enjoyed is 
not protective; it is absolutely prohibitive, as is shown by the 
statistical records of the Government. The Tariff Handbook 
discloses the fact that in 1910—that being the last date upon 
which complete statistics were obtainable at the time of its 
ration, as I am informed—imports of linen collars and 
r that year were valued at $52,719.75, the duties upon 
at the rate of 40 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad 
valorem—an equivalent ad valorem of 48.81—amounted to 
$25,731.82. The domestic production for that year was $17,230,- 








452 in value. So that the importation was too insignificant to 
be of any importance whatever. The Underwood rate as pro- 


posed is 30 per cent ad valorem, upon which the estimated im- 
ports will be but $82,500, the duties upon which at that rate 
will be $24,750. 

The value of the imports of cotton collars and cuffs for the 
same year was $2,431, the duties upon which were $1,493, under 
a rate of 45 cents and 15 per cent ad valorem, equaling 61.44 
per cent ad valorem, with a domestic production valued at 
$19,648,412. The proposed Underwood rate is 25 per cent ad 
valorem, with estimated imports thereunder of the value of but 
$10.000, with duties amounting to $2,500. 

Here is an industry, Mr. President, the total production of 
which is nearly $37,000,000, the imports of which amount to 
less than $60,000 in the aggregate; and yet that company, or 
this aggregation of companies, in order that their monopoly may 
not be disturbed, in order that they may force the hand of the 
Senate, are issuing their circulars commanding their employees 
to take certain action, cutting the rate of wages at the same 
time, and upon the pretense that depression occasioned by the 
proposed tariff changes makes it absolutely necessary. 

I ean only speak for myself. I am a member, and a most 
inconspicuous member, of the majority of the Finance Com- 
mittee; but speaking for myself I want to say here and now 
that tactics of this sort will produce anything but the desired 











RILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and 
as follows: 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 1857) for the relief of George T. Hamilt 


Committee on Claims, 


By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 1858) granting a pension to Albert F. Pray 

A bill (S. 1859) granting an increase of pension to 
de G. Fernandez: 

A bill (S. 1860) granting an increase of pension 1 
Robinson: 

A bill (S. 1861) granting an increase of pension to ‘I 
McGooden ; 

A bill (S. 1862) granting a pension to Raymond (! 
and 

A bill (S. 1868) granting a pension to Patrick J. F 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. O’GORMAN: 

A bill (S. 1864) for the relief of the contributors t: 
M. Stone ransom fund; to the Committee on Foreign R 

3y Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 1865) to extend the provisions of the a 


| right of way over the public domain in the State of A 


for oil or gas pipe lines to the State of California: to t 
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (S. 1866) to authorize the President to 
Gen. Frank D. Baldwin to the grade of major 
United States Army and place him on the retired 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (S. 1867) for the relief of Malcolm Johns 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1868) to preserve our national sen-f 
and reserve, and to assist in fertilizing the land, to 
conditions of our farmers, our fishermen, and u! 
sumers of food by Federal fertilizer utilization of su 
called dogfish; also several species of unntilized 
fishes all preying upon and destroying our natio: 
shore fisheries of enormous commercial and econoni 
plainly shown in and by the United States Buresu of 
Document No. 622. dated 1907; to the Committee on 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine (for Mr. Burtetcn) : 

A bill (S. 1869) granting an increase of pension to 
H. Murch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. BRADLEY: 

A bill (S. 1870) granting an increase of pension to I 
Work (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1871) granting an inerease of pension 
Wells (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee : 
sions. 

By Mr. LEA: 

A bill (S. 1872) granting an increase of pension to 
Wolfe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1873) for the relief of the estate of Ferd 
Kuhn; and 

A bill (S. 1874) for the relief of the Court Avenue !! 
rian Church, incorporated as the First Cumberland Pp 
rian Church of Memphis, Tenn. ; to the Committee on © 

By Mr. BURTON: : 

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 82) authorizing the 
to accept an invitation to participate in an internatic! 
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e on education extended by the Netherlands Government: Mr. PENROSE. T may } 
. Committee on Foreign Relations. », M President 
\I ~ ry Pe > 
THE TARIFF. Mi SMITH mM [ | 
ir. BURTON submitted an amendmen tended to be Be 
‘ s1) > ee 4 : . ‘i sl ONS 1) . 
bv him to the bill (H. R. $321) to reduce tariff d . : Ee 


rovide revenue for the Government. and for other | 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance and 


Ir. SM Woof M ‘Mir. |} 
to be printed. ; care i. ; 
MESSAGE FROM THE 4101 
ge from the House of Representatives, by J. C. S h j s Clo oof 3 \ } 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to e | Se 
nts of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2441) making ay 
nl tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for | 1 ed 
t year ending June 30, 1914, and for other purp s, | Se 
onference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of | e! f this 1 


. Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Frrzcrrarp. | that I desire t 
M . ‘LEY, and Mr. GILLETT managers at the conference on | an teryiew w le 
rt of the House. that ty, ! 


rhe message also announced that the House had passed : from Colorado ! 
| (i. R. 8321) to reduce tariff duties and provide revenue I 
Government, and for other purposes, in which it re 


d the concurrence of the Senate 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of | by the propo t 
os ¢ 


ise of Representatives disagreeing to the amendn ts ; 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2441) making appropriations for { 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end 
June 30, 1914, and for other purpeses, and requesting a con 
e with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two | ‘ 
es Lhoereon. I 
VIARTIN of Virginia. I move that the Sennte insist upon 
iments, agree to the conference asked for by the Hou 
ferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed by the |, 1 
( ‘ 
e was agreed to; and the Vice President a} l i 
Mr. M x of Virginia, Mr. OverMAN, and Mr. WakREN 


n the part of the Senate 


THE TARII . 
| (H. R. 8821) to reduce tariff duties and to pre vide 
for the Government, and for other purposes, was read | fo j5 mani 
» by its title. rf t kind 
SIMMONS. Mr. President | Mr. Pr 
VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the bill | minded. pat) 
idered as read uttered be 
PENROSE. No. the statute be 
SIMMONS. I move that the b l referred to the ! 
] e Committee. rado to 1 ‘ ) 
PENROSE. Mr. President, I move to amend the motion | tyre; nd 
| instructions to the Finance Committee to give public | ay, be j 
yn the bill and the several schedules thereof. be put m en 
SIMMONS. I make the point of order that that is not I s oil ' 
{ to my motion. » th 
PENROSE. Oh, yes; it is. I y 
LODGE. On the point of order, if the Chair will glance 
XXVI, he will see that it is particularly provided for 
ENROSE. The rule will be found on page 27 of th 
Manual. 
on simply to refer shall not be open to amendment, except \ P dent. eve 


ns, 
VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that the point of | yndertaken to 
s not well taken, question Wwaxe han 
SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, apropos of the re- | employment has f 1 off | 
s of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tuomas] - wil be the result of 
SIMMONS. Mr. President | Mr. THOMAS Mr. Pre 
VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro-| The VICE PRESIDEN’ 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? | vield to the Senator from C 
'r, SIMMONS. I had not yielded the floor. | Mr. SMITH of Micl ) 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Has the Senator from North Caro- | Mr. THOMAS. I nild 
the floor? | Michigan the n: 


the VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina from y hich he has I 


! S the floor. i Mr. SMITH of Michig I ga e i i 
lr. SMITH of Michigan. If the Senator from North Caro- | jt to the Senator aga he D ent of ¢ 
iS hot going to take any time, I would like to answer the ! and Labor as wel 
suggestion of the Senator from Colorado. Mr. THOMAS. Wh s the nat 
Mr. SIMMONS. I suppose, before the Senator proceeds, we} Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The name is the M ( 


- to dispose of the wotion now before the Senate. of Detroit. 

Me CML Cam. 4 he motion is debatable. | Mr. THOMAS. Is not that « of the ' 

Mr. SIMMO of Michigan. I desire to speak on the motion. | ploys convict labor in the manufacture of its product 

Ginnie al MONS. Does the Senator from Michigan propose to| Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; it is not; and | 1 say to 

p coe the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. | the Senator from Color 
Mp pt ny es | stitution in our State h: $ cu 
‘'. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. | half by the threat of the passage of this b 


ado that every great } if 
s had its ord 


i 
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skilled labor. If you think that by aieee Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator does not believe 


|} manufacturing center 
| ture come 








May Q 











will be done after this bill has been passed if the resy 
that some of us believe will follow, does he? 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No, Mr. President: I do n 
A man connected with one of the |: 
in this country. one who knows, told me the other 4 





rest business en} 





day President Wilson came to the House of Repres 
with his magic message on the tariff question his trad 
a thousand dollars a day, and that it had continued to 


from that time to this, 
failen off $12,000 a day. 
In the city in which I live, a community that does n 
because of any direct tariff protection, the largest 
in the world, where the brye: 
twice every year to look at samples of 


until on the day he talked to 


our citizens and to make their purchases for the co) 
at the last exhibition, held in January, over 1, 
| represented, there was a larger attendance than 
had in any previous year of their experience. B 


moment President Wilson came to the House of Repr: 


notwithstanding he bed the noose of Jackson j 
which he was to adjust nicely to the neck of a 
should decry the success of his policy, business | 


off, and the orders that were given Inst 
this spring have been largely curtailed, and in n 
one-half. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to enter into any 
cussion of this bill at the present time, although I | 
Sinee I entered 
preparation of several tariff bills. I 
Chamber and heard the late distinguished 
ginia, Mr. Daniel, berate the policy of the S 
tariff bill behind doors. I saw the look of | 
surprise that crept upon the countenances of my) 
that side of the Chamber when we proposed to ma! 
the Committee on Finance; and even then we \ 
hear from all those wished to be heard. But | 


Janu 


some study. Congress I have 


upon thi 
Senntor 


sat 


‘nate in 


closed 


who 


| my fellow Senators, that if you do not listen to the n 


| fortune who could retire if 
| which they have kept alive from their youn 


to be affected, to the enterprising men who do « 


many of them not because they have to employ la 


+} 3c) 


ey wished and leave thi 
n mone) 
and decay—men of that kind, urged on by civie prid 
discourage enterprise and strike a blow at Ameri 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 


yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Of course I yield to th 
| from Kentucky. 

Mr JAMES. I should like to ask the Senator 


not the furniture people of his own State appeared | 
Ways and Means Committee that formulated this b 
five weeks of open hearings in the House? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Whether they did apy 


| them? 


Mr. JAMES. Whether or not they did? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; and I will not tell 
why they did not. 

Mr. JAMES. They had the opportunity. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Because their industric 
been affected until the bill was reported to the Hote 
other branches of industry and trade became af 
business of furniture making began to fall off. 

Mr. JAMES. Of course they knew, however, that 
dustries of the country bad the opportunity offered 
the Ways and Means Committee to appear in the « 


| under oath, and make statements on the tariff que 


the highest kind of 
threat you can force silence and acquiescence upon the part of 
the ‘ vers of labor while you affect vitally the value of 
{ I l ry, you are making a mistake and your plan will 
ft 
President, I rose for the purpose of reading the inter- 
‘ \ Mr. Murphy, because it was such an appropriate an- 
SW} hat has just been said by the Senator from Colorado; 
but [I had in mind something more than that. I respect the 
se r from Cok do und his judgment, which oftentimes I 
have fe t a privilege to follow Only the other day, when 
he se t to make no distinctions under the law for violators 
there he nunded my profound respect; but, Mr. Presi- 
dent tl instance the covert threats of the Democratic Party 
nor wild prophecies of good to the country can possibly over- 
the feeling of apprehension of our people whenever that 
I rty i tiled the industrial po.icy of our country by the 
( it of a revenue-tariff law. What we iffered from 20 
we will suffer from now, although the process of 
tion will be eady and sure and the poison a little 
er ji effect, but none the less deadly. Under Mr. Cleve 
land 2O ye s ro the people watched the financial barometer 
of t i il ¢ ernment for their cue; they saw the revenues | 
fn knew tl American industry had been assailed. 
The ¢ ‘ ent revenue fell off every day, until it became 
l ent our currency by the sale of bonds. 
N , our Democratic friends have been much wiser 
t) r ¢ ipatri of 20 years ago. Under an amendment 
t he titution y now have the privilege of putting their | 
} ® » the pockets of the well to do, and the income of the 
( ( ssured as long as private fortunes last. So, I 
the ess of strangulation will be slower and the poison 
I quite ) Instantaneous in its effect, but it will be just as 
and the threat that the political doctrinaire who now 
at the head of th irtment of Commerce, with power 
which we gave him to in igute the wages of his own country- 
men 1 tl wages of people in similar employments abroad, 
i f ed to carry out the will of his party associates, will 
not of e as a successful deterrent to those just complaints 
\ ‘ ite om men of character, men of patriotism, and | 
I of enterprise whose business has now been assailed. 
Mr. President, at least, that the Senate doors may be 
0 d and the people permitted to gaze at the Finance Com- 
! Pe \ e thi linbolical outrage is being committed and that 
t may be heard in protest against It. 
ssiult upon the sugar industry of my State is criminal 
I be resented by those interested and by the farmers who 
produce the raw material for the beet-sugar factories. Why, 
Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from Colornzdo [Mr 
rrHoMaAS] that if he will take testimony, even in his own State, 
he will find mueh confusion and disappointment and apprehen- 
si growing out of this situation. Every student of economic | 
history knows that Cuba has been knocking at the doors of this 
Republic for many yerrs for the privilege of bringing her sugar 
l fre Her agents have swarmed this Capitol from year 
1 eat : l productive capacity of more than 5,000,000 
t of ! l!iy—nearly twice the ability of our country 
te sume. Is it possible that yeu are going to wholly remove | 
the re tions from our domestic sugar production that is of 
if ‘ndous importance to our countrymen? Is it possible 
t! is to be done without permitting a voice to be heard in | 
protest And then, when these factories close and go out of 
business because they are unable to compete with the low sugar 
price of Cuba the belligerent Department of Commerce is to 
spend its time chasing the unfortunates about the country be- 
‘ e they have lost their money in this enterprise, while sol- 
ein Senators are horrified that these men should have gone out 
of the business and left their labor unemployed. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me tor a moment? 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 
GALLINGER. In view the utterances that 
dy been made, in one instance in a higher place than that 


ol 


occupied by the distinguished gentleman whom the Senator from 
Michigan quoted a little while ago, to the effect that manufac- 
turers are to be punished if they reduce wages or interrupt 
1 ufacture, I will ask the Senator if he has any notion as to 


the method that will be adopted to compel men to manufacture 
d employ labor unless they wish to do so? 

SMITH of Michigan. Oh, yes, Mr. President. They are 

to be terrorized into such a condition and state of mind that 

they will keep their money in unprofitable enterprises without 

complaining in order that the Democratic Party may remain in 


g 
Mr. 


power. 


| they knew the question of furniture was under cons 
by the committee. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, when t! 3 


have | 


and Means Committee sent out word that they would 
captains of industry, employers of labor, or laborers t! 


| no matter where they came from, and that they would 





permitted to have more than about 15 minutes each o! 

tention of the House committee, I do not think it was 

great inducement or encouragement for them to come 

that purpose. 7 
Mr. JAMES. The Senator does the Committee on W 

Means a grave injustice by that statement. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I would not do them an i es 
Mr JAMES. The Senator does. I do not think he A 
intentionally. E 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have been a member ‘ :. 





committee and respect the membership highly. 
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‘fr JAMES. Many gentlemen who appeared there upon va 
ctien a hedules had hours given them by the committee, and at 
» rime were they shut off by the committee if they stated there 

. further statements that they desired to make. 

‘ir SMITH of Michigan. I do not think they had hours on 

pill, Mr. President. 

“ate JAMES. Why, certainly: many men did under 
ation by gentlemen of the Senator’s own party. I 
ng of the various witnesses that appeared. 
SMITH of Michigan. I do not think they had 
I know something about the methods employed. I 


cross 


an 


upon this 


have 


1 member of the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
iH I know the methods they employ. I will say to the 
Senator from Kentucky. whom I respect very highly, that in my 
‘ ement the public were not encouraged to come before the 
1 = and Means Committee this yeusr, and it is not your pur 


nose to encourage them to come before the Finan ttee 
because of the fear that the country muy ed to 
rmity of the offense you are about to commit and protest 


st it in language which you will be unable to 


‘e Combi 


} . T ! 
vat “alOGus 





res 





Mr. JAMES. Will the Senator vield to me further? 
Mr. SMITH ef Michigan. Certainly. 
Mr. JAMES. The Senator has stated that the furniture pe- 


nle did not appear before the Ways and Means Committee be 


( e their industry had not been affected. The sugar people. 
however, whose industry had not been affected, because the bill 


had not yet been formulated, appeared and had sufficient hear 
make their protests and their statements to the com- 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh. yes. 
Mr. JAMES. They were afforded every courtesy and oppor- 
t tv to do it. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, yes; they received courtesy, 


and that is all; but, Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
from Kentucky that there was quite a powerful agreement that 
t! ne qua non of this new tariff bill should be free sugar and 
free wool; and the sugar people would be deaf indeed if they did 
derstand it and blind indeed if they could not see their 
Everybody knows that the sugar industries of America 

dead under this bill. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. You give them three years in 
’ h to die, and you give the American Sugar Refining Co., 
v h is their rival, three years in which to buy their stock for 

and put them out of business. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 


the Senntor from Oregon? 
SMITH of Michigan. I do. 


\ LANE. I should like to be allowed to ask a question for 
tion in regard to the sugar schedule. As I understand 
Senator's position, that is one of the gravest acts of in- 
j committed in this bill, 
Mir. SMITH ef Michigan. I think it is a crime. 
Mr. LANE. A crime, then—a criminal action. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. 
Mr. LANE. [f the fact were capable of substantiation and 
proof that sugar is sold free on board for foreign ship 


I t, if it is to be used in Canada, Guatemala, China, or any 
other country in the world, for a cent and four-tenths a pound 
less than it is sold to the American consumer, would that male 


ference with the Senator in his conclusion in regard to 


Sy} “% 


SMITH of Michigan. I will answer the Senator. 
Bi Is convention had to take drastic to prevent the 
bountyizing of the European sugars, because there was a vast 
1s of that product; and when they withdrew their bounties 

(| their cartels the volume not only decreased, but the price 
of sugur rose in the only free and open market in the world. 
The only market that did not fluctuate unfairly was the Ameri- 


The 


steps 


( market, because we had our domestic supply that had not 
been affected by the situation in Austria and in Germany. 


Mr. LANE. As a matter of fact, however, if sugar is selling 
in the American market for a cent and a quarter a pound less 
to the foreign consumer than to the American consumer, is not 
ul \ discrimination against the American consumer? 

SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I do not accept the 
estion of the Senator from Oregon. He is laboring under 


Mr 


Bug; 


4 lsapprehension. American sugar does not go abroad. 
Mr. LANE. The Senator does not? 


I will prove it to bim. 


; Mr SMITH of Michigan. But I will say to him that every 


leat that it costs just about 3 cents a pound te make sugar 





<ECORD—SEN ATE. 


r} - ‘ } 
who knews anything about the American sugar industry | 


Mr. LANE. That is what it selis for 





Mr. SMITH of Mi Mr. I 
po 1 to meke it | 
hold here the supply of gold whicl 
drawn from us to go to pay fe the f 
bot shown great wisdom, especially w { 

; merica to-day chenper ine 
istory of the An 1 Gove 5 ans 

2 that the thr \ 0 ( Ww b \ ! 
owners of th \ ne S r kh ( 
I tories in i \\ ‘ \ 
period ol hre¢ ears 

r Moc BEEK Pi \ 

Mr. SMITH of M ayy 
at about 380 cents on the ¢« rs next ye 
‘ents; the following year at 10 
domestic prod rs of bus 
fining Co. will have » absolute 
sugar will go b \ \ ‘ 
petition 

Mr. THOMAS rose. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ID the Ml 
yield to the Senator from Colorad 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan 3 eid tol 
Dakota 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The iquiry f ( 
whether the Senater from Michigan yielded 
from Colorado 

Mr. GALLINGER, The Senator can yi 

Mr. THOMAS I did not rise, Mr. Presid ‘ 
but to tnrke the floor when the Senator f Ml d 
concluded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Now, does the Se M 
gan yield to the Senator from North Dakota 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I vield to the S r ) th 
Dakota. 

Mr. McCUMBER It is wholly ma ) 
one the Senator yields first. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield to the S« I \ ’ 
Dakota. 

Mr. McCUMBER I wanted to ask tl S 
pleted his answer to the Senator from I H] t 
been established beyond qnestior hat the 
consumption in the United States is less t i 
country in the world except England 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan Il think I stated ft] } { 
land last year it was higher th it w { 
wisdom of our Democratic ft ds they p t ‘ 
all of the money represented in the d i 
from circulation in our country and turn it 
I think they ought to do it the ope ad gi rf 
our State snd country an op] tunity to be | 

Mr. JAMES Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the § ! i 
vield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

" Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Surely 

Mr. JAMES. Does the Senator mean that sucar sell he 
to the consumer in the United States than Cannda? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If it does not, I will say to the 
Senator from Kentucky thot Cannda, t ng re of her own 
enterprises, has an itidumping law, and ¢t { doe not 
permit them to buy anything there that i \ 
market at a greater price than it is sold f n « d in 
ing sugar. 

Mr. JAMES. Of course tl Senator will admit th gar 
sells much cheaper in Great Britain than in the 1 . 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan I ndmit that it d 
and at times it sells for more 

Mr. JAMES. It sells for much $s right : 1 f ny 
observation at all times. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. At tims t does, | 


is the only open market in the world for sugar and gets the 
world’s surplus. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, it sells at 9 cents a hundred less. 


Mr. JAMES. Is it not trve that the Hamburg market export 





price on sugar is 2 cents a pound less than the price in the 
Cnited States 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It has been that 

Mr. JAMES. Is it not now? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; I do not think it is 


Mr. JAMES. 
that it is. 


If the Senator will investivate, he will fi 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


should like to do, 
portunity to 


is what I 


yen 


al 


people gi an Oj 


JAMES. 
munittee tor Inany moi 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 


portunity to do it 1 


the House by a select 


the 

I should like to have them given 

an efore the Committee on Finance of the 
Senate 

Mr. JAMES tate to the Senator, upon the question of 

u made by a i committee 

ublican Party and the Demo- 

ook eviden and thorough and 

not 12 months All that is before 

be easily examined by the Senator, together 


‘fore the Ways and Means ¢ 


igat nh wis 
r the Rej 
] l made 


azo. 


his year. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I 
KY Was A of the C 
JAMES. I was. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And ] 
uiblic life. I have great r 
of fa 


simple 


think the Senator fr 
on Ways and 


mm 
Means. 


member ommittee 


1@ has hi: » experience 
for his candor and 
ask him a plain, straight, and 
question—whether he believes that the American sugar 
y cun survive under the Underwood tariff bill? 
JAMES. 1 hey made much as 
of the r, did they not? 
I . SMITH of Some. 
Mr. JAMES. I 
vive’ 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
St year, 


r. JAMES. 


spe 
rness, I am going to 
| 
as LOO cent 


prefit in 


per 
plants last ye 
Senator whether they not 


will sur- 


They can not survive on what they 
made la 
M I will answer the Senator in this way: 
American people $115,000,000 a year by reason of 
izgar. Most of it into the pock of the 
ly. They have, I believe, about $30,000,000 
would rather buy their property and pay for it 
Treasury than the Sugar Trust the right 
American cons ar in and year out of that 
amount of money. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
the Senator from Kentucky 
dustry can not survive 

Mr. JAMES. 


It costs 
the tariff 
sugar mio- 
invested. I 
out of the 
to rob the 
enormous 


COPS ets 


to give 


liner ye 


Mr. President, to be perfectly fair, 
admits that the domestic sugar in- 
the blow given it in this bill. 

I have not admitted that. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Do you deny it? 

Mr. JAMES. I am not called upon either to admit it or to 
hy it 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator- 

Mr. JAMES. I am ealled upon to do what fair to the 
American consumer; my first duty is to them, and I am un- 
willing that the American consumer should be robbed to the 
extent he has been by the tariff on sugar for the purpose of hot- 
housing into life or for the continued life of the industry in the 
United States. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I want to answer that statement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

“Mr. SMITH of Michigan. We pay hundreds of millions of 
dollars for sugar. Where will we get it when our domestic 
supply is gone, and at what price? 

Mr. GALLINGER. And the foreigners will 
nopoly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Where will we get our supply? 
We will send these millions out of our country—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Surely. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to say to the Senator from Kentucky 
that if we destroy the local sugar industry the American peo- 
ple will pay the sugar distributors of this country, who would be 
the refiners, the price that they paid them in 1911. Just as soon 
as the local sugar was consumed and they had to rely upon the 
sugar refiners in 1911 for sugar, it advanced in the New York 
market to $7.75 a hundred. During those three months this 
American Sugar Refinery Co. made something like $22,000,000 
out of the American people. As far as I am concerned, I would 
rather have the $115,000,000 go to the industries of this country, 
even admitting, which I do not, that it goes to them, than to 
have it go into the pockets of four or five or more refiners in the 
country. 

Mr. JAMES. 
list. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 

Mr. JAMES. 


} 
uit 


is 


have the mo- 


The Senator’s party placed sugar on the free 


Yes; we did in—— 
They thought it was all right. 


| 


‘ommittee taken 


| and 


| tant 


sense | 





Mr. SMOOT. But we paid a bounty at the tim 
that the industry might become established in this co 
Mr. JAMES. I merely wanted to 
fact > 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would sugge 
Senator should talk at a time. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
the floor. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I wish to answer 
from Kentucky, who says that our party put sugar on 
list. That was about a quarter of a century ago. 1 
not a single beet-sugar factory in America, and 
encourage the domestic industry, because science 


direct attenti 


st 


Mic! 


in 


7 that we could produce the beet and that we could 
Ken- 


sugar, the McKinley bill put a bounty on the 
having until it has bec 
industries of our country, I think it comes with ; 
to strike it down in the interest of the Americ 
ining Co., who know that every Har’s worth of 
which comes here from Cuba will through the 
before it can reach the American consumer. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do. 

Mr. JAMES. The Senator bas just stated that w] 
was placed on the free list about 25 years ago by tl 
lican Party there were no beet-sugar factories in tl 
States. The Senator mistaken. Were there not 
tories in California at that time owned by the Watson ¢ 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think not. There 
experimental stations. I know something about 
something about California. There was 


d 


yme one ol 


mest 


bountyized it 


how 


TY 
Ref do} 


pass 


Senator from 


1, 
il 
) 


is 


wi 
it. 


some exfp 


| work, but there was no settled or established industry 


Mr. JAMES. Is it not true of the industry in C 
that several of those factories made as much as 33) 
annually? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. They were purely ex) 
just as our tin production in California up to that 
experimental. 

Mr. JAMES. It seems that, so far as supplying it! 
ican people with sugar is concerned, it is experin« 
now. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is not very experi) 
when we produce so much that we actually fix the 
which sugar shall be sold in the American market. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Kentucky ought to 
enough, when he refers to 334 per cent profit in the W 
Cal., factory, to state that it was not made in the prod 
sugar, but it was made in the sale of real estate, the 
which had been increased by the location of the facto 
community, so that land worth, perhaps, $5 an 
worth $150 an acre. 

Mr. JAMES. Investigation will not sustain the s! 
made by the Senator, but it will sustain the one I mack 
Mr. SMOOT. I know what investigation will show 
read every word of the testimony, and I not only hay: 

testimony, but I know the facts. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan.- I am familiar with the f: 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator from M 
allow me to ask a question of the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not exactly fancy this « 
sion taking that turn. 

Mr. REED. It is on a question of fact. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Of course, 
yield to my friend from Missouri. 
Mr. REED. I wish to ask the Senator from Utah if t 
that went up from $5 an acre to $150 an acre went up ! 

they were raising beets upon it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; if they had not raised beets ul 
particular land perhaps it would be there to-day with |! 
vation whatever. 

Mr. REED. I trust the Senator is not irritated wit! 
asking the question. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am not irritated with the Senator. 

Mr. REED. I wanted to ask the Senator if he thov- 
was just fair to take land which he says was worthiles 


acl 


I can not de 


ind 
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} it to $150 an acre at the expense of the people who had | capital will immediately withdraw from business activity and 
. sugar | enterprise will wither and decay. 
M SMOOT. Mr. President, the question is hardly worth Now, I do not rejoice over that condition of affairs. TI had 
ia ng. because the fact is that whatever the land is worth | hoped that whatever law you pass the country would a pt it, 
t le they pay for it. If it was not worth it, they would | that enterprise might go on, and industry thrive and labor be 
: it at that price. | employed. But I do not believe it. You are disappointed and 
‘ir. REED. Thanking the Senator for his very courteous re- | doubtful, and in your hearts a constant dread resides If it 
aii ‘ich is quite characteristic, I beg to ask him a furthes | were otherwise you would not be standing there anticipating the 
eyestion. Is that land worth anything for any purpose except difficulties which are to grow out of the passage of this law and 
raise beets? } threatening the employers of labor with dire calamity if they 
‘Ir SMOOT. Beet raising made the land valuable, of course. | dare complain over the burdens you have put upon them ‘ 
Ii e Senator will study the question, he will find that the | Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, will the Senator 1 for 
: + of beets on any kind of land brings it into a condition | a question? 
sroronsing it im value; and perhaps that land to-day could be | Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I, of course, yield to my friend 
, : for purposes that it could not have been used for before | from Nebraska. . 
be were grown upon it. Mr. HITCHCOCK. I wish to call him back for a moment to 
REED. Seo one of the profits from raising beets ts that | the subject of furniture, with which he opened his addr nd 
5 only get the beet and get the sugar from it, but you | I ask him 
‘ ter land. Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But I did not open it with furni 
~ Mr. SMOOT. That advantage generally goes to the man who | ture. I touched the subject of furniture 
] the beets. Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
Mr. REED. Se, as I understand the Senator, his preposition it is not a fact that we now export about ten times as much 
is t we shall take a piece of worthless land and raise it to furniture as we import? 
the price of $15@ an acre at the expense of the people of the Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, Mr. President 
United States, and that any interference with that is in the | Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator kindly answ« } 
nature of a high crime and misdemeanor. | tion? 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, of course wherever a sugar fac-| Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I say that the genius of our furni 
t located the Senator must know there is almost a city | ture workers has crowded the foreign manufacturer very se 
mmediately; and t1e money is not made altogether from verely and our products do enter into competition in almost 
rm land, but it is made from the sale of city lots, the value | every country in the world. 
ng as the population increases. That has not only been Mr. HITCHCOCK. Then I should like to ] ~ or 
se in Califernia, but in every State where a beet-sugar | if we are selling, say, six or seven 1 n a s’ h of 
f has been lecated. | furniture made in America in other ) 3 1 ¢ etition 
Mr. SMITH ef Michigan. Mr. President . | with those other countries, why is it necessw1 the 
Mr. REED. If the Senator will yield for one word further, | present high tariff of 35 per cent? 
the Senator’s position is that we ought to tax all the | Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I w l you why. Be rT 
. of the United States for the purpose of building up com- | there they do not pay on an avera 1d ra day to the ft 
and villages in States where they happen to have | ture worker. Here we pay on an ave 
s land which can be made to raise beets. Mr. HITCHCOCK. How can we se furniture abrond if 
ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, beet-sugar factories may operate | competition would be so disastrous under the 15 ent tariff 
f rs and years, but the profits are made from the sale of | at home? 
estate in their early operation. Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Just let me a1 \broad they 
SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I simply rose for | have not the different styles we have; they are not quite so 
t rpose of giving emphasis to the idea that we should have | accept ible to the purchasers; but hers 
] gs on this bill; that there is enough at stake to warrant | Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the Senator ink the styles will 
public hearings; that there is enough information at hand | change with the change of the tariff? 
h will be useful if it is permitted to be shown, and which | Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think that when you ha dis 
Ip us in the determination of this very important question. | couraged the domestic consumption of fu re they id 
[ have no doubt whatever that our friends on the other side of | it impossible to manufacture for export e 
sle have the best interests of the Government at heart. | Mr. HITCHCOCK. Let me ask the Sen if it lot a 
I e no idea that it was otherwise when they made the last fact that in the days when furniture was en on 1 pro 
tariff bill—singularly enough, a bill which bore the name of | tective tariff of 25 per cent we even in tl d ‘ “l 
\ which seems to be synonymous with free things. tnt | much more than we imported? 
to throttle the industries of our country and then forge depart-| Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; we ha ra s we 
mi | chains to hold them from remonstrating against it is an | had our enterprises, and we had our domest I ( We 
' suggestion, and I am surprised that it emanated from | b o forests now. The buyers of the w 1 that s tl 
worthy man as the chairman of the House Committee | furniture in my city are in « ot e civi i l 
( and Means. I was associated with Mr. UNperwoop | purchasing the wood. We bave no adequ j 
f ny years. He is a bigh-minded man. If he had been a| Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is it not a fact L will 1 
f the House 19 years ago, he would have supported | easily p rchased under this bill? 
the Wilson bill of that date. Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No. 
Mr. Bryan, now Secretary of State, helped carry Prof. Wilson | Mr. HITCHCOCK. TI think it will. 
( of the House of Representatives upon his shoulders after | Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No. Why not? B » if vou 
eat personal triumph in the passage of the last low-tariff | can not sell your product at home to thos othe 
ee-trade law. It was not very long before the same shoul- | ment your industry will languish 
ders that helped to carry Prof. Wilson, of beloved memory, a Mr. HITCHCOCK. Let me ask the S& 
“uintly, pure, able, honest man, out of the Chamber, bore upon| Mr. SMITH of Michigan. You can not afford 
shoulders a weight so heavy that it has taken nearly 20| ness going. 
; for you to get strength enough to even aspire to further Mr. HITCHCOCK. Why will they not be able 
‘ lence at the hands of the American people. | product at home? 
" - President, there never has been a time in the history of || Mr. SMITH of Michigan. B oe ; 
“ais Government when wages were so high, when more men had | be cut down; because labor \ be out of ‘ 
aw to their credit, than now. Every fourth man in this | !“borers will be turned from workingmen into w lerers i 
au % has a bank account to-day, and more money is repre- | furniture the last thing they will b 
a in the savings of labor today than was represented in| Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the Senator think tl Al 
we money ever discovered and mined since Columbus dis- | people are going to cease to use al] furniture? 
on a There is more money to the credit of labor} Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; I think that they vw ' 
: ren me Savings banks of our country than would be re- | to use new furniture for the time b ‘ing, as they did 1s 
ole tO pay more than a third of the combined national debts | 1895, and 1896. They will use the old bed id th ! 
oes ae sea ee of the earth. In such a condition | and the old table in preference to new on ! 1 ft 
por: rily rehabilitate as a spectacle often repudiated, now tem-| surplus of money and the storm rolls by, and 
gain a revenue bill e a . this ¢ hamber is to be enacted | comes they w ill suffer collaterally a loss of ‘ 
as it is posstbl > . -Suited to the necessities of our people | the other day into the great Hoe printing | ! 
possible to imagine. It contains a blight so severe that! this statement because the Senator from N 
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I went into the Hoe factory for the purpose of buying a press, 
and I was told by Mr. Hoe that they were getting their London 
factory in shape to work more men and more hours, because it 
would be to their advantage to use the cheaper labor of England 
rather than the high-priced labor that they were obliged to 
employ in New York. When I asked him: “ Will it make any 
difference in the price of your printing presses?” he said, “ No; 
we will govern our output by the demand, but we will play 
safe, because we will make our new presses by the lower scale 
of London labor.” 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator from Michigan now 
please answer why the American furniture manufacturers need 
a pre tective tariff of 35 per cent 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am not talking about what they 
need, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. In this market, when they sell between 
six aud seven million dollars’ worth of furniture without any 
protection in free competition in other countries? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, just a moment. Listen, will 
you? I want to answer the Senator directly. I am not plead- 
ing for any duty on furniture at all. If you will give a fair 
protection on the other employments of labor, we will have a | 
market for our domestic furniture without a burdensome tariff; 
but it is these collateral industries that are affected vitally by 
the tariff. The farmer who raises the sugar beet and the wool, 
the men who work in the American industries at wages, millions 
of whom have money to their credit in the banks, are the people 
upon whom we will rely to buy the products of our labor. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I always yield to my friend from 
Missouri. 

Mr. REED. Wiil the Senator from Michigan tell us how 
many men in his State are actually engaged in raising sugar 
beets? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. I should think upward of 
15.000, 

Mr. REED. I notice that there are only 40,000 acres under 
cultivation, according to the Statistical Abstract. Does the 
Senator mean to say that they only cultivate about 23 acres 
aplece ? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, well, you have got to pay the 
laborer who works in the beet fields, on an average, $2.75 a day, 
while the peon who works in the sugar fields of Criba, who 
wears a clout upon his stomach and not even a hat upon his 
head or shoes upon his feet, does not get over 10 cents a day; 
and you propose to pit the farmers and the laborers upon the 
farms in that industry against such labor as that. 

Mr. REED. But, Mr. President, the Senator’s last remark 
was so far aside from my question that I will not follow it at 
this time. It was not an answer. I was trying to get at a 
fact and uot a fancy, neither did I mean to inspire another 
burst of oratory. I was simply trying to find out how many 
men in the State of Michigan were actually engaged in culti- 
vating sugar beets 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have told the Senator. 

Mr. REED. And the Senator said that he thought there were 
about 15,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think so. 

Mr. REED. I followed that by the statement that the Statis- 
tical Abstract showed that there were but 40,000 acres culti- 
yated, and I wanted to ask the Senator if he was not in error 
about the number of men engaged, because, surely they must 
raise, if they are really in the business, more than 23 or 3 acres 
apiece. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not know that they do. 

Mr. REED. Then, if that is the case 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have seen the beet farmer parcel 
his laborers out with reference to the smallest possible labor 
for the most thorough results. 

Mr. REED. Very well, then. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think in the State of Michigan 
we have got upward of $10,000,000 invested in the beet-sugar 
business, 

Mr. REED. I wanted to follow this with another question. 
I am trying to get at some facts—that is all—in my very slow 
way. The Sepator spoke of the wages paid in cultivating beets. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes, 

Mr. REED. Are the wages higher for the men who cultivate 
beets than they are generally for other farm labor? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, yes, Mr. President. 

Mr. REED. Arising from what cause? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Arising from the fact that it re- 
quires exceptional skill. I have just returned from California, 


- 





and I know my friend, the Senator from California, wi) 











me out in the statement that it is difficut to get men 


beet fields at $2.50 a day 
Mr. REED. Is it not 


a fact that in some of the w, 


May 9. 


States they are cultivating sugar beets with what you 


call peon labor, with the lowest and cheapest class of 


there is? 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I never heard of it 


; but 


say that the sugar producers of California are getting ay 
they can get that is skilled enough to answer their | 


but they are paying that labor all the way from $2.50 1, 


day. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. P 


resident——— 


Mr. REED. Now, I have just one further question 


connection. 









! 










Mr. THOMAS. I was simply desirous of giving the s 


from Missouri a little in 


formation on that subject. 


Mr. REED. Very well. 


Mr. SMITH of Michig 


an. Before the Senator sits « 


Mr. REED. I was not through. I yielded to th: 


from Colorado; that is, 
to him. 


I gave way to him. I can 


1 
i 


! 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I want to say to my friend 
iquiry—and I know it is a sine 
to urge that Senators upon tl. 
side open the doors and give a hearing to the people w) 
to be heard upon this question. The Senator from 
wants accurate information; he ought to have it: and 
ulty if the Committee on Fina 
open its doors and permit those who are to be injured, it 


Missouri that his very ir 
honest one—prompts me 


get it without any diffic 
is to result, to tell them 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. I 


sponse to some of the i 


the West is as cheap as, 


continent. It consists of Mexicans 


in advance what the true sil 
*resident, I merely wish to s 
nquiries of the Senator from 





Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What are they paid? 


Mr. THOMAS. Syria 


ns, Chinese, Japanese, Austri 


ar 


I 


M 
[Mr. Reep], that the labor employed in the beet-sugar | 
if not the cheapest of, any labo 


mans, who work very cheaply and who work in dr 
colonies. The cost per acre is somewhere in the neigh 
is not agriculture; it is hort 
1 not state in round numbers, 
wages are as cheap as those of any iabor on this contin 


of $20 in my State. It 
The rate of wages I cai 


Mr. SMITH of Michig 
Mr. THOMAS. Just 


an. How cheap? 
let me finish my answer. S 


ago, and shortly after the industry began in my §S 
labor organizations objected to this sort of labor, w! 


job.” It is the cheapest 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Pre 
Mr. SMITH of Michig 


done by Mexicans. They were asked to turn their ha: 
they did so, and finally said, “ You people are welcon\ 


labor on the continent, in my j 
»sident 
an. I wish the Senator from 





would let us know how cheap it is. 
Mr. THOMAS. I will do that long before this dis 
to hazard a statement that ma 


over; but I do not wish 
correct. I can not give 


it from memory, and not an 


that this debate would occur so soon, I have not had : 
tunity to refresh my memory as to the figures. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 


Cuba? 


Mr. THOMAS. It is quite as cheap, in my judgnx 


labor in Cuba. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Then it does not cost 


Colorado to make sugar. 
Mr. THOMAS. But n 


est labor on the continent, with the possible exception 0! 


Is it as cheap as is the 


( 


1y statement was that it was tli 


of the colored labor in the South, as to the price of whi 


not informed. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to a question of order, M1 


| dent. I think it would b 
some of the rest of us n 
on this subject, and if 


e well to have Rule XIX read. 
iy want some time to say al 


this is to be a colloquial di 


without reference to the rule, we never shall have 4 


debate. 


Mr. THOMAS. This is my first offense, Mr. Presid 


Mr. SMOOT. I wish 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 


to ask—— 


his question. inasmuch as I have the floor, I want t 


Senator from Colorado 


{[Mr. Tuomas] whether he 


to allowing the beet-sugar raisers of Colorado to col 


the Committee on Finance and to give accurately tl 


their sugar production? 
Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 


Shall I say why? 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. You are opposed to that: 


Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 


Shall I say why? 


Before the Senator from U! 
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—— ee 


Mr SMITH of Michigan. The Senator may say why, if he 


:to do so: yes. 
rHOMAS. 1 think I have good reasons for my position. 
I first place, those gentlemen have been before the House 


We all have their state- | 


have | 


not once, but several times. 
WW h we sare reading, and nearly all of which I 
rhey can tell us nothing that they have not already told | 
’ the other House time and time again. 
SMITH of Michigan. The Senator is mistaken as to that 
rHOMAS. And I for one do not propose to vote for a 
ling that will delay the ultimate passage of this measure 
the next regular session of 


ttee of 


rrv it into the beginning of 
SMITH of Michigan. Now, one more question: You 
have all the information necessary ? 
fHOMAS. Yes. 
MITH of Michigan. Then, why can you not tell us 
osts per day to hire that labor? 
rHOMAS. I simply told the Senator I could not state 


do not wish to hazard a statement that 


and I 
be correct-—-— 


emory, 


\ir. SMITH of Michigan. Does the Senator know? 
H}OMAS. But I believe it to be somewhere between | 
“lL cents a day. 
SMITH of Michigan. Ob, no. Mr. President— 


SVMOOT. Mr. President 


| VICE 


PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan has 
He had consented that the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. Reep] should propound certain inquiries. Is the Senator 
f Missouri through, or does he desire 
ir. SMITH of Michigan. I have the floor. 
VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator 
f Michigan has the floor. Does he yield further to the 
Se r from Missouri? 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; not at this point. I merely 


to express my surprise, my regret, and my entire dis 
i the figures just given by the Senator from Colorado— 
a day. That can not be true. 


SMOOT and Mr. WORKS addressed the Chair. 


VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
| to the Senator from Utah? 
SMITH of Michigan. Of course. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I merely want to make a cor- | 


so far as the State of Utah is concerned, in relation 
» statement that has been made by the Senator from Colo 


[Mr. Tnomas]. He referred to the Western States in 
g of cheap labor—— 
Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 
Mr. SMOOT. And that they employ Greeks, Chinamen 
Mr. THOMAS. I did not mention Greeks, although I think 
nay be also employed. 
Mr. SMOOT. And Japanese and other different classes of 


gn labor. 
SMITH of Michigan. And Austrians and Russians. 
SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator from Colorado 
that statement may apply to Colorado it does not 
to the State of Utah. I say to him now that there is no 
ld in the State of Utah which employs the labor he says 
ployed in the West. 
Mr. THOMAS. Will the Senator say that it costs more than 
e20 an acre for sugar-beet cultivation? 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes, Mr. President; I will say that it costs 
than $20 an acre in the cultivation of sugar beets in Colo- | 
rado; and it costs $35 an acre in the State of Utah. 
\ir. THOMAS. I take issue with that statement also. 
Mr. SMOOT. I know that it costs $35 in Utah, and I believe 
it costs that much in Colorado. 


vhile 


If they are paying 
. ily such wages as that in that State, I think Colorado had bet- 
y wr be annexed to Cuba. [Laughter in the galleries. ] 

b ~ e VICE PRESIDENT. The galleries will preserve order. 

4 i WORKS, The statement of the Senator from Colorado 
: ot (rue as it relates to California. We do not pay that kind 
wi ges in our State, lam glad to say, and we are not employ- 
, ‘ill the kinds of people that the Senator from Colorado 


ons 


Mir. THOMAS, 


Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 

SMITH of Michigan. Now, Mr. President, I yield to the | 

‘enator from California, who has been very patient and who | 

; res to make an inquiry. 
; WORKS. Mr. President, I had not expected that Cali- 
Tor would be brought into the tariff discussion at this early 
c d [ have been greatly astonished at the statements made by 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tuomas]. 


ot \ 







May I ask tne Senator a question? 
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Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. Are you not employing Syrian 

Mr. WORKS. Not, as I understand, in the be dustry 

Mr. THOMAS. Japanese? 

Ir. WORKS. We may be employi some Jap l 
the Government seems disposed to Coll} us to kee p) se 
whether we want them or not? 

Mr. THOMAS. Chinese? 

Mr. WORKS. Probably so. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mexicans? 

Mr. WORKS. T do not ow about tha ve are | , 
decent wages to whor ever we employ. 

Mr. THOMAS, And other for oners ? 

Mr. WORKS. No. I expect before t ( ) ) 
ceive the Senate 

Mr. THOMAS. May I ask the S I ‘ 

Mr. WORKS. Just a moment. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan I have the floor 11 y d 
the Senator from California 

The VICE PRESIDEN’! The Chair thinks perhaps we ! 
she rtly reach some conclusion of the pending 

Mr. THOMAS. Do they not work in colonies 

Mr VORKS. Not that I know of 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, T think the rule « 
be read, and I think it ought to be enforced. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hat 
shire call for the reading of the rule? 

Mir. GALLINGER Yes: the first « iuse ol I 
to debate. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I in ly tl nin b 
yielding 

Mir. GALLINGER. Che first clause of Rule XIX I 
ought to be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read re 
que sted 

The Secretary read as f OV 

When a Senator desires to speak he shall ri 1 addre 1 
siding officer, and shall not proceed ntil he re 1 
| presiding officer shall recognize t! senator who t 
him. No Senator shall interrupt another Set 
his consent, and to obtain such msent he all f i 
siding officer; and no Senator shall sy k mor t 
} one question in debate on the same day without | t] S 
which shall be determined without debat« 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield to the S fr ( 
fornia for a question. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I have not in any resp 
lated the rule which has just been read | ddressed 
| Chair, and waited patiently until I was reeognized I th 
| however, the Senator from New Hampshire is perf 
in calling the attention of the Chair and of the Ss ‘ ) 
the rule. 

I have been drawn into this discussion, Mr. Preside un 
expectedly by what has occu “di, and did ‘ ‘ t tnike 
up the subject until later Some time du ,r this summer | 
expect to discuss this question and unde e to di ‘ } 
facts with respect to the beet industry iu ¢ forn | 
expect then to show that the statements made by the Senn 
from Colorado are not sustained by the facts as they 
in my State. I do not know anything about what the cond 
tions are in Colorado, but I know that such condition lo 
exist with us. 


The matter of the effect upon the lands in California has heen 


mentioned here. Thousands of acres of California lands ft] 
were practically worthless by reason of the deposits of 

in the land have been reclaimed and made some of the be 
| lands we have in the State for all purposes. That one of 
greatest benefits that has resulted to the State of ¢ 
from the growing of beets. It has not only added 1 
values of the State, but of the who Nation, 
in that respect. 

What has been said by the Senat from Michigan with 1 
spect to wages paid in California is practically corre ] 
best of wages ure paid there for that kind « vork, just as in 
the case of other farm industries. fhere is no differences 
far as I know, between the two. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan Mr. President. the discussion 

Mr. REED. I want to ask the Senator, with his pen sion 
the question that I started to ask him three-quarters of 
hour ago. It is simply to conclude the series of questions | 


asking. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is this the first of 

Mr. REED. Well, neither the first nor the last, if the Senator 
does not want me to ask it. 
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I desire to to the Senator 
from Missour! that I will gladly yield the floor to him—— 
REED. RK I do not wont that. 


No: 
SMITH of Michigan. But I do not exactly want to go 
afternoon. 


say 


Mir. 


Mr. 


under cross-examination this 

Mr. REED. T wes not attempting to cross-examine the Sen- 
ator, but in view of the fact that he has stated that there has 
been no light thrown upon these que stions through investigations 
or hearings 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I did not say that. 


Mr. REED. And as he was speaking about his own State—— 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I did not say that, Mr. President. 
Mr. REED. And as he is so well informed with reference to 


matters relating to his own State, I was trying to find out how 


many men were actually employed in raising sugar beets in 
Michigan. I understood the Senator to say about 15,000 men, 
in his judgment. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I included all the field people em- 


ployed in that industry. 

Mr. REED. Does the Senator mean there are that many 
raising the beets? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; about ten or fifteen thou- 
sand, I should think. That includes everybody that is inter- 


ested in that industry in the field. 


Mr. REED. What is the population of the State? 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. About 2,800,000, mostly Republi- 
cans, sometimes astray. [Laughter in the galleries.] 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant at Arms will main- 
tain order in the galleries, or they will be cleared. 

Mr. REED. The Senator is in error. The majority of them 
repudinted the Republican Party. 

fr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, no; the Senator has not heard 


the latest returns. 


Mr. REED. Possibly that is so. 
Mr. SMITH ef Michigan. We had a spring election, where 
the people had an epportunity to regret what they did last fall, 


and we carried the State by. about 50,000. TI think the Demo- 
crats were secend and the Socialists were third and the Bull 
Moose fourth, 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I 
polities of the State of Michigan. 


do not wish to discuss the 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; I do not want the Senator to 
do BO, 

Mr. REED. The iniquities of the tariff are sufficient for the 
day. I desire to ask the Senator this coneluding question: If 


he thinks it is good policy to tax two and a half million or 
three million people of his State upon their tables throughout 
the year for the benefit of the 10,000 people who are engaged, 
directly or indirectly, in the heet-sugar business? 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, will the Senator allow me 
to answer? 

Mr. REED. Certainly; I intend to allow the Senator to 
answer. 

Mr. SMITH ef Michigan. That raises the old fundamental 


question to who pays the tax. Before we produced beet 
sugar in America our people were paying 10 cents a pound for 
it. After we began to produce it we bought it for 43 cents: 
Who bears the burden of that tariff I leave for my distinguished 
friend from Missouri to figure out. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Miehigan 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do; to be sure. 

Mr. JAMES. The Senator stated, in the course of his discus- 
sion of the sugnr question, that there were no beet-sugar fac- 
tories prior to the passage of the free-sugar bill in 1890. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I said the industry was in its 
experimental stage; and I did not refer to 1890. I referred to 
25 years ago. I said “a quarter of a century ago.” 

Mr. JAMES. However that may be, I stated that there were 
beet-sugar factories in California, and that in three years they 
mide a profit of 100 per cent—33% per cent per year. The Sen- 
ator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] very emphatically denied that 
statement, and stated that whatever profit was made there wus 
made in land. I desire to read from the testimony of Mr. 
Spreckels, at page 2284 of the hearings before the House com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SMOOT. 

Mr. JAMES. 

I can tell you, as an instance, that about 1887, about the time of the 
formation of the Sugar Trust, the Watsonville sugar factory was built 
at Watsonville, Cal. The first year of its operation it made 12 per 


cent. The following year it made 80 per cent It was. capitalized. at 
$500,000. There was $400,000 of actual cash paid in, so they got more 


as 


Mr. President—— 
Just a moment: 





than the capital back within two years by $100,000, 
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wou 


Instead of being 4 per cent, as I stated, the sworn 
mony is that it was nenrer 50 per cent a year. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. YDoes the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I of course yield to the 
from Utah, although I do not like to be interrupted s 
ually. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will not interrupt the Senator ag 
that there will be no misunderstanding of what I 4 
wish to remind the Senator from Kentucky that I pal 
ealled his attention to the fact that if they made a 
Spreckels testified they made, it was not upon the p: 
of sugar but upon the sale of real estate. 

Mr. JAMES. The Senator from Utah makes 
that that true; but Mr. Spreckels, under oath, 
they made it out of the sugar business. The Senator \ 
emphatic. I can only take the sworn testimony of 
Of course the Senator is not from California, and can | 
the facts. 





from M 


tha 


is 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, Mr. s 
whom the Senator from Kentucky has quoted, is the 
the Federal Refining Co. of New York, and will be 


the beneficiaries of this Democratic policy. 
Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Toes the 
yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do. 
Mr. WORKS. I just wanted to sry that while Mr 


Senator from M 


testified as indicated by the Senstor from Ke: 
quently to that time other testimony was taken s 
clusively that the money was realized out of the ; 
There is no question at all about thot. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I want 
the attention of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Rr 
moment ago called attention to the fact that we | 


r 


acres of sugar beets under cultivation in Michigan. | 
to know the exact facts. Michigan has to-day 100 
actually under contract for beet factories. The stati 
show 40.000 acres. One company alone has over fi 
with six factories; and 35,000 or 40,000 men are eng 
entire business. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fr 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. I stated to the Senator that the S 


stract showed that for the last year that is report 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It has not kept up with t 
of the industry, then. 

Mr. REED. I stated it accurately. I referred 
document. What is the document the Senator 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I hold in my hand a « 

by one of the bumble stockholders of the five f 
have just spoken abont, which have 50.000 acres 
vation. I it is a erime for him to come li 
suppose that this afternoon the Senate, under the 2 
my friend from Colorado [Mr. Tromas], wil! pass 
referring the Department of Commerce and Labor 
ence, 

Mr.-REED. Did I understand the Senator to say 
one man had 50.000 acres under contract? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; the Senator did 

Mr. REED. How mueh was it? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I said this man was one of 4 
men who are interested in the Michigan sugar f 
who tells me that his company has 50,000 acres un 
tion. Is that a crime? 

Mr. REED. Then, Mr. President, we come to this 


is ! 


suppose 


Yr 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is that a crime? 
Mr. REED. That in 1910 there were 40,000 acres 
tivation 





Mr. GALLINGER. Three yesrs ago. 

Mr. REED. It appears thant the business has inc 
that time, and now one company controls 50,000 a 
Senator wants to tax every man, woman, and 
United States so that this gentleman, who has 50.00 
get rich at the expense of the people. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, Mr. President 

Mr. REEP. The statement of the Senator simply s 
this business is going into the hands ef syndicates | 
wre once more asked to tax the people for the ben 
large syndicate. 

Mr. SMIYH of Michigan. Mr. President. the St 
stract, from which the Senator has quoted, is a swili’ 
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he yneasiness and the anxiety of the American Sugar) The advantages that have been ven to P i ! to 
Co. and of the Federal Refining Co. to head off thi: Hawaii for encouraging their dev 
efore it produces ail the sugar the American people f the industrv in La siana, it els i 
t page is the Senator quoting from? it | t the respecifu tte of 1 I f 
EED. 1 was looking for my abstract. Some Senator | the S » of the 1 1 St 
find it in a moment for the Senator. Whe n look \ ithv 1 } 
rii of Michigan. I will give the Senator time and | of those two tinenished Sena f j ! 
nse J] want to finish what I have to sry. as t s { 1 the rear row. | ne } 1 
sh to say that it is little less than shameful to| | nv ) Because Wh ‘ 
i Senate of the United States should be asked to wel 1 i hs Res pire 1 ¢ 
hill considered with clesed door when a few days! Democrat ( f \ 1 from j { 
S te had the pleasure of hearing the junior Senator | to the other you would be repud ( ‘ 
a {Mr. A unst] rise and by resolution proclaim | occasioned so much inte would dav turn the De 
was the business of the Senate to open all its doors. | Party out of power if it had i \ 
with him: and it is the business of the Finance Com- Take the lemon industry of ¢ \\ ‘ 
to open its doors and let the American citizen, whether | from Sicily until we put 
list. merchant, manufacturer, or laborer, cross its | for less than we ever b | ! 
tend of sitting over there in that marble structure | $2,000,000 of revenue from ft] S 
d indifferent to public opinion as you can possibly be, | lemons. The happy and pi \ 
{io open your doors and invite the men who to | green fields and the b ling t ( 
fected to come in and give the facts before it is| fornia are praying that y will keep you ; 
| try that has developed so S | 3 ed ¢ | shy 
REED. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sena-| has given you a better product than Wd eve f f 
I will state that I have found the section I was referring | lands: that has furnished the pro to the , 1 { 
venr given—and it is the last Statistical Abstract home at less than you ever got it for bef \ 
cht my eye in a hurried examination, was the year} wages that are paid in the divers of tl . 
go to employ men in all wall f in ’ 1 
SMITH of Michigan. Eighteen hundred and ninety-nine. | keeping our circulating medium at home. 1 t nounts 
LODGE. Eighteen hundred and ninety-nine. | more now than it ever amounted to in any prior period of 
GALLINGER. Fourteen years ago. | country’s history 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Or is it 1799? [Laughter in the} Mr. President, in a matter of such far-reachi1 
8. | : |} in a matter of such intense signiticance, in a matter affecting 
VICE PRESIDENT. If the Sergeant at Arms can not | the welfare of so many of our countrymen perhaps for years to 
order in the galleries, the galleries will be cleared. | eome. it seems to me it is asking very littl tic 
the third announcement from the Chair, and it is the | majority in this body to open its doors to t 
e that will be made to-day. | of those who want to be heard before our ind i re 
REED. Mr. President, I am not to blame because the | disturbed or permanently ruined 
Republican administration could not keep its statistics up Mr. JAMES. Mr. President 
» within the memory of men now living. | The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Mi 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. There are no statistics under the yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
t Democratic administration of which you were proud which} Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly 
to be found. Mr. JAMES, If I understood the Senator correctly a 
Mr. REED. Oh, yes. ment ago he stated that the Michigan Sugar Co. was the | 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; there were not. pal rival of the Sugar Trust. I desire to ask hit 
Mr. REED. But, Mr. President, I wanted the Senator to} Mr, SMITH of Michigan. No; I did not say that. T said the 
stand that I have not tried to mislead him. Michigan sugar industry was a rival of the Sugar T 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, I acquit the Senator of any Mr. JAMES. Is it not true that 
h purpose, The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour has ex l, and 
Mr. REED. The figures appear on page 149 of the Statistical | the Chair lays before the Senate the untinished business, which 
Abstract. Upon glancing at them, without looking at them, I | wil! be stated. ‘ 
found that in Michigan the area cultivated was 40,247 acres. The SECRETARY. Order of business 10. Senate resolution 37 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The industry has been growing | authorizing the appointment of a committee to make invest 
since then. tion of conditions in Paint Creek district, West Virginia 
REED. We are discussing an immaterial point. I had Mr. KERN. I ask for the reading of the resol m reported. 
(| the Senator how much there was, and he says it has Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
reased. I do not dispute the fact, and have not done so. Indiana will permit me, before that is done I desire to leave 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It has greatly increased. the floor, and I simply wish to say that I hope the Senators on 
Mr. REED. I was simply trying to ascertain the number of | the other side may yield to the request of the Senators on this 
e to be actually benefited. The Senator says about 10,000, | side of the Chamber and give us an opportunity for the people 
Which is all that I desired to elicit. who are engaged in our industries to be heard. I do not ask 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. There are a great many more. | that it be extended through the summer, but this month, to give 
are probably more than 10,000 stockholders in those | those who are to be vitally affected an opportunity to be heard 
factories—women and children, as well as men. in their own behalf. I beg of you to do it; and then if the cor 
Mr. REED. Very well; I will discuss that when the Sena- | Sequences come which I believe are certain to come, you will, 
tor takes his seat. at least, not have perpetrated your offense in darkness and in 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan, I will discuss it now. gloom, but will have such statements and facts before you : 
Mr. REED. Certainly. will enable you to do as you evidently intend to do with ful 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I venture the assertion that there | “uowledge of the vital and far-reaching effect of your a 
are nearly 40,000 people directly related to that industry in| LOWRY'S “SUGAR AT A SECOND GLANCE” (8. DoO¢ 0 . 
‘“ichigan. Yet they are to be crushed at the behest of the Mr. GORE. Mr. President—— 
a 7 _ onal pre Hh an — the Wederal Sugar Refining Mr. GALLINGER. The regular order, Mr, Preside 
aera ener ms so noes be me sugar producers. Mr. JA MES. Mr. President | | | 
an unholy alliance. MM ance with the Democratic Party, itis] The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
cna i . Men who have not hesitated to commit yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
.. ues to Increase the volume of their business, and who are | Mr. KERN. I do not desire anything to intervene. 
party. "In queen make very poor allies of any political) Mr, JAMES. I should like to have the Senator from Indiana 
aaltichi y barrel of sugar shipped out by Mr. Spreckels’s | yjeid to me, that I may make a request for unanimous consent. 
od ‘Ne company in the last year and a half he has put a cir-|~ \jr. KERN. Very well. 
get tree saan consumers of sugar to repudiate the tariff and Mr. JAMES. I desire to ask unanimous consent to print a 
Mr President th - a public document an article by Frank C. Lowry, entitled 
have seen in thelr a men in the cane fields of Cuba, whom I} “Sugar at a Second Glance.” An article upon this same ques 
work with neithe aoa patronize no American industry. They tion, called “ Sugar at a Glance,” has been made a public do 
feet: yet that ki r shirts upon their backs nor shoes upon their | ment, and I think, for the purpose of having both sides of this 
va iat kind of labor is to produce all the sugar we take. 


question properly before the people of the country, this article 
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| 
| 


ought to be printed as a public document. I therefore ask | 
ununimous consent for that purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will ask the Senator from Kentucky whether 
that is the article entitled “Sugar at a Second Glance,” by 
Mr. Lowry, and if it is not already in print, not only in the 
hearings, but in the proceedings in the House and in the Senate? 

Mr. JAMES. No, sir; the Senator is mistaken. It has never | 
be printed as a public document. There may be parts of it 
in rings at various places, but it would take a man about 
two years to gather it up and see it in a concrete form. 

I will say to the Senator from Utab there was no objection 
from any Senator on this side when unanimous consent was 


given for the purpose of printing as a public document “ Sugar 

1 Glar 
Senator cught not to object to my request. 

Mr. SMOOT. I merely asked the question because I have no- 
ticed the article on my desk. I have not hed time to go through 
it; but, opening it casually, it appeared to me to be nothing 
more nor less than an abstract of the testimony that Mr. Lowry 
gave before the committee of the House and the Senate. Of 
course, Mr. Lowry a representative of Mr. Spreckels, the 
president of the Federal Refining Co., and the Federal! Refining 
Co. has furnished all the money that has been furnished for the 
publication of articles favoring free sugar. It has sent them 
broadcast, not only in bags of sugar but in other ways as well. 

Mr. JAMES. It is immaterial who pays for the publication; 


Ive, 


e 


is 


it is true. 
Mr. SMOOT. Iam not going to object to the request. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah ob- 


ject to the request of the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. SMOOT. No; I do not object. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 


hears none, and the paper will be printed as a public document. 
WASHED 


PAPER MONEY. 


Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President—— 
Mr. GALLINGER. I call for the regular order. 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 


The Chair under- 
only yielded to the 


The unfinished business is before the Senate. 
nds that the Senztor from Indiana 
itor from Kentucky. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. With the permission of the 
Senator from Indiana, I merely wish to take advantage at this 
it to state that it is a very little step from sugar to money. 


t 


St { 


Se 


, 


Th 


In fact, money and sugar are almost syponymous. We say “ we 
did not have the sugar,” meaning “ we did not have the money.’ 

Now, I have a proposition that I desire to present. It is 
to have printed certain matter as a public document. But the 
distinguished Senator from Utah has found a very decided dif- 
ference between the printing of a document that refers to the 
very lifeblood of our Nation, the circulating money of the 
country, and sugar. It may have been because sugar is grown 
from beets in Colorado and the washed-money enterprise does 
not exist there; but 1 make this statement because I want to 
have my position in the matter understood. 


I um seriously in earnest in this matter, and I shall insist 
upon it at the preper time when I may have the floor; but I 
yield to the distinguished Senator from Indiana. Therefore, I 
will withdraw the proposition now, but I want the Senate to 
understand that at other time I shall seek a suitable 
opportunity to press my request. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to say to the Senater from New Jersey 
that the reason why I objected to the printing of 5S7 letters as a 
public document was not because it was on the question of the 
currency, but because all the letters were virtually upon the 
saimne subject matter and from one circular, and no doubt Sen- 
ators have received letters almost similar from a great many 
banks of the country. I am in sympathy with the object the 
Senator is trying te accomplish in having it published as a 
document. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, if the Senator 
will permit me, twice before have I endeavored to urge the 
publication of the document by the Senate, and in each case 
objection bas been made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order has been called 
for by the Senator from Indiana, and the Secretary will read 
the resolution before the Senate. 


some 


MR. HATHAWAY'S BRIEF ON SUGAR DUTIES. 


Mr. GORB. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tor from Oklahoma rise? 

Mr. GORE. I ask the Senator from Indiana if he will yield 
to me for a moment that I may ask unanimous consent for the 
publication of a document? 

Mr. KERN. Very weil. 





For what purpose does the Sena- 


by Truman G. Palmer, and I think in fair play the | 


a 
CCC 


| dispose of that question in a few minutes, I think. 




















Mr. SMOOT. I ask for the regular order, becay 








Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I will say to the Se 
Utah that no Senator on this side desires to sup) 
the subject of sugar or any other subject. The sugs 
of Michigan have been having a hearing to-day w 
before a subcommittee of the Committee on | 
Hathaway, representing the sugar interests of M 
with the subcommittee a very able and exhaustive 
deed it exhausted the subject from the standpoint o! 
producers of Michigan. That every Senator may }; 
to this document I ask that it be printed-as a Sena 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the regular order 
for and enforced against the Senator from New Je: 
shall now insist on the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is a 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I wish to disclaim 
and for this side any responsibility for refusing to 
light on this subject at this time. 

PAINT CREEK COAL FIELDS, WEST VIRGINIA, 

Mr. KERN. I ask for the reading of Senate 1 
authorizing the appointment of a committee to m 
tion of conditions in Paint Creek district, West Vire 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending resoluti 
read. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution 87 submit 
Kern April 12, 1913, and reported from the Commit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen:te 
1913, with a substitute, the substitute being as follows 


Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Education 
hereby authorized and directed to make a_ thoroug 
investigation of the conditions existing in the Paint 
of West Virginia for the purpose of ascertaining— 

First. Whether or not any system of peonage is main 





i 


} 


coal fields. 
Second. Whether or not access to post offices is prey t 
so, by whom. 
Third. Whether or not the immigration laws of this 
being violated in the West Virginia coal fields: and 
Fourth. If any or all of those conditions exist, th: 
up to such conditions. 
Fifth. Whether or not the Commissioner of Labor or 
official or officials of the Government can be of service 


such strike. 

Sixth. Whether or not parties are being 
in violation of the laws of the United States. 

Said committee or any subcommittee thereof is hereby 1 
to sit and act during the session or recess of Coners 
Howse thereof at such time and place as it may d 
require by subpeena or otherwise the attendance of witn 
production of papers, books, and documents; to emplo 
at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, to take 
of all evidence taken and received by the committee ; 
of its proceedings: to have such evidence, record, a: 
required by the committee printed. The chairman o 
or any member thereof may administer oaths to witnes 


convicted 


and 
a 


I 
° 


for witnesses shall be issued under the signature 
of the committee or subcommittee thereof. Every person 
been summoned as a witness by authority of said I 
subeommitttee thereof, willfully makes default or who, 
peared, refuses to answer any questions pertinent to the 
herein authorized shal) be held to the penalties provided 
102 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 
The expenses ‘thereof shall be paid from the contir f 
the Senate on vouchers ordered by said committee, s ; 
chairman thereof and approved by the Committee on ( : 
Expenses. 
Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I ask that the rv 


‘ 


adopted’ as recommended. 

On last Monday morning my attention was called 
ment of the governor of West Virginia published in a 
ton newspaper of that date regarding the proposed 
tion of certain conditions in that State, in which 
guished and amiable gentleman was pleased to emplo) 
so picturesque and a style so unusual and to strte 
startling and sentiments so new to our civilization that I « 
deem it necessary or proper to make any reference | 
the floor of the Senate. 

But as it now appears that fragmentary parts ohh: 
markable statement have been published in vario 
the country with its most interesting allegations of tact « 

I have concluded to ask that the entire article 
published be printed in the Recorp, to the end that 


th 


as ( 


¢ 





permanently preserved in its entirety as well as its b : 
send the article to the desk. ; 
The VICE PRESIDENT. For reading? . 
Mr. KERN. For reading. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary wil! read 3s! 
quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: a 
CHaniestTox, W. Va., May +” 
Goy. Henry D. Hatfield, of West Virginia, im a siatement ' — 
attacked Senator JoHNn Kern, of Indiana, who to mo 4 





pected to bring up a resolution which he introduced some tia 
the United States Senate providing for Federal investigation © 
tions in the West Virginia coal fields. 
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rnor declares the Senator has been misinformed, that the 
is over, that he intends to arrest any person aiding and 
. wlessness, and that he courts a thorough investigation 
pe iterrent Gov. EL: tfield ivs } 
informed that Senator Kern has made a statement that | 
exists in West Vircinia and that Mrs. Mary (Mother) Jones 


ou trial before a drumhead militia court for the past 30 days. 


CALLS CHARGE FABRICATION, 


Ix 
y 


Senator's statement 
ation is a fabrication 
nor has she at any time since 

eing detained—and is not in any 

house with a private family on 

Pratt, W. Va. 

permit Mrs. Jones or any 

make inflammatory spee 


relative to 
out of the 


to the wish to 
Mrs 
*n i 
ata 
the 


peonage I 
whole cloth 
her arrest 
way confined 
the banks 


not now be 


is 1 


arding 
fiver, at 
intend to 
Virginia and 
to produce riot and bloodshed 

ynorable body of which Senator 
to investigate West Virginia or any 
ted to have such an Investigation and will 
» investigation committee in any way I can; 
that I am responsible to the people of 
aintenance of law and order. and it will be maintained 
ny term of office at any hazard, and when it ne 
iin or jail people to accomplish this purpose it will be done 


of 


» 


other 
hes 


person 
that 


to co 
have 


m) 
I 


{s he 


a Member 
part of it 

use my best 
but Senator 
West Vir 


KERN 





‘ 


I 





off 
K 


Del 


by 


becomes es 


“TWISTERS OF 
of the truth 


THE TRUTH. 


wisters ] 


largel 
Ww 
1 


as Senator Kern seem 
these falsehoods and misrepresentations which rk 
rdships upon those in office who have due respect for law 
ind who are trying to carry out and maintain the principles 
ernment, 

t one of the statements of Senator 
wwe positively that one newspaper 
tri of “ Mothe: “ Jones and deported from the State I 

terms and can not express myself more forcibly than 
a willful and deliberate lie on the part of the one 
nator Keex, and it would not at all surprise me to 
‘nator knew this to be the case when he made the 


to be 


“le 


‘ 
t 


Kern ts to 
correspondent was ejected 


the effect 


] 
tter 
' 


t 


ed 


is was 


Ss 
Ss 


KERN. Mr. President, I have no quarrel with this dis 
“1 gentleman, who has thus questioned my veracity and | 
d my motives in such graceful and poetic language. I 
the honor of a personal acquaintance with him, though 
led to confess that I have known him by reputation 

vears, and it is but fair to him that I should state in 
e that the impression I already had as to the sweet 

his temper, the gentleness of his manners, the dignity of 

the purity of his purposes, and his veneration for 
of his country, has been greatly confirmed after reading 
sentiments expressed in the delightful phrase of the 
which the Senate has just now heard. 

no thought of occupying the time of the Senate with 
led comments on this interview. If any doubt as to 
ety and necessity of an investigation into the condi 
ng in West Virginia existed in the mind of any Senator, 
e doubts have been dispelled after reading this ful 
of the chief executive of that unfortunate Common 

or he makes it plain that in certain parts of the State 
tutions of both State and Nation have been nullified, | 
istitutional provisions for the protection of the liberty 
zens have been set aside by his arbitrary edicts, and we 

‘spectacle of a governor of an American State proclaim- | 
irpose to proceed in his lawless course, defiant of all 

tations upon his power which the Constitution has pro 


y 


it’ i 


e 


} 


briefly call attention to one or 
r a moment’s comment. 


two passages of this 
He says: 

rmed that Senator Kern has made a statement that peonage 
West Virginia, and that Mrs. Mary (Mother) Jones has been 
ore a drumhead militia court for the past 30 days. 

the Senator's statement relative to peonage, I wish to 
allegation is a fabrication out of the whole cloth. Mrs 
how, nor has she at any time since her arrest, been in 
is being detained (and is not in any way confined) at a 
oarding house with a private family on the banks of the 
River, at Pratt, W. Va. 
<ht be well for me to say at this point that I have never 


tor 


it 


or 


r, 


he resolution of inquiry. I have seen affidavits of work- 
however, who declare that conditions worse than 
» have prevailed in the mining districts of West Virginia. 


at issue of fact will be for the committee to try and 
ine, 


Jd d not knew that Mother Jones had been tried or was being 
ed at the time I introduced the resolution now under consid- 
on. I learned of the trial from a very estimable lady inter- 
‘ in sociological work who had visited that locality to study 
ditions there. She told me of the trial of Mother Jones 
“ue = Grumhesa military court-martial within a few miles 
wien . ot and within the boundaries of the county in 
ye at capital is situated. She was tried before this unlaw- 
ri unal on a charge of murder, or as an accessory either 
‘ore or after the fact. 
state ee is the military order which superseded the con- 
sateen 1 certain parts of West Virginia and which conferred 
Y upon a coterle of irresponsible militia officers to deal 


¢ 
4 
} 
k 


eto 
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This 
investigation. 

After this trial Mother 
finding of the court-martial 
bas it in his kee] for 

What t finding w he 
live, whether she is to spend t 
or go free, is known only to the 
the law of the-land While 
death the venerable woman 
his own chaste 
not in any way confined 
private family on the b 
W. Va.” 

From this pleasant rding house 
this old woman sent me the foll 
that West Virginia’s governor wa 
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the 
owing telegram on 
giv it his 
HaNsrorp, W. Va., 
Senator Kern, Care Senate Chamber, D. OC 
From out the military prison walls, where I have been 
my eighty-first milestone of life, | plead with you for tt 
Nation. I send you groans and tears of men, women, 
Il have heard them in this State, and beg you to force 
tion. Children yet unborn will rise and bless you. 


e 
on i 


the s: 


s ng ! 


Vay 4 
Washington, 
forced 
se hone 
and 
that 


r 
nh 


Morn! 


































































‘SIDENT. Does ft 
Senator from Indiana? 
Certainly; I yield. 


The VICE PRI he Senator fi 
ia yield to the 


Mr. CHILTON. 


om West Vir- 
gil 


Mr. KERN. The Senator has referred to political considera- 
tions. 

Mr. CHILTON. I absolve the Senat ~ 

Mr. KERN. Does the Senator not know that this resolution 
was introduced by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] in 


the closing days of the last session? 

Mr. CHILTON. Why, Mr. President, I never intimated that 
the Senator from Indiana was influenced by any political con- 
siderations or that the Senator from Idaho was. For that mat- 
ter, let us assume that there is no politics in this resolution. 
Notwithstanding the fact of that admission, Mr. President, the 
State of West Virginia has been for 16 years in the hands of 
the Republican Party; the county of Kanawha has been for 
the same length of time in the hands of the Republican Party; 
and I am not going to sit here and, by my acquiescence, allow 
an indictment to be made of the people of West Virginia or of 
any part of it and allow the tacit admission to go unchallenged, 
that the Republicans of West Virginia are a different kind of 
people from the Democrats or of the general run of the people 
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} hot 


| 


Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate longer. The mere 

( on of a in ti tion has caused the milits iry dictator 

of tl C mouw { to 1 yve her fr t sant board 

ing house on the banks of the river, bu s not yet set her 
fre 

Let this investigation proceed, t t f light may be 
le 1 on this foul spot and that al ie f bearing on these 
qu ns may be brought out, to t end t wrongs, if they 
exist, may be righted and that any ! who are unjustly 
accu l may b vindi ed 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. P1 dent, the 1 f of occasions 
of this kind nerally is that it is hard to criticize a publi 
0 i] withe ut bel aceu ed of, or crea ed W i as the Cast 

be, political bi have known Gi Hatfield since he 
wa boy. The only thing that I ever had against him in my 
life w that he is Republican. I live in the county spoken 
of by the distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern], and | 
have lived there all my life. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, will Se r from West 
Virginia yield for a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 8 wr from West Vir- | 
ginia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CHILTON. I do. 

Mr. KERN. I ask the Senator from West Virginia whether 
he indorses the action of Gov. Hatfield as he himself relates 
that : on? 

Mr. CHILTON. I am coming to that in a moment. 

Mr. KERN. I understood the Senator to say that he had | 
J 1 nothing against Goy. Hatfield or in Gov. Hatfield’s 
( er other than his politics. 

Mr. CHILTON I did not say “‘his career” at all; I said 

ept his politics.” I meant that personally. I, of course, 
do t indorse a great many things that Gov. Hatfield prob- 
ably indorses, as the Senator will learn later on. I said I had 
known Gov. Hatfield since he was a boy. He and I both came 
from the mountains of West Virginia; and I said that I had 
not) Lit him, except his politics—at least, I meant to 

vy 1 

I e, Mr. President, in the county, and I was born in the 
county, where these labor troubles had their incipiency and 

been carried on. I know that section of the county as 
well as I know the immediate place of my birth. We have 
had some labor troubles in West Virginia, and they have not 
be 1 different from the labor troubles in Massachusetts; they 
h; not been different from the labor troubles in Ohio or from 
those in the State of New York; in fact, there is very little 
liffers between the ‘troubles in West Virginia and those 
that are now on in other parts of the country. 
principle, and in so far as any practical good may come 
from it, I w d oppose this resolution. I could well ask the 
Senate, if peonage exists in the State of West Virginia, what 
can the Senate do about it? If the postal laws of the United 
St s have been violated, what can the Senate do about it? If 
the State of West Virginia, indeed, is not giving the people a 
n form of government, what n the Senate by a 
i f a committee do in relation thereto? The laws of the 
{ ed ites have not been suspended, and peonage can be 
pre uted if anybody in West Virginia has been guilty of that 
of e. So with the other matters proposed to be investigated. 
This matter, however, has taken such a shape, and political con- 
siderations possibly may have so entered into it, that I think 
I should make to the Senate a short explanation. 
Mr. KERN. Mr. President 








| should go on, must be put in the positi 


| quences, 





of these United States. What I meant by using the 


y 
cal” was that inasmuch as no Democrat has had any 
with these tr ubles in an official way, I could well | 
by allowing these sweeping charges to go unchalle 

| im more of a West Virginian than a politician. 
industry of that State is more important than 1 
tunes, and I represent in this Chamber all the pe: 
State, and not alone my own party. The labo 
can have my services here when needed in a j 
the coal industry as well, and I refuse to admit tl 
£ has ‘r surrendered her self respect or th 
are so ignorant as to permit open, high-handed 
the reign of a dictator. 


The natives born in those West Virginia hil 
uralized citizens, as a rule, are honest, and they 
truly as does the Senator from Indiana a repub 


government. They treasure the traditions of thi 
they would go out to fight for the rights of all of 
they have done in the past. Because I am a Lx 


permit a Republican administration to be b 
to the people and the flag. The people of my 
on politics, but we all love Jiberty, law, and orde 
Our situation, sir, is simply a growth; and an 
existed, or may exist now, in that region of the s 
about in a natural way, in my judgment; and I 
tunate for me here to-day that I, willing that 
mm 


~ 


Republican administration in the State of We 
trying to defeat this resolution or else in 
what has been said in the newspaper press and 


| zines all over this country concerning the State. | 
| right and discharge my duty to my people regard 


Some things have gone wrong there; 


labor agitation; we have had a strike, so to s| 
President, the State of West Virginia has not | 
that matter, and I want to say that Gov. H 


declared martial law in the State of West Virg 
an inheritance of Gov. Hatfield’s. It is just for 
erat, to say that of him as a Republican gover 
Gov. Glasscock declared martial law in the 


sti 


ginia, and when Goy. Hatfield was inauguraied 
March he found that condition there. Instead 


ln ac 


military foree, as there was under Gov. Glas 


tion, costing, as I understand, about $3,000 a d 
field has gradually reduced that until it is 


State only $50 or $60 a day for merely a little 
to act as a guard around the immediate place 
and he has given notice of his intention to wit! 
Now, Mr. President, acquitting the Senator f 
any idea of seeking political advantage or pei 
far as that may be concerned, in relation to 
want the Senate to know that I do not concu 


i 


SO 


indictment that has been published all over th 
the State of West Virginia. She is not lawless 
countenance lawlessness. The general run 

| honesty. They love legal means. They are | 

| and order and peace. They are largely a ri 

| they are alwaysa law-abiding people. The c 


grown up in that State might grow up anywher 
causes, of which I need not speak here. They } 
in the State of Ohio or in the State of Indiana 

I do not say this to criticize the Senator f1 
let him not forget that even his own city of Ind 
been charged with being a breeding place of a 
order. That does not refer to the great body of 
this country was stirred from ocean to ocean { 





alleged anarchists were tried in that city. The fe 
there with having conspired against the lives of 
this country; and yet I would not stand here 21 
investigation of that State for that reason 
permit myself to believe that any party in t! 
willingly submit to arbitrary rule or to genera! 
Mr. KERN. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fr 
ginia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 


Mr. CHILTON. I do. 

Mr. KERN. Does the Senator understand 
Indiana was tried by a military court-martial? 
Mr. CHILTON. No, sir; certainly not. I am co! 

in a minute. 

Mr. President, I am a Jacksonian, Jeffersonian I) 
will never say in this presence, nor have I ever said 
of West Virginia or anywhere else, that I indorse |! 
as construed by the present supreme court of the *' 
construed by the administration that went out on 


} 
ti 
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have said it as a lawyer—that 


is my opinion. We must not forget 
supreme court of appeals of the State has held 
jing unconstitutional was done. It has held that that 
ommission was justified by the laws and the constitu 


That, sir. 


t the 


he State. 


| 
| 
| 


now, a committee of the Senate should determine 

_ In the final analysis it is for the Supreme Court of 

d States to determine whether or not that | roceeding 
tive of the Constitution of the United States, and it 
the Supreme Court of the State of West Virginia to de 


it was 


a cuse 


whether or not violative of the constitution of | 
ite. Even now has prepared taking that | 
to the Supreme Court of the United States upon an ap 

writ of error from the supreme court of appeals of the 


been 


f the bighest court in the State. 
tter is going along orderly andinaregularway. We | 
top the case if we would. We can not reverse the de- | 


f the highest court in the State. We can not 
erson who has been held under the proceedings in West 
Again. I would be slow even to insinuate, much less 

t by conduct, that if peonage or interference with the 

<s can be shown, the present able and faithful administra 
the government will fail to take cognizance of such vio 


s of the | 


reiease i 


law. 

» said from the first—I have said it as a citizen, and I 
I hope the Supreme Court of 

United States will never hold that the word of a governor | 

ast word as to how a citizen of a State shall be tried. | 





I hope the Supreme Court of the United States will reverse the 
Supreme Court of Appeals of the State of West Virginia and 
old that the governor of that State can not create a | 
ry commission in the way he did originally. I have} 
said, further, that I did not want to live in a State whose | 
governor can draw a circle around my house and try me before | 
breakfast under a military order. | 
I hope that is not the law of West Virginia; but now it is, 
the Supreme Court says otherwise. The court to which 
Iam bound to give respect, if I am a law-abiding citizen of the 
State, bas held it to be the law of the State. I am in sympathy | 
with the view of these who are taking the case to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and I sincerely hope that high 
tribunal will decide that the military power is circumscribed | 


in some way, and that the Supreme Court of Appeals of my 
State is mistaken. That statement I have made in public and 

private to persons on both sides of this unfortunate 
but, sir, it can not be decided by the Senate, nor by 
umittee of it; it must be decided in the regular way, and 


con- 


ersy: 


proceedings to determine it are going forward as rapidly as | 
[I read in magazines statements about West Virginia, many 
hich I know to be untrue. I read in papers in this country 
statements attacking good citizens of that State, some of which 


I w to be untrue. I would rather go out of the Senate to- 
rrow than to sit in this body, with the responsibilities of 
tion, and not rise when the question comes up and give 
Stimony that untrue statements are published | 
ast good Republicans and against a Republican administra- 


being 


Uon that I am naturally inclined to fight under all cireum- 
es and against both the laboring men and some of their | 
employers. God knows I have a political indictment against 


Ktepublican friends sufficient for all purposes that I know 


to be true. I will not sit here in my place and allow things 
to be said against them which my knowledge teaches me, and | 
nformation leads me to believe, are not true. 
Gov. Hatfield found this erder. Not a single human 
has he allowed to go into the penitentiary. He not only found 
t he found it upheld by the Supreme Court of Appeals of 
the State of West Virginia. He has simply been executing it, 
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being | 


a owing a human being ever to get inside of the peniten 
Wary walls since he has been on the job. It is but simple jus- 
“ce to state these facts, and it is but fair to admit that he has | 
4 most difficult situation and has given his best thought 


practically all of his time to its solution. I am opposed to 
him politically, but I will not strike under the belt. If West 
‘irginia’s good name is the price of my political suecess, then 
Vy salty and love prevent me from paying the price. 
‘Ir. KERN. Mr. President, will the Senator stute that there 
» vt two men in the penitentiary now, one serving a sentence 
this © years and the other a sentence of two years, imposed by 
‘US Thilitary court-martial? 
Mr. CHILTON. 
tic n, though ; not under this one. 
__ Mr. KERN, I am talking about the court-martial that we 
ire talking about here. 
presented to the Supreme 





Court in habeas corpus proceedings, 


They were sentenced under a prior adminis- | 


Were not the cases of those two men | drop there. 


nd are not thos f 
tr0 H ct ) i v 
f er ¢ re ’ 

Mr. CHIT ON I + I | S 

! t! tn ] l . 

e . ad's ad — 
I I ' ( a s l t 
© } ; Mw? othe e rt 

“la t of the were rd } | | 
tm I inh f l Ly t t ct I 
im not 

Mr. KERN In what « rere fl . ! ! 

Mr. CHILTON. 1 wel ed n , 
is on doubt bont that 

Mr. KERN How m from the « e4 
does that court sit? 

Mr. CHILTON Some 8S or 10 or 1 , Ss, OF | nal % 
miles. It is in the same county, adjoining, 1 t 

| Same river 

f am not denying that people have been tried by a 
court, and [ am not defending it Il am not 
administration has carried out m i) law "I hly 
rigor I am simply trying to get the fxaets | * the S 
to have it understand that this has net been done in tl 
treme, bigh-handed, arbitrary manner that as been described 
It has been upheld by the Supreme Court of Appeals of W 
Virginia. 

I will ask the Senntor now if the language which he vl 
a moment ago was not from the dissenting o} 1 ¢ 
court? 

Mr. KERN. I so stated. 

Mr. CHILTON I did not understand the Senator to say ’ 
He said it was the language of one of the judges that d ded 
the case 

Mr. KERN. Yes; it is a minority opinion I am to 
ask later to have printed as a Senate document. bee: 
exposes the iniquity not only of the conditions in West \ 


but of the court itself. 


Mr. CHILTON. There is no doubt in the world, what 
it may be, that the dissenting opinion of Judge Robinso eX 
presses my view of the law and what I hope the Su me Com 
of the United States will hold to be the law But up to 
time that is not the law in the State of West Vireinia, and that 
decision must be reversed before the views of Judge Rob n 
shall become the law I leave it for the Senate to determine 
whether or not the word “iniquity” applies to the court « 0 
the decision Our j dges are ele ed by the | ople, and they : re 
men of ability and character 
As I said before, Mr. President, the magazines and newspape 
have given a very horrible description of lition We 
Virginia Some of these I know to be untrue I want to y 
further that I have not taken either side of this controve 
The members of the labor orgunizations of West \ ’ ‘ 
been my friends all during my political life, and they 
friends now 
They know that I understand perfectly well that the great 
body of these organizations stand for law and order and re 
the outbreaks which sometimes bave brought down the 
arm of the law upon them 
Tho e they are that character of people 1 they ha 
to be if they are to be my friends—who want all the truth : l 
who do not want anybody to misrepresent any ynd ! 
their benefit. I have talked to them about these matters; | 
to them often, and they so express themselves to me I 
that they want nothing to go threugh the Senate of the Un ! 
States upon misrepresentation or as a result of any extreme 
statements coming from them. 
Part of the strike and all of the lawlessn I have al 
| said, was not authorized by the labor unions. You can 
find on the outskirts of these strikes a few pe » who do not 
want law and order anywhere, who wiil use t! yimpat 0 
the people for labor as an opportunity to do lawless acts al d 
to do things of which labor unions do not a 
As I suid in the beginning, ordinarily I would ask that this 
resolution be defeated Why? Because each Senator feels that 
his State ought to be allowed to take ecnre of its own affuirs 
I recall that when an effort was made here to investigate the 
Lawrence strike, the mere suggestion of the Senator from Mas 
sochusetts, who said that that State was able to take care of 
its own affairs, was all sufficient for the Senate, and then and 
there the matter was dropped. 
I do not, however, want West Virginia held up to the pe: 
of this country as being a lawless State and then let the ma 
I sheuld not want that done even if my word dl 
accomplish it. I am not that kind of a citizen of the Stat So 
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far as I am concerned, I agree with Goy. Hatfield that the 
matter might be inve gated: and if I did not agree with him, 
since I have seen his statement that he wants it investigated, I 
should not obiect. But. Mr. President, I 1 nk this resolution 
should be amended. I think there should be some amend- 
ments made as to the wording of it. 

It occurs to me th: the resolution has not yet taken the 
regular cours It was simply referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate on the 
question as to whether or not that committee would recom- 
mend that the Senate bear the expense of the investigation. 
The resolution has never gone to a committee upon its merits. 
I think the wording of it should be changed in some respects. 
I think it should cover two or three other matters, so as to} 
embrace both sides of this great controversy. 

I intend to ask—not for the purpose of killing the resolution, 
not for the purpose of delaying any investigation, because it 
can come back here the first of next weel to have this resolu 
tion sent to the regular Committee on Education and Labor as 
io its merits. It has never gone there upon its merits, and it | 
should be considered by th: muinittee, where proper amend- | 
ments can be made to it. At the proper time I am going to 
ask—-and move, if nec that the resolution be sent to the 
Committee on Education and Labor and reported upon as to its 
merits, afte ich a hearing as to the grounds and reasons for 
making the investigation as may be submitted. Now there are | 
no facts before the Senate. We have only a resolution and a 
speech. Can we afford to make a precedent that any Senator 

in offer a resolution to investigate an internal affair of a State 
nd, without proof of its necessity and without suggestion that 

d can result therefrom, the Senate will order the investi- 
gation? I only ask fair treatment for my State and an orderly 
course in our proceedings. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, this trouble in West Virginia is 
onnected with coal mines, is it not? 

Mr. CHILTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STONE. Tow many men are engaged as coal miners in 
West Virginia? 

Mr. CHILTON. In round numbers, 70,000. 

Mr. STONE. Can the Senator tell who they are? By that I 
mean, can he classify them as to nationality? 

Mr. CHILTON. No, sir; I can not. A great many of them 
are native-born citizens, both white and black. A great many of 


them have come in from the State of North Carolina and the 
State of South Carolina, and the overplus from Virginia. Those 
are mostly of the colored race. 
of other nationalities. 


Mr. STONE. As between whites and blacks, how are they 
divided? 

Mr. CHILTON. TI should say there are about two or three 
whites to one black. 

Mr. STONE. How is it as to the foreign-born people— 
Italians, Poles, and so forth? 

Mr. CHILTON. It would be a guess, but in my part of the 


country the majority of the people are native-born whites and 
blacks. I can not speak of the upper end of the State. 
end of the State—that is, in the New River and the Kanawha 
fields, and I take it in the McDowell fields—a large majority of 


the miners are blacks and native-born whites. I should think 
that would be a correct statement. 
Mr. STONE. They are citizens of the United States, then? 


Mr. CHILTON. Yes; they are citizens. 

Mr. STONE. Most of them? 

Mr. CHILTON, Yes; that is my opinion about it. Of course 
there are a great many people there, a great many foreigners, 
that are not citizens of the United States. I desire to have it 
understood that I do not speak from actual figures. I am 
speaking generally from my limited knowledge of the situation. 

Mr. President, it is a serious matter to indict a whole State, 
its courts, its governor, and all its civil officers. An investiga- 


Then there are quite a number | 


In my | 


tion as broad and as sweeping as this would be an indictment. | 


If I were a mere politician I could well sit here and permit this 
wholesale charge against my people and their Republican offi- 
cials to take the easy course of parliamentary procedure that 
is mapped out for it. If we can start right and the country 
will withhold judgment till all the facts be known, the word of 
the governor put into the record that an investigation is de- 
sired, leaves me little to say in answer to the suggestion that an 
investigation might vindicate the State. But why object to a 
preliminary hearing by the regular committee? Why railroad 
such an important resolution? No one can be injured, for it is 
well known that this investigation, if ordered now, can not be 
made for some time, because the presence of Senators here at 
the Capitol is and will be for quite a while demanded. The 


press of West Virginia announces that the strike has been! people so arrested the writ of habeas corpus should not 


| 
| 
| 
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setiled. That is my information from other source 
too, to labor organizations. The regular committe 
anyone desiring to be heard, and it can then decide 
not there is a public necessity for an investigation. 
the scope of that investigation 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I think it is quite ap 
what has already been said that no good ean come 
proposed investigation. I should like each Senat: 
himself, before voting for it, on what evidence is 
What has been presented to the Senate, or to any « 
the Senate, justifying such allegations as have | 
here relative to the State of West Virginia that w 
this great deliberative body to pass this resolution? 

A resolution has been offered, that resolution las 
ferred to a committee, and a report has been made. 
simply tells the Senate in substance: 

We report this resclution favorably, and trust it will | 

On what? On a newspaper statement? On a mer 
given by some one to some one? Or is it on an affi 
man or woman who, before the evangel of Almighty 
state that such facts exist as will justify the Senat 
ceeding? Not a scrap; not a memorandum: not an 

Is that the way matters of great moment are bri 
attention of the Senate? Does not a committ 
Senate give the reasons why a bill should pass o1 
tion should be favorably considered? I ask you 
one single word telling why that should be done. 

Is it because there is a strike in the coal r 
Virginia? Concede it. There has been a strike 
region of West Virginia, as there have been strik: 
region of Illinois, of Ohio, of Virginia, of every othy 
the country where coal is mined. ‘Then, it can 
simply because there is a strike the investig: 
made. 

Then what else? Because men have been killed 
it. Have not men been murdered, killed, and 
other mines, also at factories and mills? 

It was only yesterday that I read in one of the 
journals that up in the great State of New York 
I think at Syracuse, buc I am not sure of the city 
and a policeman had been killed. Should not tly 
once send a committee there to investigate that 
ascertain who was to blame and what action it 
Over in the State of New Jersey, at Paterson, I t! 
at the silk factories has been in progress for some 
erty has been destroyed, life has been taken. Sh 
Senate send a committee there to investigate that 

jut it is said we have martial law in West \ 
that anything new in this country? Would it 
better if in some localities where martial law 
declared it had been proclaimed? 

Now, what is martial law? It is simply the 
military when the civil power is inadequate, Th 
| should necessarily intervene when there is cha: 
civil power fails. Would not a justice of the j» 
strike zone in West Virginia, the sheriff of the com 
constable of the district, make a lovely spectacle ot! 
attempting to arrest two or three thousand riotous | 
long would the man stay under arrest with a thou 
comrades to rush him from the officers of the law: 
would the courts stay open in that zone? 

Martial law does not exist throughout the Siate \ 
Virginia. With its five hundred and twenty and 
sand square miles of territory it exists only in o1 
tion of one county; that is all. Why? Because i! 
territory a few miles square this condition of 
| exists, and the civil authorities are utterly powerle 

Goy. Hatfield and Goy. Glasscock both proceeded 
provisions of law. They both proceeded under Wes! 
enactments. Those West Virginia enactments are In 
than the State. They are taken from her grand old 
Virginia, We first find them upon the statute books of 
Virginia. We find them repeated when such brilli s 
Patrick Henry and Thomas Jefferson were in contro! 
in Virginia. We find that when Thomas Jefferson was 
of Virginia the Legislature of Virginia proposed thi! 
ernor, with the advice of his council, the council | 
there as a cabinet, might at any moment issue a pr 
that would cause the arrest, the banishment, the im| 
the holding in detention of anyone who was produc 
and strife, of anyone who was giving aid and comfo! * 
opposing. At that time the spirit of ’76 was in t! i 
that time this enactment went so far as to say that «= ') © 












men who were then speaking and then enacting law were 
who knew their rights and dared maintain them. One 
m was the man who said, “ Give me liberty or give me 
Another was a man whom we all believe indited the 
is Declaration of Independence, and, pardon me, last 
it least by any means, the founder of the Democratic 
| I say it is a part of the history of the country that 
.e dewn to us through the years to the present time. 
Gentlemen, just think what the situation would be without it. 
icht as well look these things in the face. 
| strife that are in the land, growing from strikes here, there 
and everywhere, necessarily invoke the military power and 
thereby override the civil law. Are we to stand idly by? Are 
oevernors of the State of New York, the State of Ohio, the 
State of New Jersey, the State of Indiana, where these diffi 
eyities have arisen, to stand by and take no action, and simply 
rely upon the justices of the peace or the judges of the courts? 
id not that be folly? 
In this small section of the State of West Virginia martial 
In every other section of the State the civil courts 
If the people to whom 


w ¢ XISts. 


open, as they have always been. 
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The turmoil | 


senator from Indiauwa alludes are improperly held by the | 


authorities or by the mandate of the governor, why | 


Jo they not go to the courts? The courts are open. Their peti- 
will be heard. Are we to presume that a man is held in 
rance vile improperly? Is it not the presumption of law that 


he is properly so held? On the eloquence of the Senator from | 
Indiana, or out of sympathy for an aged lady, are we to pre- 
sume that she is improperly held in confinement, or is it not | 


the presumption that in all the States of the Union men or 
women in prison are held according to law? Now, if they are 
not held.aecording to law they can go to the courts; and I will 
s hat these people have gone to the courts. They have filed 
their petitions in the court; they have asked the courts to re- 
lese them; they have made the same argument that the Senator 
from Indiana has made; and what did the inferior and court 
of appeals of West Virginia say? They said: ‘ You are properly 
held in confinement under the law and the constitution. We 
can not turn you out.” 

Now, such is the judgment of those courts. The Supreme 
Court of West Virginia is composed of able, learned, and ex- 
perienced men—tried jurists—who, acting upon their oaths, have 

mstrued those statutes and executive proclamations, as similar 
enactments and mandates have by other courts fog years past 

n construed. Whether we agree with them or not is not the 
question before the Senate. It is the Supreme Court of West 
Virginia that has spoken. 


] 
I 

‘ 
\ 


that a citizen of the United States is improperly deprived of 
his property or of his liberty the great tribunal that sits in 


another part of this Capitol shall review that judgment when | 


the same is properly taken before it? Why do they not bring | 
here? Those so convicted and held do not ask the Supreme | 
Court of the United States to reverse the judgments now stand- 


ing against them. 
stinds that will be done. Can we 
judgment of that great court? 
Why should we stir up this strife? 


in West Virginia? 


not wait and abide 


Are we to ignore our judicial system? | 
Does it not provide that if the supreme court of a State rules | 





My colleague [Mr. CHILTON] says he under- | 
the | 
Why should we proceed now? | 
Why should we continue it | 


[ doubt very much whether the wish of my colleague will | 


ever be 


of West Virginia will be reversed. This igno new question. 


was raised out in Colorado a few years ago. (In re Moyer, 
fo Colo., 159.) It is a noted case. That same matter in another 


1 went to the Supreme Court of the United States. What 


realized—that the judgment of the court of appeals | 
It | 


F did that court say? Let me invite your attention to the syllabus 
| Moyer v. Peabody (212 U. S. Reports, p. 78) : 
. \t Is due process of law depends on circumstances and varies with 
ul , Subject matter and necessities of the situation. 
' oficer of a State interfering with an individual's rights in an 
inconstitutional manner derives no protection from personal liability 
_tccount of his office. 
‘he declaration of the governor of a State that a state of insurrec 
lion exists is conclusive, 
So says the Supreme Court: 
: Where the constitution and laws of a State give the governor power 
rad, Peres Insurrection by the National Guard, as is the case in Colo- | 





As is the case in West Virginia 
'y also seize and imprison those resisting, and is the final judge— 


That is, the governor, now— 
d 








ss the final judge of the necessity for such action, and when such 








theretan aint made in good faith he can not be subjected to an action 
ahic a he is out of office, on the ground that he had not reason- 
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Borden (7 
165) 


On this question also see the case of 
How., 1) and Commonwealth v. Shortall 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Wil! the Senator f 
ginia yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. GOFF. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS. I am, of 
decision to which the Senator refers. 
labor conditions. 

Mr. GOFF. Most 
ginia. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
court of the State invested 
He used it in deporting 
box cars and dumping 


Luther 


(206 Pa.. 


We \ 


rom 


with the 


outgrowth of 


course, 


very familiar 
It w tl 


\\ s ie 


undoubtedly, it West Vil 
The decision as rendered by the 
the governol 
hundreds of 
them out upon the prairies « 
and of Kansas. The people of the State. generally 
without regard to party, disapproved of 
largely because of the consequences which fo 
were subversive of all forms of constitutional rn : 
of every individual right guaran‘eed by that document to 
individual. It resulted in a revulsion of politic 
consequence of which, among other 
sponsible for the decision have pet been returned 

Mr. GOFF. Yes; quite likely; I am not surprised. 
wish of the mob is to prevail, judges will be ree: 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f 
ginia yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. GOFF. I do. 

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator certainly does not mean by that 
expression to say that the people of the State of 
mob? 

Mr. GOFF. No; I do not. 

Mr. THOMAS. They are a law-abiding people, and acted in 
their resentment by constitutional methods exclusively 

Mr. GOFF. No; they are not all engaged the 
many of the people in Colorado did, as well many of the 
people in West Virginia, sympathize with the men who are en 
gauged in these controversies, who have taken the 


things, 


as is mob, 


us 


aw into tl 
own hands, and their votes will be cast accordingly. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from W« Vil 
ginia yield further? 

Mr. GOFF. I do. 

Mr. THOMAS. The sympathy of the people of my State was 
against the labor conditions until that decision of the supre 
court turned the-tide, so that the statement is not entirely 
rect with reference to existing public sentiment there 

Mr. GOFF. Well. is it not a pity that this decision that u 
say has been recalled has nevertheless been med thie 
Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I think not 

Mr. GOFF. Very well. Why? 

Mr. THOMAS. Because the acts which followed that de 
cision demonstrated beyond question the effect that could be 
given to it, when a governor of a Stute enn be armed \ i 
absolute authority, and his ipse dixit as to the existence 
nonexistence of insurrectionary conditions enables him to set 
aside the law of courts, all forms of civil and judi pl 
cedure, and substitute his will for the law. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, in my State we will not for 
moment think that any man whom the voters of that State 
whatever his politics—have chosen as their governor would ever 
act in that manner, ever substitute his will for the law. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I certainly hope the governor 
of that State will not; but if he does, I earnestly hope tha 
the people of West Virginia will consign him to the s e fate 

Mr. GOFF. But bear in mind, as I said a moment ago, that 
“ sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” We have no gov- 
ernor of any Commonwealth in tl great Nation who has 
ever resorted to any such thing, who has ever b tray da ti { 
of that kind. He feels his responsib y 

I want to say for Gov. Hattield, of West Virginia, that tl 
is not an executive in all the broad |! 1. from ocean to ¢ ! 
and mountain to gulf, who has a higher regard fe ] 
tion than Gov. Hatfield. He is a man of courage, a man of 
brains, a man of education, a man of intelligence, who | 
his rights and dares exercise them. He is a man among 
a governor among governors. Thut is the situstion o 
Senators. It exists in just one small portion of the S 

The governor is to stand by, I suppose, and let f! 
rection continue, permit those engaged in rioting to | 
own way, and the law to be defied 

I want to say that there are just as good men in th b 
section of the State as ever livel anywhere. There are just as 

















good miners in those con! mines as ever mined coal anywhere 
rv @nr l a living down i bowels of the earth. They al 
«li ot ee to this t g, but many of them are overawed 
VW t eta e has « man ler such circumstances to assert 
l ( inl rights or wi Senators, it is simply the old. 
old story of the conflict between the union and those not mem 
bers thereof. It ts simply an instance of men saying to others, 
“You shall not work this property ef yours unless you do it thus 
and so”; it i mply saying to other men, “ You shall not work 
in this mine unless I do, or unless it is unionized.” 

Mr. President, I believe in the rights of labor. So do the 
people of my State; I believe in the right of labor to organize 
and to strike; I bave so decreed from the bench: and I believe 
in their right to be protected when so organized: but there 
comes a time when, for their own good, as well as the good 
of the country, those so org:nized should go no further. While 
they have a perfect right strike and to quit work, they have 
no right to make others > and to pi mit these from werk 
ing who desire to continne to labor in order to support thei 
wives and chi'dren. They must not drive other laborers out 
They may go out, but the other people have a right—a God 
given right—to protect themselves and to earn their living, with 
which those who wish te strike bave no right to interfere. 

There never was any trouble there in the Cabin Creek coun 
try down to the time wl f the Senator from Indiana [Mr 
KERN] will pardon me—the emissaries from his State came into 
that region to unionize it. They had a right to come there; 
certainly they had. They bad a right to argue and to present 
their views. If that had been all they did there never would 
l been any trouble. They had, however right to en 
gender a strike or strife that would close e nines and not 
let other me rk in the mines unless they could be worked 





ordiug to their way 

This ( matter for West Virginia. It would be a 
gi matter for any State in the Union: but, Mr. President 
and Sen:tors, we have got to meet the situation. As I have 
said, the West Virginia statutes have met it, and the governor 
] acted in accordance therewith. 

‘lartial law necessarily suspends, in that locality only, the 
civil authority. War is a dreadful thing. West Virginia knows 
\ it wor is: West Virginia was born in the throes of the Civil 
War. lRiet. insurrection. death, the fiery flimes of the hell of 
wa went over her mount and flooded her valleys. I was 
a boy there at the time, and I know whereof I speak. Yet this 
State that is now so recklessly assailed, issumg out of that 
ch: os. that confusion, organized a government, elected Con- 
gressmen and Senators, established eourts, and througheut all 
that great expanse of territory, from the summit ef the Alle 


ghanies to the Ohio Valley, restored erder, built up the wilder- 
ness, developed its theretefore hidden wealth, and stands to-day 


aqinong the first of the great States of the Nation. 








Those courts have meted out justice to all, and the blind 
goddess has never yet beld the scales unevenly, nor will she 
eye * do “O71 

[ simply suggest the propriety of letting West Virginia work 
out this troub'e. Other States are permitted to do so, and why 
not West Virginia? Other States have demonstraed their 
ability to guard, to manage, and contre) their own affairs. Has | 
not West Virginia demenstrated that she can do the same? | 






She requires no assistance at this time, and she has been guilty 
of no act that requires the attention of this Senate. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Indiana if he thinks he will be able to get a vote on the 
resolution this afternoen? 

Mr. KERN. I was about to suggest that the matter might 
be temporarily lsid aside, unless there is. a desire to vote on 


it to-night. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Let us have an executive ses- 
sion 

Mr. KERN. Very well, then. 

Mr. STONE. I hope the Senator will wait until I can sub- 
mit a resolution. 


Mr. KERN. I was going to say that if there is no objec- 
tion, the resolution may be temporarily laid aside in order that 
we may have an executive session. 

Mr. STONE. Let it be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 


INVESTIGATION OF BUREAU 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I desire to offer a resolution, 
which I ask to have read and referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator frem Missouri offers 
a resolution, which the Secretary will read. 


OF INDIAN AFFATRS. 


May 9. 


The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 81), asf 

Resolwed, That the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Sena 
subcommittee thereof, be. and it hereby is, anthorized durin 
third Congress to investigate the administration of the Bu 
Affairs, and to that end it is authorized to send for per 


to administer and to employ stenographers at 


exceed $1 per printed page, and to employ such other a sgis 
be required, to report such hearings as may be had tn cor 
such investigation, the expenses thereof to be paid out 
tingent fund of the Senate, and that such committee, or 

thereof, may sit during the sessions of the Senate. or duri 
tion of the Senate, at any place in the United States. 

Mr. STONE. I submit that resolution under the inst 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I ask to | 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the c 
Expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON 

Mr. STONE. I offer another r n. for which | 
mediate consideration. I present this resolution und 
tions from the Committee on Indian Affairs. T! 
hearings in progress now before that committee. and | 
think the committee has authority to employ a stenogr 
to have printing done. Under instructions from the e 
I ask the Senate to adopt the resolution which I se: 
desk. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


ea 


oaths, 


INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


solutic 


ere 


The Senator from Miss 


a resolution from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
Secretary will read. 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 80), as fi : 
Resolred, That the Committee on Indian Affairs, or any 
| thereof, be authorized during the Sixty-third Congress to send ; 
ind papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a stenocra ’ 
price not to exceed $1 per printed page, to report such } 
he had In connection with any subteet which may | 
the said committee; that the committee may sit during t! 
ree of the Senate; and the expense thereof shall be paid 
contingent fund of the Senate 


Mr. GALLINGER. Manifestly that resolution must 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the law. 

Mr. STONE. 
mittee? 


It must go to the eommitt 


Does that resolution have to go to 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has ruled that r 
the rules of the Senate. the resolution must go to tl 
mittee to Mtidit and Control the Contingent Expense e 
Senate. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The law so requires. 
Mr. STONE. Very well, then, let it go to that com: 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so r 1 
ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY. 
Mr. KERN. I move that when the Senate adjourns t 
it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next at 2 o’clock p. m. 
The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. JONES. I desire to offer the proposed amendinent to 
the rules. of which I gave notice the other day, and as lat 
it be referred to the Committee on Ru’es. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read t! 
of the proposed amendment of the rules heretofore l 


by the Senator from Washington. ’ 
The Secretary read as follows (8S. Res. 82): i 
The Senator from Washington [Mr. Jongs] gives notice t! 
intends to propose the following amendment to the standing 
the Senate: : 
Amend, paragraph 2 of Rule VII, by striking out, in the t née 
thereof, the words “after the morning hour may” and ins ; the 4 
word “ shall.” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment fo tue 
rules will be referred to the Committee on Rules. i 
THE TARIFF. 
Mr: WILLIAMS. Mr. President, it is now half past 5 o'clock, 
and I move that the Senate adjourn. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the Senator from Mississippi, ! , 
he makes that motion, to allow me to submit a request | 
erence to the tariff bill. It is necessary to do so in order . 





the bill may be printed in the Recorp to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I withbold my motion for that pur) 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask that House bill 3321, being the ' 
bill, may be read a second time so that it may be printed 
the Recorp of te-day’s proceedings. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will be considered as having been read the first and 
times. , 

Mr. GALLINGER. What bill is that, Mr. President’ 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is the tariff bill. 





> 





= 





u 






{ 


If there is no objection, the 
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‘fs SMOOT. Mr. President, there is a motion pending to | 

of the bill. | 

VICE PRESIDENT. That is true; but the Chair has | 
j vet said that the bill has been read the first and secorel 


r. SIMMONS 
not be printed without being read the second time. 
‘fy GALLINGER. Has not that bill been already printed 
ral editions? Have we not an abundant supply of it? 
\Ir. SIMMONS. It has not been printed in the ReEcorD, so 
far as I know. 


‘wy GALLINGER. Oh, in the Recorp. 

‘ir. SIMMONS. And it has not been printed in any form 
\\ -er since it has been passed by the other House. 

\ir. GALLINGER. It can be printed in the Recorp, it occurs | 
t e. by unanimous consent. 

\ir. SIMMONS. My request does not interfere, Mr. Presi- 


dent. at all with the motion to refer, or the proposed amend- 
ment of that motion now pending. That may go over 


Tuesday. 
‘es GALLINGER. Without reference to that motion, it 
ceas to me that by unanimous consent the bill could be 
printed in the Recorp without any reference to its being read | 
the first and second times. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Under the rule, as I understand, a bill can | 


be printed unless it has been read a second time, and this | 


bill has only been read once. 


“The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the request 


of the Senator from Novth Carolina will be considered as 
gr nted. 

Mr. JONES and Mr. WILLIAMS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to present—— 

Mr. JONES. I desire to ask—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yielded to the Senator from North Caro- 


lina [Mr. Srumons] for a moment, but still retained the floor. 
I now renew the motion that the Senate adjourn. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the Senator to yield to me for another 


req est, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yielded to the Senator a few moments 
ago, and I thought he was through. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was not. The Senator from Washington 


[Mr. Jones! was anxious to get recognition, although I was not 
through. I now offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 


id ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. It is 
only to provide for printing copies of the tariff bill. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
President. 


fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 


Mr. BRANDEGEER. What disposition was made of the re- 
quest of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simmons] 
that the tariff bill be read a second time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair announced, amid a 


great deal of confusion, that if there was no objection on the 
part of Senators the request would be considered as granted 
and the bill would be considered as having been read the first 
and second times and ordered printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I object to the second reading of the 
bill. I have no objection to printing it in the Recorp by unani- 
mous consent, but I object to its second reading. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will change the form of the request, if 
the 
inay be printed in the Recorp. 

‘the VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, for the bene- 
fii of the Senator from Connecticut, that the Chair was under 
the impression that the bill had been read the first and second 
Umes; otherwise the Chair would have ruled that the motion 
to refer the bill to the Finance Committee, and the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose] to that motion, 
whereby certain instructions were to be given to the Finance 
Committee, were not in order. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Anything can be printed in the Recorp 
by unanimous consent. I have no objection to the request for 
unan mous consent for the printing of the bill in the Recurp: 
but, of course, the bill can not be considered as having been 
read a second time unless by unanimous consent, and I would 
‘nterpose an objection if that request were made. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think the objection of the Senator came 


too late—~— 

Mr. NORRIS. 
dent——— 
a SIMMONS. Because I think the Chair announced that 
~ request had been granted. However, all I desire is that 
the bill be printed, and I understand the Senator does not ob- 
“7 to that. Now, Mr. President, I ask—— 

Mr. NORRIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Presi- 


until | 


It has only been read the first time, and | 





Senator objects, and ask unanimous consent that the biil | 


except that the motion to refer with instructions intervé | 
If there is objection to that, it will be unde! od that 1 
bill has only been read the first time: and, without objectio 
it will be considered that the motion of the Sen r from North 
Carolina, that the bill be printed in the Recorp, has beer 1 
ried by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no obje 

The bill is as follows: 

An act (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties 1 to provide re 
the Government, id for « ( 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the day following the i 
of this act, except as otherwise specially provided r in this get, t 
shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articl vhen imp | 
from any foreign country into the United States or into ny 
possessions (except. the Vhilippine Islands and the isla of G 
and Tutuila) the rates of duty which are by the s i | 
graphs of the dutiable list of this section prescribed, n 

DUTIABLE LIS 
SCHEDULE A—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND 

1. Acids: Boracic acid, 2 cent per pound; t acid, fh p 
yound ; formic acid, 14 cents per pound; gallic acid, 4 p { 
factic acid, 14 cents per pound; oxalic acid, 2 t pound; | 
gallic acid, 10 cents per pound; salicylic acid, 2 nts 1 1 { 
tannic acid and tannin, 4 cents per pound; tartar 

|} pound; all other acids and acid anhydride not sp 1 I | 
in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem 

2. Acetic anhydrid, 24 cents per pound, 

3. Acetone, 1 cent per pound. 

4. Egg albumen, 3 cents per pound 

5. Alkalies, alkaloids, and all chemical and ] ! 
preparations, mixtures and salts, and combinations t I 
provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad va n 

6. Alizarin, natural or synthetic, @ry o1 spended in wa 1( 
per cent ad valorem. 

7. Alumina, hydrate of, or refined bauxite; alum, 1 ike. | 

| alum, sulphate of alumina, and aluminous cake, 1 ‘ man 
tured compounds of alumina, not specially provided for in 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

8. Ammonia, carbonate of, and muriate of, 3 of 1 t per pound; 
phosphate of, 1 cent per pound; liquid anhydrous, 2 per | nd ; 
ammoniacal gas liquor, 10 per cent ad valorem 

9. Argols or crude tartar or wine lees crude or | ned n 
taining not more than 90 per cent of pota 
cent ad valorem; containing more than 00 | nt of potassium ! 
trate, cream of tartar, and hk elle t tartrate od and 
potassa, 23 cents per pound ; calcium tartrate rude per id 
valorem 

10. Balsams: Copaiba, fir or Canada, Peru, tolu, and al ! 
balsams, which are natural and unco led and not suit 
the manufacture of perfumery and cosmeti if in a crude sta 
advanced in value or condition by any proce or treatment t 
beyond that essential to the proper packing of the bal n ’ 


rhe Senator will state it. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the bill is not read tl! fit ul Ss Vl 
times, can it, under the rules of the Senate, be “i in b 
form ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. 

Mr. SIMMONS. By unanimous consent; yes 

Mr. NORRIS. That is the object, I unders l, of hay 
read the first and second times. Before Tuesday of \ 
be desirous of getting the bill in the form in which issed 
the House; and I hope, therefore. that the Sena from Co 
necticut will not object to the re t t; othe W will t 
be able to get copies of the bill, 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Of course. t e ‘ in hay 
printed all the copies it desires as a { 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want to say to S tors that I ist 
sent up a resolution authorizing the printing of 5.000 « of 
the bill for the use of the Senate, and I ask ) ) 
for the reading and present consideration of that resoluti 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That the record may be clear, t 
Chair would like to know whether the ruling of the Chair w 
correct—that the tariff bill has been read the first and second 
times and is now pending on the motion to commit with I 
tions to the Committee on Finance, or whether the motion d 
the proposed amendment thereto were out of order and the | 
has only been read once? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I think, as a matter of f 
| that the bill has been read only once. Immediately upon the 
first reading the controversy with reference to he rings aros 
The bill has not been read a second time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The present presiding officer de 
sires to state further that since the chair has been occupied 
by the present incumbent it has been the custom to announce 
that a bill has been read the first and second times when nothing 
appears to have been read except the title of the b ‘ i 
it has gone to the appropriate committee. The Chair was under 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. 


the impression that the tariff bill would take the same course 


prevention of decay or deterioration pending manufacture, all t) 
going not specially provided for in this section, 10 per cent 
if advanced in value or condition by any proces 
beyond that essential to the proper packing of the balsams 
prevention of decay or deterioration pending manufacture, all 
going not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad 


S or treat 


Provided, That no article containing alcohol shall be classified f 
under this paraqrse>, 
11. Barium, chloride of, 4 cent per pound; dioxide of, 1 











pound; carbonate of, precipitated, 15 per cent ad valorem 










































































































































































































































































pound; chicle, 20 cents per pound; dextrine, burnt starch or British 
gum, dextrine substitutes, and soluble or chemically treated starch, 
§ of 1 cent per pound, 

38. Ink and ink powders, 15 per cent ad valorem. 


oo. 
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10 cents per poun 
3 cent 


89. 
40 


lodoform and 
Leaves and 1 
OF 





per poun 
Licork 


41 





roi 


pound 





12. Blacking of all kinds, polishing powders, and all creams and 
pt t for cleaning or polishing, not specially provided for in 
t! jor » per cent ad valorem: Provided, That no preparations 
co a) | be classified for duty under this paragraph. 

l B r powder, or ¢ yrride of lime i t |] ind, 

14. ¢ els $1 per p nd it ire tea. tea w tea siftings or 

rm turing 1 ve in nd. jant to the pro 

t of May 16, 1908, 1 cent * pound ‘ 

6. Ca ‘ cor ive limate, and oth I ria preparations, 
15 t é il 1 ‘ 

If i ted for 1 l or toilet purposes ; 
ec) ' or ‘ es, blocks disks, or other 
w din tai 3 a ed. and oth I nuf res of chalk 

1 r 1 ! ' d i 1 ‘ ions. including 
! It tial expressed o rendered 
( es, ethers, vorin ind ot extr 4 1 it sences, al! 
t nd t r ¢ when co ol, and all 

eg or ineral ed or placed 
in. o ted with leohol. e t perf y rit varnishes 
and oholie compounds not special! vided this section, | 
if 0 p t of alcohol o1 10 cer per pound and | 
On | tad ! * eo! ning more than 20 p nd not more | 
t ne t of ak l 0 e ¢ ' nd j ) cent ad 
Vi ' tainin more than 50 pe t « »] 10 cents per 
por in f orem 

18. Che and n ! mpounds da r ticles duti- 
abl a { ey Dp. wi ‘ y provided for or 
ne put up tn individual cka of 2 wounds « less ress weight 
( f ithout mmetr 1 val all be dutiabk t a rate 
not le t 0 , d lorem P is micals, 
dr ! } } 1s sub whether I ‘ free, im 
Dp 1 j t t et s, ft hes, ampoules, jubes, or 
f i ed é t not le than 2 r t ad valorem. | 

1% & . fe phen ht l I pin hydrate, | 
ac t n. antinvris salts and compounds of ceronhosphorie | 
ar ‘ icid, aspirin, guaicol carbonate, bymol, 25 per | 
t | 

( m, 2 cents per pe ; carbon tetrac de, 1 cent per 
pe 

1. Coal-tar dyes or colors, not specially provided for in this section, 

A) t nre 1 wets or nrennyr tinr of coal ft T ot ¢ lors or lyes, 
ne cia provieed for in this section, 15 pe ent ad valorem 

( r}-t distillates. including dead and creosot oll not specially 
pr f n this section; anthracene nd an ‘ oil, benzol, 
n to} f in. tolnol, xvlol: all the foregoing not licinal and not 
ce oer a 5 per cent ad valoren 

i t products known as anilin oll and sa tolnidine, xylidin, 
( ! toluol, binitrobenzol, benzidin, tolid dianisidin, naph- 
t n ' vyiamin. ber ldehvde. ber ! t -benzo]l and 
nit 1. naphtylami lfoacids and their s rr potassinm salts, 
D forcids and their sodium or potassium salt 1idonaphtol- 
A ls and their Tian yr pot ! t mid licylie acid, 
! lorhenzol, diamidostilbendisnulfoacid, metanili icid, paranitra- 
r dimethylanilin; all the foregoing not medicinal and not colors or 
d i” ent ad valorem 

( It. oxide of, 19 cents per pound. 

Collofion and all other liquid solutions of pyroxylin, or of other 
co!) Pe est or of cellulose: compounds of pvroxviin or of other cel- 
h ters, whether known as celluloid or by any other name, if in 
b! heet rods, tube or other forms not polished. wholly or 
part and not made into finished or partly finished articles, 15 per 
cent ad va f If polished, wholly or partly, or if finished or partly 
finished articles, of which collodion or any compound of pyroxyvlin or 
ot! cellulose esters, by whatever name known, is the component ma- 
terial of chief value. 25 per cent ad valorem. 

7. Coloring for brandy, wine, beer, or other Ii rs, 40 per cent ad 
va 

I rs, such. as barks, beans, berries, buds, Ss. ous roots, 
ey ences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, dried insects, grains, gums, 
berbs. leaves, | ens, mosses, roots, stems. vegetables, seeds (aromatic, 
not den eds), seeds of morbid growth, and weeds: any of the 
fi ing which are natural and uncompounded drugs and not edible, 
ar not sm Ny provided for in this section, t which are advanced 
in value or ncition by shredding, grinding, chipping. crushing, or any 
ot! process or treatment whatever beyond that essential to the proper 
pac! of the drugs and the prevention of decay or deterioration pend- 
in nufactor 10 per cent ad valorem: Provided. That no artic] 
cont aleoho! shall be classified for duty under this paragraph. 

%. Ergot, 10 cents per pound 

0. Ethers: Sulphrric, 4 cents per pound; amy! nitrite, 20 per cent 
ad valorem: amy! acetate and ethyl acetate or acetic ether, 5 cents per 
pound: ethyl chlori 20 per cent ad valorem; ethers and esters of all 
kinds not specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, Th no article conta wf alc sb classified for duty 
under this paracraph. 

81. Extracts and decoctions of logwood and of other dyewoods, and 
all extracts of vecetable origin suitable for <« ing, col ng, or s ing, 
not ially provided for In this section; all the fore ng not contain- 
ing and not medicinal, 2 of 1 cent per pound. 

: t of chlorophyll, 15 per cent ad valorem; saffron and saf- 
k r, and extract of, and saffron cake, 10 per cent ad valorem: Pro- 
1 e?, That no article containing alcoho! shall be classified for duty 
uncer this paragraph 

33. Formaldehyde solution containing not more than 40 per cent of 
formaldehyde, or formaline, 1 cent per pound. 

Fusel ofl, or amylie alcohol, 3 cent per pound. 

¢ Gelati ve, and gine size, valued not above 10 cents per pound, 
1 cent per pound; valued above 10 cenis per pownd and not above 2 
cer per pound, 15 per cent ad valorem; valued above 25 cents per 
pound, 25 per cent ad valorem; manufactures of gelatin or manufac- 

tures of which gelatin is the component material of chief value, 25 per 
cent ad valorem; isinglass and prepared fish sounds, 25 per cent ad 
valorem; agar-agar, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

36. Gly aoe crude, not purified, 1 cent per pound; refined, 2 cents 
per pound. 

37. Gums: Amber, and amberoid unmanufactured, or crude gum, $1 
per pound; arabic, or senegal, § cent per pound; camphor, crude, nat- 
ural, 1 cent per pound; camphor, refined and synthetic, 5 cents r 
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ced beyond the condition of erude or 
hi morphine, sulphate of, and 
thereof, ounce: 


per 


rr 1 or 


1 der 


derivatives of the 

il and tin 
tions of opftum, not spe [ 
ad valorem: um containing 
r but preparati of opium 
all ye removed there m withou 
not refunded: Provided, 
construed to repeal or in ans 
ions of an act entitled “An t to 7 
of onium for other than medicinal 
1909 
including cologne and other 
perfumery, whether in sachets or otherwise, and 
applications to the hair, mouth, tee 
de frices, including tooth s¢ pastes, 
paints, and pastes, pomades, powder 
the foregoing wholly or partly manuf 
cents per pound and 609 per cent ad va if ne 
60 per cent al valorem; floral or flower waters contal 
not specially provided for in this section, 20 cent 

50. Ambereris, nflevrage greases and 
method obtained; flavoring extracts, musk, 
and al) nature! or synthetic odorifercus 
rations, and mixtures used in the manufacture of 
perfun vemeties: all the forecoing not 
not specially provided for in this section, Pp 

51. Plasters, bealing or curative, of a 
per cent ad valorem 
[ Baryta phate of, or barytes 
factured, 15 per cent ad valor 
lorer bl fixe, or artificial sulphate of b 
artifici sulphate of lime, 20 per cent ad valorer 

53. Blmes, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all o 
ing ferrocyanide of iron, in pulp, dry or gr und in or? 
or water, 20 per nt ad valorem; ult i i \ 
pulp, or ground tn or mixed with oil or wa 
ultramarine, 15 per cent ad valorem 

54. Black pigments, made from bone, ivory, or vegeta 
by whatev known ; black and lamp 
or mixed with oi] or water, 15 per cent ad valoren 

55. Chrome yellow, chrome green, and all other c 
in the manufacture of which lead and bic»romate of | 
are used, in pulp. dry, or ground in er mixed with oil 
per cent ad valorem. 

56. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna 
and umber earths, 5 per cent ad valorem ; Spanish brown, 
Indian red, and coleothar or oxide of iron, not specially pi 
this section, 10 per cent ad valorem 

57. Lead pigments: Litharee, orange miner red 
and all pigments containing lead, dry or in pulp, and gi 
with oi] or water, not specially provided for in this s¢ 
ad valorem 

58. Lead, acetate of, white, and nitrate of, 1} 
acetate of, brown, gray. or yellow, 1 cent per pound 
compounds not specially provided for in this section, 
valorem. 

59. Varnishes. incinding so-called gold size or japan, 10 
valorem: Provided, That spirit varnishes containing I!ess t 
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dutiable at $1.32 per gallon and 15 per cent ad valorem. 
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Vermilion reds, containing quicksilver, dry or ground ifn oil or | parian wares, including clock ec r vt : 
15 per cent ad valorem ; when not containing quicksilver but | ornaments, toys, chart v 
ead or containing lead, 25 per cent ad valorem. lamps, and all other articles ' o 
Whiting and Paris white, dry, and chalk, ground or bolted, yo | ware, if plain white or in an t a : 
r pound; whiting and *aris white, ground in oil, or putty, 15 | en rmeled, gilded, printed, or ' t 
t ad valorem. |} and manufactures in chief value W 
Y _ oxide of, and white sulphid of, lithopone, and pigments con for in this section, 50 per cent ad va , inte ‘ 
» zine, but not containing more than 3 per cent of lead, ground | stained, enameled, gilded inted I ted 
s - cent ad valorem ; when ground in or mixed with oil or water, | Manner ar d manufactures ) fy oO , 
l nt ad valorem. | provided for in this or 
Zine. ehloride of and sulphate of, 4 cent per pound. S83. Earthy era i . 
( | mel paints, and all paints, colors, pigments, stains, crayons | and articles . 
ng ebarcoal crayons or fusians, smalts. and frostings, and all | Mineral subst rt , ’ 
and glass fluxes, glazes, enamels, and colors, whether crude, | susceptible of d nD ot rt 7 
d, or ground with water or oil or with solutions other than | cent ad valorem; if d \ 
necially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem; | carbon, not spe pro if 1 
nts. colors, and pigments commonly known as artists’ paints or | rem; electrodes for « t f . 
whether in tubes, pans, cakes, or other forms, 20 per cent brushes, plates, ( c 
m: all color lakes, whether dry or in pulp, not specially pro | value of carbon per « 
j r in this section, 20 per cent ad valorem. | 84. Gas retorts, 10 pe . 
f Pota Bicarbonate of, refined, 4 cent per pound; chlorate of, { per cent ad valorem; car | 
t ind bichromate of, 1 cent per pound; cyanide of, 14 cents | ished, made entirely fror ' 
id: nitrate of, or saltpeter, re $7 per ton; permanganate if co ‘ ( lan 
i cent per pound; prussiate of, red, 2 cents per pound; yellow, 13 | feet; es er d 
r pound. | tric | 15 p nt ad ¥ 
66. Sa and all other compounds and mixtures of ‘h bismuth, | > i ren ( red 1 
tinum, rhodium, silver, and tin eonstitute the element of chief | glass bottle vials, jars, and covered a 
0 per cent ad valorem. } carboys, any of the for I fi lor ' 
( Soaps: Perfumed toilet soaps, 40 per cent ad valorem; medicinal | provided for in this section nd whe rr 
0 per cent ad valorem ; castile soap, and unperfumed toilet soap, | ' (except such as cont . , 
cent ad valorem; all other soaps not specially provided for in | Of duty, or to a rate luty ba ole 
t section, 5 per cent ad valorem. thereof which shall be dutia ut ft 
68. Soda: Benzoate of, 5 cents per pound; chlorate of, and nitrite of, | 30 per cent ad lorem: P» 9 t t t \ 
nt per pound; bicarbonate of, or supercarbonate of, or saleratus, and | demijohns, and carboys, as u ! 
iikalies containing 50 per cent or more of bicarbonate of soda; | cles when suita for as d t cha 
of, or caustic; phosphate of; hyposulphite of; sulphid of, and | a8 containers for the riding or t n « ‘ | 
f. } cent per pound; cyanide of, 14 cents per pound; chromate | 4S appliances or imy nts or r « 
ichromate of. and yellow prussiate of, 3 cent per pound; borate | S86. Glass bottles, decanters, a t : ' 7 
borax refined: crystal carbonate of, monohydrate, and sesqui composed wholly or in chief val : 0 p oO ; 
‘ of; sal soda, and soda crystals, 4 cent per pound; and sul- |‘ ! or cut. engr i ’ i ' 
of soda erystallized, or Glauber salts, $1 per ton. d, gilded, « 1 sand ; 
9. Sponges: Trimmed or untrimmed but not advanced in value by rround (ex t h gi ‘ 1 
( ical processes, 10 per cent ad valorem; bleached sponges and r purposes otber than \ ; 
spor 1dvanced in value by precesses involving chemical operations, ytion, includin bortth ur t | 
nnufactures of sponges, or of which sponge is the component material ’ cl value of gla n eit! ! t 
of chief value, not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent | all of the foregoing, not special provided in 
ad valorem } unfilled, and whether their cont b f 
70. Taleum, ground tale, steatite, and French chalk, cut, powdered, | Y'orem Provided, That tf ‘ 
yashed, or pulverized, 15 per cent ad valorem. , glass stoppers shall, with the stop; . be deemed entireties 
71. Vanillin, 10 cents per ounce; vanilla beans, 30 cents per pound; | S7. Unpolished, cylinder, « i 
tor ans, 25 eents per pound. | ceeding 150 square inches, § of 1 e per pound ove t , 
SCHEDULE B—EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND GLASSWARE. — ty square - hes, 1 cent per pound; above tha d 
o ao . a "Pe g v4 Sol oe cnes ‘ nr er mur } , ; ¥ . 
72. Fire brick, magnesite brick, chrome brick, and brick not specially excootinn 1 om) a1 ‘-- inch 1% gpa tt 2 Lge above th pay 
provided for in this section, not glazed, enameled, painted, vitritied, | exceeding 2.400 anmaee tne? 1 , ella . 
ornamented, or decorated in any manner, 10 per cent ad valorem; if | per pound: Provided. That t Se ; : 
glazed, enameled, painted, vitrified, ornamented, or decorated in any | window glass, imported in 3, sl contain cam Gand ‘y 
inner, and bath brick, 15 per cent ad valorem. ~ | oe Steen Gn went, and the Gate hall eee ee ; 
(3. Tiles, plain unglazed, one color, exceeding 2 square inches in | to the cetmed welsh of gi = ne phil i ees ee 
& jt cents | per Square foot ; glazed, ornamented, hand painted, | 88. Cylinder and crown glass. pe hed. not exceed 24 
ed, vitrified, semivitrified, decorated, encaustic, ceramic mosaic, | inches, 3 cents per square foot: ¢ hat 1 - 
spar, embossed, gold decorated, grooved and corrugated, and ali | square inches "a eae oes Be nk ewe a d not exceeding 720 
other earthenware tiles and tiling, except pill tiles and so-called quarries | 1,440 square inches, 7 cents per s ane foot oa aaa sine ane - 
quarry tiles, but including tiles wholly or in part of cement, 5 cents | square foot pis Se Se ent eee ay ae 
square foot; so-called quarries or quarry tiles, 20 per cent ad va- 9. Flute rolled; ribb reu lat 
orem; mantels, friezes, and articles ‘of every haceketion or AL coor a nepe Be ted as q ae h plate gla or th ae A 
thereof, composed wholly or in chief value of earthenware tiles or thing re BOCTING Within Iteest, Bot IcHUcIng ve Ey ser 
‘ + ae aie ae ag ls » | mon window glass, not exceedin 84 square inches t pe 
t pill tiles, 30 per cent ad valorem. foot: all above that. 1 cent 1 mare foot | 1 
a. Seen Portland, and ower hydraulic cement, 5 per cent ad ribbed, or ‘rough plate glas , Wi = i vi LOO vu ? 1 
75. Lime, 5 per cent ad valorem. -_ ee py br - some onal duty or , at tl une ra 
16. I laster rock or gypsum, crude, ground or calcined, pearl harden- anda or oan = ae cea al — : oo 
ig for paper makers’ use, Keene’s cement, or other cement of which | duty as ‘ast polished te gia l 
a is the component material of chief value, and all other building | 90 "Cast aatiehed p t gl us shed or unt l ! 
: D not specially previded for in this section, 10 per cent ad/ or the same containing a wire netting } Pag ! t 
7 int | sonare inches. 6 ce . vee Ve ot ' . ae 
wa I umice stone, unmanufactured, 5 per cent ad valorem; wholly | an acenee tathen . an : a mare foot My aa ami | 
lally manufactured, 4 cent per pound; manufactures of pumice | square foot. " Paes aes SS ee oe, 
or of which pumice stone is the component material of chief ae ‘sat lished plate glas l i I 
72 aes sper ially provided for in this section, 25 per cent ad valorem. | yo, “dl : _ 1 oki ae -  ohahen aed tin - mag . : 
‘S. Clays or earths, unwrought or unmanufactured, not specially pro- | he nine ee oe Pa Saeceaae i44 square it : 
vided for - section, 50 cents per ton; wrought or manufactured, | ee ae ae a ae — quare foot in 1 to 
por specially provided for in this section, $1 per ton; china clay or | ; aio Ghehek of al me Such Emes URslivered : J 
kaolin, $1.25 per ton; fuller’s earth, unwrought and unmanufactured, | dun : ry Sraes 62 Genes siveren, ween med, — 
v3 cents per ton; wrought or manufactured, $1.50 per ton; fluorspar, | ? ee ee — ed . secs ‘similar gla 0 a 
Leeeake ton; limestone-rock asphalt, 25 cents per ton; asphaltum, and dut “y~- Hi Se aha ee eee ee _—— 
vumen, 50 cents per ton: Provided, That the weight of the casks or | es Ae 4 ~ Paik Giehe etane s separate . 
her containers shall be included in the dutiable weight. | cmon. on Pn oo atu os chon oy 
nin i . ae of mica, or of which mica is the com | lished Siete “then ee aa ad 7 an 
ai of chief v >» 3 oY ce 4 4 ream: or cel apt cu, vent, £rouna, 0 urea, ire ! 
15 p “cont ad valorem. value, 30 per cent ad valorem; ground mica, beveled, etched, cml ossed, engi wved, flash a, : 
vache aad eee brown, or gray earthenware made of natural | Sache fn iin ts dee saben ati ae 
Giana inmixed clay; plain or embossed, common salt-glazed | 92. Spectacle owanis : ee 
ore Ware; stoneware and earthenware crucibles ; all the foregoing, not PR Bw Lo Si by gee ee — ‘ 
ornann ited, incised, or decorated in any manner, 15 per cent ad va- | P&°5°S “nereot, Bash a d, 
facture | Seema, incised, or decorated in any manner and manv- | OS ge A RP . : 
~ w volly or in chief value of such ware, 20 per cent ad valorem; | polished Se ee ane a d i 
am cham earthenware, 30 per cent ad valorem. 4 —- ao tured, of 
enna rthenware and crockery ware composed of a nonvitrified ab- | aay aaa ee ia : ‘ es 
d cream-colored ware ’ a granite and semiporcelain earthenware, | eee to a ; e : 
ithout movements, pilt = stoneware, including clock cases with or | a ft ie ineiaeeetion eee tne a 
x statuettes, tee s. — z ‘aale ornaments, toys, charms, vases, 30 oe cent ad valo em ae P a 
mposed wholly Gr fe chlo? Satan a sms, and alt other articies | © ak Geese and field 5 
ellow, plain brown loin wal ue of such ware; if plain white, plain oe Cpea io a ~ a - « ms co ‘ ( ; i 
tir stained, chemmalon n oer or _ black, not painted, colored, proje ction enses and 0} a 4 d su , trum i 
I anner, and manuinen ec ' printed, ornamented or decorated in | mountings a i sa au ; al egol I pe ‘ ! 
‘ provided for In oa a n chief value of such ware not spe- | this section, o/ per cen ad valorem 
colored, tinted, stained — ~ 35 per cent ad valorem ; if painted, 97. Stained or painted glass windows, , ar 
decorated in any manner ice gilded, printed, or ornamented or | rors, not exceeding in size 144 Square inc yut 
hot specially provided i i emeeearee in chief value of such ware | cases ; incandescent electric-light bulbs ane . 
82. China and porcelai en section, 40 per cent ad valorem. ments ; and all glass or manufactures of 
bed) having a y¥ lain wares composed of a vitrified nonabsorbent | or paste is the component material of not ‘ 


tzified or semivitrified fracture, and all bisque and 
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98. Fusible enamel, 20 per cent ad yalorem; opal or cylinder glass 
tiles or tiling, 30 per cent ad valorem = 
99. Marble, breecia, and onyx, in block, rough or squared only, 50 





cents per cubic foot: marble, breccia, and onyx, sawed or dressed, over 

in in thickness, 75 cents per cubic foot: slabs or paving tiles of 
marble or onyx, containing not less than four superficial inches, if not 

ore than 1 inch in thickness, 6 cents per superficial foot; if more 
than 1 Inch and not more than 1} inches in thickness, 5 cents: per super- 
ficin! foot* if more than 14 inches and not more than 2 inches in thick- 
ne 1 cents per superf il foot: if rubbed in whole or in part, 
cents per superticial foot in addition; mosaic cubes of marble or onyx, 
not exceeding 2 cubie inches in size, if loose, 20 per cent ad valorem ; 
if attached to paper or other material per cent ad valorem 

100. Marble, breecia, onyx, a ste and jet, wholly or partly manu 
factured into monuments, benches, vases, and other articles, or of which 
these substances or either of them is the component material of chief 
value. and all articles composed wholly or in chief value of agate, rock 
e! il, or other semiprecious stones, except such as are cut into shapes 






essly for use in the construction of jewelry, 
this section, 45 per cent ad valorem. 


and forms fitting them e 
pot specially provided for 











101. Freestone, granite, sandstone, Himestone, lava, and all other 
stone suitable for use as monumental or building stone, except marble, 
breecia, and onyx, not specially provided for in this section, hewn, 
dressed, or polished, or otherwise manufactured, 25 per cent ad valo- 
rem: unmanufactured, or not dressed, hewn, or polished, 3 cents per 
cublie foot 

10 Grindstones, finished or unfinished, $1.50 per ton 

10%. Slates. slate chimney pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, roofing 
slate 1 all other manufactures of slate, not specially provided for in 
this section, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE ¢ METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF 

104. Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, wrought and cast 
scrap iron and scrap steel, 8 per cent ad valorem; but nothing shall be 
deemed rap iron or serap steel except second-hand or waste or refuse 
iron or steel fit only to be remanufactured ; ferromanganese, chrome or 
e} 1 n metal, ferrochrome or ferrochromium ferromolybdenum, 
ferrophosphorus, ferrotitanium, ferrotungsten, ferrovanadium, molybde- 
nul titanium, tantalum, tungsten or wolfram metal, and ferrosilicon, 


nd other alloys used in the manufacture of steel, 15 per cent ad valo- 
105. All iron in slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms less finished 
than iron in bars, and more advanced than pig iron, except castings ; 
muck bars, bar iron, square iron, rolled or hammered, round fron, in 
col or rods. bars or shapes of rolled or hammered iron not specially 
provided for in this section, 8 per cent ad valorem 











106. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, TT, 
columns and posts or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and 
bulb beams, sashes, frames, and building forms, together with all other 
structural shapes of iron or steel, whether plain, punched, or fitted for 


use. or whether assembled or manufactured, 12 per cent ad valorem, 

107. Boiler er other plate iron or steel, and strips of iron or steel, 
not specially provided for in this section; sheets of iron or steel, com- 
mon or black, of whatever dimensions, whether plain, corrugated or 
erimped, including crucible plate steel and saw plates, cut or sheared 
to shape or otherwise, or unsheared, and skelp iron or steel, whether 
sheared or rolled in grooves, or otherwise, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

108. Iron or steel anchors or parts thereof; forgings of iron or steel, 
or of combined iron and steel, but not machined, tooled, or otherwise 
advanced in condition by any process or operation subsequent to the 
forging process, not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent 
ad valorem; antifriction balls, ball bearings, and roller bearings, of 
iron or steel or other metal, finished or unfinished, and parts thereof, 
35 per cent ad valorem, ; . 7 

109. Hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel not otherwise provided for 
in this section, 12 per cent ad valorem. 

10. Railway fishplates or splice bars made of iron or steel, 10 per 
cent ad valorem. 

111. All iron or steel sheets, plates, or strips, and all hoop, band, 
or seroll iron or steel, when galvanized or coated with zinc, spelter, or 
other metals, or any alloy of those metals; sheets or plates composed 
of iron, steel, copper, nickel, or other metal with layers of other metal 
or metals imposed thereon by forging, hammering, rolling, or welding; 
sheets of iron or steel, polished, planished, or glanced, by whatever 
name designated, including such as have been pickled or cleaned by 
acid, or by any other material or process, or which are cold rolled, 
smoothed only, not polished, and such as are cold hammered, blued, 
brightened, tempered, or polished by any process to such perfected sur- 
face finish or polish better than the grade of cold rolled, smoothed 
only: and sheets or plates of icon or steel, or taggers iron or steel, 
coated with tin or lead, or with a mixture of which these metals, or 
either of them is a component part, by the dipping or any other proc- 
ess, and commercially known as tin plates, terne plates, and taggers 
tin, 20 per cent ad valorem; tin plates coated with metal, and metal 
sheets decorated in colors or coated with nickel or other metals by 
dipping, printing, stenciling, or other process, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

112. Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms and slabs, die blocks or 
blanks, billets and bars, and tapered or beveled bars; mill shafting; 
pressed, sheared, or stamped shapes, not advanced in value or condi- 
tion by any process or operation subsequent to the process of stamping; 
hammer molds or swaged steel; gun-barrel molds not in bars; all de- 
scriptions and shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron tolded steel castings, 
sheets, and plates; all the foregoing, if made by the Bessemer, Siemens- 
Martin, open-hearth, or similar processes, not containing alloys, such 
as nickel, cobalt, vanadium, chromium, tungsten or wolfram, molybde- 
num, titanium, iridium, uranium, tantalum, boron, and similar alloys, 
10 per cent ad valorem; steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms and slabs, 
die blocks or blanks; billets and bars and tapered or beveled bars; 
pr ssed, sheared, or stamped shapes not advanced in value or condition 
yy any process or operation subsequent to the process of stamping; 
hammer molds or swaged steel; gun-barrel molds not in bars; alloys 
used as substitutes for steel in the manufacture of tools; al! descrip- 
tions and shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron molded castings, sheets, 
and plates; rolled wire rods in coils or bars not smaller than No, 
6 wire gauge, and steel not specially provided for in this section, all 
the foregoing when made by the crucible, electric, or cementation proc- 
ess, either with or without alloys, and finished by rolling, hammering, 
or otherwise, and all steels by whatever process made, containing alloys 
such as nickel, cobalt, vanadium, chromium, tungsten, wolfram, molybde- 
num, titanium, iridium, uranium, tantalum, boron, and similar alloys, 
15 per cent ad valorem. Q 

113. Steel wool or steel shavings, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

114. Grit, shot, and sand made of iron or steel, that can be used as 
abrasives, 30 per cent ad valorem. 
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115. Rivet, screw, fence, nail, and other iron or stee! 
whether round, oval, or square, or in any 


other shape, 


ip to 6 inches in width ready to be drawn or rolled into w 
ill 


the foregoing in coils or otherwise, including wire rod 
steel bars, cold rolled, cold drawn, cold hammered, or 
way in addition to the ordinary process of hot rolling 


10 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That al 


po 
ol 


1 round iron « 


smaller than No. 6 wire gauge shall be classed and dutiab! 
116. Round iron or steel wire: wire composed of iron, 
metal, except gold or silver, covered with cotton. silk or 


steel in strips not thi 
5 inches in width, wh 


rial; corset clasps, corset steels, dress ste« 
‘ker than No. 15 wir 
ther in long or short 





wise, and whether rolled or drawn through 


produced; telegraph, telephone, and other 


of metal and rubber, or of metal. rubber, anc 


steel wire coated by dipping, galvanizing, o1 
tin, or other metal; all other wire not spe 
section and articles manufactured wholly or 


x wires provided for in this section: all the foregoing 20 


valorem; wire heddles and healds, 
oUV per cent ad valorem. 

117. No article not specially provided fo 
wholly or partly manufactured from tin plat 
plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel he 


25 per ¢ 


Is, and all fla 
e gauge and r 
lengths, in 
dies or rolls 
wires and ca 

l other mats 

r similar pro 

cially provided 
in chief valu 


ent ad valoren 


r in this ti 
e, terne p 
rein provided 


such tin plate, terne plate, sheet, plate, hoop, band, o1 


steel shall be the material of chief value. shi 
than tl . 
band, or 
be the component thereof of chief value. 
118. No allowance or reduction of duties 





all pay a low 


t imposed on the tin plate, terne plate, or shes 
scroll iron or steel from which it is made, or of 


for partial | 


in consequence of rust or of discoloration shall be m 


description of iron or steel, or upon any art 
factured of iron or steel, or upon any man 

119. All metal produced from iron or i 
malleable, of whatever description or form, 
centage of carbon contained therein, whethe 
or converted, cast, or made from iron or it 


icle wholly or 
ufacture of 

ts ores, whi 
without reg | 
’r produced by 
8S ores, Dy the « 


semer, Clapp-Griffith, pneumatic, Thomas-Gilchrist, ba 
tin, or opea-hearth process, or by the equivalent of 


combination of two or more of the processes, or their eq 
any fusion or other process which produces from ir 


metal either granular or fibrous in struct 
leable, excepting what is known as malle 
classed and denominated as steel. 

120. Anvils of iron or steel, or of fron a 


i 
n 





ire, which is 
able-iron cast 


nd steel con 


ever process made, or in whatever stage of manufactu: 


ad valorem. 
21. Finished automobiles and automob 
valorem ; automobile chassis, 30 per cent ac 


ile bodies, 45 
i valorem; fini 


automobiles, not including tires, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


122. B 
parts ther 





ycles, 25 per cent ad valorem; 
of, not Including tires, 40 per ce 





motor cyc!l 
nt ad valorem 


23. Axles, or parts thereof, axle bars, axle blanks, or 
axles, whether of iron or steel, without reference to t 


of manufacture, not otherwise provided for 
ad valorem: Provided, That when iron or st 





in this sect 
eel axles are 


in wheels, or parts of wheels, of iron or steel, they shal! 
at the same rate as the wheels in which they are fitted 
124. Blacksmiths’ hammers, tongs, and sledges, track t 


and crowbars, whether of iron or steel, 10 


per cent ad v 


125. Bolts of iron or steel, with or without threads « 


blanks, finished hinges or hinge blanks, nuts 
15 perf cent ad valorem; spiral nut locks a 
iron or steel, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

126. Card clothing not actually and 
attached to carding machines or to parts 
portation, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

127. Cast-iron pipe of every description 
cast-iron andirons, plates, stove plates, sad 





or nut bla 
nd lock wash 


permanently f 
thereof at tl! 


, 12 per cent 
irons, tailor 


irons, and castings and vessels wholly of cast iron, in 
ings of iron or cast-iron plates which have been c! 


machined, or otherwise advanced in condi 
tions subsequent to the casting process bu 
or finished machine parts; castings of mall 


tion by prox 
t not made up 
eable iron n 


vided for in this section; cast hollow ware, coated, gla 


10 per cent ad valorem. 


128, Chain or chains of all kinds, made of iron or st« 
provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
129, Lap-welded, butt-welded, seamed, or jointed iron 


ipes, flues, or stays; cylindrical or tubula 
ng gas, liquids, or other material, whether 


r tanks or vé 
full or empty: 





tubing or hose, not specially provided for in this secti 


ered with wire or other material, or otherw 


ise, including 


or attachments affixed thereto; welded cylindrical fur 
flues made from plate metal, and corrugated, ribbed, o1 
enforced against collapsing pressure, and all other iron 
finished, not specially provided for in this section, 20 


valorem. 


130, Penknives, pocketknives, clasp knives, pruning k 


knives, erasers, manicure knives, and all 


knives by 


known, including such as are denominatively mentioned 


which have folding or other than fixed 
razors, all the foregoing, whether assemb! 


blades or att 
ed but not fu 


finished; valued at not more than $1 per dozen, 50 
valorem: valued at more than $1 per dozen, 55 per cent 
Provided, That blades, handles, or other parts of any of 
knives, razors, or erasers shall be dutiable at not less 


herein imposed upon the knives, razors, an 


arts. Scissors and shears, and blades for the same, 


d erasers, of W 


f 


nished, 30 per cent ad valorem: Provided further, That 
specified in this paragraph shall, when imported, have 

the maker or purchaser and beneath the same the name o! 
of origin die-sunk conspicuously and indelibly on the blad 
tang of at least one or, if practicable, each and every bia’ 


131. Sword blades, and swords and side 


arms, irrespecti 


or use, in part of metal, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


132. Table, butchers’, carving, cooks’, hu 
vegetable, fruit, cheese, carpenters’ bench, 


nting, kitchen, ! 
curriers’, draw! 


fleshing, hay, tanners’, plumbers’, painters’. palette, art!s's. 
knives, forks and steels, finished or unfinished, without hand 


cent ad valorem; with handles, 30 per cent 
all the articles specified in this paragraph 





ad valorem: Pro 
, when imported, 
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ne of the maker or purchaser, and beneath the same the bonded for the transportation of pra 1 or ’ 
etrv of origin Indelibly stamped or branded thereon in a | to properly equipped sum; 





t hall not be covered thereafter. } ur ed as bonded w 
Miles, file blanks, rasps, and floats, of all cuts and kinds, 25 per | a ! shir ts 

valorem. method inder the supervisio Gi i 
Muskets, air-rifles, muzzle-loading shotguns and rifles, and parts | stationed at sueh establishmen 

15 per eent ad valorem. thus ined to a Govern t 


‘Rreeeh-loading shotguns and riffes, combination shotguns and | t lreasury, who all p 











nd parts thereef and fitt s therefor, tneluding barrels further It to 
i than rough bored only; pistols, whether automatic, Magazine, q inted t m, ¢ t in 
ng, or parts thereof and fittings therefor, 35 per cent ad | bonded w e t 
| And 
! and hospital utensils, or other similar hollow |! ! ns 
p y or in chief value of aluminum or of iron or steel, | | loo. Lead dross id 
I ed with vitreous glasses, but not ornamented or deeo- | ‘ead im any tf 
1 lithographic or other printing, 25 per cent ad valorem. lead run into | ks vd 
Needles for knitting or sewing machines, latch needles, crochet ired ead in { 
ind tape needles, knitting and all other needles not special i foregoing, ©» 
tod for im this seetion, bedkins of metal, and needle cases or needle | io6. Metall mineral 
rnished with assertments of needles or cembinations of needles | W! ght, whet < abl 
her articles, 25 per cent ad valerem: but no articles other than vided for in thi “3 0 0 
dies which are specifically named in this section shall be dutiable | ' ife, thorium, 0 
s unless having an eye and fitted and used for carrying a | = ; treated 
” Pisbhooks, fishing rods and reels, artificial files, artificial baits, | Per cent ad vy reg 





yks, and all other fishing tackle or parts thereef, net sp 











ded for in this section, except fishing lines, fishing nets and seines, t Cc mater 
t ad valorem. | 10 per cent ad va * she ) 
Steel plates engraved, stereotype plates, electrotype plates, and | . 158. Pens, metallic, ts i 
oth I ials, engraved fer printing, plates of tron or steel | Pte, Le cents | 
dor fashioned for use in the production of designs, patterns, | 159. Peuholder tips, 
sions on glass in the process of manufacturing plate or other | "pens, and styto 
mioider venctl, ' 


s 15 per cent ad valorem; lithographic plates of stone or other | ! hol cil 
engraved, drawn, or prepared, and wet transfer paper or | -”,)' cent ad iY 
»ared wholly with glycerin, or glycerin combined with othe 




















containing tl! imprints taken from lithographie plates, 25 | sarfety, bonnet, nd sha } 
id valorem. a tl ‘ 
). Rivets, studs, and steel points, lathed, machined, or brightened, | 4/4 or silver, and mu , a ‘ ' 
or studs for nonskidding automobile tires, and rivets of from | Y®Orem. : 
not specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad | I NUICKS 10 | : 
| other vessels i 
i. Cresseut saws, mill saws, pit and drag saws, circular ,* a "Ps o ony i ¥ d i 
nd saws, finished or furth advanced than temper ; a Ww wba ns > 
hand, back, and all other s: » not specially provid neal enna _ , 1 
n, 12 per cent ad valorem. } Cases Ce acs, © ttcheases and 
12. Screws, commonly called wood screws, made of iron or steel, ind — thet an — 
cent ad valorem. | , Ss gree ‘ on ee 
I rella and parasol ribs stretchers, co ee te ae eS ; 
ym, steel, or other metal, es or otherwi and tubes | P@°* lo — at von ; : 
las holly or partially finishe >} per cent valorem. percetain, parian, bisque, ’ ou 
, Wholly or | ‘SS lowe for use in the n fae ) 
Wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, made of iron par : ait emmeneieed @ . 
and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, whether wholly | “* 4 a : amar ; ; 
finished, and iron. or steel locomotive, car, or other railway | B°Bts o™ ee hy 
iv*s thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, 25 per cent ad A é A tamitie: 4 
ingets, cogged Ingots, bleoms, or blanks for the same, with- all wateh aeembe endl . 
d to the degree of manufacture, 10 per cent ad valorem: | tng easear ' whe i | 


That when wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, of 
are imported with tron or steel axles fitted in them, the 

| axles together shall be dutiable at the same rate as is 

for the wheels when fmported separately. 

I o, aluminum scrap, and alloys of any kind in which 

the component material of chief value, in crude 





reussem bi . a 
of the manufacturer and 
sunk eonspicu 
the inside o 
also have t 
™, | of jewels and adjustments, sai 








i¢ 













































i in plates, sheets, bars, strips, and rods; barium, calcium, | 5, jn Arable numerals: and if t i 
n, sodium, and potassium, and alloys of whieh said metals | + »nadiusted” shal’ be marked thereon me of the j { 
component material of chief value, 25 per cent ad yalorem. snd none of the aforesaid artict 1 ve ed to 
‘ mony, aS regulus or metal, antimony ore, stibnite and matte | yniess marked in exact conformity to t 
antimony but not containing more than 10 per cent of lead, 164 Zine bearing ores of all | i 
) per cent ad valerem: Provided, That or all importations of antl | oq yaiorem. 5 
earing ores and matte containing antimony the duties shall be | © 165. Zine in blocks pigs, or sheet nd zine a nd id 
| at the port of entry, and a bond given in double the amount | worn-out ne @¢ oniw { ' 
ch estimated duties for the transportation of the ores by common | — 166 Bott! ps ollapsible tu 
bonded for the transportation of appraised| or unappraised | pateg colored, Ww sed inca ad. j 1 { i 
mdise to properly equipped sampling or smelting establishments, | gr embossed in color, 30 i, 
signated as bended warchouses or otherwise. On the arrival wax d laequered enameled it yhed p d 
e ores at sueh establishments, they shail be sampled according | jn color. 40 per cent ad va C ; ; 
ercial metheds under the supervision of Government officers, ~ 167. All steam encines, stenm 
| be stationed at such establishments, and who shall submit | , gy 15 1 it | i 
ples thus obtained to a Government assayer, designated by the | jace-makine mac s ineludit r i" 
; secretary ef the Treasury, whe shall make a proper assay of the nets. or nettings “5 
e and report the result to the proper customs officers, and the this paragra ‘h shall be held to ean al i 
rt entry shall be liquidated thereon, except in case of ores that onan heme power W ii eu 1 
; be removed to a bonded warehouse to be refined for exportation 168 ‘Nippers and pli kinds whol 1 
ovided by law, and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 30 aes cond ad \v slorem 
ke all necessary regulations to enforce the provisions of this para- |“ 449 Articles or wares not 
‘ph; antimeny, oxide salts, and compounds of, 25 per cent ad compo ed wholly or in part of 
m. ; 
iT wares plated with gold or si . ! 
a  ——— albata, or German silver, unmanufactured, 15 per factured, 50 per cent ad valorem ; | i ! 
4 ae 7 ef iron, ster L, lead, copper, nick 
4S Bronze powder, brocades, flitters, and metallics: bronze, oF | metai, but not plated with gold 
ch-metal or aluminum, in leaf, 25 per cent ad valorem. manufactured, 25 per cent ad valo 
149. Copper, in rolled plates, called braziers’ copper, sheets, rods, ce 
pes, and copper bottoms, sheathing or yellow metal of which copper SCHEDULE D—WOOD AND 
vie component material of chief value, and not composed wholly or 170. Briar redt or briar wood, | l 
of iron ungalvanized, 5 per cent ad valorem. unmanufactured, or not further ! 
. Gold leaf. 35 per cent ad valorem. for the articles into which they a ntended t i, 10 
Silver leaf, 30 per cent ad valorem, cent ad valorem, 
- el wire, lame or lahn, made wholly or in chief value of 171. Sawed boards, planks, deals, and for of le , 
» Sliver, or other metal, 10 per cent ad valorem; bullions and metal | lignum-vitz, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mal ly, d, 
ds, made wholly or in chief value of tinsel wire, lame or lahn, 30 | satinwood, and all cabinet woods not further | 1ufact d than 
‘nt ad valorem; fabrics, ribbons, beltings, toys, or other articles, | sawed, 10 per cent ad valorem ; veneers of w l, 15 





wholly or in ehief value of tinsel wire, lame or lahn, or of tinsel and wood unmanufactured, not specially provi 
ame or Iahn, and india rubber, builions, or metal threads, not | 10 per cent ad valorem. 
‘lly provided for in this section, 40 per cent ad valorem. 72. Paving posts, railroad ties, and telephone, trolley, electric-li 
sie . Hooks and eyes, metallic, snap fasteners and clasps by what- | and telegraph gone of cedar or other woods, 10 per cent ad \ n 
or aontiee: known, trousers buckles and waisteoat buckles made wholly 173. Casks, barrels, and hogsheads (empty), suga: x shool ind 
men ie of iron or steel, steel trousers buttons and metal buttons not packing boxes (empty), and packing-box sho« xs, of wood, not 
there. t provided for In this section, all the foregoing and parts | provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem 

15 ft, 15 per cent ad valorem. 174. Boxes, barrels, or other articles containi: . lemons, 
ot ok Lead-bearing ores of all kinds containing more tham 3 per cent | limes, grapefruit, shaddocks, or pomelos, 15 per cent ad val Pro- 
om all ing cené per pound on the lead contained therein: Provided, That | vided, That the thin weed, so called, comprising the sides, t id 
the pert ee of lead-bearing ores the duties shall be estimated at | bottoms of orange and lemon boxes of the growth and manufacture of 
mated dutien ta and a bond given in double the amount of sueh esti | the United States, exported as orange and lemon box shooks, may 


for the transportation of the ores by common carriers | reimported im complete form, filled with oranges and | 
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payment of duty at one-half the rate imposed on similar boxes of en- 
tirely foreign growth and manufacture; but proof of the identity of 
such shooks shall be made under regulations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury 

175. Chair cane or reeds wroucht or manufactured from rattans or 
reeds, 10 per cent ad valor : osler or willow, including chip of and 
split willow, prepared for basket maker use, 10 per cent ad valorem ; 
manufactures of osier or willow and willow furniture, 25 per cent ad 
valorel 

176. Toothpicl of wood or other vezcetal substance, 25 per cent 
ad valorem; butche1 ind packers’ skewers of wood, 10 cents per 
thousand 

177. Porch and window blinds, curtains, shades, or screens, any of 
the foreroing in chief lune of bamboo, wood, straw, or compositions of 
wood, not specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad valorem ; 
if stnined, dyed, painted, printed, polished, grained, or creosoted, and 
basket n chief value of like material, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

178. Hou or cabinet furniture wholly or in chief value of weod, 
wil j r partly finished, and manufactures of wood or bark, or of 
wl ood or bark is the component material of chief value, not 
specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

HEDULI } UGAR, MOLAS AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

179. Sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice, melada, concentrated 
melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, testing by the polariscope 
not above 75°, ya f 1 cent per pound, and for every additional degree 
shown by the polariscopic test, +? of 1 cent per pound additional, 
and fractions of a degree in prop ion: molasses testing not above 40°, 
15 per cent ad valorem: testing above 40° and not above 56°, 23 cents 
per on; testing above St 14 cents per gallon; sugar drainings and 
ugal yveepings shall be subject to duty as molass¢ r sugar, as the 
case may | iccording to t polariscopic test: Provided, That on and 
after the 1 day of May, 1916, the articles hereinbefore enumerated 
in tl rn ph shall dmitted free of duty. 

180, Ma sugarandt le sirup, 83 cents per pound; glucose or grape 
su 14 cents per pound; sugar cane in its natural state, or unmanu- 
factured. 15 per cent ad valorem: Proridcd, That on and after the 1st 
a ‘ M 1916, the orticles hereinbefore enumerated in this para- 
yray hall be admitted free of duty 

181. Saccharin,. 65 cents per pound 

182. Sugar candy and all confectionery not specially provided for in 
t! tion, valued at 15 cents per pound or less, and sugars after 
bei refined, when tinctured, colored, or in any way adulterated, 2 
cents per pound; valued at more than 15 cents per pound, 25 per cent 
ad valorem The weight and the value of the immediate coverings. 
other than the outer packing case or other covering, shall be included 
in the dutiable weight and the value of the merchandise. 

HEDULE 1 rOBACCO AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

i8 Wrapper tobacco, and filler tobacco when mixed or packed with 
more tl 15 per cent of wranper tobacco, and a leaf tobacco the 
product of two or more countries or dependencies when mixed or packed 
t ther f unstemmed, $1.85 per pound: if stemmed, $2.50 per pound; 
filler tobacco not specially provided for in this section, if unstemmed, 
35 cents per pound; if stemmed, 50 cents per pound 

184. Tl term wrapper tobneco as used in this section means that 
quality of leaf tobacco which has the requisite color, texture, and burn, 
and is of suflicient size for cigar wrappers, and the term filler tobacco 
mean ill other leaf tobacco Collectors of customs shall not permit 
entry to be made, except under reguiations to be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, of any leaf tobacco, unless the invoices of the 
same ill specify in detail the character of such tobacco, whether wrap- 
per or filler, its origin and quality. In the examination for classifica- 





tion of any imported leaf tobacco, at least one bale, box, or package in 
every 10, and at least one in every invoice, shall be examined by the 
appraiser or person authorized by law to make such examination, and 
at least 10 hands shall be examined in each examined bale, box, or 
package 
185 


clally 





‘setured 


tohacco, 
in this 


man 


section, 


All other 
provided for 
35 cents per pound 


or unmanufactured, not spe- 
55 cents per pound; scrap tobacco, 


















186. Snuff and snuff flour, manufactured of tobacco, ground dry, or 
damp, and pickled, scented, or otherwise, of all descriptions, 55 cents 
er pound 
. 187. Cigars, cigarettes, cheroots of all kinds, $4.50 per pound and 25 
per nt ad valorem, and paper cigars and cigarettes, including wrap- 
pers, shall be subject to the same duties as are herein imposed upon 
cigars. 

SCTIEDULE (¢ AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS, 

188. Cattle, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

189. Horses and mul valued at $200 or less per head, $15 per 
head: if valued at over $200 per head, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

190. Sheep. 10 per cent ad valorem 

191. All other live animals not specially provided for in this section, 
10 per cent ad valorem 

1)”. Barley, 15 cents per bushel of 48 pounds 

193. Barley malt, 25 cents per bushel of 34 pounds. 

194. Barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, 1 cent per pound. 

195. Macaroni, vermicelli, and all similar preparations, 1 cent per 
ound. 

r 196 Oats, 10 cents per bushel of 32 pounds. 

197. Rice, cleaned, 1 cent per pound; uncleaned rice, or rice free of 
the outer hull and stiil having the inner cuticle on, § of 1 cent per 
pound: rice flour, and rice meal, and rice broken which will pass 
through a No. 12 sieve of a kind prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, 4 cent per pound; paddy. or rice having the outer hull on, 3 
of 1 cent per pound 

198. Wheat, 10 cents per bushel. 

199. Biscuits, bread, wafers, cakes, and other baked articles, and pud- 
dings, by- whatever name known, containing chocolate, nuts, fruit, or 


confectionery of any kind, and without regard to the component mate- 
rial of chief value, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

200. Butter and butter substitutes, 3 cents per pound. 

201. Cheese and substitutes therefor, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

202. Beans, and lentils, not specially provided for, 25 cents per 
bushel of 60 pounds. 

203. Beets, 10 per cent ad yalorem; sugar beets, 5 per cent ad yva- 
lorem. i 

204. Beans, peas, prepared or preserved, or contained in tins, jars, 
bottles, or similar packages, including the weight of immediate cover- 
ings, 1 cent per pound; mushrooms and truffles, 24 cents per pound. 

205. Vegetables. if cut, sliced or otherwise reduced in size, or if 
parched or roasted, or if pickled, or packed in salt. brine, oil, or pre- 
pared in eny way; any of the foregoing not specially provided for in 
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NATE. 


this section, and bean stick or bean cake, miso, and simila: 
25 per cent ad valorem 


206. Pickles, including pickled nuts, sauces of all kinds. not 


provided for in this section, and fish paste or sauce, 25 p 
valorem. ; 
207. Cider, 2 cents per gallon. 
208. Eggs not specially provided for in this section, © 


dozen ; eggs frozen or otherwise prepared or preserved in ti: 
packages, not specially provided for in this section. in, 
weight of the immediate coverings or containers, 24 cents 

209. Eggs, dried, 10 cents per pound ; eggs, yolk of, 10 p: 
valorem ; dried blood, when soluble, 14 cents per pound. 

210. Hay, $2 per ton. 

211. Honey, 10 cents per gallon. 

212. Hops, 16 cents per pound; hop extract and lupulin 
ad valorem. 

213. Garlic, 1 cent per pound ; onions, 20 cents per bushel 

214. Peas, green or dried, in bulk or in barrels, sacks. 
packages, 15 cents per bushel of 60 pounds: split peas, 25 
bushel of 60 pounds; peas in cartons, papers, or other similar 
including the weight of the immediate covering, 4 cent per po 

215. Orchids, palms, azalea indica, and all other decorati 
house plants and cut flowers, preserved or fresh, 25 per < 
lorem; lily of the valley pips, tulips, narcissus, begonia, a1 
bulbs, $1 per thousand; hyacinth bulbs, astilbe, dielytra, and 
valley clumps, $2.50 per thousand; lily bulbs and calla bul 
$5 per thousand; herbaceous peony, Iris Kaempferri or ( 
canna, dahlia, and amaryllis bulbs, $10 per thousand: all ot 


roots, root stocks, corms, and tubers, which are cultivated 
flowers or foliage, 50 cents per thousand. 

216. Stocks, cuttings, or seedlings of Myrobolan plum, M 
Mazzard cherry, Manetti multiflora and briar rose, Rosa Ru 





years old or less, $1 per thousand plants; stocks, cuttin 
of pear, apple, quince, and the St. Julien plum, three y« 
$1 per thousand plants; rose plants, budded, grafted, or gro 
own roots, 4 cents each; stocks, cuttings, and seedlings of a! 
ornamental trees, deciduous and evergreen shrubs and vi: 
trees, shrubs, plants, and vines commonly known as nursery ; 
specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad valor 

217. Seeds: Castor beans or seeds, 15 cents per bushe! of 
flaxseed or linseed and other oil seeds not specially provided { 
section, 20 cents per bushel of 56 pounds; poppy seed, 15 
bushel of 47 pounds; mushroom spawn, and spinach seed, 1 
pound; canary seed, $ cent per pound; caraway seed, 1 cent 
anise seed, 2 cents per pound; beet (except sugar beet), 
salad, parsley, parsnip, radish, turnip, and rutabaga seed, 
pound; cabbage, collard, kale, and kohl-rabi seed, 6 cents 
egg plant and pepper seed, 10 cents per pound; seeds of | 
specially provided for in this section, 10 per cent ad valor 
That no allowance shall be made for dirt or other impuriti 
provided for in this paragraph. 

218. Straw, 50 cents per ton. 

219. Teazels, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

220. Vegetables in their natural state, not specially pri 
this section, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

221. Fish, except shellfish, by whatever name known, pac! 
in oil and other substances, in bottles, jars, kegs, tin b 
20 per cent ad valorem; all other fish, except shellfish, in t 
not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad va 
and other preserved roe of fish, 30 per cent ad valorem; fis 
boned, 3 of 1 cent per pound. 

222. Apples, peaches, quinces, cherries, plums, and peat 
ripe, 10 cents per bushel of 50 pounds; berries, edible, in t 
condition, 4 cent per quart; cranberries, 10 per cent ad v: 
edibie fruits, including berries, when dried, desiccated, eva; 
prepared in any manner, not specially provided for in ft) 
cent per pound; comfits, sweetmeats, and fruits of all kind 
or packed in sugar, or having sugar added thereto or 
packed in molasses, spirits, or their own juices, if containing 
or containing not over 10 per cent of alcohol, 20 per cent 
if containing over 10 per cent of alcohol and not specia 
for in this section, 20 per cent ad valorem, and in additio 
proof gallon on the alcohol contained therein in excess of 1!) 
jellies of all kinds, 20 per cent ad valorem ; pineapples p! 
own juice, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

294 














223. Figs, 2 cents per pound; plums, prunes, and prun 
per pound; raisins and other dried grapes, 2 cents per | 
1 cent per pound; currants, Zante or other, 2 cents per po 
15 cents per gallon. 

224. Grapes in barrels or other packages, 25 cents per 


the capacity of the barrels or packages. 











225. Lemons, limes, oranges, grapefruit, shaddocks, and | 
packages of a capacity of 14 cubic feet or less, 18 cents p< 
in packages of capacity exceeding 14 cubie feet and not ex 


on 
oo 


cubic feet, cents per package; in packages exceeding ~4 
excecding 5 cubic feet, 70 cents per package; in packages 
cubic feet or in bulk, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

226. Orange peel or lemon peel, preserved, eandied, or dl 
er pound; coconut meat or copra desiccated, shredded, « 
arly prepared, and citron or citron peel, preserved, candied 
2 cents per pound. 

227. Pineapples, in barrels or other packages, 6 ce 
foot of the capacity of the barrels or paekages, in bulk, $5 | 

228, Almonds, not shelled, 3 cents per pound; almonds, 
cents per pound; apricot and peach kernels, 3 cents per pou 
shelled, 2 


cents 


299 Filberts and walnuts of all kinds, not 
pound ; sheiled, 4 cents per pound. 
©30. Peanuts or ground beans, unshelled, g of 1 cent pe! 
shelled, } of 1 cent per pound. a 
231. Nuts of all kinds, shelled or unshelled, not specially 


for in this section, 1 cent per pound; but no allowance sha 
for dirt or other impurities in nuts of any kind. shelled or uns 
282. Venison and cther game, 14 cents per pound; 
dressed, 30 per cent ad valorem. : 
233. Extract of meat, not specially provided for in this s 
cents per pound; fluid extract of meat, 7 cents per pound, 
dutiable weight of the extract of meat and of the fluid ex 
meat shall not include the weight of the packages in which 
is imported. 
234. Poultry, live, 1 cent per pound; dead, 2 cents per po! Bd 
235 Chicory reot, raw, dried, or undried, but ungrounc 


per pound; chicory root, burnt or roasted, ground or granulat 
rolls, or otherwise prepared, and not specially provided for in 
tion, 2 


cents per pound. 








ead 





1915. 


Unsweetened chocolate and cocoa, prepared or manufactured, 
provided for in this section, 8 per cent ad valorem. Sweet 





late and cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not specially pre 
this section, valued at 15 cents per pound or less, 2 cents 
valued at more than 15 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad 
e weight and the value of the immediate coverings, other 





uter packing case or other covering, shall be included in the 


ight and the value of the merchandis« 





Coeoa butter or cocoa butterine, refined deodorized coconut oil, 
tutes for cocoa butter, 34 cents per pound 
ion root, and acorns prepared, and articles used as coffe 
tutes for coffee not specially provided for in this section, 2 


pound. 


Starch, made from potatoes, 1 c¢ } 


nt per pound; all other starch, 





ill preparations, from whatever substance produced, fit for 
reh, & cent per pound. 
Snices: Cassia buds, cassia, and cassia vera; cinnamon and cin- 
‘ singer root, unground and not preserved or candied; nut 
per, black or white; capsicum or red pepper, or cayen 
ind clove stems, 1 cent per p muund: cloves, 2 cents per pound: 


of 1 cent per pound ; sage, 4 cent per pound; mace, 8 cents 


d: mustard, ground or prepared, in bottles or otherwise, 6 
pound; all other spices not specially provided for in this 
neluding all herbs or herb leaves in glass or other small pack 


ilit use, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Vinegar. 4 cents per proof gallon. The st indard 
» taken to be that strength which requires 35 


iry 
proof for vine 
2 s of bicar 








potash to neutralize 1 ounce troy of vinegar. 
CHEDULB H—SPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER BREVERA 
Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distille 
‘ and not specially provided for in this 












of measurement 
standard for determining 
any kind imported 
iws relating to in 
all be lawful for the Secretary o 
ithorize the ascertainment of the 
‘s, by distillation or otherwise, 
ertain such proof by the means 
ms: And provided further, That 
dy other spirituous or distilled liquors imported in ized 
! ig, or other packas of or from any country, dependency, 
e under whose laws similar sized casks, bottles, jugs, or other 
tilled spirits, wine, or other beverage put up or 

tes are denied entrance into such country, dependency, 
hall be forfeited to the United States; and any brand 
or distilled liquor imported in a cask of 
from any country shall forfeited 


lon 
the 
r liq ors of 
is defined in the 


ir wine 
llon ; 


£a 
and 









cordials, or 
where it is impractic 
1 by existing law or regu! 








oT inv s 





2a 
es 





«al 
i 


! i 


St 





10us Or i $3 capacity 


10 lons be to ti 
distilled 
levied a duty n 


which 


be 


mpounds or 
rt of chief value 
n distilled 
% arrack, 
everages or bitters 
lly pr d for in this section, 
rate amount of duty shall 
spirits, and other spir b 
description of st proof; but 
iny greater strength than the 
tations of brandy or spirits or wines 
hall be subject to the highest rate 
; respectively intended to be 

7> per gallon. 
Bay rum or bay water, whether distilled or compounded, of 
1 in proportion for any greater strength than first proof 


preparations of 
there shall 


spirits. 





kir 
ki 


bsinthe, 
of all 








vid $2.60 per y 
be levied, ollect 
verages than the 
it shall be ine 
strength of first pr 
imported by any names 
of duty provided for the 
represented, and in ise 


tuous 









no Ci 








mpagne and 
r re than 1 
: t more 


> ) dozen ; 


all other sparkling wines, in bottles containing 
quart and more than 1 pint, $9.60 per 
than 1 pint each and more than 
] containing one-half pint each or less, 
bottles or other containing more than 1 quart cach, 
n to $9.60 per dozen bottles, on the quantity in ex« of 1 
t the rate of $3 per gallon; but no separate or additional duty 
levied on the bottles. 
ll wines, including ginger wine or 
ine or sake, and similar beverag not 
‘ in casks or packages other than bottles or jugs, 
g 14 per cent or less of absolute alcohol, 45 cents per gall 
taining more than 14 per cent of absolute alcohol, 60 cents 
In bottles or jugs, per case of one dozen bottles or jugs, con 
each not more than 1 quart and more than 1 pint, or 24 
r jugs containing each not more than 1 pint, $1.85 per ca 
eXcess beyond these quantities found in such bottles or jugs 
subject to a duty of 6 cents per pint or fractional part thereof, 
Separate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or 
Provided, That any wines, ginger cordial, or vermuth imported 
uing more than 24 per cent of alcohol shall be classed as spirits 
y duty accordingly: And provided further, That there shall be 
tructive or other allowance for breakage, leakage, or damage 
liquors, cordials, or distilled spirits. Wines, cordials, brandy, 
er spirituous liquors, including bitters of all kinds, and bay 
bay water, imported in bottles or jugs, shall be packed in pack- 
ntaining not less than one dozen bottles or jugs in each 
é or duty shall be paid as if such package contained at least 
yhe dozen bottles or jugs, and in addition thereto, duty shall be col- 
+ n the bottles or jugs at the rates which would be chargeable 
lereon lf imported empty The percentage of alcohol in wines and 
che meee Shall be determined in such manner as the Secretary of 
win  asury Shall by regulation prescribe. 
gallor —_ porter, stout, and beer, in bottles or jugs, 45 cents per 
puon, but Ro separate or additional duty shall be assessed on the 
on] sretees + otherwise than in bottles * tugs, 23 cents per gallon. 
ume ait alt extract, fluid, in casks, 22 13 per gallon; in bottles or 
Ee ‘oe per gallon; solid or condes#¥ed, 45 per cent ad valorem. 
sina a herry juice and prune juice, or prune wine, and other fruit 
} 8, and fruit sirup, not specially provided for in this section, con- 
‘€ no alcohol or not more than 18 per cent of alcohol, 70 cents 
. ons if containing more than 18 per cent of alcohol, 70 cents 
ae ae addition thereto $2.07 per proof gallon on the alcohol 
- Uloger ale, ginger beer, lemonade, soda water, and other similar 
“ages containing no alcohol, in plain green or colored, molded or 





dozen ; 
one-half pint, 
$2.40 per 
vessels 


Qe 


cordial, verm 


ginger . 
ially provided 





ith, 
for 
if 


‘rages spec 


tion 


pet 





v« 


taining 
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pressed, glass boitles, containing « not 
a pint, 18 cents per d n: ) ' 

pint ach d not n e 1 l bn 
no separate or additional duty 


imported otherwise than in plain greet ) 






































£lass bottles, or in such b 
each, 50 cents per gallon, and in 1 
lected on the bottles, or 
chargeal thereon if imported ¢ t | 
I mtaining not More than 2 | 
duty under this paragr 
54. All mine 1d all it i 
and all artifici | waters n i 
tion, in bottles nt ! 
per dozen bott! itain ! 
than 1 pint, per d i 
pint and not 1 
ported in bottles or in j ‘ 
per gallon; if imported ot 
ra ll ; and in addition tl 
collected upon the ttles « 
that v ld be « i d thet 
250. C ( led y i | 
yarn, wh in bund 
form, « of « on 
cottons, | if s 
of dut isiv pe 
inclus y a ‘ N 
ad valore in iv 
to 59, inclusi 174 per cent \ 
per cent ad valorem; N i0U an 
eard lap ro] a * rol ) 
waste : flocks ma u“ d « 
] | m 
256 I h d of « to! 
tor Ss, I ‘ 
ot! f 1 1D | t 
on7T. ¢ } t} t l i ! 
pri i, Jal tal 4, OF mel 
numb: f N 7 
ing N ) d t ex d \ 1), 1 
N 19 and exceeding No l 
No 9 1 not ex Ne i), 1 | 
No. 19 and not ex i NY ) 4 
No. 59 and not ex ling 99, 22 
{ 274 per id valorem ( ! a 
ored, stained, nted, pri d, J 
subject to a y of 24 per i 1 v 
otherwise chargeable thereon 
258. The term cotton clot ( h 
l f this ction, unless ot 
ude all we if 
vhet! figured i 
ished or ur hed, 1 
the condi i t 
1 cotté ot! ! 
ere shall | in i 
in provided for i 
1 by tl Secret t! 
Cloth composed « 
known as silk ped 
ich « ton or other v 
chief valu ind tracing ) 
filled or coated ll oj ti I 
floors) nd yitton window holland y ‘ ! 
proof cloth composed of « ton < 
posed in part of india rul r ! 
60. Handkerchiefs 
ded i ctf ! 
h ed 0 { ( l 
l of n 
ce i i 
m tured i ‘ ! t 
or n facturer, and n ot 
tion. ») per cent ad vi l 
specially provided for in 1 ection, 20 | ! 
262. P hes, velvet velvete aa 
‘ ineut, whether o ot the pile « 
foré ing composed of cotton or otl 
manufactures or articles in any fort 
known as bias dress fi igs yr h 
plushe . vely t . y lv { Se 7 d oy : 
of cotton or other i yer, Cx t 
263. Curtains, t: covers, and all 
chenille, or of which cotton chenille is 
value, tapestries, and other Jacquard f 


posed wholly or in chief value of cotton 





of the foregoing, in the piece or otherwi ! 
other Jacquard figured manufactures of 
the component material of chief v: ) 

9°64. Stockings; hose and half hos¢ ! 
frames, composed of cotton or other vecet 
specially provided for in this sect | 

265. Stockings, hose and half hose, lver 1 
or shaped wholly or in part by knitting n 


by hand, including such as are commercially 
ings, hose and half hose, and clocked stockings, | nd halt 
of the above composed of cotton or other veget ‘ : 


e 
rT 


unfinished: if valued at %t more than 70 cents per d 
yer cent ad valorem; if valued at more than 70 cents per doz 
50 per cent ad valorem. Gloves by whatever process mad 
wholly or in chief value of cotton, 35 per cent ad v 

266. Shirts and drawers, pants, vests, union suits. « nat 


tights, sweaters, corset covers, and all underwear of « cle 
made wholly or in part on knitting machines or f 
hand, finished or unfinished, not including such as are t 
lace, imitation lace or crochet or as are embré idered nad 
stockings, hose and half hose, composed of cotton 
fiber, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

267. Bandings, beltings, bindings, 
bons, tire fabric or fabric suitable 


bone ca 
for 


ing . 


use in poe mat t 
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penders and | ‘ tubi and webs or webbing, any of the 
foregoing made of cotton or vegetable fi , or of which cotton 
or other vezget fiber is t component material of chief value. or of 
cotton or othe vegetable fiber and india rubber, and not embroidered 
by h | or machinery; spindle banding, woven, braided, or twisted 
lam}, stove, o indle wicking made of cotton or other vegetable fiber; 
loom harn Id yw collets made of cotton or other vegetable fiber, 
or of which cotton or ott vegetable er is the component material 
of chief value: boot, e, and corset ings made of cotton or other 
ver le fiber; and labels for gal or other articles, composed of 
cotton or other vece e fiber, cent ad valorem; belting for 
machinery made of cotton or other vegetable fiber and india rubber, or 
of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component material of 
chief value, 15 per ec ad valorem. 

“68. Cotton table damask, and manufactures of cotton table damask, 
or of which cotton table damask is the component material of chief 
value, not specially provided for in this section, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

269, Towels, bs mats, quilts, blanke polishing cloths, mop cloths, 
wash rags o1 3, sheets, pillowcases, and batting, any of the fore- 
going made ym, or of which cotton is the component material of | 
chief value, ‘ther in the piece or otherwis pot embroidered nor in 
part of lace and not otherwise provided for, per cent ad valorem. 

270. Laee window curtains, nets, nettings, pillow shams, and bed 
Ret finished or unfinished, made on the Nottingham lace-curtain ma- 
chine, und composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, when counting 
not more than six points or spaces between the warp threads to the 
inch, 35 per cent ad valorem; when counting more than six and not 
more than eight points or spaces to the inch, 40 per cent ad valorem ; 
when counting nine or more points or spaces to the inch, 45 per cent 
ad valorem. 

271. All articles le from cotton cloth, whether finished or unfin- 
fished, and all ma etures of cotton or of w h cotton is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, not specially provided for in this 
section, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

HEDULE J—-FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 





Flax, not ha d or dressed, 4 of 1 cent per pound. 
Flax, hackled, known as “ dressed line,” 14 cents per pound. 
Tow of flax, 210 per ton. 

275. Hemp, and tow of hemp, 4 cent per pound; hemp, hackled, 


wnas “line of hemp,” 1 cent per pound, 

276. Single yarns made of jute, not finer than 5 lea or number, 15 
per cent ad valorem; if finer than 5 lea or number and yarns made of 
jute not otherwise specially provided for in this section, 25 per cent 
ad valorem 

277. Cables 

or 


Tampico fiber, manila, 
any of them, 4 cent 
tarred or untarred, 1 


and cordage, composed of istle, 
Sisal grass sunn, or a mixture of these or 
per pound; cables and cordage made of hemp, 
cent per pound, 

278. Threads, made from yarn not finer than 5 
lea or number, composed of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these 
substances any of them is the component matertal of chief value, 
25 per cent ad valorem; if made from yarn finer than 5 lea or number, 
30 per cent ad valorem. 

279. Single yarns, made of flax, hemp, or ramie, or a mixture of any 
of them, not finer then 8 lea or number, 15 per cent ad valorem; finer 
than 8 lea or number and not finer than 80 lea or number, 25 per cent 
ad valorem; finer than 80 lea or number, 10 per cent ad valorem; 
ramie sliver or roving, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

280. Gill nettings, nets, webs, and selmes made of flax, hemp, or 
ramte, or a mixture of any of them, or of which any of them is the 
component material of chief value, 80 per cent ad valorem. 


twines, or cords, 


or 


281. Floor mattings, plain, fancy, or figured, including mats and 
rugs, manufactured from straw, round or split, or other vegetable sub- 


stances, not otherwise provided for in this section, and having a warp 
of cotton, hemp, or other vegetable substances, including what are com- 
monly known as China, Japan, and India straw matting, 24 cents per 
square yard. 

282. Carpets, carpeting, mats and rugs made of flax, hemp, jute, or 
other vegetable fiber (except cotton), 35 per cent ad valorem. 

283. Hydraulic or flume hose, made in whole or in part of cotton, 
flax, hemp, ramie, or jute, 7 cents per pound. 

284. Tapes composed wholly or in part of flax, woven with or with- 
out metal threads, on reels, spools, or otherwise, and designed expressly 
for use in the manufacture of measuring tapes, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

285. Linoleum, plain, stamped, painted, or printed, Including corticine 
and cork carpet, figured or plain, also linoleum known as granite and 
oak plank, 30 per cent ad valorem; inlaid linoleum, 35 per cent ad 
valorem ; oilcloth for floors, plain, stamped, painted, or printed, 20 per 
eent ad valorem; mats or rugs made of oilcioth, linoleum, corticine, or 
cork carpet shali be subject to the same rate of duty as herein provided 
for oilcloth, linoleum, corticine, or cork carpet. 

286. Shirt collars and cuffs, composed in whole or in part of linen, 
30 per cent ad valorem. 

287. Bands, bandings, belts, beltings, bindings, cords, ribbons, tapes, 
wehs and webbin; all the foregoing composed wholly or in chief value 
of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of flax, hemp, or ramie and india rubber, and 
not otherwise specially provided for in this section, 30 per cent ad 
valorem; wearing apparel composed wholly or in chief value of flax, 
hemp, or ramie, or of flax, hemp, or ramie and india rubber, 50 per cent 
ad valorem. 

288, Plain woven fabrics of single Jute yarns, by whatever name 
known, 20 per cent ad valorem, 

289. All pile fabrics, whether or not the pile covers the entire sur- 
face, composed of flax, or of which flax is the component material of 
chief value, and all articles and manufactures made from such fabrics, 
not specially provided for in this section, 45. per cent ad valorem. 

290. Bags or sacks made from plain woven fabrics, of single jute 
yarns, not dyed, colored, stained, painted, printed, or bleached, 25 per 
eent ad valorem. 

291. Handkerchiefs composed of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which 
these substances, or any of them, is the component material of chief 
value, whether in the piece or otherwise, and whether finished or unfin- 
ished, not bemmed or hemmed only, 35 per cent ad valorem; if hem- 
stitched, or imitation hemstitched, or revered, or with drawn thread 


but not embroidered, initialed, or in part of lace, 40 per cent a 
valorem. 
292. Plain woven fabries, articles, finished or unfin- 


not includin 

tshed, of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or any of 
them is the component material of chief value, including sueb as is 
known as shirting cloth, 35 per cent ad valorem, 

293. All woven articles, finished or unfinished, and all manufactures 
of flax, hemp, ramie, or other vegetable fiber, or of which these gsub- 
stances, or any of them, is the component material of chief value, not 
specially provided for in this section, 40 per cent ad valorem, 











me Istle or tampico, when dressed, dyed, or combed, 20 
valorem. 


SCHEDULE K—W0OOL AND MANUFACTURES 





295. Combed wool or tops and roving or roping made w! 
part of wool or camel's hair, and on other wool and hair w 
been advanced in any manner or by any process of manufa ; 
the washed or scoured condition, not specially provided for j . 
tion, 15 per cent ad valorem. F- 

296. Yarns made wholly or in chief value of wool, 20 ; 
valorem. ; - 

297. Cloths, knit fabries, felts not woven, and all manuf 
every description made, by any process, wholly or in 


wool, not specially provided for in this section, 35 per cent ad 

298. Blankets and flanuels, composed wholly or in chief ; 
per cent ad valorem; flannels composed wholly or in « 
wool, valued at above 50 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad 

299. Women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, [| 
bunting, and goods of similar description and character, eom 
or in chief value of wool, and not specially provided for in t 
85 per cent ad valorem. 

300, Clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing any 
description, including shawls whether knitted or woven i 
articles of every description made up or manufactured wh 
and not specially provided for in this section, composed 
chief value of wool, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

301. Webbings, suspenders, braces, bandings, beltings, 
cords and tassels, and ribbons; any of the foregoing max 
of which wool or wool and india rubber are the component 
chief value, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

302. Aubusson, Axminster, moquette, and chenille carpets 
plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or de 
per cent ad valorem, 

303. Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, ficured 
and all carpets or carpeting of like character or 
cent ad valorem, 

304. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or 
of like character or description, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

305. Velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, figured or plain, | 
the warp or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of like « 
description, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

306. Tapestry Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all 
carpeting of like charaeter or description, printed on the war; 
wise, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

307. Treble ingrain, 3-ply, and all-chain Venetian carpets, 20 
ad valorem. 

308. Wool Dutch and 2-ply ingratn carpets, 20 per cent ad va! 

809. Carpets of every description, woven whole for ro 
ental, Berlin, Aubusson, Axminster, and similar rugs, 50 per ad 
valorem, 

310. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 
ad valorem. 

311. Carpets and earpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or com; 1 in 
part of any of them, not specially provided for in this secti 
mats, matting, and rugs of cotton, 20 per cent ad valorem 

812. Mats, rugs for floors, screens, covers, hassocks, bed 
squares, and other portions of carpets or carpeting, made 

art of wool, and not specially provided for in this section, s 
fected to the rate of duty herein imposed on carpets or car 
like character or description. 

313. Whenever tn this section the word “ wool” is used in con: 
with a manufactured article of which it is a component 
shall be held to include wool or hair of the sheep, camel, or 
animals, whether manufactured by the woolen, worsted, 
other process. 

314. Hair of the Angora goat, alpaca, and other like ani 
all hair on the skin of such animals, 20 per cent ad valorem 

315. Tops made from the hair of the Angora goat, alpaca, a 
like animals, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

316. Yarns made of the hair of the Angora goat, alpaca, and r 
like animals, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

817. Cloth and all manufactures of every description made of the 
hair of the Angora goat, alpaca, and other like animals, not s r 
provided for In this section, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

318. Plushes, velvets, and all other pile fabrics, cut or uncut en 
or knit, whether or not the pile covers the entire surface, ma . 
or partly of the hair of the Angora goat, alpaca, and other 
mals, aud articles made wholly or in chief value of such | 
velvets, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


SCHEDULB L—SILES AND SILK GOODS. 
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819. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk and 
not further advanced or manufactured than carded or combed i i 
silk noils exceeding 2 inches in length, 15 per cent ad valor: 


$20. Spun silk or sehappe silk yarn, 35 per cent ad valorem 

321. Thrown silk not more advanced than singles, tram, or 0 rine, 
sewing silk, twist, floss, and silk threads or yarns of every d i 
made from raw silk, 15 per cent ad valorem. ; 

322. Velvets, plushes, chenilles, velvet or plush ribbons, or other p'é 
fabrics, composed of silk or of which silk is the component mater! 
of chief value, 50 per cent ad valorem. ; eis 

$23. Handkerchiefs or mufflers composed wholly or In chief value 
silk, finished or unfinished; if cut, not hemmed or hemmed < [ 
per cent ad valorem; if hemstitched or Imitation hemstitched re- ; 
vered, or having drawn threads, but not embroidered tn any é 
with an Initial eter. monogram, or otherwise, 50 = cent ad 

$24. Ribbons, bandings, including batbands, beltings, bindings 
the foregoing not exceeding 12 inches in width and if witb fast elses, 








bone casings, braces, cords, cords and tassels, garters, Suspenders 
tubings, and webs and webbings; all the foregoing made of silk . 
which silk or silk and india rubber are the component materitis ™ 
chief value, if not embroidered in any manner, 40 per cent ad va! ie 
825. Clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel! of °ve? 
description, Including knit goods, made up or manufactured in ’ 
or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer ; all the fo! ~ 
composed of silk or of which silk or silk and india rubber are the co" 
ponent materials of chief value, not specially provided for in thls 
tion, 50 per cent ad valorem wy ta the 
836. Woven fabrics, in the piece or otherwise, of which silk 8 © 
eomponent material of chief value, and all manufactures of Doe, nied 
which silk or silk and india rubber are the component materia : valorem 
value, not speeially provided for in this section, 45 per cent aN ae 
827. Yarns, threads, filaments of artificial or imitation ‘! snd by 





artificial or imitation horsehair, by whatever name know?, 
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7 r process made 55 per cent ad valorem ; beltings, cords, tassé ls, ‘ raids, featherstitch braids. fring oti 
or other articles or fabrics composed wholly or in chief value | going, of whatever material composed nd arti I | ‘ 
( threads. filaments, or fibers of artificial or imitation silk or of | chief value of any of the foregoing, net 
or imitation horsehair, or of yarns, threads, filaments or fibers | section, 50 per cent ad valorem. 
al or imitation silk, or of artificial or imitation horsehair | 343. Braids, plaits, laces. and willow 
dia rubb by whatever name known, and by whatever process | wholly or tn chief value of straw, c! 
60 per cent ad valorem, rattan, real | air. cuba bark. ramie, or 1 + 
, SCHEDULE M PAPERS AND BOOKS, making or ornamenting hats, bonnets, or |! ds. no P 
Sheathing paper and roofing felt, 5 per cent ad valorem. on =e & +y l o> per . é MS if vl ¢ ‘ 1. 
Filter masse or filter stock, composed wholly or in part of wood | whaite ag a ms Bal mn l 
od flour, cotton or other vegetable fiber, 20 per cent ad valorem. oat ae c oa il a : + lip, \ 
Printing paper (other than paper commercially known as hand- | aianediaetanead ; 4 not bt a - . —— cree 
I r machine handmade paper, japan paper, and imitation japan if bi a a ‘ » but > lock oe tri ’mé i, 25 3 . 
' y whatever name known), unsized, sized, or glued, suitable for | © 1 oeees Of trimmed, and in chief ya such 1 1 
iting of books and newspapers, but not for covers or bindings, | te ae But the terms “ gra: nd , ae 
illy provided for in this section, valued above 24 cents per iis eet hg anc s in their 1 f l ! 
12 per cent ad valorem: Provided, however, That if any coun- | "244° Be ed five thereof. . 
{ 1 ndency, province, or other subdivision of government shall im- ee ee ee Noll room: rn, § Ww, wooden l 
export duty, export license fee, or other charge of any kind | p = on 5 ae vale rem ; brushes and 
r (whether in the form of additional charge or license fee or | PEBcus in quills = ot! ctwine, o> pel 
se) upon printing paper, wood pulp, or wood for use in the j — Bristl », rted, | d, or | j 
ture of wood pulp, there shall be imposed upon printing paper, fs oa0. Button forn s of s, moh 
\ ve 24 cents per pound, when imported either directly or in- factures of ¢ l th, wove n or made in pat ot 
d y from such country, dependency, province, or other subdivision form as to be fit for buttons exciusively, and 
nment, an additional duty equal to the amount of such export | ®"Y one dimension, 10 pe r ce ut ad valoret 
‘ ther export charge imposed by such country, dependency, prov- | SAT. Buttons ol parts of button nd ton ! 
ther subdivision of government, upon printing paper, or upon | or unfinished, not spe f it 
nt ef wood pulp, or wood for use in the manufacture of wood | °° cuff buttons and posed W y of 
sary to manufacture such printing paper. ivory, 40 per cent ad 
Papers commonly known as copying paper, stereotype paper, 345. ork b cut ' yuar { 
paper, tissue paper, pottery paper, letter-copying books, wholly pound; manufactured cork stoppe ’ ver ft ‘ 


ifactured, crépe paper and filtering paper weighing not diamet r, measured at the 
i pounds per ream of 480 sheets, and articles manufactured | W@fers, or washers, over three-sixt 
of the foregoing papers or of which such paper is the com- | Cents per pound; manufact 

1 





rial of chief value, 30 per cent ad valorem | or less in diameter, me 
. . SAY . orl lickeo 1 f « r ishers ' <eteont 
Papers, including wrapping paper, with coated surface or sur- | Cork disks, wafers, or washers, thre " 
ith the surface wholly or partly covered or decorated with a | thickness, 15 cel ts per po ind; cork, art ia 





cy effect, pattern or character whet produced in the pulp | factured from cork waste, or granulated cork and 





3°, all of the foregoing not specially provided for, whether | Vided for : ion, 3 ce | pound 
iolly or partly covered with met or its solution or with | in chief ‘ ted cork, | I 
flock or embossed or printed except by lithographic process, forms, < en cork pape >| 

d or reenforced paper, parchment papers, and grease-proof and | tures wholly or: val of « x or ¢ ( 

: rchment papers which have been supercalendered and | cork or bark su ted or gI vd 





sparent, er partially so, by whatever name known; all | Vided for in thi : 
849. Dice. dominoes. di 







































ise-proof and imitation parchment papers, not specially pro- | 
in this section, by whatever name known; bags, envelopes, pool, bagatelle balls, and poker sips, of 
matter other than lithographic, and all other articles composed | 50 per cent ad valorem. , 
r in chief value of any of the foregoing papers, not specially | 350. Dolls, and par of d ] ! 
for in this section, and all boxes of paper, papler-maché, or | materials composed, and all to ‘ 
ed with any of the foregoing paper, 35 per cent ad valorem; | of china, porcelain, parian, ‘ 
1 or sensitized paper or paper otherwise surface-coated for | cially provided for in this secti ! l 
purposes, plain basic papers for albuminizing, sensitizing, | 35 Emery grains and emery, mar { 
iting, er fer photographic or solar printing processes, 25 per | refined, 1 cent per pound; y wl 
1 valorem, | manufactures of which emery or corur is ft 
Phe calendars, cards, labels, flaps, cigar bands, placards, of chief value, 20 per cent ad val 
composed wholly or in chief value of p: litho- | per cent ad valorem 
v d in whole or in part from stone, metal, or ler ma Be lireerackers of all kind 6 | 
xcept boxes, views of American scenery or objects, and music, Roman candles, and fireworks of I 
trations when forming part of a periodical or newspaper, or | for in this section, 10 cents p¢ yund t 
id or unbound books, accompanying the same, not specially pro- to include all coverings, wrappings, and 
for in this section) shall pay duty at the following rates: Labels, | Fulminates, fulminating powd d 
nd cigar bands, if printed entirely in bronze printing, 15 per | specially provided for in this section, 5 per nt 
1 valorem; if printed otherwise than entirely in bronze printing, | 354. Gunpowder, and all exp \ ibstanes 
t printed in whole or in part in metal leaf, 25 per cent ad valo- | ing, artillery, or sporting purposes, when \ ied 
' printed in whole or in part in metal leaf, 30 per cent ad valo- | per pound, § cent per pound; valued ve 20 cents | | 
) books of paper or other material for children’s use, not | per pound. 
n weight 24 ounces each, fashion magazines or periodicals, | 355. Matches, friction or lucifer, of ! 
in whole or in part by lithographic process, or decorated by 144 boxes, containing not m¢« han 100 1 
klets decorated in whole or in part by hand or by spraying, | per gross; when ported ot , t 


or not lithographed, 12 per cent ad valorem; decaleomanias in 

colors, whether or not backed with metal leaf, and all other | 

is, except toy decalcomanias, 20 per cent ad valorem; pi 

t calendars, cards, placards, and all other articles than those here 
specifically provided for in this paragraph, 20 per cent ad 
































| rt! I nd 
Writing, letter, note, handmade paper and paper commercially m ips, 7 
handmade paper and machine handmade paper, japan paper | or sg: es « Is, 15 | i 
tion japan paper by whatever name known, and ledger, 1 md, 257. Feather a low , on tl nh « 
! !, tablet, typewriter, manifold, and onionskin and imitation onion dressed colored, or rwise advanced or 1 t 
ers calendered or uncalendered, whether or not any such paper not specially provided for in this section, 20 
bordered, embossed, printed, lined, or decorated in any manner, | drecsed “colored otl vi ay t or ! 
~ cent ad valorem. : nai inc uding q of down i othe I 
Paper envelopes, folded or flat, plain, bordered, embossed, printed. | con} ad valorem ; artificial 
decorated, or lined, 15 per cent ad valorem. 7 fl ~ ‘ = and ate ms ol D irts thereof f t I 
Jacquard designs on ruled paper, or cut on Jacquard cards. and | a: - ally provided for in i G t 
of such designs, cardboard and bristol board, press boards or press oe tonniet wre iths, and 1] 
per hangings with paper back or composed wholly or in chief t} ic ‘a ction comp ed wl ‘ 
f paper, and wrapping paper not specially provided for in this | fle ti leaves or other 
on, 25 per cent ad valorem, freorey ' ‘valorem: Provided, Tha I 
Books of all kinds, bound or unbound, including blank books Pe ‘ aa ‘alled osp y plu nad 
8 oks, and pamphlets, engravings, photographs, etchings, maps, | te oa tails skins or D urt rf 
( ts, music in books or sheets, and printed matter, all the foregoing, | . — ufac tured and not fe lent ‘ d 
and 1 ‘t specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem. | aa hibited:: but 4! is pi vision shall not 
/ y' ws of any landscape, scene, building, place, or locality in the United | Oe contri hes, or to the feath or | ‘ 
Lb States, on cardboard or paper, not thinner than eight one-thousandths kind 
of 1 inch, by whatever process printed or produced, including those | ~ ‘ang Furs and fur sk kind ! 
y in part produced by either lithographic or photogelatin process i - + site d am ns of | t 
‘except show cards), occupying 35 square inches or less of surface per ae = me ead d fo ; n thi ction, 10 | n ! 
view und or unbound, or in any other form, 45 per cent ad valorem - | S2°CM@)Y Provies , mot advanced r ’ in dyeir 0 | 
t than eight one-thousan so a fe et > | dressed on the skin, not advanced turther than dy re 
thousandths of 1 inch, $2 per thousand. advan 





valorem; manufactures of furs, 
dyeing, when prepared for use as material, Joined or s¢ i 
cluding plates, linings, and crosses, and articles manufactured 
v fur not specially provided for in this section, 40 per cent ad 
mponer ateris wb od oa ; articles of wearing apparel of every description partly or wholly 1 
thom 44 oie < oe sana not specially provided for in this | factured, composed of or of which fur is the component materia 

: chief value, 50 per cent ad valorem. Furs not on the skin, prepared 
3 SCHEDULE B—GUNDSIES. for hatters’ use, including fur skins carroted, 15 per cent ad valorem 
not a o— and spangles of all kinds, including imitation pearl beads, 359. Fans of all kinds, except common palm-leaf fans, 50 per « 
portation euie sarang. or strung loosely on thread for facility in trans- | ad valorem. RS ; 
mings eareaie #9 per cent ad valorem ; fabrics, wearing apparel, trim- 860. Gun wads of all descriptions, 10 per cent ad valorem 
section, com 5 other articles not specially provided for in this 361. Human hair, raw, uncleaned and not drawn, 10 per cent ad 
glass or p. posed wholly or in chief value of beads or spangles made of | valorem; if cleaned or drawn, wholly or in part, but not manufactured, 
paste, gelatin, metal, or other material, 50 per cent ad valorem, | 20 per cent ad valorem; manufactures of human hair, or of which 





348. Photograph, autograph, scrap, post-card, an@ postage-stamp 
: aibums, wholly or partly manufactured, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

°9. Playing cards, 60 per cent ad valorem. 
). All papers and manufactures of paper, or of which paper is the 
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human hair is the component material of chief value, not specially 
rovided for tn this section, 35 per cent ad valorem 

362. Hal curled, suitable for beds or mattr 10 per cent ad 
va I 

63. Haireloth, known ‘erinoline” cloth, 6 cent per square 

{; haircloth, known as “halr seating,” and hair press cloth, 15 
‘ per square yard 

64. Hats, bonnets, or hoods, for men’s, women's, b or children’s 
wear, trimmed or untrimmed, including bodie hoods, plateaux, forms 
ol lap fo hat or noets com pe sed wholiyv o in chief v ilue of 
fur of the rabbit, beaver, or other animal 40 per cent valorem. 

f Indurated fiber ware nd manufactures of pulp, not specially 
I ded for in this section, 25 per cent ad valorem 

36. Jewelry, commonly or commercially so known, valued above 
20 cents per dozen pieces, 60 per cent ad valorem; repe, curb. cable, and 
fancy patterns of chain not exceeding one-half inch in diameter, width, 

ek valued above 30 cents per yard; and articles valued above 
at) ¢ $ per dozen pieces designed to be worn on appa l or carried on 
or about or attached to the person, such as and including buckles, 
card cases, chains, cigar+cases, cigar eutters, cigar holders, elgarette 
‘ eigarette holders, coin holders, collar, cuff, and dress buttons, 
coml match boxes, me yags and purses, milliner military, and 
hair ornaments, pins, powder cases, stamp case vanity cases, and 
like articl all the foregoing and parts thereof, finished or partly 
finished, composed of metal. whether or not enameled, washed, covered, 
or plated, including rolled gold plate, and whether or not set with pre- 
cious or semiprecious stones, pearls, cameos, coral, or amber, or with 
imitation precious stones or pearis, 60 per cent ad valorem. Stampings, 
galleries, mesh and other materials of metal, whether or not set with 
glass or paste, finished or partly finished, separate or in strips or sheets, 
suitable for use In the manufacture of any of the foregoing articles in 
this paragraph, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

267. Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, and not 
advanced in condition or value from their natural state by cleaving, 
splitting, cutting, or other process, including glaziers’ and engravers’ 
diamonds not set, miners’ diamonc whether in their natural form or 
broken, and bort; any of the foregoing not set, and diamond dust, 10 
per cent ad valorem; pearls and parts thereof, drilled or undrilled, but 
not set or strung; diamonds, coral, rubles, cameos nd ether precious 
stones and semiprecious stones, cut but not set. and suitable for use 
in the manufacture of jewelry, 20 per cent ad valorem; imitation pre- 
cious stom including pearls and parts thereof, for use in the manu- 
facture of welry, doublets, artificial. or so-called synthetic or recon 

ted pearls and parts thereof, rubies, or other precious stones, 20 
p cent ad valorem 

368. Laces, lace braids, lace window curtains not specially provided 
for in this section, coach, carriage, and automobile laces, and all lace 
articles of whatever material ymposed; handkerchiefs, napkins, wear 
ing apparel, and all other articles made wholly or tn part of lace or of 


imitation lace of any kind; 


' ‘ 


embroideries, weartnmge apparel, handker 








chiefs, and all other articles or fabrics embroidered in any manner by 
hand or machinery, whether with a plaim or fancy initial or monogram 
or otherwise, or tamboured, appliquéd, or scalloped by hand or ma- 
chinery: edgings, insertings, galloons, mets, nettings, veils. veilings, 
neck rufflings, ruchings, tuckings, flouncings, flutings, quillings, orna 
ments, all the foregoing, of whatever matertal composed; woven fabrics 
or articles from which threads have been omitted, drawn, punched, or 
cut, leaving open spaces in which figures or designs are formed by 
threads other than the threads of the fabric alone or in combination 
with the threads of the fabric not incinding hemstitching or spoke 
stitching, and articles made in whole or in part of any of the above 
materials; all the foregoing, 60 per cent ad valorem 

369. Chamois skins, 15 per cent ad valorem; pianoforte, pianoforte 
action, and glove leathers, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

570. Begs, baskets, belts, satchels, ecard cases, pocketbooks, jewel 
boxe portfolios, and other boxes and cases, made wholly of or in chief 
value of leather, not jewelry, and manufactures of leather, or of which 
leather is the component material of chief value, not specially provided 
for in this section; all the foregong whether or not permanently fitted 





and furnished with traveling, bottle, drinking, dining, or luncheon, and 
similar set, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

S71. Gloves, not specially provided for in this section, made wholly 
or In chief value of leather, whether wholly or partly manufactured, 
shall pay duty at the following rates, the lengths stated in each case 
being the extreme length when stretched to their full extent, namely: 

372. Men's, women’s, or children’s glacé” finish, Schmasechen (of 
sheep origin), not over 14 inches in length, $1 per dozen pairs; over 
14 inches in length, 25 cents per dozen pairs for each additional inch 
in excess of 14 inches. 

373. All other gloves wholly or in chief value of leather, not over 
14 tnches in length, $2 per dozen pairs; over 14 Inches in length, 
cents per dozen for each additional inch in excess of 14 Inches. 

574. In addition to the foregoing rates there shall be paid the fol 


on 


- 





lowing cumulative duties: On all leather gloves when lined with cotton 
or other vegetable fiber, 25 cents per dozen pairs; when lined with a 
knitted clove or when lined with silk, or wool, 50 cents per dozen 
pairs; when lined with fur, $2 per dozen pairs; on all piqué and prix- 
seam gloves, 25 cents per dozen pairs. 

375. Glove tranks, with or without the usual accompanying picces, 


shall pay 75 per cent of the duty provided for the 
cation of which they are suitable. 


gloves in the fabri- 








376. Harness, idles, saddiery im sets or in parts, finished or un 
finished, not specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad 
valorem 

S77. Manufactures of amber, asbestos, bladders, catgut, or whip gut 
or worm gut, or wax, or of which these substances or of them is 





any 
the component material of chief value, not specially provided for in this 
section, 10 per cent ad valorem; yarn and woven fabrics composed 
wholly or im ehfef value of asbestos, 20 per cent ad valorem 

378. Manufactures of bone, chip, grass, hern, india rubber or gutta- 
percha, palm leaf, quills, straw, weeds, or whalebone, or of which any of 
them is the component material of chief value not otherwtse specially 
provided for in this section, shall be subject to the following rates: India 
rubber or gutta-percha, 10 per cent ad valorem: palm leaf, 15 per cent 
ad valorem; bone, chip, horn, quills, and whalebone, 20 per cent ad 
valorem ; grass, straw, and weeds, 25 per cent ad valorem ; combs com- 
posed wholly of horn or of horn and metal, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
The terms “grass” and “straw” shall be understood to mean these 
substances in their natural state, and not the separated fibers thereof. 

379. Ivory tusks in their natural state, or cut vertically across the 
grain only, with the bark left intact, 20 per cent ad valorem: manu- 
factures of ivory or vegetable ivory, or of which efther of these sub- 
stances is the component material ef chief value, not specially provided 
for ia this seetion, 30 per cent ad valorem; manufactures of mether- 
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of-pearl and shell, plaster of Paris, papler-maché, and ile 


y 





rubber known as “bard rubber,” or of which these substan, : 
of them is the component material of chief value, not anor 
rf for in this section, 25 per cent ad valorem: shells en 
orn ented, or otherwise manufactured, “5 per cent ad yal 
S80. lasks, composed of paper or pulp, 20 per cent ad 
381. Matting made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 5 cents ner se 
mats made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 3 cents per square foct.— 
352. Moss and sea grass, eelgrass, and seaweeds, if man 
dyed, 10 per cent 1 valorem. 
383. Musical instruments or parts thereof, pianofort 





parts thereof, strings for musical instruments, not othery 
ated in this section, cases for musical instruments, pite y 
forks, tuning hammers, and metronomes;: strings for m 
ments, composed wholly or in part of steel or other meta! 
going, 35 per cent ad Llorem. , 
38+. Phonographs, gramophones, 

parts thereof, 25 per cent 
385. Violin in boxes 

orem. 

3386. Paintings In oil or water colors, pastels, pen and < 
and sculptures, not specially provided for in this section, | 
ad valorem. 

387. Feat 
s88. Pencils 
with lead or 
foregoing, 25 

389. Pencil 
valorem. 

390. Photographie 
vided for in this 








graphophones, and sir 
ad valorem. 
or cases or 


or ~o 
rosin, otherwise, 10 





va 


moss, 
of 
other 
per 
leads 


ton. 

wood, or other material not 
pencils of lead and slate pen 
alorem. . 
wood 


50 cents per 
paper or 
material, 
eent ad v 
not in 





or other material, 10 
dry plates or films, 
section, 15 per cent ad valorem. ) 2 
negatives positives, imported in any form, for use in an 
connection with moving-picture exhibits, or for making or rs , 
pictures for such exhibits, including herein all moving, m : 
photography or cinematography film pictures, prints, posit 

plicates of every kind and nature, and of whatever substan 9 
per cent ad valorem. 

391. Pipes and smokers’ articles: 
bowls made wholly of clay, 25 per cent ad 
pipe bowls of whatever material composed, and al! smo! 
whatseever, net specially provided for fm this section, in: 1 
rette books, cigarette-book covers, pouches for smoking or « 
bacco, and cigarette paper in all forms, except cork paper, 50 t 
ad valorem 

392. Plush, black, known commercially as hatters’ plush, « 
silk, or of silk and cotton, such as ts used for making men 16 
per cent ad valorem. 

393. Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades covered with mat 
than paper or lace, not embroidered or appliquéd, 35 per 
lorem. Sticks for wmbrellas, parasels, or sunshades, and walk 
finished or unfinished, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

394. Waste, not specially provided for in this section, 10 
ad valorem. 

395. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid on the 
tion of all raw or unmanufactured articles not enumerated or i 
for in this section, a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem, and 
cles manufactured, in whole or in part, not provided for in 
a duty of 15 per cent ad valorem. 

396. That each and every fmported article, not enumerated 
section, which ts similar, either tn material, quality, texture, « 
to which it may be applied, to any article emumerated in i 
as chargeable with duty, shall pay the same rate of duty 5 
levied on the enumerated article whieh it most resembles in 
particulars before mentioned ; and if any nonenumerated art 
resembles two or more enumerated articles on which different 
duty are chargeable, there shall be levied on such nonenumer 
the same rate of duty as is chargeable on the article which it 
paying the highest rate of duty ; and on articles not enumerated 
factured of two or more materials, the duty shall be i 
highest rate at which the same would be chargeable if comp 
of the component material thereof of chief value; and the words 
ponent material of chief value,” wherever used in this section 
held to mean that component material which shail exceed in 
other single component material of the article; and the va! 
component material shall be determined by the ascertained 
such material in its condition as found in the article. If tw 
rates of duty shall be applicable to any imported article, it 
duty at the highest of such rates. 


FREE LIST. 


That on and after the day following the passage of this 
as otherwise specially provided for in this act, the articles 
in the following paragraphs shall, when imported into i 
States or into any of its possessions (except the Philippi: | is 
and the islands of Guam and Tutuila), be exempt from <i 

397. Acids Acetic or pyroligneous, arsenie or arse 
chromic, fluoric, hydrofluoric, hydrochloric or muriatic, © 
phoric, phthalic, prussic, silicie, sulphuric or oil of vitriol, 
rianic. 

398. Aconite. 

399. Acorns, raw, dried or undried, but unground. 

400. Agates, unmanufactured. 

401. Agricultural implements: Plows, tooth and disk hat 
ers, harvesters, reapers, agricultural drills and planters, mow 
rakes, cultivators, thrashing machines and cotten gins, wa- 
carts, and all other agricultural implements of amy kind an 
tion, whether specifically mentioned herein or not, whether in 
in parts, ineluding repair parts. 

402. Albumen, blood, 
this section. 

403. Aleohol, methyl! or wood. 

404. Ammonia, sulphate of and nitrate of. 

405. Any animal imported by a citizen of the United Stat rs. 
for breeding purposes, shall be admitted free, whether interne 
used by the importer himsetf or for sale for such purposes 
That no such animal shall be admitted free unless pure 
recognized breed, and duly registered im a book of record rec 
the Secretary of Agriculture for that breed: And provid 
That the certificate of sueh record ahd pedigree of such re 
produced and submitted to the Department of Agriculture, ¢u'y : 
cated by the proper custodian of such book of record. togethe: : 
affidavit of the owner, agent, or importer that the animal im) a. 
the identical animal deseribed in said certificate of record and po ; 
The Secretary of Agriculture may prescribe such regulations “5 ' 
required for determining the purity ef breeding and the ident" 


not otherwis« 


or 
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4 them, ef single ply and measuring not exceeding 600 
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$s and land and water fowls, not specially provided for in 
its, bread, and wafers, not specially provided for in this 
Bismuth, 
Sinaders, and all integuments, tendons and intestines of ani- 
| fish sounds, crude, dried or salted for preservation only, and 
factured, not specially provided for in this seetion. 
i 0d, dried, not specially provided for in this section 
Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper; acetate and subacetate of 





rdigris. 
‘a cloths composed. of silk, imported expressly for milling 
ane 








7 SO permanently marked as not to be available for any 
f ie Press cloths composed of camel hair.. imported expreasly 

Sune purposes, and marked so as to indicate that it is for such 
+) °S and cut into lengths not to exceed 72 inches and woven in 
le ’ not under 10 inches nor to exceed 15 inches and weighing not 


‘han one-half pound per square foot. 
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Ase Em ore and corundum 

187. Far cor on palm-leaf, plain and not ornamented or decorated | 
in a nner, and palm leaf in its natural state, not colored, dyed, | 
or ¢ er wise ivanced or manufactured 

1% Felt, adhesive, for sheathing vessels. 

‘S89. Ki n, in all forms, 

490. Fresh-water fish, and all other fish not otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this section. 

491. Fish skins. 

402. Flax straw. 

49 lint, flints, and flint stones, unground. 

494, Ie ils 

195. Fruits or berries, green, ripe, or dried, and fruits in brine, not 
specially provided for in this section. 

196. Fruit plants, tropical and semitropical, for the purpose of propa- | 
gation or cultivation. 

497. Gambier 

198. Glass enamel, white, for watch and clock dials. 

499. Glass plates or disks, rough-cut or unwrought, for use in the 
manufacture of optical instruments, spectacles, and eyeglasses, and 
suitable only for such use: Provided, however, That such disks exceed- 


the 


ing 8 inches in enable 


character ef the 


diameter may be polished sufficiently to 


glass to be determined. 





500. Gloves, made wholly or in chief value of leather made from 
horsehides, pigskins, and cattle hides of cattle of the bovine species, ex- 
cepting calfskins, whether wholly or partly manufactured. 

501. Goldbeaters’ molds and goldbeaters’ skins 

502. Grasses and fibers: Istle or Tampico fiber, jute, jute butts, 
manila, sisal grass, sunn, and all other textile grasses or fibrous vege- 


table substances, not dressed or manufactured in any manner, and not 
ially provided for in this section. 

503. Grease, fats, vegetable tallow, and olls (excepting fish oils), 
natural and uncompounded, such as are commonly used in soap mak- 
ing or in wire drawing, or for stuffing or dressing leather, not specially 
provided for in this section. 


spe 


504. Guano, manures, and all substances used only for manure, in- 
cluding basic slag, ground or unground, and calcium cyanamid or lime 
nitrogen 

505. Gum copal, damar, and kauri. 

506. Gutta-percha, crude. 

507. Hair of horse, cattle, and other animals, cleaned or uncleaned, 


drawn or undrawn, but unmanufactured, not specially provided for in 


this section. 

508, Hide cuttings, raw, with or without hair, and all other glue 
stock 

509. Hide rope. 

510. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, or dry, salted, or pickled. 

511. Hones and whetstones. 

512. Hoofs, unmanufactured. 

513. Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, or 
wholly or partly manufactured into hoops or ties, 


coated or not coated 
with paint or any other preparation, with or without buckles or fasten- 


ings, for baling cotton or any other commodity. 

514. Hop roots for cultivation. 

515. Horns and parts of, including horn strips and tips, unmanu- 
factured 

516. Iee 

517. India rubber, crude, and milk of, and scrap or refuse india 
rubber, fit only for remanufacture. 

518. Indigo, natural or synthetic, dry or suspended in water. 

519. Iodine, crude, or resublimed. 

520. Ipecac. 

521. Iridium, osmium, palladium, rhodium, and ruthenium and native 


combinations thereof with one another or with platinum. 

5 Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, and the 
residuum from burnt pyrites. 
523. Jalap. 
Jet, unmanufactured. 
Joss stick or joss light. 
Junk, old. 
Kelp 
Kieserite, 
Kyanite, or cyanite, and kainite. 
Lac dye, crude, seed, button, stick, and shell. 
Lactarene or casein. 
Lard. 
Lava, unmanufactured. ce 
f All leather not specially provided for in this section and leather 
board or compressed leather; leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps 
or other forms suitable for conversion into boots or shoes; boots and 
shoes made wholly or in chief value of leather; leather shoe laces, 
finished or unfinished; harness, saddles, and saddilery, in sets or parts, 
finished or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief value of leather. 

535. Leeches. 

536. Lemon juice, lime juice, and sour orange juice, all the foregoing 
containing not more than 2 per cent of alcohol 

537. Lifeboats and life-saving apparatus specially imported by socie- 
ties and institutions incorporated or established to encourage the saving 
of human life. 
538. Lithographic stones, not engraved. 
539. Litmus, prepared or not prepared. 

540. Loadstones 

541. Madder and munjeet, or Indian madder, ground or prepared, and 
all extracts of. 


dross or 











554. 


542. Magnesite, crude or calcined, not purified. 

543. Manganese, oxide and ore of. 

544. Manna. / 
545. Manuscripts. 

546. Marrow, crude. 


547. Marshmallow or althea root, leaves or flowers, natural or un- 
manufactured. 

548. Meats: Fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, and pork; bacon and 
hams; meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, not specially provided 
for in this section. 

549. Medals of gold, silver, or copper, and other metallic articles 
actually bestowed as trophies or prizes, and received and accepted as 
honorary distinctions. 

550. Meerschaum, crude or unmanufactured. 

551. Milk and cream, including milk or cream preserved or con- 
densed, or sterilized by heating or other processes, and sugar of milk. 

552. Mineral salts obtained by evaporation from mineral waters, 
when accompanied by a duly authenticated certificate and satisfactory 
proof a that they are in no way artificially prepared and are 
only the product of a designated mineral spring. 
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553. Minerals, crude, or not advanced in value or condit 
fining or grinding, or by other process of manufacture, no; 
provided for in this section. a. 

554. Miners’ rescue appliances, designed for emergency y<, 
where artificial breathing is necessary in the presence of 
gases, to aid in the saving of human life, and miners’ safety | 
parts, accessories, and appliances for cleaning, repairing, ana 
all the foregoing. ; 

555. Models of inventions and of other improvements in 
be used exclusively as models and incapable of any other 

556. Moss, seaweeds, and vegetable substances, crude or 
factured, not otherwise specially provided for in this_secti, " 

557. Myrobolans, fruit. ; 

558. Cut nails and cut spikes of iron or steel, horseshoe 
nails, and all other wrought-iron or steel nails not specially , 
for in this section; wire staples, wire nails made of wii ight 
steel, spikes, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, of iron or steel, and 
brac or sprigs. 

559. Needles, hand sewing and darning. 

560. Newspapers and periodicals; but the term “ perjodi 
herein used shall be understood to embrace only unbound o: 
ered publications issued within six months of the time of 
voted to current literature of the day, or containing current 
as a predominant feature, and issued regularly at stated 
weekly, monthly, or quarterly, and bearing the date of issue 

561. Nuts: Marrons, crude; coconuts in the shell and broken 
meat or copra, not shredded, desiccated, or prepared in any ma; 

562. Nux vomica. 
Oakum. 

Oatmeal and rolled oats and oat hulls. 





Ust 








Oil cake. 
. Olls: Birch tar, cajeput, coconut, cod, cod liver, ent; ’ 
croton, ichthyol, juglandium, palm, palm-kernel, soya-bean, i 


oil rendered unfit for use as food or for any but mechanical! « 
facturing purposes, by such means as shall be satisfactory t 
retary of the Treasury and under regulations to be preseri! 
Chinese nut oil, nut oil or oil of nuts not specially provided 
this section; petroleum, crude or refined, and all products « i 
from petroleum, including kerosene, benzine, naphtha, gasolin: 

and paraffin oil; lubricating oils not specially provided for in 

tion; and iilso spermaceti, whale, and other fish oils of A 
fisheries, and all fish and other products of such fisheries. 

567. Oleo stearin. 

568. Orange and lemon peel, not preserved, candied, or dricd 

569. Orchil, or orchil liquid, 

570. Ores of gold, silver, or nickel, and nickel matte; er 
platinum metals; sweepings of gold and silver. 

571. Paper stock, crude, of every description, including a}! 
fibers, rags, waste, including jute waste, shavings, clippings, o 
rope ends, waste rope, a waste bagging, and all other w 
specially provided for in this section, including old gunny « { 
old gunny bags, used chiefly for paper making. 

572. Printing paper (other than paper commercially known 
made or machine handmade paper, japan paper, and imitat 
paper by whatever name known), unsized, sized. or glued, 
the printing of books and newspapers, but not for covers or 
not specially provided for in this section, valued at not abo: 
per pound, decalcomania paper not printed. 

573. Parchment and vellum. 

574. Paris green and London purple. 

575. Pearl, mother of, and shells, not sawed, cut, polished, « 
wise manufactured, or advanced in value from the natura! s 

576. Personal effects, not merchandise, of citizens of t 
States dying in foreign countries. 

577. Pewter and britannia metal, old, and fit only to be 
tured. 

578. Philosophical and scientific apparatus, utensils. instr 
preparations, including bottles and boxes containing the sam«e 
mported in good faith for the use and by order of any socict 
tution incorporated or established solely for religious, philoso; 
eational, scientific, or literary purposes, or for the encouragceme! ft 
fine arts, or for the use and by order of any college, acaden 
or seminary of learning in the United States, or any State 
library, and not for sale, and articles solely for experimental 
when imported by any society or institution of the charact: 
described, subject to such regulations as the Secretary ef the | 
shall prescribe. 

579. Phosphates, crude. 

580. Phosphorus. 

581. Plants, trees, shrubs, roots, seed cane, and seeds, imported 
the Department of Agriculture or the United States Botanic (ia 

582. Platinum, unmanufactured or in ingots, bars, plates 
wire, sponge, or scrap, and vases, retorts, and other apparat 
and parts thereof, composed of platinum, for chemical uses. 

583. Plumbago. 

584. Potash: Crude, or “ black salts”; carbonate of and su! 
crude or refined; hydrate of, crude or refined, when not contai! 
than 15 per cent of caustic soda; nitrate of, or saltpeter, ¢! nd 
muriate of. ; 

585. Potatoes, and potatoes, dried, desiccated, or otherwise | 
not specially provided for in this section. at 

586. Professional books, implements, instruments, and tools « de, 
cecupation, or employment in the actual possession of persons ° it 
ing to the United States owned and used by them abroad; $ 
exemption shall not be construed to include machinery or other s 
imported for use in any manufacturing establishment, or for 
person or persons, or for sale, nor shall it be construed to 
theatrical scenery, properties, and apparel ; but such articles | 
proprietors or managers of theatrical exhibitions arriving fr oad, 
for temporary use by them in such exhibitions, and not for «n 
person, and not for sale, and which have been used by them 
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shall be admitted free of duty under such regulations as the © t 
of the Treasury may prescribe; but bonds shall be given for | y 
ment to the United States of such duties as may be imposed bs . 
any and all such articles as shall not be exported within six ; 
after such importation: Provided, That the Secretary of the brs’ : 
may, in his discretion, extend such period for a further ter! f 
ee ee application shall be made therefor. 

587. Pulu. ; 

588. Quinine, and its combinations with acids and compoun”' 
subject to duty in this section. ntan stl 





589. Radium and salts of, radioactive substitutes, 
salts of. 


590. Rags, not otherwise specially provided for in this section. 





































































































bars, made of iron or steel, and railway bars made in 













































1 Railway owned by them and in their p I 
T rails, and punched iron or steel flat rails. their departure from a foreign , 
Rennets, raw or prepared. propriate for the wear and u ‘ 
i and rye flour. such wear and use, and shall ) 
vo, crude, and sago flour. articles Intended for other per 
Salicin of residents of the United Stat 
Salep, or salop apparel, personal a ld 
Sait States to for n shal i 
. Santonin | regard to their vaiue, upon the 
S Cardamom, cauliflower, celery, coriander, cotton, cummin, | priate rules and regulations 
¢ iuereek, bemp, hoarhound, mangelwurzel, mustard, rape, St. freasury : Provided furt! 
ead or bean, sorghum, sugar beet, and sugar cane for seed; | of articles acquired road by 
b i bulbous roots, not edible and not otherwise provided for in | sonal or household se oO : 
¢ n: all fower and grass seeds; coniferous evergreen seedlings; | commission or intended f 
going not specially provided for in this section. 645. Whalebone, unmanufactured 
‘ Sheep dip centaining five one-hundredths of 1 per cent of 646. Wheat flour d 
nore, not specially provided for in this section. subject to luty of 10 per « 
iteun barrels, in single tubes, forged, rough bored. indirectly from a countr gen 
S mps, lobsters, and other shellfish ment which imposes a duty o 
( s cocoons and silk waste States. 
{ Silk. raw. in skeins reeled from the cocoon, or rereeled, but not 647. Barbed wire, calvanized 
i doubled, twisted, or advanced in manufacture in any way. smaller than No. 14 wire gauze of 
Silkworm eggs purposes, galvanized wire f n 
‘ Skeletons and other preparations of anatomy. No. 6 nor smaller than No. 14 wire y 
( Skins of hares, rabbits, dogs, goats, and sheep, undressed. baling hay or other commodities. 
Skins of all kinds, raw, and hides not specially provided for in | 648. Witherite 
l 649. Wood Logs > med 
( Soda arseniate of, sulphate of, crude, or salt cake and niter | sided or squared; pulp woods, kind 
da a silicate ef, nitrate of, or cubic nitrate. posts, handle bolt shingle 
S Ana or sawed, or planed on o1 
s rns of natural history, botany, and mineralogy, when | stave bolts, last blocks, w ! 3 
r scientifie public collections, and not for sale. all like blocks or sticks, r« 
ink | planks, deals, and other ! 
rs and stilts used in the manufacture of earthen, porcelain, | planed, and tongned and grooved 
are | Staves, shingles, i1ip timber 
1 Stamps: Pereign postage or revenue stamps, canceled or uncan | and wood flour; all the foregoi 
1 foreign government stamped post cards bearing no other | tion 
[ than the efficial imprint thereon | 650. Woods: Cedar. Henur ! } 
Statuary and casts of sculoture for use as models or for art mahogany, ré od, it d 
1] purposes eniy; regalia and gems, where specially imported log. rough. or ynily n 
th for the use and by der of any ociety incorporated or | hewn, sided, or round 
i solely for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, or | orange ”, rat 
ses, er for the encouragement of the fine art or for the | joints er ods not 
der ef any college, academy, school, seminary of learning, | roug u er ! ' 
m, er public hospital in the United State r any State | for umb 1s0ls in 
rary, and not for sale, subject to such re ; the ‘Anes 
the Treasury shall prescribe; but the fe ! as 651. Mechanlé vy ground wood 1 
shall be held to embrace only such insigni@ of rank ar | or bie ad: | led. Tha f 
ms as may be worn upen the person or borne in the hand | other subdiv m ofg rnine 
exercises of the society or institutt and shall not | expert charge of any kind ’ r 
les of furniture or fixtures, or of reguiar wearing apparel, | (whether in the f n of ar tional! 
property of individuals | wen printing paper, 1 g 
and sand: Burrstone in blocks, rough or unmanufactured;: | pulp, or wood f se in 
Ric ipoli, and sand, crude or manufactured: cliff stone, free such export duty or other ex 
8 sandstone, and limestone, unmanufactured, and not suit merhanically ground wood pulp 
18 monumental or building stone; all of the foregoing not amount of wood for us n ¢ f 
led for In this section. manufacture such chemical 
Strontia, exide of, protoxide of strontian, and strontianite or | paper ordinarily mannufact 
yonate of strontia as a duty upon chen tl 
Strychnia or strychnine, and all salts thereof | from such country e 
619. 8 hur in any form, brimstone, and sulphur ore as pyrites, or | ment: ind if any t 
t iron in its natural state, containing in excess of 25 per | government shall hibit t 
ir ically ground wood pulp 
f & eraur , vrour manufacture of wood ! 
S ground or unground. pg py ee oh 
i nuts, or indtrectly from ch « nt 
‘ | im, steatite, and French chalk, crude and unground. sion of government. 
! 652. Wool of the h ep hal t 
62 1 Ss. and all wools and hair on t! 
f fanning material: Extracts of quebracho, of nutgalls, of Per 653. Wool wastes: All noils, t ‘ ' 
slan s, of hemlock bark, of sumac, extracts of oak and chestnut; | Teving waste,«ring waste, yarn 
arks and woods other than dyewoods such as are commonly | Betted waste, sh . mMunxzo, 
inning not specially provided for in this section; nuts and | carbonized noil ull oth vas 
ind woods used expressly for dyeing or tanning, whether or | Section 
I anced in value or condition by shredding, grinding, chipping, 654. Works of art, including paint ! ! 
2 g, or any other process; and articles in a crude state used in | other colors, pastels, « dy ri 
‘ r tanning; all the foregoing not containing alcohol and not | pencil and wate ‘ a, etchi 
§ ally rovided for In this section | sions, and eneravines net to i ty 
Tapioca, tapioca flour, cassava or cassady. lithographs not to exceed 20 nu I 
2 lar and pitch of wood. tures, including not more i 
. Tea and tea —* Provided, That the cans, boxes, or other | same; but the term “ sculpture 
; rs of tea packed In packages of less than 5 pounds each shall } stood to include professional prod i 
be dutiable at the rate chargeable thereon if imported empty: Provided | round or tin relief, in bronze, mat t t 
urth ‘1 lat nothing herein contained shall be construed to repeal or | metal, or whether cut, carved, « a ; 
* provisions of an act entitled “An act to prevent the im solid block or masse of marble, st 
7 2 rie pre aes and unwholesome tea,” approved March 2, 1897, | cast in bronze or other metal } 
a, any act amendatory thereof made as the professional productions 
). Teeth, natural, or onmanufactured. “painting ” as used in this sect 
4 fo — not made from gypsum or plaster rock. any articles of utility, por such 
% r n ‘x ame ‘ elling or any other haniecal 
on or eee ae aan terite or black oxide of tin, tin In bars, blocks, | and “engravings” as ed in 1 ‘ 
+e aa . granulated, and scrap tin: Provided, That there shall | elude only sueh as are p ed by hand 
bar. bloc ~ upon cassiterite, or black oxide of tin, and upon | or engraved with hand t nd ‘ 
ine = and grain or granulated, a duty of 4 cents per pound | or blocks etched or en d by t i 
United Staten tease Sones to the satisfaction of the President of the | processes. 
tenn. af euibtian = —- of the nited States are producing 1,500 655. Works of art. drawit . ' 
shall make known this 2 I ock, and pig tin per year. The President | philosophical and scient 
<Sall go thee omens is fact by proclamation, and thereafter said duties ecturers, or scientist 
44. Tohac rarily for exhibition and in i tion j 
bacco stems, f art, science, or industry Un 1 States ‘ 
ungsten-bearing ores of all kind ee a ofl ty ! . 
Tua, & § a nds. be admitted free 0 duty. inde ch <u 
rurpentine, Venice d spir the Treasury shall preseribe ; but done ; Aven 
Turtles , » and spirits. of. to the United States of such duties ’ 
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of the foregoing ad one @ electroty pe metal, Iinotype composition, | affer such importation: Provided, ‘| the S$ 
Uranium xii a a to be remanufactured. may, in his diseretion, extend such j 
Valonia ° and. salts of. months in cases where appl sation ‘ ! ; 
Wafers, unleavened 656. Works of art, collections in 1 
Wax, vegetable yet J not edible, arts, sciences, agriculture, or manufacture 
4. Weartn ; apmerel. = — cotta, parian, pettery, or porcelain, suri 
and similar personal effects ores of personal adornment, toilet articles, | thereof in metal or other material, in i 
t this exemption st ects of persons arriving in the United States, tion at a fixed place by any State 
Shall include only such articles as were actually | tablished for the encourage t of 1 
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education, or for a municipal corporation, and all like articles imported 
in good faith by any society or association, or for a municipal corpora- 


tion, for the purpose of erecting a public monument, and not intended 
for sale nor for any other purpose than:«herein expressed; but bond 
shall be given under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe, for the payment of lawful duties which may 


accrue should any of the articles aforesaid be sold, tramsferred, or used 
contrary to this provision, and such articles shall be subject, at any 
t to examination and inspection by the proper officers of the cus- 
Provided, That the privileges of this and the preceding section 
Liowed to associations or corporations engaged in or con- 
nected with business of a private or commercial character. 

657. Works of art, productions of American artists residing tem- 
porarily abroad, or other works of art, including pictorial paintings on 
glass, imported expressly for presentation to a national institution or 
to any State or municipal corporation or Incorporated religious society, 
college, or other public institution, including stained or painted window 
glass or stained or painted glass windows, and except any article, in 
whole or in part, molded, cast, or mechanically wrought from metal 
within 20 years prior to importation; but such exemption shall be sub- 
ject to such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

658. Works of art (except rugs and carpets), collections in illustra- 
tion of the progress of the arts, works in bronze, marble, terra cotta, 
parian, pottery, or porcelain, artistic antiquities, and objects of art of 
ornamental character or educational value which shall have been pro- 
duced more than 100 years prior to the date of importation, but the 
free importation of such objects shall be subject to such regulations as 
to proof of antiquity as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

659. Zaffer. 


toms: 


SECTION II. 


A. That there shall be levied, assessed, and paid annually upon the 
entire net income arising or accruing from all sources in-the preceding 
calendar year to every citizen of the United States, whether residing at 
home or abroad, and to every person residing in the United States, 
though not a citizen thereof, a tax of 1 per cent per annum upon such 
income over and above $4,000; and a like tax shall be assessed, levied, 
and paid annually upon the entire net income from all property owned 
and of every business, trade, or profession carried on in the United 
States by persons residing elsewhere. 

In addition to the income tax provided under this section (herein re- 
ferred to as the normal income tax), there shall be levied, assessed, and 
collected upon the net income of every individual an additional income 
tux (herein referred to as the additional tax) of 1 per cent per annum 
upon the amount by which the total net income exceeds $20,000 and 
does not exceed $50,000, and 2 per cent per annum upon the amount 
by which the total net income exceeds $50,000 and does not exceed 
$100,000, and 3 per cent per annum upon the amount by which the 
total net income exceeds $100,000. All the provisions of this section 
relating to individuals who are to be chargeable with the normal income 
tax, so far as they are applicable, shall apply to the levy, assessment, 
and collection of the additional tax imposed under this section. Every 
person subject to this additional tax shall, for the purpose of its assess- 
ment and collection, make a personal return of his total net income 
from all sources, corporate or otherwise, for the preceding calendar year. 

kk. That, subject only to such exemptions and deductions as are here- 
inafter allowed, the net income of a taxable person shall include gains, 
profits, and income derived from salaries, wages, or compensation for 
personal service of whatever kind and in whatever form paid, or from 
professions, vocations, businesses, trade, commerce, or sales or dealings 
in property, whether real or personal, growing out of the ownership or 
use of or interest in real or personal property, also from interest, rent, 
dividends, securities, or the transaction of any lawful business carried 
on for gain or profit, or gains or profits and Income derived from any 
source whatever, including the income from but not the value of prop- 
erty acquired by bequest, devise, or descent: Provided, That the pro- 
ceeds of life insurance policies paid upon the death of the person in- 
sured or payments made by or credited to the insured, on life insurance, 
endowment, or annuity contracts, upon the return thereof to the insured 
at the maturity of the term mentioned in the contract, shall not be 
included as income. 

That in computing net income for the purpose of the normal tax there 
shall be allowed as deductions the necessary expenses actually incurred 
in carrying on any business, not including eee. living, or family 
expenses ; all interest accrued and payable within the year by a taxable 
person on indebtedness; all national, State, county, school, and munici- 
pal taxes accrued within the year, not including those assessed against 
local benefits; losses actually sustained during the year, incurred in 
trade or arising from fires, storms, or shipwreck, and not compensated 
for by insurance or otherwise; debts actually ascertained to be worth- 
less and charged off during the year; also a reasonable allowance for 
the exhaustion, wear, and tear of property arising out of its use or em- 
ployment in the business, but no deduction shall be made for any 
amount of expense of restoring property or making good the exhaustion 
thereof for wLich an allowance is or has been made; no deduction shall 
be allowed for any amount paid out for new buildings, permanent im- 
provements, or betterments, made to increase the value of any property 
or estate; the amount of income received or payable from any source 
at which the tax upon such income, which is or will become due, 
under the provisions of this section, has been withheld for payment at 
the source in the manner hereinafter provided, shall be deducted; but 
in all cases where the tax upon the annual gains, profits, and incomes 
of a person is required to be withheld and paid at the source as herein- 
after provided, if such annual income, except that derived from interest 
on corporate or United States indebtedness, does not exceed the rate of 
$4,000 per annum, or if the same is uncertain, indefinite, or irregular in 
the amount or time during which it shall have accrued, and is not fixed 
or determinable, the same shall be included in estimating net annual in 
come to be embraced in a personal return; also the amount received as 
dividends upon the stock, or from the net earnings of any corporation, 
joint-stock company, association, or insurance company which is tax- 
able upon its net income as hereinafter provided shall be deducted. 
The net income from property owned and business carried on in the 
United States by persons residing elsewhere shall be computed upon the 
basis prescribed in this paragraph and that part of paragraph G of 
this section relating to the computation of the net income of corpora- 
tions, joint-stock and insurance companies, organized, created, or ex- 
isting under the laws of foreign countries, in so far as applicable. 

Cc. That in computing net income under this section there shall be 
excluded the interest upon the obligations of a State or any political 
subdivision thereof, and upon the obligations of the United States or 
its possessions the principal and interest of which are now exempt b 
law from Federal taxation; also the compensation of the present Presi- 
dent of the United States during the term for which he has been elected, 
and of the judges of the Supreme and inferior courts of the United 
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States now in office, and the compensation of all officers anq , 
of a State or any political subdivision thereof. 

D. That there shall be deducted from the amount of th 
of each ofssuch persons, ascertained as provided herein 
$4,000: Provided, That only one deduction of $4,000 shal} | 
the aggregate income of all the members of any famii\ 
one or both parents and one or more minor children, or 
wife, but if the wife is living a apart from he 
may be taxed independently; but guardians shall be allow: 
deduction in favor of each and every ward, except that in 
two or more wards are comprised in one family and have 
interests the aggregate deduction in their favor shall not « 
and said tax shall be computed upon the remainder of said 
of such person for the year ending December 31, 1913. anu 
calendar year thereafter; and on or before the 1st day of Ma 
and the Ist day of March in each year thereafter, a true 
return, under oath or affirmation, shall be made by ea: 
lawful age, except as hereinafter provided, subject to the 
by this section, and having a net income of $3,500 or 
taxable year, to the collector of internal revenue for the 
which such person resides or has his principal place of bu 
the case of a person residing in a foreign country, in the 
his principal business is carried on within the United Sia: 
form as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with t} 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, setting forth 
the gross amount of income from all separate sources 
total thereof, deducting the aggregate items or expenses 
herein authorized; guardians, trustees, executors, administra 
receivers, conservators, and all persons, corporations, or 
acting in any fiduciary capacity, shall make and render 
the net income of the person for whom they act, subject t 
coming into their custody or control and management, and 
to all the provisions of this section which apply to individ 
also all persons, firms, companies, copartnerships, corporat 
stock companies or associations, and insurance companies 
hereinafter provided, in whatever capacity acting, having 
receipt, disposal, or payment of fixed or determinable a: 
profits, and income of another person subject to tax, shal! t 
such person make and render a return, as aforesaid, but i 
distinct, of the portion of the income of each person fro: 
normal tax has been thus withheld, and containing also the i 
address of such person or stating that the name and add 
address, as the case may be, are unknown: Provided, T 
case above mentioned no return of income not exceeding § 
required: Provided further, That persons liable only for 
income tax, on their own account or in behalf of another 
required to make return of the income derived from dividend 
capital stock or from the net earnings of corporations 
companies or associations, and insurance companies taxab|: 
net income as hereinafter provided; and the collector or d 
lector shall require every list to be verified by the oath o 
of the party rendering it, and may increase the amount of 
return if he has reason to believe that the same is unde: 
vided, That no such increase shall be made except after due r 
such party and upon proof of the amount understated; or 
or return of any person shall have been increased by the « 
person may be permitted to prove the amount liable to be 
such=proof shall not be considered as conclusive of the 
deductions claimed in such cases shall be made or allow 
yroved by the collector. If dissatisfied with the decision 
ector, such person may submit the case, with all the papers 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue for his decision, and | f 
sworn testimony of witnesses to prove any relevant facts. 

E. That all assessments shall be made and all persons s! 
fied of the amount for which they are respectively liab! 
the 1st day of June of each successive year, and said ass: 
be paid on or before the 80th day of June, except in ca 
or neglect to make such return and in cases of fals: f 
returns, in which cases the Commissioner of Internal R 
upon the discovery thereof, at any time within three years i 
return is due, make a return upon information obtained 
vided for, and the assessment made by the Commissioner 
Revenue thereon shall be paid by such person or persons j 
upon notification of the amount of such assessment; and t ’ 
or sums due and unpaid after the 30th day of June in a: 
for 10 days after notice and demand thereof by the « t 
shall be added the sum of 5 per cent on the amount of tux 
interest at the rate of 1 per cent per month upon said txx 
time the same became due, except from the estates of insau 
or insolvent persons. 

All persons, firms, copartnerships, companies, corpora 
stock companies or associations, and insurance companics, V 
capacity acting, including lessees or mortgagors of real 
property, trustees acting in any trust capacity, executors, 
tors, agents, receivers, conservators, employers, l 





al 





and all of 
employees of the United States having the control, receipt, cust 
posal, or payment of interest, rent, salaries, wages, premiums 
compensation, remuneration, emoluments, or other fixed or det 
annual gains, profits, and income of another person, exceedine 
for any taxable year, other than dividends on capital sto 
the net earnings of corporations and joint-stock compani« 
tions subject to like tax, who are required to make and rend 
in behalf of another, as provided herein, to the collector o! 
its district, are hereby authorized and required to deduct i 
from such annual gains, profits, and income such sum as 
cient to pay the normal tax imposed thereon by this secti 
pay to the officer of the United States Government autho! 
ceive the same; and they are each hereby made person! 
such tax. In all cases where the income tax of a person is wit 
ducted and paid or to be paid at the source as aforesaid, | 
shall not receive the benefit of the exemption of $4,000 a 
except by an application for refund of the tax unless he : 
than 30 days prior to the day on which the return of fis In 
file with the person who is required to withhold and pa) 
an affidavit claiming the benefit of such exemption; 1! 
erson under the foregoing conditions be allowed the 
eduction provided for in subsection B of this section 
not less than 30 days prior to the day on which the re’ 
income is due, file either with the person who is requir 1 
and pay tax for him a true and correct return of his | 
profits, and income from all other sources, and also | 
asked for, and the showing thus made shall then becon ; aad 
return to be made in his behalf by the person reqry¥red to ‘ 






































the tax, or such person may likewise make application for deduc- 
4 the collector of the district in which return is made or to be 
. io for him: Provided, That the amount of the normal tax hereinbe- 


sed shall be deducted and withheld from fixed and determinable 
gains, profits, and income derived from interest upon bonds, 
es, or other indebtedness of corporations, joint-stock companies 
iations, insurance companies, and also of the United States 
CG ent not now exempt from taxation, whether payable annually or 
r or longer periods, although such interest does not amount to 

), subject to the provisions of this section requiring the tax to be 
wit d at the source and deducted from annual income; and likewise 
th unt of such tax shall be deducted and withheld from coupons, 
or bills of exchange for or in payment of interest upon bonds 

en countries and upon foreign mortgages or like obligations (not 

in the United States), and also from coupons, checks, or bills 

inge for or in payment of any dividends upon the stock or in- 

t ipon the obligations of foreign corporations, associations, and 
insurance companies engaged in business in foreign countries; and the 
tax in each case shall be withheld and deducted for and in behalf of any 
son subject to the tax hereinbefore imposed, although such interest, 
iends, or other compensation does not exceed $4,000, by any banker 

n who shall sell or otherwise realize coupons, checks, or bills 
nge drawn or made in payment of any such interest or divi- 
(not payable in the United States), and any person who shall 
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payment (not in the United States) in behalf of another of | 
. dividends and interest by means of coupons, checks, or bills of 
\ nye. and also any dealer in such coupons who shall purchase the 
‘ for any such dividends or interest (not payable in the United 
States), otherwise than from a banker or another dealer in such 


ns: but in each case the benefit of the exemption and the deduc- 
owable under this section may be had by complying with the 
provisions of this paragraph. 


Nothing in this section shall be construed to release a taxable person 
fr liability for income tax. 
tax herein imposed upon annual gains, profits, and income not 
falling under the foregoing and not returned and paid by virtue of the 
Can ing shall be assessed by personal return. Any person for whom 


has been made and the tax paid, or to be paid as aforesaid, 


not be required to make a return unless such person has other net 
but only one deduction of $4,000 shall be made in the case of 
pe rson 


hat if any person, corporation, joint-stock company, association, 
nee company liable to make the return or pay the tax aforesaid 
‘ | or neglect to make a return at the time or times herein- 
before specified in each year, such person shall be liable to a penalty not 
$500. Any person required by law to make, render, sign, or 
return who makes any false or fraudulent return or state- 
intent to defeat or evade the assessment required by this 
o be made shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined 
1 eding $1,000 or be imprisoned not exceeding one year, or both, 
at t discretion of the court, with the costs of prosecution. 

}, That the normal tax hereinbefore imposed upon individuals like- 
wise shall be levied, assessed, and paid annually upon the entire net in- 
‘ irising or accruing from all sources during the preceding calendar 
ve to every corporation, joint-stock company or association, and every 
I company, organized in the United States, no matter how 
ted or organized, but not including partnerships; but if organized, 
zed, or existing under the laws of any foreign country, upon the 
of net income arising or accruing by it from business transacted 

i capital invested within the United States during such year: Pro 


tuse 


ne 





nce 





however, That nothing in this section shall apply to labor, 
tural, or horticultural organizations, or to mutual savings banks 


n iving a capital stock represented by shares, or to fraternal bene- 
f leties, orders, or associations operating under the lodge sys- 
| providing for the payment of life, sick, accident, and other 
to the members of such societies, orders, or associations and 
( lents of such members, nor to domestic building and loan asso- 
ciations, nor to cemetery companies, organized and operated exclusively 
for the mutual benefit of their members, nor to any corporation or 

ion organized and operated exclusively for religious, charitable, 
or educational purposes, no part of the net income of which inures to 








the benefit of any private stockholder or individual. 

Second, Such net income shall be ascertained by deducting from the 
gr mount of the income of such corporation, joint-stock company 
( sO ion, or insurance company, received within the year from all 
§ (first) all the ordinary and necessary expenses paid within 
t f out of income in the maintenance and operation of its bus!- 


ess and properties, 


including rentals or other payments required to be 
condition to the continued use or possession of property; 
all losses actually sustained within fie year and not com- 
pensated by insurance or otherwise, Including a reasonable allowance 
r depreciation by use, wear and tear of property, if any; and in the 
f mines an allowance for depletion of ores and all other natural 
sits on the basis of their actual original cost in cash or the 
nt of cash; and in case of insurance companies the net addi- 
ir any, required by law to be made within the year to reserve 
‘is and the sums other than dividends paid within the year on policy 
annuity contracts: Provided further, That mutual fire insurance 
ales requiring their members to make premium deposits to pro- 
* losses and expenses shall not return as income any portion of 
5. lvemium deposits returned to their policyholders, but shall return 
> taxable income all income received by them from all other sources 
ch portions of the premium deposits as are retained by the com- 
or purposes other than the payment of losses and expenses and 
ice reserves; (third) interest accrued and paid within the year 
| its Indebtedness to an amount of such indebtedness not exceeding 
aaa po capital stock outstanding at the close of the year, or if no 
“ie? Po ck, the capital employed in the business at the close of the 
rovided, That in the case of bonds or other indebtedness, which 
n issued with a guaranty that the interest payable thereon 
free from taxation, no deduction for the payment of the tax 

; ‘imposed shall be allowed; and in the case of a bank, banking 
posits * in, or trust company, interest paid within the year on de- 
(fourth) all sums paid by it within the year for taxes imposed 

‘e authority of the United States or of any State or Territory, 
ernment of any foreign country, as a condition to carry on bus!- 
ein : Provided, That in the case of a corporation, joint-stock 
or association, or insurance company, organized, authorized, 

. recnder the laws of any foreign country, such net income 
elved y ithi a _ by deducting from the gross amount of its income 
hin tne United year from business transacted and capital invested 
oonaal au od peares (first) all the ordinary and necessary ex- 
aa a paid within the year out of earnings in the mainte- 

‘© operation of its business and property within the United 





ne 
hg 
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States, including rentals or other payments required to be 
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condition to the continued use or possession of property: ill 
losses actually sustained within the year ta business cond it 
within the United States and not compensated by insura or < t 
wise, including a reasonable allowance for depreciati y use, \ 
and tear of property, if any, and in the case of 1 3 an : ( 
for depletion of ores and all other natural deposits on the ba of 
their actual original cost in cash or the ¢« ivalent of ca ; and in 
of insurance companies the net ad n, if any, 1 ired by \ 
made within the year to reserve finds and the ims other t n 
dends paid within the year on policy and ity ntra j 
vided further, That mutual fire insurance cx e equiring ¢t 
members to make premium deposits to provide for losses and expe 
shall not return as income any portion of the premium depo 
turned to their policyholders, but shall return as taxal ir t l 
income received by them from all other t pl such p 
of the premium deposits as are retained by the compant for pury 
other than the payment of losses and expenses and ran 
(third) interest accrued and paid within the ur ¢ its indel $ 
to an amount of such indebtedness not exceed the } of 
paid-up capital stock outstanding at the ck f the y if no 
capital stock, the capital employed in the business at the « of t 
year which the gross amount of Its income for the year 
transacted and capital invested within the United Stat bears to t 
gross amount of its income derived from all sources wi n and witho 
the United States: Provided, That in the case of bond 
debtedness which have been issued with a guaranty that the 
payable thereon shall be free from taxation, no deduction t t 
ment of the tax herein imposed shall be allowed (f rt 
paid by it within the year for taxes imposed under t t 
the United States or of any State or Territory thet 
to carry on business therein. In the case of asst i 
companies the actual denosit of sums with State or ‘I orial 
pursuant to law, as additions to guarantee or r \ f 
treated as being payments required by law to reserve f 

Chird. The tax herein imposed shall be computed upon its entir t 
income for the year ending December 31, 1913, and r ea ul ‘ 
year thereafter: Provided, however, That any cory n, joint-s 
company or association, or insurance company subj tl tax 
designate the last day of any month in the year as the day of ft 
closing of its fiscal year and shall be entitled to have the tax pa le 
by it computed upon the basis of the net income ascertained as | i 
provided for the year ending on the day so designated in t i 
ceding the date of assessment instead of upon the basis of the net in 
come for the calendar year preceding the date of ass it i it 
shall give notice of the day it has thus designated as the ) 
fiscal year to the collector of the district in which its prir il busir 
office is located at any time not less than 30 days pri o the « 
upon which its annual return shall be filed All 1 t 
stock companies or associations, and insurance cor ies t t 
tax herein imposed, computing taxes upon the income of the en 
year, shall, on or before the Ist day of March, 1914, and the Ist 
of March in each year thereafter, and all corporation joint k « 
panies or associations, and insurance companies, m i 
the income of a fiscal year which it may designate I ner 
inbefore provided, shall render a like return within 60 « fter 
close of its said fiscal year, and within 60 days aft 
fiscal year in each year thereafter, or in the case of a corpora 
stock company or association, or insurance D} j 
existing under the laws of a foreign country, in tf! 
principal business is located within the United States, in such f 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 8S 
tary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, shall render a true and a f 
return under oath or affirmation of its president, vice presider 
other principal officer, and its treasurer or assistant treasurer, to t 
collector of internal revenue for the district in which it has it 
cipal place of business, setting forth (1) the total amount o 
paid-up capital stock outstanding, or if no capital stock, i 
employed in business at the close of the year; (2) the total 
of its bonded and other indebtedness at the close of the 
(3) the gross amount of its income, received during such 4 
all sources, and if organized under the laws of a fore country 
gross amount of its income received within the year from busin 
transacted and can'‘al invested within the United States; (4) the 
total amount of «i its ordinary and necessary expenses paid out of 
earnings in the maintenance and operation of the business and proper 
ties of such corporation, joint-stock company or association, or i 
ance company within the year, stating separ: tely all rentals or other 
payments required to be made as a condition to the continued use o 
possession of property, and if organized under the laws of a foreign 
country the amount so paid In the maintenance and operation o 
business within the United States; (5) the total amount of il 
losses actually sustained during the year and not compensated by in 
surance or otherwise, stating separately any amounts allowed f 
depreciation of property, and in case of insurance companies th: 
addition, if any, required by law to be made within the year to 1 
funds and the sums other than dividends paid within the year on po 
and annuity contracts: Provided further, That mutual fire insu 
companies requiring their members to make premium deposits to p 
vide for losses and expenses shall not return as income any portion of 
the premium deposits returned to their policyholders, but i 
as taxable income all income received by them from 
plus such portions of the premium deposits as are retained by tl 
panies for purposes other than the payment of losses and yen ind 
reinsurance reserves; and in case of a corporation, join ck company 
or association, or insurance company, organized under tl laws of a 
foreign country, all losses actually sustained by it during the ear in 
business conducted by it within the United States, not mpensated 
by insurance or otherwise, stating separately any amounts allowed f 
depreciation of property, and in case of insurance companies tl net 
addition, if any, required by law to be made within the year to rv 
funds and the sums other than dividends paid within the year « 


policy and annuity contracts: Provided further, That mutual fire hk 


ance companies requiring their members to make premium deposits to 
provide for losses and expenses shall not return as income any portion 
of the premium deposits returned to their policyholders, but shall 
return as taxable income all income received by them from all othe 


sources plus such portions of the premium deposits as are retained by 
the companies for purposes other than the payment of losses and ex 
penses and reinsurance reserves; (6) the amount of interest accrued 
and paid within the year on its bonded or other indebtedness not ex 
ceeding its paid-up capital stock, outstanding at the close of the year, 
or if no capital stock, the amount of interest paid within the year on 
an amount of indebtedness not exceeding the amount capital 
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ployed fr he 1 ness at the close of the ¥ r. and in the case of a 
I kit ) 1, or trust company, stat pa ] all 
r t by it w j he r on < ‘ i c a coryx 

k compa 0 p ! : 1 pan 

' ‘ laws of a ‘ t ‘ a! t led 

4 r inde adn ‘ of h bor 1 I idebted 
‘ : ¢ i t 
{ { f » 4 t 
‘ l j € 4 ‘ ‘ + 
t i i trot t t 
1 wi Unit t { ! 
j ] v it 
i) i t aid year f 
1 } nder t p oO nd «s 
) 1 by ft f é G I any 
i a i“ ion thet (8) 
the t i ! uch « or y or on, 
‘ I ‘ ny, after in this subsection 
d All returns s nitted forthwith 
r to the Commissio 

All a wnts shall be made and the everal rporatic , joint 

or associations, and insurance companies shall be noti 

‘ f the amount fer whic { y are i eti le on or before 
t ist day of June of eac succ ive year, and said assessment sl b 
paid on or before the 30th day of June: Provided, That every cor 
pot ior joint-stock company or asst itiol and insurance company, 
co! ing taxes upon the income of t yer ic it may desig- 
nat nt manner herein re provided, shall pay t ay due under 
j nt within 120 days after the date upon whi it is required 
to ft its list or 1 urn « il ) > for ASSeSSI ot; kcept nh case of 
I lort lect tor i return, and in « of false or fraudu 
] retur! in ic ases the Commissioner of Internal Revenue s)all, 
upon the « yvery thereof, at any time within three years after said 
I due, make a return upon information obtained as above 
pi d f ind t as sment made by the Comr of Internal 
Reven thereon 8 be paid by such corporation, joi tock company 
or i ciation, er insurance company immediately upon notification of 
the nount of seach assessment: and to any sum or sums due and 
unpaid after the 30th day of June in any year, or after 120 days from 
the cate on which the return of income is required to be made by the 
taxpayer, and f 10 days after notice and demand thereof by the col- 
] , there shall be added the sum of 5 per cent on the amount of tax 
uD d and interest at the rate of 1 per cent per month upon said tax 
fi the time the same becomes due. 

Fourth. When the assessment shall be made, as provided in this sec- 
tion, the returns, tegether with any corrections thereof which may have 
been made by the commissioner, shal! be filed in the office of the Com- 
I ioner of Internal Revenue and shall constitute public re ds and be 
ol to inspection as such: Prorided, That any and all such returns 
s all be open te inspection only upon the order of the President, under 
I and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
7 ipproved by the President. 

If any of the corporations, joint-stock companies or associations, or 
fi rance companies aforesaid, shall refuse or neglect to make a return 
at the time or times bereinbefore specified in each yes or shall render 
a fatse or fraudulent return, such corporation, joint-stock company or 
association, or insurance company shall be liable to a penalty of not 
exceeding $10,000 

Hi. That the word “ State” or “ United States’ when used in this 
section shall be censtrued te include any Territory, Alaska, the District 
of olumbia, Porte Rico, and the Philippine Islands, when such con- 
struction is necessary to carry out its provisions 

J. That sections 3167, 3172, 5173, and 3176 of the Revised Statutes 
of ft! United States as amended are hereby amended so as to read as 
tol : 

“Spec. 8167. It shall be unlawful for any collector, deputy collector, 
agent, clerk, or other officer or employee of the United States to divulge 
or to make known in any manner whatever not provided by law to any 
person the eperations, style of work, or apparatus of any manufacturer 
‘ producer visited by him in the discharge of his official duties, or 
t fimount or source of income, profits, losses, xpenditures, or any 
particular thereof, set ferth or disclosed in any income return by any 
person or corporation, or te permit any income return or copy thereof 
or any book containing any abstract or particulars thereof to be 
seen OT x ined by any person except as provided by law; and 
it 1 be unlawful for any person to print or publish In any manner 
what r not provided by law any income return or any part thereof or 
the amount or source of income, profits, losses, or expenditures appear- 


Ing in any income return; and any offense against the foregoing pro- 
vi n shall be a misdemeanor and be punished by a fine not exceeding 
$1,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or both, at the 
discretion of the court; and if the offender be an officer or employee 
of the United States he shall be dismissed from office and be incapable 
thereafter of holding any office under the Government. 

‘Sree. 3172. Every collector shall, from time to time, cause his depu- 
ties to proceed through every. part of his district and inquire after and 
concerning all persons therein who are liable to pay any internal- 
revenne tax, and all persons owning or having the car d management 
of any objects liable to pay any tax, and to make a list of such persons 
and enumerate said objects. 


‘Sec. 3173. It shali be the duty of any person, partnership, firm, 
























association, or corporation, made liable to any duty, special tax, or other 
tax imposed by law, when not otherwise provided for, in case of a 
§ ial ts on or before the 31st day of July in each year, in case of 
I re x on or before the Ist day of March in each year, and in 
ot ‘ ; before the day on which the taxes accrue, to make a list 
o! ‘ fied by oath or affirmation, to the collector or a deputy 
e t of the district where located, of the articles or objects, 1n- 
cl amount of annual income charged with a duty or tax, the 
quantity of goo wares, and merchandise made or sold and charged 
with a tax, the several rates and aggregate amount, according to the 
forms and regulations to be preseribed by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Seeretary of the Treasury. for which 
su person, partnership, firm, association, or corporation is lable: 


Provided, That if any person liable to pay any duty or tax, or owning, 
possessing, or having the care or management of property, goods, wares, 
and merchandise, articles or objects liable to pay any duty, tax, or 
license, shall fail to make and exbibit a list or return required by law, 
but shall consent to disclose the particulars of any and all the property. 
goods, wares, and merchandise, articles, and objects liable to pay any 
duty or tax, or any business or octupation liable to pay any tax as 








aforesaid, then, and in that case, it shall be the duty of the colleetor 
or deputy collector to make such list or return, which, being dis- 
tinctly read, consented to, and signed and verified by oath or affirma- 
tion by the person so owning, possessing, or having the care and 
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‘I 
management as aforesaid, may be received as the list 
Provided further, That in case no annual list or 1 rn 
dered by such person to t! collector or deputy « ' 
by law, and the person shall be absent from hi 
pince of business at the time the collector or 
call for the annual Vist or return, it s>all be t luty of 
or deputy coliector to leave at such place of residence o 

me one of suitable age and discretion, if such be pr 
| to deposit in the nearest post oflice, a note or memorand 
to such person, requiring him or her to render to 
| deputy collector the list or return required by law wi 
| from the date of such note or memorandum, verified by it 
| tion. And if any person, on being notified or required 
|} shall refuse or neglect to render such list or return w 
|} required as aforesaid, or whenever any person who is | 
liver a monthly or other return of objects subject to tax { 
at the time required, or delivers any return which, in | 
the collector, is false or fraudulent, or contains any under 
understatement, it sball be lawful for the collector ‘ 
person, or any other person having possession, custod, 
| books of account containing entries relating to the bu 
| person, or any other person he may deem proper, to appea 
} and produce such books, at a time and place named in t 
; and to give testimony or answer interrogatories, under ; 
any objects liable to tax or the returns thereof The « 
summon any person residing or found within the Sta 
district lies; and when the person intended to be su: 
reside and can not be found within such State, he no 
; lection district where such person may be found and t 
} examination herein authorized And to this end he ma 
all the authority which he might lawfully exercise in t 

*h he was commissioned 

Sec, 3176. When any person, corporation, company, or 
refuses or neglects to render any return or List re i 
renders a faise or fraudulent return or list, the coll t 
collector sh make, according to the best information w 








obiain, including that derived from the evidence eli« 


amination of the collector, and on his own view and infor 


list or return, according to the form prescribed, of the i 
and objects liable to tax owned or possessed or under the 
ment of such person or corporation, comipany or assv 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall assess all tax: 
stamps, including the amount, if any, due for specia 
other tax, and in case of any return of a false or fra 





I 


valuation intentionally he shall add 100 per cent to su 


in case of a refusal or neglect, except in cases of sick: 
to make a list or return, or to verity the same as af 
add 50 per cent to such tax. In case of neglect occasion 
or absence as aforesaid the collector may allow such f 
making and delivering such list or return as he may d 
not exceeding 30 days. The amount so added to the tax 








lected at the same time and in the same manner as the tax 


neglect or falsity is discovered after the tax has been p 
case the amount so added shall be collected in the same | 
tax; and the list or return so made and subscribed by 
or deputy collector shall be held prima facie good and 
all legal purposes.” 


K. That it shall be the duty of every collector of inter: 


to whom any payment of any taxes other than the tax 
an adhesive stamp or other engraved stamp is made 
sions of this section, to give to the person making suc! 
written or printed receipt, expressing the amount paid 
lar account for which such payment was made; and 
payment is made such collector shall, if required, give 
ceipt for each tax paid by any debtor, on account of pay 
or to be made by him to separate creditors in such form th 
can convenient!; produce the same separately to his s 
in satisfaction of their respective demands to the am« 


in such receipts; and such receipts shall be sufficient evid 


of such debtor to justify him in withholding the amor 
pressed from his next payment to his creditor; but su 
ipon giving to his debtor a full written receipt, ac 
payment to him of whatever sum may be actually paid, 
the amount of tax paid as aforesaid (specifying the } 
satisfaction of the debt to that amount, require the 
of such collector’s receipt. 

L. That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the < 
of the United States for the district within which any p 


under this section to appear to testify or to produce | ks 


to compe! such attendance, production of books, and 
appropriate process. 

M. That all administrative, special, and general prov 
including the laws in relation to the assessment, remis 
and refund of internal-revenue taxes not heretofore spec! 
and not inconsistent with the provisions of this secti 
extended and made applicable to all the provisions of th 
to the tax herein imposed. 

N. That the provisions of this section shall extend t 
and the Philippine Islands: Provided, That the admini 
law and the collection of the taxes Imposed in Port 
Philippine Islands shall be by the appropriate internal-r 
of those governments, and all revenues collected in Porto 
Philippine Islands thereunder shall acerue intact to 
ernments thereof, respectively: And provided further, 
diction in this section conferred npon the district courts 
States shall, so far as the Philippine Islands are conc 
fn the courts of the first instance of said islands: And 
That nothing in this section shall be held to exclude fi 
tation of the net income the compensation paid an) 


I 


) i 


I 


the 


governments of Porto Rico and the Philippine Islands or 


subdivisions thereof. 
SECTION ITT. 


A. That the act entitled “An act to simplify the 


to the collection of the revenues,” approved June 10, 15°)”, 


be further amended to read as follows: 


“B. That all merchandise imported into the United Sta‘ 
the purpose of this act, be deemed and held to be the | 


srson to whom the same is consigned; and the holder 
Gane duly indorsed by the consignee thereln named, 0 
to order, by the consignor, shal! be deemed the consignee 
in case of the abandonment of any merchandise to tie 
the latter may be recognized as the consignee, That fo! 
of this act bringing or causing merchandise to be brous 
territorial limits of the United States shall be const 


wht 


uea 








to enter or introduce the same into the commerce of the United 


t all invoices of imported merchandise shall be made out in 
of the place or country from whence the importations shall 
if purchased, or agreed to be purchased, in the currency 
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iid. agreed upon, or to be paid therefor, shall contain a cor- 
ete, and detailed description of such merchandise and of 
ves, wrappings, or other coverings containing it, and shall be | 


triplicate or in quadruplicate in case of merchandise intended 
e transportation without appraisement, and signed by the 
ning or shipping the same, if the merchandise has been 
rchased, or price agreed upon, fixed, or determined, or by the 
rer or owner thereof, if the same bas been procured other 
by purchase, or agreement of purchase, or by the duly author 
1f such purchaser, seller, manufacturer, or owner. 
t all such invoices shall, at or before the shipment of the 
be produced to the consular officer of the United States 
nsular district in which the merchandise was manufactured, 
d, or contracted to be delivered from, or when purchases 
nts for purchase are made in several places, in the consular 
where the merchandise is assembled for shipment, as the case 





for export to the United States, and shall have indorsed 
when so produced, a declaration signed by the purchaser, 


anufacturer, owner, or agent, setting forth that the invoice is 
ects correct and true and was made at the place from which 
se is to be exported to the United States; that it con- 
t merchandise was obtained by purchase, or agreement for 
I a true and full statement of the time when, the place where, 
{ ‘ from whom the same was purchased, or agreed to be pur- 
d i the actual cost thereof, or price agreed upon, fixed, or de 
termined, and of all charges thereon, as provided by this act; and that 
' ounts, rebates, or commissions are contained in the invoice but 
been actually allowed thereon, and that all drawbacks 
s received or to be received are shown therein: and when 
obtained in any other manner than by purchase, or agreement of pur 
e actual market value or wholesale price thereof, at the time 
f portation to the United States, in the principal markets of the 
ntry from whence exported; that such actual market value is the 
I it which the merchandise described in the invoice is freely offered 
all purchasers in said markets, and that it is the price 
he manufacturer or owner making the declaration would have 
i, and was willing to receive, for such merchandise sold in the 
course of trade in the usual wholesale quantities, and that it 
varges thereon as provided by this act, and the actual 
and that no different invoice of the merchandise men- 
invoice so produced has been or will be furnished to any 
merchandise was actually purchased, or agreed to be pur- 
declaration shall also contain a statement that the cur 
such invoice is made out is that which was actually 
merchandise by the purchaser, or agreed to be paid, fixed, 
ined 
i. That, except in case of personal effects accompanying the pas 
senger, no importation of any merchandise exceeding $100 in value 
be admitted to entry without the production of a duly certified 
» thereof as required by law, or of an affidavit made by the owner, 
er, or consignee, before the collector or his deputy, showing why 
practicable to produce such invoice; and no entry shall be made 
bsence of a certified invoice, upon affidavit as aforesaid, unless 
vit be accompanied by a statement in the form of an invoice, 
or otherwise, showing the actual cost of such merchandise, if pur 
hased, or if obtained otherwise than by purchase, the actual market 
vi or wholesale price thereof at the time of exportation to the 
United States in the principal markets of the country from which the 
been imported, which statement shall be verified by the oath 
( the owner, 
the merchandise, to be administered by the collector or his deputy, and 
it shall be lawful for the collector or his deputy to examine the de 
ponent under oath, touching the sources of his knowledge, information, 
; ef in the premises, and to require him to produce any letter, 
statement of account in his possession, or under his control, 





he > 
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¢ to 





heé reof : 
the 
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which may assist the officers of customs in ascertaining the actual value 
of t importation or any part thereof, and in default of such pro 
ductic¢ when so requested, such owner, importer, consignee, or agent 


thereafter debarred from producing any such letter, paper, or 
§ ent for the purpose of avoiding any additional duty, penalty, or 
f ture incurred under this act, unless he shall show to the satis- 
faction of the court or the officers of the customs, as the case may be, 
that it was not In his power to produce the same when so demanded; 

merchandise shall be admitted to entry under the provisions 
s section unless the collector shall be satisfied that the failure to 












duce a duly certified invoice is due to causes beyond the control of 
the ow! consignee, or agent thereof: Provided, That the Secretary 
t reasury may make regulations by which books, magazines, and 
other periodicals published and imported in successive parts, numbers, 
or volumes, and entitled to be imported free of duty, shall require but 
one declaration for the entire series. And when entry of merchandise 
‘ ding $100 in valne is made by a statement in the form of an in 
V t collector shall require a bond for the production of a duly 
certified ivoice, 
Fr. That whenever merchandise imported into the United States is 
e ered by involee, a declaration upon a form to be prescribed by the 
Sect tary of the Treasury, according to the nature of the case, shall be 
f the collector of the port at the time of entry by the owner, 
i ter, consignee, or agent, which declaration so filed shall be duly 
‘igned by the owner, importer, consignee, or agent before the collector, 
eaheteibaey can notary public or other officer duly authorized by law to ad- 
minister oaths and take acknowledgments, under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the Seeretary of the Treasury: Provided, That if any of the 
; S or bills of lading of any merchandise imported in any one vessel 
sebean 8 ould otherwise be embraced in said entry have not been re 
Mag at the date of the entry the declaration may state the fact, and 
ani o such merchandise, of which the invoices or bills of lading 
aka Deena shall not be included in such entry, but may be en- 
. a at if any consignor, seller, owner, importer, consignee, 


other person or persons, shall enter or introduce, or attempt 
introduce, into the commerce of the United States any im- 





enter ¢ 


orted = 

a on ofidene by means of any fraudulent or false invoice, decla- 
ten. on weal = t, letter, paper, or by means of any false statement, writ- 
ance whatsoever, by means of any false or fraudulent practice or appli- 
ve tno ver, or shall make any false statement in the declarations 
truth of can n paragraph F without reasonable cause to believe the 
false stata statement, or shall aid or procure the making of any such 


nt as to any matter material thereto without reasonable 





importer, consignee, or agent desiring to make entry of | 
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cause to believe the truth of such statement, or shall be guilty of any 
willful act or omission by means whereof the United States shall or may 










































































be deprived of the lawful duties, or any portion tt of, accruing upon 
the merchandise, or any portion thereof, embraced or referred to h 
such invoice, declaration, affidavit, letter, paper, or statement, or affected 
by such act or omission, such person or persons shall upon nviction be 
fined for each offense a sum not exceeding $5,000, or be i ied fe 
a time not exceeding two years, or both, in the discré n of , 
Provided, That nothing in this section shall be const: it elle 
ported merchandise from ‘forfeiture by reason of such false 

yr for any cause elsewhere provided by law. 

“i. That if any consignor, seller, own importer, consignee 

or other person or persons shall enter or introduce, or attempt t ! 
or introduce, into the commerce of the United States any im ed 
nerchandise by means of any fraudulent r false h ‘ ale I 
affidavit, letter, paper, or by means of any false statement, written 
verbal, or by means of any false or fraudulent practice or ay 
whatsoever, or shall make any fa s ent in the d itions 
vided for in paragraph IF without reasonable cause to lieve the t 

of such statement, or s aid or procure the making « \ ich f 
statement as to any matter material thereto without 1 I > Cf to 
believe the truth of such statement, or shall be t y Vv l 
act or omission by means whereof the United State I 
deprived of the lawful duties or any portion thereof, ac« neg ups 
merchandise or any portion thereof, embraced or referred to | 
invoice, deciaration, affidavit, letter, paper, or statement, or affected 
such act or omission, such mer ise, or the value thereof, to 
covered from such person or rsons, shall be forfeited, which f 

shall only apply to the whole of the merchandise or the value t! 

in the case or package containing the particular article or artick f 
merchandise to which such fraud or fa paper or statement 1 t 

“TI. That the owner, consignee, agent of any imported 1 

may, at the time when he shall make entry of such mer ise, but not 
after either the invoice or the merchandise has come under tl! ‘ 
vation of the appraiser, make such additien in the entry to 
deduction from the cost or value g 1 in the invoi or pro 
invoice or statement in form of an in‘ e, which he shall pr ce W 
his entry, as in his opinion may 1ise or lower the same to the tual 
market value or wholesale price of such merchandise at the tin of 
exportation to the United States, in the principal markets of the 

try from which the same has been imported; and the collector y n 
whose district any merchandise may be imported or entered, whether 
the same has been actually purchased or procured otherwise t » by 
purchase, shall cause the actual market value or wholesale price « eh 
merchandise to be appraised; and if the appraised value of an 

of importer merchandise subject to an ad valorem duty or to ‘ 
based upon or regulated in any manner by the value thereof shall ex 
ceed the value declared in the entry, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid, in addition to the duties imposed by law on ‘ 

dise, an additional duty of 1 per cent of the total ap; sed vy f 
thereof for each 1 per cent that such appraised value exceeds the v 
declared in the entry: Provided, That the additional duties s l< 
apply to the particular article or articles in each Invoice that are so 
undervalued and shall not be imposed upon any article upon w 

amount of duty imposed by law on a int of the appraised value « 
not exceed the amount of duty that would be imposed if t 

value did not exceed the entered value, and shall be limit 

cent of the appraised value of such article or articles. Su 

duties shall not be construed to be penal, and shall not be 1 rv 
payment thereof in any way avoided except in cases arising from a 
i} manifest clerical error, nor shall they be refunded in case of exp n 
of the merchandise, or on any other account, nor shall they be s at 
to the benefit of drawback: Provided, That if the appraised value of 
any merchandise shall exceed the value declared in the entry by mors 
than 75 per cent, except when arising from a manifest clerical ert 
such entry shall be held to be presumptively fraudulent, and the col! 


tor of customs shall seize such merchandise and proceed as in « 
forfeiture for violation of the customs laws, and in any legal pr 
ing other than a criminal prosecution that may r t f ; 
seizure, the undervaluation as shown by the appreisal hall | 
sumptive evidence of fraud, and the rden of proof shall be on the 
claimant to rebut the same, and forfe e shall be adjudged unl | 
shall rebut such presumption of dulent intent by sufficient evids ‘ 
The forfeiture provided for in thi tion shall apply to the whole of 
the merchandise or the value thereof in the case or package containing 
the particular article or articles in each invoice which are undervalued 
Provided further, That all additional duties, penalties, or forfeitures 
applicable to merchandise entered by a duly certified invoice shall 
aiite applicable to mere handise entered by a pro forma invoice or { 
ment in the form of an invoice, and no forfeiture or disability ' 
kind incurred under the provisions of this section shall r ted 
mitigated by the Secretarv of the Treasury The duty shall not. } 
ever, be assessed in any case upon au amount less than the en l 
value. 

“J. That when merchandise entered for customs duty has been cor 
signed for sale by or on account of the manufacturer thereof, to a 
son, agent, partner, or consignee in the United States, ich pe 
agent, partner, or consignee shall, at the time of the ent of 
merchandise, present to the collector of customs at the port w 
entry is made, as a part of such entry, and in addition to tl i 
invoice or statement in the form of an invoice required by law, a i 
ment signed by such manufacturer, declaring the cost o of 
such merchandise, such cost to include all the elements of « a ited 
in paragraph L of this act. When merchandi ed cu 
duty has been consigned for sale by or on ‘ L per 1 other 
than the manufacturer of such merchandis« on vent, partner, 
or consignee in the United States, such perso t. partner, or cor 
signee shall at the time of the entry of such merchandise pre t to tl 
collector of customs at the port where such entry is mad as a part of 
such entry, a statement signed by the consignor thereof, declaring that 
the merchandise was actually purchased by him or for his accoun nd 
showing the time when, the place where, and from whom he pu ised 
the merchandise, and in detail the price he paid for the same: Provided 
That the statements required by this section shall be made in triplicate, 
and shall bear the attestation of the consular officer of the United Stats 
resident within the consular district wherein the merchandise wa 


manufactured, if consigned by the manufacturer or for his 


account oO 


from whence it was imported when consigned by a person other than 
the manufacturer, one copy thereof to be delivered to the person mal 
ing the statement, one copy to be transmitted with the triplicate invoi 
of the merchandise to the collector of the port in the United States t 


which the merchandise is consigned, and the remaining copy to be fil 
in the consulate. 











































































































































IX. That it shall be the duty of the appraisers of the United States, | 
nud y of t n, and every person who shall act as such appraiser, 
‘ he collector, as the case may be, by all reasonable ways and 

in his or their power to ascertain, estimate, and appraise (any | 
rie or af davit thereto or statement of cost. er of cost of produe- | 


to the contrary notwithstanding) the actual market value and whole- 
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in 





protests writing with the collector, setting ferth + 
tinctly and specifically, and in respect to each « oO} 
reasons for h's objections thereto. and if the merechand 
for consumption shall pay the full ameunt of the dur 


ascertained to be due thereon. Each protest shall be limite, 
article or class of articles, and to a single entry or paymy 
of classification shall not be Joined with other issues in th 


Such protest shall be deemed to be finally abandoned and « 
within 30 days from the date of filing thereof the person w) 
notice or protest shall have deposited with the collector of , 
of $1 with respect to each protest. Such fee shall be a 
accounted for as miscellaneous receipts, and in case th: 
| connection with which such fee was deposited shall be fiy 


le price of the merchandise at the time of exportation to the United 
in the principal markets of the country whence the same has 

! imported, and the numl of yards, parcels, or quantities, and | 
actual market value or wholesale price of every of them, as the case 

Nn y require 

l.. That when the actual market value, as defined by law, of any 
icle of imported merchandis wholly or partiy manufactured and 
je an ad valorem duty, or to a duty based in whole or in part 

on Vv can not be ascertained to the satisfaction of the appraising | 

officer, such officer shall use all available meaus in his power to ascrr- | 
tain the cost of production of such merchandise at the time of exporta- 
tion to the (Mnited States, and at the place of manufacture, such cost 
of production to tnclude the cost of materials and of fabrication, and 
all general expenses to be estimated at not less than 10 per cent, cover- 





nz each and every outlay of whatsoever nature incident to such produc- 


| shall be filed and preserved for use or reference 


i 
tion, together with the expense of preparing and putting up such mer- | 
chandise ready for shipment, and an addition of not less than 8 nor | 
mo thar 50 per cent upvon the total cost as thus ascertained: and in 
no case shall such merchandise be appraised npon orizinal appraisal or 
reappraisement at less than the total cost of production as thus ascer- 
tained The actual market value or wholesale price, as defined by law, 
of any imported merchandise which is consigned for sale in the United 
States, or which is sold for exportation to the United States, and which 
is not actually geld or freely offered for sale in usval wholesale quan- 
tities in the onen market of the country of exportation to all purchasers, 
shall not in any case be appraised at less than the wholesale price at 
which such or similar imported merchandise is actually sold or freely 
offered for sale in usual wholesale quantities in the United States in 
the « market, due allowance by deduction being made for estimated 
dut thereen, cost of transportation, insurance and other necessary 
expenses frem the place of shipment to the place of delivery, and a 
commission not exceeding 6 per cent, if any has been paid or contracted 
to be paid on consiened goods, or a reasonable allowance for general 
expenses and profits (not to exceed & per cent) on purchased goods; 
and with reference to the appraisement of all Imported merchandise 
whether purchased or consigned, the Secretary of the Treasury ts au- 
thorized and empewered to determine the existence or nonexistence of 
a foreien market. and such determination shall be binding and conclu 
sive upon all persons and interests 
‘M. Theat the appraiser shall revise and correct the renorts of the 

tant esppraisers as he may jude proper, and the appraiser. or, at 

where there is no apnraiser, the person acting as such. shall re- 
port to the collector his decision as to the value of the merchandise ap 
pl ed At ports where there is no appraiser the certificate of the cus- 
ton officer te whom is committed the estimating and collection of 
duties, of the dutiable value of any merchandise required to be ap- 
praised, shall be deemed and taken to be the appraisement of such mer 
chandise. If the collector shall deem the appraisement of any imported 
merchandise too lew, he may, within 60 days thereafter, appeal to re 


appraisement, which shall be made by one of the general apnratsers, or 





if the Importer, ewner, avent. or consignee -of such merchandise shall 
deem the appraisement thereof too hich, and shall have complied with 
the recuirements ef law with respect to the entry and apnraisement of 
merchandise, he may within 10 days thereafter appeal for reappraise- 
ment by givine notice thereof to the collector in writing. Such anneal 
shell be deemed to be finally abandoned and waived unless within 2 
days from the date of filine thereof the person who filed such notice 
shall denosit with the collector of customs a fee of $1 with resnerct to 
each appraisement objected to Such fee shall be deposited and ac- 
counted for as miscellaneous receints. and in case the anneal in eonnec 
tion with which such fee was deposited shall be finally sustained. in 
whole or in part, such fee shall be refunded to the importer. with the | 
duties found to be collected in excess, from the annropriation for the 
refund to Importers of excess of deposits The decision of the general 
anpraiser in cases of reannraisement shall be final and conclusive as to 
the dutieble valne of such merchandise arainst all parties interested 
therein, unless the importer. owner, consignee, or avent of the mer- 
chandise shall deem the reapnraisement of the merchandise too hich. 


and shall, within 5 days thereafter, give notice to the collector, in writ- 





ine, of an anneal. er unless the collector shall deem the reapvraisement 
of the merchandise too low, and shall within 10 davs thereafter appeal 
for re-reannraisement: in either ense the collector shall transmit the 
invoice and all the paners appertaining thereto to the board of 9 
general appraisers, to be by rule thereof duly assiened for determina 
tion In neh cease the veneral annraiser and boards of reneral an 


praisers shall proceed by all reasonable ways and means in their power 








to ascertain, estimate, and determine the dutiable valne of the imported 
merchandise, and in so doing may exercise both Indicial and tnquisi 
torial functions In such cases hearings may in the discretion of the 
general appraiser or Board of General Apnraisers before whom the case 
is pending be onen and in the presence of the Importer or his attorney 
and any duly anthorived representative of the Government who mar tn 
like discretion examine and cross-examine al! witnesses produced. The 
decicion of the annrateer. or the person acting a wnch (im eaen where 


no objection is made thereto, either by the collector or by the importer, 
owner, consignee, or arent), or the sinvle general appraiser in case of 


no appeal, or of the board of 3 general annraisers. in all reannratse 
ment cases, shall be final and conclusive acainst all parties and shall 
not he subject to review in any manner for any cause in any tribunal 


or court. end the collector or the person actine as such shall ascertain 


{ and liquidete the rate and amount of the duties to be paid on such 
merchandise, and the dutiable eosts and charges thereon, according to 
1 and no reappraisement or re-reappraisement shall be considered 


invalid because of the absence of the merchandise or samples thereof 
before the officer or officers making the same. 

“N. That the decision of the collector »« to the rate and amonnt of 
duties chargeable upon imported merchandise, or upon merchandise on 
which duty shall have been assessed. including all dutiable costs and 
charges, and as to all fees and exactions of whatever character (except 
duties on tonnage), shall be final and conclusive against all persons 
interested therein, unless the owner, Importer. consienee, or arent of 
such merchandise, or the person paying such fees, charges, and exac- 
tions other than duties. shall, within 30 days after but not before auch 
ascertainment and liquidation of duties, as well in cases of merchan- 
dise entered in bond as for consumption, or within 15 days after the 
payment of such fees, charges, and exactions, if dissatisfied with such 
decision imposing a higher rate of duty. or a ereater charge, fee, or 
exaction, than he shall claim to be legally payable, file a protest or 





in whole or in part, such fee shall be refunded to the imp 
duties found to be collected in excess, from the appr b 
refund to importers of excess of deposits. 
“Upon such payment of duties, protest, and deposit of p; 
collector shall transmit the invoice and all the paper 
nected therewith to the board of nine general appraiser 
ment and determination as provided by law: such dete; 
be final and conelusive upon all persons interested th 
record shall be transmitted to the proper collector or 
as such, who shall liquidate the entry accordingly, except 
an appeal shall be filed in the Un'ted States Court of ( 
within the time and in the manner provided for by lax 
“O. That the general appraisers, or any of them. 
thorized to administer oaths. and said general apprai 
general appraisers, the local appraisers, or the Ile ! 
may be, may cite to appear before them, and examine up 
owner, importer, agent, consicnee, or other person touc! 
ter or thing which they, or either of them, may deem n 
ing any imported merchandise then under 
imported, in ascertaining the dutiable or « 
and they, or elther of them, may require the producti 
accounts, contracts, or invoices relating to sald merch 
require such testimony to be reduced to writing, 


ind 


ty 
i 


are 
{ 





consideratic 


value la 


} 


and 
nt} 
apprai 
of said me 
be given conside 
merchandise 


of the 


collector, 
respecting the valuation 
case may be; and such 
subsequent preceedings relating to such 

“Pp. That if any person so cited to appear sha!! 
attend, or shall decline to answer, or shali refuse to an 
any interrogatories, and subscribe his name to his deposit 


appraise or said board 


classificat 


evidence 


‘ of 
( ton 


shall 








duce such papers when so required by a general annrai 

of general appraisers, or a local apprateer, or a colle 

Hable to a penalty of not less than $20 nor more than 
summarily imposed by the collector or chief officer of 

customs collection district where the citation issued: and 

port of such officer to the district court in the jnd 1a 

such citation issued, the amount of such penalty shal! b 

tered upon the docket of such court against the person 

such entry shall have the full force and effect of a } : 
court; and if such person be the owner, importer, or 


appraisement which the Board of General 
or collector where there is no appraiser, may make of 
shall be final and conclusive, and any person who 
corruptly swear falsely on an examination before any 
or Board of General Appraisers, or local appraiser or « 
deemed guilty of perjury: and if he is the owner, i 
signee. the merchandise shal! be forfeited, or the value t! 
recovered from him. 

“Q. That all decisions of the general appraisers and of ft) 
general appraisers respecting valves and rates of duty s! 
and filed, and shal! be open to inspection under proper 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. All 
general appraisers shell be reported forthwith to the Ss: 
Treasury and to the Board of General Appraisers on dut 
of New York. and the report to the board shall be ac 
ever practicable, by samples of the merchandise in qu 
shall be the duty of the said board, under the direction of 
of the Treasury, to cause an abstract to be made and pu 
decisions of the appraisers as they or he may deem im; 


Apprai ers or 
t} 
yall 


al 


the decisions of each of the genera! appraisers and boar?’ 
appraisers, which abstract shall contain a general de 
merchandise in question, a statement of the facts upon 





sion is based, and of the value and rate of duty fixed in « 
reference. whenever practicable, by number or other 

samples deposited in the place of samples at New Yor 

stracts shall be issued from time to time, at at 
for the information of customs officers and the public. 

“R. That whenever imported merchandise is subject to an 
rate of duty, or to a duty based upon or regulated in a 
valne thereof, the duty shall be assessed upon the actual! 
wholesale price thereof, at the time of exportation to t) 
in the principal markets of the country from whence expo 
actual market value shall be held to be the price at which s 
dise is freely offered for sale to all purchasers in said 
usual wholesale quantities, and the price which the_ 
owner would have received, and was willing to receive 
chandise when sold in the ordinary courseof trode in the! 
quantities, including the value of all cartons, cases, crates 
easks, barrels, hogsheads, bottles, jars, demijohns, car! 
containers or coverings, whether holding liquids or solids 
costs, charges, and expenses incident to placing the m« 
condition, packed ready for shipment to the United Stat 
be used for covering or holding imported merchandise, whe! 


lea oO 





or free, any unusual article or form designed for use others 
the bona fide transportation of such merchandise to the U! 
additional duty shall be levied and collected upon such 


article at the rate to which the same would be subjected 

imported. That the words ‘value’ or ‘actual market 
‘wholesale price,” whenever used in this act, or in any law 
the appraisement of imported merchandise, shall be constr: 


actual market value or wholesale price of such, or similar 
comparable in value therewith, as defined in this act. a 
“S. Any merchandise deposited in any public or prive 


warehouse may be withdrawn for consumption within t! 
the date of original importation on payment of the duties 
to which it may be subject by law at the time of sucl 
Provided, That nothing herein shall affect or impair existing 
of law in regard to the disposal of perishable or explosive ar! 
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all suits or informations 


' le pursuant 


brought, where any seizure 
to any act providing for or regulating the col 
} on imports or tonnage, if the property is claimed by 
yn. the burden of proof shat! He upon such claimant, and in all 
»r proceedings for the recovery of the value of merchandise im 


I - . ' ¢ 
ntrary to any act providing for or regulating the collection of 
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imports or tonnage, e burden of proof shall be upon the 
+: Provided, That probable cause is shown for such prosecution, 
2 ed of by the court. 

: 1 hat if any person, persons, corporations, or other bodies sell 
‘ ! ing. consigning, or manufacturing merchandise exported to 
1 States shall fall or reft to submit to the inspection of a 
ted investigating officer of the United States, when so re 
do. any or all of his books, records, or accounts pertaining 
lue or classi ition of such merchandise, then the Secretary 
sury, his discretion, uthorized while such failure or 
tinues exclude fro er ' and all merchandise sold, 
igned, or manufactured by such person, persons, corpora- 

ther bodies and imported tnto the United States. 

! t if any person, persons, corporations, or other bodies en 
the importation of merchandise into the United States or en- 
dealing with such imported merchandise shall fail or refuse to 

to the inspection of a duly accredited investigating officer of the 

States, upon request so to do from the chief officer of customs 

ort where such merchandise is entered, any or all of his books 

le or account pertaining to the value or classification of any 
ted merchandise, then the Secretary of the Treasury, in his 
authorized while such fallure or refusal continues, to ex 
entry any and all merchandise consigned or shipped, or 
for delivery, to h person, persons, corporations, or other 
1 l ir g or ref 
t there shall established In each of the consulates of the 
Tnited States a registry ommissionaires or purchasing agents; that 
n shall be permitted to register as such except upon son 
showing of his agency by affidavit indicating the scope « 
iwweney, the parties thereto. the duration, the merchandise to which 

f the terms and conditions of its exercise. and the commissions 

ved, the truth of each of which vits shall be verified by In 

. n of the consul before re tion is permitted; no such 
tion shall be permitted unless the rency is operative in the 

ket exclusively and the commissions provided for are the usual 

linary commissions prevalent in the trade Each invoice in 

item of commission appears covering merchandise shipped 

onsular district where such registry has been established 

neluded in the certificate of the consul qa statement that the 

i in the invoice to be the agent of the purchaser appears 

‘ gistry of the consulate as such. and in the absence of such 

te no officer shall allow as nondutiable any item of commission 

ym such invoice or claimed on behalf of any importer. 

N nsvlar officer shall certify any invoice unless he is satisfied 
that t person Making oath thereto is the person he represents himself 
nd that he is a credibl Tr ind that the statements made 
ch oath are true, and he shall thereupon, by his certificate, state 
person Is the person he represents himself to be, is a credible 

1 he believes the statements made in his oath to be true 
n r officer shall certify to the truth of the vaiues stated in any 
X. That where merchandise purchased or manufactured in different 

» districts in the same country is assembled for shipment and 
1 in a single invoice and consulated at the shipping pe int, such 
shall have attached thereto the original bills or invoices or 

ments in the nature of such, showing the prices actually paid, 
ed to be paid, fixed, or determined, and in connection with each 
rehase or consignment the invoice shall state all charges and 

é s provided in paragraph R of this act. 
Y. No allowance shall be made in the estimation and liquidation of 
ties f shortage or nonimportation caused by decay, destruction, or 
to fruit or other perishable articles imvorted into the United 
States ereby their commercial value has been destroved, unless un 
( tions prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury roof to 
t such Seesenctien or nonimportation shall be lodged with the 
r customs of the port where such merchandise has been 
the person acting as such, within 10 days after the landing 
rchandise The provisions hereof shall apply whether or not 
t merchandise has been entered, and whether or not the duties have 


‘ paid or secured to be paid, and whether or 


not a permit of delivery 
n granted to the owner or consignee 


Nor shall any allowance 















de for damage, but the importers may within 10 days after entry 
ion to the United States all or any portion of goods, wares, or 
) of every description included in any invoice and be re 
ed from the payment of duties on the portion so abandoned: Pro- 
', That the portion so abandoned s vail amount to 10 per cent or 
e of the total value or quantity of the invoice. The right of aban- 
f ent herein provided for may be exercised whether the goods, wares, 
indise have been damaged or not. or whether or not the same 
iny commercial value: Provided further, That 


section 2899 


of packages 


of 





the Revised Statutes, relating to the return unopened for 





isement, shall in no wise prohibit the right of importers to make 
needful examinations to determine whether the right to abandon 
es, or whether by reason of total destruction there is a nonim 
rtation In whole or in part. All merchandise abandoned to the Gov- 
ernment by the importers shall be delivered by the importers thereof at 
: place within the port of arrival as the chief officer of customs may 
a : t nd on the failure of the importers to comply with the direction 
: lector or the chief officer of customs, as the case may be, the 
aband ned merchandise shal! be disposed of by the customs authorities 
_ cer such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, 


, xp nse of such importers. Where imported fruit or perishable 
~ lave deen condemned at the port of original entry within 10 days 
, , inding, by health officers or other legally constituted authorities, 


mporters or their agents shall, within 24 hours after such con- 
of aon. lodge with the collector, or the person acting as collector. 
! © port, notice thereof in writing, together with invoice 


gcrinti an de- 
on and the quantity of the articles condemned, their location, 

+ name of the vessel in which imported. Upon receipt of said 
on tee v1 collector, or person acting as collector, shall at once cause 
; Bt a igation and a report to be made in writing by at least two 


not 





abi, smears touching the idertity and — of fruit or perish- 
honime ondemned, and unless proof to ascertain the shortage or 
nj bortation of fruit or perishable goods shall have been lodged as 
lecton Teaulred, or if the importer or bis agent fails to notify the col- 
such abe such condemnation proceedings as herein provided, proof of 


shortage or nonimportation shall not be deemed establis and 




















































no allowance shall | a in t lation of dut cha ) 
thereon 
“Z. That whenever it shall »t rtist n of the S 
retary of the Treasury hat. in : , or est : i 
duties, or payments made upon i t n paid to or 
deposited with a collector of ¢« n f iined by 
final liquidation thereof, t law , i 7 = 
Secretary of the Treasury ull direct tf to refund a y 
the same out of any money 1 t 1 v ise 
ated The necessary moneys t \ ppropriated l 
this appropriation § shall ‘ ad it ndetinite ' 
i and the Secret ‘ e J y is he thorized to 
nanifest rical f in or juidation fo ‘ 
against t Unit s it any ti i me year of the dat 
such entry, but not after ls / i at the reta rf 
lreasury shali, in iu report ( t 4, give a detailed 
ment of the va t rile ti pro ms 
this act or of any t ‘ t to the re e. t 
gether with copies o t i we cle 
“AA. That from and a , é t of t, mo « tor 
or other officer of the « S s t y way lia to any ownet 
importer, consignee, or agent of and or any other pet } 
for or on acce it of an i to ¢t ela licatic of 
said merchandise or the duties j nm, ¢ > ) tion of ! 
dues, charges, orf ties no on act } tf said i 0 
othe matter or t ng a t v hs ) 1 im ’ 
agent of such merchandise might i this t, be « tled t ' 
from the decision f i « ect N t ri I ovr fr ' y i 
of appraisers 
“EB. That any person wh I r to or | 
to give, any money r 1 ; ‘ indirectly { 
officer or employee of the United in < id : ; ‘ 
act or omission contra to ‘ i ith t 
the importation, appra t nt “Vy ex ination ( i ‘ 
goods, wares, or met ul se, including n any b 
liquidation of the entry thereof by threat I ‘ < 
promises of any char ter att ) erly influe eo ) 
such oflicer or em ol e Unite s sft t f n ‘ 
his ial duties 1, of mvict ) red t ex ‘ 
$2,000, or be in med at ! rt 10 t } YT 
both, In the dis n of ce P 
offering, or promisin . i tory t ‘ t j 
trial i ud § i ‘ i ‘ t 
in or offering or i oO V id D ' 
the accused the burder f vin { ich act W in nt i not 
done with an unlawful intent 
“ex That any offices I » of the United States wl § 
excepting for lawful 4d it, der id. « ‘ 
from any person, directly « ndi money or t 
connection witl r pertal » t mp tion, at 
examination, or tnspect Ww 3% Oo m ndlse 
herein any bagga | la f e ent t f. « ‘ ict 
thereof shall be fined not $5.00 r b TH ! } j 
labor not more than ftw l ti ad ) t? ‘ ' 
and evidence of such soli in demi exacti eiv 
isfactory to the court in ich l is had stl j 
prima facie evidence that ir d nd t 
celving was cout yt v. i 
of proving that such act w int j ! not wit nu \ 
tion 
“DD. That b e@ i » th 
States in trar amy re il bw t 
having it In char to the ‘ I t 
retained, without the ‘ it uc ‘ y rt « 
forwarded by such collect t pile f port of « 
and to be delive it ul vartu f t 
destination, under ‘suc! rules and ila st etary ¢ 
Treasury may prescribe.” 
s : 1 
A. That for the purpose of read tir » present dnt 
tions into the United Stat c t i t 
export trade of this « intry t , fT 
authorized and empowered to necot 
nations herein ! tual I } 
trade I t ns and furt i re n r tr >» and 
me e ovrided j hat 1 ft j yre | 
at ‘ i lL to I 3 t ited 
ratl n or rejection 
B. That nothing in ¢t t nt } 1 1 nestr ] 
abt ite or in any tt nine ! I ’ e} ft 
of commercial reciprocity concluded between the U1 ‘ :t 
Republic of Cuba on tl lith da f Decembe 190 
of the act of Congress heretofore passed for the « al 
Cc. That there shall be levied, « ed nd | ! n all 
coming into the United States from the Philip; Islands the rat . 
duty which are required ¢ er . l ected, } i 
articles imported from forelgn J ed, TY 
the growth or pro 1 in the 1 n 
from mat the gro e | ) ! 
the Unit at or of t ‘ bi i t cont 
to the value of ) t 1 50 I t f ti t 
cent in case of 1 fact : he ! j 
customs du sh heer llowed t “* ‘| ; 
from the Philippine Islands shal ereafte! ! 
Provided, however, That i id t f 4 7 7 
all articles, the growth, product, { ~i S 
upon which no drawback of l it i 
shall be admitted to the Philipy I f the | ted § f 
of duty ind provided further, 1 the f ] n 
vided, of such articles, the t t ture of tl 
United States, into the I’hilippine | nds, f the owt prod ‘ 
manufacture, as hereinbefore defined t! I ppine Island 
the United States. shall he conditioned n the direct shipment ft! of 
under a through bill of lading, from t! ) y of ortein to the count 
of destination: Provided, That direct shiy nt shall include shipments 
in bond throngh foreign territory nticuous to the United Stat 
Provided, however, That If such artic! become unpacked while en 
route by accident, wreck, or isualty. or so damages to nec 
tate their repacking, the «s 1) be admitted free of duty } 
satisfactory proof that the unpackin urred throu accident o 
necessity and that the merchandise involved is the identical merchand 


originally shipped from the United States or the Philippine Islands, a 
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vy be ind that its condition has not been changed except | of not more than $5,000, or by imprisonment at hard 




























































































































damage may have been sustained ind provided, That there | more than 10 years, or both. 

: vied, collected, and paid, in the United States, upon articles, | G. Subsection 3. That any circuit or district judg 

ad \ ‘ ‘ merchandise ¢ ing into the United States from the | States, within the proper district, before whom I 
1’) ne | n i tax ial to the internal-revenue tax imposed in | of any violation of the two preceding sections is made. + 

ed >} ‘ on the like articles, goods, wares, or merchandise of tion of s h judge, and founded on knowledge or be! 
mat ture; h tax to be paid y internal-revenue stamp belief, setting forth the grounds of such helief, and 
to l 1 by the Commi ner of Internal Revenue, and | or affirmation of the complainant, may issue, conf 
in hoi nner and under such 1 ulat as he, with stitution, a warrant directed to the marshal cr any qd 
tary of » Treasury, shall prescribe; and such | the proper district, directing him to search for, seize. id 
. ' i ( ipped 1 isl is to the | sion of any such article or thing mentioned in t} tw r 
l'nited te i apt from the 7 t t of any tax imposed | tions, and to make due and immediate return thereof , 
ntern ‘ aw the Philippine I nd dnd provide the same may be condemned and destroyed by procecd 
Chat ‘ shall be levied, collected, and 4 lin the Philippine | | conducted in the same manner as other proceeding 
I } n articles, ds, wares, or mi indise going into the | municipa! izure, and with the same right of appeal o 
hi nds from the United States, a tax to the interna H. Subsection 1. That the importation of neat cat 
tax ji wosed in the Philippine Islands pon the like articles, | of neat catt from any foreign country into the 1 

a are r me ndise of Philippine Isl is manufacture; such | hibited: Provided, That the operation of this section 
1 ) paid by internal-revenue stamps or « rwise, as provided by as to any t& ign country or countries, or any p ei 
the \ in the Philippine Islands; and s 1 articl £ ds, wares, or | countries, whenever the Secretary of the Treasury s] 

into tl Philippine Islands from the U1 ad St ‘ mine, and give public notice thereof, that such ) 

ll be exempt from the pa ent of any t imp 1 by the internal tend to the introduction or spread of contag S « 

nue law f the United States: And prot 1 further, " in addi among the cattle of the United States; and the §S 
Hon to the ' taxes imposed in the 1 I } e ll | ury is hereby authorized and empowered, and it 
be levied, ¢ ected, and paid therein upon articlk p res, or | Make all necessary orders and regulations to ry t 
merchandise imported into the Philippine Isla f i intries other | elect, or t spend the same as herein provided, and 
than t United States, the internal-revenue tax imposed by the Philip t ‘eof to tl proper officers in the United States i 
pine Governt t on like articles manufactured i nsumed in the | or agents of the United States in foreign countrfes 
Phi nine Islands or shipped thereto for consumption therein, from |! i ; a 
ti United States And provided further, That from and after the pas Ti Subsection 2. That any person convicted of a 
a of thi ct all Internal revenues « ected in or for account of | ol ny f the provisions of the precedinz section 
the Philippine Islands shall accrue intact to the general government | exceeding $500, or imprisoned not exceeding one yx 
ther f I be ] d ito the in t i y { i led further dis I ; I eourt : 
Phat tion 13 « An act to! revenue f Philippine Islands, I. ‘I all goods, wares, articles, and mercha 
and f other purpose pproved ust 5, 1909, is hereby repealed wh y or in part any foreign country by « nvict } 

D. That articl roods ure rel d ( r » Porto Rico | entitled to entry at any of the ports of the United s 
from the United States shall exempted from the pa it of any tax | ll tation thereof is hereby prohibited, and the s 
imposed by t internal-revenue laws of the U1 d States freasury is authorized and_ lirected to prescribe ! 

| Chat w ever any country, dependency, col , province, or other | May be necessary for the enfore ement of this provisic 
no “al subdivision of government ill pav or bestow. directly or in J. Su tion 1. That a discriminating duty of 10 ; 
d tly, any bounty or grant upon the exportation of any artic r | lorem, in addition to the duties imposed by law, s! 

I b ind m such country, dependency, colony, province, or other lected, and paid on all goods, wares, or meré handi 
political subd on of rnment, and urt or merchandise is | imported in vessels not of the United States, or whi 
d e under the provisions of this act, then upon portation of | tion or manufacture of any foreign country not 
} ‘ or merchandise into the United States. wheth th United States, shall come into the 1 nited States from 
hal imported directly from the country of pros 1 or other country ; bi t ihis dis« riminating duty shall not appl 
W and whether such article or merchandise is imported in the same | 0 Merchandise w shall be imported in ves 
condition as when exported from the production or has been | States entitled at the time of such importation 
cl i i in condition by { fact rwise, there be | tton or act of Congress to be entered in the px { 
d, and paid, in all such cases, it to the duties otherwise | 0 Payment of the same dutie hall thea be | 
imposed by this act, an additional the net amount of such | 22d merchandise imported in vessels of the Uni St 
or grant, however the same or bestowed. The net | 20° products or manufactures as shall be im} 
of all such bounties or grants shall ! from time to time ascer tl = s - ses tn be usual course of strict 1 
determined, and declared by the Secretary of the Treasury, who J. Subsection 2. That no goods, wares, or me , 
ake all needful regulations for the ind ation of such article fr S$ pro soe 1! for a oe shall be oe int he 
dicen ana . © Assesement anc ‘ollectior f enc} iditional rom any ) ign port or place, except n sseis of i 
handise and for the assessment and collection of such additional | or in such foreign vessels as truly and wholly belong 

‘J Subsection 1. That all articles of f ign manufacture or pro- | subjects of that untry of which the goods are the ¢ 

an ’ whicl — Ly alle of be 7 1 ; amped branded or ition, or i \ re, or from which such goods, war 
lw ! iall be m d, stamped, branded or labeled dise c or most u lly are, first shipped 
n ible words, in a conspicious place that shall not be | Al), &000 or merchandise imported contr 
' d by vy subsequent attact nts or arrangements | 224 the ve : the same shall be !mporté 
t¢ ‘ country of origin said ma zr, stamping, brand <Argo, Sec ce SUPHEEUrS, onal! - en 
‘ » article OM oe ee at | manner, and under the same regulations, i 
beaten 7 Sate ; a a a a M seme’ nate ic 4 ' ans - ~, “ameed. hav been heretofore established for the f 
words, the country of origin and the y of their contents, and | S208, 55 ae Of Sheceisares, 06 tae Waited Stat 
until marked in ac ordance vith the d a son ibed in this sec- a onathan 3. That the preceding subsection shal! 
ae te A ge agg pacxag oo oe tr Sveree SO the importer vessels or goods, wares, or merchandise imported in ve 
oO f any article or package of Imported merchandise be marked, | nation which does not maintain a similar regulation 
8 np i, bre nded, or labeled so 10t accul i t indicate the quan the United States. 
city, Rules, Of ere ually contained in such article or | Subsecti . That machinery or other articles t 
ee a ee _ ee =a a ans " © ‘importer until the | re red, molders’ patterns for use in the manufactu 
, / pe ee OF oP se t ase may be, shall be changed so | tended to be and actually exported within six nm 
ee cia the facts of t Sy aatcatt iiaiaeiadaen : : | of importation thereof, commercial travelers’ samp 

whe secretary Of the re a : eS e the necessary rules and | taking orders for merchandise, articles intended ly 
: y out the foregoing pt Om... a | purposes, and automobiles, motor cycles, bicycles, ac 

: “er If any person shall fraudulently violate any of the | balloons, motor boats, racing shells, teams, and saddle 
provisions of this act relating to the marking, stamping, branding, of | jar vehicles and craft brought temporarily into the 
labelin imported articles or packages; or shall fraudu!ently | nonresidents for touring purposes or for the purpose o 
def ce, ys remove, alter, or obliterate any such marks, stamps, | races or other specific contests, may be admited without 
brands, or labels with intent to conceal the information given by or | of duty under bond for their exportation within } 
contained in such marks, stamps, brands, or labels, he shall upon con- | date of importation and under such regulations : 
viction be fined in any sum not exceeding $5,000, or be imprisoned for | qitions as the Secretary of the Treasury may pres ps3 
any time not exceeding one year, or botl : . | no article shall be entitled to entry under this section t! 

G, Subse i. That all | 1 re proh d from importing into | for sale or which is imported for sale on approval. 

‘ United ,_ from an sn country iy obscene book, pam-| J. Subsection 5. That all materials of foreign produc 
phiet, pape ‘iting, advyertisemen cular, print, picture, drawing, | be necessary for the construction of vessels built in the | 


or other representation, figure, or 
terial, or any cast, instrur or 
or any drug or medicine, or any artic hatever for the prevention 
if conception or for causing unlawful abortion, iny lottery ticket, | their outfit and equipment, may be imported in bond un 
r any advertisement of y lottery No such articles, whether im- | lations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescri 
ported separately or contained in packages with other goods entitled to | proof that such materials have been used for such pur] 
ntry, shall be admitted to entry; and all such articles shall be pro- | shal! be paid thereon. 

igainst, seized, and forfeited by due course of law. All such pro- | J. Subsection 6. That all articles of forelgn producti 
hibited articles and the package in which they are contained in the | the repair of American vessels may be withdrawn from 
cot of importation shall be detained by the officer of customs, and | houses free of duty, under such regulations as the 8 
proceedings taken against the same as hereinafter prescribed, unless it | Treasury may prescribe. 
appe to the satisfaction of the collector of customs that the obscene J. Subsection 7. That a discount of 5 per cent on all d 

by this act shall be allowed on such goods, wares, and ™ 





On OF Of | er or other ma- | for foreign account and ownership, or for the purpose 
irticle of an immoral nature, | ployed in the foreign or domestic trade, and all such | 


} , 


sary for the building of their machinery, and all arti 














articles contained in the package were inclosed therein without the 
knowledge or consent of the importer, ownesg, agent, or consignee: | shall be imported in vessels admitted to registration und 
Provided, That the drugs hereinbefore mentioned, when imported in | of the United States. 
bulk and net put up for any of the purposes hereinbefore specified, are K. The privilege of purchasing supplies from public wa! 
excepted from the operation of this subsection. of duty, and from bonded manufacturing warehouses, free 0! 
G. Subsection 2. That whoever, being an officer, agent, or employee | internal-revenue tax, as the case may be, shall be extended 
of the Government of the United States, shall knowingly aid or abet | regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescril« 
any person engaged in any violation of any of the provisions of law | sels of war of any nation in ports of the United States 
vrohibiting importing, advertising, dealing ‘in, exhibiting, or sending | reciprocate such privileges toward the vessels of wir 0 
or receiving by mail obscene or indecent publications or representations, | States in its ports. ; , -—" 
or means for preventing conception or procuring abortion, or other L. That whenever any vessel laden with merchandise, '" “ 
articles of indecent or immoral use or tendency, shall be deemed guilty | in part subject to duty, has been sunk in any river, ha! ; t3 
of a misdemeanor, and shall for every offense be punishable by a fine | waters subject to the jurisdiction of the United States, and Wit)" ” 








w 















for the period of two years, and is abandoned by the owner | in the manufacture or 


any person who may raise such vessel shall be permitted to 
merchandise recovered therefrom into the port nearest to the 
vhere such vessel was so raised free from the payment of any 
inpon. but under such regulations as the Secretary of the 


nav prescribe. 

ell articles manufactured in whole or In part of imported 

of materials subject to internal-revenue tax, and intended 

ortation without being charged with duty, and without baving 
|-revenue stamp affixed thereto, shall, under such regulations 
ecretary of tse Treasury may in order to be 
red and exported, be made and manufactured in bonded ware 


i. That 


prescribe, 


similar to those known and designated in Treasury Regulations 

d warehouses, class 6 Provided, That the manufacturer of 

es shall first give satisfactory bonds for the faithful observ 

il the provisions of law and of such regulations as shall be 

: d by the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided further, That 
¢ manufacture of distilled spirits from grain, starch, molasses, or 
including all dilutions or mixtures of them or either of them, 


t be permitted in such manufacturing warehouses 


Whenever goods manufactured in any bonded warehouse established 
the provisions of the preceding paragraph shall be exported dil 
1 tl from or shall be duly laden for transportation and imme 
d cportation under the supervision of the proper oflicer who shall 
; designated for that purpose. such goods shall be exempt from 
( | from the requirements relating to revenue stamps 
ae iterials used in the manufacture of such goods. and any pack 
ages, coverings, vessels, brands, and labels used in putting up the same 
mat der the regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury, be con 
yeved without the payment of revenue tax or duty into any bonded 
1 facturing warehouse, and imported goods may, under the afore 


esid regulations, be transferred without the exaction of duty from any 


warehouse into any bonded manufacturing warehouse; but this 
privilege shall not be held to apply to implements, machinery, or 
sratus to be used in the construction or repair of any bonded manu 

f iing warehouse or for the prosecution of the business carried on 
No articles or materials received into such bonded manufacturing 


warehouse shall be withdrawn or removed therefrom except for direct 


s nent and exportation or for transportation and immediate ex- 
portation in bond to foreign countries or to the Philippine Islands 
under the supervision of e officer duly designated therefor by the 
collector of the port, who shall certify to such shipment and exporta- 
tion. or ladening for transportation, as the case may be, describing the 
articles by their mark or otherwise, the quantity, the date of ex- 
portation, and the name of the vessel: Provided, That the waste mate- 
! or by-products ineidents to the processes of manufacture in said 
I d warehouses may be withdrawn for domestic consumption on the 





| of duty equal to the duty which would be assessed and col 
] law, if such waste or by-products were imported from a for- 
eign ntry. All labor performed and services rendered under these 
I isions shall be ander the supervision of a duly designated officer of 
the customs and at the expense of the manufacturer. 

\ careful account shall be kept 


DY 
I 


by the collector of all merchandise 











delis d by him to any bonded manufacturing warehouse, and a sworn 
monthly return, verified by the customs officers in charge, shall be 
made y the manufacturers containing a detailed statement of all im 
ported merchandise used by him in the manufacture of exported 
Before commencing business the proprietor of any manufacturing 
house shall file with the Secretary of the Treasury a list of all the 
articles intended to be manufactured in such warehouse, and state the 
f ila of manufacture and the names and quantities of the in 
g ts to be used therein. 
\ s manufactured under these provisions may be withdrawn 
er such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe 
for transportation and delivery into any bonded warehouse at an ex 
t r port for the sole purpose of immediate export therefrom. 
provisions of Revised Statutes 3433 shall, so far as may be 


practicable, apply to any bonded manufacturing warehouse established 
nder this act and to the merchandise conveyed therein. 

N. That the works of manufacturers engaged in smelting or refining 
or both, of ores and crude metals, may upon the giving of satisfactory 
bonds be designated as bonded smelting warehouses. Ores or crude 
Inetals may be removed from the vessel or other vehicle in which im 
ported, or from a bonded warehouse, into a bonded smelting warehouse 
v ut the payment of duties thereon and there smelted or refined, or 
I together with other ores or crude metals of bome or foreign pro- 
nm: Provided, That the several charges against such bonds may be 
‘led upon the exportation or delivery to a bonded manufacturing 


( t 


Warehouse, established under section M of this section, of the actual 
amount of metal produced from the smelting or refining, or both, of 
such ores or crude metals: And provided further, That said metal may 
be withdrawn for domestic 


consumption or transferred 


a ee house and withdrawn therefrom upon the 


to a bonded 
jayment of the 









es chargeable against it in that condition: Provided further, That 
all ta performed and services rendered pursuant to this section shall 
be under the supervision of an officer of the customs, to be appointed 
bY the Secretary of the Treasury, and at the expense of the manu- 
tacturer: Provided further, That all regulations for the carrying out of 


this section shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 











0. That upon the exportation of articles manufactured or produced 
In the United States by the use of imported merchandise or materials 
upc n which customs duties have been paid, the full amount of such 
pet cs paid upon the quantity of materials used in the manufacture or 
; on tion of the exported product shall be refunded as drawback, less 
<< tee oe of such duties: Provided, That where a principal product and 
ene seg an result from the manipulation of imported material and 
tribut ‘a +¥-product is exported, the proportion of the drawback dis- 
this. ~ to such by-product shall not exceed the duty assessable under 
United are a sim:lar by-product of foreign origin if imported into the 
cerrespos Naa Where no duty is assessable upon the importation of a 
product Ti ne by-product, no drawback shall be payable on such by 
pr Seas e juced from the imported material ; if, however, the principal 
refunded os ae then on the exportation thereof there shall be 
rial use din on the whole of the duty paid on the imported mate- 
less 1 nor . " production of both the principal and the by-product, 
the articles n , 48 hereinbefore provided: Provided further, That when 
the mperted Tae are manufactured in part from domestic materials, 
such materiala eae or the parts of the articles manufactured from 
tie ae nee » Shall so appear in the completed articles that the quan- 


: re thereof may be asc : 
the drawback or y be aacertained : 


tinued at the 


And provided further, That 
any article allowed under existing law shall. be con- 
rate herein provided. That the imported materials used 
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production of ar entitled to dra } f 

stoms duties when exported sl I n all ; t ad f 
duties paid on such materials is claimed i it 1 ‘ of 

ich materials used and th m it ! ! » 
ascertained, the facts of the manufact t ‘3 
in the United States and their exportation t t 1 | . 
mined, and the drawback due thereon b d ° 

, r, or exporter, to the nt o ithe t 1 i 
su manufacturer, producer, exporter, o1 ° 
S\ draw back id, under such reg { 
rreasury shall ribe 

rhat on the portation of flavor! extracts, me nal ¢« 

itions (including perfumery) hereafter mant t 1 or i 
n t United States in part from domest leohol on i n 
revenue tax has been paid, there shall be allowed a di ick 1 
amount to the tax foun: é paid on the ak ) used: / 
vided, That no other t n domesti c-] i alco ! ve hee i 
In the manutacture r pro < n of ict | i ms = | ‘ 
back shall be determined and paid er s 1 . i 
upon the filing of such notik ) j i 
dence of payment of tax aud exportati is t f 
ury shall prescribe 

That the provisions f this section la | i t 
the construction and equipment \ Is built 1 
ownership. or for the government of iy for n ' \ 
ing that such vessels may not within the strict m f t t 
articles exported 

P. That upon the reimportation of articles on rted, « 
growth, product. or manufacture of the United State n wil ) 
internal tax has been assessed or pais pon which *h tax 
been paid and refunded by allowan r draw ck, the be i 
collected, and paid duty equal to the ta t { 
revenue laws upon s articles, except arti inufa 1 in 1 
warehouses and exported pu t w. which bject ) 
same rate of duty as if originally imported, but pr of the t 
of such articles shal! be made under general regulations to | pre I l 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Y. That on and after the day when this act shall 0 Into effect l 
goods, wares, and merchandise previously imported, for which no { 
has been made, and all goods, wares, and merchandise pre ly 
tered without payment of duty and under bond for warehousing, tra 
portation, or any other purpose, for which no permit of delivery to the 
importer or his agent has been issued, shall be subjected to the dut 1 
imposed by this act and to no other duty pon t I yr t wi 
drawal thereof: /’rovided, That when tles are based n the w it 
of merchandise deposited in any publie or priva I d wat ise, 
nid duties shall be levied and collected upon the weight of su mer 
chandise at the time of its entry 

R. That whenever articles are exported to the IT a a fa 
class or kind made or produced in the United States, if the export or 
actual selling price to an importer in the United States, or the price at 
which such goods are consigned is less than the fair market valu , 
same article when sold for home consumption in the ial 1d dinary 
course in the country whence exported to the United States at the time 
of its exportation to the United States, there sball, in addition to the 
duties otherwise established, be levied, collected, and paid on such artt- 
cle on its importation into the United States a special duty (or dump- 
ing duty) equal to the difference between the said export or actual 
selling price of the article for export or the price at which such goods 
arc consigned, and the said fair market value thereof for home con- 
sumption, provided that the said special duty shall not exceed 15 per 
cent ad valorem in any case and that goods whereon the duties ot 
wise established are equal to 50 per cent ad valorem shall be exempt 
from such special duty 

“Export price” or “selling price” or “ price at which sucl ) 
are consigned” in this section shall be held to mean and inelud 
exporter’s price for the goods, exclusive of all ce! es thereo 
their shipment from the place whence exported directly to the | i 
States. 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall make such rules and ri 
as are necessary for the carrying out of the provisions of t tion 
and for the enforcement thereof 

S. That the President shall cause to be ascertained each year the 
amount of imports and exports of the articles enumerated in the is 
paragraphs in section 1 of this act and cause an estimate to be 1 la 
of the amount of the domestic production and consumption of iid 
articles, and where it is ascertained that the imports under para 
graph amount to less than 5 per cent of the domestic consumption 
the articles enumerated he shall advise the Congress as to the facts and 
his conclusions by special message 

T. That, except as hereinafter provided, sections 1 to 42, both in- 
clusive, of an act entitled An act to provide 1 ie, equalize duties, 
and encourage the industries of the United Stat ind for ott pu 
poses,” approved August 5. 1909, and all acts and parts of acts incor 
sistent with the provisions of this act, are hereby repealed: /’rovided, 
That nothing in this act sha!!] be construed to repeal or in any ner 
affect the following numbered sections of the aforesaid act ay j 
August 5, 1909, viz: Subsection 29 of section 28 and subsequ i 
visions relating to the establishment and continua » of a cust 4 
court: subsection 30 of section 25, providi additional t 
subsection 12 of section 28 and subsequen rovis ! 

Board of General Appraisers of merchandise; sections 30, 31, 52, 3 
and 35, imposing an internal-revenue tax upon toba : lon pre 
viding for a tennage duty; section 39, authorizing the Secretary of t 
Treasury to borrow on the credit of the United St 3 to defray ex 
penditures on account of the Panama Canal; section 40, authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to borrow to meet public expenditure Pro- 
vided further, That all exci taxes upon corporation imposed by 
section 38 that have accrued or have been imposed for the year ending 
December 31, 1912 shall be returned, assessed, and collected in the 
same manner and under the same provisions, liens, and penalti 

if section 838 continued in full foree and effect: but the repeal of 
existing laws or modifications thereof embraced in this act shal! not 
affect any act done, or any right accruing or accrued, or any suit or 
proceeding had or commenced in any civil case before the said repeal or 
modification ; but all rights and liabilities under said laws shall continue 


and may be enforced in the same manner as if said repeal or modifica 





tions had not been made. Any offenses committed and all penalti 3 
or forfeitures or liabilities incurred — to the passage of this act 
under any statute embraced in or changed, modified, or repealed by 


this act may be prosecuted or punished in the same manner and with 
the same effect as if this act had not been passed. All acts of limita 
tion, whether applicable to civil causes and proceedings or to the pi 







































































































cution of offenses or for the recovery of penalties or forfeitures em- 
braced in or modified, changed, or repealed by this act, shall not be 
affected thereby; and all suits, proceedings, or prosecutions, whether 


civil or criminal, for causes arising or acts done or committed prior to 
the passage of this act, may be commenced and prosecuted within the 
same time and with the same effect as if this act had not been passed. 

U. That unless otherwise herein specially provided, this act shall 
take effect on the day following its passage. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I now ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution which I have sent to the desk, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies of H. R. 3321, “An act to reduce tariff 
duties and to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses,” be printed for the use of the Senate folding room. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I simply want to call the Sen- 
ator’s attention to the fact that, if that resolution be passed, it 
will be sent back by the Public Printer, because it will cost 
more than $500 to print that number of copies of the bill. I 
know that 2,175 copies of the tariff bill cost $500 to print, be- 
cause they have been printed for the other House. If the reso- 
lution is passed, the Printing Office will not be able to print 
the number of copies suggested, as the work would cost more 
than $500. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In the light of the information given by the 
Senator from Utah, I will change the resolution so as to read 
* 2.000 copies.” 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator can make the number 2,150, if he 
desires, but 2.000 will be all right. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will make the number 2,000. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi still 
has the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I now move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I desire to make a parliamentary 
inguiry. The Chair made the announcement that the Senator 
from Mississippi “still has the floor.” There would have been 
no possible objection to the announcement of the Chair that the 
Senator from Mississippi had the floor, but I protest against any 
Senator taking the floor and doling it out to other Senators. 
There is no rule under which that can be done. It is a practice 
that can be abused, and it is one that has been repudiated by 
the Senate. On this particular occasion I shall not press the 
matter, but I do intend to insist that that shall not happen any 


more. A Senator has no such right. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that the 


Senator from Arkansas is right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In this particular case I obtained the floor 
to move an adjournment, and yielded to the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. StmMmons], 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. A Senator has no right to farm 
out the time under our code of rules here. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I merely yielded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will announce, for the 
benefit of the Senator from Arkansas, that he has been informed 
by those who know that the statement of the Senator from 
Arkansas is correct, and that no Senator can farm out the floor. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, Of course that is right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I was not farming out the floor. 
yielded to an interruption. 

Mr, CLARKE of Arkansas. The Senator had no right to 
yield, and when he yielded he went off the floor. He had no 
right to dole it out to anybody. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I now move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. NORRIS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr, President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. The motion is not debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

VALORIZATION OF COFFEE. 

Mr. NORRIS. At the last session of the Senate I announced 
that immediately upon the close of the morning business to-day 
I desired to address the Senate upon the reply of the Attorney 
General to Senate resolution 58. I will say I have not been 
permitted to do that because other matters have intervened. 
In case I desire, as I do, at the conclusion of the morning 
business or the unfinished business at the next session, to 


I simply 


address myself to that subject, is it necessary to make that 
announcement again now? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. NORRIS. 


It is, 
Then, I desire to give that notice now. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I ask for the regu): 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President- 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A motion to adjourn has been mai d 
that motion is not debatable, re 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon the 
of the Senator from Mississippi that the Senate adjourn. 
ting the question.] The noes seem to have it, and the ; 
is lost. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask for a division. 

The Senate refused to adjourn, there being, on a di 
ayes 5, noes 45. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to th |. 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, a parliamentary ingyip, 
Was the presence of a quorum disclosed? , _ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair takes the fiew; 19 
given to him by the Secretary. The Chair refuses to ; 
counting official. 

Mr. BACON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I mean, was the presence of a quot 
closed on the figures given by the Secretary? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty Senators responded to the 
eall for a division. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That was all of my parliamentary i y, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] that the Senate dd 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 14 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 56 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, \ 
13, 19138, at 2 o'clock p. m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May ! 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Louis Murphy, of Iowa, to be collector of internal reve for 
the third district of Iowa, in place of Michael J. Tobin, 
seded. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John Purroy Mitchel, of New York, to be collector of customs 
for the district of New York, in the State of New Yor's, in place 
of William Loeb, jr., resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Capt. Robert S. Griffin to be engineer in chief and ( 
the Bureau of Steam Engineering, with the rank of rear ad: 
miral. 

Commander Victor Blue to be Chief of the Bureau of Naviga- 
tion, with the rank of rear admiral. 

Lieut. Charles P. Huff to be lieutenant commander. 

Paymaster John H. Merriam to be pay inspector. 

Boatswain William Fremgen to be chief boatswain. 

TO BE CHIEF CARPENTERS. 

Robert Morgan. 

James P. Shovlin. 

John A. Price. 

Alfred R. Hughes. 

James L. Jones. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Lloyd Noland to be assistant surgeon, Medical Reser e Corps 

Milton J. Rosenau to be assistant surgeon, Medical Keser 
Corps. 

George A. Stowell to be second lieutenant, Marine Cor) 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Ben Marshall to be collector of internal revenue for the 
enth district of Kentucky. 

RECEIVER OF PuBLIC MONEYS. 

Mrs. Annie G. Rogers to be receiver of public moneys «' * 
ville, Colo. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

H. Frank Woodcock to be register of the land office a 
Dalles, Oreg. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALASKA, 


Minnie E. Swineford, Ketchikan. 


















GEORGIA, 


’. Baker, Woodbury. 
KENTUCKY. 


Cleo W. Brown, Mount Vernon. 

( les M. Griffith, Russellville. 

Orrin Derby Todd, Shelbyville. 

John G. Carrithers, Taylorsville. 

Ernest W. McClure, Leitchfield. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 

G. C. Knickerbocker, Eureka. 

TENNESSEE. 

Clarence W. Moore, Smithville. 

( ries E. Rodes, Manchester. 

William Brewer, Woodbury. 

J k. Brown, Cleveland. 





WITHDRAWALS. 
ire nominations withdrawn from the Senate May 9, 1913. 


— 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Louis W. Murphy, of Iowa, to be collector of internal revenue 

for the third district of Iowa, in place of Michael J. Tobin, 
seded, is hereby withdrawn because of error in name. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John Purroy Mitchel, of New York, to be collector of customs | 
for the district of New York, in the State of New York, in place 
of William Loeb, jr., resigned, is hereby withdrawn because of 
error in spelling name, 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, May 9, 1913. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
rhe Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
Ki ra he toes of Thy care, O God our Father, which come | 


to us in sunshine and shadow, joy and sorrow, hope and dis- 
appointment, faith and doubt, victory and defeat, we thank Thee, 
nd most earnestly pray that they may have their perfect work, 
fitting us for the now and the then, the here and the there, in 
the great fields of endeavor which wait on us; that we may grow 


day by day into the likeness of our Maker after the similitude 
of the Master. Amen. 
THE JOURNAL, 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Journal will 
be considered as approved. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
want to call attention to what I think is an error in the Jour- 
nal. The recital is that I offered a motion to recommit, and 
then the next recital is that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Murpock ] offered a substitute, and next that the gentleman from | 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] raised the point of order against 
my original motion, and that after discussion the point of order | 
was sustained. Then the Journal doves not show that I offered 
another motion to recommit, which was finally received and | 
acted upon by the House without any point of order. That is 
omitted entirely, and the recital is that the vote was taken on 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Kansas, and then | 
that the vote was taken on my original motion. In other words, | 
reference to my motion to recommit, on which the vote was 
taken, is entirely omitted from the Journal. 

rhe second motion to recommit not having been read in the 
House, the text of that motion was omitted from the Reconrp, | 
although the Recorp correctly recites the fact that my second | 
motion to recommit was made. I think the error in the Journa! 
occurs in that way. 

__ The SPEAKER. The gentleman states the matter correctly. 
rhe way it occurred was this: The gentleman from New York | 


but 


New 


that 


Resolred, 
Sergeant at 


District 
said Charles C. 
Repres 





-y a a motion to recommit, which the Chair ruled out 
dia pr se The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] never 
th: Pr er any substitute or amendment to that motion. After 
+ gd ae ee the gentleman from New York was disposed of by 
from we yo on the appeal, and so forth, then the gentleman | 
a with t ork [Mr. Payne] offered a second motion to recom- 
. a 1 instructions, the instructions being identical with those 
meent ae which was ruled out of order, except that the 
aiesien pry me left out the proposition about the tariff com- 
New York. a whichever it is. When the gentleman from 
lent die (Mr. Payne] offered that second motion to recommit 

sentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] offered his substi- 
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tute, and the vote was t arom 
Kansas 


MANN. 


full the two motic 
‘he SPEAKER. 
Mr. MURDOCK. 
motions to 
Mr. PAYNE. 
I made. 


FINLEY. 


RICHARD 


MANN. 


Mr. FINLEY. 
Mr. MANN. 


DAVIS of West 

leged resolution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk 

The gentleman from West Virgi: 

privileged resolution, which will be read by the Cl 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. MANN. 


DAVIS of West Virginia. 
that probably three hours will be consumed by those who desire 
to speak in favor of the resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 


[Mr 
division. 
did not muster enough 
Then the vote was taken on the second motion of the 


York 


MURDOCK | 


Recorp does 


credentials 
ask the gentleman from South Carolina, is there 

None at all; not a vote against 
I do not object to his 

Mr. WHALEY appeared at the bar of the 
oath of office. 
CHARLES C. 


That 
Arms commanding him 
found the body of Charles C. Glover, 
of Columbia, 
brought 
entatives 
charge that he, on Friday, April 
‘., committed 
Sims, a Representative in 
of Tennessee, because of words spoken | a 
in debate on the floor of the House of Represent 
was in regular 
committing sald assault Charies C. ! il 
of the privileges and a contempt of the House of Repré 

the said Charles C, rnis] 
lution and a copy of the report of the sel 
Representatives appointed to investi 
in the House of Representatives 


DAVIS of West J 
ing to discuss the resolution I shoul 
some time for debate. 1] 
ticipated that the resolution will be opposed ? 

Mr. MANN. 
from Kansas 


itiy 
session Sixty-second ¢ gt 
4 


understand, 
[Mr. CAMPBELL] 
opposition to the resolution, 
men who desire to be heard upon it 
at present I am not informed. 
Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. 
Kansas if he is advised that 
him who desire to speak? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
will participate in the discussion against the 
resolution or not. 
pressed an intention of doing so, althongh many 
stated that they might get into the discussion if 
was offered. 
Mr. DAVIS of West 
tleman from Kansas desire? 
CAMPBELL. 


Speaker, th 
desires for hims¢ 
Whether there are 


I wi 


are ot] ers 1D 


I have not 


Then I would suggest 
left open as to those who oppose the resolution. 


motion of 


He demanded t division, and 


! 


he demanded the Ve 
to get the ve 


Journal ought 
mus offered by the gentleman from 
Of course. 


not show 


It does not print in full the secon 
It states that 

The SPEAKER. 
up from the Recorp, and if 
Journal would 
come after us, both the Journal and Rrecorp 
respect. 
was, and both corrections 


* the motion. 
part of the Jom 
orp did not 


the bene 


out in full 


ude. 

A MEME! 
colleagu 

he first sti 


Carolina, is present, and his credentials are on 
present him to take the oath of 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. FINLEY. 


are the credentials? 
Mr. Speaker, I understand his « 
been sent to the Clerk of the House. 


being at the 


Houss 


GLOVER, 


Mr. Speaker, 


his warrant 


to take in 
the city of W 


istody to kee 


of May 191 


1913, in the <« 


f R 


on 


Sixty-third Cor 


the id Key 


nas t 


d with 


Speaker 


# . 
l be glad if 


like to inqu 


il 


on this sit 


1! } 
ik ask the 


lvised as to whet! 


talked with any 


How much time 


the privilege 
Whether I shall occupy all the time or not I do not know 
How much time does the gentleman from 
Virginia think will be required by those in favor of the reso 
lution? 
am advised, 


that 









































being sworn in 
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Ho \ take notice of the fact that the membership has 
been ve busy within the last ty weeks, since this matter 

id little opport ty has been offered to inquire into 

1 f ivolved in this unusual proceeding, and it may be that 

mbers, after | ring the discussion, will feel justified in tak 
ng part in it in o; Sit n to it. 

Ir. MANN. I will suggest to the gentle from West Vir- 

! hat if we should have two hours and a quarter or two | 

da half on eacl de, that that ud probably cover 
the ti ; 

ir. DAVIS of West Virginia. I am satisfied that that would | 
b enongh, In view of th limited evidence of any intention 

oO} the resolution, I think we can hardly make an even 
‘ sion of the time. I do not want to be unfair about it. 

Mr. MANN. ‘There are several gentlemen on the other side 
who have indicated that they may desire time in opposition to 
the resolution, and I believe there are several gentlemen on the 
other side who desire to be heard in favor of the resolution. 
I] suggest two hours and a half on each side of the House, and 
we will endeavor to give time on this side to those in favor of 
the resolution. 

Mr. COVINGTON. If the gentleman from Illinois expects 
to take enre of those on that side who support the resolution, 
that will be agreeable. 

MANN. We will take care of them, in part anyhow. I 
think there will be no trouble about that. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unonimous consent that general debate on this resolution be 
limited to five hours, two hours and a half to be controlled by | 


myself and two hours end a half by the gentieman from Illinois. 
Mr. MURDOCK rose 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
yield to the gentleman from Kansas? 
DAVIS of West Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I would like to say to the a 


from West Virginia 


Mr 


ntleman from 


West Virginia that I would like to make an arrangement for 
time, although I do not known that anyone desires to speak 
on it. Will the gentleman from Illinois give me some time? 
Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; the gentleman would be entitled to a 
portion of the time. 
Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unnnimous consent that debate on this resolution be limited to 


five hours, two hours and a half of which is to be controlled 
by myself and two hours and a half by the gentleman from 
Ti line that at the end of that time the previous question be 
nsidered ordered on the resolution and all amendments 
thereto. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman asks that the previous question 
be considered as ordered on the resolution and all amendments 
thereto. I would like to couple with that the right of gentle- 
men to offer amendments. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. 


is: 


ee as 


I have no objection to that. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that debate on this resolution be limited 
to five hours, one half of the time to be controlled by himself 
and the other half to be controlled by the gentleman from 
Illinois |[Mr. MANN]; that at the end of the five hours, or sooner 
if the debate ends, the previous question shall be considered as 


ordered on the resolution and all amendments thereto. Is 
there objection? 

rhere was no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the resolution 
which has just been read from the Clerk’s desk is offered by 
unanimous instruction of the special committee created by 
House resolution No. 59. 

By that resolution the committee was charged with a double 
duty—tirst, to investigate whether or not a current rumor to 
the effect that an assault has been committed upon a Member of 
the House because of words spoken on this floor was or was 
not true; and, second, if that rumor were found to be true to 
recommend to the House such procedure as should be thereupon 
had. In conformity with the resolution your committee pro- 
ceeded to investigate the facts, and reports that such an assault 
reported in fact occurred. It is well, perhaps, that the 
facts should be beyond all possibility of dispute, and that the 
House can proceed to such action as its judgment may direct 
without fear that any person will be injured or any inadvertent 
error committed because of a conflict of testimony. By the 
testimony of eyewitnesses present at the time of the occurrence, 
by subsequent oral statements made by the gentleman now 
accused and later by his voluntary written admission, it con- 
clusively appears that on the 18th day of April last Mr. Charles 
C. Glover made a personal attack upon Representative THetus 
W. Sims, of Tennessee, and that the provoking cause of that 


attack was words spoken by Representative Sims upon the 


as 





we > . Tra 
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| floor of this House during the sessions of the Sj 
| Congress. 
With the questions of fact so simplified, Mr. Speal 
|r wn: ins to I considered by the House the ] W i 
} power, and if it shall conclude that it has power and 


tion to punish, the appropriate punishment will then 


mined upon. Your special committee is not divided 
either as to the law of the case or the course to he | 
| It is not necessary to indulge in any discussion 


} eral scope of congressional privilege or to attempt any « 
definition privileges of the House. 
I i and the courts have decli: 
| or define either the privileges of the House or of its \| 
vious reason that an incomplete definit 
treated 


of the 


this b dy 


Again ar 
ith ty] 


ed to cA 


| for the very ol 
afterwards be 


a surrender of privileges ri 


House. By the admitted facts, howey: I 
that in this instance a eo 
and most sacred characte 


invaded. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, 
question at this time? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. I do. 

Mr. DYER. Did the committee which had this mat 
consideration go into the statements made by the 
from Tennessee [Mr. Srtms], which apparently 
caused the dispute or assault? Did the commi(t 
into consideration, or did the committee deem it pertir 
question at issue to go into the matter of what was s 
gentleman from Tennessee upon the floor of this Hou 
caused the assault by Mr. Glover? 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. The committee did not 


will the gentleman yield 


from West 








belonging to the 
have stated, it is clear 
privilege of the highest 


particular enter into that question, and it may 
stated now as later that the committee did not reg 


controversy as in any sense a personal one between the , 
men involved. It did not concern itself with the de 
provocation which the accused believed he had suffered 
it attempt to determine whether the charges which 
cause of his irritation were well founded or not. and 
sons which I shall assign in a moment the committee | 
that to be absolutely immaterial to the question bef 
House. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOP. What difference would it make as to v 
you had examined into that question or not, because th 
the gravamen of the action? The gravamen of the: 
attack on the Member, irrespective of what brouglt 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yielde 
gentleman for a question, and I think I bave already a: 
the question. I agree with the statement of the 
which followed his question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to admonish 
that the rule about interruptions is that the gentle: 
desires to interrupt shall first address the Chair. and 
Chair asks the gentleman who has the floor whether 
yield; and gentlemen must not address each other in th i 
person. The rule at first does not seem to have t 
amount of sense in it, but when it is considered in al! 
ings it will be seen that that is the way to keep order 


w 


VI 


House. 
Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman i 
question? 


Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. GILLETT. Would not the provocation which w 
have some bearing upon the amount of punishment intl 
the House? 
Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. In my judgment it w 
That is a matter which, of course, every Member of th 
must for himself determine. 
Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman, I presume, will deal w 
point in due course. 
Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. That will naturally arise !0 
the course of the proceedings. Now, with the permissi f the 
House, I shall decline to yield further until I have mace My 


statement. bile 8 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia fives 


notice that he declines to yield further. 


Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. In opening the discuss if 
this resolution I desire on behalf of the committee to 8 
brief outline of the position they have assumed, and | I 
nave stated it with rensonable fullness I must ask to be es i 
from yielding to further questions. ’ 


The constitutional privilege which has been invaded 's 


+) 


1e 


course, Mr. Speaker, in the mind of every Member of | 








1915. 


= sixth clause of Article I of the Constitution pro- 
Senators and Represent: sive s shall be privileged dei 
their attendance at the of their re- 
Houses and in going to and returning from the same, 
t for any speech or in either House they shall 
not be questioned in any other place. These two great immunt- 
{ re the defense and the support of every legislative body. 
‘| re indispensable to the proper exercise of its functions, 
n if not provided by the express language of the Consti- 
). the very necessity of the c and the whole history of 
entary government would have justified the conclusion 
{ ‘hey had been conferred by implication. How vital the 
of the Constitution deemed this freedom of speech 
gs at once apparent when we consider the sweeping lan- 
e in which it was conferred. 
In the first place, the express language of the Constitution 
that Senators and Representatives shall not be questioned 
other place, thus making the immunity absolutely un- 
ted in point of space, whether it be a court, a similar 
a popular gathering, a public highway, or a private 
her. All are included in this general phrase. 
In the second place, this immunity is left absolutely unre- 
ted in point of time. No attempt is made to set a period 
hevond which a Member shall be no longer protected; but from 


vides that 


during sessions 


debate 


nse 


! _ 


ny 


‘ bly, 


the moment when words are spoken upon this floor to the very 
dav of his death there is extended over him at all times the 
shield of the Constitution. 

rhis immunity again arises not from some but from all 


While the language of the Con- 
it has been repeatedly 
that these words in- 
this floor. As the 
nid in Kilbourn wv. 


forms of congressional ac tivity. 

on ig “for any speech or debate,’ 

th by this L.dy and by the courts 

clude everything that may be done upon 

eme Court of oe United States has 
rhompson (103 U. S., 168): 

ld be a narrow view of the constitutional provision to limit 

is spoken in debate. The reason of the rule as forcible in 

n te written reports presented in that body by its committees, 

tions offered which, though In writing, must be reproduced in 

ind to the act of voting, whether it Is done vocally or by pass- 

en the tellers. In short, to things generally done in a session 

liouse by one its Members in relation to the business be 


it 
its 


IS 


of 


stly, Mr. Speaker, it may be observed that this immunity 
ily unlimited in space and time and subject matter, but 
jually so as to the manner in which it may be infringed. 
rhat is to say, the Constitution, in using the word 
ilds to this immunity an element equally sweeping 
inclusive with those which I have named. It in- 
by this language to provide not only that a Member 
t be questioned in a court of law, either by civil action 
nal proceeding, but that he shall not be questioned in 
other way which may tend to put him in fear. He to 
bsolute and unrestricted freedom of debate and action, 
¢ that there is neither court nor official nor man nor mob 
n assail him for the words that he has used. He is 
pr from personal assault by force and arms. He is e\ 
protected from verbal abuse and assault for this cause. As 
“l in the report, it is obvious that if one may not 
Member for words spoken in debate under the processes 
he can not do taking the law into his own hands 
Now, what I have said so far relates primarily 
ty which the Member himself enjoys, and 
believe it has been correctly described; 
discussion we are not concerned with 
ty enjoyed by the gentleman from 
has the right to plead that immunity at any time 
iy be made upon him and to use it for his own protec- 
1 wheresoever he may choose, but the reason for the resolu- 
t now before the House is that the House itself has an inter 


+! 


ques- 


iS 


is 


] 


ad aa 
question 
e of 
So by 
8: to the 
this sta 
in the e 

the personal 
Tennessee [Mr. S 


im 
nd 


~~ 


from 
but 
I Vu vwler 
IMS] 


when at 


est in the immunity wholly apart from that of the individual 
Mi It will be at once conceded not only that each Mem- 
ber should be left free in counsel and debate, but that the House 
as an aggregate whole must enjoy a similar freedom, and that 
iS an aggregate whole composed of individual units it has a 
right to the free participation of each one of its constituent 
Mi ers. Thus, whenever the privilege of a single Member is 
invaded, whenever he is deprived of the protection afforded to 
him by the ¢ ‘onstitution, the collective whole, of which he is but 
4 single unit, is weakened just that much. If his attendance 
Upon Congress is prevented, the numerical strength of the body 
‘ diminished. If in his actions in C ongress he is intimidated, 
oa moral force of the body is impaired to that extent. So it is 
: every parliamentary body of which any record has been 
a ‘tved has always treated an attack upon the constitutional! 
privileges of a member as 


an attack upon itself. 
ain it may be asked whether the interest which the House 
\ins in a Member's privilege and the right to punish its in- 


Rea 


'ONGRESSLON AL Led ( OK - 


Fie asion is as imperishable and as permanent as the Me 
interest in his own privilege. It is not necessary { 
ent case to determine that question. I 
for myself and not for the members of the ro 
that I think the time does come when the II 
ceases to be interested in the protection of a Mer 
but I think that time comes only when the Membet 

E be a part of this body. So long as he is Mem! 
body, the injury done to him weak its joint and rd 
strength. 

| The speech or debate may have been mad 

| Congress, as in this instance, or they n 
in the present Congre but, in the opinion of 
colleagues, the wrong and injury that { Il 
itself is not measured by th consid If | 

having uttered the objectionable words in 
enters this body, he comes in clothed wit) Le 
clouk of an immunity already earned, and in « 

| this present session he may join his co-Members 
untrammeled performance of their common funct 

ies to all the protection which the Constitution gives 
If his constitutional protection is denied him or b 
right invaded, it does not matter to the Houss LI 

| when the Member secured his immunity, but it d 

| matter to the — = the attack is made upon h 
in after years a Me ver goes from this body back to the 1 

| of cies sage tec ereigae 6 epahaasoe ve ind is then qu ( 
his speeches or debates, it n y be that S TO ii Ii 
he then stands on the same plane as other pr { Z 

Mr, MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield fe 

Mr. DAVIS of West Vir,zinia I will 

Mr. MADDEN. What is the remedy fo 
served here but is now a priva 

| Mr. DAVIS of West Virgin He } 

| civil law. He may plead his immu n 

| He may plead it in bar of a o l pro { 

| his body, his person, his d 1 ‘ 

tion that every other man has under th ivil ay ! 

| Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, will the vield 
for a question? 

The SPEAKER Does the gentleman f1 We \ 
yield to the gentleman from South Dakot 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. If the ' 
enough to make it very I will 

| Mr. MARTIN. The gen n has stated 

| the interest of the House in t 

| cease when the Member leaves this body I 

| gest to the gentleman whether he may not be 

| that point. Is it not likely th f Member « ‘ 

| violent account for official statem« ; made on t 

| House when he is a Member, ld b 

| would be called to account for wi 1 his 1 

| it would interfere with the ful lf 

| 

| of the House? 

| Mr. DAVIS of West Vii 

| gentleman’s sug n - ( I 
interJe¢ hg my own oj 

}an issue foreign to the f rin 

The SPEAKER Tl Wi \ 
Davi 1 Lew ] OI! ents ico _ i { } | 
until J hrough with his ni ! 

| Chair will do his best to keep « vbody of 
and hopes the Members themselves will y 
| gentleman’s request not to be interrupted 
| Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Now, Mr. S| 
| tion which I have outlined in t , ‘te 
| ported by the precedents of this H lb 
| other parliamentary bodies, and by the d 
| Within the limited time that I expe. 
ito eall attention to all thes Dl 
in full. 
| The recorded ases in Engl: ] 
sixteenth century, and from that t HH 
Commons has regarded an attact on its 1 by for 
spoken in debate as a breach of the privileges of the Hous 
a contempt of its authorit rhis it has 
poo punished 
The colonial assemblies ‘laimed ai similar | \ ( 
power. In 1691 the Assembly of New York, for i 
| into custody a Wel for insulting and R. Richards 
} assaulting a uber. Before the formation of the pr 
| Government, wie tual ress sat under the Articles of Confe 
| tion, a challenge was sent in the year 1777, under the d 
} custom then in force, to a distinguished Member of that 
' gress, Gunning Bedford, by reason of words spoken in de 
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VI s he o be an infraction of the privileges of Congress 
‘ ‘ mished as such 
in year 1832 there occurred the famous attack of Samuel 
Ilo ” upon William Stanberry, a Member of the House from 
th f Ohio, for words spoken in debate upon the floor. 
Lion um, who had been a Member of this House but was no 
longer so, attacked Stanberry on the street but a short distance 
from this building and grievously wounded him. The matter 
W called to the attention of the House by a proceeding similar 
to | \ I f sted here, and after a most exhaustive 
debat 1 debate the reading of which will more than repay 
those w have the time and inclination to indulge in it—after 
ihe power of the House to punish had been challenged in the 
T jit and si ful of arguments and had been defended 
h even greater ability, the House decided by an emphatic 
inajority that its privileges hud been invaded, called the offender 
to the bar of the House in the custody of the Sergeant at Arms, 
nflicted upon him an appropriate punishment. 
in, in the year 1857, two Members of the House went to 
thi nate Chamber at the other end of the Capitol and 
inflicted upon the person of Charles Sumner, a Senator from 
Massachusetts, a seric assault. The Senate considered the 


matter and decided that it had no power over the person of 4 


f ver of the coordinate branch of Congress, but remanded 
th I s to their own House for punishment. The com- 
mittee of the Senate, which recommended this action, added to 
its report by way of friendly admonition to the coordinate 
branch that 

e judgement of the House has always held an assault upon a Mem- 
! words spoken in debate to be a violation of the privileges of 
t ' 

‘) “1 not take time to discuss the subsequent history of 
th e, but the House took the position that its offending | 
Menibers were punishable. 

In the year 1865 a Member of the House was assaulted by 
reison of his official action. William D. Kelley was attacked 
by A. P. Field, who, not content with insulting him at a public 
table, followed this with a violent attack with an open knife, 
nflicting a painful wound upon Kelley, and threatening to shoot 
him before he went to bed. It is not surprising that the House 
( sidered this a breach of privilege, and it must be conceded 
t! the penalty of a reprimand at the bar of the House seems 
hvrdly appropriate to the offense. In delivering his reprimand, 
‘ ker Colfax said: 

Hiall assemble those who have been chosen by the suffrage 
of thelr constituents throughout the continental area of the Republic 
to del rate and decide pon the gravest matters of national concern 
] ring, often widely, from each other, their acts and votes on many 
q tions 0 prove distasteful to large portions of the people for 
wl tt legislate, and the Constitution has therefore wisely declared 
thet no Representative shal] be questioned elsewhere for words spoken 
here n debate Accountable as every Representative is to this body 
with which he is associated, to which is reserved the right of expul- 
sion for whatever renders him unworthy of its membership, the House 
h repeatedly decided that menace or assault by one Member upon 
another | a flagrant breach of privilege, rendering the offender 

to whatever proper punishment it may see fit to inflict. And } 
wl th subjecting a sworn associate to its discipline, it claims and 
exercises the right to fix the penalty against those not of the body 
i vho endeavor by threat or attack to interfere with the freest 
a f its Members 

Before the legislatures of the various States many similar 
proceedings have been had. In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, we 
are entirely justified in following these parliamentary prece- 
dents The soundest motives of public policy and the most 


irrefutable reasons warrant our doing so, but we have the added 
support of learned text writers and distinguished jurists. Mr. 
Cushing, in his “Law of Legislative Assemblies.” undertakes 
the bold task of enumerating the collective or aggregate priv- 
ileges of a legislative assembly. I read from page 246 of the 
ninth edition: 
610. The rights 

legislative assembly, 
the same general 


and immunities 
considered as an 
reason upon which 
rest, namely, to enable the assembly 
which it is fnvested tn a free, Intelligent, and impartial manner. 

611. T privileges of this kind, which belong to each branch of a 
legislative assembly, may be classified and arranged under the follow- 
ing he namely : 
judge of 


incident to or conferred 
aggregate body, are 
those of the individual members 
to perform the functions with 


1 
} 


he 


i Ze 
member 


2. To choose its own officers and remove them at pleasure. 


the returns, elections, and qualifications of its 


4. To establish its own rules of proceeding. 
4 To have the attendance and service of Tis members. 
h. To be secret in its proceedings and debates. 


6. To preserve its own honor, dignity, purity, and efficiency by the 

expulsion of an unworthy or the discharge of an incompetent member. 
7. To protect itself and its members from personal violence. 

— _ protect itself and its members from libelous and slanderous 

attacks, 
9. To protect itself and its members from corruption. 

a. To require information touching public affairs from the public 

olicers, 


11. To require the opinion of the judges and other law officers on 
important occasions, 


upon a | 
founded in | 
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12. To investigate, 
subject or matter in 
sequently to protect 


by the testimony of witnesses or othe; 
refer to which it has power to a 
parties, witnesses, and counsel in their 
when summoned or having occasion to attend for that pury 

13. To be free from all inte: of the other coordin 
and of the executive and judiciary departments in its pro 
any matter depending before it. 


nee 





erence 


Later on he says (p. 251): 
628. All attacks upon the persons of the members ‘or of 


legislative assembly or others attending and privileged. as wit sal 
parties, whether by actual violence or by threats, and all diso 
near, or about the place of sitting have been always deem 
breaches of privilege and punishable accordingly, ; - 
One after another of the highest courts of the variou 
have declared that the authority to punish a breach of | 
is a necessary incident, inherent in the very organiza 
legislative bodies as well as in courts of law or equity 
statutory provisions. I quote some of {) 


re 


pendent of 
thorities: 


The authority to punish contempts 1s a necessary incident, 
in the very organization of all legislative bodies and of a ’ 
law or equity, independent of statute provisions. (State 
87 N. H., 450.) 

The right to punish fer contempts in a summary man 
been mitted as inherent in courts of justice and tn 
assemblies, founded upon great principles which are coe 
be coexistent with the administration of justice in every 
power of self-protection. And it is only where this right 
claimed to a greater extent than this and the foundation 
laid fer extensive classes of contempts, not legitimately a: f 
sustained by these great principles, that it has been contested 
branch of the common law bronght from the mether cou t 
sanctioned by cur Constitution. The discretion involved in t 
necessarily In a great measure arbitrary and undefinab nd 
experience of ages has demonstrated that it is compatib! 
liberty and auxiliary to the purest ends ef justice and t 
exercise of the legislative functions, especially when these f 
exerted by a legislative assembly (Neel r. State, 9 Ark., 259 

I find it asserted and uniformly conceded a common-! 
that not only may a legislative bodw inflict punishment on its 
who may be guilty of-contempt, but {ft may impose like 
other persons who may commit disorder in the presence of 
or who may ignore or treat with contempt its lawful pr 
guilty of such other acts before the House or its committee 
directly necessarily to defeat, embarrass, or 
ings. “This is a power inherent in the House or bodies c« 
legislative branch, and for the exercise thereof no 
tional provision is required; such power exists whether so « 
not. (Lowe v. Summers, 69 Mo. App., 649.) 

The right of punishing for contempts 
inherent in all courts of justice and 
essential for their protection and extstence. 
common law adopted and sanctioned 
discretion involved in this power is in a great measure 
undefinable, and yet the experience of ages has demonst 
is perfectly compatible with civil liberty and auxiliary to 
ends of justice. (Yates v. Lansing, 9 Johns., 417.) 


ad all 


a i 
obstruct it : 


and 


expres 
cpr 


by summary cor 
legislative as t 
It is a brar 
by our State constitut 
“aft 


Across the water the courts of England have 
that the House of Commons possessed this power. In 
of Burdett v. Abbott (14 East’s Repts., 1), Lord 
describes the power and the reason for its exist: 
language: 


The privileces which belong to them seem at all times to ! 
and necessarily must be, inherent in them, independent 
dent; it was necessary that they should have the most 
security to enable them freely to meet for the pu 
charging their important functions, and also that they s 
the right of self-protection—I do not mean merely against a 
vidual wrong—for poor and impotent Indeed would be the 
of Parliament if they conid not also protect themselves again 
and affronts offered to the aggregate body which might pr: 
pede the full and effectual exercise of their parliamentary) 
This is an essential right necessarily inherent in the supr« 
ture of the Kingdom, and of course as necessarily inherent in 
liament assesbled in the two Houses as in one. The rig 
protection implies, as a consequence, a right to u the 
means for rendering such self-protection effectual. Independent . 
fore, of any precedents or recognized practice on the sul t L 
body must a priori be armed with a competent authority t e 
the free and independent exercise of its own proper functi 
ever those functions might be. 


¢ 


Of course, it has been asserted that precedents arising 
House of Commons are without authority here because of U 
historical fact that in the dim past Commons and Lords sat as 
a single body, with judicial and legislative power, and 
of the suggestion that when they separated the right to 


— 


punish for contempt was retained by the Commons as ‘ i 
judicial residuum and not as inherent in the constitution of (he 
House itself. But, echoing the words of Lord Ellenbor $ 
seems more a matter of antiquarian curiosity than leca! |ur 
portance. The decisions of the State courts with refer bea 
the State legislatures may also be objected to as preced as 


this body, because State legislatures are not restricted 
doctrine of granted or delegated power. 

But we need not perplex ourselves with these fine o's! 
tions, for there is ample warrant in express decisions tur \'» 
claim of power by the House of Representatives. a 

In the famous case of Anderson v. Dunn (6 Wheat., -'" 
the question was raised and decided by the Supreme °°" 
of the United States as long ago as the year 1832. For ole 
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» to influence a Member’s action on this floor, John 
Ani on was held in contempt of the House, arrested, and 
4. After his discharge he brought an action of trespass 

the Sergesnt at Arms of the House for false arrest. 
The €0 rt held without dissent that the House had power to 
eate and punish a breach of its privilege, and that the 
of the Heuse to its Speaker was an absolute defense 
snit brought against him. 
decision was accepted without 
frer veer for half a century. 
Ty 1848 the Setinte imprisoned James Nugent for publishing 
et treety, and the Circuit Court of the United States for 
District ef Columbia refused to discharge him upon habeas 
e year 1860 the question arose on a curious state of facts 
nofore the Superior Court of the State of New York. A debtor 
State of New York was under imprisonment for debt 
; the House of Representatives found him guilty of a con- 
tempt in refusing to testify before it. The Sergeant at Arms 
was dispatched te New York, took the debtor from the custody 
of the sheriff, and set him at the bar of the House. Thereupon 
his ereditor sued the sheriff for permitting him to escape, and 
eriff defended by setting up the process of the House of 
Representatives. The court held that upon a charge of con 
and breach of privilege the House has power to cause 
nerson charged to be taken into custody and brought to its 
I to answer. (See Wickelhausen v. Willett, 10 Abbott's Prac. 
I . 164. and 1 Keyes, 521.) 
1874 there occurred the famous case of Stewart against 
B e, where suit was brought against Mr. Speaker Blaine for 
en ne the arrest of a contvwmacious witness. The Supreme 
( of the Distriet of Columbia held that the House of Rep 


question and followed 


resentatives has power to punish for contempt. and that its 
( - directing a commitment is a complete protection to the 
er who directs the Sergeant at Arms to take the offender 
stody. In this case the court said: 
question ef power to punish for contempt in the case now 
the court was settled by the Supreme Court of the United 
S the case of Anderson v. Dunn (6 Wheat., 204) more than 
entury ago after a stout contest and wpon thorough delibera 
t rhis authority has been uniformly acquiesced in for over 50 
‘ d antil reversed must be recarded as conclusive with this 


» Stewart v. Blaine, 1 McArthur, 453.) 


hen the application of Richard B. Irwin for release from 

stody ef Ben G. Ordway, Sergeant at Arms of the House 
was made, Judge Arthur MeArthur, of the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia, followed the same doctrine. 
vy, I know it will be said that the Supreme Court about 
faced on this question, and that after subordinate courts bad 
ved Anderson ageinst Dunn for over half a century. in the 
»of Kilbourn ». Thompson (103 U. S., 168), decided in 1880 


ia, 


the court changed its ruling and deciared the House powerless 
to protect itself. I shall not take time to analyze that case 
because I know that other gentlemen will speak in the course 


of this debste who are fully prepared to do so. It is discussed 
t e length in the report filed by your committee, and I 
y call attention to the fact that so far from deciding that 
the House is without power to punish for contempt, the court 
in the Kilbourn case, expressly reserved that question 
finally decided but two single propositions, viz: 
First. That the courts have the right to inquire whether in 
shing for contempt in a given case Congress has exceeded 
; power; and 
Second. That where Congress attempts an investigation of a 
subject into which it has no jurisdiction to inquire it has no 
power to punish for contempt a witness who refuses to testify. 
And as against the discussion indulged in by the learned justice 
who wrote the opinion in the Kilbourn case, I offer the subse- 
quent declaration made by the same court in the Chapman 
case (166 U. S., 661), to the effect that— 


Sil ‘ 


and 


Congress can not divest itself or either of its Houses of the inherent 
Dp to punish for contempt. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to trespass further upon 
the time of the House in epening this discussion. I think it 
Proper to repeat what I have already stated, that this proceed- 
a oat ho sense a private controversy nor should it be so 
re _— I think it proper further to say that the gentleman 
‘rom ‘Tennessee [Mr. Sims}, whose personal privilege has been 
mtn, has at no time sovght to make this body the avenger 


} int 2 
“us Injury. This proceeding was 


- in he moved your committee to 
0 it. 


and his 
criticism, 


not instigated by him 
. any action in regard 
His appearance before us was in no sense voluntary 


attitude has been dignified and beyond the reach of 


But the Co 
House 


nstitution has drawn around every Member of the 
and areund the House itself a circle of fire not to be 
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lightly invaded nor to be entered upon withont pensity and 


ishment. It has clothed this body with »smple power to protect 
itself withont awaiting tl express vct of tl or te 
branch and without appealing to the Pxecutive ! ry 


grant of these powers and these privilege 


or th WW } 
It has made it the forum for free and unrestricted d 


Ss mak 


eS tf not 


the right, but the duty of the House to defend them against all 


attack. Therefore, Mr. Spesker, acting under’ Instructions 
heretofore given us, your committee moves the adoption of the 
resolution just submitted. [Applause.] 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield to the gentleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. I do 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I understood in anewer to the 
question of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Grutrrr} 
that probably the gentleman from West Virginia would give 
the House his view as to whether the extent of provoeation 
onght to be considered in connection with the mersnre of pun 
ishment. I think that the courts would generally take that info 
consideration. Does the gentleman consider that the notnre 
or character of the provoestion which might be given would 





be a proper matter to censider in connection with the extent of 
punishment to be meted out by the Honse? 


Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker. T can on'y renent 
whet I said before—that I think every Member of this Honse 
having to vote on that question. and it being solely que m 


addressing itself to bis individual discretion, must resort to su 


wh 
information as he thinks proper to move upon his discretion 
For myself, I think the testimony taken by the committee id 
appearing in the Recorn furnishes all the information which is 
needed for o just and correct determination as to the question 
of punishment 

Mr. FOWLFR rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Tilinois rise? 

Mr. FOWLER. To propound a question to the gentleman who 
has just concivded his remarks 

The SPEAKFR Does the gent'eman from West Vire i 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fowrrr}]? 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia Mr. Speaker, I must decline 
to take further time. 

The SPRAKER. The gentleman declines to vield and asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rr D Is 
there objection? 

There wrs no objection. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, it is only one short que i 
that I desire to ask 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginin. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
persists, I will endeavor to answer his question. 

Mr. FOWLER Mr. Speal tl isson't was eom ed 
because of words spoken in another Congress iy 2e ™ 
Sixty-third Congress shon'd pass this by, and that it did not 
see fit to call the assailant to account for his deed, does the gen 
tleman think that the Sixtv-fourth Congress under the powers 
of the Constitution would have right to eal! in anestion the 
assenit and battery which has been committed during this 
Congress? 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Spesker, IT must de 
to enter into a discussion of that question, because it r 4 
an hypothesis in no way related to this case 

Mr. FOWLER. I only wanted information, because I thought 
the gentleman bad gone into the question ful 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Spesker the gent! ) 
had been in the Hall earlier. he would have heard that or a 
| similar question propounded and diseussion upon it, w 
bowever, I am frank to admit was somewhat of 


i 


sion. 
Mer. FOWLER. I have been here all of the time and I ive 
beard no such question asked. 
Mr. DAVIS of West Vir 


ginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield 20 min 
utes to the gentleman from Tennessee {[Mr. Moon] 
Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, it is certatr with no degree of 


pleasure that I rise to support the adoption of this resolution. 
This whole affair, in any view we may take of it, is exceedingly 
unfortunate. To me it seems bardly essential that I enter into 
any extended discussion of the legal featnres of the case after 
the presentation of the splendid report and the very able argu 
ment of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Davis That 
the Congress of the United States has power to n 
offender for a breach of its privilege seems to be so ir 
as not to admit of debate. A deliberntive body like 
many respects analogous to a judicial tribunal, and the power 
is inherent in every judicial tribunal to protect itself in order 
that in an orderly way it may administer the law to protect 


punish 
very cle 
this i 


lily 
i} be 
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life, liberty, and property. So the power is inherent in a de 
liberative body, the lawmaking body, to protect itself and its 
membership for the same purpose. tut there has been a ques 
tion raised from the very beginning of jurisprudence as to the 
extent of the inherent power that exists both in legislative 


and judicial bodies. It has never, however, in all the history 
of these proceedings been questioned that a court had the power 


to punish for a contempt committed in its presence. Nobody 
disputes that. It was never disputed that a court had the 
power to punish for the violation of its processes issued for 


the purpose of the enforcement of law. 

But it has been questioned ut times as to how far the power 
of the judicial tribunal extends for the punishment of one 
using opprobrious and offensive language against the judges 
of a court, but the consensus of opinion seems to be that where 
such language tended to bring into ridicule and contempt a 
tribunal that the power existed. As to the question of the pun- 
ishment that was always left to the sound judgment and dis- 
cretion of the court and had no other limitation in the absence 
of a statute. That same rule would apply to a deliberative body ; 
but the framers of the Federal Constitution wisely foresaw the 
troubles that might arise along this line, and for the protection 
of a Member of the House and the integrity of a legislative 
body they placed an express provision in the Constitution of the 
United States that prevented any Representative or Senator 
from being questioned for any words spoken in debate save on 
the floor of the body where spoken. This is essential to main- 
tain the integrity of the body and the sanctity of its delibera- 
tions. Therefore you do not have to resort to the implied power 
to punish for contempt as inherent in these bodies, but there 
stands the expressed constitutional prohibition against conduct 
destructive of the welfare of the legislative power. It is no dor- 
mant provision lying in the Constitution that needs a legislative 
enactment to give it vitality. It stands there as a shield to law 
and order of the men called upon to participate in the delibera- 
tions of the country. It was wisely, it was purposely, placed 
there; it was placed there to meet the exigencies of a case like 
this. It may be said that no punishment has been provided by 
statute. I remarked before, the question of punishment is lim- 
ited only by the sound judgment and discretion of the tribunal 
offended. Gentlemen haye said that because the words were 
spoken in one Congress and the offense was committed after 
the meeting of another that possibly this House would be with- 
out jurisdiction. The Congress is a continuous body. It never 
dies. Its membership may die, but the Congress lives forever, 
just as the courts of your country do. This power to punish 
exists so long as it has the will to punish for the infraction of 
its dignity and its constitutional rights and privileges. But, as 
I remarked, I will desist from any iengthy discussion of the 
legal questions involved on account of the presentation that has 
already been made. 

In answer to the distinguished gentleman who stated that the 
facts ought to be made known clearly here that led up to and 
induced such infraction of the rules of the House as a basis to 
enable us to determine the measure of punishment if the House 
agrees that this offender should be punished I concur. While 
the right to punish exists upon confessions made by Mr. Glover, 
the real facts that induced this assault ought to be brought to 
the consideration of the House. I have therefore prepared a 
brief statement, an abstract of the facts as they appear from 
the record and in the evidence, that shows the foundation of 
this whole assault and the animus and the contempt that lies 
in it. Permit me to read just for a moment a page or two. I 
take this question from its inception, and I now present you 
the facts upon which you must act. I think there is no ques- 
tion about your legal power. For several years prior to March 
8, 1909, there had been pending before the House and Senate 
a proposition by way of a bill or amendment to a bill to accept 
and pay for about 100 acres of land situated between Connecti- 
cut and Massachusetts Avenues, Washington, D. C., and running 
out westwardly to the Cathedral School, on which Mr. C. C. 
Glover held an option from the owners, at the price of $420,000, 
or about $4,000 per acre. Mark you this: It is an option held 
and owned by him, the land to be used for a park or park pur- 
poses. Mr. Glover had appeared before the Appropriations 
Committee of the House of Representatives to advocate legisla- 
tion authorizing the purchase of the land upon which he held 
the option. What he said before that committee appears in 
print. The hearing was had on the 15th day of May, 1908. 
In the hearing he claimed the land was advancing in value very 
rapidly, and that unless the Government accepted the land at 
the price named in his option a much higher price would have 
to be paid for the land. Finally a bill was passed in the Senate 
in 1908, being Senate bill No. 4441, Sixtieth Congress, mak- 
ing an appropriation of $423,000 with which to acquire the 
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land. On the 26th day of May, 1908, a motion to sus 
rules and pass Senate bill No. 4441 was made in tly 
The bill failed to pass by a vote of 164 to 57. It rey 
the calendar, and on the 3d of March, 1909, being the 
of that Congress, a motion was again made to 
rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield for a question‘ 

Mr. MOON. Yes. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman state to the House . 
is reading from; is that the speech of Mr. Sims? 

Mr. MOON. Oh, no; it is not a speech of anybody’ 
an abstract from the record showing the facts. [ 
record and the pages. 

Mr. DYER. Is it testimony before the committee? 

Mr. MOON. Yes; I have given you the date. 

Mr. CLAYTON. You are on the statement of facts 

Mr. MOON. It is an abstract, as I stated 
record of facts. 

Mr. Srus took no part in the discussion that took pla. 
the bill was under consideration on the 26th of Ma WS 
but was yielded five minutes’ time in opposition to 

when it was considered under motion to suspend the ry 
pass the bill on March 8, 1909. ; 

In his speech at that time he said in substance that t! 
named in the option was much lower than had been 
the land covered by the option prior thereto. He yn 
statement as a refutation of the claim made in beh: 
bill that the land was rapidly advancing in price. But 
tion to these statements as to the value of the land he | 
that a Member of the House at that time owned an int 
some of the land covered by the Glover option, and t! 
fact that a Member owned part of the land had be« 
secret by Mr. Glover. He strongly opposed the passag 
bill on that account. On March 38, 1909, the bill again f 
passage by a vote of 192 against it to 31 for it. 

Let me stop here to observe for a moment, Is it cause { 
assault on a man that he attempts to stop the pzassag 
bill of this character, tending to speculate on the \ 
Treasury when sitting in the House at the time of the | 

On December 30, 1912, being 3 years and 10 month 
the time Mr. Stms made the speech against this bill on M 
3, 1909, Mr. C. C. Glover, under oath, in a statement br 
subcommittee of the House Committee on the District of ( 
bia, not bearing on the matters then under investigat 
said subcommittee, but referring to the attempt to pass § ‘ 
bill 4441, on March 3, 1909, said that a statement which Glover 
claimed Mr. Sims had made in his speech on March 
with reference to the price he. Glover, had asked for th: 1 
was an “absolute and unqualified falsehood.” 

What is the meaning of that? Does not that show : 
Does not that show the degree of enmity was so excee| 
great that after so long a lapse of time the truth that had 
made known in reference to the conduct of this man stil! s 
hurt him that he took an opportunity on an occasion whien 
such matters should not have been mentioned to denounc 
as an ungualified liar? 

Cc. C. Glover caused to be printed in full his statement a! 
Mr. Stms made before said subcommittee in a morning 
in the city of Washington. On January 15, 1913, Mr 
arose to 2 question of personal privilege and made a re})l) 
the charges of Mr. Glover before said subcommittee in « 
of himself, which speech appears on page 1913 of the Co» 
SIONAL Recorp and following pages—January 15, 1913. In t! 
speech there was no use of defamatory language agai! 
Glover, but notwithstanding this fact Glover had published 
all the newspapers of Washington a statement of about 
columns in length as paid advertising matter containing many 
charges against Mr. Sims with reference to said option () 
action, and in it published what he claimed to be a true copy 
of his original option on the land and the extension of s 

On February 5, 1913, Mr. Stms again arose to a ques! 
personal privilege in defense of himself against the cha! 
made by Glover in the last statement of said Glover. | 
last statement Mr. Sirus claimed that the statements of lov 
before the subcommitee regarding the option and renew! 0° 
extension of same as to the length of time it had to ™ 
as to the length of time of the extension as shown by the © PY 
of option and extension as published in the newspapers °Y 
Glover was a false statement, and made under oath wit) [uy 
knowledge that it was false, as he showed by his statement '" 
the papers that he had possession of the option and knew ‘" '* 
terms and stipulations. Both speeches of Mr. Sims mace Jan . 
ary 15 and February 5, respectively, were made in def: “ 
charges made against him by Mr. Glover and published by his 
direction and at his expense as paid advertising in the Wash- 


Sus] 


refe 


before. 


¢ 


i 


li“ 


Sirus 


<p 
S 


Mr 
0 


1 of 


res 


s 
- 
i 


~e 
































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





rs, making charges of willful falsehood against | this legitimate discharge of duty on the part of the R 
at - se to material stutements mode on the floor of the | tive from Tennessee [Mr. 8S Is that r ¢ 
; nection with nd pertinent to said Senate bill murder in his heart: it shows that he n ‘ 
. |} for the m edings of this Hou ! 
h in the newspaper statement by Mr. | kill the man that had thy rted him in ] 
| 7 claimed thet the charges made by Mr. | 1 to the 7 ry of the United § 
f sp h March 8, 1900, caused said Sen- | but, 1 How as l bee tl 
be ] ‘ n ft } 8 ‘ 1 ¢ 
ess pers he showed that he had knowledge | 1 e a Ren ’ tive in the H 
of the speculation. He knev t it had defexted this ! ised, hard } wr ] 
t was the cnuse of his cri ice against bim Not | proved more t 
had steod upon the floor of this House and used de and by the ¢ 
nenage in reference to him nd sought under the Now Afr. Spe e ] e ext of Mr Srare’s 
f the Constitution to defend himself ageinst Glover | offending. He 1 here the inte f the ¢ 
barges. but that Sims had defented a measure in| ment He 1 ted ‘ 
. he ria nec iniary interest Listen fain tte ptt it¢ e 2 | I , 
‘ Sius’s 8] eeches of Jonuary 15. 1913, and February 5 ought oO l nd 
wed that more than two years after the Senate Let 1 e Mr. Glover's ottitud He ov 1 tl : " 
was defeated part of the land embraced in and cov- | was neealing 1 allie : ; 
vy the said eption kad been given by the owners of] partners wit hit n the He was t | ! ' 
to the Gevernment or District of Columbia for park | two ways y and ‘ ’ n tl 
s a»mounting to 174 acres, and thet by the defeat of the | def d, he naturally becomes very angry 
Government had been saved a sum of about $70.000 mia ho ha hitherto st ad | mn] blie « eet ! t 
e of $4,000 per acre was the option price. Mr. Glover | conduct, for | i These « ! fret 
, ted in the hearing before the House Committee on Ap | sented in this Tlonse. ch: ! 
! rivtions that net an acre of the land covered by his option |] every good ! ! t ! f 
based for less than $6,000 or $8,000 if said option | opinion of his ‘ f : » 
e. But it was shown by Mr. Sims that after the option lon ger the | f r but tl y 
red. instead of asking and obtaining $6.000 or $8,000 I have no d » ol ; ate ; ' 
! ! for every acre of the land is had been stated to be y » that condition 1 f ‘ } 
the t by Mr. Glever, that the owners actually gave away 174] revenge for wrongs co | , 
he sume, before the as t by ¢ ‘ nor . | 
thes appears thet by the action of Mr. Sirus in exposing 10° aris sudade hent of It 
nition dealing by Mr. Glover with a Member of the! ex e1 { I ( f } v ‘ | 
of Representatives. who at lenst would have head an op iblinoded an elib ite 
ty to vote to take money out of the Tressur, of the | take of all the « f 
United Stetes with which toe pay for lands owned by himself} sought Mr. 8S 
1 by Glover under the option, the bill was defented and | \ e s had 
7 p ic service rendered in bringing to light the means] the way to find him lle t | I! 
putting off on the Government at high prices lands 80 | for him He waits unt he : j 
ess as to be dennted to the Government by the true own- | like a b t demal 


ers of same after the bill had failed |} me as you did? I demand an y 1 
w, another view of the facts. But I am reciting these facts | suase 


which enght to be done in every case, not only deter- | ir. St lv, but f re 
+ ne | o-. ‘ 5 ' . 
! g what ought to be done by the House toward an offender Glover ( : . 4 
! nvicted the measure of his punishment. he strike Mr. &§ down? He 


> 7 " o arth t! or 
In the strtement of Mr. Frederick Steckman, made before the | ‘ —o 


J : —_ ‘ . * | . } ¢} 
mittee under oath. he stated that Mr. Glover, in | ¥” he ay Me 


£ is version of his striking Mr. Sims, said: j 2nd th . so | M 
: i | Mir Sous a ’ f ‘ } } 
S Mr. Sims made his last speech on the floor of the House What f Ww, 
I t til te-day 1 have in a way kept a lookeut for } 4 wp oe Mme , . 
I nt out ef my way to find him of fact as well as of law f! 
i 1 i nm order tt \! 
Ah, here is a man offended because of the legitimate, honest, : ' ~ . ‘ ; 
. . . . : Sor ( I i r I ‘ 
! riotic conduct of a Member of the House. He seeks bin ' ' j 
l . - rw « 3 be Torcer i 
( after day, but never passing much out of his way to find 7 ' 
> . e T : whl w ne I 
He keeps a lookout. What for? That he may call in| 2” eee aes , 
1 that which the Member said on the floor of the House : : ; ae : 
E inf 1 punishment upon him, and st 1 in contempt of tl : : ( 
: Congress or a breach of the constitutional privileges of the = 
TY . . . .. 4 , re u "t 
8} » of Representatives. Is that what he intended? Listen ‘ 
ah i : ‘ } ] 


rhis statement shows that from February 5 until April 18 he |... vards that sor 
was looking out for Mr. Sims. A brave man would have at |p. +i f further 
“ast demanded a retraction and given nvutice to Mr. Sims that nt ‘ =| M . 
in case of a refusal he would take steps to redress bis wrongs es eed abies Sibi ( 
But instead he came up behind him, unobserved, and, acc ording 
z i wh Statement, took the law into his own hands. My DILLON. Mr 


it is shown by the testimony of Hon. Ben Jounson, an hon- The SPEAKER pro t > 


F ore 1 distinguished Member of this Honse. that said Glover, | ; vield to the ge 

: the middle of February, 1913, expressed the regret that { MOON Yes 
& ~~ Wee & law against dueling. as be desired to challenge Mr Mr. DILLON Is the 
; : to fight a duel. No man who does not desire to shed the | tery or is it the t 


of his fellow man wants the law against dueling repealed Ch: 
: Hese are the substantia! facts in the case Mr. MOON. Of 
Es SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Froryp). The time of the | fo 
FE, ~ é » from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] has expired know the m: 





Bae 'r. MOON. Will the gentleman from West V 


{ 
e time? 





irginia give me ie facts and t re rf 





> HAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the | man is guilty of 
" man 10 minutes. | Mr. DILLON. If that be tru 
: SPEAKER pro te1 i 


; ipore. The gentlemon from Tennessee | is a mei ent t 
iON id recociiz 


ed for 10 minutes more words spoken in this House 
VON. Mr. Speaker, the fact that this man wanted| Mr. MOON. A Member may be tal fo tas 


. vel with Mr. Sims this transaction, about | ways, by assault and battery or « 
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Mr. DILLON. I want to know which is 
assault and battery or the taking of the Member to t 


incident 


isk. 


Mr. MOON. Of course the assault and battery is the means 
by which the man called in question the Member for the lan- 
guage used in the House. Everybody understands that it is 


for the breach of the privilege of the House, not the assault and 
battery upon Mr. Sims. 

Mr. Speaker, if Sims had made the deadly assault 
referred to in to the mere technical assault, 
would have afforded Glover the pretext to kill him. 
facts indicate that was his real purpose? What did he want 
to kill Sims for? I take it, not for the loss of the money in 
this matter, but because of the degradation of his churacter 
before the public by the disclosure of these facts. Mr. Glover 


I have 
then it 


response 


may be, and probably is, a very estimable gentleman under 
normal conditions, but surely he departed far from the path | 
of rectitude and honor in this matter. Surely it took more 


courage on the part of Mr. Sims, more of self-possession under 


the circumstances, not to resist the assault, knowing what it 
was intended for, in view of the threats that had been com- 
municated to him, than it would bave taken to defend himself 
effectually under the circumstances. Most of us would have 
had the impulse to strike back. Most of us would have done 
so: but I take it that the law-abiding man, who would not 
want murder to occur, who would not want the purposes of 


Glover to be carried out, would commend the conduct of Mr. 
Sims under the circumstances. 

Mr. Glover’s conduct was not that of a law-abiding citizen. 
He evidently had no honorable purpose. It was not the evi- 
dence of a chivalrous nature. It was rather the dominancy of 
low and debased instincts that sometimes creep out in 
human nature, the very essence of cowardice that degenerates 
into crime. Will it be said, here or anywhere, that the law- 
abiding citizen of this country who avoids assassination by 
failure to fall into the traps that men have set for his destruc- 


those 


tion is less brave, less chivalrous, less honorable than other 
men? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 


from Tennessee has again expired. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. 
minute more. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I want to add just one word on the 
question of punishment. I surely have no desire to see this 
man punished. I have no personal grievance in the world 
against him. I only present the law and facts as they appear 
to me. If this House thinks that his offense was committed in 
an unguarded moment, in an hour of insanity, I would prefer 
to see this resolution wiped out of the way and nothing more 
done. This is not Mr. Sims’s prosecution. He has taken no 
part in it. He will take no part in it. Nothing you can do or 
ought to do will preclude him from that consideration of this 
question hereafter that he thinks it deserves. But, Mr. Speaker, 
if Mr. Glover was in the full possession of his faculties, if his 
conduct was malicious, if he intended felony, as the facts in this 
case would indicate, then it is a very high breach of the privi- 
leges of the House. A mere reprimand, under those conditions, 
would only add dignity to his offense and afford him pleasure 
to appear before you as a victim of the House whose dignity 
had been assaulted, but whose real dignity would seem to de- 
mand nothing more than a mere reprimand, where a punish- 
ment ought to be inflicted that would not only deter him and 
others from like offending, but give him time to reflect and to 
become a law-abiding citizen. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield one hour to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. 
sumed on this side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia has consumed 72 minutes. The gentleman from Kansas 
|Mr. CAMPBELL] is recognized for one hour. 


I yield to the gentleman one 


A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 


The gentleman will state it. 
How much time has been con- 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I take the position that the 
Iiouse of Representatives does not possess the inherent or 


the constitutional power to convert itself, by its sole resolution, 
info a judicial body with power to try the guilt or innocence, 
upén a question of fact, of a citizen when it is sought to exer- 
cise that power beyond the specified grants of the Constitution. 

Let us see what we are doing in this case. The special com- 
mittee appointed by the House has brought in a resolution that 
proposes, upon its adoption, to convert this House into a court— 
and in this case it should properly be called a police court—to 
try a case of assault and battery occurring in one of the parks 
of the city of Washington. But it is urged by the committee 





Do not the | 
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Ma\ a, 





assault was committed by ; 





upon a Member of the House of Representatives fo - 
spoken in debate upon the floor. I shall refer later ~y 
it is urged, therefore, that in order to preserve the 
dignity of a parliamentary body and to preserve the ») 
of the House of Representatives, we must assume the rs 
of this extraordinary power. 

The adoption of this resolution will convert the Hoy 


court, and make of the Speaker, if you please, a poli 
authorizing such court to have a jury of 444 sumo, 
the remotest bounds of the Republic, a Republic go 
extent of empire that these men come from regions of | 
winter and zones of a never ending summer, all to try a aan 
assault and battery. . 
But, it is urged, we must preserve the dignity of the 1 
Representatives! The authority of the House of R 
tives to assume such extraordinary power is based y tha 
ancient precedents of the Parliament of Great Brityin ; 
punishment upon those who were guilty of content 
dignity. 
It is stated by the chairman of the committee, in g 
dictum of Lord Ellenborough in Burdette against Al 
Parliament had the inherent power to punish for all cont 
its authority or privileges. The Parliament of Eng 
cised that power for generations, and, as the chain 
committee well aniicipated, the exercise of the aut 
power to try a question after the fact as a court w: 
the Parliament of Great Britain bad at one time be: 
of the supreme judicial power of Great Britain. When 
liament divided the House of Commons still retained 
of that power and still exercises it to punish fo 
contempts. 
But the Constitution of the United States has not 
this House the power and authority to try a man 
tion after the fact for an alleged offense committed ou 
its presence that is not specifically named in the powe: nted 
by the Constitution. The Constitution specifically 1 es se 
offenses of which this body is the judge and for the t) 
which a contumacious witness in an impeachment case 
be sent to jail by order of the Speaker of the House 
It is also judge of the election of its own Members 
may, and does, under the authority granted, convert itse!t ) 
a trial court to try the question of fact whether o1 \ 
Member sits here by authority of his constituents, 
rraish a contumacious witness in the trial of that q 


fact. 
But here it is proposed to try a question of fact af 
sault and battery has been committeed in one of the par 


District of Columbia. On what authority? ‘Tl: 
Says upon the authority of an ancient necessity of tl 
ments of the world to protect themselves from an in\ 
their privileges by a citizen. But the Constitution 
powers of Congress in the length to which it may 
protect its privileges or dignity; it at the same tiny s 

about every citizen of the Republic, no matter how 

may be, no matter in what portion he may reside, the « 

tection of the law and the right to a trial by jury fo 

committed against the law. The law forbidding assault 1 

battery includes Members of Congress within the sco) ts 

protection. 

What is proposed by this resolution? The denial of | 
of trial by jury in a case of assault and battery. W (| 
this resolution propose? To deny the equal protection « 
law. We are giving, in this case, by our sole resolution, 2 d'¢ 
fied court, with the Speaker of the House as its presidii ' 
and all these Members assembled from the farthest es ; 
of this great country to act as jurors for the trial of one 0! 
citizens of the District. We have not placed any limitat 
ourselves, and no one knows what punishment we m: 
There are no limitations if we assume the power; if w 
the power it is absolute. The citizen may be reprim: 
may be fined; he may be sent to prison. What, u 
statement of the chairman of the committee, are thie 
tions? He says there are none, and we may send the res 
to the gallows or the electric chair; and it is claimed 
no appeal from our decision. 

The proceeding is unusual and the punishment may 
usual; the court, when we are converted into one, 
unusual 

Mr. COVINGTON rose. ; 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas yie'u 
the gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would prefer to go on, but [ yio 
a short question. 
















Mr. COVINGTON. Does the gentleman not know 
eme Court itself in the Anderson-Dunn case holds, and that 
. unbroken line of constitutional authority in this case it 
d. that the limitatiov of the House of Representatives for 
nonichment is to such punishment as will expire at the time 





| 
that the 
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dered at an ancient time, when the environment and judgment 


| of men were vastly different from what they are to-day. 











In the case of Kilbourn 
the Supreme Court held 


ded in 
at Al : 
liable to Kilbourn for imprisoning him on the warrant of the 


rainst 


ay 
while 


that 


rhompson, de 
the Sergeant 


| 
' the House itself shall pass out of existence? | Speaker, that Speaker Kerr and the Members in charge of th 
j Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, yes; that is stated in the Anderson | resolution could plead their immunity, as they did plead it, 
ease. but we are not bound by the Anderson case, if the chair- | and they were discharged from any liability to the complain 
of the committee, the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. | ant, Kilbourn, but Thompson, the Sergeant at Arms, was held 
D 3] correctly stated the privileges of the House. The lex et | liable. We have a construction in that case of clause 6 of 
eonsuetudo parliamenti has no limitations. Article I, of the Constitution. It means that a Member for any 
Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- | speech or debate upon this floor may not be required to answer 
man yield? In any other place in any formal proceeding Vhy was this 
rhe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to | clause inserted in the Constitution We got that, with man 
the gentleman from West Virginia? other provisions, from Great Britain. It e us from 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I am sure the gentleman from | the mother of parliaments, the Parliament of Great Britain 
VW Virginia will appreciate the necessity of my proceeding, | There was an ancient struggle between that P ment 1 
b I yield. the Kings of the British Empire. That struggle went thr 
Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. I understood the gentleman to | the reign of the Tudor and Stuart Kings. They were < 
quote the chairman of the committee as saying that there was | stantly at war with Parliament—members qu oned ¢ 
t except the lex et consuetudo parliamenti. Does not the | where for what they said and did in Parliamen member 
nan admit that the punishment shall not exceed the life | fined; members punished: members imprisoned, member ‘ 
of the body which inflicts it? to the tower fer what they said ! After the dethre 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes; but in the exercise of that power | ment of the last of the Stuarts t irst Pat ent of W 1 
what are the limitations within that time? There are none, | and Mary enacted that from that day no member of Pa 
d there is no appeal from our decision when we assume to act. | ment should be questioned in any court or elsewhere for we 
But the right to punish for an assault upon a Member of | uttered in debate or speech made upon the floo f Parlianme 
the House is not up for the first time. The question was up in | And that language has come down to the parliaments th 
the Constitutional Convention, and on the 20th day of August, | have succeeced si then. It was of the Articles of the 
1787. Mr. Pinckney submitted, among other things, this propo- | Confederation. It was made ! w of many legislative 
} | bodies of the Colonies, nd when the f Ss ] ared clause 
Each House shall be the judge of its own privileges, and shall have | 6 of Article I they provided merely the mitation that a 
ty to punish by imprisonment every person violating the same,| Member could not be questioned « where f i neech o1 
in the place where the Legislature may be sitting and during | words uttered in debate upon the floor of the House of Re 
of its sessions, shall threaten any of its Members for anything | ; es ' ‘ -~— . . wey 
done in the House, or who shall assault any of its Members. resentatives, and the Supreme ¢ I of th United States 
fhe fathers who gave us the Constitution and wrote that por- | has interpreted that to mean that a man could not be vl 
tion of these limitations, protections, and immunities into the | to answer in court for words so utt 
Constitution which relate to the freedom of speech, which give Mr. Speaker, the decisions of the privy counsel ar trary to 
immunity toa Member for speech or debate on the floor, refused | the statement made by the chair 1 of the comiitte In 
to provide punishment for assault upon Members of the House | recent years that court has not given support to 1 lene 
by citizens oatside of the House. They knew what every Mem- | *ssumption of authority by Par! nt. In Stockdale ag 
ber of this House may well know, that if this House assumes to | Hansard, rendered in 1843, the privy counsel of Great Br 
convert itself into a police court to decide cases of assault and | Said that the power of Parliament to punish for cont pt wv 
! ry every time a Member of this House is assaulted for | not unlimited. It had assumed up to that time the o tent 
words uttered in debate we may at some time become a cheap power that Blackstone described in 1 pos he to Pa 
police court, without dignity, privilege, or respect. What Mem- | ment, but in the case of Stockdale against Hansard the unlim 
ber has not been questioned, who has in late years been a Mem- | ited authority to punish for contempt was s| lly ce 1 
be this House, for words uttered in debate and for speech | Now, upon the question as to what we are pr ling to do 
made upon the floor of the House and for votes cast here? Who | here: Without a law we are mal one after the f fer the 
of you upon either side of this Chamber has not been confronted | 28s¢ult in Farragut Square There is no sp punisi { 
by LiIZenSs and called to account because of a certain spec h, fixed by Congress or : ny other power for makin ! 1 
be se of what was said in a certain debate, or of a certain | 8 Member of Congress, so we a1 n sp \ r 
t you cast. |} that omission, not only of the ¢ ution, but of the C S 
And yet it has not been presumed that we as Members were | itself. We have power to legislate for t Dist nd have 
i ine from being questioned elsewhere for words uttered in | legislated. We have covered cases of assat we h I 
s] or debate on this floor. Who has not been questioned | Vided in the case of assaults in the District of Columb S 
upon the stump, in publie place—who has not been challenged | fellows: 
U upon a certain day he said a certain thing and that when | Whoever unlawfully a or t Lot 1a 2 
he said that he was false to his constituents? All of us have been | manner shall be fined not 1 than 9000 = , 
questioned, almost assaulted, but yet it never entered into the Pa Se eee ener 
Inind of a Member so questioned and assaulted that he had a So we are not without a law We have ide tl law for 
constitutional immunity from such questioning. The question | any man who may cl be within the « ine f tl 
of immunity relates wholly, therefore, to that immunity that | District, for the protection of l, for the pu ent o 
may be pleaded in any formal body as a defense against any | We did not say, “This law applies in all s 
action, civil or criminal, that may be brought by anyone against | the cease of an assault upon Member of C ‘ 
i Member of the House for words uttered in debate, for speech | had said so, the law would have been uncot { We 
made, for vote cast, for resolution offered, for vote upon a bill | have never undertaken to define it as a special offense as t 
Or resolution. Yea, indeed, the Speaker of this House may | the law of this land to commit an assault n the Pt lent 
plead immunity in this case, if this resolution is agreed to, and | of the United States, the Chief Justice of t Si ne Court, 
the immittee bringing in the resolution may plead immunity, any Senator of any Member of the EH: We li not do 
i the resolution be agreed to, in defense against an action for | that if we would by the joint action of the Members of both 
false imprisonment, if for the remainder of this Congress or | branches of Congress and the approval of the President, and 
Us session the respondent shorld lie in jail, and thereafter | much less are we able to do so by adopti this resol on 
bring action for damages against the Sergeant at Arms, the | We are attempting by the adoption of 1 5 re solution to do 
speaker of the House, and the committee offering the rese | what the Congress of the United States with the consent of 
‘ution. The Sergeant at Arms may plead immunity in vain, | the President could not do—make special offense to commit 
aaa the warrant of the Speaker, but the Speaker and the] an assault upon a Member of Congress out of the presence of 
vmmittee and every Member who votes for the resolution may | Congress. 
ay et and the court will hold that they are immune| Why, the m eer was mnnres- Re ra 
Mr. On or done in here. Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield for a 
Mr Calaeen rose. question? 
This. vee¥ ¢ ELL, I would rather not yield at this time. Mr. CAMPBELL. I wonld rather not y eld sa 
the Deteceeiaeian has been decided by the Supreme Court of I'welve years ago many bills were intro need I We e 
alcoves “ar i: on We do not need to go into the musty | and in the Senate to make it an especial crime to assanit on 
> Library and bring down ancient decisions ren- ! assassinate the President of the United States or the Vice Presi 
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dent or anyone succeeding to that high office. The question was 
di “lin both ends of the Capitol. It was discussed from the 
pulpit; it was discussed in the press; it was discussed every- 
where throughout the country; but, after mature deliberation, 
Congress in both of its branches came to the conclusion that 
it was not wise to single out even the President of the United 
Stotes, or any man who might rightfully succeed to that high 
office, and give him the special protection of a special law, 
making it a special crime to commit an assault upon bis person. 
Evidently Congress remembered that provision of our ancient 
guaranty of equal protection that has surrounded the citizens of 
this Republic from the day of its foundation, which grants to 
everyone the equal protection of the law and gives no one 
special protection. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, speaking of the power of Congress to pro- 
ceed without limitation, of the power to punish for contempt, 
the Supreme Court of the United States in Kilbourn vs. 
Thompson has followed the judgments of the recent decisions of 
the privy council. The ancient traditions that preceded and 


immediately followed the dictum of Lord Ellenborough, in Bur- 
dette against Abbott, in 1811, are no longer followed. We do not 
go to that remote past for authority for our action in matters 
to-day. 

The world has been making some progress since then toward 
the equality of man and the right of every citizen to the equal 
protection of the law, denying also the right of the exercise of 
more than the authorized powers by any branch of the Govern- 
ment—we, the Legislature; yonder the Supreme Court, and yon- 
der the Executive. We have our functions to perform and they 
are not judicial. 

The case of Burdette against Abbott, decided by Lord Ellen- 
borough in 1811, took the position, as stated by the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Davis], that Parliament had the 
inherent power, of necessity, to proceed without limitation in 
the mztter of punishment for contempt of its dignity or author- 
ity. This case was followed by Justice Baron Parke, in 1836, in 
the case of Beaumont against Barrett. He followed the dictum 
of Lord Ellenborough in the Burdette case, and held: 


The power of punishing contempts is inherent in every assembly pos- 
sessing a supreme legislative authority, whether they are such as tend 
indirectly to obstruct their proceedings or directly to bring their au- 
thority into contempt 


In 1842 the case of Kielley against Carson was tried in the privy 
council, and the decision was rendered by the same eminent 
jurist. The case of Kielley against Carson was twice argued, and 
the last time before one of the greatest arrays of legal talent 
Anglo-Saxon jurisprudence has ever known at the same time. 
After the last argument Mr. Justice Baron Parke reversed the 
decision in Beaumont against Barrett and said that that latter 
decision was rendered upon the dictum of Lord Ellenborough, 
and that the case was decided immediately after the conclusion 
of the argument, and that it was not well considered, and then 
proceeded to analyze the rights of legislative bodies to try men 
charged for offenses committed outside of their presence after 
the fact. It will be interesting, therefore, to know some of the 
things that that eminent jurist gave utterance to upon this very 
vital question. He said, among other things: 

But the power of punishing anyone for past misconduct as a contempt 
of its authority and adiudicating upon the fact of such contempt and 
the measure of punishment as a judicial body irresponsible to the party 
accused, whatever the real facts may be, is of a very different character 
and by no means essentially necessary for the exercise of its functions 
by a local legislature, whether representative or not. 





The case of Kielley against Carson was a case of an assault 
upon a member by the name of Kent,of the Newfoundland Legisla- 
ture, similar to the assault in this case. Kielley was punished; 
he wis imprisoned; and brought his action against Carson, the 
sergeant at arms. The case was tried. The highest court in 
Newfoundland found against Kielley. The case was appealed to 
the privy council and was argued and reargued, as I have 
stated, and after exhaustive arguments the opinion held that 
the inherent right—the constitutional power—of punishing after 
the fact did not inhere in a legislative body. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man permit a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Is it not a fact that that case 
was decided with reference to the power to punish, the legis- 
lature being that of the Province of Newfoundland? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes; it was the supreme legislative body 
of Newfoundland. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. 
differentiated in that particular 
general? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The court merely differentiated that legis- 
lative body from the British Parliament and not from legisla- 


Does the gentleman yield? 


And is it not a fact that it 
from legislative bodies in 
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es 


tive bodies in general. It simply said it was not like the p 
Parliament, which anciently had the authority to nuni 
contempt, which, under the lex et consuetudo p: rlian 
ercised the power to punish for contempt. The 
ceeds: 
All 
dinary 


Opin 


hese 


functions may well 


power- 


be performed without t 
That is, referring to the legislative functions— 
and with the aid of the ordinary tribunals to investigate 
contemptuous insults and interruptions. 
We have had paraded here to-day all sorts of possih) 
sions upon the privileges of Congress; we have had ¢ 
threatened with invasion from this quarter and that, 


des 
the liberty, the conscience, the right of the Ment 
speak without interruption, without fear, if you ple 
was argued, therefore, that the power of punishing { 
tempt is necessary for our own preservation. The f: 


we have the protection of the courts that we oursely 
created has been ignored. We have the protection of th 
that we ourselves have made, If they are sufficient for | 
of mankind, they should be good enough for us. If tl: 
not snfficient, it is within our power to amend them and 
the necessary additional protection. 

Mr. Justice Baron Parke, continuing his opinion 
against Carson, said: 


It is however, that this power belongs to the House 
mons in England; and this, it is contended, confers authority 
ing that it belongs as a legal incident, by the common 
assembly with analogous functions. But the reason why the | 
Commons has this power is not because it ts a representatiy 
legislative functions, but by virtue of ancient usage and 
the lex et do parliamenti, which forms a part of 1 
law of the land, and according to which the bigh court of | 
before its division, and the Houses of Lords and Commo: 

Invested with many peculiar privileges, that of punishing 
tempt being one. 

Construing this question, he said in that case: 

There is no decision of a court of justice nor other an 
favor of the right, except that of the case of Beaumont rv. 2 l 
Moo. P. C., 59), decided by the judicial committee, the mex 
being Lord Brougham, Mr. Justice Bosanquet, Mr. Justice | 
myself. Their lordships do not consider that case as one by w 
ought to be bound on deciding the present question. The o 
their lordships, delivered by myself, immediately after the 
was closed, though it clearly expressed that the power was 
to every legislative assembly, was not the only ground on ¥ 
judgment was rested, and therefore was itn some decree extr 
but, besides, it was stated to be and was founded entirely on t 
of Lord Ellenborough in Burdette v Abbott (14 East, 137), 1 
we all think can not be taken as an authority for the abstr 
tion that every legislative body has the power of committin: 
tempt. The observation was made by his lordship with | 
the peculfar powers of Parliament, and ought not, we all 
extended any further. 

We all therefore think that the opinion expressed by my 
ease of Beaumont v. Barrett (1 Moo. P. C., 59) ought not to 
decision in the present case, and there being no other auth« 
subject, we decide according to the principle of the common law, t 
house of assembly have not the power contended for. They ’ 
local legislature, with every power reasonably necessary for t 
exercise of their functions and duties, but they have not 
have erroneously supposed themselves to possess—the sa! 
privileges which the ancient law of England has annexed to ti i } 
of Parliament. 

Do we possess an inherited power of trying a lawsui 
body? Whence the authority? It was not granted by 
stitution, nor yet by the people. These are grants th 
withheld from us. They belong yet to the people. 

The question, however, of authority to punish for cont 
has been elaborately argued by Mr. Justice Miller in tlie exse « 
Kilbourn against Thompson, and I beg to take issue w 
distinguished gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] 5 
conclusion as to the authority of that case upon this important 


said, 


consuct 





t 
{ 
the 


question. The decision, the burden of the decision, is upon tle 
authority of Congress as a Congress to try judicial questions. 
After commenting upon the case of Anderson against |! i, 
which in specific language this decision modifies if, inc l, 
does not reverse, it says: 

We must therefore hold, notwithstanding what is sald in the f 


Anderson v. Dunn, that the resolution of the House of Represe! 
finding Kilbourn guilty of contempt and the warrant of its Spe 
bis commitment to prison are not conclusive in this case, and 

are no justification, because, as the whole plea shows, the He 
without authority in the matter. . i eas 

The powers of Congress itself, when acting through the conc 

of both branches, are dependent solely on the Constitution 

are not conferred by that instrument, either expressly or by 
plication from what is granted, are “reserved to the 5! col : 
tively, or to the people.” Of course, neither branch of Cong 
acting separately, can lawfully exercise more power than Is © 

by the Constitution on the whole body, except in the few in 
where authority is conferred on either House separately, as in t 
of impeachments. No general power of inflicting pubishment 
Congress of the United States is found in that instrument. It 
in the provision that no “person shall be deprived of life. !)' 
property without due process of law,’ the strongest implication 
punishment by order of the legislative body. It has heen [ 
decided by this court, and by others of the highest authority, 


ot 
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means a trial in which the rights of the party shall be decided by a | 
il appointed by law, which tribunal is to be governed by rules of | 


viously established. 


What law has been “ previously established” for the govern- 
mont of the judicial body that you propose to create by this reso- 


lution? None. You will prescribe that after you have con- 
verted this body into a police court, 

Continuing the court said: 

An act of Congress which proposed to adjudge a man guilty of a 
crime and inflict the punishment would be conceded by all thinking 
I to be unauthorized by anything in the Constitution. That instru- 
ment, however, is not wholly silent as to the authority of the separate 
pra es of Congress to inflict punishment. It authorizes each House 
to punish its own members By the second clause of the fifth section of 
the first article, ‘Each House may determine the rules of its pro- 
ceedings.” 


This case modified the dictum in the case of Anderson against 
Dunn, following the dictum of Lord Ellenborough in Burdette 
ag st Abbott. The case of Kilbourn against Thompson has 
not been modified by any decision since. 

The general trend of public thought, the general trend of the 


* ’s great political movements, has been in the opposite 
direction from the power contended for in this resolution. It 
has been toward the taking away of assumed authority. It has 
been toward the taking away of assumed dignity. It has been 
toward the elevation of the citizen, rather than the granting of 
power for his degradation. Every movement in the last quarter 
of a century, and especially in the last decade, has been against 
ihe assumption of unusual authority that would lead to the 
infliction of unusual punishments upon any citizen for any cause. 
The authority that we are assuming to exercise here to-day 
the ancient authority of the Parliament of Great Britain 
Is there a man here who will go back a century of time and | 
plead before any forum in this Republic the practices and the 
t! ions of the British Empire a century ago for his action | 
here to-day? And yet that is exactly what you are doing in 
proposing the adoption of this resolution, making this body—a 


purely legislative body, one branch only of the Congress of the 
ted States—a body with unlimited judicial powér in a given 
granted by the House to itself without the warrant or 
rity of the Constitution. 

[ challenge any man upon this floor or elsewhere to point 
to a single provision of the Constitution that grants the au 
thority that we are exercising here to-day of inflicting punish- 

upon a citizen for an offense committed outside of the 
presence of the House upon one of its Members. 
Mir. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crayton). The gentleman 
has eight minutes remaining. 

CAMPBELL. We may pause at this point to see just 

ww much too far we are pressing our authority, how much too 

are asserting our dignity, how much above the rest of 
n ind we are elevating ourselves, how much we claim for 
ourselves that we deny to other men. Anciently the Parliament 
of Great Britain claimed many privileges and immunities that 


( e 


iif we 


v denied to other citizens. Sut the time has passed even 
in Great Britain when the ancient privileges and immunities 
and powers of Parliament are conceded by the people. I have 
book that I have had in my library for many years— 
The Mother of Parliaments. I find this: 


. jealous care with which Parliament guarded its rights in olden 
( [ten thrertened to bring the very name of privilege into con 
t. The Commons especially acquired the pernicious habit of yoting 





t hatsoever displeased them was an insult to Parliament 

That is what we are doing here— 
I ig instant and drastic punishment. Books or sermons which 
( zed or reflected upon the doings of either House were condemned 
\ ule, confiscated, and publicly burnt by the common hangman: 


or preachers were imprisoned and otherwise penalized. ‘“ The 

ent men are as great princes as any in the world,” says Selden, 

1 whatsoever they please is privilege of Parliament; no man must 

‘w the number of their privileges, and whatsoever they dislike is 
h of privilege.” 

How is it to-day? Stockdale against Hansard decided that 

there are limitations to the powers and the privileges of Par- 

lament. It may not imprison a man for contempt of its au- 


respond in damages for publishing a defamatory article even 
when published by order of Parliament. 

Further, from the Mother of Parliaments: 

Impeachmen 
matted to the Tower were among the penalties meted out with a lavish 
1and to all who gave offense to the Commons. 

The most trivial faults, the most innocent acts were, from 
time to time, contempts of Parliament, and the offenders chas- 
tised with a barbarity which was out of all proportion to the 
nature of their misdeeds. So harmless an offense as crowding 


ve jostling against a member of Parliament was at one time 
Considered a crime, 
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| Stms and Mr. Glover ere: 


| in the 
; re 

} the 
t, imprisonment, fines, confiscation of property, or com- | 


thority in all eases, as of old, and its public printer must | PU™!Sh him for this act. 


Mr. Speaker, we are not so much above est of 
after all. We are here in a repr 
limited authority from the people with us 

I listened this morning to the sol rr t 
a Member of this House. He declared in the pr ce of all 
mankind and Almighty God that he would support the Constit 
tion of the United States; and vet within to 
asked to overstep that Constitution and 
Congress into a judicial body—convert i 
try a question after the fact I 
a private citizen. 

Mr. Jefferson—and I lL conclude 
ity—appealed to the Congress of the 
itself upon this very question. After marshaling the « ms 
inherent right and of necessity to punish for bre f 
leges or dignity, together with the cont: ons 
cise of that power, Mr. Jefferson says in his M 

But if one branch may assume its own privileges v 
it may do it on the spur of the occasion, 
breast, and, after the fact committed, make it 
and the judgment on that fact; if the offense Is to be |} t 
and to declared only ex re nata 
the moment, and there be no Iimitation either ir 
ure of the punishment, the l 
indeed. 

Perhaps Congres 
citizen, as well as that for the 
what is necessary and proper to enable them to 
the powers vested in them, and t y 
of all, which may direct the con t of the « n nd 
time test the jr they shall t V | 


case, 

We have not defined either by rule or law th 
asked to assnme to-day, and until we have « 
comes this great ] i 
a power. 

My brethren, we must protect tl 
authority of this House. We c: 
by not inviting the contempt of tl 
dignity, and authority of this great body by 
yond the limitations of the Constitution, to | 
an offense that is unknown to the law of the lL [Ap 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. 
utes to the gentleman from Maryland 


convert one branch of 
t into a 


tor 


shal 


} 
be 
condil n of the « 1 


in the meantime, in the eare f 


Ss 


idgments 


} 


arliament of a free p » to OX 


! priy 
in do so in no bette 


nublie 


[Mr. COVINGTON addressed the House See A 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I viel 
from Iowa [Mr. Provuty] 

Mr. PROUTY. Mr. S| i 
sider.and determine, if we may, a grave and important que 
It is not a question whether or not the « ro y betwe 
ited a 
the part of Mr. Glover to make an a 
cuss or determine the question as to whethe 
said of and concerning Mr. 
false. We are here to settle and deter 
question as to whether or not under the ¢ tion of the 
United States dy Is clothed with | 
against contempt, whether it h 
dertake to transgres 
Congress. 

At the vy ‘Ty ince} n of 
committee we notified Mr. Glover of our de 
ence and such te 
to our request 
Says: 

The 


the fa 


al 
CUuKel 


Giover 


this be 
power to pul 
Ss 
tion of the investigation par 
~ 


he 


mony as he say to « and 


‘OThnIMUunCcal 


of the resc 


incidents th 


preamble 
ts of the 
In that resolution it was alleged and se 
had made an attack upon Mr. Sts for and 
spoken by Mr. SIMs upon the 
admitted these two fundamental! facts, 1 
had been made and that it had been 
of words spoken in this House, Mr. Glove oceeds to chall 
in a courteous way the power and jurisd n of this House 
He says: 
Though advised that under any fair and reasor e interpretat 
the conclusions announced the Supreme Court of tl United 
of Kilbourn v. Thompson (105 U. S., 
entatives without jurisdiction to pursue this inqui un 
action foreshadowed by the resolution in question, I 1 
mined, as the result of personal reflection, to disregard this 
the moment, re however, the right to avail 
thereof if it sh any time become necessary 


Confronted by that frank statement, this « 
careful, considerate, and I might y judicia 
the grave and important question as to whether or not there i 
Llouse 


floor of thi I \1 


case L168) the 


Servilg, 


ould at 


myself of th 


so to do 


Sa 1, cousid 


under the nature of our Constitution power vested in the 
of Representatives as a whole to protect itself and its Members 
from assault. In the consideration of that question it was 
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f ) to review and exomine carefully the 

( on this q tion. I shall confine myself in 

t I make to the one single constitutional 
to whether or not there is inherent power de- 

tel i LY of il United States lodged in this body 
lo } h for con i 

Ii conceded by everybody, it is conceded by every court 
th l ssed upon this question, that there is no express 
pe he Constitution given the House of Representatives 
to pu h for contenip I might say that it is conceded by 
‘ ' hi ined the question that there is in the } 
Const n no express power giving to the courts jurisdiction 
to yp wr contempt of their authority. 

It been held, however, in every court of the land that has 
‘ : nsidered this question, in England and in this country, 
in ite and Federal courts, that courts have the implied | 
| a power that grows out of their very office, grows out 
of the dignity of their jurisdiction—to determine and punish | 
tor « ntempt of the eourt 

iw, the clear-cut question is this: Has Congress, one of the 

coordinate branches of this Government, the same implied and 
necessary power to prot itself? 

The first time that tl question ever came before the Su- 
preme Court of the United States was in the case of Anderson 
agnuinst Dunn. That case was one in which a certain person had 


offered a bribe to a Member of Congress. When the matter was 
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brought before the House the same question was raised then | 
that is raised now, and while entertaining the profoundest re 
spect for the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL], who 
argued the question here on the other side to-day, I feel that I 


am expressing no discourtesy when I say tat gentlemen at 
that time expressed every argument that he has expressed, and 
I perhaps would not be going too far in saying that they ex- 
pressed them with much greater cogency, clearness, and accuracy 
than did the gentleman from Kansas, who argued that side of 
the cont " Notwithstanding the able arguments and all 
the arguments that are offered here to-day, the House by an 
overwhelming majority. as I remember, 4 to 1, decided the 
proposition that they had the power to punish for contempt, al 
though it will be noted the contempt was not committed in the 
presence of the House. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. 


‘oversy. 


Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. PROUTY. Mr. Speaker, just let me inquire if there is 
any time on the other side of the House that I can have, if I 
yield at this time. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. How much time does the gen- 
tleman want in addition? 

Mr. PROUTY. I can not tell, until I see how much time 
these other things take. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. I think I can yield the gen- 
tleman some time. 

Mr. PROUTY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I yield. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman from 
Iowa say that the House acts judicially when it votes on a 


resolution of this kind? 

Mr. PROUTY. Not exactly judicially. I have not said that. 
The courts act judicially in protecting their power, and this 
body acts in accordance with its power and not as a judicial 


body. It acts as one of the great sovereign, independent de- 
partents of this Government in exercising those rights that 


are necessary for its preservation, and not the preservation of 
the courts. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. PROUTY. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And in passing upon a judicial question, 
a question of fact and a question of law, does it not become 
necessary for the House to act in a judicial capacity? 

Mr. PROUTY. In a sense, in a judicial capacity, of course. 
Nobody can determine a question of fact unless he determines 
it at least with a judicial mind. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman cited the vote in the House 
of Representatives on resolutions of this kind as a precedent 
or as an authority for acting upon these resolutions. 

Mr. PROUTY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman will pardon me, 
but I did not yield for an argument. This is what I said. and 


Will the gentleman yield further? 


I will repeat it, that this House in that case decided that it | 
had the power. I did not say it was a judicial opinion from 


which an appeal might be taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, but I do say that the House in a clearly defined 
and in a better argued case than has been argued here to-day 
on either side—that is generous enough I am sure—after argu- 
ment decided that it had the power. That case was taken to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, the case of Anderson 
against Dunn, and there every argument was presented to the 
Supreme Court that has been presented by my good friend here 


| ine for contempt shall not extend beyond its known and a 











May ty 


to-day, and after full and complete discussion, eve; 
that has been suggested here by my friend was zone 
repudiated and refuted by the learned judge who 


opinion. I will not read the case in full, but here 


is 
court Says: 
It is certainly true that there is no power given by the ¢ 
to either House to punish for contempt except when committed 
own Members, nor does t! judicial vor criminal p rg 
United States in part expressly extend to the infliction of 
for contempt of either House or any coordinate branch of 
| ment Shall we, therefore, decide that no such power ex a 
true that such a power, if it exists, must be derived from 
and the genius and spirit of our institutions are hostile to ¢ 
of implied powers. Had the faculties of man been com; n 
framing of a system of government which would have left 
implication, it can not be doubted that the effort would have 
] the framers of t Constitution But what ts the fact j 
not in the whole of that admirable instrument a grant of 


does not draw after it others not expressed, but vital to their 





not substantive and independent, Indeed, but auxiliary and s 
But if there is one maxim which necessarily rides over a}! 
the practical application of government, ft is that the pub! 
aries must be left at Ii y to exercise the power w h 
have intrusted to them. The interest and dignity of those 
them requi the exertion of the powers indispensable to t 













ends of their creation No reason can be urged against 
such power. ‘The wretch beneath the gallows may repine at 
which awaits him, and yet it is no less certain that ti 
which he suffers were made for his security. 

T! unreasonable murmurs of individuals agatnst the 


society have a direct tendency to produce that worst of ali d 


which makes every individual the tyrant over his neig 
“The safety of the people is the supreme law” not only « 
but is indispensable to the exercise of those powers in their 
ti tries, without which that safety can not be guarded. On { 
ciple it is that courts of justice are universally acknow!ed 





vested, by their very creation. with power to impose silence, ri 
orum in their presence and submission to their lawful man: 
2 corollary to this proposition, to preserve themselves 

‘ers from the approach and insults of pollution. It is true 
rts of justice of the United States are vested, by express st 
vision, with power to fine and imprison for contempt; but it 





, 
cde 


il 


follow, from this circumstance, that they would not have exer: 
power without the aid of the statute or not in cases, if su 
eccur, to which such statute provision may not extend. 0 
trary, it is a legislative assertion of this right as incidental t nt 
of judicial power, and can only be considered either as an in ‘ 


abundant caution or a legislative declaration that the power o 


limit of fine and imprisonment. 

Now, I eall the special attention of the gentleman 
Kansas to this: 

But it is contended that if this power in the House 
tives is to be asserted on the plea of necessity, the ground Is t i 
and the result too indefinite; that the Exeeutive and every « 
and even subordinate, branch of the Government may resort 
same justification, and the whole assume to themselves in the 
of this power the most tyrannical licentiousness. : 

This is unquestionably an evil to be guarded against, a1 
doctrine may be pushed to that extent it must be a bad do 


of Re 


justly denounced. 

But what is the alternative? The argument obviously lead 
total annihilation of the power of the House of Represent t 
guard itself from contempts and leaves it exposed to every in! y 


and interruption that rudeness, caprice, or even conspiracy, may 

tate against it. This result is fraught with too much at 

to bring into doubt the soundness of any argument from w! 
derived. That a deliberative assembly, clothed with the majesty 
people and charged with the care of all that is dear to them, « J 





of the most distinguished citizens, selected and drawn toget! 

every quarter of the great Nation, whose deliberations are requ 
public opinion to be conducted under the eye of the public and e 
cecisions must be clothed with all that sanctity which unlimited b 
dence in their wisdom and purity can inspire—that such an_ y 
should not possess the power to suppress rudeness or repel ins is 


a supposition too wild to be suggested. 


That decision has been in the books of the United * 


Supreme Court for something over half a century. It nd 
in Sixth Wheaton, page 228. There is only one case that 

to call in question the doctrine clearly announced and laid down 
in this case, and that is the case of Kilbourn against Thomson, 
referred to by Mr. Glover in his letter and referred to here by 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CaMpseLt]. Now, to ! d 
that case casually, as I fear my friend has, one woul 1 ‘ih 
the conclusion that it had overruled the fundamental principle 
announced by the Supreme Court in the case of Anders 


against Dunn. But if he will take the pains to read that case 
carefully, and reread it, as I have many times, he wi!!! | 
that, while the court does indulge in much dictum that 
in accordance with the line of argument in the Anderson ©' 
yet, when it finally comes up to the question, it then fi y 
says they do not pass upon the question. I read a smal! section 
from the case of Kilbourn against Thompson, found in On : 
dred and third United States Reports, on page 189, the 


case which was called to your attention by the gentlema! . 
Kansas [Mr. CamMpPBett]. Now, after having spent four | . 
pages discussing the question we have been discussing 1 
day, the court says as follows: 

We are of opinion that the right of the House of Represents’ = 
punish the citizen for a contempt of its authority or a breac! of 


privileges can derive no wapners — oy precedents and pract 
arliament, nor 


the two Houses of the Engl from the adjudged cases 
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h the English courts hay e upheld these practices. Nor, ahten | Mr. PROUTY. With pl re 
has tallen from the English judges, and especially the later cases, | Mr. CAMPRELI a ; : od ; oo 
h we have just commented, is much aid given to the doctrine | vat. : » ata. L ile 1 
; power exists as one a "es many to nable either House of Con trend of thought led this ¢ ess | 
ster ae aaa of I gt = nel co an to decide In |= - th Bein, oh of aw : by } yas 
sent case, because we are able to decide it without passing upon Mr. PROUTY. Not in a 
stence or nonexistence of such a power in aid of the legislative | contempt cases where the question of 
yn. | Mr. CAMPBELL. Ce 
» court goes ahead and discusses the express powers of the | Mr. PROUTY But here the facets at | 
tution as to Congress, and winds up with this statement: | no question of fact to be di mined 1 
her the power of punishment in cither House by fine or impris I ie the w: and. as | ers ! 
ror eyond this or not, we are sure that no person can be pun he w dh S001 ’ ‘ 
f contumacy as a witness before either House, unless his testi ae d . 
is required in a matter into which that House has jurisdiction to | W8C0 ir. & ri Lal 
and we feel equaily sure that neither of these bodies possesses | Now, think of that \ 
t ral power ef making inguiry into the private affairs of the | times consider what ght hapne ; 
| powers that are ne ry to re 
t was the point upon which that case was decided. As | gress should pass some law tl 
has called to your attention by my colleagues, that was in the District of Columbia t ‘ 
‘ where the witness had refused to answer a question as t Congress Supposing we : . 2 
vate business, and the Supreme Court held that if it was | excise law or a law al stg 
where Congress undertook to inquire into private busi- | he Dist won i aa 
t was beyond the power of Congress, because such a i nant that they would sails : 
of privacy was protected by another provision of the | for it or voted for it « ; 
( ritution. ‘ . B im ed ¢ hn here l 
But I assert now without fear of contradiction that there has | and beat us and assanult 2 ~ i. 
‘dropped from the pen of any judge, either in the Supreme remedy is to i a wn ‘ ti ‘ 
( or district court or in any State court of the United | tion and ¢ . ‘tes fury aera ’ 
St the proposition for which my friend is contending. |). the same influence ly 
y, that Congress has no inherent power to punish for con- | >... Sine tel ‘eee wine A 
te These two causes have been referred to only once since, : ; in ; y 
i that was in the case of Re Chapman, in which the court ae CAMPRI iI oa tn oie 
es ally calls attention to the fact that in this Kilbourn case 1 i. SPE. KI ~ayealle : agg Ra 
the question that they decided was the one that I have just now | : ld nn at ae * K : 
Q inced, namely, that Congress has no power to punish for|* \1. proury. Yes. 
( mpt a man who refuses to answer a question that Con- | aaa a. titel ‘ 
f “a no right to ask him. And in that same opinion, as ae . a _ pened _ oo oe ' 
has been called to your attention in two separate places, the | — a picawceytlir nag fibinatcin 
s ne Court of the United States said that there is no ques oe nae = et i + _ P. 
but that the Congress of the United States has the power 1 " SPEAK ena eo m1 
to punish for contempt. That was the case where they tested | , a ee ee ee -” 
: : | from lowa has expired 
t constitutionality of a law to punish for contempt. As I Mr. PROUTY. Will the Lf | 
that is the last time that it has appeared in the court, so| .° i a ae a 
; 5 i give me some more time 
is the Supreme Court is concerned. It has appeared, how- | Mr. MANN. How much ti 
once since that in the Court of Appeals in the District of Mr PROT ry . canes i oth 
Columbia, in which it was clearly and unequivocally asserted | Mr MANN Mr Cy - vo Tt wtela 
t that was an inherent power vested in Congress, and it} |.) wd re Pen gee er 
could not, even if it desired, divest itself of that authority. Oe 2 
vy, as I intimated in my remarks at the start, this is not a |_, Mr. PRON ry. = inert — a ; 
new question, and that every phase that has been here dis- | ™¢ doctrine of the gentleman from kK ' 
( | has been discussed by Congress before. The gentleman | VY" d lead us to U1 le me’ 
from Kansas {Mr. CAMPBELL] made as the basis of bis argu- | 8'¢8S '8 not to be called to ac oe 
I the proposition that a crime could not be punished until it he says on the tlo — . ow: on. nee a 
first defined and its punishment provided for. In other | ™@"2S ®Ppleation oF That — 
words, that we must create a crime by law. | tatown sround the = : 
hink, if the gentleman will reflect a minute, he will detect the gent n ! ae 
the absurdity of that proposition. There never has been any | !e bas no othe = ; 
to my knowledge, in any State or in the United States | 'S Siven fo he Bee viel? 
defining just what contempt is. From the very nature of the | T#!t fo Bie an iifori 
thing. it is impossible. It may grow up in so many and so humblest egro or the most va 
d sified situations and conditions that you could not pos = that right. : ' ' 
§ anticipate it by legislation. No court has ever undertaken | Wi - did the Constitution ae 
to define and set down rules for its determination. Suppose, to |) Shot d be called puon-seamigde-ngiln 
strate what I mean, a man would walk up to a judge on | flo r of this H a . ay (Ee 
the bench and spit in his face. Then the fellow would employ | 5’¥S a 2 oa —— 
my good friend from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] to defend him; | ‘)*!0" by ang 8m tnlore a os = 
and he would look through his statute books and would say; | ‘He other fellow fined a few dollars 
“I do not find anything in the statute books about spitting in| Why, that is the richt 1 th 
a judge's face. Therefore he must go free. because no law has | Citizen has, independent of | z 
been made to meet such a case or punishment provided.” This | #!so to call the at on of the M 
Congress had that proposition up once. It was once undertaken. | Point, and it is one that has ent red 
and after an exhaustive discussion and consideration of the | What court, what pow cam ¢ 
question they found it was impossible in the statute to define | Constitution? -— 
contempt. Contempt is anything that strikes at the authority Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speal ' Tor 
or power or dignity or freedom of the tribunal, and it may be question? 
exercised by all the varied acts that human ingenuity can Mr. PROUTY. With ple 
meditate or think about. Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 oe 
Now, the next thing the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Camp- | Of imprisonment im) L by wi that we | 
BELL) Says is that he ought to be tried by a jury; that under | stituted here in the I) t differ irom ether a 
our great free institutions every man is entitled to a trial by | Of imprisonment Imposed by as _s — 
Jury. Now, the gentleman is too good a lawyer to say that. | out of Congress by the resolution of the Ho 
here never was a contempt case until the recent act of Con-| Mr. PROUTY. The difference is this: 4 
er “S ever tried by a jury. It is one of the powers of the court | power to limit or to gauge th \ 
to determine the facts and prescribe the punishment. It must | tional provi Let us be f om - 
© SO, from the very nature of things. | filing an information against man down 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? the gentleman for a speech made in this H 
a a pro tempore (Mr. Moon). Does the gentle- gentleman should say he is a Mem! f Cong 
in yle 








what he should say as a Member of Congres 
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tioned in any place, and therefore the courts must determine | ruled in both branches of Congress and by the decisions , 


the amount of punishment that should be meted out to the 
offender, Its mere statement shows its folly. You could not 
go into court and plead that proposition. I repeat that if this 


Hiouse 
vision. 
force it 


has not the power to enforce that constitutional pro- 
there is nowhere vested in any court any power to en- 
or pre erve it. 

There is one other thought that I wish to call to the atten- 
tion of this House. Several times it has been hinted at and 
intimated that this is a trivial matter that never ought to have 
been brought to this House—that it ought to have been settled 
in the police court or settled on the spot. If any of you have 


tuken the pains to read the testimony in this case, you have | 


found that Mr. Glover on more than one occasion said that if 
it was not for the dueling laws of Congress he would challenge 
this man to mortal combat. And if it had not been for a law 
that this Congress saw fit to put upon the statute books many 
years ago, it is more than probable, from the disposition shown 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





by the respondert in this case, that we would here to-day be | 


considering a case of homicide and not one of simple assault. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Would we have the right to try a case of 
homicide? 

Mr. PROUTY. We would have the right to try a man for 
dueling, as I interpret the law. Yes; we would have a right 
to try a man for any insult that he offered to the Members of 
Congress for things that they said upon the floor. You would 
say, of course, that notwithstanding he had shot down Mr. 
SiMs upon the spot for words that he said upon this floor, there 
is no power in this House to punish him for contempt; and as 
I have called attention to before, very often, the situation in this 
town might have been such, there might have been such an 
inflaming of public sentiment as would have made it impossible 
to convict Mr. Glover by a jury of his peers, and therefore he 
would have gone unpunished for committing one of the gravest 
against the dignity and power of the United States 
Congress. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. PROUTY. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Suppose the President of the United 
States had signed that law that was so offensive to the people 
of the District of Columbia, and that they should take their 
vengeance upon him. Is there any special crime for assas- 
sinating the President of the United States? 

Mr. PROUTY. No; because there is nothing in the Consti- 
tution that says the President shall not be called in question 
for anything that he says. It is not supposed that the Presi- 
dent will do much talking, although that has been violated 
considerably recently. [Laughter.] Everybody knows that as 
a fundamental principle of a republican form of government all 
men who make laws must be at liberty to discuss policies, 
measures, and men freely, untrammeled, without any fear of 
being called in question by the slugger upon the streets. [Ap- 
plause.] 

I yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. MANN. How much time does the gentleman yield back? 

Mr. PROUTY. Whatever I have. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Moon). 
yields back nine minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
NELSON] 20 minutes. [Applause.] 

Mr. NIELSON. Mr. Speaker, having served with the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] in this House for a number 
of years, I, of course, know that he is a very able and astute 
lawyer; but if he has made good to-day in his constitutional 
arguinent he is the ablest constitutional lawyer this country 
has ever known. This follows because he has challenged—and 
I presume to his satisfaction has overthrown—the position 
taken by Chief Justice John Marshall on the implied powers of 
Congress, and specifically the position taken by him in the 
Anderson-Dunn case. Marshall was in the consulting room and 
on the bench when that opinion was passed upon and delivered; 
and though penned by another, the brain of Marshall molded 
this decision. Not only that, but the gentleman from Kansas 
has overthrown Mr. Justice Story, who sat as associate justice 
in the Anderson case, and who as a commentator on the Con- 
stitution strongly argues for the powers which the gentleman 
from Kansas denies. 

As has been shown by my colleagues on the committee, the 
gentleman from Kansas has challenged an array of legal lumi- 
naries on the Constitution. I am going to call attention to one 
or two only, because my time is limited. 

What Judge Provuty has said is true. The gentleman from 
Kansas has shrewdly marshalled those arguments that have 
been put forward by minority committee reports and by attor- 
neys in the cases referred to, but all of them have been over- 


crimes 


Will the gentleman yield further? 


The gentleman 











May 9. 











courts. He has not been able to produce a single case 
sustains his point of view—not a single great authority « 
Constitution. . 

In the case against Woods, where Mr. Bingham of «© 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee, brought in the }) 
report, the House sentenced Mr. Woods to jail for three | 
because he had assaulted a Member of Congress, altho 
that case it is not entirely clear that he was assaulted 
official capacity, because the words spoken by him 
induced the assault were uttered outside of the House. 

Yet these able lawyers reported him guilty, and Mr. Bi 
quotes in his argument Kent, Story, and Rowle, three ,; 
most learned commentators on the Constitution. in sup) 
the power of the House to punish an assault made- 
Member of the House as for contempt. 

Now, I wish to read an interesting letter by the A; 
General of the United States, which is referred to by My. ] 
ham in the Woods case in 1870, although the letter was y 


in 1834. It is as follows: 
ATTORNEY GENERAL’S OFFICE, June 25. 
Sir: In answer to the question submitted to me on the me; f 
Gen. Houston, who appears to have been indicted, convi: ted. a : 
in the criminal court of this District for an assault on the 


per 
Member from the House of Representatives after having ber: 


ously punished by that House, for the same act. as a cont: d 
breach of privilege, I have the honor to state that, in my 0; , 
proceedings of the House constituted no bar to the subsen 
ment and conviction. The fifth amendment to the Constitut 
United States, which provides that no person “shall be subj 
same offense to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb,.”’ does ; 
to cases of this sort. Courts and other bodies which have the 
punishing for contempts are invested with that power, and 
posed to employ it for the purpose of protecting themselves in 
exercise of their aoptencinty functions, and not for the pur; 
dicating the general law of the land, which may also hav: 
lated by the same act. Technically, therefore, Gen. Houston 
been twice tried for the same offense. The act committed by } 
one and the same, and it constituted but one indictable offer 
he was therefore liable to only one conviction on indictmer 
this act was also a breach of the privileges of the House of R 
tives and a contempt of the House, they had a right to pun 
the contempt independently of the action of the criminal court 
vice versa. 

I am, sir, etce., B. F. B 

Then there is the more recent Chapman case, referred to fr 

quently in this debate, which is another decision that is over 
turned by the great constitutional lawyer from Kansas, \ 1] 
wrote this opinion? Chief Justice Fuller. Who sat o 
bench and in the consulting room with him? Chief Justi: 
Associate Justice, White. These jurists also go down 
the onslaught of the gentleman from Kansas, for in t! <P 
the court directly held that the House “ necessarily poss: 
inherent power of self-protection,” and asserts again and 
that neither House of Congress can divest itself of th: 
to punish for contempt. The Attorney General’s opinior S 







read is cited on the point that the assault constitute 0 
offenses—one against the House because of the violation of 
its inherent privileges, and the other against the indivi s 
saulted, of which the courts of law have jurisdiction. | 

tionably, Mr. Srms can have Mr. Glover prosecuted e 
courts. But that is not our primary concern. The House has 
the constitutional right to protect a Member of this bo s0 
that we do not have to appeal to a police court and be b: red 
in the discharge of our official duties every time an as is 





made upon a Member of the House, Anyone can see p! 
reason why the House of Representatives must have th 
ent right to punish for contempt. 

But the report of the special committee was made so in ! 
and I believe conclusive, of the facts in the case, the pre {s 
of both branches of Congress, the decisions of the courls, 
together with the reasons upon which these rest, that i! 
be wearisome repetition of authorities and arguments (0 £0 
over them again in detail. I would rather take the tin t 
is left to me to make some observations that may be of + 
to those who are most vitally concerned in this affair. ! 
it proper and right that I should express a personal tho 
sentiment, and a hope. 

My thought is that up to the present moment the Il 
Representatives has acted in this case in a way that is ertres 
worthy of it—in a deliberate and dignified manner, which I am 
sure has commended itself to the membership of this Ho: 
the people of this District and elsewhere, and will be aj 
by those who shall come after us when they shall have - 
sion to refer back to the precedent we are now making Phe 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garrett], with his usu . 
and ability, instead of asking for summary action by the H 
introduced a resolution calling for the appointment of a SI 
committee to report and investigate, giving the commit Eo 
thority, and clearly defining its duties. And the Speaker, with 
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his keen sense of the fitness of things and his thorough knowl- 
eiee of the mental mrke-up of the older Members of the House, 
n no mistake in the appointment of the personnel of the 


‘ittee save for one possible exception. I attribute my ap- 
ment to a generous friendship and good will, but it was 
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larly fortunate that the committee had the services of 
t} former parliamentary expert of this body, Mr. Crisp, of 
Geor who gave the committee the benefit of his extended | 

| relinble knowledge of parliamentary law, procedure, and 
nrecedents. We were also fortunate in having on that ¢om- 
ee a gentleman who has hed long experience on the bench, 
Mr. Prouty, of Towa, who reviewed theroughly the decisions | 


¢ the courts, and also such able lawyers, with keen analyti- 
eal a d logieal minds. as J. Harry CovincTon, of Maryland. and 
Joun W. Davis, of West Virginia, our chairman. 
of the committee, feeling his responsibility to this House and 
his duty with reference to these two gentlemen, Mr. Glover and 
Mr Sirus. divested himself of all bias and prejudice and inde- 
pendently made a survey of the entire field. When 
together we found ourselves in substantial agreement upon 
every proposition, which was fortunate, because it enabled us 
the privileges of the House, and its power to punish for con- 
tempt. 

I particularly wish to commend in this case the action of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. He did not bring this 


= | 
Each member } 


we came | 


make a unanimous report defining the rights of Members, | 


matter to the attention of the House. but when asked to come 
before the committee he did so and nade a full, free, and frank | 
statement of the facts, without any attempt to exaggerate or | 
eolor them. Indeed, he rather minimized and deprecated the 
extent of the injury that he had suffered at the hands of Mr. | 
Glover. I commend his course because it shows a high order 
of moral courage, not merely brute courage. The committee 
had special opportunity to learn the real facts. 

It learned that Mr. Glover had permitted this controversy with 


Mr. Sims to prey upon his mind. He had brooded over it, and if he 


was not beside himself, if he was not insane—I do not say that he | 
was—yet he had permitted this matter to so strain his nervous 
tension that he had but little check upon his actions. Rend the 


testimony of Mr. Smas himself. Mr. Sims is coming along. not 


thinking of danger. He had no hard feeling toward Mr. Giover. 
They had indulged in a controversy, as other men have upon 








this oor: but Members of the House have no lasting ill-will 
toward each other or toward other men with whom they differ 
Suddenly some one, whom he found to be Mr. Glover, accosted 
him from behind and struck him. What impression did Mr 
Glover make upon Mr. Sims? I will quote passages from Mr. 
Sims's testimony : 

He had what I 


' 


belleved to be at the time, and so impressed me, an 


it » expression, a glare of the eyes, somewhat of a bluish pallor on 
the e. 

Again: 

He had an expression on his face which made me feel very appre- 
hensive at the moment. 


Again: 


Because by that time I felt very apprehensive of an assault, but not 
dinary assault with the hand. 


Again: 


I was only watching his right hand and his right arm, with the only 
purpose which I arrived at coolly and deliberately, that if I saw his 
hand go toward his coat pocket or his trousers pocket to grab bis arm. 
I had no other thought. 


Again: 


,, -0 be perfectly candid and clear about this matter, it was a very 
ight stroke; and having come to the conclusion that I had come to. 
from his appearance, I regarded it as a provocative stroke, and I pur 
D and deliberately, for what I thought was my own best interest, 
declined to strike back or do anything that would justify an assault of 
the kind I felt from his appearance was intended. 


Mr. GOOD, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. 

Mr. GOOD, Did the committee come to any conclusion as to 
Whether or not Mr. Glover was sane or insune at the time of 


this assault? 

Mr. NELSON. No. 

Mr. GOOD. If I understood the gentleman correctly, he is 
rea 


ling from the testimony to show that Mr. Glover had brooded 


over this matter to such an extent that he was deranged. 
Mr. NELSON. 


his mental attitude. 
‘pression that Mr. Glover made upon him. 


Mr. GOOD. That is what I was trying to get at. The gentle- | 


man’s conclusion was that he was rather unbalanced in mind 
at that time. 


Mr. NELSON. 
reached a state of 
en his own action. 


I said I would not say that, but that he had 
nervous tension where he had but little check 


Mr. GOOD. If that is the 
this is a tribunal to try an insane 

Mr. NELSON. I did not y he 
is putting a foreed construction on 

Mr. GOOD. the emnn 
try 2 man whose mind is unbalanced 
upon a subject at any time? 

Mr. NELSON. That is not 
matter of defense, and I decline to yield further. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Carolina. He 
sanity. All men are presumed to be sane 

Mr. NELSON. What Mr. Glover's 
mony of Hon. Ben Jounson ows that mo Ss | 
bad expressed regret that was a law agail dl 
But for this law he would challenged Mr. Sims kor 
what purpose? Obviously he wis! 
Mr. Sims. And others hea 
Within the personal knowledge 
he uttered the wo It j . 
said to a newspaper man t he was on the lookout fi 
Sims. Now, all I desire to bring out that 
not acted with a high degree of moral courage 
for he has those passions we all have—i 
that caused the man up the tree to In 
been enacted in Farragut Square. | 
in this body for veal I 
fearless fighter on the side of public 
than he. When I first re Mr 
Committee Ile very mv eon 
quently demonstrated t 
resist all forms of speci 
the city of Washins; 
through, and courageously 

Mr. Sirs is entitled to the 
proval of his constit 
the assault with a 
personal satisfaction 
reported in the newspapers 
“ There is another Membe 
of the South, who has so far f 
office as to engage in a 
The House would ve 
that event, because 
in public. 

I want to 
Mr. Glover man hich 
in this city. Undoubtedly 
Mr. Sims had worked u 
tation among his fellow 
resentful, he forgot himself and 
Sut he has frankly avowed hi: 
never intended to infringe upon the p 
nor hold it in contempt. I | the 
time comes for us to pass senten 
the part of a Shylock and 
but rather let the quality 


? . } 
ense, does the 


1 
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pati ? 
wis 


what 


Ss Ihsane 
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said 
Dees 


rent Lk th 


by reason of his brooding 


s an issue here, and that is 
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is 
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was In 


there 
have 
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have 
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hai 


we 


seven Ss ¢ 
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came | Sims 


Sook: 
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bial 


woh 
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terblon 


but 
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raw wit! 


in 
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a word now 


Say 
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I hare given the gentleman my theory of | 
This is what Mr. Sis testified was the | 


is 


tl 
wi 


mercy gives justice a flavor 
Maker. I hope the House 
ing thereby the findings of th 
Members, the privileges of the 
House to punish for contempt. If 
by a nearly unanimous vote, it will 
all time to come in our par'iamentary 
tory. Let the Sergeant at 
reprimanded by the Speaker, and 
eustedy. The House will thus 
in the right spirit. Vindictiveness will 
action. Its course will have been dict 

purpose to maintain the rights of 
power, the dignity, the safety, and 
ings of the House of Representat 
in discharging its constitutional 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Does the gentleman from Wisconsiy 
that a reprimand from the 
of a deterrent to citizens in the future from an assault uy 
the Members of Congress than a possible fine of $500 ; 
| gnishing in the jail of the District of Columbia for 
| the courts we have constituted are authorized to 
assault? 

Mr. NELSON. Answering the gentleman, 
ent situation lends itself admirably to servi 
Glover, and every other person in f¢! I) 
| Constitution we have the power and shall 


at 
i 


pleasing ) 
adopt 
mint 
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House 
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right to send any person to prison or to reprimand him, no | stood the gentleman from West Virginia to make the staj, 
matter how high he may stand socially and financially, when | but if he did not actually state it, it was subject to the d 
the privileges of the House have been invaded. The Member | tion that a contempt might be committed by the publish, 
assaulted still has the right to go to the courts if he desires to | newspaper, commenting upon language spoken on the {) 
do so. the House by a Member, in a way that would be offensi 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. it might constitute a contempt of the House. I would 
Mr. MANN. I yield the gentleman 10 minutes additional. ask the gentleman if that is the opinion of the committ, 
Mr. NELSON. As an individual citizen Mr. Sos has the | that a newspaper publisher might be brought before this 
right to go to the courts of law, if he cares to do so, but the | and punished for contempt under such circumstances? 
House is protecting him as an integral part of this body, and Mr. NELSON. I will answer the gentleman that such 
always will protect its Members when assaulted, harassed, or | was passed upon by the Senate in the Duane case. y 
insulted in their official capacity, but as individuals they can | newspaper man libeled the Senate, clearly slandered the s, 
also go to the courts of law for further redress. where he was cited to appear, and was finally punished | 
Mr. DILLON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- | courts themselves. 
man, in reference to this constitutional provision that a Mem- Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Was it a libel of a s 
ber shall not be questioned for any speech or debate in any or of the Senate as a whole? 
other place. Would you say that a speech that is made on the Mr. NELSON. The Senate as a whole. Of course thy 
floor of this House could not be questioned at home, in the news- | distinction here. It must go to the very integrity, safe 
papers, or in the magazines? dignity of the House. A mere criticism by newspapers x 
Mr. NELSON. Not at all. The people have the right to} would not be considered. The House itself and the s 
question, in the sense of criticizing, provided that this does not | have decided that mere criticism by newspapers genera ||; 
directly interfere with the constitutional duty that you and I | entitled to serious consideration. but anything which puts ) 
are here to discharge. Where there is something done that | pers and Senators in the light of being criminals, crafters 
affects the integrity or the safety or the orderly discharge of cepting bribes, or doing that through which Congress 
our duties here, then the House has the right to act and to | jose the respect of the people, allows the House ») 
punish. An assault may keep a Member away from the House | pranches of Congress to order an investigation, and 
and may intimidate him, especially in a case like this, as Mr. | charges are found to be grossly untrue and libelous to 
Glover is still interested in park projects which will come | the detractors. 
before us; and if he or any other person may slap a Member Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the 
in the face every time such private citizen disagrees with or is | man yield for a question? 
resentful of words spoken in debate, we shall not be safe in Mr. NELSON. Yes. 
passing to and from this House or in the discharge of our Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. If the gentleman wi 
public trust. me, I understood the gentleman from South Dak 
Mr. DILLON. The offense here is for words spoken in this BURKE] to quote my position to the effect that a libe 
House. That is the conclusion of the committee. House would be considered a breach of its privileges 
Mr. NELSON. Yes; that is the constitutional right we have. | perhaps, is a deduction from what I said, but it is not 
Mr. DILLON. Suppose Mr. Glover in meeting Mr. Sims had | gnage. My language, if the gentleman will permit, is | 
taken him to task for words spoken in this House and had phrase “ questioned as to words spoken in debate” r 
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done so in a manner that is a provocation, and then Mr. SIMs | questioning not only in a court of justice and not on! 


had defended himself, would you still contend that we can | tioning by a personal attack, but it may even include ; 


\ 


punish the attack, or take him to task for words spoken in this | tioning by words, and that is shown to be true by reason o 

House? fact that the sending to a Member in former times of 
Mr. NELSON. Answering the gentleman generally, he can | Jenge to a duel, which of course was a mere verbal :ss 

make his own application, When the thing done clearly touches | treated as questioning of words spoken in debate and t! 

a Member in his official capacity then the House will take | a breach of privilege. 

notice. If he gets into a brawl as to whether Walter Johnson Now, it may be possible to argue from that, follo: 

is the best baseball pitcher, or some other fellow, then the | Duane case, to which the gentleman referred, that a lil 

House will not look into it. Whether the Member is assaulted | be so treated. But I did not so state. and I would not u 

in his official capacity or not must be determined in each par- | to commit myself about that proposition. 

ticular case by the facts. Our select committee went into this The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentl n 

question, and every other committee will do likewise. The | Wisconsin has expired. 

committee will carefully consider whether or not the assault Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I think it might 1 

was made on the Member in his official capacity, a direct viola- | stated that the remarks of the gentleman from West 

tion of his constitutional privilege, or not, and so report to the | were subject to that deduction. 

House. But if a Member engages in some common brawl, of Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I rer 

course the House will not take notice. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has 26 | 
Mr. DILLON. One other question. The gist of this offense Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to th 

constitutes the words spoken in this House and taking to task | man from Iowa [Mr. TowNer]. 

for the same. That is correct, is it not? The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from I 
Mr. NELSON. That is the present case. TowNeER] is recognized for five minutes. 
Mr. DILLON. I want to get instructed on this. It is an Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment \ 

interesting question. Suppose that Mr. Glover had accosted desire to send to the Clerk’s desk and have read. 

the Member upon the street and said to him, “ You have spoken The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will re} 

these words in the House, and I call you a liar for what you | gmendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ‘| 

have said, and I will burn your house down in order to get even The Clerk read as follows: 

with you.” Now, the offense would not be the burning of the Amend by striking out “and that In committing said assault | 

house, would it, but the offense would be taking him to task for | ¢ “Glover bas been guilty of a breach of the privilezes and a ¢ 

what was srid in the House of Congress? -< the ense of Balreneiniyes po ge i eee . 
Mr. NELSON. The gentleman, of course, can state cases so | be appear and show cause, if any exists, Ww? ——e 

near the margin that it is difficult to determine whether it comtpmngt of he Hette ¢ Rae 

would be one or the other. Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, I think that the commit 
Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Let me suggest to the gentleman | have no objection to this amendment, and I think that 

that this is not a hypothetical case. Here you have the specific | son for it ought to satisfy the House that it should be : 

charges and a plea of guilty. In the first place, it is understood by Members of thie |! 
Mr. DILLON. What I wanted to be instructed upon is that | that in this proceeding we stand in the position both as i 

it is conceded there is no limitation to this punishment. and also as judges. At this time we are making the : 
Mr. NELSON. Indeed there is. In the Anderson case the| tion. In the courts of nearly all of the States and 

Supreme Court says it is limited to the life of the Congress. courts of the United States when a contempt is committe 
Mr. DILLON. Suppose it is the last day of Congress and | side of the presence of the court a citation is issued 

you could not punish? It seems to me the power must be con- | court for the person to appear and show cause, if any. \ 

tinuous. should not be punished for a contempt of the court, and : 
Mr. NELSON. I give the Supreme Court decision, and the | Process the warrant is issued, and the person “oye a 

gentleman having been a distinguished jurist himself can figure | the tribunal and has an opportunity to make his show ins 

it out for himself. Analogous to that, Mr. Speaker, we are citing this | 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask | appear .nd answer for a contempt of this body. It is n 

the gentleman a question before he takes his seat. I under-! tainly our intention to try and find him guilty now, 
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‘¢ we adopt this resolution as it is stated we will be doing so, 
‘ vi , . . 

ise the language of the resolution is: 

at in committing said assault Charles C, Glover has been 
4 breach of the privileges and a contempt of the House of 


ntatives. 


DAVIS of West Virginia. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
TOWNER. In just a moment I will. If we vote now 
resolution as it stands, we shall be determining in 
ee that he is in contempt of this House. I presume what 
ly mean is that we think he is in contempt of this House, 
t we think so sufficiently strongly to cite him to appear 
nake his defense; but certainly we do not desire to try 
in his absence, before he has had a right to appear and 
ver and show cause and make defense. We certainly do 
desire to try him now and so estop ourselves from voting in 
vor if he shall show that he ought not to be punished for 


Mr 
Mr 


f 
tempt of this House. 
Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. The gentleman will recall that 
ier the resolution the committee were instructed to ascertain 
whe ‘or not a contempt had been committed by an assault 


a Member for words spoken in debate. The committee 
ere directed to ascertain that fact. They have reported the 
to be as rumored. If the House were to adopt that resolu- 
tion. would it not do exactly what this resolution does by de- 
that these acts were committed and that they consti- 


t 


tuted a contempt? 
Mr. TOWNER. I think not. The gentleman is too good a 
iwyer not to know that a court never issues a citation for a 


to appear and show cause why he should not be held in 
tempt unless it thinks he is in contempt. And by the passage 
s resolution in the form I suggé 
that it believes that these acts on the part of Mr. Glover 
-¢ him guilty of a contempt of this House; but they do not 
decide and determine, as this resolution expressly states 
They ought only to cite him to appear and answer and show 
.if any he has, why he should not be punished for a con- 
pt of this House. 
Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. The gentleman is already ad- 
vised by the reading of the report that there is another resolu- 
1 to be offered following the adoption of this, or as an amend 


or 


l 
il} 


tel 


ment to this, which will give to the accused his day in court. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 
Mr. TOWNER. I am so advised, and that is only another 


ison why this language ought to be adopted, because we do 
it to place ourselves at this time in the position of hav- 
ng determined already the guilt of the accused without his 


ng an opportunity to be heard. We ought to say, if we so 


| 


vi 


|, that we think he is in contempt, but we do not adjudge | 
lim so, and do not try and determine the case, as the language 


f this resolution would declare that we had, until he has had | 


opportunity to appear and show cause why such action 
ld not be taken. 

COVINGTON. Does not the gentleman know that every 
tment at the criminal law contains this categorical form 


\ 


} 
' 
i 


gainst the alleged offender, the statement that he has com- 
i ( certain acts, and that those acts constitute a crime 
rary to the act of assembly, or against the peace, govern 
and dignity of the State; and, notwithstanding the ap- 
parent adjudication by the grand jury, it sets forth succinctly 
the seme fundamental principles that this resolution does, but 


et he has his day in court. 

Mr. TOWNER. But the gentleman ought to understand that 
this is not an indictment. An indictment is not found by the 
court or the jury that tries the case and determines the guilt. 
rhe indictment is found by the prosecutor, or the grand jury, 
an independent, outside party. He or it asserts the guilt of 


the defendant. But the judge, in an indirect charge for con- 
telupt, hever asserts the guilt of the defendant. He only cites 
the defe..dant to appear, answer, and show cause if he can, 
why he should not be punished for a contempt of court. This 
‘sa different proceeding from a trial on an indictment. Gen- 
Uemen should realize that they ought not at the same time to 
siirge and determine in advance the guilt of the defendant, 
i d that without an opportunity of being heard; because if the 

Ouse of Representatives by the passage of this resolution de- 
tern eS In advance that this man is guilty before he has had 


“i opportunity before the bar of this House to show whether he 


is i¢ » . e 

ons ‘y or not, then the proceeding that may occur when he 
det “s before this House will be a mere farce. We can not then 
leter! 


a ape: whether or not he has shown cause why he should 

rol pe parecry for we will have already determined it against 

ets what use will it be for him to appeal to a body that 

finding in 2 found him guilty and has solemnly registered that 
Mr Le : us resolution ? 

wt. GARRETT of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 


s 


»st this House will be say- | 


ee Ua nn EEE 
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Mr. TOWNER. 


Mr. GARRETT of Texas 
amble in the resolution originally offeres 
Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT] ? 


Mr. TOWNER. 


Certainly. 


I do not. 


Does the gent 


} 
‘ 


en: 


by the 


, 


Mr. GARRETT of Texas. That preamble charged Mr. ¢ 
with assaulting a Member in a public park in the city of \ ) 
ington for language spoken upon the floor of this House if 
that be true, would not that be an offense against this 1! 
and a violation of its privileges, and would not th | 
tempt of the House? 

Mr. TOWNER. I do not discuss the question as to 
it would or not. 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. If that be true, would { 

Mr. TOWNER. I will not discuss that 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Does not Mr. Glove 
that it is true? 

Mr. TOWNER. That we do not know: and if i { 
what use is it to cite him to appear and ansvw ned row 
cause why he should not be punished for a contempt of th 
House? We are now determining in this resolution beforehand 
that he is guilty of a contempt, and we do so without his hovi 
his day in court. There is no court in America to-day 
would punish any man for an infraction of its rules, or fe 
thing that might be considered a contempt, that was indire 
and not in the presence of the court, unless it first cited him to 
appear and allowed him an opportunity to show cause why such 
punishment should not be inflicted, and that is the cours it 
is orderly and, I think, ought to be followed in this cuse 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. I will yield two minute tl 
gentleman from Maryland |Mr. CovincTon }. 

Mr. COVINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to ¢ n 
any further discussion of the case except to call tl itt 
of the House to a misapprehension which the gent mn 
Iowa [Mr. Towner] seems to have in regard to the on 
which has been offered. 

As a matter of fact, the committee has no pride of 0 \ 
with respect to the resolution. It simply followed the precedent 
established by the resolution in the Houston case in 1832, wi 
the subject was most carefully considered by the House 

The gentleman from Iowa has utterly failed to see that this 
resolution does not declare Mr. Glover guilty of conten It 
states that the warrant shall be issued for C. C. Glovy ‘to 
answer the charge that” an assault has been com! 1 by 
Mr. Glover upon the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sim 
and that that assault constitutes a contempt of the House 

And, Mr. Speaker, the second resolution goes on to provid 
with careful regard for the rights of the accused, that he s! 
be asked if he desires to be heard—which every lawyer in tl 
House knows to mean if he desires to have a trial, and tl hae 
shall be asked if he desires to have counsel. In other word 
after Mr. Glover has been brought to the bar of the Tlouse, w! 
is, in substance, the indictment—that is to say, the find ‘ 
fact—shall be read to him. He is thus informed of th 
against him, and he may plead his guilt or demand a ti 
If he denies the findings of fact, the House shall proceed w 
the trial of the case. If he admits the charge, the resolu 
provides that the House shall proceed to take order in tl 
matter—that is, to adopt a resolution either dischargil ( 
reprimanding or imprisoning Mr. Glover. In every way tl 
constitutional safeguards of the citizen have been secured 
him as they would be secured to him in any court in the land 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has 36 
left. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. I yield 2 minutes to th 
man from Iowa [Mr. Provutry] 

Mr. PROUTY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, w I 1g 
nize as being a good lawyer and a good juds f I \ 
him many years, has fallen into a mistake in reading this reso 
lution. I presume that he read it h: and did not not 
exactly what it said. I want to ¢: attention of the House 
to the fact that the criticism he makes is not germane. ‘The 
resolution does not find him guilty, but it charges him with tw 
things: First, of having committed certain acts therein set ¢ 
and, second, that those things constitute a contempt of tl 
House. He is cited here to answer both charge In the 
he wrote he admitted the fact as to the commiss'on of the 
| but questions the jurisdiction of this tribunal to «& re 
| in contempt or to exercise any jurisdiction over 1 
want to read the resolution, leaving out the im 

On page 14 of the report it says: “That the said ¢ 
C. Glover shall be brought to the bar of the I i 


sentatives on a day to be fixed in said wa 
so forth. 
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Now, 
committing said assault Charles C. Glover has been guilty of a 


sentatives.” When the case is here he is to answer two propo- 
sitions: First, did he commit the acts charged; and, second, has 
he any resson to show why it is not contempt of this House? 
Then the House can rass upon the question whether or not he 


has shown any reason why there was no contempt. But we are 
asking him to come into this House and answer two 
questions: First, did you do the things; and, second, are you 
guilty of contempt in so doing? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THomas]. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, it will be impossible for me in 
the short time which I have, to discuss any of the legal phases 
of this controversy. I have no doubt, however, that under the 
sixth section of the Constitution this House has the right to 
punish anyone who sbull question anything that a Member 
may have said upon the floor of this House in debate. I have 
every confidence in the legal ability and the impartiality of the 
special committee which has this case in hand, and I shall vote 
to uphold the report of that committee. 

It seems that this controversy between Mr. Sims and Mr. 
Glover grew out of an option which Mr. Glover had upon some 
Rock Creek land. As I understand it, three bills were intro- 
duced in this House, one to sell that land upon which he had 


simply 


that option for $600,000. That bill was not passed in that 
Congress. The bill was reintroduced in the next Congress, and 


the price fixed in the second bill was $50,000 less than in the 
first vill. As I understand it a third bil) was introduced fixing 
the sum at $423,000, being $177,000 less than the first bill. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit me to say right 
there that that is one of the statements with which Mr. Glover 
in his newspaper article found so much fault. Both Mr. Andrus 


and Mr. Sims made that statement, and it is not at all in 
accordance with the facts. The $600,000 price and the $500,000 
price and the $423,000 price were successive reductions on a 


piece of property relating to Meridian Hill property and not 
to the Rock Creek property on which Mr. Glover had an option, 
which was never offered for any other price than $423.000; and 
Mr. Sims acknowledged it here on the floor, but attempted to 
excuse himself by saying it was toward midnight when he 
made that statement, and yet the fact is that after he made the 
statement, as the record shows, and I have just been consult- 
ing it, the House, on motion of Mr. Payne, of New York, at 6 
o'clock and 15 minutes took a recess until 10 o’clock on the same 
evening, showing that the statement was made during the after- 


noon instead of toward midnight. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield further. I 
am stating that those three bills were introduced, and the 
controversy came up over that matter. I do not know and I 


do not pretend to say who was right or who was wrong. I 
am not condemning Mr. Glover and I am not condemning Mr. 
Sims, but I do know that Mr. Sts in his speech upon the floor 
of this House declared that he did not intend to reflect upon 
Mr. Glover. 

I am simply reciting the matter about which this controversy 
arose. Mr. Glover bad no business and no right under the law 
to assault Mr. Sims for words spoken in this House. As I un- 
derstand it they are both about 60 years of age. I have never 
met Mr. Glover and I do not want to meet him, because I do 
not want my jaws slapped [laughter], but, as I understand it. 
he is an athlete. Well, we all know that Mr. Sirs is blessed 
or cursed, owing to the point of view, with an abnormal abdom- 
inal protuberance [laughter], and I think that Mr. 
would have been just as much justified in assaulting a muscovy 
duck with both wings broken as he was in assaulting Mr. Stus 
on that oceasion. Ithink he had norighttodoit. Ihave known 
Mr. Sims ever since I have been in Congress. I am on a com- 
mittee of which he is the chairman, and I can say that there is 
not in Congress a more honest, honorable, kinder-hearted man, 
and I do not believe that he would intentionally give offense to 
anyone, 

The SPEAKER. 
has expired. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr, Speaker, does the gentle- 
man from Illinois desire to occupy any more time? 

Mr. MANN. How much more time have I remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Seventeen minutes. [Cries of “ Vote! ”] 

Mr. MANN. Does anyone desire to be recognized for time in 
opposition to the resolution? 


The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 


second, as to the contempt of the House: “And that in | 
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uv. 








Glover | 


Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. I will yield 15 min; 


| gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Murray]. 
breach of the privilege and a contempt of the House of Repre- | 
| Iowa 


Mr. MANN. First I yield 5 minutes to the gent! 
[Mr. Green]. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I shall cons 
minutes. The fundamental error, as I view it, into \ 
gentleman from Kansas |Mr. CAMPRELL] and some ot] 
men have fallen is this, that the offense with w 
Glover is charged is not that of assault and batt 
committing acts which tend to obstruct this House 
formance of its official functions. 

If Mr. Glover and Mr. Stms had had an alter 
some business matter and the same act had been con 
Mr. Glover by reason of some offense which he imac 
been given by Mr. Sims, no one would contend that {| 
would have any jurisdiction. On the other hand, if \r. « 
had simply threatened Mr. Sims instead of actua 
some blows, the offense given this House would 
committed in the same manner. It is alleged and 
this whole matter be relegated to the courts. The f 
no court has any jurisdiction and no court can try 
with which Mr. Glover is charged. 


i 


y 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman yields back his ti I 
five minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota [\r. S 


SON}. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I regret I was 1 
be present when this debate began, and I have 
time to examine this report as fully as I should | 
have done, but I desire to state now the point which 
still remains in doubt. There is no doubt in my m 


tempt, but whether or not the acts charged as cont 
tutes a contempt is not free from doubt in my mi 
this renson, that the cases that are cited in this rej 
that necessarily interfere with the performance 
functions of this House. For instance, two or th 
cases are attempted bribery. Of course, an atten 
tends to impede and frustrate the will of the p: 
pressed in legislation in the Congress and is self- 
tempt of the House. But the alleged ground against 
in this case. as I understand it, is that he violated t 
of the Constitution which says that for any speec! 
spoken in the House a Member shall not be questi 1 
other place. Now, what is “ questioning” in any o 
That is the exact point that we would like to have d 
order to enable us to vote intelligently upon this 
mere fact that you meet a Member on the street 
him, “ You voted against that bill yesterday; I have 
ion of you. What did you do it for?” Is that qu 
do the words in the Constitution, “shall not be q 
meun you can not sue him for anything that he s 
you bring an action for slander or libel for a false 
could undoubtedly plead his privilege and that he 
therefere in law be questioned or held in damages 
plain. But does that term go further than that and 
with any special right? Now, if the act of Mr. Glo 
Sims had tended directly to impede the proceed 
House there would be no question in my mind that 
contempt. 

If he had sought to detain him from attending tl 
of the House, for instance; but that does not appear. 
that Mr. Sims was on his way from his residence 


rT 


Not to a session of the House but to an executive 

of the Government. It may be true that he went 
official business, but it did not neeessarily impede 

of the House in enacting legislation to stop him from . 
to the department when the House was not in session 
time. Therefore the act to prevent him from going to | 


partment did not directly impede the proceedings in 
Now, it seems to me that the case can be distinguis! 
case of bribery which necessarily affects the dignit) 
work of the legislative body, that this is a diff 
entirely. It did not directly keep Mr. Sims from 
the sessions of the House as did the act of the s! 
detained a Member on his way to attend a session 0! 
cited in the report, and, therefore, it seems to me. 
would be prepared to vote upon the final question 0! 
Mr. Glover is guilty of contempt of the Honse I sho 
to have a little more enlightenment upon that precise | . 
the words of the Constitution that are represents')" 
words spoken here, “ shall not be questioned in any 0! 


mean that he shall not be asked anything about it as a 
gested by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. !’ 
Does it mean that he shall not be criticized in a nows"\"” 


If he were to be asked a question in a newspaper 4 












TT 


rely condemned, does that come within the distinction of 
him under the constitutional term? There is a 
rave question in my mind now whether or not the acts 
re reported to have been committed here by the committee 
. within the exact definition of whether or not it really 


ne 
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erfere with the work of the House and therefore would | 


he direct contempt of the House of Representatives, unless 
T 


ault had a direct tendency to prevent Mr. Sims from | 


ting the sessions of the House, or to influence his action | 
matter pending therein, by preventing his attendance | 


or by duress or fear, I doubt whether the acts constitute a 
nt of the House. I reserve my right to decide that 


ction in the event the case should go to trial. 
‘ir MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
n from South Dakota [Mr. Martin]. 
Mr. MARTIN. 
- desire to delay the vote upon it. I think, however, 
of a great and fundamental and important 
rower that is resident in the membership of the House of Rep- 
resentatives by virtue of the offices we hold, that we ought not 

an oceasion like this pass without soberly realizing the 

tent of this power and the danger of its abuse. 

'o begin with, I agree entirely that an assault on a Member 
neress, whether during the time for which he is elected 


exercise 


( ( 
thereafter, for words spoken upon the floor of the House, 
attack, not simply on the Member himself, but upon the 
House in its organized capacity, and I disagree with the sug- 


vestion inade by the able gentleman from West Virginia, who 
made the opening speech on behalf of the committee, when he 
ressed his own personal view that when a Member's time of 
in the House of Representatives the House 
ceases to have interest in that question. I do not agree with 
that. I believe that it should be understood that if for words 
ken by a Member of the House in the discharge of what he 
eives to be his public duty, he could be assaulted violentiy 
| held to account after ceasing to be a Member of this body, 
would very much embarrass the deliberations of the body. 
the closing debates of a closing Congress, pending a possible 
( ge of administration, things may occur in heat, and if re- 
g Members could be called to an account immediately 
ter the adjournment of Congress the beneficent influence of 
this protection would entirely disappear. 
3d day of March, at the close of an administration. 
could be held to account day after to-morrow, on the 5th day 
of March, by violent assault or in any other way for what he 
|, that, I think, would very much undermine the effect of 
this necessary constitutional protection. 
hut I want to say another word, with the permission of the 
House, however, looking upon this great question from an en- 
lirely different angle. It is an extraordinary proceeding. It 
is an extraordinary power that is vested in the membership of 
the House. A man can not be held to account anywhere under 
the Constitution for statements he makes in official debate. 
Like the exercise of all great power, it should be used with 
moderation, and the privileges of debate ought not to be abused 
on the floor of the House. A man’s reputation as a private 
citizen is just as dear and sacred to him as the reputation of a 
Member in his official capacity; and I never hear a Member 
in either branch of Congress assaulting the character and pur- 
poses of private citizens but that it seems to me it is in the 
ature of a reckless exercise of important constitutional power. 
[ think that the statement of the gentleman from West Vir- 
einia that, in his opinion, it becomes unimportant to inquire 
ito the nature or extent of the provocation for an assault of 
this kind, may not be absolutely well founded. I think the 
lature and extent of the provocation, whether the citizen is 
Justy or unjustly assailed by a Member of the House, may be 
‘ery properly taken into consideration in meting out punish- 
— to the offender. I do not justify an assault upon a Mem- 
er, ho Thatter how great the provocation; but I do think, sit- 
Lng, as we do here, as judges and jury and prosecutors, really, 
e judge of the question of the contempt of our own rights and 
whatieen aie it would be a very proper subject to inquire as to 
a ee the provocation is great or little, for the purpose simply 

“elertuining what punishment ought to be administered. 

Ne Ww, Tam in entire accord with the recommendations of the 
aiaaial I have not made these observations to indicate 
omaeia to the contrary. I do believe that this unusual! trial 

‘sit to be proceeded with. I realize, however, that in the very 


ae of the case the defendant is in an uneven contest. For 
at res 


Sel eenses 


In 


uirin 
on the 


Sale 


ittienaand the House ought to mete out its conclusions with 
cliberation and with a 
The SPEAKE 


just regard to the rights of others. 
R. The time of the gentleman has expired. 








If a man in debate | 


. | 
The House has heard very able arguments 
th sides of the pending question, and it is not my dispo- | 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its ks 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its at hnents 


to the bill (CH. R. 2441) making appropriations for sundry civi 


expenses of the Government for the fiscal: year ending J 
30, 1914, and for other purposes, disagreed to by th 
Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked | i] 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereo ind 
had appoinsed Mr. Martin of Virginia, Mr. OverMAN, and Mi 
WARREN as the conferees on the part of the Senate 

CILARLES C, GLOVER 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I understand 1 le xg 
| on the other side of the House is w iling now 
| minutes, on account of the time I have y ( 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker ‘ 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 29 1 

Mr. MANN. I would like to have a little 1 t] 2 4 
minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. I will yield to tl li 
10 minutes. : 

Mr. MANN. All right. I may ask for a little more later 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. I think we may be able to 
commodate the gentleman. ; 

Mr. MANN. My Speaker, I yield 10 minutes, then, to t 
gentleman from Wisconsin [|Mr. Coor: 

[Mr. COOPER adéressed the House. See Appendix. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from North Dakota [Mr. Norton]. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, the law and facts in this case 
have already been very ably discussed. It is clear from the 
many precedents and from the many court decisions d that 
this House has the inherent, the implied, and the express con 
stitutional right and power to punish for contempt in ca of 
this kind. There is no room to reasonably doubt the fa “ut 
Mr. Glover made the assault as charged upon Mr. Sims, and 
in doing so committed a contempt against this House 

It occurs to me, after listening several hours this afterno 
the circumstances and facts surrounding this case, to inquire 
what kind of District of Columbia special-privilege meat this 
man Glover must have eaten that he has grown so great that he 
feels free to make a brutal assault on any Member of this 
House, thus flinging insult and contempt at this House and at 





Ser 


its honest legislative deliberations; and it seems that when this 
man then calmly, in that manner of self-assurance characteristic 
of men of his kind and business that this 
House has no authority to defend itself from assaults of this 
character it is time that summary action should be taken. To 
day one of the most severe indictments that the people of this 
country are bringing against our courts and legislative bodies 
on account of the frequent long-drawn-out delays in performing 
their functions. I believe this rich opportunity for 
House to set a good example for the courts and otter legislative 


success, suggests 


is 


is a this 


bodies in this country. I believe it is highly important—it is 
essential—that this case be soon finally concluded; that no con 
mission of insanity be authorized, as was suggested a s! 
time ago, nor that the recommendations of the committee be 
side-stepped in any way on mere technicalities. 

I want to say that I wish to heartily congratulate the special 
committee that has had this matter in charge. They bave most 
carefully considered the law and the facts and have brought in 
a resolution here that should be adopted. By adopting this 


resolution, by bringing Mr. Glover promptly to the bar of th 
House, by inflicting a just punishment upon him, and doing it 
without delay, will gain, I am sure, for this House not only the 
respect of the whole country but the respect of Mr. Glover as we 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I am inclined to think myself 
that the immunity expressly granted by the Constitution only 
relates to proceedings in court—that words in debate 
can not be used as a basis for a suit or criminal action brought 
against the Member speaking them. But I have no doubt what 
ever that this legislative body, as other legislative bodies must 
have, has the inherent power to protect its own Members from 
assaults. The Member of Congress who takes the floor, or who 
even yotes, ought to know that when he steps outside of the 
Chamber of the House he will not be met by a set of men who, 
perhaps, have threatened him in advance with their physical 
disapproval if he has spoken or voted contrary to their wishes 
{Applause.] And such a Member, if so assaulted, ought to feel 
that the House itself will punish the offender, and not require 
him to take his chances by making a complaint in the police 
court or bringing suit in the form of a civil action. [Applause. | 


spoken 



































protection of a Member is not for his own advantage, 
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{t is not for bis own personal protection, but it is in order that 
the tive bedy representing a great, fret people shall be 
fre to act ac rding to the best jul: nt of its individual 
Members. 1 out fear of those who bappen to locally sur- 
r ‘ the ¢ mber on the outside. I, for one, am in favor, 
wl the question is raised before the House, of protecting 
not merely the digni y of the Ho but the netity of the 
proceedings in the House, by pro ecting the individual Members 
of { e when they re physically assanited, when they 
kk t! Chamber, for what they say or do he [Applause ] 
\j I VIS of West nin. I yield 101 to the ge 
t] 1 from Oklahoma [Mr. Murray}. 
\ RRAY of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, th tion before 
{ 1] hardly 1 question as to whethe Mr. Sims made a 
true s ement on t] floor of the House, nor is the question 
on the other band, prim: y whether Mr. Glover was justified 
1] e attack. The question is as to the right the people 
of this country have give to their Members of Congress to 
el irng then in ¢ pei s eir most inv i 1 S¢ rets 
N the makers of our ¢ titut have left four provisions 
j ion to this matter: I irst, no man can be arrested while 
A ding upon Congre ‘ d, Do lember bh he questioned 
j ! other place for any stat ent made n debate: third, 
the 0 n for segregation of the Capitol site from any States 
of the Union by its location in the Distri Does anyone sup 
po fo I ment that this District was ent out only to build 
; upO Any man who is acquainted with constitutional his 
t will n 1] that with certain delegated or reserved 
I rs to the State supreme so far as they exist, it would 
] been unwise to have established a government in any one 
( m, and so it was intended by those great statesmen who 
n his grent Federal nationality, when they provided that 
the pitol itself should be segregated, to give Congress com- 
plete control over it. I take it there is no doubt but that there 
‘ the inherent power to punish as for contempt in every 
lk \ body, just as it exists in every court of record under | 
the minon ls Ww 
I was surprised and astonished at the statement made by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Campre__] when he undertook to 
say that no such power ever existed or could exist. I would 
not have been surprised, knowing his surroundings, if be had 
svid. “If do not believe in the power,” because I realize that 
the doctrine of L. W. W. ism. opposed as it is to every kind of 
supreme power, and so necessary to safe and stable govern- 
ment, would tear down the old flag and call it a dirty rag; 
but when this gentleman makes a declaration that such power | 
to punish for contempt is not the law, he certainly can have 
but litle respect for his own opinion as a lawyer. But back of 
this we read in the history of the old republics of Germany, 
that these petty republics along the Rhine more than 2.000 
yenrs ago met together annually to legislate, and they encour- 
aged each other to get on a drunk for three days and then to 
sober down and proceed to deliberate. This was thought neces 
sary in those times because it was an encouragement for every 
individual in the state of intoxiention to give out his most 
inward secrets, and if the American people could get from 
every Member of both Houses of Congress a straight declara- 
tion of his most inward secrets, it would be best for the Ameri- 
Can | > 


(he purpose of this provision and this power lodged in Con- 
gress not to protect me; it not to protect you; but to 
encourage the Members of this body to say what they desire to 
say about every man and every measure in order that the people 
miy know that the Member is free from all fear. So it ceases 
to be a question ef the protection of Mr. Glover or the protec 
tion of Mr. Sims. It is the maintenance of a doctrine that will 
encourage freedom of speech on the floor of this body, and I 
want to predict now to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Camp 
BELL] that be may find in but a short time that he will be met 
in this city with thugs of the corporate interests if he gets as 
enthusiastic i he has 
on the otl 


is is 


in opposition to that corporate interest as 
er side of this question. 


S 


Sooner or later the American people are going to understand 
that this is a corporate-ridden city and Distri 


public-service corporations are oppressing the people; and when 
thou of employees of the have to pay an 
extra charge to the publie-service corporations, it means extra 
public salary. Whenever the people understand that, they are 
going to demand of Congress the absolute regulation and control 
of public-service corporations, and I warn the gentleman from 
Kansas, if he stands up here and makes the fight as earnestly 
in behalf of the people of this Republic as be does this in- 
dividual [Glover], he may be met upon the street the next day 
by the thugs of the corporate interests of the District. If I am 


sands Government 


io rt 
lin Ul 


ct, where the | 





in Congress I expect to be standing with the 


pect Congress to protect me aguinst any su 
this is not a question of any individual right—t} 
of the interest of the great American people. © 
knew that while here and there an individual 
without redress, yet in this great body of t 

of the people we must have free and open ¢ 


knew another thing. They knew that 


ah i ( 









fear of slander. It is the truth that hurt | 
slandered and so have you, but it never hurt 
hurt any other honest man. It is the truth ¢ 
now I say in reply to the statement made 

a while ago that we ought to be very lenient in 

I want to say. my friends, we have heard the 
ing the tens ency of the time ond what is tl 

it against a constitutional Government with 
No. ‘The tendency of the times is that we 
ernment that is too weak fur the strong and too 
weak. 

Mr. Glover is a man of wealth, and if he 
hodearrier we would not be long making up 
see that he bear the pennlty just the s 
piortal Sam Houston, governor of two 
gress, once a President of a Republic which 
the wilderness—the Lone Star Republic [apy 
a great general, a great statesman, and yet w 
upon this power be had to suffer not only 
Congress but at the hands of the courts Afte 
ished by Congress he was indicted and 
of the District of Columbia. Let us be just li 
return to those days when the Government w 
strong upon the strong as it was upon the we 
vict this man if the evidence is true and gi 
punishment. [Applause. ] 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Seven minntes. 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Spe ] 
ance of my time to the gentleman from Mury! 
INGTON }. 

Mr. COVINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
the resolution now pending. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That when Charles C. Glover shall be brought to t! 
to answer the charge of having violated the priv 
Representatives by having made an assanit 
Tuetis W. Sims, of the State of Tennessee, for 
Representative Sims on the floor of the House of | 
Speaker shall then cause to be read to the said ‘ 
findings of facts by the special committee of t 
the duty of investigating whether or t the 
| been committed as alleged, and whether or t 
Glover had violated the privileges of the Ho 
said assault. The Speaker sha!!] then inquire 
Glover if he desires to be heard, and to ha 
of being in eontempt of the House of Repr: 
| lated its privileges. f the said Charles C. Glover « 

if of either of these privileges, the same shall 
| the House shal! thereupon proceed to take order i 

Mr. COVINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I do 
the amendment. I simply want to call attention 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COVINGTON. I do. 

Mr. MANN. As I understood the amendment rv 


man 


| certain language in the first 


the second resolution in the report of the co! 

Mr. COVINGTON. It It simply m: : 
resolution. I simply want to stute 
Members who were not in the Chamber at t! 
from Iowa [Mr. Towner] had time yi 
was offered an amenmiment to cor 
resolution offered 


is. 


for the | 





ct 


there 


that the resolution was attempting in advanc 
Glover with being guilty of contempt before lr 


opportunity to answer and that as a matter of fa 
ment will do nothing that was not alre 
in the resolution. 


dy s ( 
} 


It will make it necessary to « 


rate vote upon that amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the 1 
ment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the resolution by striking ont the clause “40 
mitting said assault Charles C. Glover has been ¢ 
' 

I 


of the privileges and a contempt of the House of Rk 
insert in lieu thereof “and that he appear and 
exists, why he should not be held in contempt of U 


resentatives. 


The question was taken, and the amendment wi 
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Will 
last 


1. 
K 


SPEAKER. 
sntion? This 
the Clerk’s des 
n, is it not? 
COVINGTON. That is true, Mr. Speaker, but at the 
e gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Davis], chairman 
coumittee, offered the resolution he offered what is 
ly a separate resolution, the first part of that in the 
enort, and this is the second part of that resolution. 
EAKER. The question ts on the amendment offered 
ventleman from Maryland. 
‘ir, HAMILTON of Miehigan. Mr. Speaker—— 
‘FAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
HAMILTON of Michigan. I want to : 


the gentleman from Maryland give 
paper whieh the gentleman sent up 
is really part and pareel of the original 


-_ 


isk the gentleman 


stion. As E understood the reading of his reselution, it 
t contain the identical language of the reselution as 


} 
( OVINGTON. It is identically the language in the reso- 
We FIAMILTON of Michigan. 
» i rending it. 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment again, 
t objeetion 
ir, COVINGTON. Mr. Speaker, in order that there may be 
onception about it, I state that it will be the printed 
on. 


SPEAKER. 


Then the Clerk omitted about 


The one you are going to have a vote on is 


e the Clerk has im his hand. 
\{ MANN. Let the Clerk read it from the printed report, | 


| we will know what it is, 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. STAPFORD. 





I would like to direet the attention of the 


tleman from Maryland [Mr. Covineron] to the fact that in | 


iing the resolution of the chairman of the committee, sent 
» Clerk’s desk this morning, there is a ecertuinm date stated, 
erens in the resolution printed there is no certain 


ed. 
Mr. TOWNER. As I understand the gentleman from Mary- 
|, this is one resolution instead of two? It will make it only 
Mr. COVINGTON. That is the idea. 
Mr. TOWNER. In other words, this resolution that is printed 
on page 14 is not to be considered as a separate resolution, but 
part of the resolution originally offered? 
Mr. COVINGTON. That is precisely the intention. 
Mr. MANN. Now it is the second resolution that is to be 
read ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. The Clerk 
ll repert the resolution. 
e Clerk read as follows: 
ed, That 
Hou 
Hot 


as a 


\ 


rm 
ili 


when Charles C. 
se to answer the charge of having violated the privilece 
ise of Representatives by having made an assault upea 
ntative THeTus W. Sims, of the State of Tennessee, for words 
ken by said Representative Srams on the floor of the House 
atives, the Speaker shall then cause to be read to the said 
s 4. Glover the findings of faets by the special committee of 
House charged with the duty of investigating whether or not the 
stult had in facet been committed as alleged, and whether or not 
Charles C. Glover had violated the privileges of the House of 
tives by said assault. The Speaker shall then inquire of 
Charles €. Glover if he desires to be heard, and to have 
on the charge of being in contempt of the House of Repre- 
es for having violated its privileges. If the said Charles C. 


i 1 


re granted bim; if not, the House shall thereupon proceed to take 
* In the matter. 


SPEAKER. 


she The question is on the Covington amend- 


juestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
‘SPEAKER. The question is on the amended resolution. 
MANN. Mr. Speaker, in order that it may show the vote, 
4S& for a division, 
‘e divided: 
So the resolution as 
“r. COVINGTON, 
rhe SPEAKER. 
Mr. C¢ IVINGTON. 


vY 
eau 


and there were—ayes 200, noes 4. 
amended was agreed to. 
Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 
Is the Speaker now about to execute the 
i It warrant for the apprehension of Mr. Glover? 
a SPEAKER _That is exactly what he is about to do. 
a CON INGTON. May I ask further from the Speaker if 
=e taows from the Sergeant at Arms whether there is a rea- 
ve certainty that the warrant will be executed this after- 
"The [ think the House may very well know that. 
~ SPEAKER. The Speaker does not know that. The 
| ara ue informed that Mr. Glover is within the building 
bene’ i be very easily found. I do not know him of my own 
slowledge. I never saw the gentleman fn my life. The prece- 

















For what purpose does the gentleman rise? | 


date | 


Glover shall be brought to the bar | 


of | 


desires to avail himself of either of these privileges, the same | 
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think there are one or two printing propositions that we 
of. 


dispose 


— in the case seem to show that when Mr. Glover is brought 
| in Members will not be allowed to confer with him until t 
| matter is finished. 
PRINT OF TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. MANN. While we are net very active about busin 
' 
| 
| 
| 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con 
that 5,000 copies of HT. R. 3521 may be printed, 1,000 eo 
go to the document room and 4,000 copies to go to the f 
i} room, for the use of the Members, in the form that the | 
l to the Senate 
| Mr. BARNHART. Mr. ker, would s 
| sepurate resolution? 
| Mr. MANN. No. That is under $500 
| Mr. BARNHART. All right. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. One thousand « t 
ment reo and 4,000 copies to e folding roc 
i which the bill went to the Senate. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Us 
| woos} asks uwuuanimous consent wit ther l Wr | 
| 5.600 copies of the tariff bill in the shape in whik t w ) 
| the Senxte, 4,000 copies for the use the di ‘ ie | 
t0co copies for the use of the felding room. Is there ebj« 
[After a puuse.} The Chair hears none, aud it is so order 
LEAVE TO PRIN 
| Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, at the request of several 
men, | sk unanine eonsent th those who have spok on 
e Glo resolution before the House this mn sha 
| have lewve to extend their r ks in the Recorp 
The SPEAKER. The gentiemam from Illinois |Mr. Mann 
l|asks unanimous consent that those who huve spoken on this 
Glover matter te-day may bave the right to print and e rt 
theiy remarks im the Recorp. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, is that request granted? 
| The SPEAKER. It is. 
| Mr. CARLIN. For how long a time? 
Mr. MANN. ‘There is no limit of time. There were o1 
| few gentlemen who spoke. 
| Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Unanimous cot 
| been granted. 
SAN DIEGO EXPOSITION. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
mous consent, on half of the gentleman from California Ir 
KeT@NER], for the consideration of a bill relating to the ad 
mission of goods te the exposition at San Diego, Cal I 
necessary for this to pass. speedily in order that they may v 
| the laborers to dispose of the foreign exhibits as they conie 
|} in the exposition buildings. 
Mr. MANN. I think that might take a few minutes, a 
| is no trouble about taking it up to-morrow 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, then, I will let it go « 
REPORT OF THE MONEY TRUST INVISTIGATION 
Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask un rm consent f 
| present censideration of the resolution which I send to t 
Clerk’s desk. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina 
| FINLEY] asks unanimous consent for the present onside 
of a resolution which he sends to the Clerk’s « \ ! 
Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 100 
Resolved, That there shall be printed 2.500 copies of t! er 
Money Trust investigation, for the use of the Houre do 
a cost of $452.52. 
| Mr. MANN. The cost does not want to go into the 1 1 
itself. It is no part of the resolution. 
Mr. FINLEY. [| understand that; but it is e inf l 
tion of the House. 
Mr. MANN. It is reported at the bottom of the resolutio 
Mr. FINLEY It is at the bottom of the resolution, but is 
no part of it. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Spenker, reserving the right to 
ject, I would like to inquire if there is any provision for these 
| reports to be marde available to the Members in the folding 
| room? If they are sent to the document room there will be 
| Hone at onr command. I would like to have some at my 


mand for the benefit of those who request them. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will say for the information 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Strarrorp] that the ed 
of 2,500 copies provided for by the resolution is practically the 
limit that the House can provide for by simple resolution 


1452 


think 
demand there will be at once a similar resolution to provide an 


the understanding is that if that does not supply the 


ndditional 


be 


siuftiice 
BULUICeE, 


ailotment. If that does not the demand can 
supplied by a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. FINLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin 

that this will not be the end of it if more copies are desired. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 




















The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution 

The resolution was agreed to. 

CHARLES C. GLOVER. 

The SPEAKER signed and delivered to the Sergeant at Arms 
the following warrant: 
louse® oF REP! INTAT OF AMERICA, 

j of May, 1913, 88: 

To Ronerr B. Gorpo ting 

Whereas the Hous tl United States on the 
9th day of May, 1913 i in the city of Washington, 
D. C., did resolve that : s rrant directed to the 
Sergeant at Arms commandi: im to ta into custody wherever to be 
found the body of Charles C. Glover, of the city of Washington, D. C 
and the same in custody to keep, and that t 1id Charles C. Glover 
be brought to the bar of the Ho of Representatives on the 9th day 
of May, 1913, to answer the cha that he, on Friday, April 18, 1913, 
in the city of Wash yn, D. C., committed an assault upon the person 
of Representative Tuerrt W. Si a Representative in the Sixty-third 
Congress from the State of Tennessee, because of words spoken by the 
said Representative Sims in debate on the floor of t House of Repre- 
sentatives while the House was in regular session during the Sixty 
second Congr and that in committing id : iult he, the said 
Charles C. Glover, has been guilty of a breach of the privileges and a 
contempt of the House of Representatives: 


These are therefore to require you, Robert B. Gordon, Sergeant at 
Arms for the House of Representatives of the United States, forthwith 
to take into your custody the body of said Charles C. Glover, of the city 


of Washington, D. C., and him safely to keep, and to bring him before 
the bar of the House of Representatives on the 9th day of May, 1913; 








and all marshals and deputy marshals, civil officers of the United States, 
and every other person are hereby required to be aiding and assisting 
ou in the execution thereof, for which this shall be your sufiicient 
warrant 
Given under my hand this 9th day of May, 1915. 
CHAMP CLARK, 
Speaker of the House of Represcntatives. 
In testimony of the authority of this warrant, witness the seal of 
the House of Representatives of the United States this 9th day of May, 
191s 
Soutn TRIMBLE, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
The Sergeant at Arms made the following return: 
RETURN 
Hot OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D, C., 9th day of May, 1913 
To Hon. CHAMP CLARK, Speaker, greeting: 
Received the within warrant on the 9th day of May, A. D. 191 and 
pursuant to its command I did, on the 9th day of May, A. D. 1913, as 


Glover therein 
Liouse of Repre- 


directed, take int 
named and brow 
sentatives 

Given under my hand this 9th day of May, 1913 

R. B. Gonrpon, 
Sergeant at Arms, House of Representatives. 

The Sergeant at Arms (Mr. Robert B. Gordon) appeared at the 
bar of the House, having in custody the respondent, Mr. Charles 
C. Glover. 
SERGEANT AT Arms. Mr. Speaker, according to instruc- 
I now present the person of Charles C. Glover. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Glover, you will give heed to the find- 
ings of fact by the special committee, which the Clerk will re- 


said Charles C 


the bar 


to 


body 
with 


0 el 


istody the 
ght him fort 


Oo 
i 


) 
ue 


tions, 


port. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
That Representative THetus W. Sims while on his way from his 
residence in the city of Washington to the Post Office Department on 
official business on Friday morning, April 18, 1913, was accosted in 


Farragut Square, in the city of Washington, by Charles C. Glover, who, 
after applying to him certain epithets, assaulted him by striking him 
in the face. 

That the said Charles C. Glover committed the assault upon Repre- 
sentative Sims because of statements made by Representative Sims in 
debate on the floor of the House of Representatives at several times 
during the session of the House in the Sixty-second Congress, in which 
Congress the said Representative SIMs was also a Representative from 
the State of Tennessee, 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Glover, do you desire to be heard, and 
to have counsel, on the charge of being in contempt of the 
House of Representatives, for having violated its privilege? 

Mr. GLover. Mr. Speaker, I admit the facts to be as found, 
but earnestly disclaim all intention to show disrespect to this 
House or its Members, or to invade their privileges. Nor did 
I know,.at the time of the occurrence, that I was doing either. 

I express my deep regret and offer my sincere apology. 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant at Arms will furnish 
Glover with a chair. 

Mr. Glover sat down. 








Mr. 
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Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
in behalf of the special committee appointed by t! 
charge of this investigation. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the reso); 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 101, 

Resolved, That the Speaker do reprimand Charles ¢ 
at the bar of the House, for the breach of privileces o 
by him committed; and that the said Charles C. Glove: 
discharged from further custody. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the House, by a pract 
imous vote, has just decided that it has the inher 
punish for breach of its privileges, and it has «a 
Mr. Glover is in contempt of this House for havi; 
assault upon Representative Sims for the words 
in debate. 

This House, Mr. Speaker, will ever maintain ; 
its dignity, its integrity, and its right to legislat 
terference from anyone; but while in my jud; 
will always maintain that right, it will never be \ 
inflict punishment out of proportion to the offei 
against it. It will pass judgment in each 
the facts of the case, always seasoning justice wi 
if we err, we prefer to do it on the side of mercy. 

Mr. Speaker, there have been numerous ca 
privilege of the House, and I want to refer th 
punishment inflicted in many of those cases. 

In 1796 Mr. Gunn was reprimanded. 

In 1816 Mr. Fry was reprimanded. 

In 1818 John Anderson was reprimanded. 

In the case in 1832, of Gen. Sam Housten, 
Members of the House are familiar, he was rep 

Mr. Field, who in 1865 made an assault upon k 
Kelly, wounding him with a knife, was discharged 
mand. And in every instance but one, while th 
always maintained its right to punish, it has infil 
mand, that one exception being in the case of I: 

Mr. Speaker, the object of punishment is to h 
effect, and in my judgment the certainty of punis 
than its severity, will accomplish that purpose. 

The committee in its investigation made no 
House as to the form the punishment in this ca 
because the committee did not know what the 
Glover at this time would be. 

It is unquestionably and undeniably the right « 
of Representatives to punish for 
in the jail of the District of Columbia during | 
this Congress lasts. jut in view of the turn 
has taken, in view of Mr. Glover having apol 
and having expressed his regret for what occurre 
the committee have directed me to offer the 
reprimand. 

Mr. Speaker, to bring the matter to a close, 
previous question on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georg 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the r 

The resolution was agreed to unanimously. 

Mr. Glover rose. 

The SPEAKER. Charles C. Glover, the TH 
sentatives, after thorough and patient investigat 
law and the facts, made by a special committe 
nent lawyers of the House, appointed by the 8] 
in a resolution declaring that you had violated | 
of the House and acted in a manner derogatory to 
of the body by assaulting a Member for words spo 
on the floor of the House; and after full debat 
almost unanimously adopted that resolution. 

The freedom of speech and the immunity from 
tioned elsewhere for words spoken in debate on the f 
House and also of the Senate, guaranteed by the | 
tion, lie at the very root of our free institutions. } 
lated both grossly by your conduct. In your anger 
a blow at constitutional government. 

From the very inception of parliamentary gover! 
Snglish-speaking peoples the principles which I have 
been universally adopted and practiced. 

This is not a case of a Member of Congress ag2t! 
oner at the bar. It is the House of Representatives 
sembled capacity asserting its freedom of speech a! ; 
nity of the House, which are necessary for the free | 
transaction of the public business. It is not so much (0 | 


1 FH 
it ri 


case 


contempt by 


rizocl t 
mid tl 


res 


’ nf = 


an individual as it is for the public good, to the end ' 
Republic may endure. 
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. House passed a resolution directing the Speaker to issue 
his warrant and deliver it to the Sergeant at Arms for your 
+ and the same has been done. The mandate of the war- 
; heen complied with by the Sergeant at Arms by bring- 
- body to the bar of the House. 

vith the moderation, the care, the 

th which people of our race act, 
» be heard either in pers by 
would determine the punis 
against the Constitution 
heard in your own 
ized the facts as charged; 


and the 
you a 
in mitigation 
for your very 
country. You 
proper you have 
g you have apologized the 
H : you have expressed your regrets; you have asserted 
ienoranece of the fact that you were violating the privi- 
Hiouse and the Constitution the United States 

on your part, no doubt, influenced the Members 
ency of the punishment which they determined upon, 
that the Speaker should reprimand you for your 

offense. 

I st be apparent 
g ividual capacity 
Republic, 


wisdom, 
they 
counsel 
hment 
your 
person ; 


eave 
{ n or 
cy 
of 


fiense 


t he 


@ 
the of 
tement 
Vi ~ 
Senator 
other 


that a Representative or a 
has no more rights than any 
and he is clothed by 

ty from being questioned elsewhere 
1 del on the floor of the House 
ir minds freely without fear and without embarrass 
s for the public weal. If one person is permitted 
shed for an assualt Pe one Representative for 
ken in debate on the floor of the House, every person 
ssault a Representative for words used in debate on the 
House, and free speech is at an end, free 
an end. 
that, but to assault a 
poken in debate on the floor of either House might 
man who does not want to kill anybody to per- 
very act. 

Chair therefore reprimands you, Charles C. Glover, in 

me of and by direction of the House of Representatives, 
d directs the Sergeant at Arms to remove you from the Hall 
f the House and to discharge you from custody. 
upon Mr. Glover left the Hall of the House. 


JUDGE 


citi- 
with 
words ut- 
that they may 


the Constitution 
for 


ate so 


ce 


oniyv 


1 2 od 


ITIONAL DISTRICT FOR EB 
NRY. Mr, Chairman, I submit 
tion from the Committee on 
read as follows: 
House resolution 


immediately after 


ASTERN PI 


the 
Rules. 


NNSYLVANIA, 
following privi- 


er] 


nS 


97 (H. Rept. 16). 

the adoption of this rule the House 

to the consideration of the ‘bill H. R. 32, to provide for 
ntment of an additional district judge in and for the eastern 

t of Pennsylvania. 


That 
od 


Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, just one minute, and I think I 
ince the House that the resolution should be adopted 
nediately and the bill to which it refers passed promptly. 
rhe resolution has been unanimously reported by the Com- 
ttee on Rules, and prevides for the consideration of a bill | 
that the Judiciary Committee would undoubtedly report favor- 


on at onee. Therefore I move the previous question on 


rest 


tion and ask for its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry. 

rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN, Hag the gentleman debated it so that it will | 
cat off further debate? 


rhe SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that he debated 
it enough to do that. 
Mr, 


HENRY. I hope the resolution will be adopted so that 



































































































































a that chiding good-naturedly, because I think it is deserved 
a ‘AMPBELL rose. 
he SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 


nae ante BELL. To ask the gentleman from Illinois if he 
Wil 7 ad. 
































in 


govern- | 


Representative or a Senator | 


we can take up the bill. 

Mr. MANN, It will not be if I can help it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 
oti estion was taken, and the previous question was 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I did not know that such a reso- 
¢. Was coming in. The truth is I have had a rather un- | 
pr ate experience with the minority members of the Com- 
ae Rules, because I rarely obtain any information con- | 
saree a rule to be reported to the House until it is re- 
tal : ie House. I hope the gentleman from Kansas will 
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Mr. MANN. I will yield for an apology or an explan 
| Laughter. ] 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I was formed 
that there would be meeting of the Committee on |] 
morning at 11 o’clock for the purpose of holding a | 
but that nothing would be done except to have 
stated to the chairman of the committee t if that 
that was to oecur, tn view of the fact that I expected 
ticipate in the dis sion of th pri il ed 1 lw mm Ww 
to be brought up in the H ce Ss mornin t 11 
would not attend the meet of the Committ ‘ rR 
I did not attend That may be constr 1 into an ey 
or an apology by the gentleman from I 
Mr. HENRY. Mr. 8S ker, the ge 
apprehended what I said. I said that t ‘ 
and other matters to be considered, and a t 
notice was issued, and the eman n t have 
morning. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I had the notice that t 
Texas gave me last night. 
Mr. HENRY. Yes: and the committe idaq 
There were two Re} liean mbers t! 
we had no other idea than t t on tl part 
Mr. CAMPBELL. My understanding of 
of the Committee on Rules stated la night 1 
to be merely a bearing 
Mr. HENRY. Oh, several tlemen came up t 
views about some other matter nd then w » a 
of this matter. 
The SPE. ER. The Chair will notify th ‘ 
| Illinois [Mr. MANN] that his time is running 
Mr. MANN. I know it. I do not know who vw 
ing. All L know is that I had no idea that 1a 
was coming in. What are the facts in ¢ 
| years certain lawyers in the judicial district t ! 
Virginia, Virginia, and North Carolina have been end 
obtain the appointment of a new judge 
Mr. HARDWICK Mr. Speaker, will the gen mn 
Mr. MANN. There are about 40 or 400 of t ‘ 
be appointed I yield to the gentlemsgn from ¢ i 
| Mr. HARDWIC K Mr. Speaker, this re ition 
one to which the gentleman refers 
| Mr. HENRY. Not at all 
| Mr. HARDWICK. rh is a resolution pr 
| judge in the eastern district of the State of Pe 
| Mr MANN. I did net know that. I did not ' 
itlem< from Pennsylvania had gotten in cq 
soon. The House ought to have opportunity to know 
coming up. Here proposition brought into H 
5 o’clock in the evening for the on of a rule nl 
take up a bill which nobody kn thing ab wh 
ot been reported upon, to pro dditional [ ed 
judge. For 16 years, sitting in , I have 1 ! 
men on the other side of the aisle assert time l 
there was too much litigation in the Federal courts. too 
judges in the Federa! courts, and that we onght to rest 
smount of business to be transacted in the lederal courts 
| the judicial title revision act, which we sed three o 
years ago, or less, we did restrict the amount of business 
could be carried on in the Federal courts. We restrict 
suits which could be commenced in the Federal courts ar 
stricted the suits which could be removed from the Stat 
to the Federal court. That side of the House has ali 
| nounced its intention, through the appropriation act 
| proposes to abolish the Commerce Court, which will tr 
| four or five judges now in the Commerce Court to t 
where they can perform the work of district ‘j Klges 
[ had supposed that hen was suilicient patronag 
the Demoeratic side to last for 2 few wer or a f 


before you would commence to creat 


| need me 


| been 


| in order to provide appointments. I have no doubt th 
men will be able to produce the certificates of lawyers t! 
re judges. I think you could provide 10 new | 

judges in the city of Chicago, and within a year obtai 
tion signed by thousands of lawyers, many of whom ha 
inside the Federal court, insisting that in order 
prompt disposition of litigation they must have a new 


new 


restrict 


| be brou 


Federal! 
United States court 
that 
| Only recently in some act we provided a 
| to suits that could be brought, and provided that no sui 


the suits 


cht in the 


i carrying out a State law. 


judges 


ind need 


We 
judges. 
can 


have gone to the 
What we ought to do is 
be bronght in the Feder 
further 


to 
i} 


Federal court against a State offi 


Much of the litigation in the 





limit m pr 


i 


+ 


‘iq! 
tT 


restricti« 


14 


courts in recent years has been in the form of injunction suits 
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| 


brought against Siate officials to prevent the enforcement ol 
State laws, particularly those which related to railroad rates. 

rhere are number of propositions pending, some of which, 1 
this ought to be enacted into law, further restricting the liti 

tion in the Federal courts I do not believe that there is 
any occasion for taking the great mass of suits brought in the 
State courts out of the State courts and into the Federal courts 
and yet we keep on adding to the Federal courts. A man who 
is mu appoinied a Federal judge in a great many cases thinks 
as soon as he is appointed a Federal judge his time is bis own 
and he forgets to work very hard 

I do not know how much the political necessities may demand 
the appointment of this judge 1 do not know whether this 
judge was asked for in the last session or not. I do not recall, 
but it was not granted; that I know. We have not added many 
ii judges in the last few years. I do‘not think we ought to 
add any while we are taking away jurisdi m from them, 
while we know that the intention of the Democratic side of | 
the House is to abolish the Commerce Court, which has four 


judge I was referring awhile ago to the appointment of a 
circuit-court judge in the circuit immediately south of us 

a proposition which has been pending before Congress for many 
ye , bitterly opposed by the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. We! who defeated, with the aid of some of the rest of 
us, a proposition reported in here at one time to provide that 
circuit judge. That is in another bill now pending, and the rea- 
son I supposed that was to come up bere was because a gentle- 
man was endenyoring to persuade me to-day that that bill ought 
to pass. There is another job that somebody wants. Why, 
gentlemen, it will not be possible for the Democratic Party to 
provide enough new Federal judges to give every lawyer who 
wants a job a place—not ail the disappointed ones. There will 
be meny who will be asking patronage. I should have supposed 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, for whom I 
have high regard, would have had enough trouble with the 
tariff bill and the disposition of patronage in Pennsylvania to 
satisfy him without asking for another place. The Lord knows 


I wo ld 
anyone 


have 


hate to have that 
who hi 


job. I have profound sympathy for 
s to distribute jobs or distribute patronage. I 


profound sympathy for the President of the United States, | 





is senior 


who 


in commission upon this bench, is yy. 
physical condition as to hold out absolutely no ho 
will ever be able to return to the bench. He is, | 
fully say, a very sick man. He has been cony dd 
his work and go to the South in what ey ryone 
absolutely vain search for health. 

He has what [ am advised is an absolutely ineur: 
Mr. Speaker, Judge Holland has been upon | ‘ 
for nine years, appointed when the judgeship wa 
had been theretofcre a United States district attom 

|} inan 53 years of age, has never received large 
positions which he has occupied, has comparatively 
and, consequently, it would be a great hardship uy 
order to give the people of Philadelphia the opport; 
their cases decided promptly by that court, he w 
retire from the bench in order to permit man to ] 
in his place. It would not be fair to a man who 

a great judge as Judge Holland has been in that 
ill health of this kind has overtaken him, at the vy: 
he most needs the little salary which the place aff, 
pel him to leave the bench, because this Cong 
put, for at most a very short time, au extra judg 
bench. 

The salary is $7,000 per annum. 

This Congress has done this thing before in | 

| Cases. I think, in the Sixty-second Congress. it w 

| Baltimore district where Judge Morris bad 
tated from a further service on the bench. And ] 
much if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann} 
kind a heart as any man in the House, interposed ; 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. In just a minute. Congress p 
provide for an additional judge in that district, 
vision that when the vacancy occurred senior it 
should be filled. The President appointed a judges 
Judge Morris soon thereafter died, and the cou 
same size that it was before. 

Mr. MOORE. Do I understand from the gent 
ment that the passage of this bill will not preju 
tion now held by Judge Holland? 

Mr. PALMER. It would not. 

Mr. MOORE. It does not mean the crowdi 
present judge? 

Mr. PALMER. It does not. It means as it say ] i] 


upon whom rests the burden in some way of appointing thou 

sands of persons to thousands of different places. I had hoped | 
that we might at least pass through a special session of Con- 
gress, called to consider the tariff, without commencing the 
making of new places, unneeded, to provide jobs for disap- | 


pointed job seekers. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


Mr. HIENRY. Mr. Speaker - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has seven min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman’s speech was based 


| Judge Holland would serve out 


is senior 


in 


land 
senior 


in commission, 
commission it will 


and when a vac: 
not be filled. That 
his lifetime. 

Mr. MOORE. It avould be unfortunate, as the 
states, if Judge Holland, who has been a faithful j 
by reason of his illness be forced out of his positic« 
passage of this bill. I wanted have the 
ment as to the effect of the bill 


to 


gen 


Mr. PALMER. What I was referring to about 
}on Judge Holland contemplated the answer so 


on an erroneous idea altogether. We are not creating an addi- 
tional place. If he had waited 15 minutes he would not have 
made the speech. I desire to yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], who will convince, I think, 
every Member of this House that this bill should be passed and 
passed now. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, the principal complaint of the | 


gentlem: 
he does not 


distinguished n from Illinois 
be that know enough about 
the minority Members of the Rules Committee to task for not 
having informed him about rule. I expect that 
reason why the distinguished gentleman from Illinois talked 
so much further beside the mark to-day than he usually does, 
for I feel quite convinced, as the gentleman from Texas has 
said, that if the gentleman from Illinois had known anything 
whatever about this bill—and, of course, he ought to have 
known about it, because his followers on the Committee 
Rules should have advised him—he would not have made any- 
thing like the sort of argument that he has presented here. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for an additional judge for 
the eastern district of Pennsylvania, and it provides, also, that 
Whenever a vacancy shall occur in the office of the district 
judge for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, senior in com- 


{[Mr. MANN] seems to 


this 


this bill, and he takes | 
is the | 


| another judge would do the work which he h 


on | 


mission, such vacancy shall not be filled and thereafter there | 


Shall be but two district judges in said district. 
is that at the present time in this great 
Pennsylvania there are two district judges. 


Now, the fact 
eastern district of 


It comprises the | 


city and county of Philadelphia and five large outlying counties, | 
having a population altogether of something like two and a | 


half million persons. 
and Judge Holland, Judge Holland being the senior in commis- 
sion on that bench. Now, it is a difficult and delicate thing 
to say, but this House is, of course, entitled to know the whole 
truth about the matter, and the fact is that Judge Holland, 


The two judges are Judge Thompson | 


l 


might make, that if a gentleman is incapacita 
retire. That sometimes might be true, but some! 
be a hardship on a faithful public official, as in th 
case. 

Mr. MOORE. There is no means by whi 
can be retired on pay, and it would be well to hav 
stood that the bill does not dispossess a faithful j 

Mr. PALMER. It would not. It means that Ju 
would remain on the bench during life or good | 
I 
to several months ago, when he was compelled to e 
up, as my colleague knows. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. I yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. As my colleague knows, I have ! 
Holland well for 30 years. He has been my pers 
I did not know until just now that his condition of | 
as bad as the gentleman states it is. I know the 
states the facts as he has them, but I did not kno - 
very minute that it was anticipated that Judge Holland mich 





harFk 


die. I know he is a great sufferer, and I know he l 
unable to attend to public business for some time. Butt? a 
not anticipated that Judge Holland’s life might | 
longed. 

Mr. PALMER. I will say to my colleague it was yet 


cult thing for me to say, and yet I feel the House is « 
the information. ms 

I have not seen Judge Holland personally for a : . 
but members of the Philadelphia bar, of the very hishest: 
ing, men like Mr. William A. Glasgow, jr.. Mr. Charies © 
Judge McPherson, who sits upon the same bench, 


ind J 1dge 
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J » Holland’s physical condition agreed with the statement 
1 now make, that it was such as to hold out absolutely 


bit) 


\ly BUTLER. Does my colleague know the condition of the 
business in that court? 


| 


the circuit court judge in that district, came before the | 
ittee on the Judiciary, and all of them who referred to | 


wwe whatever that he could return to his work upon the | 


\ir. PALMER. I know that it is very much congested. L[ | 


‘ statement here, showing the number of days that the 
ioe have been sitting on the bench, and the efforts that have 
peen made to relieve the court by calling in outside judges, and 


I sl present that statement to the House during the consider- | 


of the resolution. Again, Judge McPherson—— 

\r. BUTLER. What request has Judge McPherson made? 

rhe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
V; i has expired. 

\ir. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes. 
Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes more to the 
‘leman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Parmer] is recognized for four minutes. 

‘ir. BUTLER. Will the gentleman speak of Judge McPher- 
son's request? 

Mr. PALMER. This bill was introduced in the last Con- 
cress, before the close of the Congress, and a hearing was held 
before the Committee on the Judiciary, which was attended by 


Republican Congress to pass the bill, and I would have asked 


a Republican President to till the position. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. MANN. How much time have I 

The SPEAKER. Eleven minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. PALMER] criticized me quite severely because I was not 


remaihing 


familiar with the details in reference to this matter. I plead 
guilty. Why should | know? Why should I be posted? Why 
should any Member of the House be posted on the subject otf 
this bill or this rule? Since when did it become the poiicy in 
the House of Representatives by a 8} ecial rule, to call up wh il 
is almost a private bill, which never had been 


reported into 
the House or considered by a committee. 


i to ca it up withou 
notice, for passage, and expect Members to know in regard to it 
I know a few other things that are not intimately connected 


with this proposition. One is that the Democrats in the Sen 
held up the appointment of two Federal jud 


ves In Chicago 
|} where they were needed very much more than this one is needed 
in Philadelphia. They held up those appointments for a coi 
siderable period of time, and since Democrats in the Senate 
held up those appointments so long they still held up by a 
Democratic President. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the ; 


TIudve George Gray, Judge McPherson, and many lawyers of the | 


Philadelphia bar; and Judge Gray and Judge McPherson, as 
well as the lawyers, agreed in the statement to the committee 
that it was absolutely necessary for the proper conduct of the 
business of that court that this judgeship should be created 
temporarily. 
Mr. BUTLER. Was a report made upon the bill? 
Mr. PALMER. There was no report made upon the bill, 
hough I think the Committee on the Judiciary was unani- 
usly in favor of ity because the matter was drawn to my 
ention by the Philadelphia bar so late in the session that 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from | 
the gentleman from Washington ? 

Mr. MANN. I do. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington I just wanted to stat 
that they did the same thing in the State of Washin 
business was very much congested, even after the judge had 
assumed his duties. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn 


s\ 
vania |[Mr. PALMER] says that if this bill is considered in tl 
| House he will make the attempt to show the necessity f 
| judge, regardless of the illness of the present jud L hi 
doubt that he will make that attempt. 

I remember the Ohio case. We passed a bill to provide a 
additional judge, I think, in the southern or middle district of 
Ohio, with a provision that when one of the places be 
vacant it should not ever be filled. But when that place became 


there could be no hope that the Committee on the Judiciary | 
i be reached in the House in order to pass the bill through | 


the House. and it was not reported on that account. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. PALMER. I yield. 

Mr. AUSTIN. My recollection is that a bill was passed for 
the relief of Judge Ricks, of northern Ohio, a few years ago. 

Mr. PALMER. There have been a number of bills of that 
kind passed. The most recent one was the Morris case, I 


Mr. HENRY. In one of the Texas districts Judge Rector 
ived for several years, although he was unable to perform his 
duties on the bench. When he died there was no successor 
appointed for him. 

Mr. BUTLER. I know that we shall lose that judgeship if 
Judge Holland unfortunately should die. 

Mr. PALMER. Let me say to my colleague regarding Judge 
Holland’s condition that this judgeship is being asked for by 


‘came incapacitated, and we passed such a bill as this, but he | 


| died to put anybody in his place, if we passed a bill providi: 


inembers of the Philadelphia bar whom he knows, and I am | 


quite sure that he will agree that they would make no such 
oe were the facts not as we state them. Men like John G. 
J0ODnsSOn—— 

Mr. BUTLER. The statement of Judge McPherson would 
convince me of the necessity. I know him well. 


Mr. PALMER. The committee on the creation of judicial | 





vacancies as part of the Law Association of Philadelphia, | 
Which is the Bar Association, which takes charge of such mat- | 


ters, of which Mr. John G. Johnson, one of the leaders of the 
American bar, is chairman, unanimously adopted resolutions 
asking Congress to do this very thing. 


it 


= show the House the amount of business which has been 
aa in this court and the necessity for the judgeship, aside 
om the question of the physical incapacity of Judge Holland. 
that fea to say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann} 
ian ta ‘ y me an injustice in intimating that we are attempt- 
bill «Set this place for political purposes. I introduced this 
ever. 
tion. 
bar hs 


I agree with him exactly upon this patronage proposi 


ive asked for the passage of the bill, and I have asked a 
L—92 


if I have time, Mr. Speaker, if this rule is adopted, as I hope | 
Will be, during the consideration of the resolution I shall be 


vacant, if my recollection is correct, we passed another bill to 
provide an extra judge. 

I opposed both of the propos tions I do not thinl | \ 
any occasion in that case for the appointment of the ext 
judge. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman from Ili ; did n pony 
the Maryland, case. 

Mr. MANN. I did not. 

Mr. PALMER. And when Judge Morris died there was no 
attempt to put another judge on the bench? 

Mr. MANN. No. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, I will say to the gentle 

Mr. MANN. Let me say a word now. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to complete my statement 

Mr. MANN. Before that bill passed we had a complete unde 
standing between many Members of the House that there 
should be no effort and no attempt made when Judge Mor 


hich 


for an extra judge through the balance of his term of life. 
Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield’? 
Mr. MANN. Yes. 
Mr. PALMER. Permit me to say that I am perfectly v 
and anxious to enter into exactly the same kind of an und 


} standing. 


Mr. MANN. Yes; but the gentleman himself has t the 
power. 
Mr. PALMER. Well 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman is only one man in Congress, 
and while at present he may be the political boss of Pennsyi- 
vania—and I hope he is—and I hope he will continue so on 


the Democratic side, he might not. 
Mr. PALMER. Well, if the gentleman will permit, the u 


| derstanding in the case of Judge Morris was had, I suppose, 


ill in the Sixty-second Congress. I have no interest in it what- 


I wish I did not have any of it. But the Philadelphia | 


with the gentleman who introduced the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, it was had with a good many gentlemen. 

Mr. PALMER. I am satisfied that a good Many gentlemen 
here would be willing to enter into that understanding, because 
nobody has any earthly notion of asking for an additional 
judge in Philadelphia. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman ought not to bring in a bill eat 


this time of night without a chance for Members to know any 
thing about it, and attempt to put it through in this way. 
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Mr. POU. Does not the bill itself provide that there shall 


be no appointment when a vacancy occurs? 

Mr. MANN. It does; and that was the case in the Ohio mat- 
ter. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania himself says thut 
he will undertake to show to the House the need of three judges 


in this district where there are now only two. If he can show 
to the House now that they need three judges in the district, I 
fail to understand how he could enter into such an agreement 
fairly to himseif that there shall be only two judges. 

Mr. POU. Any agreement that might be entered into here 
would not be worth anything. 

Mr. MANN. We discovered that in the last Congress when 
an agreement was entered into in regard to some international 
congress at Buffalo—and that is true of this Congress because 
the same provision was in the sundry civil bill—and then we 
discovered later that the agreement we entered into in regard 
to the California Exposition was good for nothing. In other 
words, gentlemen on the floor of the House who introduce bills 


and in good faith make statements are not able to carry them | 


out, because they do not represent the sentiment of the people. 
and they are sidestepped, or perhaps they are retired from the 
Congress, and some one else carries it out. We bad a distinct 
agreement on the floor as to the Buffalo Hygiene Congress, that 
there should be no appropriation asked for, and the gentleman 
who made the agreement kept it as far as he was concerned, 


but his colleague from the same city did not feel bound by the | 


agreement and presented a case which secured an appropria- 
tion. He had it inserted at the other eud of the Capitol and 
left in by the House conferees on the sundry civil bill, one of 
the conferees being subject to the influence of his colleague 
from the same State. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I am utterly surprised at the atti- 
tude of the gentleman from Illinois in this case. 

Mr. MANN. The surprise is mutual. 

Mr. HENRY. Thut may be true. When Justice Moody was 
stricken, Democrats of the Judiciary Committee, and every 
Democrat in this House, and every Republican on that side of 
the House, brought in a relief bill in order that that justice 
might retire on full pay, although he was not eligible under 
the general law. 

The gentleman talks about being surprised in regard to this 
matter. A rule was introduced yesterday in this House, was 
referred to the Committee on Rules, and was taken up this 
morning, with his Republican colleagues sitting there and partici- 
pating in the proceedings of the Rules Committee. They heard 
this case. and they thoroughly considered every phase of it 
and agreed to bring in a rule. It is a unanimous report of the 
Committee on Rules. 

Now, if the gentleman from Illinois thinks that I am going 
to run to him every time I have an idea that I want to put 
something through this House—and he will be surprised if I 
do not—he will be entirely mistaken; nor do I think the gen- 
tlemen on that side ought to be required to do it. Here is a 
meritorious bill, and there ought to be no opposition to it. 
Every man on both sides of the House ought to be willing to 
vote for this bill to relieve a stricken judge, for it is a meri- 
torious measure, introduced by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Locvuer]. 

Mr. LOGUE. Mr. Speaker, being a practitioner in the eastern 
district of Pennsylvania, I can verify what my colleague, Mr. 
PauLMer, has snid. The work of the eastern district court is abso- 
lutely congested. We have a large volume of work there, many 
bankruptey cases, a large civil trial list, and a large amount 
of equity business and criminal cases. At the present time, 
from my personal knowledge and acquaintanceship with the 


work of that court, it assures me that it is impossible for it to | 


be kept in any way up to date. 








I had occasion, a short time ago, to visit the home of Judge | 
Holland, the town of Norristown, and from his friends there | 
with whom I spoke I was assured of the fact that there was little | 


hope of his recovery. His trouble at the present time is said to be 
tuberculosis. The man has performed his duty faithfully. He 
has served at times when he should have been relieved. He 
has given up only within the last few months, when absolutely 
compelled to do so and unable further to perform the duties. 
The bar of the eastern district, which embraces the member 
that my colleague has referred to, require it. Judge Witmer 
has been brought in from a distance to try an important con- 
spiracy case—the lumber case. Other judges have been brought 
in to try cases that had to be disposed of. We need some one 
there who is able to devote all his time to this district, and not 
be limited to a judge of another district to help out the con- 
gestion. I know personally, from my experience and practice, 
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May a. 


| of the bar, whose sole interest is not to fill a place, but 


dite and quickly clear up litigation, to urge its pass 
the interest of the administration of justice this shoula | 


I am perfectly satisfied that there will be no attempt 1 


a permanent additional Judge out of this act. 
Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yi ld? 


Mr. MOORE. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. LOGUE. 
Mr. MOORE. 


Mr. LOGUE. 
Mr. MOORE. 
Mr. LOGUE. 
Mr. MOORE. 
South? 
Mr. LOGUE. 


left for the 


I was in Norristown in a 


met his son. 
tion it was 
proved. 


The SPEAKER. 


manifest 


I do. 


Does the gentleman yield? 


I merely want to ask a question. DPD 
gentleman know whether Judge Witmer came in 
lumber case to relieve Judge Holland? 


Yes. 


That was the reason for it? 


Yes. 


Does the gentleman know when Judge | 


In January Judge Holland left for t! 
He became so sick there that he had to return to No) 


vania has expired. 
Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois n 


Mr. MANN. 


point of order that there is no quorum present. 


is no quorum present. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
The SPEAKER. 


The time of the 


ease the last week in Mar 
Irom his statements regarding his father’s 
to me that Judge Holland had 


gentleman from PP 


vice 


Mr. Speaker, I move a eal! of the 1 
The question is on the motion of 
| tleman from Alabama that a call of the House be ord 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded Mr. 
MANN) there were—ayes 64, noes 37. 
So a call of the House was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 


the roll. 


The Doorkeeper will close the « 
Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees, and the Clerk w 


The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members { 
to answer to their names: 


Ainey 
Alexander 
Allen 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Raker 

Baltz 
sarchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett 
Beakes 
Borland 
sowdle 
Bremner 
Britten 
Brockson 
Broussard 
Brown, N. Y. 
Browne, Wis. 
srowning 
Bruckner 
sSuchanan, Ill, 
Bulkley 
Burgess 
surke, Pa. 
Byrnes, 8S. C, 
Calder 
Callaway 
Carew 
Carlin 

Casey 
Chandler 
Church 
‘lancy 
‘laypool 
‘lay ton 





‘onnolly, lowa 
or pe r 
‘opley 
‘ovington 
ramton 
‘urley 
“urry 

Dale 
Danforth 
Decker 
Deitrick 
Dent 
Difenderfer 
Dillon 
Donohoe 
Dooling 
Doremus 


ff fm fim fl flim fim fm 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. ; 
be authorized to issue the warrant of the House for th 


‘onnelly, Kans. 












Dupré Kennedy. R. I. toberts, M 
Eagan Key, Ohio te 
Edmonds Kiess, Pa. Rucker 
Elder Kinkead, N. J. Saund 
Esch Kitchin Scully 
Estopinal Knowland, J.R. Sells 
Evans Konig Sharp 
Fairchild Konop Sherley 
Falconer Korbly Sh 
Fitzgerald Lafferty Sir 
Flood, Va. Langley Sisson 
Floyd Lazaro Slayd 
Fordney Lee, Pa. Slemp 
Fowler L'Engle Small 
Francis Lenroot Smith, Id 
Frear Lever Smith, Md 
Gard Levy Smith, J. M 
Gardner Lewis, Md. Smith, Sar 
George Lewis, Pa. Smith, Minn 
Gerry Linthicum Smith. N. \ 
Gillett McClellan Stedmar 
Glass McDermott Steener 
Goldfogle McGuire, Okla. Stevens, M 
Good McKellar Stevens, N 
Goodwin, Ark, McKenzie Ste 
Gordon Madden Sullivan 
Gorman Maban Sumne 
Goulden Maher 
Graham, T11. Manahan Md 
Graham, Pa, Merritt \ 
Green, lowa Metz Ari 
Greene, Mass. Mondell Ce 
Griest Montague N 
Gudger Morrison ; 
Guernsey Moss, Ind. K 
Hamill Moss, W. Va. i 
Hamilton, N.Y. Mott Thon 
Hardy Nelson Towner | 
Harrison, Miss, Nolan, J. I. Townsend 
Hay O'Brien Vare 
Heigesen Oldfield Volstead 
Hinebaugh O'Leary Wi 
Hobson O'Shaunessy We 
Holland Page Fe 
Howard Parker : 
Howell Patten, N. Y. Wilde ; 
Hoxworth Peters N 
Hughes, W. Va. Platt 
Hulings Plumley 
Humphrey, Wash. Post N 
Johnson, Ky. Powers Nee 
Johnson, 8. C. Quin 
Kahn Rauch 
Kelley, Mich. Riordan 

The roll call develops 192; not a quor™: 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the * ° 


of the necessity for this act, and have been urged by members | of the absentees, 











CONG 


1915. 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman from labama moves that 
‘he Speaker be authorized to issue his warrant to arrest the 
abst and that the Sergeant at Arms arrest them and 
pring them into the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

rhe SPEAKER. Two hundred and eighteen Members have 
eocponded to their names—a quorum; 216 Members constitute 
1 q orum. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


ntees, 


Mr. MANN. Do 216 Members constitute a quorum? 
The SPEAKER. Two hundred and sixteen Members con- 


ti » a quorum. 

Mr. MANN. I thought the whole number was 434. 

The SPEAKER. Four hundred and thirty-five Members con- 
stitute the whole membership of the House; but one is dead 
and three have never been ‘worn in. 

Mr. MANN. Are their naraes carried on the roll‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know whether 
names are carried on the roll or not. 
This matter was in a good deal of doubt for a long time until 
Speaker Henderson rendered a very elaborate written opinion 

| which he defined what constitutes a quorum as being one 
more than a majority of Members elect sworn in and living 
who have neither resigned nor been expelled. 

Mr. MANN. 
have not been sworn in; their names ought to be stricken off 
he roll 


their 


fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 
ubers were present, 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. So 


Mi 


this question does not 

The SPEAKER. This question is not at all acute; we have 
nore than enough to constitute a majority. 

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. The previous question has been 


ordered ? 


rhe SPEAKER, The previous question has been ordered 
da call of the House was ordered, and the gentleman from 


Ala} . 
pa ima 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 
fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves to dis 
» with further proceedings under the call. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded as 
SPEAKER. That makes 219. The gentleman from Ala 
bama moves to dispense with further proceedings under the 
lhe question was taken, and the Speaker announced the ayes 
had it. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 
rhe SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois 


a on 


asks for a 

r e House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 19. 

Mr MANN. Mr, Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands 
sand nays. Those in favor of ordering the yeas 
rise and stand until they are counted. [After counting.] 

n gentlemen have risen, a sufficient number. The ques 

Hon is on dispensing with further proceedings under the call. 
the question was taken; and there were—yeas 167, nays 0, 
swered “ present” 2, not voting 264, as follows: 


the 





YEAS—167. 

r mbie Bryan Edwards Hamlin 
4 Buchanan, Il. Elder Hardwick 
Ai Buchanan, Tex. Falconer Hayde 
. n Burke, Wis. Farr Helvering 
> k Campbell Fergusson Hensley 
id dl Caraway Ferris Hill 
ae ; Carr Fe ss Holland 
B é Cline Fields Houston 
1 urt Collier Finley Hughes, Ga 
r Conry FitzHenry Hull 
B Ick Cox Fost r Igoe 
it Tex Crisp Francis Jacoway 
ote al Cullop Frear Johnson, 8. C. 
Bell’ Ga. Davenport Gallagher Johnson, Utah 
i , Dershem Garner Johnson, Wash. 
r x Dickinson Garrett, Tenn. Keating 
tore Dies Garrett, Tex. Keister 
B 7 Dixon Gilmore Kelley, Mich. 
Britten Donovs Gittins Kelly, Pa. _ 
Brockses pene on Goodwin, Ark. Kennedy, ¢ onn, 
Brodbeck Ay Goulden y Kennedy, lowa 
Brumbaugh yet Greene, Vt. Kettner 

aug Eagle Griffin Kiess, Pa. 





They ought not to be. | 


The Chair states there are three Members who | 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary | 


The Chair announced that 218 | 





and nays | 


Martin Reed 
Kirkpatrick Mitchell Reilly, C« 
Kreider Moon R v. W 
I ‘oll Moore R ts 
I Murdock R 
I Murray, Mass R ' 
I Murray, Okla. R 
I Neeley R 
Lieb Norton R 
Lind be h Oglesby Sa 
Lindquist O' Hatt Seoit 
Lloyd Ps , Seldomrid 
Logue le Sherwood 
| Lonergan Il’ Sinnott 
| McAndrews P < 
MeGillicuddy re nar . 
Maguire, Nel Ragsd ter 
Mann Rake St 
Mapes Rayburn S 
ANSWERED “ PRESEN’ 
Bartlett I 
NOT VOTING—264 
Adamson Eagan Kin] i 
Ainey Ed nd kK 
Alexander Esch Kk 
Allen Estopinal J 
| Ansberry Evar I ) 
Anthony Fatrel l Ko 
Aswell Fa m I 
Austin Fitzgerald Lar 
Baker Flood, Va Laz 
Barchfeld FI Ay LI 
Bartholat For le 
Borland Fo I 
Bowdle French Le 
Broussard Gard I M 
B wn, N Y (; ir I | 
Brown, W. Va. Gerry Li 
Browne, Wis. Gillett I 
Browning G Met 
Br ner N.C M 
Bulkley M ' 
Burgess dt M 
Burke, Pa. Good Mei 
Burke, 8. Dak Goodwin, M MekKer 
Burnett Gordon MeLa 
Butler Gorman Madden 
Byrnes, S. C, Graham, Il! M 1 
Byrns, Tenn, Graham, Pa NI 
Calder Gray Manahan 
Callaway Green, Iowa M 
Candler, Miss. Greene, Ma M 
Cs Gregg Ni 
C3 Griest Me 
Cr Gudg M p 
Cc Guert y M I 
Han i ‘I ( 
Cc Hamilton, Mich Me 
Cl Han on, N. Y Me } 
; Hammond M d 
Hardy M Ww. \ 
Hat n, M Mo 
Har N. ¥ Ne] 
I N J 
Hay on n 
H Old | 
I] , O'! 
Hetlin O's 
Hels | | 
ifelm i 
Henry la 
Hinds l N 
Hinel g I 
Hot l 
Ile rd 1 
n Ilo l Y 
Va I! ) ] 
iH W. Va ] 
H g I’ 
Hun Ww P 
r if v3 M | 
Johr 1, Ky 4) 
Kahn R 
00! K ly, R.J ! 

oO! IK I i 
Driscoll Key, ¢ ) R 
Dup Kir N R 

During the calling of the ro] fi 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary q 
Clerk just called the name Mr. G 

| inquire if Mr. Georce has | ! 
should be on the roll? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair w 
Grorce, Mr. SuLLivAN, and Mr. Ba 
That will settle it. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. ¢ 
quite ill. 

‘~he SPEAKER I am aware of tl 
gentlemen are quite sick. The Clerk wi 


_ 





Kindel 








ing of the roll 
The Clerk resumed and completed the 
So the proceedings under the call were 
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The Clerk announced the following p 
For the session: 
Mr. Mertz with Mr. WALLIN. 


I 


TF 


W 
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Mr 
Mi 
Mr 


Until 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr 
\lr 


Mr 


Mi 

Mir 
Atr 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Aly 
‘Ea. 


ginia. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
+ Ir. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


. GrauamM of Illinois with Mr. Kinkarp of 


if IN With Mr. FAIRCHILD. 
BARTLETT with Mr. BUTLER. 
ADAMSON with Mr. Stevens of Minnesota. 


further notice: 
WiLson of New York with Mr. Browne of Wisconsin. 
Rrown of West Virginia with Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania. 


ScuLLY with Mr. BRowNINa. 


BULKLEY with Mr. Cary. 
Burgcess with Mr. Cooper. 
BURNETT with Mr. CRAMTON. 


CUyenes of South Carolina with Mr. Burke of South Da- 
Bynans of Tennessee with Mr. Curry. 

CANDLER with Mr. DANFORTH. 

CARLIN with Mr. Davis of Minnesota, 

CARTER with Mr. DILLON. 

CANTRILL with Mr. EpMONDs., 

with Mr. Esen, 

Tayior of Colorado with Mr. ForDNEyY. 

CrLarK of Florida with Mr. Goon. 

CLAYPOOL with Mr. GoopwiIn of Maine. 

CLAYTON with Mr. Granam of Pennsylvania. 
CurLeY with Mr. Greene of Massachusetts. 

Davis of West Virginia with Mr. Griest. 

Dent with Mr. GUERNSEY. 

DIFENDERFER with Mr. Hamiiton of Michigan. 
Dononoe with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Faison with Mr. HAWLEY. 

FLoop of Virginia with Mr. Hinps. 

Guass with Mr. SLEMP. 

Gopwtin of North Carolina with Mr. KAHN. 
RtvoRDAN with Mr. MERRITT. 

GoLDFOSLE with Mr. Kennepy of Rhode Island. 
Nebraska. 
Greco of Texas with Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. 

GupcerR with Mr. LANGLEY. 

Harpy with Mr. LENRoor., 

Hareison of New York with Mr. Lewts of Pennsylvania. 
Harrison of Mississippi with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma. 


I 


IK ORPLY 


Hay with Mr. McKenzie. 
Heruin with Mr. McLAUGHLIN, 
Howarp with Mr. Mappen, 


Hiumpureys of Mississippi with Mr. MANAHAN, 
Jones with Mr. MILLer. 
Jounson of Kentucky with Mr. MonpDeEtt. 


KiINKEAD of New Jersey with Mr. Moss of West Vir- 
KitcHin with Mr. NELSON. 


LEVER with Mr. Mort. 


Levy with Mr. Patron of Pennsylvania. 
Lopeck with Mr. PARKER. 

McCoy with Mr. Piatt. 

MONTAGUE with Mr. PLUMLEY. 


Morcan of Louisiana with Mr. Provury. 
OLDFIELD with Mr. Rorerts of Massachusetts. 
Papcetrr with Mr. Hamyiitron of New York. 
Pace with Mr. HAYEs. 

Perers with Mr. PAYNE. 

Pou with Mr. He&Lcrsen. 

SHACKLEFORD with Mr. SExts. 

SHARP with Mr. SHREVE. 

Sims with Mr. Smita of Idaho. 

Sisson with Mr. Smita of Minnesota, 
SLAYDEN with Mr. STAFFORD. 

SMALL with Mr. STEENERSON. 

Smitu of Texas with Mr. Switzer. 
Ta.Lrotr of Maryland with Mr. TowNer. 
TayLor of Alabama with Mr. VaRg. 
UNDERHILL with Mr. VOLSTEAD, 

WATKINS with Mr. WILDER. 

Wire with Mr. WINSLow. 

Youne of Texas with Mr. Woops. 

RAINEY with Mr. Youne of Michigan. 
ASWELL with Mr. Youne of North Dakota. 
LAUCH With Mr. Samvure, W. SMITH. 
RiorpDAN with Mr. MERRITT. 

Rouse with Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. 

Rucker with Mr. FRENCH. 

HuMPuHREY of Washington with Mr. Morrison, 
SHERLEY with Mr. GILiLett, 

STEDMAN with Mr. ANTHONY. 

Webs with Mr. Hugues of West Virginia. 
ALEXANDER with Mr. AINEY. 

ALLEN with Mr. AUSTIN. 

Bortanp with Mr. BARCHFELD, 
FirzGERALD with Mr. CALDER. 
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Mr. ROUSE. Mr. Speaker, I 


have a quorum present. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair 
of order is sustained. 

Mr. PALMER. 

The SPEAKER. The gentk 


PALMER} 


ing to that motion. 


moves a call of the House. 


voted “‘ yea.” 


understands that. 


Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the H 


‘man from 








May y. 


I am paired 
the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. J. M. C. Smirn, and wi 


withdraw my vote and vote “ present.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s yp 

The name of Mr. Rouse was called, and he voted “ prese 

The result of the vote was announced as above reeord 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House qo 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. \ 
moves that the House do now adjourn. The question 

| agreeing to that motion. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced t}, 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 93. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of orde; ‘ 
there is no quorum present. . 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of orde ' 
the point of order made by the gentleman from Illin 
MANN} is dilatory. 

Mr. MANY Oh, Mr. Speaker, the point of order that the 
no quorum is not dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently the House is so much sho; a 
quorum that the Chair thinks the point of order made 
gentleman from Illinois is well taken. 

Mr. MANN. It ts a constitutional right, Mr. Speaker, te 


The 


Pennsylvania |M 
The question is on 


The question was taken, and the Speaker announced 1 


ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. MANN. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for a diviston. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, no 


Mr. MANN. 
The SPEAKER. 
demands tellers. 


Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers. 
The gentlemnn 
Those in favor of taking the vote b: 


from 


will rise and stand until they are counted. 


Mr. PALMER. 
Mr. MANN. 

Mr. PALMER. 
The SPEAKER. 


What? 


Those in 
ing. 
ative, and the Clerk will call tl 
Mr. BURNETT. 
The SPEAKER, 
House. Those in 
will vote “ nay.” 


favor of it 


will 


1e roll. 


Mr. Speaker, what is the roll cal 
The question is on ordering a ca 

yea"; those ‘ 
The Clerk’ will call the roll. 


“ 


vote 


[llinots 


AT Tr 
[Mr. 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas a 
That is dilatory. 
That will develop a quorum. 

favor of ordering 
nays will rise and stand until they are counted. 
Evicently a sufficient number have arisen 


the \ i 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 146, 1 


answered “ present” 
YEAS 

Abercrombie 

Aiken 

Ainey 

Ashbrook 

Bailey 


Dershem 
Dickinson 
Dies 
Doughton 
Driscoll 


sarkley Eagle 
Surnhart Edwards 
tartlett Elder 


Bathrick 
Beakes 
Beall, Tex. 


Falconer 
Fergusson 
Ferris 


Bell, Ga. Fields 
Blackmon Finley 
Booher Fitzilenry 
Bremner Foster 


Prockson 
Bredbeck 
Brown, W. Va. 


Francis 
Garner 
Garrett, Tenn, 


3, not voting 


Brumbaugh 
sSuchanan, Il. 
Buchanan, Tex. 
3urgess 
tjurke, Wis. 
Burnett 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Candler, Miss. 
Caraway 
Carr 
Chandler, N, ¥. 
Clark, Fla, 
Claypool 
Collier 
Conry 
Cox 
Crosser 
Cullop 
Davenport 


Garrett, Tex. 
Gilmore 
Godwin, N.C. 
Goodwin, Ark, 
Goulden 
Gray 

Griffin 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Hayden 
Helm 
Helvering 
Hensley 

Hill 

Holland 
Houston 
Hughes, Ga, 
Igoe 


nor 


146. 


Jacoway 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Keating 


Kennedy, Conn. 


Kettner 
Kindel 
Kirkpatrick 
Lee, Ga. 

Lee, Pa. 
Lesher 

Lieb 

Lloyd 

Lohbeck 
Logue 
Lonergan 

Me \ndrews 
MeGillicuddy 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Mitchell 
Moon 
Murray, Mass, 
Murray, Okla, 
Necley 
Norton 
Oglesby 
O'Hair 

Page 

Palmer 
Pepper 
Peterson 
Phelan 
Porter = 
Ragsdale 
Raker 
Rayburn 
Reed 


235, as follows: 


Reilly, C 


‘ 


Reilly, \ 
Richards 
Rotherme 


Rubey 
Rupley 
Russell 
Sabath 
Seldomrid 
Shackleford 
Sherwood 
Sisson 
Smith, Md 
Sparkman 
Stepher 
Stephe 

Step! 

Stone 
Stringer 
Taggart ‘ 
Talcott, N. ¥. 
Tavenner 
Taylor, ‘ lo 
Temple 
Thompson, 
Tribble 
Underwood 
Vaughan 
Walker 
Watson 
Weaver 
Williams 
Wilson. la. 
Young, Tex 
The Speaker 





























NAY 47. 
Ar n Dyer Kreider Scott 
rr borr La Follette Sinnott 
: ‘ Fess Langham Slean 
; ers Frear Lindquist Smith, Idaho 
B nD Greene, Vt. Mann Stafford 
Bryan Hamilton, Mich. Mapes Sutherland 
Butler Joanson, Utah Martin Thomas 
( ell Johnson, Wash. Morgan, Okla. Tres 1dway 
Cat Keister Morin \ alters 
Curry hk vy, Mich. Murdock Willis 
Dillon Kennedy. lowa hioberts, Nev Witherspoon 
D Knowland, J.R. Rogers 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—3. 
i $ Lewis, Md Rouse 
NOT VOTING—235. 
Ad Esch Key, Ohio tainey 
r mn Estopinal Kiess, Pa Kauch 
Alexander Evans Kinkaid, Nebr. Riordan 
Allen Fairchild Kinkead, N. J. Roberts, Mass. 
‘Anaberry Faison Kitchin Roddenbery 
Ant iy Fitzgerald Konig Kucker 
Aswell - Flood, Va. Konop Saunders 
Austin Floyd, Ark. Korbly Seully 
Baker Fordney Lufferty Sells 
B eld Fowler Langley Sharp 
B idt French Lazaro Sherley 
Beil, Cal. Gallagher L. Engle Shreve 
B nd Gard Lenroot Sims 
RB lle Gardner Lever Slayden 
| ird Gerry Levy S'emp 
B : Gilett levis, Pa, Small 
B Gittins Lindbergh Smith, J. M. Cc. 
Bro Glass Linthicum Smith, Minn. 
Br Goeke McClellan Smith, N Y. 
R Goldfogle McCoy Smith, Saml. W. 
] l’a. Good MeDermott Smith. Tex. 
BR S Dak. Goodwin, Me. McGuire, Okla. Stanley 
Brrnes, 8. C. Gordon MeKellar Stedman 
Ca Gorman McKenzie Steenerson 
C% md Graham, II. McLaughlin Stephens, Cal. 
( ill Graham, Pa. Madden Stevens, Minn. 
Carew Green, lowa Mahan Stevens, N. H. 
( n Greene, Mass. Maher Stout 
( p Gregg Manahan Sumners 
( y Griest Merritt Switzer 
( h Gudger Metz Talbott, Md. 
Clancy Guernsey Miller Taylor, Ala, 
( ton Hamill Mondell Taylor, Ark. 
( Hamilton, N.Y. Montague Taylor, N. Y. 
( Kans, Hardy Moore Ten Eyck 
( wa Harrison, Miss Morgan, La. Thacher 
( Harrison, N. ¥. Morrison Thomson, Il, 
Cc Haugen Moss, Ind Towner 
Cc gton Haw ‘ley Moss, W. Va. Townsend 
( Iiay Mott Tuttle 
{ Haves Nel Ison Underhill 
( Heflin Nolan, J. 1. Vare 
Dp lielzesen O'R: ie n Volstead 
I rth lienry Oldfield Wallin 
D Minn. Hinds O'Leary Walsh 
I . Va Hinebaugh O’Shaunessy Watkins 
I) Ilobson Padgett Webb 
Ly k Hloward Parker Whaley 
Dent lowell Patien, N. Y, Whitacre 
I lerfer Hoxworth Patton, Pa. White 
I) l Huches, W. Va. Payne Wilder 
Donoho Hull Peters Wilson, N. Y. 
I a Humphrey, Wash. Platt Wingo 
: Hinmphreys, Miss. Plumley Winslow 
i e Jones Post Woodruff 
D) 3 Kahn Pou Woods 
I Kelly, Pa. Powers Young, Mich. 
I n Kennedy, R. I. Prouty Young, N. Dak 
I nds Kent Quin 


So a call of the House was ordered. 


fhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 

rhe Clerk called the name of Mr. CLarKk of Missouri, 
voted “ yea.” 

Mr. MANN, 
recorded ? 
The SPEAKE 7 


and he 


Is the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Loner- 


GAN 


He is recorded. 
Mr. MANN. I do not know whether he was present or not. | 
lis name wags called. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
oYD] answered. endeavoring to answer to his own name, and 
heard the Clerk answer “ Present” for Mr. LoNeRGAN. Now, 
I the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Luioyp] is also re ‘orded, I 
— (i like to inquire if Mr. Lonercan is present. 
lhe SPEAKER. Is Mr. LONERGAN present? 

Mr. LONERGAN. Yes. 

: le SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote? 

Mr. LONERGAN. 1 did. I voted “ yea.’ 

= ie result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. A call of the House is ordered. 


. ADJOURNMENT. 
ALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


oO et ed ed 


Mr. P 
adjourn, 


The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 8 o'clock and 6 


minutes p,m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Sa 
aturday, 
May 10, 1913, at 12 o'clock noon. , 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a letter from the former Secretary of War 
in relation to the employment of clerks and messengers in the 
Philippine Islands (H. Doc. No. 46), was taken from the 
Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (HTH. R. 4928S) for the relief of the 
Iowa Tribe of Indians of Oklahoma; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DENT: A bill (TL R. 4929) to promote the safety of 
travelers and employees upon railroads engaged in interstate or 
foreign commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4980) to promote the safety of travelers 
and employees upon railroads engaged in interstate or foreign 
commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Fereign Cor 
merce. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 4981) to prevent false adver 2 in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (TI. R. 4932) appropriating m 
for the improvement of the Raritan Riv N. J to the ¢ 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4933) appropriating money for the ! 
provement of the Shrewsbury River, N. J., up to Red Bank on 
the North Branch and to Branchport on the South Branch; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. YOUNG of oe n: A bill (H. R. 4954) providing 
for the erection of a pl blie ikdding at Columet. in the State of 
Michigan ; to the soe net on Publie Buildings and Grounds 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4935) providing for the purchase of site 

and the erection of a public building thereon at Hancock, in the 

State of Michigan; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 4936) to amend section 605 of 
subchapter 4 of the District of Columbia Code; to the Commit 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4937) extending to 
the port of Dallas, Tex., the privileges of section 7 of the act 
approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate tra! tation 
of dutiable merchandise without apprais to the Comn 
tee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (HL. R. 4988) pr “ rt 
ince of patents to transferees of tow ots purchised f he 
United States at public sale in certain cases; to the Ce 
on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4939) providing hod of fillir 
of any register or receiver of any district 1 | office until a 
proper successor can be appointed qu l the ¢ u 
mittee on the Publie Lands 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (TT. R. 4940) to limit the effect of 
the regulation of interstate commerce between the St ( mn 
goods, wares, and merchandise wholly or in part n f rec 
mined, or produced by convict labor or in any prison or reform 
atory; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 4941) providing for new 
rates of duty on certain classes of cotton goo { e ¢ 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (1H. R. 4942) ¢ 4 ! 
places of holding the district court for { al of i 
and creating divisions thereof; to the Comm J 
ciary. 

By Mr. HENRY: Resolution (If. Ri ) 
| creation of a House committee to be | ‘ he « tee 
on roads; to the Committee on Rul 

By Mr. CURLEY: Memorial of Legisla of M i 
chusetts, opposing State control of nutional forests; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

ty Mr. PETERS: Memorial of the Leg ture of Massachu 
setts, in opposition to State control of national fore ; lo Ul 
Committee on Agriculture. 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolution 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 4948) granting a pension to 
Charlotte S. Manley; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4944) granting an ‘rease of pension to 


Mary Quinlan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill CHL RR. 4945) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey G. Van Horn: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

iy Mr. ANTHONY: A bill CH. R. 4946) for the relief of | 
Charles A, Bess; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 4947) to correct the military 


record of Thomas Amick: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (CH. R. 4948) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4949) for 


the relief of Hirani Smith and John R. W. Smith; to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4850) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Elliott: to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (CH. R. 4951) granting an increase 
of pension to William A. Yantis; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 4952) to refund to John B. 


Keating customs tax erroneously and illegally collected at Port- 
land, Me., on cargo of coal March 11, 1903; to the Committee 
on Claims. 


By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. 


valid Pensions. 
By Mr. KEATING: 


of pensik n to George 


A bill (HL. R. 4954) granting an increase 
Rt. Moore; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (HL. R. 4955) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda Fellows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4956) granting an increase of pension to 


Henry Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4957) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew W. Duggan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4958) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Tamma A, Lloyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4959) granting an increase of pension to 


Martha EK. Raper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 4960) granting a pension 
to red W. Nisbett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4961) granting an increase of pension to 
Regina F. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4962) for the relief of David R. B. Winni- 
ford; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 4963) granting a pension to 
William Galvin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 4964) granting an increase 
of pension to Amelia Walker; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (CH. R. 4965) for the relief of Mrs. A. C. 
Budd and others, heirs at law of the late Elias Bryan; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 4966) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Thomas B. Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4967) granting 
un increase of pension to Charlotte S. Norton; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TEN EYCK: A bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension 
to Daniel Lawlor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4969) granting a 
pension to Charles H. Haring; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4970) granting a pension to Albert 
Pepin; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4971) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4972) granting a pension to George L. 
Steward, alias George Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4973) granting a pension to Fred Brassel; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4974) granting a pension to Fred Hugo- 
boom; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4975) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Laplante; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4976) granting an increase of pension to 
Tewis Van Skyhawk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 4977) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma S. Grogan; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4978) for the relief of A. H. Holloway; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4979) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Aibert C. Raymond; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4980) for the relief 
of Charles C. Serrin; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


J. 


R. 4953) granting an increase | 
of pension to Thomas D. Bumgarner; to the Committee on In- | 


Invalid | 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers \ 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of Miland 
min, Batavia, N. Y., protesting against including yy 
insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Con) 

Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition of E. C. Dickenhorst, of ‘1; 
against mutual life insurance funds in the income-ta, 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petitions of J. A. Thompson 
Thompson, of Newark, and William 8S. Kinney, of Woost 
against mutual life insurance funds in the income-ta, 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALE: Petitions of members of the Confectix 
Ice Cream Manufacturers’ Protective Association of \, 

City, favoring reduction of the duty on rock salt: to 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Petition of the N 
and New Jersey Live Stock Exchange, of Jersey Cit | 
against the tax on live stock; to the Committee on \ 
Means. 

Also, petition of R. E. Maxwell, of Curran, Il... ag 
life insurance in the income-tax bill; to the Committ 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Stationers’ Ass« 
Philadelphia, Pa., against the passage of legislation rr 
the right of manufacturers to fix retail prices, ete.: to ( 
wittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

$y Mr. GRIFFIN: Petitions of sundry citizens of 7; 

N. Y., against mutual life insurance funds in the 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Confectioners and Ice Cream M 
turers’ Protective Association of New York, favoring 
of the duty on rock salt; to the Committee on Ways 

3y Mr. HAYES: Petition of W. J. Gothenom, of M 
Va.; Gautuer & Mattern Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; | 
dell, of Santa Cruz, Cal.; P. M. O’Connor, of Santa ¢ ( 
and L. A. Foster, of Sunta Cruz, Cal., protesting agni 
ing mutual life insurance companies in the income-ts 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of H. Weber, of Pleasanton, Cal.; J. A 
of Downey, Cal.; and J. W. Colanton, Norwalk, Cal., 
against the proposed reduction of the tariff on su; 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. KINDEL (by request): Petition of Quit: I 
G. W. MeClaine, and William Tew, of Sterling. Co I 
to the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and \Mi 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of the N« 
and New Jersey Live Stock Exchange, Jersey City, N. J 
ing the placing of live stock on the free list; to the 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Lithographers Foreman’s Club 
York, protesting against the reduction of the tarifl 
graphic work; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: Petition of the Chamber of ( 
of Richmond, Va., against the reorganization of the s 
service; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POU: Affidavit to accompany bill for the rm 
Mrs. A. C. Budd and others, heirs at law of Elias Br: 
ceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. TUTTLE: Petition of the board of trade of 
of Newark, N. J., against the provision in the sunir) 
which confers a privilege to one class as against an 
etc.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Hon. J. Q. A. Campbell, 
fontaine, Ohio, against free tolls on the Pannma C 
favor of the maintenance of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty: | 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 10, 1913. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered (he © 
lowing prayer: Bs 

Eternal God, our heavenly Father, our hearts go ot [0 fe 
in gratitude for Thy goodness and for Thy wonderful 1 st 
the children of men. Especially do we thank Thee fv! 
flection of Thy love in the patient, tender, sweet, 2)'' 


ini i ‘row wi 4 the 
ministrations of mother, who on the morrow will re z 
spontaneous tribute of love and respect poured out by : os 
in her memory, a most potent factor in shaping the dest! oe 


men and of nations. Surely “the hand that rocks the era 


rules the world.” 


She was first to greet us when we culve 
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will be first to greet us when we pass from the endeat 


of earth to the bright beyond; and as she ministered 
‘ wants and taught us every manly virtue here, so she will 
s on to the nobler, grander things which await us there. 
‘ wear the flower, token of her love and purity, so may we 
‘ keep warm and pure her memory in our hearts, and all 
shall be Thine in Christ Jesus our Lord. Amen. 
Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
dl. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY 
FITZGERALD. Mr. aker, I ask unanimous consent 
harge the Committee on Appropriations from further con 
tion of House joint resolution SO, and consider the same 


BILL. 
Spe 


T ais 


House as in Committee of the Whole House on the state 

‘ e Union. 
. SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani 
consent to discharge the Committee on Appropriations 


further consideration of House joint resolution SO and put 
t me on its passage. 


PALMER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 


the House adjourned yesterday the previous question had 
been ordered on a resolution reported from the Committee on 
R Is not that the unfinished business? 


e SPEAKER. It is. 
PALMER. Would the consideration of this resol 


ition by 
' mous consent interfere with that? 


] 
} 


| made p 


| deficiency, 
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| post. 


| be 
| route 


es partment 


rhe SPEAKER. Not at all. 
Mr. PALMER. To be called up immediately after the dispo- 
S » of this resolution? 
the SPEAKER. No; not immediately. The gentleman from 
\ iia has a matter he wishes to wr ose of 
MANN. ‘The unfinished business can be called up any 
time when the regular order is meiiels 
GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the Speaker's 
to a bill alluded to by the gentleman from Alabama 
I rwoop}| yesterday, when the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. MANN] suggested that it go over until this morning. It 
sa bill relating te an exposition at San Diego 
MANN. That is a matter of unanimous consent. 
GARNER. I simply want to call attention to it before | 
- the regular order is demanded. 
fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Froop], 
c] nan of the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the last Con- | 
g and probably to be in this, has a small matter that he 
disposed of. The rights of the gentleman from Penn 
nian will be preserved. 
PALMER. I wanted to call attention to it because we 
difficulty in getting a quorum yesterday and Members are 
‘ the city rapidly, and I do not want very much business 
) rvene, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
» Clerk read the resolution as follows: 
Hlouse joint resolution 80 
l, , That there is hereby opp! opriated, out of any money 
Treasury not otherwise appropr at -d, to enable the Postmaster 
‘ to carry out effectively the pr is of sections 5 and 8 of 
t t making appropriations for the service of the Post Office Depart 
I pproved August 24, 1912, the following additional sums, being 
a neies for the service of the fiscal year 1913, namely: 
temporary and auxiliary clerks in post offices, $::00,000. 
ome op qubstitute, auxiliary, and temporary city delivery carriers 
SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 


man from New, York? 
Mr MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
tal ne the provisions of the resolution are for the purpose 
aking appropriations for two items of $300,000 each, 
cual of which arises because of the large amount 
ss under the parcel-post law. 
FITZGERALD. It is due to two 


of 


\ir 


| tliei Q 
| officials. 


| with 


| mail matter 


“auses—section 5 of 
the Post Office bill, in relation to the 8-in- 10 hour provision, and | 
the ‘ther the parcel post. 

‘he amount of business done since the establishment of the | 
i post system has been beyond all expectations. I have | 
Here correspondence from the Post Office Department which sets 
out the matter in full. The First Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral states that unless this money be made available by the 
a of May it will be necess ary to curtail the service, and it 


: be utterly impossible to handle the postal business that will 
; sc le. It is the expectation that after the committees have 
there ippointed, which I understand will be by the ist of June, 

i . Will be a large number of matters which will require con- 








3i,} 
te me and probably action by Congress, and that some 
on * Curing the month of June the Committee on Appropriations 





be required to re 
This is a matter, 





port an urgent deficiency appropriation 


bi 
however, 











| the term “ 


| 


for which provision must be | 


| affects 


rior to that tin 
ference with the postal 
I make this statement 
a large number of Mem ( la 
which they believe require attention. This not 
assurance that there will 
ber of matters which it is belie 
provided for at 
lar n in 
Mr. MANN. 
time? 
Mr. 
as in 
and I 
tain 


first 


i nn! 


ie@\ 


ed are suflicie urs to | 


this session rather than to w t unt he } 
December. 


Vhat 


SeSSl¢ 


+ +7 , . f Pp 4} 
is ile > 


PITZGERA LD. To consider thi 
iumittee of the Whole rile 
ask in nection with what I have said, to insert cer 
correspondence in the 

alled to my attention by the 
suggested that perha the deficien 
which the department was entitl 
and at my suggestion tl 
the Comptroller of the Treasury 
whether deficiencies could be 
examination decided that it w: 
mine, but was a matter of |: 
Attorney General. The matter 
General, and he decided that 
for which provision is 
ur a deficiency without 
me necessary to make il 


“wT 
col 


ps 
mndel if w t il I 
departhie { 
rtain matter 
ed. The Con 
motter 


ices 
not 
becs 
service. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
the Post Office 


ution, « 


inc 


immediate provision to 


Mr. 
appropria 


dia 


Speaker, 
ion act, W 


ntains 


was the 
¢ cdinst 
ments, 


the 


only 
ment of 
It was 
Star ro 
I ha 
‘iency 
to ask tl 
into 


necessa 


provis 
existing ‘ 
int led to meet the incrensed « of 
by reason of the establis! it of tl 


utes 
ve not 


lefic iten 


as ¢ 


I want 


taken 


s, and 
ie gent a n 
consideratis th) a 
ry to provide 
service? 
FITZGI 
‘ration, 
about 
be in a 


IRALD. Mr : 
be the department h not made 
it. The star-route cor 
different tegor 
make the contract 
ency might legall 
situation This is 
temporary and auxiliary, and 
of rendering cel 1 servi 
they must 
nade for the purpose 
ie rred so to create 
tions made by Congress 
Mr. MONDELL. Is 
tional payments that 
justment of star-route contr 
liability on the part of the authorities? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. As long 
contract obligations, they 
carried as a number of 
Mr. MONDELL. I 
has been some doubt 
If there 
gentlem an 
sacar 


Mr. 
ce nsid nuse 
gestion 
would 
ized to 
a defici 
such a 
carriers, 
the duty 
be I 
by Congré 


as a D ty nm ¢ é ; of tl 


suc 
hope there is no doubt about it. 4 
about it in the 1 is 
is any 
and inform 
*y ations. 
FITZ PAL oe 
I exp ress my opinion. In ‘ t the off oO 
Office Department al Dy 
tion. This is a situation that r ‘ , e atte 
Otherwise withil 
will be 
will be congested. 
Mr. MONDELL. 
alarmed about it. I 
alarmed.” I adopt 
be so much disposed to become 
affe the country districts a 
city delivery or 
pose that is natural. 
Mr. BARTLETT rose. 
Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will 


the 
deficiens 
Mr. 
cently. 
Post 
situa 
tion. 


S 


Mr. 


have 


Speaker l 
this. 
They 


over ail tter ft 


ered 
term. 
alarmed 
the y 
employees in 


disco. y 
his do 


‘ts S do over a hi 


the large office 


allow me to continu 


There has been in the minds of the officials of the 
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some question as to whether they have authority to incur a | Mr. STAFFORD. I can give the gentleman the phrasi 


deficiency to make the payments that will become necessary 
under the provisions to which I have referred for increase of 
pay for star-route carriers. Whether or no they have finally 
concluded they have authority to do that, I do not know, but 
if they have not it will become necessary at an early date to 
muke some provision with regard to it, and I am sure the 
gentleman from New York will make such a provision if the 
department calls it to his attention. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, replying to the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Wyoming, I know that the Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster General has taken up the matter in a 


number of instances in my own district, and I apprehend will 


be glad to do so at the request of the gentleman from Wyoming | 
or any other gentleman, of having the mails on the star routes | 


weighed. 

They are being weighed now for the purpose of determining 
whether or not the compensation of the contractors who carry 
the mails on the star routes shall be increased by reason of the 


increased amount of mail carried growing out of the establish- | 


ment of the parcel post. As the gentleman 


carrying of star routes is a matter of contract fixed from time | 


to time between the department and those who carry them, and 
if it shall appear, so I have been informed by the Fourth As- 
sistant Postmaster General and informed before in several cases, 
from the weighing of the mail that the present compensation 
was not adequate with the burdens that have been increased by 
reason of the fact of the adoption of the parcel post going over 
star routes, then they would take steps looking to permitting a 
change of the contract by reason of that fact and allow addi- 
tional compensation. 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster General that they are inquiring 
into that matter. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt about the 
fact that the department is proceeding to make the necessary 
inquiry and investigation under the provisions of law to which 
I have referred. I have conferred with the department officials 
a number of times in regard to it, and I am aware of the fact 
that they contemplate a reweighing. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Not only contemplate it, but are doing it 
how. 
Mr. MONDELL. I presume that the weighing is now under 


way, and when the reweighing is completed the probability is 
that as to a considerable number of contracts th? Government 
will be found to be obligated for an additional sum by reason 
of the parcel post. The only question I had in mind was, Is the 
department authorized to meet this additional obligation by 
creating a deficiency without officials incurring liability under 


the law for so doing? The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
F''1TzGERALD], who is the highest authority in such matters, 


seems to think they have. I agree with him. I trust the sums 
found due will be paid promptly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In my opinion, it being a contract obli- 
gation, the department will use the appropriation available to 
meet this obligation, as far as the appropriation will per- 
mit, and the balance due will be certified as an andited claim 
and carried in a deficiency bill as a matter of course. That is 
the usual course, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I am in entire accord with the purpose of the gentleman from 
New York; but in connection with the phraseology as carried 
in the appropriation act for this service I find the wording in 
this resolution is not in the same language. This phraseology 
is stereotyped in the Post Office appropriation bill, and I think 
it should be limited as limited in the appropriation act to clerks 
at first and second class offices, so as to read, “for temporary 
and auxiliary clerks at first and second class offices, $300,000.” 
While we make provision under the law for allowances in the 
third-class offices, still it is not a direct appropriation for clerk 
hire. but as salary and allowance to postmasters. I have before 


me the Post Office acts of the respective years, and I think the | 
the language as contained | 


phraseology should be limited to 
there, so that the money could not be applied to any other pur- 
pose than that now authorized by law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will read the prior 
part of the joint resolution, it is: 

To enable the Postmaster General to carry out effectively the pro- 
visions of sections 5 and 8 of the act making appropriations— 

And so forth. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Sections 5 and 8 refer to all post offices. 
That would refer to third-class and fourth-class post offices. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Five does not; the gentleman is mis- 
taken about that. 


understands the | 
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| as carried in the Post Office appropriation act. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. “ Section 5. After March 4, 1912. - 
carriers in the City Delivery Service and clerks in firs i 
| second class post offices.” 
Mr. STAFFORD. That refers only to one branch «+ 
resolution proposed by the gentleman. There is anoth 
pose. Also section 8—— 
Mr. FITZGERALD. That is for the parcel post. 
Mr. STAFFORD. That may occasion increased by 
| all classes of post offices. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. That is what I wish. In cas 
we want these substitute officers. 
Mr. STAFFORD. It should be limited for clerk hir 
and second class offices. 
Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular or 
Mr. FITZGERALD. That is equivalent to an objectir 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is to put this ; 
for unanimous consent. 
Mr. MANN. If the gentleman demands the regula; 
that is equivalent to an objection. 
Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry I 





I know from my own inquiries of the! 


| 
| 





| hy gentlemen who are familiar with it. 
| has been submitted to any member of the Post Office ( 


understand the situation, the question before the Ho 
request for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. That is it. 

Mr. CARLIN. Now, the regular order is for the S)\ 
put that request, as I understand it. 

Mr. MANN. The demand for the regular order ha 
been held as equivalent to an objection. 


The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. If the 
desires to object, let him object. 
Mr. CARLIN. I do not want to object. I asked 


regular order, which I understood to be the request fo: 

mous consent. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. MANN. 


Is there objection? 
Reserving the right to object 





Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, | 
like 
Mr. CARLIN. I do not understand he has the rig! 


serve the right to object when the regular order is «« 

Mr. MANN. If the regular order is demanded, that is 
lent to an objection. 

The SPEAKER. That is true, and if the gentler 
Virginia [Mr. CARLIN] wants to object there is no j« 
earth to keep him from objecting. 

Mr. CARLIN. I do not desire to object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman should 
mand for regular order, then. 

Mr. CARLIN. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CARLIN. My recollection is that at the last 
Congress this question arose and the Speaker ruled 
regular order was for the Speaker to put the r 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANN. That was on a call of the Unanimo' 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. 
the position of the gentleman from Illinois 
undoubtedly correct. 

Mr. CARLIN. Then I withdraw the demand for the 


withdraw 


{ 


The Chair, I think. did rule that \ 
[Mr. Ma 





order if that is the case. This is simply the begin 
filibuster — 

The SPEAKER. There is no necessity for answeri 
remark. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman have an obj . 


inserting, after the word “clerks,” the words “for fir» a 


second class offices? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 
ment, I shall antagonize it. 


If the gentleman offers such «1 
This resolution has been | 


| by men who are familiar with the law and the w 


department, and this legislation is what is needed. | 
cireumstances TI can not accept the gentleman's succes! 
Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman says it has been 
May I 1 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; the chairman of the Co! 
Post Offices and Post Roads has seen it. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGeravp} 
mous consent to publish certain correspondence i! 
Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 





{After a paus 
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rhe following is the correspondence referred to: 
Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
ASSISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL, 
Washington, April 30, 


First 
1913 
\‘fomorandum for Mr. FITzGERALp.) 
' ing to your call this morning and your request for a brief of 
the ts which were discussed in connection with the need for addi 
nds for the postal service under this bureau I beg to submit 
wing 
appropriations for temporary and auxiliary clerk hire at first 
nd class offices and for auxiliary and temporary letter carriers 
' tuire additions of $300,000 each, or a total of $600,000, to 
: tnin the service during the remainder of the current fiscal year 
, department's estimates for appropriations for the fiscal year 
i not take into consideration the establishment of the parcel 
e on January 1, 1913, and the 8-hour-in-10 law for 
iers which became operative on March 4, 1913. To carry out 
sions of the eight-hour law Congress increased the depart 
estimate for temporary and auxiliary clerk hire by $500,000 
it for auxiliary and temporary letter carriers by $400,000, but 
was made in these appropriations on account of the parcel 
However, the appropriation for auxiliary and temporary 
has been supplemented by $200,000 by allotment from the 
of $750,000 made to carry out the provisions of the 
st law. 
iation of $850,000 
h inecindes the increase 
has been exhausted. 
y with the provisions of the eight-hour law it has been neces 
thorize $474,470 from the appropriation for temporary and 
lerk hire, and in addition to allow 754 regular clerks from 
nropriation for clerks at first and second class offices. On 
the reports so far received from postmasters of the amounts 
expended on account of the parcel-post service it is estimated 
$200,000 has been expended for this purpose during the quarter 


clerk 
eight 


and 
carry 


for temporary 


auxillary 
of $500,000 to 


out the 











In readjusting the schedules of clerks | 
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clerks | 


the | 


‘ i March 31 last. It is only reasonable to assume that at least 
m will be required for the same purpose during the quarter 
June 30 next, and it is estimated that $100,000 additional will 
ired to provide for the normal growth of the service and for 
which can not be foreseen. Specific requests already re 
i for allowances from this appropriation for the June quarter | 

to $75,000, 
ppropriation of $1,600,000 for auxiliary and temporary letter 


( ‘which was increased to $1,800,000 by an allotment of $200,000 
e parecel-post appropriation, was exceeded by more than $25,000 
lose of the March quarter Owing to the inadequacy of the 

tion for regular letter carriers it has been necessary to author 

n the appropriation for temporary and auxiliary carriers the em 

t of temporary carriers at 30 cents an hour to meet the needs 

rvice. The estimate of $300,000 to supplement this appro 

sed on the reports of postmasters showing the amounts 
required during the remajnder of the fiscal year on ac 

e parcel-post service, to carry out the eight-hour law, and 

ie for the ordinary needs of the service, augmented by $44,000 

porary carriers at 30 cents an hour to fill vacancies on 
force, for additions to the regular force, and to meet 
cle In appointing temporary carriers at 30 cents an hour to 
neies on the regular force and as additions to the regular 
the purpose of the department to utilize the small balance 
umulate in the appropriation for regular carriers to pay 
riime of regular carriers under the eight-hour law. 
DANIEL C. ROPER, 
First Assistant Postmaster General. 








ill be 
li be 
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Post OFrFice DEPARTMENT, 
First ASSISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL, 
Washington, May 6, 1913. 


JOHN J, FiTzGERaLp, 
( rman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 
My Dear Mr. FirzGeratp: I inclose a copy of a letter addressed to 


Secretary of the Treasury by *he Postmaster General to-day, rec- 
nding that a joint resolution ve passed by Congress appropriating 
“300,000 for temporary and auxiliary clerks in post offices and $300,000 
: r substitute, auxiliary, and temporary city letter carriers, to be im- 
available. These amounts are necessary for the administer- 
ig of sections 5 and 8 of the postal-service act of August 24, 1912, 


d ; the remainder of the current fiscal year. 





i juestion as to whether a deficiency could be incurred in these 
Propriations was submitted to the Comptroller of the Treasury for a 
on, and he stated that it was a question of law that should be 
decided by the Attorney General, who informed the Postmaster General 
: no deficiency could be incurred. It will therefore be necessary to 
‘ oint resolution passed by Congress, and owing to the exigencies 
. case, May I ask that this matter receive your prompt attention. 
Very truly, yours, 
DANIEL C. ROPER, 
First Assistant Postmaster General. 
Se . May 6, 1913. 
YILLIAM G. McApoo, Secretary of the Treasury. 
ra SS tion 5 of the postal-service act of August 24, 1912, provides: 
\t on and after March 4, 1913, letter carriers in the City De 
* “ervice and clerks in first and second clzss post offices shall be 
a ed to work not more than 8 hours a day: Provided, That the 8 
: of Service shall not extend ovér a longer period than 10 consecu- 
1s rs, and the schedules of duty of the employees shall be regu- 


ated accordingly.” 


conceal eae Of the same act made provision for the establishment of a 
,parcel-post service on January 1, 1913. 

Ly and a putpose of administering section 5, the estimate for tempo- 

for the ¥ auxiliary clerk hire submitted by the Post Office Department 

ten year 1913 was increased $500,000 and that for auzillary and 


thors “TY carriers $400,000, but no increase was made in either of 
: » PPropriations for administering section 8. 
and eee for temporary and auxiliary clerk hire and aux- 
mo of ee carriers have not been sufficient to carry out the 
bane ar 5 and to provide for the parcel-post service, and 
ed. It is estimated that $300,000 additional will be needed 


| of these appropriations to provide f. . 
ler of this fiscal year. I e for the service during the 





are ex 





n 
e 


remains 














In the opinion of the Attorney General a deficien an not 
curred in these appropriations. and to avoid serious irra ent ft 
the service the department finds it necessa to ask Congress add 
tional funds to meet the immediate needs of the sery 

It is therefore recommended that a joint reso! n f « $ 
embodying the following draft of legislation be pa 1 at tl st 
possible date : 

_ To enable the Postmaster General to carry out effectively ¢t pro 
visions of sections 5 and’8 of the act approved August 24, 191 

ing appropriations for the service of the Post Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other purp: tl her 
appropriated, out of any money ir the Treasury not otherwi 

priated, the sum of $300,000 for temporary and auxiliary erk in 
post offices and $300,000 for substitute, auxiliary, and tempora! 
delivery carriers, which shall be immediately availabl ; 

Owing to the exigencies of the case, may I ask that th matt 
receive your prompt attention, 

Res *tful A S. | 
P er G 
OFFICE or THe FP MA ( 
Washington, D. C., May 1 
IIon. JOHN J. FITZGERALD, 
House of Representatives 

My Dear Mr. FirzGeraLp: With further reference to the 1 
a deficiency appropriation of $200,000 for auxiliary and t | 
clerks in post offices and $300,000 for substitute. auxiliary. and 
porary city delivery carriers, I have the honor to state that th 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Offi Department 
the year ending June 30, 1913, provid 

“Sec.5. That on and after March 4, 1913, letter carris in ft 
City Delivery Service and clerks in first and second ass post offi 
shall be required to work not more than 8 hours a day ie) ! 
That the 8 hours of service shall not extend over a longer p { 
than 10 consecutive hours, and the schedules of dut oO tl é 
ployees shall be regulated accordingly. * * * 

“That should the needs of the service require the employment on 
Sunday of letter carriers in the City Delivery Service and « in 
first and second class post offices, the employees who a required and 
ordered to perform Sunday work shall be allowed « yensn time 
on one of the six days following the Sunday on which they perform 
such service.’ , 

Section 8 of the same act provides for the establishment of a general 


parcel post on January 1, 1913 
The estimate submitted by the department for ten rat and au 











iliary clerk hire for the tiscal year 1913 was $250,000 1 
tute, auxiliary, and temporary city delivery carriers $1,200,000 or 
the purpose of administering section 5 the appropriation for t 
and auxiliary clerk hire for the fiscal year 1913 was ins ised § 1.00) 
and that for substitute, auxiliary, and temporary city dé 
$400,000, but no increase was made for the purpose of admini I 
section 8. Experience has demonstrated, however, that t it 
in these appropriations was not sufficient even to provide for tr 
tering section 5, which is illustrated by the it has rt I 1 
754 additional clerks and $474,470 auxiliary s to pla t s 1” 
hour law for clerks into effect In the city ur ‘ vd 
on account of the growth of the service have " 
for auxiliary and temporary carriers, so that i 1 | 
an allotment of $275,000 from the appropriati | t 
is inadequate to provide for the increased forces irry out 
sections 5 and 8 

The establishing of the parcel-post service required allowances from 
these appropriations that could not be anticipated at the time t! 
act was passed. The cost for auxiliary and temporary clerk hire f 
this service for the March quarter amounts to $105,245, and all 
expenditures have not yet been reported Allowances agere tin 
$176,790 have been made for the March quarter on account of tl! 
parcel-post service from the appropriation for auxiliary and tempor 
earriers. There are on file requests for allowan: for auxiliary clerk 
amounting to $118,406 and for auxiliary carriers $240,000, w ! in 
not be acted upon until additional appropriations © secured, and 
based on the requests received it is estimated that at least $300,000 
in each of these appropriations will be required to provide clerks and 
carriers to properly handle the mail until June 30 

Both of these appropriations are now exhausted, and allowances 
requested by postmasters, and in most instances representing expendi 
tures already made, aggregating $358,406, await the immediate action 
of the department Hence, unless additional funds are provided imme 


diately it will be necessary forthwith to greatly embarrass the service 
by serious curtailments. 
Very truly, yours, Dante C. Rop 
Acting Postmaster General 
OFFICE OF THN POSTMASTER GENERAI 
Washington, D. C., May 9, 1913 
Hon. Joun J. FITZGERALD, 
House of Representatives 
My Dear Mr. FirzcGeraLp: Referring to my letter to you of the 7th 
instant, with regard to the urgent necessity for a deficiency; pro 
sriation to supplement the appropriations for auxiliary nd porary 
letter carriers and post-office clerks, I beg to call your attention to the 
fact that these appropriations are now completely ex ted, du 
the department's ‘efforts to carry out the provisions of sections 5 


of the Post Office appropriation act, approved August 
expenditures actually made from these appropriations tl 





with the allowances already authorized for the remainder of the p 
fiscal year, exceed the appropriations, and in addition there ar 
awaiting action by the department requests for allowances chat 
to these appropriations which aggregate 58,406 Unless, th 





the additional appropriation of $600,000 is made immediately ava 
in order not to violate the law by exceeding the appropriations 


ide 
by Congress, it will be necessary to cancel and take up the unexpended 


m 


balances of allowances already authorized for this quarter and to 
make no further allowances. It will be necessary to take this action 
not later than the 15th instant, and as a result it will be utterly 
impossible to handle the mail in post offices or to deliver it in citic 
and as a consequence there will be such a congestion as to com 
demoralize the postal service and paralyze the busin ind 
interests of the country. 
Very sincerely, A. S. Burut 
Postmaster G ( 
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The SPEAKER. 





The question is on the third reading of this 
House joint resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Will it not have to be read for amendment? 

"%e SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the resolution 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the resolution in full. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of tha House joint resolution. 

The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FrrzceraLp, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


for 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. McKe iar, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 


absence for three days, on account of illness. 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is to vote on the resolu- 
tion brought in by the Committee on Rules. Those in favor of 
the resolution will say “aye”; those opposed, “ no.” 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 126, noes 53. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


JUDGE FOR EASTERN PENNSYLVANIA. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. MANN. What was the resolution that passed, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was to take up the Dill. 


The Clerk will report the resolution for purposes of information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this rule the House 
shall proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 32) to provide for 
the appointment of an additional district judge in and for the eastern 
district of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. This special rule simply provides for the imme- 
diate consideration of the bill, and the rules of the House provide 
that all such bills shall be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole. Does not this bill now have to be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution provides— 

That liomediately after the adoption of this rule the House shall pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (Tl. R. 32) to provide for the 
appointment of an additional district judge in and for the eastern dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania 

The Chair is inclined to think that the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] is well taken. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I do not know how the Chair is 
going to rule. but if he has in mind the sustaining of the point 
of order I would like to be heard for a minute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] has mide a point of order or a suggestion which I pre- 
sume he meant as a point of drder. 

Mr. MANN. I submitted a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PALMER. Is the gentleman making a point of order? 

Mr. MANN. There is no occasion to make a point of order. 
There is nothing to make a point of order on yet. I submitted 
a parliamentary inquiry that if the Chair intimated or 
stated that it was necessary to go into the Committee of the 
Whole the gentleman from Pennsylvania would have the in- 
formation, and then could move to go into Committee of the 
Whole: otherwise not. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman’s inquiry called for an expres- 
sion from the Chair upon a matter of order. 

I simply want to say in regard to that matter, Mr, Speaker, 
that this resolution simply provides that forthwith the Honse 
shall proceed to the consideration of the bill H. R. 32. The 
language of the rule as I understand, follows the language of 
the rule which was brought into the House by the Committee 
on Rules for the consideration of an appropriation bill earlier 
in the session, at which time the Speaker submitted the bill to 
the House without going into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, where, in the absence of such 
a rule, the appropriation bill would have gone. It seems to me, 
under the language of the rule that the House shall proceed to 
the consideration of this bill. there can be no doubt that it 
must be considered in the House. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Parmer} finished? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 


SO 
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Mr. HENRY. Mr. does not the rule sr 
state that the House shall proceed to consider the | 
House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALEXANDER). Th 
the rule has been stricken out. 

Mr. HENRY. I know nothing about that. I hav. 
exactly the language of the resolution down to a certs 
down to the word “ Pennsylvania.” How is it stricke) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution is as fy 

That immediately after the adoption of this rule the Hoy 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (If. R. 832) to provide 
pointment of an additional district judge in and for the , 
trict of Pennsylvania. 


Speaker, 





The words “in the House” have been stricken out 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, it ought not to 1 
because I did not strike it out. I will read from the ; 
from which it was taken. House resolution 97 was 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLaytTon], and 
as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this rul 
shall proceed to the consideration in the House of the bil 
to provide for the appointment of an additional district ju 
for the eastern district of Pennsylvania 


 stri 


And there I stopped, precisely in the language of t 
tion. It was so copied, and if the words “ in the Ho 
been stricken out I know nothing about that. I «dk 
that anybody has done it, but the resolution was w 
as to make this a privileged bill. Such was the ob 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I plead not guilty. I | 
seen the paper. 

Mr. HENRY. 
with it. 

Mr. MANN. And I am very sure that I will plead 1 
for the reading clerks, that they did not strike it out 
the gentleman has had a moment when he forgot w! 


Why, certainly; I know you had not! 


doing. 

Mr. HENRY. No. 

Mr. MANN. The resolution which was read to t 
submitted to the House, and voted upon by the 


the resolution without the words “in the Honse.” 

Mr. HENRY. They were in it when I offered it. 

Mr. MANN. It was not so reported to the House \ 
was originally read, and it was for that reason I as: 
it reported again this morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair calls ; 
the resolution as printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. HENRY. I ask unan’mous consent that the | 
or pen mark striking out those words be erased, ! 
words should not be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair calls 
the Recorp of yesterday, as showing how the res 
presented : 

Mr. Henry. Mr. Chairman, I submit the following pri 
tion from the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Resoired, That immediately after the adoption of this 1 
shall proceed to the consideration of the bill (IH. R. 52) 
the appointment of an additional district judge in and f 
district of Pennsylvania.” 

So it appears that the resolution as presented had t! 
stricken out. 


Mr. HENRY. I do not doubt that it is in the I 
way, but that is not as I drew it and not as I of! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course the Ch 
take the resolution as presented. 

Mr. HENRY. I do not impeach anyone as h 
the resolution, but it was simply copied, and I ask 
consent that it be corrected so as to conform wil 
was drawn. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman did not present 
and of course he ean not correct it. It has been 
House. A motion to reconsider is not in order. The 
can move to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PALMER. I will get at it in a moment. Vi 
get a ruling on it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the present fo 


resolution the Chair certainly holds that it is in ord 
to go into Committee of the Whole. There is noth! 
face of the resolution to indicate to the Chair th 

is to be considered in any other manner than in tlie « 
way under the rules. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent. 
the bill may be considered in the House as in Commitice 0! 
Whole. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from I"! _ 
vania asks unanimous consent that the bill be considered in “e 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 















1915. 





Speaker. I object. 
The gentleman from Connecti- 


DONOVAN. Mr. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. 


S 


PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
the consideration of the bill H. R. 82. 


I'TZGERALD. Pending that, I ask unanimous consent 
f e general debate be limited to 40 minutes, 20 minutes on 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
\ir. PALMER] moves that the House itself into 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
‘ H. R. 32, and pending that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FrrzGeRaALD]) asks unanimous consent that the debate 
o bill be limited to 40 minutes. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. 


resolve 


M I object. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
PANAMA CALIFORNIA EXPOSITION, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from 


ania object to my asking unanimous consent to dis- 
of a bill that I think will take only a minute? If it takes 
g I will withdraw it. 
\ir. PALMER. Pending my motion. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Pending that, I ask unanimous consent 
e immediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 4254) provid- 
‘rtain legislation for the Panama California Exposition, to 

held in San Diego, Cal., during the year 1915. 

Mr. MANN. To consider it in the House? 

ir. UNDERWOOD. Yes; to consider it in the House as in 

Committee of the Whole. 


fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

! t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
eby, authorized and directed to require the Panama California 

| tion Co., of San Diego, Cal., to deposit with a depository, to be 
the Secretary of the Treasury, such sum or sums of money 
cretion of the Secretary shall be necessary to cover awards, 


The Clerk will report the bill. 


»d 


certificates, prizes, and premiums, and all other obligations 

| by said corporation with exhibitors at the Panama California 

| 1, Which money shall be held by said depository as a pledge 
t United States Government for a faithful fulfillment of the above 
g ns; or the Secretary of the Treasury may, in lieu of such cash 

| accept a good and sufficient bond from said exposition company, 


pproved by him and conditioned for the faithful performance 
labliity or obligation incurred by said exposition company in 
t to exhibitors at said exposition, to be held in San Diego, Cal., 
ring the year 1915 
s 2. That all articles that shall be imported from foreign countries 
the sole purpose of exhibition at the Panama California Exposition 
vhich there shall be a tariff or customs duty shall be admitted 
the payment of duty, customs fees, or charges, under such regu- 
s the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but it shal! 
vful at any time during the exposition to sell, for delivery at 
» thereof, any goods or property imported for and actually on 
ition in the exposition buildings or on the grounds, subject to such 
ti for the security of the revenue and for the collection of 
luties as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe: Pro- 
rhat all such articles when sold or withdrawn for consumption 
* in the United States shall be —_——- to the duty, if any, im- 
pon such articles by the revenue laws in force at the date of 
iwal; and on such articles which shall have suffered diminution 
ation from incidental handling and necessary exposure, the 
paid, shall be assessed according to the appraised value at the 
withdrawal for consumption or use, and the penalties prescribed 
a eee against any person guilty of any illegal sale, 
* withdrawal. 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this 
Ss the usual form of a bill that is passed where an exposition 
s held. The bill is before the Ways and Means Committee 
ild be reported by that committee, but the committee, of 
| as been engaged several weeks in the consideration of 
ff bill and did not have a chance to consider it. The 
eluergency arises because if it is not considered to-day it will 
lave to go over until the Ist of June, and the Brazilian Gov- 
ernment want to start their building and bring their artisans 
in ff hii ‘ .n 
‘to build it. They can do so under the general law of the 
tel States when the exposition is recognized by the Govern- 
ient, but they can not do it until it is recognized. This is 
I the usual resolution for awarding the medals, and it 
perates ‘is a recognition of the exposition and then the general 
ite applies and enables them to start work at once. That 
the only emergency in the case. They are anxious to get 
'). The bill has been before the committee, and I have been 
~ newhat derelict, but I could not help it, because I was en- 
ciged in the House. 
Mr Ww 2 
a Ir. MANN, _Mr. Speaker, I shall not object to the consider- 
if th of the bill or its passage, although I doubt very much 
ih, ie bill in all its parts is a privileged bill, even if it had 
“en reported by the Committee on Ways and Means. I call 


Ale 


i 


tr 


en 


‘ttention to the fact that the bill directs the Secretary of the 


oe to require the exposition company to deposit a sum 
’ none 


y with the Secretary of the Treasury or with a deposi- 
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tory. I do not believe that 








we have the power to require t! 
company, Which is a private organization, without a 
ity from the General Government, to deposit any funds at 
But, as I understand it. the company desires the legisiati 
and while I do not think it is a very good precedent, | | 
make no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALEXANDER Is tl rt) 
jection to the present consideration of the bill in the House a 
in Committee of the Whole? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. UNpberwoop, a motion to re is ih 
vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the tabl 

INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON EDUCATION 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask ut eo 
sent for the present consideration of the 1 nh Ww I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Cle \ report the 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hiouse joint resolution 82 
Resolution authorizing the President to accept an invitation 
ticipate in an international conference t 

Resolved, etc., That the President is hereby authorized to a t 
invitation extended by the Netherlands Government to t G 
of the United States to participate by delegates in an in I 
conference on education to be held at The Hag n the y 11 
Provided, That no appropriation shall be granted at any time for ex 
penses of delegates or other expenses incurred in n with i 
conference. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, may 
I ask the gentleman from Virginia if this resolution h been 
submitted to the gentleman from New York |Mr. Iirzceracp}, 
who is likely to be the chairman of the Committee on Appro 
priations? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes: it was submitted to him 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Virginia |Mr. FiLoop| 
likely to be chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I hope so. 

Mr. MANN. I understand both gentlemen understand tha 
there is to be no appropriation under this resolution? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. The resolution provides that there 
shall be no appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. I am not asking about that. We have had so 
many examples where a resolution provided for no appropria 


tion, but gentlemen had their fingers crossed when it was 
passed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I do not think that the Committee 
on Appropriations or the Committee on Foreign Affairs would 


report an appropriation after the adoption of this resolution 


Mr. MANN. I do not suppose they would, but I thought 
likely that at some time or other the distinguished body at 
the other end of the Capitol might insert 4 provision In one 
of the appropriation bills which would be agreed to in con 


ference. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. So far as I am concerned, Mr. Speaker 
there will be no such agreement. I think it would be well that 
the President should understand that if it is approved by him 
it is to be lived up to, and in good faith. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. If I should represent the Com 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, I would not agree in conference to 
an appropriation after the adoption of this resolution 


Mr. MANN. Gentlemen will remember that at the last se 
sion the President of the United States, consideri: the matter 
so important, sent a message to Congress declaring that Cor 


gress ought not in any case to authorize him to accept an il 
vitation to participate in these international conve: 
Congress intended to provide the necessary money to take care 
of the delegates. 


wmnliess 


I do not know whether the present President will have the 
same influence in the future brought to bear upon him that 
President Taft had. but the influence was strong enough on 
President Taft to get him to send a special message to Congress 


upon the subject. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, in this case the nec 
sary money to defray the expenses of conference 
already been raised and has been deposited for this purpose 
and there could scarcely be any occasion for these delegates to 
ask for an appropriation. 


‘< 


— . 
this Lias 


Mr. GARNER. The gentleman has every reason to believe 
that there will be no appropriation asked? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I do not think there is any prospect 
that they would ask for an appropriation. If they do, thy 


certainly will not get it. 
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ecurrencées which make this resolution necessary are as 


lo \ : 
On Mareh 


12, 1912, the Acting Secretary of the Interior, at 
the restion of the Commissioner of Education, requested the 
Department of State to ascertain from the Netherlands Gov- 


ernment whether it would be agreeable to that Government to 


have the conference meet at The Hague in the fall of 1912, and, 
if so, whether the Netherlands Government would be willing 
to invite the participation of the Governments in the con- 
ference. Attention wus called to the fact that no special appro- 


priation by Congress would be needed to insure participation 
by Government, and that a sum of money sufficient to 
cover 1 and other incidental expenses had been offered by 
private parties. 

On March 19, 1912, the Acting Secretary of State advised the 
Secretary of the Interior that the American minister at The 
Hague was instructed to make informal inquiry regarding the 
mutter. 

On June 19, 1912, the Secretary of State advised the Secretary 
of the Interior that in a dispatch, No. 75, of May 29, 1912, the 
American minister reports that the Netherlands Government 
will have no connection with the proposed conference, and that 
it would not be consistent to send invitations requesting other 
Governments to be represented, on account of another confer- 
ence on thet date. 

On July 15, 1912, the Secretary of State forwarded to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior dispatch No. 80, of June 26, 1912, from 
the American minister, stating that the Netherlands Government 
agrees in principle to the calling of the conference, but sug- 
gests that for reasons stated it is deemed preferable to fix an- 
other date, and requests that the program of the proposed 
conference be forwarded. 

On December 10, 1912, the Secretary of the Interior informs 
the Secret»ry of State that the inquiries of the Netherlands Gov- 
ernment regarding program and method of financing the pro- 
posed conference were fully answered in person by Mrs. Fannie 
Fern Andrews. special collaborator of the Bureau of Education, 
who visited The Hague in October and November, 1912, and had 
severnl conferences with the minister of foreign affairs. Sug- 
gests that the conference be held during August or September, 


LUIS 


cleric: 


1913. Advises that the sum of $5,000 for the expenses of the 
conference will be at once deposited by Mrs. Andrews with 
the State Department for transmittal to the Netherlands 


Government. 

On December 14, 1912, Mrs. Fannie Fern Andrews sent to the 
State Department a check for $5,000 for transmission to the 
Netherlands Government for the expenses of the conference. 

On February 4, 1913, Secretary of State forwarded to the 
Secretary of the Interior an invitation from the Netherlands 
Government to the Government of the United States to partici- 
pate by official delegetes in an international conference on edu- 
cation to be held at The Hague, September, 1913. 

On February 11, 1913, Interior Department advises Secre- 
tary of State that matter bas been referred to Commissioner of 
Education and will forward names of persons who may be 
recommended for appointment as official delegates. 

On March 15, 1913, Interior Department recommends that 
the Government of the United States formally accept invitation 
and forwards tentative list of topics for program. 

On March 27, 1913, Acting Secretary of State advises Secre- 
tary of Interior that by reason of a provision in the deficiency 
act approved March 4, 1913, this Government is prohibited from 
accepting an invitation to participate in any international con- 
gress, conference, or like event without first having specific 
authority of law to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the joint resolution. 

‘The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Fioop of Virginia, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was passed was laid on the 
table, 


Is there objection to the present 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE FOR EASTERN PENNSYLVANIA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Patmer] that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 


on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 

(H, R. 82) to provide for the appointment of an additional 

district judge in and for the eastern district of Pennsylvania. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Cony 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
tion of the bill H. R. 32, with Mr. Hay in the chair. 

Mr. PALMER, Mr. Chairman, I ask unsnimous eo 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, this bill was discussed 
length in the House yesterday afternoon when the 
brought in from the Committee on Rules providing f.; 
sideration. However, as there are doubtless many 
here to-day who did not hear that discussion, I wil! })) 

eat some of the things which were then szid. 

This bill is a bill to authorize the President to apy 
trict judge for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, and 
tains a provision in section 2— 
that whenever a vacancy shall occur in the office of the dict 
for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, senior in con 
vacancy shall not be filled, and thereafter there shal! | 
trict judges in said district. 

The explanation of the bill lies in the fact that in th. 
district of Pennsylvania at the present time we hav 
trict judges, one of whom is entirely incapacitated by 
his physical condition from the performance of ser\ 
the bench. Those two judges are Judges Thompson 
land. Judge Holland is suffering from an inenrabie dise 
has been obliged to give up his work upon the bench. | 
not been able to sit in the trial of cases for many ni 
as was stated here yesterday, though it is a difficn| 
cate statement to say, it is nevertheless the cold, 
that his condition is such that none of his friends or 
or medical advisers has any hope whatever that he w 
to return to the bench. This proposition, therefore, is 
the President to appoint a judge upon this bench to 
court in its present congested state of business, 1 
vacancy occurs, senior in commission—that is to say. 
Holland retires from any cause—the vacancy crea' 
retirement is not to be filled, so that there will con! 
in the future as in the past two judges in this dist: 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I believe there are now about {% 
judges in the United States, and I think fully half of 
not work over half of the time. Why could not one o 
detailed to clear up that docket over there’ 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I would say to th 
that outside judges have been detailed to help « 
docket. They have been sitting there a great de 
have not been able to get outside judges there for 
length of time to anywhere near catch up with tly 
That is the same question which the Committee o1 
ciary, at the time this bill was before it, put to Judge G 
is a judge in that circuit. He explained how it was 
to get enough services from judges in that section o: 
else to keep this work down. ‘The business of 
rapidly growing. It is one of the largest in the co 
Jersey, of course, is in this circuit, and with the re 
cutions there the business has been very large 
They have tried their best to keep this work down i 
suggested by the gentleman from Missouri, and all of 
on the bench say it is not a sufficient remedy. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It seems to me that with the g1 
they have to draw from they could do it. Under 
intend to create an additional judge. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, you can not compel thes 
come down there to sit and you can not go out of the 
get them. Judge Gray says he has worked upon thie | 
he has given a good deal of attention to it, he bus : 
to help, but still he could not get the relief the court 


!The judge must be from the same circuit, as the 
| knows, in order to appear in the court. 


Mr. HAMLIN. 
there. 

Mr. PALMER. There are quite a few, but it is quite 9! 
circuit at that. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not like the idea of making) 
and having a funeral before a man dies. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not either, Mr. Chairman. I wo! 
create any additional judgeship; I am not in favor « ul 
am in favor, however, of having the business of a <1 
done by giving the people of that district as many 
they have had for many years past. There is bo © 
what this proposition is. Judge Holland has been 
public servant. He has been upon the bench for a ©" 
years, and before that was United States attorney. 


I understand, but there are quite : 


] | 








1915. 
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man os . 2 
se he hes been givirg the best days of his life to 


ey becat 


», «orvice of his country upon the bench. It is a question of 
- u his physical condition will be such that he can not 
at all. He has not the means to permit him to retire 
pay. le is not old enough to retire under the statute 
' .v. and this proposes simply to give the people of that 


me back to work. 
'r. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
‘Ir PALMER. I yield to my colleague from Pennsylvania 
Moore}. 

‘ir MOORE. Assuming that the facts are correctly stated 
gentleman as to the health of Judge Holland, would the 
wn consent to an amendment to his bill in the nature of 

for section 2 providing for the retirement of the 

senior in commission? I have drawn one here which 
me to meet the question which the gentleman has just 
and which the delicate 


pstitute 


1 upon seems to meet situation 

confronted us last night. My amendment would pro- 

t immediately after the passage of this act the district judge for 

‘ rn district of Pennsylvania, sentor in commission, shall be 
ed without abatement of pay 


Mr. PALMER. I will say this to the gentleman. 
] s, the highest regard for Judge Holland. 
thing to injure him or to hurt him. 
for the information of 


I have, as 
I would not do 
I was obliged to say 
the House, as I 


vesterday, 


d to say to-day, that in my judgment he never can get 
" but it is one of the symptoms of the peculiar malady un- 


ich be is suffering that he believes that he is going to 
to work. The gentlemen of the House know to what 
it the most common symptom 


stient is confident that he is going to get well. 


is 


Judge Hol- 


d is not asking to be retired; he wants to work. 
MOORE. That is true. 
Mr. PALMER. And I would hate to volunteer to retire him 


the bench when he does not want to go. 
ir. MOORE. Let me call the gentleman's attention to the 


logy of his bill, section 2, “that whenever a vacancy | 
oceur in the office,” and so forth. It is speeifie in the 


\ird line in its application to the “ judge senior in commission.” 
rhat might be interpreted to apply to a future situation. 
PALMER. It might apply to retirement for any cause. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in reply to the 
regestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorr] that 
in this case follows the precedents in like cases, and that 
he suggestion that the gentleman makes is entirely a new depar- 
‘in legislation affecting district judges. The cases where a 
vrbo has not resched the age of 70 years and who has not 
pon the bench for at least 10 years, the two facts concurring, 
I may say the only eases in the history of the country where a 
dge has been allowed to retire under such special legislation 
the case of Mr. Justice Hunt, of the Supreme Court of the 


ive w 


ted States, and then recently, 2s many of us here will 
! Mr. Justice Meody, of the Supreme Court of the 
United States; but no such legislation as that was ever had 


with respect to the retirement of distriet judges. 

Legislation like that proposed in this bill has abundant prece- 
dents, For instance, I ean recall several of them that have 
ppened since my service on the Committee on the Judiciary. 
I recall the case of Judge Ricks, of Ohio, and the case of Judge 
or, of Texas, and the case of Judge Morris, of Maryland. 
ch one of those cases a bill was passed which I think was 

‘ntict! in phraseology with this bill. At least that is my 
recollection. It provided, just as this bill provides, that when- 
vacaney shall oecur in the office of the district judge for 
partienlar distriet then sought to be legislated about, the 

nh commission, such vaeancy shall not be filled, and that 
reifter there shall be but two distriet judges in said dis- 
rice. So we are following the legislative precedents, and | 
a nk that the measure now proposed and pending before the 
a ‘se is better than that suggested by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore). And I think it is less eruel to 
scee Holland to offer it in this form than in the form sug- 
bested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 

‘t. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield for one question ? 


ever a 
the 






































The centleman is satisfied, then, that this section 2 applies 
cally to the judge senior in commission in this instance 
: ind would net apply to any other judge, senior in com- 





a n, after the present emergency had passed? 

a ( TAY TON. Undoubtedly, that is my opinion. 
'. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introduced in 
“!Xty-second Congress, It was considered by the Committee 























their two judges until Judge Holland retires or until he | 


of the disease that | 


f comparatively small means; has not been able to earn ra the Judiciary, and it was the unanimous opinion of tl 





am | 


committee that it should be reported favorsbly and passed 
Unfortunately, however, Judge Holland’s condition became ite, 
so that it was known positively that he could not return to the 


| bench, so late during the last session of the Sixty-second Cor 
| gress that when the Judiciary Committee bad had its | 

and determined upon the matter business in the House vw 
such a state that we Could not hope to have the bill passes 
The creation of this judgeship, if you may call it so, is as! 


by the unanimous opinion of the bench and bur of Philadelph 
and it is asked solely on account of Judge Holl 


nds eondition 
and because of the business before the eourt requ 





uring a stro 

man to sit on that bench, and with no rotion wl tever of any 
| permanent increase of the number of judges in that dist: 
court. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] yesterday d 
a suspicion that seems to be lurking in bis mind, that on 
temporary judgeship should be creat when a vaeun bid 
|} occur there would be an effort made to make the judg ) 
permanent. I called his attention to the fact that in the J 
Morris case the same kind of a law had been passed, and u 
Judge Morris's death no attempt was made to increase th 
of the bench in that district. I think tl g e! 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] supported that bill with that unde ! 





ing. He challenged my right or my power to e any such 
understanding in this matter, and therefore I ha brought re 
| to-day the resolutions adopted by the committee on jud 
vacancies of the Law Association of the City of Philadelphia, 
at a meeting held February 11, 1913. The law asseciation i 
the bar asseciation of that city. They say: 
Whereas at the present time in the eastern district of Pennsy! 
there is an absolute nec ity, in consequence of | 
of business, for the constant attendance of two et i 
Whereas the condition of the business in the other district he rd 
circuit is such that it is almost impossi ble to sec th tt 
of a judge from another di «trict: and 
Whereas Judge Holland's indisposition makes it imp b for him t 
give that constant attendance which for so many I i 
to the business of the court with great satisfaction to th 
Therefore be it 
Resolved, That we would regard the resicnation of Judze U i 
the present time as not being in the interest of the pul 
Resolved further, That we most earnestly urge the ition 
third district judgeship for this district, with a proviso that i 
of the denth or retirement of the senior In commission, six va 
shall not be filled, and that thereafter there shall be but two di 
judges in said district 
Resolved further, That a copy of these resolutions be sicned 
| the members of the committee. to be forwarded to the chairman 
Judiciary Committee of the House of Representatives. 





The character and standing of the men who signed these reso 


lutions are an absolute assurance to the Congress of the | ted 
States that, thereafter when a vacancy senior in commission 
shall happen there shall be but two district judges in said 
district. 

This is signed, Mr. Chairman, first, by John G. Johnson, than 
whom there is no greater lawyer or more high-minded gentle 
man at the bar in America. It is also signed by Charles E 
Morgan; John Hampton Barnes; Frank C. Pritchard, vice 
chancellor law association; Samuel Dickson; Henry P. Brown; 


Alfred Moore: 
Glasgow, jr.: 
Pennsylvania ; 


George Pepper; Dimmer Beeber; William A 
Hampton L. Carson, formerly attorney general of 
Alexander Simpson, jr.; Joseph de F. Junkin; 


Ernest L. Tustin; Francis Fisher Kane; James Collin Jon 
George Wentworth Carr; and F. B. Bracken. 
These gentlemen are leaders of the Philadelphia bar. They 


are the officers of the Philadelphia Bar Association, and they 
have solemnly resolved and sent their resolutions here to be 
filed with the Committee on the Judiciary in favor of thi 
and to provide that after a vacancy shall occur there sh: b 
but two judges in that district. 

Mr. HULINGS. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. PALMER. I will yield. 

Mr. HULINGS. How long has this disability of Judge Hol 
land’s continued? 

Mr. PALMER. He has been a very sick man for several 


years, and he has been upon the bench when his friends and the 
members of the bar appearing In the court believed he ought 
not to be there. But for many months he has been unable to do 
anything whatever. 

Mr. HULINGS. Well, now, has the business in that district 
in consequence of his disability been appreciably dammed uw 
and accumulated? 

Mr. PALMER. It certainly has. 

Mr. HULINGS. Have you any facts as to that point? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. At the hearing before the Committee 
on the Judiciary upon this bill in February last there was pres 
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ent a large committee of the Philadelphia bar, and in addi- _— legal gentleman, more than three-quarters of 
tion to that Judge John B. McPherson, of that circuit, and | brought to the district courts are for violations of tly 
Judge George Gray, of that circuit court. These gentlemen | revenue laws. Some inspector or special officer 
agree, not only as to Judge Holland’s unfortunate condition, | through some town picks up a few tobacco clerks , 
but also as to the necessity of having another judge upon the | store proprietors and hales them before the court for 
bench in the district at this time, and as Judge McPherson is | scratch an internal-revenue stamp. Then thx 
probably more familiar with the situation than any other man, | cases, and *twixt all these statute-made crimes 75 Dp 
I want to refer to what he says upon that very subject. He | cases are furnished. Now notice the persistency VY and « 
tion with which this matter is pushed, auevine as 
procedure, to bring about this legislation to get 

| appointed. Why did it not come through the reg 
Ke due notice, so that every Member could con 


says: 
In 1903, at the time when the new district judgeship was asked for, 
the judges, both the district and circuit judges, who of course at that 
time did a good deal of district work, were actually engaged in court 
disposing of cases 189 days. In 1908, five years later, two district 
judges were in court, ongag ed in disposing of cases 398 days, and dur- 
ing the year ending uly 1, 1912, owing to Judge Holland’s illness, 
there was only one judg » available, and the judges were upon the bench 
333 days during that time, Judge Holland being practically incapaci- 
tated altogether, so that it was almost entirely the work of one judge. 
That, as you will see, amounted to being in court practically every 
business day of the year. ‘ 
The amount of judgments is an Indication of the increasing business. would not. 
In 1903 it was abeut $650,000, in 1908 it was about oes = Mr. Chairman, I wish to make the point 
in 1912 it was over $1,900,000. The business that the judges are asked _ sanenanie um aitesin anes ad 
to do is this: Civil trials before a civil jury, 16 weeks; that means 8 saecum pre sent. T am entitle 3 to have ™ GUC 
weeks for each judge; cri minal trials about the same number of weeks, when I am talking, and there is no quorum het 
depending upon the I ngth of the calendar. ‘Then there are eight argu- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Co 
ment periods during the year, varying in length, of covrse, depending he ca o rae ete eo a lett 
upon the amount of business, but it will suffice to say that it requires | the point of no quorum present. The Chair will : 
at least a week for each of those periods counting.] One hundred and forty-one Members 
Then during each week there are at least 3 regular motion days, | the Committee of the Whole 
when the court sits and disposes of any business that may come before , 


take part? But no; as in #1] cases of a similar ch 
have to resort to the proceedings which we hay 
| Now let us see. Suppose it had Leen the case of a 
facturer, and he had pleaded for a few moments’ 
would he have gotten it? I submit to you gent 


it, not deemed of sufficient importance to go upon the regular list; but Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I feel it a duty to 
those are sometimes prolonged until half a day is taken up in the dis- | Jand that I should make a brief statement with 
position of a motion. ‘ . : » hi . — Py. . hs ; 
Then there is another matter which is now of very considerable im- matter. if the bill could be so framed that it : 
portance. That is the naturalization business. In Philadelphia, un- for his retirement, it would be much more satisfa 


fortunately, the judges of the State courts refuse to naturalize, so that | but if the gentlemen on the other side who are 

all of the busine ; is in the Federal courts. Now, in 1903 the district t} 
reo rs cons g unge shal ppose th 

courts heard end granted 1,725 applications. In 1912 the number had SRpent to that change, I shall not opp 

nearly doubled 3,250—and it is to be remembered that by the act drawn. 

of 1906 the time of these hearings has been increased one-third, because The facts as stated by the gentleman from Ix 

there are now two witnesses to be heard, whereas under the prior 2 ‘ ” s 





statute one only was heard, One lawyer informs me that applications PALME R] are essentially true. Judge Holland his 
are being filed much more rapidly than heretofore, and that in a short | ill man for some time past. For four or five year 
time it will take nearly a year before an applicant can be heard. ailing, but with a devotion and a persistence mos 


Then there is another matter—the bankruptcy business—in the in- he has b la ‘ee he benc! 
terest of specdily disposing of the bankruptcy business. ‘There has | be has been performing his duties upon the bench 
never been a fixed time for the hearing of bankruptcy cases. The cus- bers. He was unable a few montis ago to undert 
tom has been to have the clerk keep a list of such cases, and whenever of a great conspiracy case that occupied three 
there were half a dozen, or something like that, the court would fix | , a. len fr h 7 iddle district had 
a special time to hear them. It takes certainly twice as long now to and a judge from the middle district had to b 
dispose of bankruptcy business as it did in 1908, for not only has the | relieve him; but he was at chambers as late 
number of applications increased over 25 per cent more now than they | Judge Holland does not believe that he is so sick 
were in 1903, but the questions to be decided are more numerous, and lieve him to be, and, like all men who are il! 1 

» * ’ ‘ ‘ 7 are lil ah 


can not be, as the act contemplates, disposed of speedily. : . ; 
Now, he adds that he, in trying to keep the business down, as | Hon to their duty and a desire not to be unduly 
the grave, he feels that he will recover. That 


I have stated, sent for these other judges, got them on the bench eee 7 : cs 4 ; 

as frequently as he was able to, and still the business accu- moedn this whole situation. I hat _— busine aa 

mulates. I am told by the bar that Judge Thompson, the asso- | CT°W4ed Is confirmed by inquiries that I have 1 

ciate of Judge Holland, has not taken a day’s vacation for a phoue ae regu from those = Philadelphi we 

couple of years. He has been constantly at work, sitting in posted and who know. emere 16 a ee —— 

court day after day and working at night; and the same thing - full, and but one judge is sitting and able 

is practically true of Judge McPherson. business. The fact that Judge Holland 
Mr. Chairman, if there ever was a case where relief ought last week does not indicate that he as 1] 

to be granted to a judicial district, it is this; temporary relief ect Away that he is hopeful th 

only, at most, I am sorry to say, because I recognize that this | * y * ; Bag 

is but for a very short time, and my consideration for Judge Mr. SLOAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Holland makes me regret to say that. But there never was a Mr. MOORE. Certainly. 

case where there was better reason for Congress to help out a _Mr. SLOAN, Has the gentleman ow, saan 

bill is passed and a judge appointed that he n 


great judicial district than in this case : , : 1 
able time be confirmed? Is it not about as bad | 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. +A : : = wrest oie 
Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, I regretted yesterday to see | £¢Stion in the Senate as in the courts? TI refer es 
: . judgeship in the State of Washington and of 


that this House was making judicial appointments a matter of oe 
partisan politics. The only question should be, Does the public district. 5 : 
service require another judge? It seems to me that the whole Mr. MOORE. | understand the gentleman's q 
case is concluded by the statements of the gentleman from Penn- | not want in this instance to impute to gentle nen 
sylvania [Mr. PatMrr]. If his statements are facts—and I be- the bill any political motives. That the appoint 
lieve them to be facts—this bill ought to pass. A matter of this | Passes, will be a Democrat goes without question 
kind should not enter into the field of partisan polities at all. it is entirely fair, in view of what happened 
Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman. I would like to ask the | Campaign, that a Democrat should be appointed. 
gentleman how many district judges there are now in the United Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield? 
States? Mr. MOORE. I will. 
Mr. PALMER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Crayron] Mr. COX. There are four members of the Co 
informs me that the number is 98, that will be abolished unless an appropriation is li 
now and the Ist of July. What is going to be « 


Mr. CLAYTON. About that. J ‘ : 
Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, this is a position that car- | four members of the court? Can the gentleman 
Mr. MOORE. I have not the slightest idea. 


ries $7,000 a year, and it means for life. There are 98 of them. 
Where there is a death of one of them now a whole State gets Mr. COX. Does the gentleman know of an) 
along without the position being filled. or the Constitution which would prevent one of 
A very timely suggestion was made by the gentleman from | of that court from being detailed to do this work‘ 
Missouri [Mr. Hamiin]—could not some other judge fill that Mr. MOORE. The gentleman from Indiana is 4 
position under the circumstances? Fill it? Yes, Mr. Chairman. | tutional lawyer, and I am no lawyer at all. He is! 
You could dispense with 25 of them and still have a sufficient | on those questions than I am. Whether it will | 
number to perform the duties of these positions. detail a justice of the Commerce Court after his t¢ 
Let us see what it amounts to. More than three-quarters of | has expired I do not know, and I do not kuow ‘ 
the cases, I repeat to the gentleman from Pennsylvania or any | services would be available or not. 
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COX. 
reading in the Recorp where able lawyers in the Senate 
it last winter and arrived at the conclusion that 
Congress had the power to practically abolish the court 
sing to appropriate money to run the machinery, yet at 
time it could not cut the judges out of their salary. 

The question was raised, and I think there is 


gated 


. ( 


MOORE. 


| 


; question as to whether we can cut them out of their | 


wr COX. I know that was the opinion of some able lawyers 
» Senate. 
PALMER. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
1 would like to answer the gentleman’s suggestion. 
Vr. MOORE. I yield. 
Mr. PALMER. Under the law, as I understand it, the judges | 
of the Court of Commerce could be assigned to other work as 
judges by the Supreme Court of the United States, so 
there would be no way of controlling their coming to the 
ef of this circuit. Besides that, a circuit judge does not 
a distriet court for the trial of cases as the judge who is | 
eitated has been doing. I think that was the intent and 
hably the language of the act establishing the Commerce 
Court. which led the judges to be assigned to circuit-court 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PALMER. I have not the floor. 
Mr. MOORE. I yield. 


Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will con- 
ler that he has not yet had his question answered. When I 
se the floor I will endeavor to answer it. 

Mr. PALMER. Of course, the gentleman from Illinois knows 
rreat deal more than I do, and I would be giad to have the 
tleman from Illinois answer the question if he can. 


Mr. MANN. I was not criticizing the gentleman from Penn- 
vania. I am sorry that he thinks I was. I was going to 


ake the question up when I made some further remarks to the 

House. 
Mr. COX. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will yield 

further-—— 

Mr. MOORE. I do. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask him this question: Whether 

not there is anything in the law now in force governing the 

nt or detailing of circuit judges to sit with other circuit 

ju throughout the United States that would prevent the 

members of the Commerce Court from being detailed to sit in 


r 
( 


the trial of a case in the district court? 

Mr. MOORE. I think it is a safe answer to the gentlemzan’s 
question to say that that question has not yet been determined. 
It has been raised, and it might be raised in this particular 
instance. I did raise it in a small way with the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. CLayton] a little while ago, when I sug 
gested that possibly the appointment of a new judge here 

ht mean that the bill as written would cover cases of jndges 


in the future as well as in the present instance, but the gentle- 
nan from Alabama, who is a good lawyer, thought it would 
and applied only to this case. Now, Mr. Chairman, the 


f 


facts, as I said a moment ago, are as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Parmer] has stated them in regard to the 
urgency of a second judge upon this bench. We have been 
deprived for a short period of the services of this judge, who 
is sick. That politics are behind this proposition I am not 


prepared to assert. That a partisan or Democrat would be ap- 
pointed is to be expected, in view of the political complexton of 
the administration, and with that I have no fault to find. We 
do not complain of judges in our district or city because they 
ig to one party or another. We believe that once appointed 
| the bench, whether the man is Republican or Democrat, be 
will determine cases judicially on the evidence as bronght 
before him; but the real question here is whether we shall 





cently retire this judge without his consent, or whether we 
nr re boldly appoint some one over his head on the ground that 
He is a sick man and unable to perform his duties. I would 
prefer to have the retirement plan; but if the gentlemen do 
Hot consent to that, although this judge may live for many 
ye rs, 10, 12, or 15—he believes he will get well, as I said—if 
the 


: fentlemen prefer not to enter upon the retirement plan 
now, in view of the precedent it might establish, I am satisfied 
to vote for this bill as it is, with the understanding, of course, that 
it does not retire without pay this judge, who is faithful, who 
pee of performing his duty, and whose tenure has not 
we. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think on the whole that the 
ee utleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] has made out a 
vided Bood case, and that if any additional judge is to be pro- 

Ged anywhere he might properly be provided in this case. I 
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I have not looked up the question, but I remem- appreciate facts, and I think we must all 
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ppreciate the fact 
that is made known to us here, that one of the esent jud 
throngh physical ailment ought not to be asked to perform t! 
ordinary duties of a judge. at least all of th and ¢ hae 
imount of business in the district probably { S 
of m« than one j ldge. Nor do I obje t to th form of the 
bill, which provides that practically upon ! leath « 
present senior district Judge the vacancy caused b 
shall not be filled. That is what I understand t 
mean. 

But, after all, Mr. Chai n, I do not see any nec { 
this time for providing yt Federal ! he ¢ 
merce Court consists of f clue | ‘ ( 
cancy in that court, which | President can t a { 
by appointment, at least before the court i ! hed ry 
are four circuit judge circuit judg t 1 inder 
of Congress providing for them, subject signment 1 
the Supreme Court to work in any circuit of t! [ ted 
and when one of them is assigned in any « t court th 
further provides that the senior circuit judge of the 
may assign any of these circuit judges to w in the « 
court, 

Mr. PALMER. Of the circuit—may assign a cireuit ji 
the circuit. 

Mr. MANN. May n oO of these circuit jud \ 
assigned in the circuit 

Mr. PALMER. I have the Judicial Code before me, but I 
would not, of course. undertuke to correct the gentle 

Mr. MANN. I am quite willi to be corrected if tl tle 
man has the information. 

ir. PALMER. All I was relying upon in th 2 
made to the gentleman was the eighteenth see 1 of ch es 
of the Judicial Code, which provides 

Sec. 18. Whenever, in the judgment of the senior ciren!t Judge 
circuit in which the district lies, or of the cireuit Jn e a ned to 
such circuit, or of the Chief Justice, the pub nte t shall t 
the said judge, or associate justice, or Chief Justice hall d ena i 
appoint any circuit judge of the circuit to hold id d ric 

Mr. MANN. Yes; I drew that provision exactly as it read 
in the law by amendment on the floor of the House. 

Mr. PALMER. The Commerce Court judges are ci if 
judges. 

Mr. MANN. Yes: and may be assigned to any circuit, and 
when they are so assigned under the law they are judges of 
that circuit. That provision was not in the Judicial title act 
as it was presented to the House from the Committee on 
Revision of the Laws, and the language of the law now was 
drawn by me on the floor of the House to meet the very propo 
sition of the assignment of these Commerce Court judges in 
part, and other circuit judges, where there was nece ty f 
these judges to do work in the district court instead of the 
court of appeals. Ve abolished the circuit courts by 
judicial title act and provided that all of the i pri jur 
diction should be in the district court. In some of the circuits 
at that time there were four circuit judges, and there w 
probability that there would be additional circuit judges ap 


pointed to different circuits by assignment from the Commerce 
Court. That was before there was talk of abolishing that cour 


Now, the proposition is to abolish the Conimerce Court b 
to retain the circuit judges upon the Commerce Court, and I 
take it that it is the policy of the other side of the House, b 
cause it is absolutely essential to make an appropriation to 
port the Commerce Court after the Ist of July or else al 
the court and transfer the jurisdiction which that court 
sesses over suits relating to railway transportation, and 
forth, back to district courts, and, as I understand, that the 
policy. Now, if we have these four additional cuit jud 
out of the Commerce Court, the Supreme Court of the | | 
States, which is, presumably, or can « ly be n e, f 
with the necessities of the different circuit ind distri 
assign one of these circuit judges to the work at Phi! 
and he can fhen be assigned to ork in tl distr 
which is the only place where be can work. There is no | 
I call the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania t 
fact—there is no place where these Commerce Court judge 
be assigned to do simply the work of a court of appeal! 
one of them can be so assigned to the circuit right south of 
here, because in all of the other circuits they now have t 
circuit judges to sit as the court of appeals, which is t ( 
number that can be used. In the circuit at Chicago th 
have four circuit judges, who are available on ft] 
of appeals under the law, although there is a vacancy in o 
them which could be filled with an additional Commer ( 
judge, who I think would like to be sent there but | 
ought not to be. I agree with the gentleman from I’ 
that the circumstances which he has narrated entitle t! 
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of the city of Philadelphia to relief, but I think it is just as Mr. LOGUE. Certainly. 
feasible and would be done just as quickly to transfer one of Mr. DONOVAN. You can save your friend, as the « 
the Commerce Court judges to that circuit and give him the | suggested, a great deal of labor. There is an army of 
work in that district without creating an additional district | that will be willing to take his place, and probably y 
judge. The truth is that we have too many United States just as well intellectually. There is no dearth of men f 
judges now. There are a large number of them in many places | positions, and if you will make a move to cut down tly 
who are not very fully occupied, and instead of constantly in- | positions to 75 you will still be able to fill them. 
creasing the number we ought to have those who are appointed | you do not need to worry in that regard. 
doing the work, occupying their time, and, if necessary, restrict Mr. LOGUE. I would rather be active as to the ki: 
the jurisdiction of the Federal court and have more of it done | sideration of a man who has sacrificed the best years 
by the State court. in public duties at what I consider an inadequate salary 
Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield? who has sat there at times when his duty to himself 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. family called for him to be off the bench and in his bea 
Mr. COX. Can the gentleman inform the committee whether | who was given by his disease to such paroxysms of 
or not any one of the members of the Commerce Court is a citi- | that he would temporarily have to leave the bench a 
zen of the district in which Philadelphia is situated? his room and lie down on a couch. I would rather pay 
Mr. MANN. Not one of them is. The judge from Pennsyl- | to the worth of men and preach the doctrine that the 
vania who was appointed on the Commerce Court, and the only | worthy of his hire, and that men faithful in public s 
one from that State, is, unfortunately, for himself at least, not | recognize that the performance of duty means somet! 
now filling that place. that they are not to be relegated to the poorhouse 
Mr. COX. I never thought about that. infirmity. [Applause.] The younger members of 
Mr. MARTIN. Is that the vacancy that exists? not seeking the position at the expense of injustice 


In m) 


Mr. MANN. It is. tried public servant. It is public duty and publie w 
Mr. MARTIN. Of course that vacancy can be filled, if the | am pleading for, in the interest of the quick adminis 
administration so desires. justice, which to my mind brings about always the ly 
Mr. MANN. It could be filled, but, I take it, it probably would | Litigants grow tired, people become weary, of the la 
not be filled by the President pending the determination of | cution of civil cases. They grow disrespectful by re 
what is to be done concerning the Commerce Court. failure to quickly move on the criminal side of the « 
Mr. MARTIN. Will the gentleman yield? Did I under- | quick administration of justice, to my mind, does mi 
stand the gentleman correctly, that there is no work upon the | lic good, and it is not only for the private litigant 
circuit court of appeals of the United States to which any of | that I urge that this bill should receive favorable cons 
these judges could be assigned except in the district south | not in the favor of anyone but in the belief of a | 
of us? and in the interest of the public business. [Applause 
Mr. MANN. Ob, yes; they could be assigned any place and Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire 
do work, but usually the circuit court has now three circuit | much of the time of the committee, but it seems to me 
judges to sit on the circuit court of appeals, and the circuit | gentlemen labor under a misapprehension as to the r 
court of appeals only consisting of three, of course they can | of this bill. Its purpose is not to create a new judges 
call upon the district judge besides, except the one circuit to | in effect to provide for the filling of an existing judx 
the south of us. cause the judge who now has that position is unabk 
Mr. MARTIN. Then, if the policy of the administration has | manently unable, to discharge the duties of the office 
foreshadowed by the open opposition that has been put forward Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlem 
in the last year or two in the efforts to abolish this Commerce The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from <A 
Court shall continue, to what services could these circuit judges, | to the gentleman from Connecticut? 
now members of this Commerce Court, be actually assigned ex- Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 
cept services just like the one now existing in the eastern dis- Mr. DONOVAN. ‘There are other cases more 
trict of Pennsylvania? than this one and no move has been made to fill the | 
Mr. MANN. Why, it is the only way, or some of the present | The duties have been performed by transfer of 
circuit judges now on the circuit court of appeals will go to | other circuits. There have been cases of death wher 
work on the district courts—nothing else for them to do. It is | State ts left without a judge. Those duties are pert 
either do that or do nothing, and, I suppose, I would not like | transfer and the same thing could be done here. 
to charge that against them. Mr. CLAYTON. Well, the gentleman is in posses 
Mr. LOGUE. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman from | formation that I have never received myself. The | 
Connecticut, I beg leave to state that, being engaged in the prac- | condition to which the gentleman from Connecticut 
tice of my profession before this court, the work there is not | tion has never been made known to the Commit 
of the character that has been intimated. It is not police- | Judiciary. 
justice work. It involves large questions. The gentleman has been giving us some wonderf 
The reference that has been made by my colleague [Mr. | tion, and I can say to the gentleman in all good hi 
Moore] to the case that brought Judge Witmer to try there re- | hope he will bring the cases which he has in his 
cenily, was a case involving one of the greatest frauds to be | and which he has just mentioned, to the attention of | 
heard by the criminal side of the court that has ever been per- | and if he will introduce bills to provide for these c 
petrated in the United States. It occupied in trial some seven | mentions—and they ought to be provided for, if they 
weeks. There are in the city of Philadelphia seven referees in | where except in his imagination—we will undertake | 
bankruptcy. The bankruptcy business has grown immensely. | Committee on Rules bring in a rule similar to this in 
There are constant appeals from the decisions of referees, the | do the right thing in those cases. Or if the Commit 
trial of cases occupying not only the weeks, as stated by my Judiciary is formed soon, I have no doubt that com! 
colleague [Mr. PALMER], but has been extended, motions for new report bills and that the House will legislate in th 
trials to be heard, arguments on other branches, the equity Mr. Chairman, I do not know of any such cases 1s 
side to be considered, and an immense number of contested re- | gable friend from Connecticut has referred to; but. 
bate suits brought in this court, involving hundreds of thou- | no man—I do not care how long he has served in this 
sands of dollars, and some of them, to my personal knowledge, | ean undertake to have a perfect knowledge of the wh 
taking several weeks to try. I consider that a judge in the | try, although he may have been studying this quest 
eastern district, even with the two of them there, who half at- | proper administration of public justice for 16 years 0! 
tends to his duties, who sits in on the motion list, and pays | But we are always glad to have enlightenment. 
heed to what is presented to him, who listens to the arguments Now, Mr. Chairman, when diverted I was directing | 
for new trials, and pays attention to the brief, that takes part in | tion of the House to what this case is. This bill is not 
the criminal and civil trials, has his time fully occupied. purpose of creating a new judgeship as we ordinar! 
I had occasion to visit Judge Thompson recently. He showed | stand that term. It is to provide for the filling of an « 
to me the mass of work that he was unable to reach and give | held by one who seems to be a dying man. We do not k 
proper attention. He is working from 9 o’clock in the morning | goon the breath will leave his body. The public business 
until late at night. meantime is piling up. The public necessity is becoming 0! 
This is not a plea simply for a place for some one; it is a plea | urgent every day for a live man to discharge the duties ©! 
on behalf of congested business. high and important office. The man who happens to & 
Mr. DONOVAN. Will the gentleman permit an interruption | and who will fill it as long as the breath is in his t (ly, 
right here? unable to discharge the duties of his office, and hence (4's 
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ent. It is a sad case, it is true, because it has connected 
the deplorable condition of this judge; so that, I say, 
<e in effect is simply to provide for the appointment of his | 
r now. 
it is not without precedent. I can recall several such 
as 1 undertook to do awhile ago. It will be remembered 
hv the older Members of this House, including the distin- 
wed gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]—for I think he | 
i I eame into Congress about the same time—that in the 
of Judge Ricks, I believe his name was, a judge out there 
Ohio. who was suffering from an incurable malady, a judge 
ippointed under a bill similar to this, because it was made 
fest to the Committee on the Judiciary and it was made ap- 
nt to the House that the judge was suffering from an incur- 
malady and that in the meantime the public was suffering 
from an inadequate administration of justice. 
\nd in the case of Judge Rector, of Texas, who was suffering 
m mental decay—softening of the brain I believe it was—he 
d uot have resigned if he had wanted to because his condi- 
» was such that he could not perform that act; and Judge 
nham. of Texas, a Member of this House and a member of 
ymittee on the Judiciary, afterwards governor of Texas, 
rted the bill from the Committee on the Judiciary to provide 
successor of Judge Rector, just as in this case. 





And 


\ 





fy 


» (OD 


\I r. 


MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
rhe CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CLAYTON, Certainly. 


Mr. MARTIN. About how long has this present incumbent 
wen in this critical condition? 

Mr. CLAYTON, Well, for something like a year or more. 
tut his condition has been growing worse, and it became very 


much worse last winter; his case became perfectly hopeless 
and he became practically helpless last winter. So that is the 


ase that we have before the House now, Mr. Chairman. 

I want to remind the House, too, that we hear much in these 
lays about the delays of the courts. We are all familiar with 
the old maxim that justice ought to be without bargain, sale, or 
denial; to which we might add that it ought to be without 
undue delay, because long delay is frequently the denial of 

stice. That is the case here. The long delay in business there 
imounts in many cases to a denial of public justice. Judge 
Gray appeared before the Committee on the Judiciary in Feb- 
ruary last. And right here permit me to say that that com- 
mittee at their session were of the unanimous opinion, no party 

nes being drawn, that this bill ought to pass at that time, 

but the condition of the work before the House was such that 
it was known that it could not pass at that session, and the 
assurance was given that the committee would act favorably 
pon it at this session. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
juestion ? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Was it not just as easy to bring in a rule at the 
last session as it is at this session? It seems to be very easy 
ut this session. 

Mr. CLAYTON, 

Mr. MANN, 


Mr. 


We were informed that it was not. 
Ne We had several—— 
CLAYTON. We were told that there was pressure of 


























know 8, the committee had quite a number of things upon the 
calendar, and had business elsewhere, if he will remember, and 


t was — to get this matter before the House and to 
‘t it passed. 


r 
»t 


Mr. MANN. I remember that there was plenty of oppor- 
nnity 2 

: Mr. HARDWICK. I wish to suggest to my friend from 
nols that at the end of the last session we were so congested 
wae lecessary appropriation bills that if we had opened the 
re eae - anything else, even the appropriation bills might 
Have Tailed, 

Mr — They did open the floodgates. They did report 
“pecial rules, 

Mr. HARDWICK. No, sir: they did not. 


Mr MANN, For chicken feed. 
“ a CLAYTON. I was informed of that condition, and the 
. itleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], who was the au- 
‘hor of the bill, appeared before the committee, and he and the 


of the committ 
le 


i 


ee and himself, we could possibly have this legis- 

. i enacted at the last session, and we reached the conclu- 

a that it could not be done at that time. 

Selide vo Chairman, Judge Gray, who is the senior circuit 

wn 1 that circuit over there, appeared before the committee, 
! a number of distinguished lawyers from Philadelphia, and 
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| all 


other matters, and, as the distinguished gentleman from Illinois | 


Committee tried to devise some plan by which, in the judgment | 


~ 


1 


14 


I 


testified. I want to quote a little from Judge Gray. He 
was asked whether the condition of the court at Philadelphia 
could be relieved or cared for by the designation of other judges. 
He said: 
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“ Well, as to that question, I am glad to have an opportunity 
to say a word. I had not expected to speak at all. Prior to 
January, 1912—I say that because I do not know the exact 
month—in the latter part of 1911 Judge Holland's physical con 
dition was so apparent to all of us who came in contact with 
him from time to time that we consulted toget! the circuit 
judges, and finally he was told that he ought to take a vaca 


SS 


aev'k 


tion. His physician had advised him that he could not continue 
with his work, and we.agreed that he should tnke a vacation 
for six months, I think it was, and we told him we would re 
lieve him, and that he should go away and not worry about | 
business.” 

Mr. FARR. What was the date of that? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Judge Gray was making this siatement o 
the 14th day of February last. He continued: 

“Tt fell to my lot as senior circuit judge to render assistance 
during his absence. That assistance was rendered, but ata good 
deal of inconvenience to the district judges who were called upon 
Judge Witmer, from the middle district, was called upon, also 
the judges from New Jersey and Delaware when we could vet 
them—all took their turns in the transaction of this business 
Judge Holland came back in October or November, 1912 rd 
made what has been called here, without exaggeration, a heroic 
attempt to do the work he had left. I saw him during these 
intervals, and, as Mr. Glasgow has sald, you had but to look 
at him to realize that his life’s work is done. It is a very 
delicate thing to pronounce the doom of a man for whom you 
have a high regard, and, like a member of your own family, 
you hope against hope. I hope he can come back, ! ! feel, 
as I have said, that he will never do any more judicial work, 
and the congestion now in the district is enhanced by the fact 
that one of the judges—there are two district judges in the 
district of New Jersey, and one of these has been a very har« 
working judge—has been advised by his physician that he 
must not attempt to try any jury cases, that it is not ad\ bie 
from a medical standpoint. So we are not only cut off from 
relief in that direction, but business in that district is also 
congested. I understand that Judge Witmer has gone t9 


Florida for a few weeks, which makes it very hard for us to 
get help. We are trying to get as much assistance as we can 
from the circuit, but we have been compelled lately to go ont 
side. We are now trying to get a judge assigned from Obio, 
where we have found one who is willing to come. We are 
trying to get one from Tennessee. I saw the Chief Justic 
yesterday and he said he would make the appointment. There 
is one matter I should like to speak of which is a very important 
factor, and that is the increasing business of the circuit court. 
The circuit court of appeals has all it can do.. The State of 
New Jersey has one circuit court, and we all know that the 


most important corporations we have in the country and that 





also 


> 


come under the criticism in the Sherman antitrust law have 
been corporations in the State of New Jersey, and necessarily 
the litigation that has ensued and is liable to ensue will come 
within our circuit court, and that is a very large factor to be 


considered in estimating the amount of business that will come 
| before the appellate court. Now, I have only to say that my 
personal opinion is such as the members of the bar have given, 
that Judge Holland will never sit on the bench again.” 

The chairman asked him: 

“Do you think, Judge, that any assignment of district ji 
| 
| 
| 


dx > 


is possible to take care of or relieve this situation in Phila- 
delphia?”’ 

To which Judge Gray responded: 

“It has ceased to be a temporary emergency, and it will have 
to be provided -for permanently. Now, J have only to say that 
my personal opinion is such as the Members have given, that 


Judge Holland wil!! never sit on the bench again.’ 

The chairman asked him: 

“You do not think, then, Judge, that any assignment of dis- 
trict judges is possible to take care of or relieve this situation 
in Philadelphia?” 

Judge Gray answered: 

“It has ceased to be a temporary emergency, and will have to 
be provided for permanently.” 


This assignment of judges, as Members of the House who arte 
i familiar with the subject know, is simply to reach emerg Vv 
eases. Here is not a case of emergency, but one that s 


now and will continue to exist and can not be relieve \ 
| judge is appointed permanently to do the work 













. 
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The chairman again asked Judge Gray: 
“You can have some measure of relief in that way, but not 
adequate relief until you have a good judge, strong and vigorous 
and able to do the full work of a judge?” 

Judge Gray answered: 

“T have no doubt about that, sir.” 

Then, again, the chairman said: 

“The committee will want to be persuaded that Judge Hol- 
land has an incurable malady and that the situation is such 
that there ought to be another judge at this time, that you can 
not take care of it by the temporary assignment of other dis- 
trict judges.” 

To which Judge Gray said: 

“That is a fact, Mr. Chairman.” 

The chairman again said: 

“T understand you to say that his condition is incurable, in 
your opinion, and that the temporary assignment of other dis- 
trict Judges can not take care of the situation there adequately.” 

Judge Gray replied: 

“TI have not heard in the last two or three months any other 
epinion than that he doubtless will never be on the bench again 
to do the work of a judge.” 

Mr. MARTIN. When was this statement taken? 
Mr. CLAYTON. On the 14th of February last. 
Mr. MARTIN. Before whom? 


Mr. CLAYTON. Before the Committee on the Judiciary, in 
the Hvouse Office Building, overlocking the Congressional 
Library. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MARTIN. I wanted to know if it was before a duly 


authorized body. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 
a regular meeting. 

Mr. MARTIN. Why did not the committee act at that time? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I undertock to explain that a little while 
ago, and I will do it again if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. MARTIN. I heard the gentleman’s explanation before. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Then my explanation did not explain to the 
gentleman’s satisfaction, which I regret. 

The chairman again asked Judge Gray: 

“All these matters falling under your jurisdiction and under 
your observation, I am quite sure the committee will value your 
opinion very highly. You concur in the view expressed by mem- 
bers of the bar that it is absolutely necessary for the correct 
administration of justice that this bill be passed providing for 
the appointment of another judge?” 

And Judge Gray replied: 

“That is my opinion, Mr. Chairman.” 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLAYTON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HARDY. The fact is, I hardly know how I feel like 
voting on the quesiion, but I want to ask the gentleman as to 
the suggestion made by the gentleman from Illinois a moment 
ago, whether or not one of these Commerce Court judges could 
not be assigned permanently to this place; and if so, what 
objection is there to it? 

Mr. CLAYTON. He certainly could not be assigned right 
now. I do not think it would be advisable, because the Com- 
merce Court is in existence. What will become of it after the 
ist of July I do not know, but it is still in existence now, and 
it is now doing business, But the situation in this case demands 
a judge resident in the city of Philadelphia. In that great com- 
mercial metropolis, in that great business center, there is so 
much commerce and so much litigation that it is necessary to 
have not only one judge but two judges there. Everybody 
knows that much of the business of a judge is in granting inter- 
locutory orders in hearing matters outside of the mere ordinary 
court trials where there is a jury. He frequently tries matters 
at chambers, and for the correct administration of justice it is 
necessary to have these two judges. If I had time I would like 
to read to the House the testimony given by the lawyers, not 
only as to the condition of this judge, but as to the condition of 
the public business. All the testimony shows conclusively, in my 
opinion, that there ought to be another good, strong, live, vigor- 
ous judge there all the time. Judge Thompson, the other distin- 
guished judge, sits on the bench, I think, according to this testi- 
mony, longer than any other judge in the United States, and 
yet the business is piling up on him. 

He works day in and day out, practically, trying to dispose 
of the business in the court, in the ordinary courthouse trial 
and sitting to hear matters in chambers. He can not do it, how- 
ever. He is doing his best, and some of the members of the bar 
informed the committee that if Judge Thompson were com- 
pelled to keep up his work his health would eventually -fail. I 
thin:, Mr. Chairman, that this bill calls for immediate legisla- 
tion. I think it is of such emergency nature and so meritorious 


Yes; taken by the Judiciary Committee at 
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that it ought to pass at once, and I hope that it wil] r 
approval of the House. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, there is no special need 
time, in this unusual way, to pass this bill providing ¢ 
appointment of an additional judge in the easter), 
Judges from other districts can be assigned for some ; 
hence to do what necessary work is to be done, just »< 
past. It surprises me that not one of the members f> 
great city of Philadelphia has not discovered the sity 
that city, if it be so serious as alleged, and acted in | 
ter. Judge Holland does not want to be retired. Hy, 
intimated to any friend of his in the House from Penns 
that he wants to be relieved. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman vie) 

Mr. FARR. Certainly. 3 

Mr. MOORE. I did not quite get the drift of the 
man’s remarks about the Members from Philadelphia 1, 
alive to their duty. 

Mr. FARR. I said if the necessities were so 
certainly some gentleman—live factors as are the Re 
tives from the city of Philadelphia—would be 
condition and would do his duty here. 

Mr. MOORE. Did the gentleman listen to my st; 
few moments ago? 

Mr. FARR. I did. 

Mr. MOORE. Did I not say that there was a conges 
business in this court? 

Mr. FARR. Oh, there is more or 
business in every court. 

Mr. MOORE. And that last week 
office ? 

Mr. FARR. I was coming to that. Judge Holland 
il, according to the testimony of the gentleman fro 
vania [Mr. Moore] but that he was able to go to his of! 
week. I want to assure this House now thiut I do 
Judge Holland is in sympathy with this movement. I! 
has been used here frequently, and much sympathy 
expressed for him and the inference allowed to prev: 
were acting in concert with his wishes, which is not 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yie 

Mr. FARR. Yes. 

Mr. DYER. I would like to ask the gentleman if he docs 
not think it would be embarrassing to Judge Holl: 
cate his wish to have this action taken under the circ) 

Mr. FARR. No. 

Mr. PALMER. 

Mr. FARR. Yes. 
fused to yield to me. 

Mr. PALMER. Has Judge Holland communicated 
colleague his opposition to this proposition? 

Mr. FARR. No; he has not. 

Mr. PALMER. What is the gentleman’s authority f 
that? 

Mr. FARR. Because I am convineed he is not. I ! 
none of our Members has taken any interest in th 
that is, none of the Members from that judicial distri 
gentleman belongs in another district. 

Mr. PALMER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. His 
upon that is like his lack of knowledge on the other pro 
A part of my congressional district is in that judicial d 

Mr. FARR. I should have said where the gentien 
not in that district. There is no special reason at this | 
Chairman, for passing on this bill. This is not the p 
in which to do so. A count shows that nearly three-t 
the Members of this House are not here. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yi 

Mr. FARR. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE. Is the gentleman’s district in the easter 
eial district of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. FARR. In the middle. 

Mr. MOORE. Is it not true that the judge who sits !! 
middle district came to the eastern district to relieve / 
Holland in the Lumber Conspiracy trial a few weeks 

Mr. FARR. Oh, judges come from different distr 
other districts to relieve, quite frequently. That is a 
matter. 

Mr. MOORE. Is there not a question now as to tie 
ment of a judge in the middle district? 

Mr. FARR. Not that I know. The chances are that ) 
have three judges in the eastern or Philadelphia dist! 
one on this floor has a right to say that Judge 1 
afflicted with an incurable disease. There is no fest! 
from any physician, and, as I before said, the gentlen: 7 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ButTier} last night expressed bis su" “ 
the statement of the gentleman from Pennsy!vii aa 
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Mr. Chairman, wil) the gentlema: 
I will yield, although the gen! 
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parMerk] that Judge Holland was in the serious condition 
d by Mr. Parmer. And yet the gentleman from Philadel- 
Mr. BuTier] is an intimate friend of Judge Holland. 
(r. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman 
\r. FARR. There is sufficient doubt, at least, Mr. Chairman, 


i + mind, to prevent me from voting intelligently upon it, and 
ow of the fact that so many Members are absent from this | 
Hi se it is an inopportune time to create this new judge. There 
has been ample time during the months past in which they say 
this court has been congested to have acted, and yet not one 
in representing this great city of Philadelphia has 
roved in this direction. 
“Vr DONOVAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, perhaps we can find 
(his fly in the ointment. I understand the gentleman to say 
that none of the Congressmen of that district which this district 
( t judge covers has taken any interest in it. Is that true? 


FARR. Not one that I have discovered. 

‘Mr. DONOVAN. Now, we have got the Ethopian in the 
wood pile. Politics is the reason, I understand. It has been 
turned into a political question of $7,000 a year for life. Oh, it 
| delightful prize. 

‘ir. FARR. I will say in fairness to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], that I really did not know that 
‘ part of his congressional district was in the eastern, or 
Philadelphia, judicial district; but he lives so far away from 
this point and is so little in touch with it that it seems to me a 
little bit out of the ordinary for him to have introduced this 
pill: but I make no imputation whatever upon the motives of 
the gentleman. I think this bill comes in at an inopportune 
time. and that Congress ought not to create an additional judge- 
ship in this unusual way. I think that Judge Holland ought 
to have a chance to use the six months vacational period that 
wis given him, and the fact that he was at his office within 
the last week, as stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Moore], and that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


Burter|, who is intimately acquainted with him, has no | 


knowledge that his illness is as serious as is stated, and the 





| 


} any man by looking at Judge Holland would | what 





additional fact that he is only a little over 50 years of age, | 


il would indicate to me that we are going to have three 
judges in that district instead of two who are now there. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, this eastern district of Penn- 
sylvania covers the entire city of Philadelphia and a number 
of adjoining counties. It includes all of the congressional dis 


tricts of all the gentlemen who represent the city of Philadel- | 


phia, includes the district represented by Mr. Burter, the dis- 
trict represented by Mr. DIFENDERFER, part of the district repre- 
sented by Mr. RorTHERMEL, and a part of the district represented 
by myself, and it seems to me that as a part of my district is 
comprised within the judicial district there can be no impro- 
priety in my having introduced this bill. In addition to that, 
Mr. Chairman, every Member of this House whose district, or 
parts of whose district are included within that judicial dis- 
trict, with one exception, has told me that he is in favor of this 


bill, and the one exception happens to be a Member from the | 


city of Philadelphia, whom I have not been able to see upon 


the matter and who is not here to-day, but I am advised by | 


others that he also approves of this measure. The reason I 
introduced the bill was simply that a personal friend, who was 
a member of the committee on judicial vacancies in Philadel- 
phia, called it to my attention and asked me to introduce the 
measure, Now, I confess that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania {[Mr. Farr] has shown his courage even if by the show- 
ing of it he has also exhibited his bad judgment on this 
proposition, for he has had the temerity, while acknowledging 
th: t he has no information on the subject whatever, to place 
his judgment against the leaders of the Philadelphia bar, from 
John G. Johnson down, and the judges of the courts like Judge 
George Gray and Judge McPherson and the personal friends 
ana intimate associates of Judge Holland, who declare that his 
condition is as I have stated it upon this floor; yet the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Farr] says he is well enough to 
£0 back upon the bench, because he is only a little over 50 years 
old, and that is a presumption that he will go back—— 
Mr. FARR. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. There is no presumption arising in favor of 
man at that time of life who for years has suffered the rav- 
ages of the disease with which Judge Holland is afflicted, and 
the gentleman knows it. 


: ve FARR. I simply stated that there was no report from 

i Physician, 

aie PALMER. No; that was not the statement. If the gen- 

differ had simply stated that, it would have been quite a 

aaane matter. There was not any necessity for a report of a 
ysiclan when Judge Gray and Judge McPherson Say that 
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|} know whether Judge Whitaker Thompson votes in Philadel 


condition is. 
Mr. FARR. I hope he may come back 
Mr. PALMER. I hope he may come back; | he wna 


ought not to put his opinion on a matter against the um 
opinion of everybody who knows anything about it 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield a few mome to n 

Mr. PALMER. I am anxious to conclude debate 

Mr. MOORE. So am I. 

Mr. PALMER. I thought I would now move to go into th 
House ard limit debate. When the House again resolves itself 
in the Committee of the Whole the gentleman can be recognized 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MOORE. I want to say that I am a little surprised 
the statement of my colleague |Mr. Farr], who ap ntl 
does not know anything about this situation and who d 


what impugn the information of the gentlemen who res 
the Philadelphia district. Judge Holland does not live in Phi 
delphia. He is a resident of Montgomery County. I do not 
This is not primarily a Philadelphia proposition; it as 
easiern-district proposition. 


sut what I did want to say is that I personally know Judg 
Holland. I have been in frequent consultation with Judge Ho 
land in days sone by; bave dined with him occasionally; have 
seen him riding out for the benefit of his health: have watched 


him as he came and went; and have seen him within the last 
| 


three months. I had a conversation with him not leng ago, 
when he intimated that there was a question about his health 
and his ability to continue to serve. He then said, “I will fool 
them yet.” It was the hope of a man hoping against this 
malady which has been referred to; it was the hope of a mun 
who believed he would get better; but the fact remains he has 
not gotten better and that he has not been able recently to 
serve on the bench. 

As a Representative of a Philadelphia district and as a friend 
of the judge, I would have hesitated to introduce the question of 
his malady at all, and, as a matter of kindness to a friend, 
though I may have been lacking in my duty as a Representative 
of Philadelphia, as intimated by the gentleman from VPennsy] 


vanian |[Mr. Farr], I still would have hesitated about bringing 





| this question before the House and prolonging it as it has been 


prolonged. 

I have listened for the last hour or two to questions 
affecting the health of the judge. It has been so delicate a 
matter that [I have felt that as an act of kindness to a friend 
as well as in justice and fairness to ourselves as Members of a 
legislative body. we should act upen this measure quickly and 
without unnecessarily emphasizing the personnal details 

Mr. FARR. Will the gentleman permit me to say one thing? 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. MANN. I bope the gentleman will not make that motion. 

Mr. MARTIN. Will the gentleman allow me a question 
before he puts that motion? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] 
will notice that he used most of the time on that side of the 
House in favor of the bill. 

Mr. PALMER. If there is anybody over there who desires 
time 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martin] 


has endeavored to get recognition, and was entitled to recogn 
tion when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] was 
recognized. 

Mr. PALMER. I will not insist upon it if the gentleman 
from South Dakota desires to address the committee. Ie will 
have an opportunity under the five-minute rule, of course 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I was seeking recognition, 
and did not want to be discourteous to the gentleman. 

To me it is a little humorous, if we can admit humor into a 
situation that is surrounded with the solemnity that is sought 
to be thrown about this bill, to witness the spectacle of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLayton], chairman of the 
great Committee on the Judiciary in the last Congress and 
undoubtedly to be chairman of that same committee in this, 
reading pages of important testimony taken before that com 
mittee last February and stating to the House that in his 
judgment it is absolutely necessary that immediate action should 
be had in an emergency measure, and without any suflicient 
explanation of why the emergency was not acted upon when 
the testimony was brought to the attention of his committee. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 
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Mr. CLAYTON. I undertook to tell why that was so. I was 
unfortunate in not having the attention of the gentleman. 
Mr. MARTIN. The gentleman had my attention. 
Mr. CLAYTON. ‘Therefore, for bis understanding, I will 


ask Lim to read to-morrow morning that portion of my remarks 
in the Recorp, 

Mr. MARTIN. I heard every word the gentleman said, and 
list to it intently. His explanation was that the last 
Congress was one in which appropriation bills were entitled to 
precedence. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will say to the gentleman he may put his 
own construction on what I said, but I dissent very radically 
from the opinion he expressed of what I did say. 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
CLAYTON] may possibly dissent from it when he has heard my 
opinion, but the explanation that the gentleman made was 
in substance what I am going to say when I state it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not agree that it is in substance what 
you are going to say. I will say that in advance. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Clayton] 
having expressed his opinion about something which he has not 
yet heard and cun not know about, does the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. MarTin] think that the gentleman from 
Alabama proceeded on the same theory in the discussicn of this 
case? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLAYTON, 
mental processes of the gentlemnan from South Dakota that 
know in advance that I can not agree with him. [Laughter.] 


ned 


I may say that I am so familiar with the 
I 


Mr. MARTIN. Well, some gentlemen are very wise when 
they do not know the facts. 
Mr. CLAYTON. And some are not wise even after some 


gentleman has told them the facts. 

Mr. MARTIN. I think it was the great Socrates who said 
that he considered himself the wisest of men because, although 
he lived in an ignorant age, he knew his ignorance, while his 
fellow creatures did not know theirs. Others were ignorant, but 
thought themselves wise. 

Mr. CLAYTON, There we have a modern 
ter. ] 

Mr. MARTIN. I will not yield further, Mr. Chairman, to 
interruptions of that kind. 

Now, perhaps the Members of the House have no doubt about 
the facts, but they will be able to compare what the gentleman 
from Alabama has said and what I am about to say in the 
Record in the morning, and they can reach their own conclu- 
sions therefrom. My understanding is that the explanation of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON] as to why action 
was not taken in this case, upon testimony introduced before 
his committee when he was chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and the committee was then in shape to act, while 
we have no committee now 

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
yield to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. MARTIN. Let me finish at least a sentence. The gen- 
tleman’s explanation was. in substance, that at that time the 
House was necessarily giving precedence to the appropriation 
measures, and it was quite a difficult proposition to get through 
all the appropriation bills at the last session of Congress. 

Now I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CARLIN. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that this hearing was not had before the Committee on the 
Judiciary unti! the 14th day of February, and had that com- 
mittee acted, or tried to act, it would have found that there was 
no other call that the committee had, under the call of com- 
mittees, between that time and the 4th day of March, which 
was the day of adjournment. There was no Calendar Wednes- 
day after the 14th of February to which we were entitled, and 
therefore it was a matter resting entirely with the Rules Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. But you have no Committee on the Judi- 
ciary at all now, and you had a Rules Committee then as now. 
You could have acted at the last session with a better compli- 
ance with the rules than you are acting now. 

Mr. CARLIN. There was no opportunity offered. 

Mr. MANN. There was a Committee on Rules at that time. 

Mr. MARTIN. Exactly. And there was also a Committee on 
the Judiciary, which had already heard testimony on the case, 
which the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLayTon ] 
says is overwhelming and convincing—so much so that action 
ought now to be taken. The Committee on the Judiciary at the 


Socrates. [Laugh- 





last Congress and, if I am not entirely mistaken, after this date 
of the 14th of February 
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Mr. CARLIN. 
his remarks. 

Mr. MARTIN. I was saying that the Committee on tly, 
ciary at the last session of Congress and, if I am not e 
mistaken, after the 14th day of February, brought jin) 
business from that committee before this House, whic 
acted upon and which became law, among otker things. t}, 
brated Webb bill. 

Mr. CARLIN. Yes; that came up before the 14th of }, 
ary, according to my impression, but the Rules Committ, 
that consideration. 

Mr. MARTIN. My impression is that the committee }; 
in the Webb bill after the 14th of February. The ¢ 
knows very well, conceding the correctness of all that } 
that we could have bad a rule brought in then with grejte, ) 
priety than it is brought in now. 

Mr. CARLIN. But, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MARTIN. I will not yield to debate with the ¢ 
although I will submit to a question. I remembe 
portant piece of legislation that was brought from that 
tee—the Committee on the Judiciary—in the closing 
Congress, and I think was acted on during one of the |{ 
of March—a bill that would prevent the Federal com 
interfering with State courts in the enforcement of s 
utes until the constitutionality of such laws should be 
upon first by the supreme court of the State. That 
also brought other matters before this body, and often the: 
without any special intervention by means of a rule: a: 
could have passed this bill, in my judgment, at that time 
out apy intervention of the Committee on Rules whateyv: 
tainly it could have been passed by a rule, and we had t 
Committee in operation then as now. 

This is an emergency’ proposition, however you clothe 
it is an emergency situation, and nothing else. The emer: 
has existed for at least a year and a half. The gentlema 
Alabama [Mr. CLayton], in answer to a question from me : 
how long this judge had been critically ill, said he had 
for something over a year, and that he became more seri: 
ill, if not entirely disabled, last winter. 

All of that time bas intervened, and his 
full case before them with jurisdiction to act, and 
delayed action. Now, there may be sme other ex) 
and the explanation already given by the gentleman 
entirely satisfactory to the other Members of the House 
does not convince me that action upon this important b 
was then pending, having been previously introduced by 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] was de! 
cause of the inability of the Committee on the Judiciary to get 
hearing in this House upon that important proposition at tha 
time. 

I think that our brethren upon the other side of the Cha: 
ought to be consistent upon this question of the Feder 
and the Federal judiciary. They have made several effo 
repeal the Commerce Court act. They have practically repeale 
it in effect, by refusing to appropriate for it for the « 
fiscal year. What will be the status on the ist day of Ju! 
There are four of these regularly commissioned circuit judg 
of the United States who will be without any compensatio 
serve upon the Commerce Court. Everybody knows that th 
salaries will have to be paid. Everybody knows that we 
not by failure to appropriate for their salaries deprive ¢! 
their life positions, or of compensation for the same. 
no reason in the world why one of these judges after 
day of July can not be assigned to service in the eastern 
of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield’? 

Mr. MARTIN. ° Certainly 

Mr. DYER. The gentleman does not know, does he, t! 
Commerce Court will be finally abolished? Does he not i! 
that there is a strong effort now being made by a great! 
people and business concerns to have this court retaine! 

Mr. MARTIN. Unfortunately, perhaps, for the country, 
people and the business concerns of the country do no! ba 
in their charge the creation or the dismemberment of the cov . 
That is done by the Congress, and the Congress as at pres! 
constituted and as it has been constituted for the 
years is against this Commerce Court. It has refused to 
priate for it, and in my judgment, undoubtedly will abol's! 
court. ta 

Mr. DYER. The gentleman does not know that this Cons! 
will do that, does he? I will ask him if the Committee © 
Appropriations report an appropriation to take car 
court, will not the life of it be continued? a 

Mr. MARTIN. If they should; but I do not suppose ( 
tleman has any intimation—I certainly have nove 


I did not hear the gentleman. I did not . 
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tation that the Appropriations Committee will report any 
npropriation, after the whole course of the committee to 
ntrary. 
<s is an emergency situation. You have waited for a year 
half, up to date, without meeting it. You have had the 
ny before you showing the great stress and necessity of 
some months. You have not acted when you could have 
Now, if you will just wait less than 60 days more you 
will have four judges in all probability, either one of whom you 
on to that circuit and so relieve this situation. 
RBURKE of South Dakota, And the committees will be 
d on the 1st of June. 
MARTIN. As my colleague suggests, on the Ist of June 
ttees will be appointed and you will then have a Com- 
on the Judiciary to act upon this question in regular 
It seems to me that no change has arisen in this emergency 
the 14th day of February and this, the 10th day of 
this remarkable and unusual procedure justi- 


i 


make 
» at this time. 
MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
eral debate on the bill be now closed 
rhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
animous consent that general debate on this bill be now 
“i. Is there objection? 
rhere was no objection. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
tI) 


that 





rhe Clerk read as follows: 
Re it ¢ ted, ete., That the President of the United States shall | 
it an additional district judge for the eastern district of Pennsyl- | 
1 with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall | 


id district and shall possess the same qualifications and have 


yower and jurisdiction and receive the same salary now pre- 
law in respect of the present district judges therein. 
MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers dn 
nt which the Clerk will report. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
Add, at the end of line 9, the following: 
f ded, however, That the President shall make public all in- 
dorsements made in behalf of any applicant for appointment as such 
i t judge.” 
Laughter. ] 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not vote for my own 


mendment: but 


l 


we have had two roll calls in the House in 
st Congress, on which practically all of the Democratic 

bers voted for an amendment somewhat similar to this, 

however, in reference to all judges, both district, 
it, and supreme. 

[ did not offer the amendment in that shape. 


should 


Mer 


viding 


I 


Possibly 
have done so and permitted the gentleman from Penn- 

ania to make a point of order against it, but I have pre- 
ferred to offer an amendment which germane. So I have 
offered this amendment, which has been twice voted for on roll 
calls by the Democratic side of the House. I have offered it 


tos 


iS 


before, when there was a Republican President. 
Mr. PALMER, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this amend 


ssity of making any argument against it. He says himself 
he is opposed to it, that he does not believe in it, and so 
ll ought to be agreed on the proposition. I would have no 
ction myself to such a provision in the law in relation to 
appointments of judges or any other officers, but I do not 
eve it is good practice to start in upon such a course with 
respect to a single nomination. 

wr. MANN, I would like to ask the gentleman if he voted 
or the Cullop amendment? 


‘ Mr. PALMER. I think I voted for the Cullop amendment, 


¢ 


it I would not be certain. 
a mae. Mt RDOCK. Mr. Chairman, can we have the amend- 
ment again reported? 
| a ‘ , ve ‘ ‘ i i 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
ort the amendment. 
= ( erk again read the amendment. 
the ¢ GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I voted against 
the : 


7 oo amendment, and [ have a very distinct recollection 
eS ecause at a subsequent time I was reminded of it very 
juen ‘'y In a campaign for nomination for Congress in my 

[ intend to vote against this amendment. 


Trey 


Tics 
(lis 
Pi€l, 


think it fs I do not 
ey ‘'S a matter that ought to be treated lightly. I think 
hoe ae to us who voted against it before, and fair to me, to 


he 


reasons that will impel me to vote against it, and what 
to vote against it before. 


is, it is beyond the constitutional power of Con- 
If 


impelled me 
rhe fact 


gress ti 


provide any such limitation upon the Executive, 





e whether they have the same opinion now that they held 


ent, but the gentleman from Illinois bas relieved me from the | 
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the President of the United States should to-morr 
proclamation requiring that all Members of Congr 
they voted upon any matter of legislation should make public 
the indorsement or the communic t they h 


Ww 


SS 


tions th id received 


in regard to that legislation, such a proclamation would be 
laughed to scorn, and it would be said that the President had 
exceeded his constitutional power in an effort to interfere with 
the action of the Representatives in Congress in voting on mat 
ters of legislation. 

The same Constitution which gives the Congress of t) 
United States the legislative power imposes upon the President 
the duty, with the sdvice and consent of the Sen to appoint 
judges and other officers therein named. He m make 
appointment on indorsement, he may make the in 
without indorsement, he may make it des rse 
There can be no obligation laid upon him by the 
branch that can interfere with his constitutional perfor 
of that function of appointment. 

It was upon this proposition, not that I objected to any } 
licity about it, but upon this fundamental proposition tl I 
voted against the Cullop proposition, and for that reason I sh 


vote against this, 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I recollect very well when we 


were considering the creation of a new district court in Chicago 
some time ago, the necessity for which was undoubted, that 
nearly every Democrat in the House voted for the Cullop 
amendment which, in effect, is the same amendment as now 
offered by my colleague this afternoon. I was very much inte 
ested in the creation of that new district court, because of the 
need of such a court. I was enthusiastically in favor of the 


legislation until after the gentieman from Indiana [Mr. Cut- 
Lop] introduced his amendment. When the question of the 
creation of a court under the conditions provided en for 
a vote, I voted against the bill. I would vote against this 
amendment, but I hope that if the bill now before the House is 
finally enacted into law that the Members of the House will 
have an opportunity to put themselves on record, either for or 
against this amendment, and I say that with the hope that those 
Democrats who then voted for the other amendment may 
an opportunity to let the public know whether they are 
the same opinion. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I want to put myself on record 
in this matter. I am not absolutely sure of just how the Cullop 
amendment was framed or worded, or what phase of that 
amendment I voted on, and it may be that my vote to-day will 
not be thoroughly consistent with my vote then, but that does 
not concern me. I wish to express my attitude now, in con- 
formity with what I believe to be right. If the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois is changed a little, I will vote for it. 
I am perfectly willing to go on record now voting for a 
proposition that when the President of the United States ap- 
points a Federal judge he should and ought to be willing to let 
the country know upon whose indorsement he appoints 
judge. But when it comes to the question of making public 
indorsements of every other applicant for that office, which are 
frequently coupled with criticisms of this man and that man, I 
do not believe the indorsements of persons not appointed ought 
to be made public. The people have no concern with the in 


me up 


have 
of 


still 


as 


the 


the 


dorsements of persons who are not appointed to office. If the 
amendment is so altered as to require the President to make 
publie only all the indorsements of the man he appoints to serve 
the people, I would vote for it. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman remember whut the pro 

| sions in the Cullop amendment were? 

Mr. HARDY. I have already said that I do not remember 
the provisions in the Cullop amendment 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit me to 
read it to him? 

Mr. HARDY. . Yes. 

Mr. MANN. “He shall make public all indorsements made 
in behalf of any applicant.” The gentleman voted for that, I 
believe. 

Mr. HARDY. I do not know whether I did or not. 

Mr. MANN. I will inform the gentleman, then, that he did 
twice; at least once on a roll call. 

Mr. HARDY. I take it for granted the gentleman is right, 


and I am making this statement to show now just what my full 


deliberation upon the subject has led me to conclude, and that 
is, that the President ought to be willing and ought to make 


public the indorsements of the candidate whom he appoints, bu 
I do not believe he ought to make public the 
others. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman voted for it at the time 

Mr. HARDY. The gentleman has heard me state that I ae 
cept his statement as to my vote, and he bas probably heard me 


indorsemen vf 
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state also that my present expression of opinion may not be 
entirely consistent with that vote. I care more to do now what 
I think is right than to be consistent. 
Mr. MANN. I have sent to find out whether the gentleman 
voted for it about six months after the first time. There were 
two roll calls in the House, some time apart. 

Mr. HARDY. I will be ad if the gentleman will state the 
proposition and just how I voted upon it, but I am not much 


, al 
i 


concerned with that. I want to state my judgment now, and 
expect to vote now in accordance with that judgment. I shall 
offer an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from 


Illinois, to make it conform to the ideas I am now presenting. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad that we have 
convineed the Republicans at this late day of the merit of the 
proposition now pending before tue House. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CULLOP. I can not now. This new doctrine for 
that the House. In 1867 the Republican Party passed 
the civil tenure-of-office act, which not only required the Presi- 

to make public all of the indorsements upon which he ap- 


is no 


: : 
side of 


dent 


pointed a candidate, but to furnish the public the proof upon 
which he removed any person holding an office, and his reasons 
for so doing. It is no new doctrine. If it was constitutional 
then to require the President to furnish indorsements upon 
which a candidate was appointed, it is constitutional now. 
There is not a single constitutional objection that can be suc- 
cessfully urged against this amendment. No President, so far 
as I can find, has ever hesitated when called upon to make such 
indorsements public and take the people into his confidence. 


All have courted publicity rather than secrecy in the discharge | 
of publie duty, and more especially so in the appointment of | 


public officials Why should not the President make public, as 
much as any other person, the indorsement upon which he ap- 
points a man to office? What secrecy is there about it? Why 
should there be any secrecy about the controlling power or motive 
behind the appointment of any candidate to fill a public office? 
The official making the appointment ought to be proud as well 


ment is made. The public has a right to know who are respon- 
sible for the selection of a public officer; it is interested and 
should be fully advised. It is a matter of public concern; it is 
a matter of public importance; and it is proper and just; and 
our Republican friends should not complain of the doctrine, be- 
cause they first instituted it in this country in 1867, when they 
passed the civil tenure-of-office act to control the appointments 
of and to prevent the removal from office by Andrew Johnson 
as President of the United States. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That was repealed long ago, was it not? 

Mr. CULLOP. That has been repealed, but all the time that 
it was on the statute books nobody tested the constitutionality 
of the act. Go through all of the decisions in which the ques- 
tion of the validity of that act was involved in the courts, and 
the constitutionality of the act was never raised or presented 
for decision, This amendment involves a very wholesome prin- 
ciple, and one which, if enacted, will serve a most useful pur- 
p I do not think that the present President of the United 
States would hesitate for a single moment—and I do not see 
why he should hesitate or why any other appointing power 
should hesitate—-to make public the indorsements of every can- 
didate for office applying for an appointment. 

It will do much to protect the courts from unjust criticism 
which might a cloud on the title of some Federal judges 
and weaken their influence as well as reflect upon the integrity 
of the appointing power, either or both of which would injure 
the standing of the court and the influence it should exert in 
the community. I believe in preserving the integrity of our 
courts, in protecting them from criticism as far as possible, and 
in upholding their influence. I believe the adoption of this 
nmendment will be of great benefit in bringing about this result. 
We all know that too often unjust and severe criticism—criti- 
cism for which there is no real cause—is made on the courts of 
this country because of the secrecy surrounding their selection. 
Publicity will cure this evil and remove the source for this criti- 
cism. It will allay the complaints too often founded on sus- 
picion arising from imaginary causes. Everything should be 
done to preserve the interrity of our courts. Once let them fall 
into disrepute and a serious blow, an irreparable injury, has 
been done our institutions. In their purity and integrity rests 
the future of the Republic. 

A similar amendment to this was adopted by this House in 
the last Congress and was indorsed by a plank in the Baltimore 
platform. The Democrats of the Union indorsed it at the last 
election, and we should adopt it here and now. Some have ob- 
jected to this amendment because they assert that it encroaches 
on the constitutional power of the President. In this they are 





Se 


cast 


| plat 
as the candidate of the indorsements upon which the appoint- | 


mistaken. 
power of 


moval from oflice in the President, but 
with sole power of appointment. 
advice and consent of the Senate. 








They confuse the power of appointmen: 
removal. The Constitution vests 
it 
He can only 


he ov 


does not 
svTsiy 
ath i 


He can remove 


without the cooperation of the Senate or any other | 


power is | 
the manne 


odged in him alone. This amendment o; 
Yr of procedure in appointing persons 


hence it does not divest him of any constitutions 


has never 
tion arose 
it has alw 


ays been : 


been contended in any of the cases w! 
for determination that it did. but. on 
sserted the right of providing 


was vested in Congress to declare by legislative « 
hope the amendment will be adopted. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The time of the gentleman f 


has expired. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Chairman, I do not be 
vote for this bill. I feel that there has not ty 
reasons stated here to indicate that the public 


suffer gre: 
of Congress to pass this bill. 
has 
reason 


much 
what 


‘te 


itly by waiting until the beginning of tl 
It seems to me that 
matter at this particu) 
know, but I do know that 


about this 
I do not 


season is coming on, when the courts are not usua 
They take the summer vacation, and by the time t! 
season for the courts will come again Congress w 


sion and 
consider t 
way. 


we will then have a Committee on 
his matter, and it can then come up in 


the | 


Again, for the next few months undoubi 


regular judge can be assigned to assist in that 


reasons I 


think I shall vote against the bill. 


As to the amendment offered by the gentlema: 


I want to 
upon the 


Mr. 
se.] 





Mr. FARR. 
HA 


make a few suggestions. I do not re 
so-called Cullop amendment—— 
The gentleman voted right. 
MLIN. But I shall vote for this 
And I shall do it for this reason: 


al 
There 


our trying to conceal the fact that in the appoint: 
eral judges throughout the country the opinion | 

possession of the people, or the people are in full | 
the opinion, that many of those men have been ap) 
very questionable indorsements ; 
special interests in this country have dictated th« 
of the Fe 
not necessary for me to express an opinion a 
bill provides for the appointment of a Federal 
bill becomes a law, I have that confidence 


that certain large 


Whether that be true « 


t t] 


deral judiciary. 


in our 


believe that he will not appoint a man upon a1 


able indorsement. 


the count 


I do not believe that he will | 
ry know who indorsed the man that bh: 


he exercises his perfect right to appoint upon 
tion, he will not object to letting the people k 
people will indorse his act, for they have conficd 
believe, especially in view of the opinion that | 


country t 
and that 


about their appointment to the bench, that 


ought to 


hat the Federal judiciary has not al\ 
that fact is due largely to the influence | 


} 
+) 
til 
f 


be adopted. For if the time should 


the people shall lose confidence in the courts, 
bulwark of our Government will be broken down. 


of course, 


ought to vote for this amendment, for « 


declares for this very thing. 


Mr. GA 


Mr. GA 


Mr, HAMLIN. 


RRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentlem 


I will. 
RRETT of Tenne 


ssee 


Does my friend n 


tinction between the matter of policy and the matt 
I am placing my position upon the ground that 
not the power to make such a requirement; [ am ln 


to the policy. 


Mr. HA 


dent may 


MLIN. If we do not have the power, th 
disregard this provision of the bill if he « 


I am sure that he will not disregard it, for I beli: 
the people to know not only what he does but why 





Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will. 

Mr. CULLOP. Is this a question of power or 
question of procedure? Is not it only a question 0! 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think this, that if the Presid 
positively refuse to give the people that information ! 
no way we could compel him to do it. I am frank to 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman permit another 


Mr. HAMLIN. 
Mr. CU 7 ‘ 
appointments, defining the manner of procedure in v= 


them? 








Yes. ; 
Are there not laws in certain cases Tes 





LLOP. 
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The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
nae expired. now rise and report the bill to the House with the amendment, 
~ \twe CULLOP. I ask that the gentleman have two minutes | with the recommendation that the amendment he agreed to 

tional. and that the bill as amended do pass. 

rhea CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman asks unanimous consent Mr. DONOVAN. Mz. Chairman, I make a point of no 
t] + the gentleman from Missouri have two minutes additional. | quorum. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point 
On the last question taken 137 were counted as pres« 
is more than a quorum in the committee. 

The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MER] was agreed to. 


Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. ALEXANDER having 


is there objection? {After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
‘Mr. CULLOP. If the law defines the manner in which the 
tment shall be made, what constitutional provision, if any, 
es that invade? 
’ ‘Mr. HAMLIN. Ob, I do not know that it invades the Consti- 
{ do not think that it does, but there may be something 
friend from Tennessee that it is 


of order 
it, which 


PAL- 


what my says, doubtful | resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Liay, Chait 
whether the legislative body would have the authority to say | man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
e Executive what he should do in relation to making ap- | Union, reported that that committee had had under considera 


Perhaps we could not compel him to make public 
‘ iorsements, but I believe that the people of this country, 
whom he is responsible, would hold him and his party re- 


ens. 


tion the bill (H. R. 82) to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge in and for the eastern district of 
Pennsylvania, and had directed him to report the same to the 





cnonsible for refusing the request for this publicity. House with an amendment, with the recommendation that the 
“Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield there for just a | amendment be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass 
moment? Does not the gentleman think under his own remarks The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
that the amendment ought to be amended so as to make it | the amendment. 
necessary for the President only to make public the indorse- Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
ments of the man he does appoint? on the bill and amendment to final passage. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Oh, yes; with those whom he does not ap- Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not make that 


point we have no concern at all. 
entirely right about that. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the 


I think the gentleman is 






motion. 


Mr. PALMER. 


on this little bill? 


You certainly do not want any more debate 


ling paragraph and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HARDY. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. DYER. I do not desire to debate, but I wish to offer an 
amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have an opportunity 
to do that. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that all 
debate on the paragraph and all amendments thereto be now 
closed. 


Mr. DYER. 








Mr. MANN. I do not desire to have any more debate at all. 
I am willing to come to an understanding that there will be 
no more debate. I do not know that the oceasion will arise, 
but it might arise, and, if it does, this will be the unfinished 
business during all the recess. 

Mr. PALMER. I have no objection to this bill being unfin- 
ished business. I believe it will be disposed of here to-day, 
however. There is a quorum present, I think. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Clerk the 


will report 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BRYAN. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
Bryan] demands a division on the question of closing debate 
on the paragraph and all amendments thereto. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 126, noes 23. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpy] 
offers an amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Amend the amendment by striking out the words “any applicant,” 
in tl econd line, and insert in lieu thereof the words “the person 
ay d,” so that the amendment will read: 


; ided, however, That the President shall make ~— all in- 
dorsements made in behalf of the person appointed as such judge.” 


ae aan The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment as reported does 
hot agree with itself. What the gentleman wishes to move to 
strike out is “any applicant for appointment.” ‘The Clerk read 
“any applicant.” 

Mr. HARDY. It should be “any applicant for appointment.” 
I ‘sk unanimous consent to modify the amendment. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unant. 
Hous consent to modify his amendment in accordance with the 
* tement of the gentleman from Illinois. Is there objection? 
[After & pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpy] to 
ee offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 
n ; HATER. The question now is on the amendment 
«S amender ° 
J, rhe question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PALMER. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

a committee divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 52. 

Po the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 


Sre. 2 


triet jud a whenever a vacancy shall occur in the office of the dis- 
: ke for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, senior in commis- 
be filled, and thereafter there shall be 


Sion, such ve a 
but ty hcancy shall not 


Vo district judges in said district. 













amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by adding at the end of line 9 the following: “Pro 
indorsements made 


That the 


ever, 


President 


shall 


make 


publie all 


behalf of the person appointed as such district judge.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the amendment. 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 


ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. BARTLETT. 
Mr. MANN. 


The question 


Division, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 


is on agreeing 


do not wish to filibuster and take up unnecessary time. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 171, nays M, 


answered “ present ” 6, not voting 169, as follows: 
YEAS—171. 


Abercrombie 
Aiken 

Allen 
Anderson 
Ashbrook 
Austin 

Bailey 

Zarkley 
Barton 

Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Cal. 

sell, Ga. 
Bowdle 
Brown, W. Va. 
Brumbaugh 
Bryan 
Buchanan, Ill. 


Burke, Wis. 
Callaway 
Candler, Miss. 
Cantrill 

Carr 

Carter 

C 


Church 
Collier 


Connolly, lowa 
Copley 

Cox 

Crisp 
Crosser 
Cullop 
Davenport 
Davis, Minn 
Decker 
Deitrick 
Dent 
Dershem 
Dickinson 
Dillon 





Buchanan, Tex. 


ary 
Chandler, N. Y. 


Connelly, Kans. 


Dixon 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Dyer 

Eagle 

Elder 
Faison 
Falconer 
Farr 
Fergusson 
Ferris 

Fess 

Fields 
Fitzgerald 
FitzHenry 
Flood, Va. 
Foster 
Fowler 
Francis 
Frear 
Gallagher 
Gard 
Garrett, Tex. 
Gilmore 
Goeke 
Goodwin, Ark 
Goodwin, Me. 
Gorman 
Goulden 
Graham, Il, 
Gray 
Green, lowa 
Gregg 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Hawley 
Hayden 
Heflin 
Helgesen 
Helm 
Helvering 
Henry 


H nsley 
Hill 
liinebaugh 
Hiughes, Ga. 


Hulings 


Hull 
Igoe 
Jacoway 
Keating 


Kelly, Pa. 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Key, Ohio 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Kirkpatrick 
Knowland, J. R, 
Lafferty 

La Follette 
Langley 
Lewis, Pa. 
Lieb 

Lloyd 

Lobeck 
Lonergan 
McDermott 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Manahan 
Mapes 
Mitchell 

Moon 

Morgan, Okla. 
Murdock 
Murray, Mass. 
Murray, Okla. 
Neeley 

Nelson 

Nolan, J. I. 
Norton 
Oldfield 
Peterson 
Phelan 
Porter 
Rainey 
Ragsdale 


Raker 
Reed 
Reilly, Wis 
Roddenbery 
Rogers 
Rubey 
Rupley 
Russell 
Sabath 
Scott 
Sherwood 
Sinnott 


Smith, Minn 
Smith, Tex. 
Ste fford 


erson 
ens, Cal 
Stenhens. M 
stephens, Nebr. 
tephens, ‘Tex. 


LNRONAI 


t ! 

tringer 
avenner 
aylor, Ark, 
ivior, Colo. 
Temple 
Thacher 
Thomas 
Thompson, Okla. 
Treadway 
Vaughan 
Walker 
Walters 
Watkins 


Watson 
Whaley 
Williams 
Willis 
Wilson, Fla 
Wingo 
Young, N. Dal 
Young, Tex 


ided, hovw- 


We 
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Alexander 
Av 

Baker 
Bartlett 


Beakes 
Blackmon 
Booher 
torchers 
tritten 
sSrodheck 
Burgess 
turke, S. Dak. 
Burnett 
BRrrnes, 8S. C, 
Byrns, Tenn, 
Caraway 
Clancy 
Claypool 
Curry 


Davis, W. Va. 
Donovan 


Adamson 
Clayton 


Adair 
Ainey 
Ansberry 
Anthony 


Aswell 
Zarchfeld 
Barnhart 


Bartholdt 
Bathrick 
Borland 
Bremner 
Lrockson 
Broussard 
Brown, N. Y, 
Browne, Wis. 
Browning 
Bruoecekner 
Sulkley 
Burke, Pa 
Sutler 
‘alder 
‘ampbell 
‘arew 
‘arlin 

‘aane 

‘lark, Mla, 
line 


I 

( 

{ 

{ 

( 

( 

( 

( 
Conry 
Coot 
Cramton 
Curley 

Dak 
Danforth 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Donohoe 
Dooling 
Doolittle 
Dupré 
dinonds 
Edwards 
Iesch 
Estopinal 
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NAYS—84. 


Driscoll 
Kagan 

Floyd, Ark. 
lrench 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Gittins 
Greene, Mass. 
Greene, Vt. 
Hamill 
Hamilton. Mich. 
Hammond 
Hay 

Hinds 
Holland 
Howard 


Humphrey, Wash. 
Humphreys, Miss, 


Johnson, Utah 
Keister 
Kennedy, Conn. 
Korbly 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—6. 


Covington 
Dunn 


NOT VOT 


Evans 

I inley 
Fordney 
Gardner 

Gerry 

Gillett 

Glass 

Godwin, N. C, 
Goldfogle 
Good 

Gordon 
Graham, Pa. 
Griest 

Griffin 

Gudger 
Guernsey 
Hamilton, N. Y. 
Harrison, Miss, 
Harrison, N. Y. 
Tlaugen 

Hayes 

Hobson 
Houston 
Howell 
Hoxworth 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Johnson, Wash. 
Jones 

Kahn 

Kelley, Mich. 
Kennedy, R. I. 
Kent 

Ketter 

Kiess, Pa. 
Kindel 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Kitchin 

Konig 

Konop 

Kreider 
Langham 


Lee, Ga. 
Lee, Pa. 
Lesher 
Logue 
McAndrews 
McGuire, Okla, 
McLaughlin 
Madden 
Mann 
Martin 
Montague 
Moore 
Morgan, La. 
Morrison 

O' lair 
O'’Shaunessy 
Page 
Palmer 
Payne 

Platt 
Plumley 


Fairchild 


ING—169. 


Lazaro 
L'Engle 
Lenroot 
Lever 

Levy 

Lewis, Md. 
Lindbergh 
Lindquist 
Linthicum 
McClellan 
McCoy 
McGillicuddy 
McKellar 
McKenzie 
Mahan 
Maher 
Merritt 
Metz 

Miller 
Mondell 
Morin 

Moss, Ind. 
Moss, W. Va. 
Mott 
O'Brien 
Oglesby 
O'Leary 
Padgett 
Parker 
Patten, N. Y¥, 
Patton, Pa. 
Pepper 
Peters 
Prouty 
Quin 

Rauch 
Riordan 
Roberts, Mass. 
Rouse 
Rucker 
Scully 
Seldomridge 
Sells 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs; 


On the vote: 


Mr. Sisson with Mr. Towner. 
For the session: 
Mr. Scutiy with Mr. BrowNINc. 


Mr. Metz with Mr. WALLIN. 


Mr. BARTLETT with Mr. BuTLer. 
Mr. ADAMSON with Mr. Stevens of Minnesota. 
Mr. Hopson with Mr. FAIrRcHILp. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. CLayTon with Mr. Grawam of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Grass with Mr. SLEmP. 
Mr. Wess with Mr. Hucues of West Virginia. 

Mr. CarRLin with Mr. Hamitton of New York. 

Mr. Dononor with Mr. Kress of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. ASWELL with Mr. LINDQUIST. 
Mr. Date with Mr. CALDER, 
Mr. Rouse with Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. 


Mr. SHEeRLEY with Mr. 


FILLETT. 


Mr. STEDMAN with Mr. ANTHONY. 

Mr. Rucker with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. BaTHRICK with Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. BorkLanD with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
Mr. Criark of Florida with Mr. Browne of Wisconsin, 


Mr. CuLineE with Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. Curtey with Mr. DANForRTH. 


Mr. Dies with Mr. CramMTon. 


Mr. DIFENDERFER with Mr. Epmonps. 
Mr. Durré with Mr. Escu. 


Mr. Epwarps with Mr. Goon. 
Mr. Frintey with Mr. Grist. 


Post 

Pon 

Powers 
Rayburn 
Reilly, Conn. 
Richardson 
Roberts, Nev. 
Rothermel 
Saunders 
Slayden 
Sloan 

Smith, Idaho 
Sparkman 
Talcott, N. Y% 
Townsend 
Tuttle 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Weaver 
Wilder 
Young, Mich. 


Garner 


Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sherley 
Shreve 

Sims 

Sisson 

Slem 

Smal 

Smith, J. M. C. 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Stanley 
Stedman 
Stevens, Minn, 
Stevens, N. H, 
Stout 
Sumners 
Sutherland 
Switzer 
Taggart 
Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, N. ¥. 
Ten Eyck 
Thomson, IIL 
Towner 
Tribble 

Vare 
Volstead 
Wallin 

Walsh 

Webb 
Whitacre 
White 
Wilson, N. Y.} 
Winslow 
Witherspoon , 
Woodruft 
Woods 








Mr. Gopwin of North Carolina with Mr. Jonnsox 
ington. 

Mr. GoLproGcLe with Mr. Kaun. 

Mr. Harrison of New York with Mr. Forpnry. 

Mr. Harrison of Mississippi with Mr. Kenney 
Island. 

Mr. Houston with Mr. KReIper. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky with Mr. LANGHA™M. 

Mr. Jounson of South Carolina with Mr. McKew, 

Mr. Jones with Mr. MILter. 

Mr. KitcHin with Mr. Merritt. 

Mr. Konop with Mr. MonDELL. 

Mr. Lever with Mr. Morin. 

Mr. Levy with Mr. Moss of West Virginia. 

Mr. LINTHICUM with Mr, Mort. 

Mr. McCoy with Mr. Patton of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. McKELuLar with Mr. Provury. 

Mr. Papcetrr with Mr. Roperts of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Patren of New York with Mr. SExLs. 

Mr. Peters with Mr. WINSLow. 

Mr. Peprrer with Mr. SHREVE. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD with Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. 

Mr. SuHarp with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

Mr. Sims with Mr. Woops. 

Mr. SMALL with Mr. VaReE. 

Mr. STANLEY with Mr. VoLsTeap. 

Mr. Tasott of Maryland with Mr. Switzer. 

Mr. WHITE with Mr. GUERNSEY. 

Mr. Lazaro with Mr. Havucen. 

Mr. Casry with Mr. Hayes. 

Mr. ApDarr with Mr. BARCHFELD. 

Mr. BARNHART with Mr. AINEY. 

Mr. McCLetitan with Mr. Howe tt. 

The result of the vote was announced as above reco) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now i 
grossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PALMER, a motion to reconsider th 
was laid on the table. 


MOTHERS’ DAY. 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
present consideration of the resolution which I s 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman fro: 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideratio 
lution which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 103. 


Whereas the service rendered the United States by the An 
is the greatest source of the country’s strength and i 

Whereas we honor ourselves and the mothers of Ameri 
anything to give emphasis to the home as the fount: 
state; and 

Whereas the American mother is doing so much for thr 
uplift, and religion, hence so much for good gov 
manity: Therefore be it 


Resolved, etc., That as a token of our love and ( 
mother the President and his Cabinet, United States > 
resentatives of the House, and all officials of the Fed 
are hereby requested to wear a white carnation or 
flower Sunday, May 11, in observance of Mothers’ Day. 

[Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection t 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to fa 
of the House. I simply ask for the present consicde 
adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ® 

Mr. DYER. Reserving the right to object, I hope 
man from Alabama who introduced this resolution 
something about it. We would like to hear at least : 
speech from him. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, the resolution speaks ! 
[Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FRIEDMANN TREATMENT FOR TUBERCULOSIS. 


Mr. NEELEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
print as a House document a report on the present 
the investigation of the Friedmann treatment for | 
by the Public Health Service, by Dr. J. F. Anders 
A. M. Stimson. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
quest? 


Is there objection’ 


Is there objection to 
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\ly, FITZGERALD. Has not this been printed by the Public 
| th Service? 

\fe. NEELEY. It has not. 

\I FITZGERALD. It should be printed by the Public 
H ‘th Service and charged to their appropriation and not to 
we House appropriation. Therefore I object. 


| i 
t 


r) SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
York objects. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—-MACDONALD AGAINST YOUNG. 


‘Ir. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adiiourn. 

Mir, MANN. I hope the gentleman will withhold that motion 

» » moment. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
frot , Michigan [Mr. Youne] be permitted to address the House 
or one hour in reference to his contested-election matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
‘Mr. MANN] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Micl ican [Mr. Youne] be permitted to address the House for 
one hour on his eontested-election case. Is there objection? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I have no objection to the gentleman proceeding, but I should 
like to ask the gentleman from Michigan if he proposes to go 
into the controverted points of the case? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Somewhat. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will there be an opportunity to answer, or 
not? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I take it so. 

Mr. MURDOCK. To consider the merits of the case? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Undoubtedly. 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman is not seeking to bring the case 
for a final vote, but it may develop something that it is 


proper for the House to have. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Reserving th2 right to object, 
uurse this presents a somewhat delicate matter. The kind 
na! regard I have for the gentleman from Michigan and 
for the gentleman from Illinois constrains me not to object, yet 
he same time it is a very unusual request, so far as I know. 
I make no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
hould like to ask the gentleman from Illinois a question. It 
now 4 o'clock, and the request is for an hour for the gentle- 
from Michigan. Does he not think there ought to be a 
‘e to reply, if the matter is to develop any controversy? 
Mr. MANN, I think if anybody desires to reply, he ought to 
e the opportunity at once. 


Mr. MURDOCK. What about the proposition for unanimous 
consent? It will be rather difficult to obtain that at 5 o’clock. 
Mr. MANN. I should say not. If there was anybody who 


de sired to reply, I am sure that no one would object at that 


Mr. MURDOCK. Do you think in that case I will be able to 
get unanimous consent? 

Mr. MANN. I have not the slightest doubt about it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I ask unanimous consent. that at the end of 
the hour of the gentleman from Michigan we have an hour. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Who? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Or half an hour. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Who? 
. Mr oemte Myself and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
INEBAUGH ]. 

Mr. MANN. I think there ought to be no objection to that. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I couple with the request of 
the sentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from Michigan 
the further request that half an hour be given to us to reply 
to the gentleman from Michigan. I will modify that request 
by making it an hour, an equal time with that given by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne]. 
; The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
oaks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Michigan 
iMr. Youna] be permitted to address the House for one hour 
on his contested-election case, and the gentleman from Kansas 
—_ that at the conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Michigan he be given an hour to address the House in 
“nswer to the gentleman from Michigan. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Reserving the right to object, can not 
we do this on Monday? 

a MANN. There is a question whether it ought to be done 
~ Monday, under the practical gentlemen’s agreement that we 
ad yesterday. 
wae CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire some information. 

latever the gentleman from Michigan may say or do, as I 


understand it it can in no way affec e 
? a t the legal st 
case of the cont tant. & atus of the 
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subject of a contest duly served on me by one William J. 
Donald, who claims to have been elected to that 
candidate of the Bull Moose Party. 
eated that he had been so elected. 
the result was announced I was urged to contest 


one in which there had been so many suspiciously sudden 





Mr. MANN. I assume that to be true. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I have no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


the 
gentleman from Illinois and the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. 


request of the 


Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, after 10 years of 


service in this body I have received from my State a certificate 
of election to the Sixty-third Congress and have been sworn in 
as a 


Member. My right to that however, is the 
Mae 
office as the 
The unofficial returns indi 
Almost immediately after 
his election. 
I was told by one gentleman, in whom I had confidence, that 


retain 


seat, 


for reasons he gave me he believed that in certain precincts he 
named 
count. 


there had been substantial errors against me in the 


The campaign had been one of great excitement. During the 


40 years in which I have participated, to some extent, in po! 


tics I have never known an election where falsehood and mis 
representation were so rife—misrepresentation so well ca 
lated to prejudice the electors against me. Nor have I known 


con- 


versions, conversions in some cases inexplicable by any of the 


ordinary rules that govern honest human conduct and in others so 
sudden that they made that of Saul of Tarsus seem, by compari- 


son, as long drawn out as the wanderings of the children of 
Israel in the wilderness. 

Soon statements were made to me, with a considerable degree 
of particularity and detail, of the alleged corrupt use of money 


in favor of the Bull Moose candidate. Nevertheless, I dismissed 
those things from my mind and accepted the result with that 
equanimity that waits on a good digestion and an equable 
temper. 


Great was my surprise, therefore, on December 10 last to r 
ceive a telegram stating that the board of State canvassers, the 
body which in Michigan certifies finally the election of Repre 
sentatives in Congress, had found that I was elected and had 
forwarded to me a certificate of such election. 


It seems that the board found the result to be that H. OLIN 
Youna received 18,190 votes, William J. MacDonald received 
17,975 votes, John Power received 10,322 votes, William O. 


Trezise received 1,077 votes, and Sheldon William J. McDonald 
received 458 votes. 

These latter votes were all cast in the county of Ontonagon 
This gave me a plurality of 215 votes, and the certificate was 
issued to me accordingly. 


It is claimed on behalf of the contestant that the 458 votes 
east for Sheldon William J. McDonald should have been counted 
for him. If so counted, he would have, on the face of the 
returns, a plurality of 245 votes over me. 

I was asked if I would accept the certificate of election. 


The contestant had refrained from filing any such statement of 
his campaign expenses and the source of his campaign funds, 
as is required by law. A recollection of the gross misrepresenta 
tions of the campaign and the allegations of fraud naturally 
recurred to my mind. I believed that I ought to see what time 
and investigation would develop in regard to the entire matter, 
and so stated that I would accept the certificate of election. 
Mr. MacDonald immediately announced that he would contest 
My refusal to accept the certificate of election would not have 
elected Mr. MacDunald. He would have been 

either to submit his fortunes to the chances of a new election 
or to have proven in this body a right to a seat here. Its only 
possible effect would have been to delay, perhaps for a consider 
able time, the determination of the question here. ‘There 
no tribunal in existence to which the contest could be submitted, 
nor would there be one until the Sixty-third Congress convened 
and the election committees were appointed. No one could be 
prejudiced by the necessary delay and investigation. 

For doing I was subjected to a storm of censure and 
abuse from Bul! Moose sources and from a very few politicians 
from other parties who could not restrain their longing for 
Bul! Moose approval and votes. 

Mr. MacDonald then brought a mandamus proceeding before 
the supreme court of the State, praying that the board of State 
canvassers be directed to reconvene and count for him the 45S 
votes cast in Ontonagon County for Sheldon William J. Me 
Donald. The court unanimously refused his prayer. ‘To neither 
the proceedings before the board of State canvassers or to that 
before the supreme court was I a party or present or in any 
way represented. 


still 


compelled 


Wis 


sO 


1480 


I know it has been asserted in the heat of a political cam- 
paign and from high sources that the court had no jurisdiction 
over the question aud refused to act because of this want of 
jurisdiction. This claim is based upon the fact that the House 
of Representatives, under the Constitution of the United States, 
is the judge of the election returns and qualifications of its 
Members, but that contention will not bear one moment’s careful 
examination. It is true, of course, that the court has not final 
jurisdiction over election of Members of Congress, but it does 
have jurisdiction over the various boards and minor govern- 
imental agencies of the State, including the board of State 
canvassers, to compel them to carry out their duties in con- 
formity with the law of the State. It has frequently exercised 
this jurisdiction over the State board of canvassers. It did so 
in the case of Wheeler against Board of Canvassers, reported in 
the Ninety-fourth Michigan, at page 448. Wheeler was a can- 
didate for the State senate, and on the face of the returns was 
defeated. He asked for a recount under a State statute. The 
took jurisdiction of the case and held that the statute 
providing for a recount did not apply to any officer who on 
election would become a member of a body that itself was the 
final judge «f the election of its members, and so refused to 
order the recount. To repeat, it refused to grant the relief, not 
because it had no jurisdiction, but because the applicant was 
not entitled to the relief asked for for the reason that the 
statute he relied on did not apply to his case. 

In the case of Belknap against Board of Canvassers, reported 
in the same volume of reports, namely, Ninety-fourth Michigan, 
at page 516, the Supreme Court again exercised jurisdiction in 
a similar case and did grant the relief prayed for. 

Belknap was a candidate for Representative in Congress 
from the Grand Rapids district in Michigan, now known as the 
fifth district. On the face of the returns Belknap had a ma- 
jority of 9 votes. His opponent, Richardson, asked for and 
obtained a recount of the votes cast in Ionia County. The re- 
count resulted in giving a majority of 19 votes to Richardson. 
The board of canvassers of Ionia County reported the result of 
the recount, instead of the result of the first count, to the State 
board of canvassers. That board accordingly issued its certifi- 
cate to Richardson. Belknap then applied to the supreme court 
for a writ of mandamus to require the board of county can- 
vassers of Ionia County to reconvene and recanvass and report 
the vote to the State board of canvassers according to the 
original count. After a full hearing the supreme court granted 
the relief asked for and directed the board of county canvassers 
of Ionia County to reconvene and recanvass the vote according 
to the original count, and report the same to the State board 
of canvassers, and directed the State board of canvassers to 
again reconvene and recanvass the vote for Member of Con- 
gress, substituting the new return of the board of Ionia County 
for the one they had first made, This was done, and the State 
board of canvassers, under the direction of the supreme court, 
issued a certificate to Belknap. The supreme court based its 
decision in this case on exactly the same ground that it did its 
decision in the Wheeler case, namely, that the statute providing 
for a recount did not apply to officers who would become mem 
bers of a body that itself was the final judge of election of its 
members. Wheeler asked for such a recount and was refused; 
Belknap asked that such a recount be set aside, and his prayer 
was granted. In view of these two decisions it is a little late for 
anyone to claim that the supreme court has no jurisdiction 
over the board of State canvassers to compel it to do its duty 
under the law. 

The only logical conclusion, therefore, that can be drawn from 
the decision of the supreme court in refusing the application of 
Mr. MacDonald for a mandamus to compel the State board of 
canvassers to reconvene and recanvass the vote, and count for 
him the 458 votes cast in Ontonagon County for Sheldon William 
J. McDonald, is that under the laws of the State of Michigan he 
was not entitled to the relief prayed for. For the supreme 
court to have granted that relief would have been to reverse 
its own uniform and unvyarying decisions for a period of 70 
years. 

No sooner had the board of State canvassers acted in the 
matter than the contestant, as quoted in the newspapers, de- 
nounced their action as “a dirty political trick.” The chorus of 
denunciation was swelled by many newspapers which profess to 
be the special champions of honesty and fair dealing in politics. 
When the supreme court refused the application of Mr. Mac- 
Donald for a mandamus its members were immediately em- 
braced within the storm of vituperation, which grew in violence 
eas the time approached when it was expected that this body 
would act upon the matter 

Theodore Roosevelt, on March 29, at Detroit, in a public 
speech, according to the printed form thereof furnished by him 


court 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. Wis io 












to the press, said of these acts of the canvassing board ; 

supreme court, that he had come to Michigan— 

to ask all good citizens, without regard to party, to cond 

organization responsible for the theft and to condemn every 

responsible for it, whether by acts of omission or commission 
In particular it appears— 


He said— 
that it was the right and duty of the court to undo the w 
by the reactionary election officials. Two of the judges who m 
selves responsible for the wrong by refusing to undo it are 
reclection. 

And so forth. 

Again he denounced their action as “swindling a; 
ing” and as “treason to the people.” One of Mr. BR 
leading adherents said it was wrong to describe Mr. I 
language as “an attack upon the court”; that it 
moderate and proper criticism. The people of Michi 
ever, have just reelected both of the judges thus ce 
a vote of two to one over their so-called Progressive 

The Washington Times, under the management of 
Munsey, who on occasion uses his magazine as an ; 
his stock speculations and in articles therein prof 
the enlightenment of the public booms stocks he | 
hold—the Washington Times, I say, in 2n editorial 
of April 10, 1913, among other things said: 


But Mr. Youne ts not entitled to that seat, was not 
and got it only because a trick. a technicality, and an a 
spired to give a partisan election board the chance to 


credentials, 


No language could be used more directly asserting 
board was merely looking for an excuse to do a 4 
and disreputable thing. Finally, the resolution offered 
first day of this session by the gentleman from Illi: 
HINEBAUGH] contains this allegation: 

Whereas the said board of canvassers of the State of M 
trarily and without authority of law caused a certificate of 
be issued to said H. Olin Young, when in truth and in fact 
tificate should have been issued to William J. MacDonald. 

And so forth. 

This new exponent of decency and fairness in politi 
diately moved the previous question, and attempted to « 
all debate upon a resolution of which the House knew 
lutely nothing, except from the newspapers. The Hoss 
ever, by a vote of 266 to 26, adopted instead the resolu 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FitzGeracp], that 
credentials were regular in form, I be immediately swol 

It may be interesting for the House to know that 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. H1ineBauGH] and the gentlema: 
Kansas [Mr. Murpock] have formally entered their a 
in the contest upon which they expect to sit as judge 
neys for the contestant. 

Why did the gentleman from Illinois, who occupies 
position, and his Progressive friends fear debate on this ! 
tion? Was he afraid the facts might come before the H 
Did he fear that the falsity of the assertions in the res 
might appear before action was taken, unless it was precip itited: 

There may be a grave difference of opinion as to whether th 
law under which the officials of Michigan acted is a wise 0! 
unwise law. There may be grave difference of opinion as to 
whether it is a just or an unjust law. Many Members o! : 
House may feel that in the wider and broader jurisdiction of | 
House it would not be best to follow the law of Michigan 

But before I take my seat, if I am given sufficient time, | 
shall make it so clear that no honest and conscientious mal 
will ever again deny it that there was no trick and no te 
cality in the action of the election commissioners and can’ 
board of Ontonagon County; that the board of State canvasse! 
were not secking an excuse to act arbitrarily or in vio 
law, but that they performed their duty under the law 
only way they could have done it without committing a 
Is that language strong? It is not my own. It is the languice 
of the Supreme Court of Michigan. I shall show that the 


supreme court could not have acted differently without over 
throwing all of its own precedents for a long series of } 
The law applied in this case was not made for the occ:s 
It had been the settled law of the State for 70 years. 1! Ws 


almost coeval with the life of the State itself. ; 


+h 





How did it happen that in Ontonagon County the name 
the candidate of the National Progressive Party for Conci’ 
appeared upon the ballot as “Sheldon William J. ore ov's 





Was it the result of a trick, as stated by Frank A. 
newspaper? Oh, no. One Joseph M. Rogers was the po! 
for Congress selected at the primary by the National Pr 
sive Party. He declined to run, and some gentlemen ©" 
to be the congressional committee of the party. thot = 
were not such committee, notified the several election cour” 
sioners of the district that they had selected William J. Ma 
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of Inspectors and canvassers are required to give the names of all can- 
didates written out in words at length. (Sec. 64.) In tie votes and 
in enses where votes are canvassed by State canvassers, these are con- 
clusive, as already shown. In registering voters their Christian names 
are required to be shown in full (L. 1859, p. 483), and in the way in 
which our elections are conducted a person can not, without the 
grossest carelessness, fail to be informed of the full name of each can- 
didate.* * * © ‘The intention of the voter must be shown clearly by 
his ballot. Henee a portion of a surname on the ballot, unless idem 
sonans, Is Insufficient. * * * The election laws contain so many 
evidences of a design to require great accuracy in all proceedings that 
it-would not, I think, carry out public policy to recede from the rules 
formerly held by this court until the legislature sees fit to open the 
door Thus far there has been great solicitude to prevent uncertain- 
ties and frauds. Until the inspectors or canvassers are permitted to 
inquire into identity I can see no propriety in permitting such in- 
quiries by the court. 

Mr. Justice Christiancy, in concurring with Justice Campbell, 
Says: 

The rule in People v. Tisdale was recognized in People v. Hig- 
gins, and has now beea the settled law of this State for a quarter 
of a century This rule has the merit of simplicity and certainty, of 
being easily understood and applied, leaving no room for discretion in 
the inspectors, and as a general rule is equally fair and just in its ap- 
plication to all parties. I do not, therefore, think it wise to disturb 
it by establishing another rule which, to me, may seem more sound in 
principle but which in its practical application might not be likely to 
produce any fairer results. The legislatures have full control over this 
question, and may change the rule when the public sentiment shall 
seem to require it. 


The question next arose in the case of The People against Mc- 
Neal, reported in the Sixty-third Michigan, at page 294, de- 
cided in 1886. It was there held that it was not competent to 
show by evidence that a ballot cast for Samuel Toley was in- 
tended for Samuel Tobey. Justice Campbell, presenting the 
opinion of the court, said: 

We think the ballot as cast by the elector himself must be held to 


express the intention of the voter, and it is not competent to intro- 
duce parol evidence to show a different intent. 


IIe stated as authority for this proposition the cases of Tis- 
dale, Higgins, and Cicotte, above referred to. 

The question next arose in the case of Andrews against Judge 
of Probate, reported in Seventy-fourth Michigan, at page 283, 
decided at the January term of 1888. Again the doctrine of the 
case of The People against Tisdale was reaffirmed. 

The question next arose in the case of Ott against Brisette, 
decided at the October term of 1904 by a unanimous court and 
reported in One hundred and thirty-seventh Michigan, at page 717. 
Again, the doctrine of The People against Tisdale was reaffirmed 
In this case there had been a mistake in the printing of the 
ballots. The name of Christian Ott had been printed as “ O. H. 
Christian,” and before the error was discovered 12 votes had 
been cast for “O. H. Christian.” On discovery of the error the 
remaining ballots were corrected. This case so effectually dis- 
poses of this present contest, so far as the law of the State of 
Michigan is concerned, that I quote it in full. 


Grant, J. (after stating the facts). The sole question is whether the 
12 votes cast for “O. H. Christian ” should be counted for Christian Ott. 
The name “ Christian Ott” is not idem sonans with “ O. H,. Christian.” 
The names are as different as two names possibly can be. 

It is conceded that under the decisions prior to the adoption of the 
present quasi Australian ballot system these 12 votes could not be 
counted for relator. (People v. Tisdale, 1 Doug., 59; People v. Hig- 
gins, 3 Mich., 3; 61 Am. Dec. 141; People v. McNeal, 63 Mich., 294; 
- z W128; Andrews v. Otsego Probate Judge, 74 Mich., 283; 41 
N. W., 923.) 

These cases exhaustively discuss the reasons why neither boards of 
election nor the courts can enter into evidence to determine that votes 
for different names were in fact intended to be for but one person. 
Does the Australian ballot system change the rule? The argument in 
behalf of the relator is that, inasmuch as he had nothing whatever to 
do with the printing of his name, but that the placing of his name Is 
regulated by law, therefore he can not be deprived of votes by the 
action, either fraudulent or innocent, of those whose duty it is to report 
the proceedings of the caucus and to print the name upon the ballot. 
If relator’s contention be correct, it follows that, if his name had not 
been printed upon the ballots at all, stiil the ballots should be counted 
for him; or if the mistake had not been discovered and all the ballots 
had been cast for O. H Christian, still they must be counted for him. 
This would assume that everyone who voted the Citizens’ ticket would 
have voted for the relator. It would assume, which is unusual, that 
every member of the relator’s party would have voted for him. We 
must assume, in order te sustain the relator’s right to the office, that 
every one of the 12 men who voted for O. H. Christian would have 
voted for Christian Ott. A voter might know Christian Ott and be 
unwilling to vote for him, but an elector might be willing to vote for 
any other man, and, though not knowing O. H. Christian, might vote 
for him. Courts can not assume ander such circumstances that such 
votes would have been cast for relator, The law makes ample pro- 
vision to secure the correct printing of the ballots. Section 3660 (1 
Comp. Laws) requires that “ the proof copy of the ballot shall be open 
to the inspection of the chairman of each committee at the office of 
the township clerk * * * not less than two clear secular days 
before such election.” Had the proper officials filed this proof and had 
the chairman of the committee examined it, no such mistake would 
have beer possible. We are glad te state that it is conceded there was 
no intentional fraud on the part of anyone. 

We think the repeated decisions of this court in such cases are not 
supplented by the Australian ballot system, and that the reason why 
neither boards nor courts can enter into a determination of the inten- 
tion of the voters any further than appears upon the face of the ballot 
remains undisturbed by the present system of voting. 


But this is not all as indicating the settled policy of the State. 
Since the decision of The People against Tisdale in 1843 the leg- 
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islature of the State has met in regular sessions at least ¢) 
five times, not to speak of numerous special sessions. At u 
every regular session of the legislature the election law has 
amended and there have been quite a number of 
revisions, 

But no one has ever suggested that the legislature sho) 
its enactment, change the rule laid down in The People 
Tisdale. Nay, more, since this controversy arose in the | 
case and attracted considerable attention, the State legis 
bas been in session for several months and no attempt has | 
yet made to change the law in this respect. It is a ° 
the settled policy of the State. , 

No criticism, so far as I have heard, has ever been m: 
the legislature for its failure or refusal to so change thy 
No man, high or low, great or smll, has raised his voice ; 
the lawmuaking power of the State which for 70 ye 
failed or refused to change this provision of the law 
colleague from Michigan [Mr. Doremus] was an honored 
ber of the legislature. I can not find that at that time by word 
or act he sought to change this law. My honorable coli, 
from the fifth and seventh districts of Michigan were 
of the legislature. I can not find that either of the 
sought to change the election law in this respect, ; 
criticism is made against them. My honorable colleag e 
Representative at large from Michigan, P. H. Keuiey, has been 
for four years the lieutenant governor of that State. I d t 
find that he has ever used his influence to change the law jp 
that respect. Under this law every one of these gentleme: 
been elected to State offices, and from this law, in the case 
State officer, there is no appeal. 

Notwithstanding these facts, notwithstanding that it is 
duty of the court to enforce existing law and the duty of 


legislature to change it, notwithstanding the fact that that 
court in this case acted in the only way a high-minded and 
honorable court could act, yet it has been asssiled for such 
action upon the stump and the motives of the judges have been 


brought in question, their fairness and integrity doubted. A}! 
of the Bull Moose orators, headed by Col. Roosevelt hi 
followed or perhaps preceded by one at least of th: st 
ignorant of college professors and all the lesser lights of Bull 
Mooseism, Tray, Blanche, and Sweetheart, all have been « 
trail of the supreme court. That honorable body has been 


denounced as following the letter of the law while forg g 
its spirit, as reactionary, as hidebound partisans, as enemies 
of the people, as unworthy judges, and as guilty of swi , 


and cheating, while the real offenders, if any offense of vmis- 
sion or commission has occurred—the members of the leg'sia- 
ture—have gone unwhipped of public opinion. Indeed, son 
members of that body have themselves joined in baiting 
supreme court. 

Whatever may be thought of the rights of this contest, 
firm performance of duty by the State board of canvasse1 l 
the supreme court must meet the approval of all right-thinking 
men and the malicious attacks upon them be a subject of regret 
and condemnation. 

As I stated in the beginning, for the reasons then gi I 
concluded that I would await the convening of Congre nd 
in the meantime see what time and investigation would develo] 
and then remembering that a fact which can not be cle 
proven is the same as a fact nonexistent, determine what « 

a man should take who wishes to do the decent thing in politics 
whether or not he receives the same decent treatmeut t 
course I have pursued, keeping my own counsel! and taking | 
two gentlemen into my confidence, one in this House al 
in the other. I made no appeals for popular support and ! 
carefully avoided the making of ex parte statements, ellie! 
directly or through the medium of friendly newspapers, in order 
to create a prejudiced jury among the membership of U's 
House. 

I am convinced that if the 458 votes in Ontonagon Co! 
should be counted for the contestant, no other facts ¢: 
satisfactorily proven which in a forum governed by |! ; 
equitable rules would justify a verdict in my favor. | 0m 
also convinced that it was the intention of those 45S electors | 
vote for the candidate of the National Progressive P 
The contestant was the only person claiming to be such 


didate, and while under the law of Michigan as it now 15, «ie 
as it has been for 70 years, he is not entitled to such vol L 
do not care to hold a seat in this House under a title that may 
be questioned by some honorable and disinterested 1We' oe 
have therefore prepared my resignation as a Member of this 
House, and shall forward it to-day to the secretary of stite o 


Michigan and file a duplicate with the Speaker. 

In severing my connection with the House I wish to = 
my appreciation of the unvarying courtesy, kindness, and — 
sideration which I have received at the hands of its membersh'). 








1915. 


uly only regret im leaving it is because of the severance of ties 

beside whom I have worked, and whom I have learned 
This is especially true of the members of the com 
In the seclusion of the 


with men 
esteem. 
ees on which I have served longest. 


to 


mitt 


eoumittee, around the table where importint questions are 
discussed and mind meets mind in friendly conference, you come 
to know the character, the mettle, the natvral bent of mind, 
the astuteness, the honesty, and, above all, the courage of the 
men with whom you serve; for after all, in these days in this 
hody eourage is the supreme test of the man. In a body rep- 


tative in character it is inevitable that all phases of opin- 
s snd. to some extent, differing degrees of intelligence should 
be represented. But after 10 years of service here, reflecting on 


re 


it) 


the conditions under which men are elected to the House and 
on the strength of the temptations here to palter with one’s 
intellectual integrity in faver of what is believed to be popular 
and the greatness of the reward for so doing in temporary 


honors. I am confirmed in my opinion of the high average, un- 
eelfishness, honor, and courage of the membership of this House. 
And now, Mr. Speaker, the time has come when I must bid 
my friends in this House a final and affectionate adieu. [Long 
and continued applause. | 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, it would probably be better 
that no reply be made to the gentleman from Michigan, but he 
did indulge in certain criticisms that call for something of a 
response. The story of the twelfth district election in Michigan 
last fall is a simple one. It is so simple that once it was 
brought before the bar of public opinion, where all men might 
see it, the legal technicalities and refinements which obscured 
it have faded away. 

There are 15 counties in the twelfth district of Michigan, and 
one of those counties is Ontonagon. The gentleman from Michi- 
eon [Mr. Youne] was the Republican candidate, and Mr. Wil- 
liam J. MacDonald was the Progressive candidate. Under the 
law of Michigan the chairman and secretary of the congres- 
sional committee certified to each of the counties the name of 
the Progressive candidate, This was done by means of a cer- 
tificate in which the name of William J. MacDonald was printed 
plainly and unmistakably. That certificate, a copy of which I 
hold in my hand, was sent to the clerk of Ontonagon County. 
Later a telegram was sent to the clerk of Ontonagon County 
by the secretary of the State committee. The telegram read 
something like this: 
on ry ef the congressional! nominee should be spelled William J. 
Macvona 

The clerk testifies that the telegram when received read in 
this fashion: 

The name of the congressional nominee should be Sheldon William J. 


MacDonald 

The clerk of Ontonagon County knew William J. Mac- 
Donald—— 

Mr. YOUNG ef Michigan. Mr. Chairman, wil! the gentleman 
yield? 


Mr. MURDOCK. I will be glad to yield, though the gentle- 
man did not yield to me. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The gentleman surely does not 
want to misstate the evidence. The evidence has been taken in 
the case, and it has been specifically denied by the clerk that 
be knew the name of William J. MacDonald. ‘There is no con- 
tradictory testimony about that. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Oh, but the clerk had a legal notification 
from the chairman of the congressional committee that the 
hame was William J. MacDonald. The gentleman will let me 
— The clerk testifies to have received a telegram which 
rend: 

The name 
MacDonald. 

The clerk ef that county placed upon the ballot, in the Pro- 
gressive column, the name of “ Sheldon William J. MeDonald.” 
It appears upen the ballot in extraordinarily small type, 
naturally, by reason of its length. That, however, was not the 
only mistake in the Progressive column. At the very top of the 
column was the name Gustavus T. Tope, a misspelling of the 
can — D. Pope. When the ballots were cast in that 
peony y y the Progressives they cast four hundred and some 
- votes for Mr. Pope, and they cast 458 votes for their Pro- 
ae congressional candidate, William J. MacDonald, who 
aa aaa thereon as “Sheldon William J. McDonald.” They 
7 ectaeen = any place on the ballet the proper name William 
a ~ a » but they found on the ballot, in this small type, 
yeieene - of the column the fictitious name “ Sheldon” 
aaa Ae he name of William J. McDonald. ‘The Progressive 

8 of that county, knowing that their candidate was Wil- 


of the congressional nominee should be Sheldon William J. 


lia 
“Thaw tcDonald, voted for Sheldon William J. McDonald. 
Yoter eam of Michigan say that the manifest intention of the 


ail be taken into account. There was no question about 
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the intention of the voters in Ontonagon Cornty. so far as 
William J. MacDonald was concerned There was no question 
about the intention of the voters, so far as t! lidate, 1 
Pope, was concerned. 

When it came to canvassing and counting the ve fi . 
candidates whose names were misspelled, the votes were uW | 
for Mr. Pope, but those for Mr. MacDonald were thrown ¢ 
and Mr. MacDonald, by that process, was deprived of his t 
upon the floor of this House. 

Thereafter Mr. MacDonald applied to the court for a writ 
of mandamus and the court denied it, filing no opinion: but 
the court did not decide that Mr. Youna was entitled to his 
seat. The chief justice of Michigan, Mr. Moore, | understand 
has said over his own signature that the court beld that the 
Congress of the United States was the sole judge of the quali- 
fications of its own Members, and It wus for Congress to d le, 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Of course he would say 
that if he said anything about it 

Mr. MURDOCK. The notice of the contest itself tells in 
detail the story which I have narrated here. Before I go into 
the question of the notice of contest I want to say a werd on 
another matter, and I should not have replied at ll if the 
gentleman from Michigan |Mr. Younce) had not recurred to the 
first duy of the present session of Congress 

It was not as a partisan of Mr. MacDonald that I arose on 
the floor of the House in his defense the first day: thot is, 
simply because he wus a Progressive. On the first day of this 
session I stood bere and did what I did for Mr. MaeDonald 
becxuse I do not believe that the Congress of the United States 
ought to let a man take a seat in this body when it is evident 
that he is not entitled to that seat, and in our first maneuver 
here—the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzerratp] will 
remember—our main object was to get immediate action upon 
that proposition. The gentleman from Michigsn has said that on 


that day. when we had everything to gain through discussion 


and debate, we tried to shut off debate That charge has 
been made repeatedly, and I am glad of the opportunity to 
clear up the matter for our side 


If we made a mistake it was simply a mistake. It was not 
intended by the Progressives on that day to shut off debate. We 
believed that the previous question when moved wonld be or- 


dered, that it would be ordered because of the feeling in the 
House that business should be expedited and thereafter on our 
resolution, after the previous question had been voted up, we 
would have. under the rules. 40 minutes’ debate Now, what 
really happened was that the previous question was voted 
down and that enabled the gentleman from New York [M: 
FITZGERALD] to offer a substitute 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Spexsker—— 

Mr. MURDOCK. I will be gied to be corrected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentlem:n will recollect that the 


gentleman stated that it was his intention to move the previous 
question, and I notified him that if the attempt were made to 
do that, the House would vote down the previous question, and 


I would offer a substitute and explain it and then move the 
previous question—— 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman from New York - 

Mr. FITZGERALD (continuing). I want to make that state 
ment because of the gentleman's statement that it was the be 


lief that the previous question would be ordered when moved, 
because the gentleman had notice in advance 


Mr. MURDOCK. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that I did not understand him to say that after he had moved 
the substitute he would discuss it, whieh, under the rules, cuts 
out the 40 minutes’ debate; and, by the way, that did not cut off 
debate here yesterday when the gentleman from Texas offered 


a special rule—but my understanding that day was 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That was prior to the adoption of the 
rules. 

Mr. MURDOCK. When the gentleman offered his 
if the previous question had then been moved. prior 
sion upon the substitute, we would have had the 40 minntes’ 
debate. Now. we were entirely in good faith upon that propo 
sition that we were to get 40 minutes’ debate under the rules of 
the House. The gentleman from New York discussed his sul 
stitute and then moved the previous question, which, under the 
rules of the House, precluded debate. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? The had not 
then been adopted, and there was no rule at that time which 
provided 40 minutes’ debate after the previous question was 
ordered. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman will remember we were pr 
ceeding under the rules of the previous House. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Or the practice based upon the « 
the House, as the Speaker ruled that day. At 


substitute, 


to diseus 


rules 


istoms of 


all events, we 





ov 


iS 


were trying to have debate and discussion upon this case. We 
were not trying to use cloture to shut off debate. And why 
should we shut out discussion? We had a plain tale that swept 

the obstructing technicalities. The Progressive candidate 
on election day in the twelfth district did receive a plurality 
of t votes. MacDonald had been a public officer in that cece 
of the country. Everyone in that part of Michigan knew that | 
in the twelfth district William J. MacDonald was a candidate 
for Cougress, just as the people in Wisconsin knew that the 


gentleman from Wisconsin who is sitting before me was a Can- | 
didate for Congress, and yet, with that knowledge, the name of | 
*“Sheidon William J. MeDonald” was placed upon the ballot ; | 
and the people of that district who wanted to vote the Pro- | 
ticket saw the name of their candidate with this 
strange prefix, and finding his name nowhere else on the ballot, 
finding this name in the Progressive column, did precisely as 
they did in the case of Mr. Pope, whose name was misspelled. 
‘They voted for the name there. They voted for “ Sheldon Wil- 
liam J. MeDonald.” And if the 458 votes so cast in Ontonagon 
County had been counted for William J. MacDonald, as they 
ought to have been counted, Mr. MacDonald would be seated in | 
this body to-day. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Murpock] yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Coorer]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 

Mr. COOPER. Do I understand the gentleman from Kansas 
to say that in the Progressive column was the name of a candi- 
date by the name of “ Pope,” which was misspelled? 

Mr. MURDOCK. As “ Tope.” 

Mr. COOPER. And was that counted for Mr. Pope? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER. Did he receive approximately the same num- 
ber of votes that were cast for Sheldon William J. McDonald? 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is my understanding of the situation. 
I am informed, however, that throwing out those votes for Mr. 
Pope would not have beaten him. 

Mr. COOPER. Now, once more. Throwing out Mr. Pope 
where his name was misspelled would not have defeated him, 
but throwing out the name of “ Sheldon William J. McDonald” 
defeated McDonald? 

Mr. MARTIN. Of course the duty of the canvassing board 
is to make a return of the votes cast for the various candidates. 
Does the gentleman state to the House that when making 
the return, although the name was printed upon the ballot 
“Tope,” that the canvassing board returned that number of 
votes as cast for “ Pope’? 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is my understanding, and I have here 
a copy of the ballot which shows both misspelled names on 
the ballot. I do not think there is anyone in the sound of my 
voice who seriously disputes in his own mind that William J. 
MacDonald was elected Congressman in the twelfth district of 
Michigan; and if there is anybody here who does dispute it, I 
wish he would rise and say so. There is no one to deny it, 
William J. MacDonald was elected. He did receive a plurality | 
of the votes there. No one denies it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. We do not know about the case. We have 
not heard it yet. If the gentleman wants somebody to deny it 
in the absence of information, I will accommodate him. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I am glad to have the gentleman’s doubt. 


sive 


Certainly. 


Mr. CLAYTON. It may be that he was elected; I do not 
know. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Now, there is another matter. I think 


probably it is rather trivial, but I do not propose to let it pass. 
The gentleman from Michigan, I will say to the gentleman from 
Alabama, charged me with being entered, I think it was, as | 
attorney of record in the case of William J. MacDonald. The 

gentleman from Alabama and the gentleman from Michigan 

know that I am not a lawyer. But when I received a telegram | 
from Mr. MacDonald, in Michigan, some weeks ago that there 
was to be hearing on some matter before a commissioner here, or 
some similar law officer, and saying that he could not be here 
on that day but would be two days later, and asking me if I 
would appear and ask for a postponement, I went before the 
law officer and asked for the postponement. With me went the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HinrpaueH], and that is the ex- 
tent to which I have entered as an attorney in the case of Wil- 
liam J. MacDonald. 

Now, another matter, and I will yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HINEBAUGH]. I think the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. YounG] could have with better grace, in stating 
his case to this House, announced that he was not seeking to 
embarrass a man who was elected in that district. I think in 
presenting his resignation to the House that he should have 
said to the House that William J. MacDonald was the choice 
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of the people of that district, and that William J. 
had his best wishes in his efforts in securing a sea; 
House. We are all candidates at times before the ) 
subject to popular approval or disapproval, and we }, 
heads in submission to the verdict of a majority yot 
was the sentiment of the gentleman from Michigan |: 
it was the sentiment of every man within the sound of ; 

And the gentleman from Michigan |Mr. Young} issy 
cular for general circulation throughout his district, | 
in my hand. At the conclusion of the circular he syid 
another candidate has said in a campaign: 


M: 


I have known from the day Mr. MacDonald was select; 
name could not be legally placed on the ballot, but I have | 
times willing to submit the question between him and my 
test of a popular election. f 

The popular election was held. 
that district cast their votes for William J. Maci d 
Through a mistake—an error on the ballot—Mr. \ q 
MacDonald has been deprived of his rightful seat in th 

He came here, represented by those of his party, « 
the first day, for that seat, asking that Congress piss 
qualifications of its own Members, asking that the 
from Michigan [Mr. Youne] stand aside until this matte: 
be determined. 

Now, in the course of events, with a public sentiment existing 
which has no patience with the technicalities which « S 
tice, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Young] 
before the House and has stepped aside—I suppose wholly \ 
out prejudice to the cause of the contestant. And I \ sk 
the gentleman from Michigan if he resigns in that s; 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. In what spirit? 

Mr. MURDOCK. That the people of his district did ek 
William J. MacDonald. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. That is a question for this 1 
to determine, and I do not care to express any opinion 
I have expressed the opinion that while I was elected 
under the law of the State I was elected, it was unde: 
circumstances, because of an error, that I did not care to i 
the office, and it is for this House to decide whether the ot 
gentleman was elected. I do not deny it, and I do not 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MURDOCK. Well, William J. MacDonald, w! 8 
elected, will continue his contest and seek to estab to 
satisfaction of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CL 
all other men who sit in judgment upon that case, his 
seat in the House. 

Now I yield so much of my time as is remaining to { 
man from Illinois [Mr. HinesauGu] to the extent li 
to use it. 

Mr. HINEBAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to 
the discussion of this matter. 

I rise only to say this: I have no apology to offer 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] or to this H 
the part which I took on the first day of this session 
senting the resolution which I did. The action of the g 
from Michigan to-day is all the apology I need to offer t 
resolution. 

And I want to say this: I esteem very highly, 2s 4 
of this House and as an American citizen, the action w 
gentleman from Michigan has just taken. I attribute to thal 
action the highest patriotic motives on his part; and | | 
now, as I believed the first day of this session, that 
worthy to be a Member of this House, knowing the facts as 
they were presented to me, could eventually come to ‘ er 
conclusion than that which the gentleman has come to to 

And it was because of that fact, because I believed up! 
day that if upon that resolution a hearing could have bev ! ud 
and the facts presented to the House the gentleman [tise 
would have stated then, as he states now, that he did re 
to remain a Member of this House, knowing, as he does 


} 
‘ 


that William J. MacDonald received 243 more votes than ! 


A plurality of the | 


self received, although he might contend as a legal tec! hel 
that the State canvassing board of the State of Michigan bit 
the lawful right to refuse to count 458 votes in wae “oe 


County because, forsooth, the word “ Sheldon” was acci’ 
printed on the ballot in front of William J. MacDonald _ a 

And I sincerely hope and I believe—we have the wore ' 
majority leader of this House to that effect; we had on the: 
day of April—that a committee, a proper committee, wou’ 
made up as soon as possible to hear all the facts, and to «> 
tain the exact truth and to determine speedily a prope! 
just result. And I sincerely hope and believe that the a! 
taken by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] this a! : 
noon can and will in no way prejudice any right which Pile and 
J. MacDonald may have before the Committee on Elections & 
before the House. 
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Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HINEBAUGH. Just one more word, if the gentleman 
niogse, J want to say that I have in my hand volume 37 of 
the Michigan State Reports containing a decision, and that be- 
fore the motion or the resolution which was presented on the 
‘rst day of this session was drafted we had this decision. The 

‘sion is very brief, and if the House will bear with me I 
will read it. 

it is the case of The People ex rel. John W. Jochim against 
Cornelius Kennedy, reported in Thirty-seventh Michigan, page 
67. That opinion is as follows: 

The People ew rel. John W. Jochim vy. Cornelius Kennedy. 
COUNTING BALLOTS. 


Where John W. Jochim was a candidate for election in a district in 
which there was no other John Jochim ballots cast for John Jochim 
were presumptively intended for John W. Jochim, and should have been 


‘ ted for him. 
Error to Marquette. Submitted and decided June 13. 
information in the nature of a quo warranto. The facts are stated. 
\iterney General Otto Kirchner and Ball & Owen for the relator. 
The law knows but one Christian name. Thompson v. Lee, 21 IIL, 
12: Roosevelt v. Gardinier, 2 Cow., 463; Milk v. Christie, 1 Hill, 105; 


de 


Franklin ». Talmadge, 5 Johns, 84; Erskine v. Davis, 25 Ill, 251; 
Rletch v. Johnson, 40 IL, 116. See People v. Cicott, 16 Mich., 283; 
dissenting opinion, Id., 319. i 

Per curlam: At an election for city treasurer of Ishpeming votes 


were cast as follows: For Cornelius Kennedy, 392; for John W. Jochim, 
0: for John Jochim, 18. It did not appear that there were two per- 
os named Jehn Jochim in Ishpeming, and there was an offer to show 
the contrary. Held, that the ballots cast for John W. Jochim and 
hn Jochim were vresumptively intended for the same person and 
should be so counted. 
Judgment for relator. 





That was the law then in Michigan, and it is the law now; 
and if the Supreme Court of the State of Michigan held in a 
given case that ballots cast for John Jochim should be counted 
for John W. Jochim when there was no other John Jochim 
in the district, then surely William J. MacDonald should re- 
the votes that were cast for Sheldon William J. Mac- 
Donald unless it can be shown that in Ontonagon County there 
wis another Sheldon William J. MacDonald. 


I understand, of course, that the principle involved in the 


ceive 


Jochim case (37 Mich., 67) is not decisive of the question 
raised in the MacDonald case. I do contend, however, that 


it is one of a long line of decisions in Michigan, where the 
court established the rule that the intent of the voter, whenever 
that ean be ascertained, must govern in counting the ballot. 
No honest man ean truthfully say that there is any doubt about 
the 458 voters of Ontonagon County having cast their ballots 
for MacDonald. 

Mr. Speaker, on the 7th day of April, the first day of the 
session, and at a time when Members of this House were being 
sworn in, I objected to the swearing in of the Hon. H. OLIN 
Youns, of the twelfth district of Michigan. I stated at that 
time that I did so on my responsibility as a Member of this 
House, and because I was reliably informed that the gentleman 


had not been elected, and thereupon I presented the following 
resolution: 


Whereas the prima facie right of Hon. H. Ot1n Youna, of the twelfth 
district of the State of Michigan, to a seat in the Sixty-third Con- 
gress is objected to by a Member of this House; and 

Whereas the Member so objecting as aforesaid informs the House on his 
responsibility as a Member, upon information and belief, 

eection returns of the 14 counties composing the said twelfth dis- 

trict of Michigan show that said H. OLIN Youna, Republican candi- 
date for Congress in said district, received a total of 18,190 votes 
and that William J. MacDonald, the Progressive candidate for Con- 


gress in said district, received a total of 18,433 votes, a plurality of | 


-43 votes over said H. Ourn Youne; and 


Whereas the State board of canvassers of the State of Michigan arbi- 


trarily and without authority of law caused a certificate of election 


to be issued to said H. OLIN Youna, when tn truth and in fact said | 


certificate should have heen issued to William J. 


wreceives a plurality of 243 votes as aforesaid; and 
Wi id State board of canvassers refused to count for said 
bs. liam J. MacDonald any of the votes cast for him in the county of 
Vntanagon, in said district, being 458 in number, upon the sole 
ground that the name of said William J. MacDonald appeared upon 
1¢ official ballot in said Ontanagon County as “Sheldon William J. 
MacDonald”; and 
W eran, for the reasons aforesaid, the Member so objecting has fur- 
yer objected to the oath of office being administered to said H. OLIN 
Whereas - : Member of the Sixty-third Congress; and 
inj oA the foregoing alleged facts are true it would be manifest 
oth to permit the seating, even temporarily, of H. OLIN YouNG 
is certificate of election issued as aforesaid: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That the question of the 
oon , : » prima facie right of H. OLN 
x the here are as a Representative from the State of Michigan 
9s cach tes, rd Congress, as well as his final right to a seat therein 
bers of the ative, be referred to a select committee of nine Mem- 
mittee shall ouse, to be appointed by the Speaker; and until such com- 
the said Hi Oeort upon and the House decide such question and right 
a seat te ti 7 Youne@ shall not be sworn in or permitted to occupy 
for person ils House. And said committee shall have power to send 
‘sons and papers and examine witnesses under oath in relation 


to the sut 
neatsan oo ee of this resolution, and shall have the right to re- 


MacDonald, who 


; The expense 
the contingent Bry | os = said inquiry shall be paid out of 
said committee, 


chairman of upon vouchers copperet by the 


to be immediately available. 
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that the | 


For that action, Mr. Speaker, 
in this House. 

In the first session of the Twenty-eighth Congress, on the 30th 
of April, 1844, the credentials of Jolin M. Niles, a 


there was abundant precedent 


Senator from 
Connecticut, were presented to the Senate. Objection was 
made to the oath being administered. The objection was sus 


tained, and a select committee was appointed. 

Another case in the Senate was that of Philip Thomas, of 
Maryland, in the Fortieth Congress. His credentials were pri 
sented on March 18, 1867, and, upon objection, were referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Another case in the Senate was that of Benjamin Stark, from 
Oregon, in 1862. Upon objection, be was not permitted to take 
the oath, and his case went to a committee. 


Again, in the Forty-first Congress this House asserted its 
right to exclude from membership a Representative elect with 
a perfect certificate and possessing all the so-called constitu 


tional qualifications. That was the case of Mr. Whittemore, 
of South Carolina. The objection urged against him was that 
he had sold a cadetship. 

I submit, gentlemen, that the objection 
Whittemore at that time was no more seri than the objec 
tion presented in this that of accepting a certificate 
of election to this House with full knowledge of the undisputed 
facts in this case. 

More than 40 years ago it was held by the House of Repre- 
sentatives that Members of Congress, being the representutives 
of the whole people, were entitled to say that the rights of 
the whole country should not be destroyed by one or more dis- 
tricts sending a man or set of men capable of their destruction ; 
and that, having knowledge of the facts and the power to 
prevent the seating of such a Member by exercising the right 
to withhold the oath, they have the right to exercise that 
power, and thereby protect the interests of the country, and pre- 
serve instead of destroy the right of representation. 

The House of Commons never held aguinst the yight to 
exclude a member at the very threshold, and since 1780 there 
are many instances where it claimed and exercised that right 
in the face of perfect credentials and where the ground of ex- 
clusion was not a want of legal qualifications. 

And I venture the assertion that no case in either the House 
or Senate can be found, where the facts were not disputed, in 
which either the Senate or House ever denied that it had the 
right to exclude, even though the three constitutional qualifica- 
tions were not lacking. 

As I understand the situation, Mr. Speaker, the following 
facts were at that time and are now substantially conceded by 
the gentleman who now surrenders all claim to the office of Con 
gressman from the twelfth district of Michigan. 

STATEMENT 

MacDonald was nominated by the Progressive d 
mittee after the man who had been nominated by the district 
convention had declined. MacDonald had been prosecuting «at 
| torney for four years and had made an excellent rd, and 
| was widely and favorably known throughout his district. 

MacDonald made a vigorous campaign, and when the returns 
were all in from the 15 counties in the district they showed the 


urged against Mr. 
ous 


ease 


OF FACTS, 


istrict 


com- 


rec 


following result, viz: MacDonald, 18.433 votes; Younoe, 18.190 
votes: Powers, 10,322 votes; and Trezise, 1,077 votes. Mac 
Donald was elected by 243 votes over Youn and the matter 


was considered settled by the people of the twelfth Michigan 
district. MacDonald was congratulated by everybody upon his 
splendid fight and great victory, and went about his business in 


h 
a happy frame of mind, awaiting his certificate of 
the canvassing board of the State. 

The members of this board met, canvassed the vote. and issned 
the certificate of election—not to MacDonald, but to Hl. OLIN 
| Younes, and for the following reasons: 


election from 





That MacDonald’s name was spelled incorrectly on the 
in Ontonagon County. 

During the campaign efforts were made by the “standpat 
Republican machine to prevent MacDonald’s name from 
on the ballot. Telegrams and letters were sent to the various 
county clerks in the district notifying them that under a de- 
cision of the supreme court of the State MacDonald’s name was 
not entitled to a place on the ballot. This statem« wis not 
justified and, in fact, was untrue, but is indicative of the tactic 
used to clear the track for YouNa. 

The Progressive committee issued a formal circular to the 
election commissioners of the various counties in the district 
notifying them of MacDonald’s nomination and how to spell 1 
name on the ballot. 

In this notice the name of Mr. MacDonald appeared twice in 
large black letters. There was no honest 
taking it. 


” 


voing 
> 


nt 


possiblit of mis 
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Some time later the Progressive State committee sent notices 
to the county clerks of the Progressive nominees, and in this 
notice the name of Mr. MacDonald was spelled ‘ McDonald,” 
but should have been “ MacDonald.” Upon discovering this 
error, Mr. Hoffman, secretary of the Progressive State central 
comunittee, sent a telegram to all the county clerks in this lan- 
guage: “ Congressman twelfth district should be spelled Wil- 
liam J. MacDonald, correct.” 

In spite of all these notifications the name of Mr. MacDonald 
was printed on the ballot in Ontonagon County as ‘“ Sheldon 
William J. MacDonald”; 458 ballots were cast in Ontonagon 
County for MacDonald. 

When the State board of canvassers met they counted all 
those ballots for the mythical person, “Sheldon William J. 
MacDonald,” and credited none of them to William J. Mac- 
Donald, for whom they were cast. By this means they made 
out a plurality for Mr. Youne, and gave him the certificate. 

The explanation of the county clerk of Ontonagon County is 
that the telegram he received from Mr. Hoffman read “ Con- 
gressman twelfth district,” should be Sheldon William J. Mac- 
Donald. Claiming that the error was made in the telegraph 
office—changing the word “spelled” to “ Sheldon.” 

The further fact remains that John Garvin, the county clerk, 
personally knew MacDonald—knew his name, and knew that in 
putting the name on the ballot as he did he was putting it on 
erroneously. 

The official notice sent the clerk of Ontonagon County read 
as follows: 

Jo the Board of Election Commissioners of the County of Ontonagon, 

State of Michigan: 

You are hereby notified that Joseph M. Rogers, of Ishpeming, Mich., 
who was duly nominated by the electors of the National Progressive 
Party of the twelfth congressional district of Michigan as the nominee 
of the National Progressive Party for Congress, has declined to accept 
said nomination. 

You are hereby notified that at a meeting duly called of the congres- 
sional committee of the National Progressive Party of the twelfth con- 
gressional district of Michigan, held in the city of Marquette, Mich., on 
October , A. D. 1912, said resignation was accepted. 

You are further notified that at said duly called meeting of the con- 
gressional committee of the National Progressive Party of the twelfth 
congressional district of Michigan William J. MacDonald, of Calumet, 
Mich., was duly nominated as the successor of said Joseph M. Rogers 
as the nominee of the National Progressive Party from the twelfth con- 
gressional district of Michigan for Congress. 

You are further notified and instructed to place the name of William 
J. MacDonald on the ballots to be voted on November 5, A. D. 1912, as 
the nominee of National Progressive Party for Congress from the 
twelfth congressional district of Michigan. 

The above is hereby certified to by the chairman and secretary of the 
congressional committee of the twelfth congressional district of Mich- 
igan by resolution authorizing them to do so 

N. L. Frevp, Chairman. 
GeorGcp P. Suiras, Secretary. 


MARQUETTE, MicH., October —, A. D. 1912. 

This is an exact reproduction of the official notice sent the clerk of 
Ontonagon County. It will be noticed that William J. MacDonald's 
name is spelled twice in large type. Despite this the name was placed 
on the ballot differently, and because of that change MacDonald is de- 
prived of his seat in Congress. 

In view of these facts, I submit, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Michigan could honorably take no other action than that 
which he has taken. I sincerely regret, however, that in re- 
signing his seat he did not request the House to immediately 
seat the man whom he concedes was elected, William J, Mac- 
Donald 

Surely in these days of awakened conscience of public men, 
MacDonald having been fairly and honestly elected and Mr. 
Youne having refused to hold the seat because, as he stated, he 
could not honorably do so, there can be no doubt that Mac- 
Donald will be given the place to which he was elected by the 
voters of the twelfth congressional district of Michigan. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Youne] was awarded the certificate of 
election, I think the course which has been pursued in this case 
is the only proper course to have pursued; that is, to let this 
matter go to the Committee on Elections, and let that com- 
mittee ascertain who was elected from this district of the State 
of Michigan as a Member of this House. I presume that as 
soon as possible after that committee is appointed it will take 
into consideration all the evidence and will make a proper 
report to this House. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman withhold that motion 
just a moment? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will withhold my motion. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Alabama a question. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 
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Mr. MURDOCK. The manner of the resignation o 
tleman from Michigan does not prejudice the case o 
testant? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Not at all. But the gentleman fro, 
gan [Mr. Younc] having been awarded the certitic:t, 
tion, this House must ascertain whether or not he w; 
or the other man was elected, notwithstunding the fa 
has resigned. A man who fs lawfully elected to this Ho 
resign. His resignation does not elect his opponent. 
standing the resignation of the gentleman from Michi 
YounG], the status of the case is exactly as though he 
resigned; because he was awarded the certificate of 
and the House will hear Mr. MacDonald's contest: . 
persuades the committee and the House that he wa 
the committee will so report, I have no doubt, and t! 
will so vote. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Does the resignation create a vae:; 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not think it affects the legal x 
this contest at all. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The contest applies both to the « 
and the contestee. Now, if the contestee resigns ay 
this House, you have an undecided case. 

Mr. CLAYTON. He simply abandons the case and 
to the House. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Is there a vacancy? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I may say it would be somewhat lik: 


claimer. He abandons the case. He leaves it to th 


¢ 


e 
I 
I ft 


But still the burden is wpon the contestant to estsblish the 


that he was elected by showing affirmatively by evide 
was elected. It is not a mere controversy between M 


and Younc. It is more, and involves the inquiry as to 


one was elected. The certificate said YouNne wus, and | 
hear testimony to establish the election of MacD 
was elected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
address the House for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from > 
asks unanimous consent to address the Horse for tiv 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Illinois 
address the House for one minute first. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the resignation tendered 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne], in my judg 
facie creates a vacancy. On the other hand, it is not wv 
power of the gentleman who is the contestee to prev: 
testant from obtaining any rights which ke may lh: 
contestant in the end is seated by the House, that fi 
and the resignation of the gentleman from Michigan 
nothing. There can be no question about that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, just before the I! 
vened in this special session my attention was ¢a 
fact that it was proposed to request the gentleman f 


i 


gan [Mr. Youne] to step aside and have the House ref 


administer the oath of office to him. I requested the ¢ 
from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] to permit me to see the re: 
that was to be offered in order to ascertain the gr 
which the request was to be made. I examined the re 
and it disclosed that it was conceded that the gentl 
Michigan had a certificate, duly authenticated by th 
provided by law to issue such a certificate, and under 


precedents of the House of Representatives from the bes! 


under such circumstances, unless some disqualificatio 
founded in the Constitution or law, or because of so! 


it) 


) 


ar 


immoral behavior, the House had never failed to admiunist: 


oath, 


The only recital in the resolution upon which the refo 


administer the oath was to be based was the state! 
the canvassing board had improperly issued the certili 
gentleman from Michigan instead of William J. M 


whom, it was asserted, had received a majority of the | 


Under these circumstances I prepared a resolution 
the facts and directing the Speaker to administer the 
Mr. Youne in accordance with the law and precedents 
other course had been followed, it would be very eas) 
Member to prevent the oath being administered to : 


Member, regardless of his right to a seat in the House. 
not because I knew anything of the facts or favored 0 e 
other of the claimants that I offered the resolution, bul 


nN)? 


the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] was as 


titled to have the oath administered to him as any otler 


ber then present. 


Mr. Speaker, after preparing that resolution I asked, © 


body acting for me asked, the gentleman from K.0s 


t 


MvurpockK] whether it would be possible to agree upel |! 
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te. I stated that perhaps if I desired I would be recognized 
., offer the resolution which I wished to have submitted to the 
T se and could shut out any other resolution, but it would be 
' ble, in my opinion, to have the gentleman first offer 
ver resolution he wished; that as we were acting under 
| parliamentary law, unless we made an arrangement for 
te. time could not be yielded nor readily controlled. The 
from Kansas asked if it would be possible for him- 
d those acting with him to obtain 20 minutes. I said 
. would be bo difficulty, I was certain, so far as the Demo 
side was concerned, and I thought it could be arranged 
it difficulty with the Republican Members. Negotiations 
munediately started which would have brought about an 
ent by which that much time would have been given to 
ntleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock], an equal amount 
of tune to the Democratic side of the House, and a similar 
unt of time to the Republican side, as the gentieman from 
husetts [Mr. GarpNer] had made an exhaustive exami- 
of the subject and desired to present it to the House. 
rhe gentleman from Kansas then notified me that it was im- 
ossible to carry out the arrangement; that those associated 
) him would not consent to any agreement for time, but pro- 
o<ed to offer the resolution which would prevent the oath of 
nee being administered to Mr. Youne and then demand the 
us question upon it. I called his attention to the fact 
the effect of such procedure, if adopted, would be not only | 
nt off all debate, but to prevent me from offering the resolu- | 
tion which I had prepared as a substitute. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I have only five minutes, but I will 
Mr. MURDOCK. I understood that if the substitute which | 
the gentleman was going to offer was not discussed and the 


evious question was ordered, that after the previous question 
wrdered there would be 40 minutes’ debate. 

FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Kansas notified 
me that the previous question would be ordered, and I warned 
him that if his associates persisted in that course I should ask | 


t 


‘ House to vote down the previous question, and I would then 


\Ir 


offer the resolution which I had prepared, which would per- 
mit the gentleman from Michigan to take the oath. I said 1 | 
would then explain the situation, and as the gentleman had | 


ited a desire not to debate when my statement was made, 


I would demand the previous question and cut off himself and 
issociates. With that information the gentleman and 
associates offered their resolution and demanded the pre- 


s question. It was voted down, ‘and I offered the substi- 
tute. Then, Mr. Chairman, in language which I consider mild, | 
[ characterized the attempt of the gentleman from Kansas 
ttle the House, after he had for several years been de- 

ing me on the Chautauqua lecture circuit as a party to 
i plan to throttle the House and to prevent the adoption of 
rules which would permit the individual Members to exercise 
their rights. I denounced him because of his attempt upon 
the very initiation of his activities as a leader of a new party 
to throttle and gag the House upon so important a question as | 
to whether a Representative, with a certificate properly au- | 


to thre 
to thi 





eiticated by the officials designated by the statute and with- 
out any disqualification alleged, should be permitted to take 
he oath of office. 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 
Mr. MURDOCK. If the previous question had been ordered 


on that day, then under the rules of the House would not we 
have had 40 minutes of debate? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at all. 
hot then been adopted. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I think the Speaker so ruled on that day. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. He did not. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 


The rules of the House bad 


“a on yesterday the gentleman from Texas [Mr, Henry] 
nee in a rule, discussed the rule, and then moved the pre- 


us question, and yet there was 40 minutes’ debate after that. 
__ Mr. PI 'ZGERALD. The rule specifically provides that upon 
oi ‘uestion upon which there has been no debate, if the pre- 
aan ee be ordered, there shall be 40 minutes of debate 
a Py divided, but this was at a time before the organization 
eee House, before the adoption of the rules, when, as has 
ae repeatedly held by the Speakers of the House, we were 
samme Pes general parliamentary law. It was only 
were folle _two peculiar and extraordinary decisions, which 
pau ae by Mr. Speaker Crark, that the gentleman was 
hee on that day to make his motion to recommit the 

Ss with instructions to report them with certain amendments. 


L—94 
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No one has ever gone so far as to hold that every particular 
rule of the House is in force under such conditions, except the 
one rule, that of the hour’s limitation in debate. The gentle 
man knew, because I clearly stated what the effect would be, 
just what would happen if the course suggested by him was 
followed. I know that criticism has been heaped upon the gen 
tleman and his assocfates since that opening day for their at 
tempt to throttle the House. I know their anxiety to be relieved 
from that criticism, and I know the facts. 

Mr. Speaker, I remember that the gentleman from Kan 
{Mr. Murpock] delivered a lecture at some place in New Jersey, 
in which he spoke of the night of March 14, 1909. Tle described 


Sis 


how he looked out of the window of his office in the House Office 
Building and watched the light burning all night in the room of 
the Speaker of this House, where he charged the Speaker and 
myself as the representative of Tammany Hall were plotting 
and scheming to prevent the House from reforming rules; 
and I know, because I looked it up, that the gentleman's offi 

was so situated at that time that he could not even s¢ he Capi 


tol from the window of his office. [Laughter.] And I was not 


| in the Speaker's office that night nor at any time for several 
weeks prior to that time, and I had no conference with 1 

Speaker at any time about changes in the rules. I was not a 
member of Tammany Hall nor was I its representative, but at 
the time I was engaged in a bitter controversy with that o l 
zation. Yet the gentleman made that statement about nx n 


endeavor to impeach my character and reputation as a Member 
of this House while I was here attending to my official dutie 
and while he was off on the Chautauqua circuit delivering these 
lectures for pay. I do not propose that any Member shall es« 
the responsibility for his actions in this House, and | 


ibe 


propose at 


every opportunity to fasten upon the genileman and those of his 
associates in his new party who are responsible the responsibil 
ity for their attempt to throttle this House on its opening day 


upon the most important question that could come before it 
the right of a Member with a certificate issued by the proper 
officials, duly certified, without alleging disqualification 
founded either in the Constitution, the law of the country, or 
the practices of the House, to have the oath of office 
tered to him, that the House might be organized 
people represented. I am not surprised the ge 
to escape responsibility for his actions. I pr 
not do so if I can help it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
New York has expired. 


any 


admniini 
and the 


wishes 


so 
itlem 
se 


n 
that he s 


1) 


| hall 


The time of the gentleman from 


Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for four minutes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I had an hour, and I wil) 
yield the gentleman four minutes, 

Mr. BARTLETT. But the gentleman did not reserve his 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman did not reserve 


the remainder of his time. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask woanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Michigan have five minutes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 


| has made a request. 


Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, IT would like to have 
the request of the gentleman from Wisconsin also granted 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
{[Mr. Coorer] asks unanimous consent to address the House 


for 
tive minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I am indebted to the gent 
man from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON] and to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Youne] for their courtesy. I have listened, as 
have all others here, with close attention to the proceedings 
this afternoon, beginning with the speech of the gentlem fron 
Michigan [Mr. Youna]. The action taken by the gentlema 
from Michigan is in entire accord with what for some time I 
have thought he would decide to do. I say this because of a 
conversation I had with him last December shortly after we 


returned to this city for the opening of the ses 


sion of Congress. 


I met him, and, after the customary greetings, remarked that 
I had read of the result of the election in his district, and then 
inquired who it was that had defeated him. He said a man ay 


the name of MacDonald. I expressed my surprise and said that 
I had supposed him to be sure of reelection. ‘* Wel!,” he, 
“it is the fortune of war, I suppose.” I understand that he said 
the same thing to other gentlemen, one being the ventieman 
from Ohio [Mr. Wiis]; that is, that he had been defen 

When a few minutes ago he announced his resignation it 
minded me of what I saw on this floor a few years ago. when 
Mr. Joun F. SHarrorH, now United States Senator from Colo 


said 


ted 
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rado, rose after the testimony taken in a contested-election case 
in which he was the contestee bad been printed, and sald: 

I am convinced, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House— 

This is, in substance, bis statement to the House— 
that although I have the certificate to a seat here, I am not entitled to 
it, and I resign. 

He delivered an effective speech, as did the gentleman from 
Michigan, but he resigned. ‘The contestant received the cer- 
tificate. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. No; he did not. 

Mr. COOVER. My understanding is that the contestant re 
eeived the certificate and succeeded Mr. SHAFROTH in the 
House. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. He was seated. 

Mr. COOPER. Well, he was seated. 

The resignation of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] 
does him credit. 

It so happens that I have had a slight connection with this 
contest. The papers in the case were sent to me by the con- 
testant’s attorney, a resident of the city of Milwaukee, with a 
request that I make personal service of them on the gentleman 
from Michigan, and do this immediately. Accordingly, after 
looking them through, I sent my secretary over to make the 
delivery to the contestee in person, and also to the Clerk of the 
House, and then to make and file the necessary affidavit of 
personal service. 

This is ali the connection that I have had with the case. I 
say this in justice to myself, because of some things that have 
been reported as te my baving taken an active part in this 
mutter. I took ne part at all, except that, when the papers 
were sent me by a personal friend, I did what I have nar- 
rated; nothing mere. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, tn reference to what 
the gentleman from Wisconsin has just said, I stated in my 
remarks just now that it was not until the 10th day of Decem- 
ber that I learned ef this error in MacDonald’s name in Ontona- 
gon County. My conversation with the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, which I well remember, took place before that time and 
when I supposed that there was no doubt about my defeat in 
any aspect. Now, there is only one thing I want to say a word 
about, because it seems to cast a reflection on the gentlemen 
composing the canvassing board of Ontonagon County. The 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] said that the name of 
an elector whose name was “ Pope” was misspelled upon the 
ballot, but yet the votes were counted for him, although his 
naine appeared as “ Tope,” while this was not done for MacDon- 
ald, it being cited to show, evidently, that there was intentional 
misconduct on the part of the election officials, or, at least, a 
different treatment aceorded to those two gentlemen. The 
trouble with the gentleman from Kansas is that he gets his 
facis from the pleadings in the case and has never looked at the 
evidence. In the first place, that canvassing board was com- 
posed of one Republican, one Progressive, and one Democrat, 
and they all unitedly signed that report. 

How did it come that the votes east for this elector, whose 
real name was Pope, were certified as being for “ Pope” while 
his name was printed on the ballot as “ Tope”? In this way, 
as the evidence shows: All of the blanks for making returns of 
election were printed by State authority and sent to the dif- 
ferent election boards in the various precincts. On those blanks 
were printed the names of the electors, because they were 
known. They did not print upon the blanks the name of the 
candidate for Congress or anything beneath that on the tickets. 
These precinct election boards, every one of them, certified to 
the county canvassing board that these vetes were cast for 
“Pope” and not “ Tope.” They so certified because the name 
appeared as “ Pope” on their printed form, and they did not go 
behind it. 

Not one of them seems to have noticed that difference, but 
MacDonald's name they had to write, and they wrote it from 
the ballot. The board of county canvassers certified all the 
names to the State canvassing board in the exact way such 
hames were certified to them by the various boards of election 
in the different preeinets, and that is al) there is to that. 

Now, just one word as to the case cited by Mr. Hinesaven. 
If he had looked through the reports a little further, in Michigan 
he would have found that in a later case—I think it is im the 
ease of the People against O’Neal, in the Sixty-third Michigan, 
where this Jochim case is referred to—it is stated by the court 
that the opinion in that case was very brief, but all that really 
was decided was that a middle letter was no part of a man's 
name legally, as has been the decision of nearly every court in 
the United States and England. The case of Jochim has no 
bearing on the present case, and the law in the present case is 
what I have stated it to be. My only purpose in referring to 
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this matter at all is to show that all the officials and tho «, 
preme Court of Michigan acted in perfect good faith - f 
exact accordance with the law of Michigan, notwiths: 

the mendacious attacks made upon them by unscrupu!; 
ticians and reckless newspapers. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois {Mr 
asks for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think perhaps it is only 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] for me jo 
word, although I had not intended to do so. The gentieion 
from Michigan talked with me regarding this case almos; 
diately after the statement was made in the newspapers that 
the certificate had been or would be issued to him. He ta|koq 
with me in regard to it several times, and told me that hoe did 
not intend to hold the seat or to make any effort to hold it. | 
said to the gentleman when he first came to me that I did ) it 
see what he could do except to keep still. They could not “le 
a certificate te Mr. MacDonald, and I was inclined to think per. 
haps, although I was not certain, that it might make it more 
difficult for Mr. MacDonald to carry on his contest if Mr. You xq 
had meanwhile sent his resignation to the governor 
anything of that sort. 

As I understand, there is some question as to the right of 
Mr. MacDonald to a seat in reference to a construction of the 
publicity; but whether there is in fact or not I do not know, ang 
what the construction would be I do not undertake 
sut Mr. Youne informed me several times that he wisiy 
get this matter before the House and explain it t! 

did that just before he was sworn in; he did that very sly 
after he was sworn in, and I must say I think he exhibit 
siderable patience. And, throwing a bouquet at myself, I thin 
I have exhibited some patience in keeping still while so | 
statements were being made which were somewhat de: 

to Mr. Youna. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? Certainly the 
gentleman does not mean to say that I intended to say anyt! 
derogatory of Mr. Youne? 

Mr. MANN, I am not referring to anything in the [louse 
at all. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
which I have said. 

Mr. MANN. I referred to what I have seen in the press of 
of the country; but I will say that I did not see much of i 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


A. 


Ul ue 


, 


I intended nothing of the kind in anything 


a 


Mr. CLAYTON. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock a: 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, May 
1918, at 12 o’clock m. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and ! 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FERRIS: Resolution (H. Res. 102) referring t) 
(H. R. 4928) for the relief of the Iowa Tribe of Indians 
homa to the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Ind 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDQUIST: A bill (H. R. 4981) providing f 
labeling, marking, and tagging of all fabrics and leather gooc 
as hereinafter designated, and providing for the fumigat! 
same; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Cou 

3y Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 4982) defining wi 
imitation and carbonated wines; for preventing adu!ter!v! 
and misbranding of wines; for imposing a tax upon ane 
lating the sale of imitation wines; for regulating 
commerce and foreign trade therein, and for other purposes: 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 4983) granting an 
equivalent to $50 per month to officers and enlisted nv 
United States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps who have at! 
the age of 60 years, and have been or may hereafter be 1\\ 
medals of honor for gallantry and heroism involving <reat 
sonal peril, and authorizing the President of the United ©"'™ 
to make rules and regulations for carrying the act ito chr’: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 4984) granting pens! 
blind sons and danghters of ex-Union soldiers ; to the ‘ 
on Invalid Pensions. A i 

By Mr. MAHAN: A bill (H. R. 4985) to provide for the pu 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building there? ® 
Danielson, in the State of Connecticut; to the Commit'¢ 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


oe 
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py. Mr. FRENCH: A bill (CH. BR. 4986) authorizing the sale 

4. within the Coeur d@Alene Indian Reservation to the 
ty of Idaho; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Y rLOGD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4987) to provide 


coustruction, maintenance, and improvement of post 
i rura 
, of the National Government and the several States 
such post roads or rural delivery routes may be estab- 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


NORTON: A bill (I. R. 4988) to provide for the dis- | 


of certain lands in the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, 


tek.: to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
- elause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
ineed and severally referred as follows: 
AINEY: A bill (H. R. 4989) .granting a pension to 
rovid Il. Gould; to the Committee on Pensions. 


\NDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4990) granting a pension 
Grulkowski, widow of Paul Grulkowski; to the Com- 
Le} 
PBOWDLE: A bill (H. R. 4991) granting a pension to 
\ieManus: to the Committee on Pensions. 
i bill (AL R. 4992) granting a pension to George McC. 
the Committee on Pensions. 
CURRY: A bill CH. R. 4993) granting an increase of 
to William C. Edgman; to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. 


islOnSs, 


j | 
iy 


i { 


KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 4994) granting a pension to 
Emily E. Marcher; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 4995) directing the Secretary of War to 
ind muster out Newton Boughn; to the Committee on 
A $ pr< 
ir. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 4996) granting an increase 
n to William Woolf; to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 4997) for the relief of 
y of Boone, State of Missouri; to the Committee on 

uims 
By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 4998) granting a pension to 
fhomas M. Carew Birmingham; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4999) granting a pension to Rutherford 
Kinback: to the Committee on Pensions. 

i bill (H. R. 5000) granting a pension to Mark Powers; 
ie Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5001) granting a pension to William Kral; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5002) granting 
Simacek; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 5003) granting a 
Gardner; to the Committee on Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 5004) granting a pension to Catherine 
Leach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Iso, a bill CH. R. 5005) granting a pension to Lydia A. Hib- 
{; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, a bill (H. R. 5006) granting a pension to Charity Al- 
ward Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5007) granting a pension to Emma Hiles; 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (HL R. 5008) granting a pension to Susan J. 
Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, a bill CHL. R. 5009) granting a pension to Carrie Willett 
Yates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5010) granting a pension to Sarah I. 


a pension to Charles 


pension to Andrew §S. 


4 ’ 
AISO, a 


to ft} 
> the 








Sinith ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 5011) granting a pension to George Wal- 
ters, sr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


4 


_Also, a bill CH. R. 5012) granting a pension to Tabitha PB. 
Goodrow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


wert a bill (H. R. 5013) granting a pension to Lucy B. 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


4 
ALIS 


Cieac ae bill CH. R. 5014) granting an increase of pension to 

scar E. Bartlett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

t ae bill (H. R. 5015) granting an increase of pension 

; iets Erit; to the Committee on Pensions. 

to Joly yell CH. R. 5016) granting an increase of pension 
Ul in W. Grewell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PR a bil! (H. R. 5017) granting an increase of pension 
shee at Snider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Beare bill (Hi. R. 5018) granting an increase of pension to 

"Ales e Thornton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

: eon a bill (H. R. 5019) granting an increase of pension to 
“irtin L. Pembleton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
(H. R. 5020) granting an increase of pension to 

Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill 
Thomas ©, 
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5021) granting an increase of pension to 


| Also, a bill (H. R. 
| Andrew W. Sponsler ; 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 5022) granting an increase of pension to 
| John A. Hodgin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5023) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (A. R. 5024) granting an increase of per to 
| William I. Webster: to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5025) granting an increase of pe 1 to 
| Harlan Hadley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5026) granting an in se of pension to 
William H. Crane; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5027) granting an i ease of pen 1 to 
Clayton Bargar; to the Committee on In\ is 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5028) granting an in of me 1 to 
| Nelson M. Ferguson; to the Committee on In d Pensic 
} Also, a bill (H. R. 5029) granting » ine) » of pens ) 
| James W. Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5030) granting an increase « | 1 to 
| Michael Killean: to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5031) granting an increase of pensik to 
| Thomas H. Goodwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5082) granting an increase of pension to 
| Julia A. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5055) granting an increase of pension to 
William Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5084) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver Freel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5035) granting an in of pension to 
William Barker; to the Committee on Invalid 1 i 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5036) granti: in inere of pensi to 
Augustus A. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5087) for the relief of Charles G. Rouse 
to the Committee on War Claims 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5038S) for the relief of Henry A. ¢ 1a 
walt; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5089) for the relief of Martin Hagarity; 


Military Affairs. 
5040) for the relief of James M. 
Military Affairs, 


to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 
to the Committee on 


Brow ” s 





insurance funds in income-tax bill; to the Committee on 
and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of D. F. 
merchants of Bolivar, Ohio, asking for a 
state commerce laws; 


Lash and four other 
in the 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5041) for the relief of Dudley Walton; to 

| the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 5042) granting 
an honorable discharge to Phillip Totten; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

ty Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 5043) to correct the military 
record of James M. Wright; to the Committ on Military 
Affairs, 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petitions of Edward Bei 

se and Robert R. Drouet, of Missouri, against mutual life 


change inte! 


By Mr. BRITTEN; Affidavit to accompany H. R. 4948, grant 
ing a pension to Mary L. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. EAGAN: Petition of members of the Provision Trade 
of the New York Produce Exchange, of New York, N. Y., favor 
ing the placing of live stock on the free list; to the Coniniltee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Men’s League of Woman 
Suffrage of New York, relative to the woman's suffrage parade 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of New York and New Jersey 
Live Stock Exchange, favoring amendment to tly riff bill 
so as to allow live stock entry into United States free of duty; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. HAMILL: Petition of J. Kolas, 165 Hancock Avenue, 


Jersey City, N. J., protesting against including mutual life in 
surance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Albert Ruebe, 172 Belmont Avenue, Jersey 
City, N. J., protesting against including mutual life insurane 
companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of V. Kolar, 1389 Sherman Avenue. Jersey City, 
N. J., protesting against including mutual life insurance com 
panies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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Also, petition of John Schober, 136 Randolph Avenue. Jer- 
sey City, N. J., protesting against including mutual! life insur- 
ance companies in income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also. petition of Henry Julelosh, of Jersey City, N. J., protest- 
ing against ineluding mutual life insurance companies in the 
incometax bill; to the Committee «n Ways and Means. 

Also. petition of Dr. William Meyer, of 436 Clinton Avenue, 
West Hoboken, N. J., favoring the passage of the income-tax 
bill as intreduced ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William J. McCurdy, of New Brunswick, 
N. J., protesting against the taxing of mutual life insurance 
companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Hon. Merritt Lane, of Jersey City, N. J., 
protesting against including mutual life insurance companies in 
the income-tax bill; te the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of James J. Lane, of Jersey City, N. J., protest- 
ing against mutun! life insurance in income-tax bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Mr. Robert F. Hoffmann, of Jersey City, 
N. J., protesting against mutual life insurance in inconmie-tax 
bill; te the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of P. L. Hoaday, of Newark, N. J., protesting 
against imposing a tax on mutual life insurance companies; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Matthew R. MacDermid, of Jersey City, N. J., 
protesting against imposing a tax on mutual life insurance com- 
panies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of George J. Parker, of Jersey City, N. J., pro- 
testing against including mutual life insurance in income-tax 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Alse, petition of Mr. Percy F. Hogan and Mr. John R. Hogan, 
of 373 Pesrl Street, New York, protesting against the taxing of 
mutual life insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means 

Py Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of the members 
of the provision trade of the New York Produce Exchange, 
New York, N. Y., favoring the placing of live stock on the free 
list: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Newark, N. J., favor- 
ing ap amendment to the tariff bill providing for refund of 
duties paid on all raw material; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. LES of Pennsylvania: Petitions of members of Phila- 
delphia Stationers’ Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., against 
passage of House biil 23417, a bill offered in the Sixty-second 
Congress, relative to prices established by manufacturers on 
patented articles; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: Petition of city council of Min- 
neapolis, Minn. favoring Government ownership of telegraph 
and telephone systems; to the Committee on Interstate and 
loreign Commerce, 

By Mr. THACHER: Petition of the Provincetown Board of 
Trade, favoring repeal of exemption clause in the Panama 
Canal act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
inerce, 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of James Lindsay, of Amsterdam, 
N. Y., against the inclusion of life insurance funds in income- 
tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 12, 1913. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

©} Thou God and Father of us all, whose heart is ever respon- 
sive to our needs, out of the deeps we cry unto Thee for faith, 
more faith; hope, more hope; love, more love; that we may lose 
self in Thee, our life, our light, our strength; conserving our 
resources for Thee, since “life is a measure to be filled, not a 
cup to be drained.” 

It is writ “ He that findeth his life shall lose it; and he that 
loseth his life for my sake shall find it.” Thus may we lose, 
thus may we find the Christ spirit, which is life eternal. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, May 10, 1913, 
was read and approved. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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ADJOURNMENT, 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the n 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o'¢} 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. pursuant to tho 
just made, until Thursday, May 15, 1913, at 12 o’ely k 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Pos: 
General, transmitting the claim of David E. Gray. postmaste 
Greeley, Colo., for credit on account of loss by burglary Jy) 
1911, with copies of reports of inspectors and a cummary , 
dence prepared by the Assistant Attorney Geners) of t}. | 
States (H. Doc. No.'47), was taken from the Speiker’s tehle 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Rod , ] 
ordered to be printed. ao 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIATS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXIT, bills. resolutions, and pemorint 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: : 

3y Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4044) to amena 
1244, Revised Statutes: to the Committee on Militery Affairs 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H.R. 5045) to amenq 
an act fixing the compensation of certrin officials in the ener 
service, and for other purpeses: to the Committee on Ex). 
tures in the Treasury Department. 

3y Mr. ROTHERMEL: A bill (HT. R. 5046) to authorize ma 
Secretary of Commerce to acquire for the Government of the 
United States, by condemnation proceedings, the gs works 
plant. and equipment of the Washington Gas Light ¢ : 
used, owned, and employed by ssid company in the mannfectyre 
distribution, and sale of gas for heat, light, and power. or for 
any public use in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5047) to authorize the Secretary of Com- 
merce to acquire for the Government of the Unite? States, by 
condemnation proceedings, the gas works, plant. 2nd equi) 
of the Georgetown Gas Light Co.. now used, owned. and en 
ployed by said company in the manufacture, distribution, and 
sale of gas for heat, light, and power. or for any pull! 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. FRANCTS: A bill (HA. R. 5048) to amend sectior 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to pensions; to the Cou 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 5049) granting 20 working 


days’ leave of absence in each year, without forfeiture of pry 
during such leave. to certain employees of United States 
senals, gun factories, proving grounds, supply stations, and navy 


yards; to the Committee on Military Affoirs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5050) granting pensions to soldiers 
and marines who were confined in Confederate priso: 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5051) prohibiting threats, expressed 
plied, by employers of labor intended or calculated fo infinence 
the political opinions or actions of workmen or employees '0 
presidential elections; to the Committee on Election of Presi 
dent, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5052) fixing the time for election of Rep 
resentatives and Delegates in Congress and for the appo' ent 
of electors of President and Vice President of the United States; 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, on! 
Representatives in Congress. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5053) granting to postal employees of the 
United States the right to receive from it compens:tion - 
injuries sustained in the course of their employment; to '° 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5054) to regulate the method of direct": 
the work of Government employees; to the Commiitee 00 Khe 
form in the Civil Service. gh 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5055) to authorize the Great Northem 
Development Co. to construct a dam across the Miss 
River from a point in Scott County, Iowa, to a point in hs 
Island County, Ill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


Also. a bill (H. R. 5056) to direct the Attorney Gener#! © 
take an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States!" 
a decree entered by the district court of the United Sttes ©” 
the district of Delaware in the suit of the United Sites © 
The B. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co. and others. and ¢x _ s 


time for taking such appeal, and for other purposes, 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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ry Mr. HENRY: Resolution (H. Res. 104) amending Rules X 


XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives; to the 


( tree on Rules. 
SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of the Legis- 
of Alaska, in relation to appropriation to complete sur- 


agricultural lands, vicinity of 
the Public Lands. 

request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
to construction of breakwater at the mouth of Snake 
I to the Committee on the Territories. 

o (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
7 the establishment of wireless stations in the valleys 
skokwim, Innokok, and Koyukuk; to the Committee on 


Fairbanks, Alaska; to 


tee on 


(Dy 


» tO 


ns 

tury Affairs. 

“(by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
to ice-breaking bonts for the Bering Sea; to the Com- 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

\lso (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
to placing a bounty on wolves in the Territory of 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

o (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, | 
¢ to changing the law in the matter of appointing regis- 
1 receivers and establishing a land office at Seward, 
Alaska; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
(by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
. to the acquisition of title to homestead lands in the 
ry of Alaska; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
(by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
to the issuance of bonds by the city of Juneau to con- 
§ ind equip a school building; to the Committee on the 
Territartan 
o (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 


* to the transportation of coal in Alaska; to the Commit 
the Territories. 

(by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska. 
! ¢ to an act providing for agricultural entries on coal 


» the Committee on the Public Lands. 


ul 


\lso (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
ve to brown bear and reindeer in Alaska; to the Com 
mittee on the Territories. 

\lso (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
relative to an appropriation for the repair and restoration of 
t tka National Monument and the relics contained therein; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


\lso (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
ve to mileage of members of Alaska Territorial Legisla- 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
(by request), memorial of the Legislature of Aluska, 
tive to a reduction of eable and telegraph tolls over mili- 
lines, ete.: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
(by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
relating to granting Mayflower Island to Douglas City; to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands, 
\lso (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
relative to Alaska Semicentennial Exposition, at Fairbanks, in 
i; to the Committee on Appropriations. 
so (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
ve to opening the Tongass and Chugach Reservations to 
settlers and miners, and revocation of Executive order making 


Aliso 


re 


Aleutian Islands a Government reservation; to the Committee 
c he Publie Lands, : 

\lso (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, 
re e to the building of a wagon road from Skagway to the 
summit of White Pass; to Committee on the Territories. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of New 
M tico, relative to the celebration of the opening of the great 
Rio Grande irrigation project and invitations of the Republic 


of Mexico; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Oklahoma, 
relitive to the requirement of the homestead laws; to the Com- 
Tiittee on the Publie Lands. 

\!so (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the Terrt- 
a of Alaska, calling attention to the menace to navigation of 
® wreck of the steamer Portland at the entrance to Katella 


{ 


- ver and reef thereat, asking that the wreck and reef be re- 
7 ed; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
, iso (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the Terri- 


i yl oA asking that the location and entry of oil lands 

the mas cn be allowed in the same manner as allowed prior to 

a resident's order of November 10, 1910, withdrawing said 

<a from entry; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

a Now a request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 

eae exico, requesting Congress to pass an act to provide 
1€ purchase of all land grants in New Mexico, and take 
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other steps mentioned to make l nds avi ble for ust l 
occupation; to the Committee on the Pub Lands 

Also (by request), memorial t Legis re of New York, 
asking that Congress utho et t » ¢ he two bottles! Ss 
to be constructed this venr be b e Broo i Navy Yard 
to the Committee on Naval Afi 

Also (by request), me! ! s re of Mas hu 
setts relative to n i ‘ ! c ution of the 
United States prohib x the practice of polygamy; to the 
Committee on the J 

Also (by request), 1 ! » Legislature of the State 
of Massachuse t { to iil forests; to the Com 
mittee on Agri 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of R XX i ! nd rt luti ; 
were introd ! and severa re red as follows 

By Mr. BELL of C rnia: A bil H. R. 5057) grat i 
pension to Gilbert Van Vorce: to the Committee on Pensio 

By Mr. BROWN Ne a ! {iR O58) for 
relief of Gattleib Sel t 1d Maurice D. Hig is, ard for 
relief of the hei: l f Wi m | 
hammer rd \ ( ttee on Ch 

By Mr. CLARK of ‘ \ (H. R 9) 

a pension to Jol a 2 e U {tee on in l 
Pensions 

By Mr. FORDNEY A |} ] rR. 5000) intine nension 
to M: ry EK. Johnson to ft n ff S 

By Mr. GORMAN: A bill (H.R pe 
| John L. Lutz: to the ¢ nitte I d i 

By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 5062) for the ef of John 
Dennis: to the Committ on Military Aft Ss 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5065) for t relief of Andrew Wurste1 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5064) for the relief of Wi M 0 
the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (11. R. 5065) for the relief of George J. Shaffe1 
to the Committee on Military Affair 

Also, a bill (H R, 5006) f é f of Edward Shufeld 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of John C. D oO 
the Committee oun Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5068) for tl ef of Oliver Lew 
Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (TI. R OO) f f ief of George H ’ ( 
to the Committee on Military Affa 

Also, a bill (H. R. 50 fe l relief of Charles W. Ta 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

lso, a bill (H. RR. 5071) for relief of John D, Moon 
the Committee on Military Affair 

Also, a bill (H. R. A072) r the relief of Charles Christ i 
Melchert; to tl co M tary lai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5078) f ] Miel Hk. Me 
to the Committee on M rs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5074) for the relief of Ella G. Richter, 
daughter of Henry W. Ric! to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5075) for the relief of George A. Smith: to 
the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5076) for the relief of James F, Gor 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5077) for the relief of Benjamin F. Dye: 
to the Committee on Cl : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5078) for the relief of Charles C. Bi l 
to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bil! (Hi. R. 5079) for the relief of Mar Abe 
Committee ou Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5080) for the rv of A. D. ¢ n ) 
Committee on Claims 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5081) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
Thomas; to the Committee on Cliims. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 5082) to y Charles Max Wittig $500 back 
bounty; to the Committee on ¢ ms 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5083) granting a pension to William M. 
Wilson; to the Committ Pe ms 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5084) granting a pension to Mary A. Kile; 


to the Committee on Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5085) granting a pension to Marie O 
Burnett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5086) granting a pension to George W. 
Sagley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5087) granting a pension to Albert 5S 


Allen; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5088) granting a pension to Phoebe A. Lud- 
wick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5089) granting a pension to Mary Gulden- 
zoph; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5090) granting a pension to Michael Mc- 
Inery; te the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5091) granting a pension to Rachel Thomp- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5092) granting a pension to Susan F. 
Nelson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5093) granting a pension to Sophia W. 
Sterrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5094) granting a pension to Amanda 
Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5095) granting a pension 
Grant; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5096) granting a pension to Charlotte E. 
Coplan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5097) granting a pension to Pauline R. 
Wolf; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5098) granting a pension to Jacob Shaffer ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5099) granting a pension to Paul Kemp- 
ter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5100) granting a pension 
Ashby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5101) granting a pension to J. A. Me- 
Loskey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5102) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah Kelley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5103) granting an increase of pension to 
Gottlieb Strahle; to the Committee on Pensions. 


to Amanda 


to Julia M. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5104) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah M. Brewer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5105) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin McLaughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5106) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5107) granting an increase of pension to 


Samuel P. Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5108) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Erwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5109) granting an increase of pension 
Arabella L. McElravy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 5110) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Notley James; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 5111) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 5112) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. McCune; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) granting an increase of pension 
Herman F. Bonorden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5114) granting an increase of pension 
Jeanette Owen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 6115) granting an increase of pension 
William Ernst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5116) granting an increase of pension 
GC. F. Regnier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


to 


to 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5117) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Rowan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Runyan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5119) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert P. Butler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5120) granting an increase of pension to 
Columbus C. Bigbee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5121) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. O’Neil; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5122) granting an increase of pension to 


Rufus W. Rosenberger: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5123) granting an increase of pension to 
Esek B. Chandler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5124) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin W. Mathis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5125) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Wilson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 5126) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. Bodman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 5127) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary J. Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 5128) granting a 
pension to A. A. Robinson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5129) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward C. Franklin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5130) granting an increase of pension to 
Orion P. Howe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5131) granting an increase of pension 
Laura D. Sternberg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5132) to correct the military recor) ,¢ 
Erastus Coyle; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers , 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of James I... ) 
Labadie, Mo., protesting against including mutual life 
ance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Comm 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Papers to accompany bill (H. rR 
granting a pension to Telka Guelkouski; to the Com: 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of members of the provision {) ’ 
the New York Produce Exchange, New York, N. Y., f 
placing live stock on the free list; to the Committee 
and Means. 

sy Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of R. L. Mishler, Ta: 

Pa., and Paul M. Hahn, protesting against including 
life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to 1 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAPES: Petition of the Women’s Home M 
Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Grand | 
Mich., favoring the passage of legislation making }» 
lawful; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Business Trades Council, Gr 
Mich., asking that the eight-hour law be extended 
employees working on Government grants and franc! 
the Committee on Labor. 





SENATE. 
Turspay, May 13, 1910. 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 

Prayer by Rev. W. V. Tudor, D. D., of the city of W 

THOMAS B. Carron, a Senator from the State of N: 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last w 
approved. 

REPORTS OF SECRETARY OF SENATE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate : 
tion dated March 13, 1913, from the former Sec 
Senate, transmitting, pursuant to law, a full and 
count of all property, including stationery, bel 
United States in his possession on the 13th day of M 
(S. Doc. No. 25), which, with the accompanying | 
dered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication 
7, 1913, from the former Secretary of the Senate, 1 
pursuant to law, a full and complete statement of | 
and expenditures of the Senate, showing in detail t 
expense under proper appropriations, the aggre: 
and exhibiting the exact condition of all public mon: 
paid out, and remaining in his possession from J 
until March 18, 1918 (S. Doc. No. 26), which, wit! 
panying papers, was ordered to lie on the table 
printed. _ 













RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 

tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in res 
resolution of the ist instant, certain information 
ihe nature and character of the duties that retired « 
the United States Army may be detailed to perfo 
existing laws, regulations, and orders (S. Doc. No. 2 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 














PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memo 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was ref 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be print 
Recorp, as follows: 









DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERI 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRICT = ALA 
Juned 
Unitrep States or America, Territory of Alaska, ss: 


I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alask.. 
certify that the annexed copy is a true and complete tri! 
house joint memorial No. 24 of the Alaska Territorial! Lesis 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and» 
great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 2d day of May, A. I). 1° 

[SEAL.] Wa. L. Drsi 

Secretary of 
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House joint memorial 24. Resolved by the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska now asser 
CLAR SESSION OF THE LEGISLATURE OF THE TERRITORY oF | Lled, That we respectfully petition the Senate and House of Representa 
ALASKA. sy of the United States In Congress assembled to allow the location 
J " and entry of oi! lands in the same manner as allowe rior he 
norable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United | ; = : ra 1 to the 


| President's order of November 10, 1910 
in Conoress assembled: 








| Further resolved, That a copy hereof be sent to the Presid t of the 
memorialists, the senate and the house of representatives of the United States, the President of the United States Senate. ; -er 
of Alaska, respectfully represent that- of the United States House of Representatives, and the H A 
he city of Fairbanks, in the Territory of Alaska, 1s situated | Wickersnam, Delegate to Congress from Alaska, 
; ter of a great placer and quartz mining district; and Passed the house April 17, 1913. 
1 the agricultural possibilities of the great valley through EARNEST R. Count 
the Tanana and Yukon Rivers flow are just being recognized Speaker of the 
ing known to the people; and Attest: 
s it has been decided by the people of the city of Fairbanks R . 
n the year 1917 in celebration of the 50 years of the Territory Chief Clerk the } 
4 ka aS a part of the United States a great exposition is to be Passed the senate April 19, 1913. 
1, to be known as the “Alaska Semicentennial Exposition”; and rv. Ra 
\ it is purposed to advertise said semicentennial exposition most Pres st of the & 
throughout the United States and elsewhere; and Attest: 
\ the said exposition will be of great benefit to the entire Ter- 4 C1 
y of Alaska, and a a9 See ps —— ere I Chief Clerk of t 
vs way of bringing people from a yarts of the world to the —— an ee Aneemers Servtiece af Alaal ; 
n Heart” of the Territory, thus exhibiting to them the great Unrzup Statns ’ 7 ee 7 vse y — ‘ _ », 6 ee 
lities in mining, agriculture, and other industries; and I, \ iitiiam L. Distin, secretary of the Territory fA ! ’ 
the Hon. JAMeS WICKERSRAM, Delegate to Congress from | certity that the a® ve and fore ing Is a true ar 1 complete copy of 
ka. has introduced into the House of Representatives of the | house joint memortal 14 of the A 1 Territorial | 
I ed States a bill providing for an appropriation to assist in de- In testimony whereof I have here into set my hand and aft i 
f ne the expenses of the said Alaska Semicentennial Exposition: | steat seal of Alaska, at Juneau, this 29th day of A A. D. 191 
w, therefore, [SBAL.] Ws. L. D :, 
Your memorialists most respectfully pray that you will be pleased to Secretary of Al 
( ier and act favorably upon the appropriation for said Alaska The VICE PRESIDENT presented a foint resolution ad 1 
ntennial Exposition as asked for by the said Delegate to the | by the Territorial Leaielature oom: a : 
ri of Representatives from Alaska: Be it ly the ferritorial Legisiature of Alaska. which w 
lived, That a copy hereof be transmitted to the President of the | the Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed i 
Senate of the United States; to the Speaker of the House of Repre- | Recorp, as follows: 
sentatives; to the Hon. James WicKerRSHAM, Delegate to the House of ail . it . 
Representatives ; to the honorable the Secretary of the Interior; and to Senate joint resolution 6 
the honorable the Secretary of Commerce of the United States. IN THRE SENATE, TERRITORY Or ALASKA, I g 
Passed the house April 25, 1913. cece . 7 Whereas there was created by Executive order during ft! very ‘ 4 
Earnest B. COLLINS, of the Taft administration a reservation consist t n 
Speaker of the House. group of the Aleutian Islands, in Alaska, for the fi 
‘ t: = The propagation of fur-bearing 1ima dee f id 
Barry Keown, Theres e » islands are several thousand re ft 
Chief Clerk of the House. ae = group of islands ar al ! ! 
Passed the senate April 26, 1913. Whereas it Is our opinion that no new reservation should be created in 
L. V. Ray, Alaska except for strong affirmative reasons showing that sueh 1 
President of the Senate. ervation would inure to ft! reater benefit of the peop! and 
Whereas it does not appear that this reservation Is r ssary for tl 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the purposes mentioned above, for if such reservation it ' 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the eceaed a an it would require but a very ema | portion of 1 vast 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rec- —o 60 COVER the Sequerements Gf ench ite pro} 
( as follows: Whereas we assume that the Government of 1 State t 
Senate joint memorial 22. going to take up the propagation of fur-be: imals on a 





> rely asis: and 
IN THE Senate, TERRITORY OF ALASKA, First Session. _mert ial basis; and ; : 
7 a Whereas we also assume that It is not going into any business of that 
To the honorable the President, the Senate, and the House of Repre- kind except for the propagation and preservation of the speci nd 
tatires of the United States: Whereas the reindeer project has been operated under the Department 
We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, do of the Interior for many years and has prospered under that mana 
respectfully submit to your consideration the following facts: _ment ; and , ; ; 
the larger portion of the Territory of Alaska is now well pro- | Whereas the propagation of fish requires but small areas for buildings 
i with cables, land lines, and wireless stations for the rapid trans- and hatcheries near the mouths of streams; and 
I on of messages: Whereas a very few square miles in the aggregate would cover every 


it all such means of communication are owned by the Federal Gov- requirement for the purposes set forth tn the Execnti order; and 


ernment, except one wireless station situated in the town of Iditarod; | Whereas the Territory ts so sparsely populated that birds are as . 
it the Kuskokwim, Innoko, and Koyukuk Valleys are being de- protected on the lands not reserved as they would be on Gov 

’ d and opened up at a rapid rate and bid fair to become important _Feservations; and ; ae 6 

, n the progress and advancement of our Territory ; Whereas all game In Alaska would be amply protected if the pr nt 


hat all portions of said three valleys are hundreds of miles distant 
ny telegraph station; and 

rhat a number of lives and much property have been lost, many and 

I of which might have been saved had there been any means of 


game laws, which are practically under the control of the gov 

of Alaska, were fully enforced: Therefore t 

Resolved by the Senate of the Legislature of the Territ 1 of Alaska 
(the House concurring’, That tt is the sense of this | slative body 









rapid communication. that the Executive order withdrawing this vast territory of several 
In view of these facts, we respectfully suggest that the Congress of thousand square miles from the use of the settler and prospector should 
the United States provide for the establishment of one wireless siation | be revoked, or at least cut down to a few square miles in favorable 
at some convenient point in each of the said three valleys, and that | localities: And be it further ; : 
such stations, when established, be placed and remain under the man- | ,, Resolved. That it is the sense of this body that, owing to the fact 
Sgement of the Signal Corps of the United States Army. er ee ene Se OC Re. pradiien ur 
I ur me ete : , . o e rove en " 1 ni sta s 9 «C6OTeser’ t ’ mn re ! 
Passed ae ae April 22 12. annovance to the prospector, miner, and settler the \ f i 
’ ’ I r Ray be thrown open for the general use of the pr r iner, ] 
~ er settler: And further 
Passed the house April 26, 1913 ee re Resolved, That the secretary of the Territory of Alaska be instructed 
: Ap am oe Earnest B. Couns to forward certified copies of this resolution to the following (one to 
E " Seesker of the Ifouse the President of the United States, one to ¢ Secret of f Int 
; Unirep 8 > =P 5 7 one to the Secretary of Agriculture, one to t I) to | ‘ 
ITED STATES oF AmpriIca, Territory of Alaska, sa: from Alaska, one to the honorable the Senate of t ; Stat cl 
conte liam L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby | one to the honorable the House of Representatives ' 
> y that the above and foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy Adopted by the senate April 10, 1915. 
Senate joint memorial 22 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. - a ee 
ort —imony whereof I have hereunto set my band and affixed the : — Mm ene ¢ ¢ 
, eal of Alaska at Juneau this 28th day of a A. D, 1913, Adopted by the house April —, 1915 *s Ta 
(SEAL, ] Wa. L. Distin, I ee a iad 
Secretary of Alaska, — == 
he VIom — z STaTre America, Territ of Alaska 
? (he VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the re aoe = a ” : ee ae Seat rg 
erritoria ~ . am tL. istin, secretary o e rritor ( ’ f » herevy 
C rial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the certify that the above and foregoing 1 true, f | correct copy of 
- ‘tee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the | senate joint resolution No. 6 of the Alaska Territorlal | latur 
‘\ECORD, as follows: In testimony whereof [I have hereunto set my | 1 and affixed the 
reat seal of Alaska this 26th day of April, A. PD. 1913 
s House jolnt memorial 14. . (seal ] ' Wa. L. Distin 
‘ the ‘ene ‘ 7 ; lec y ; 
ao nate ond House of Representatives of the United States of Secretary of Alaska 
Your meneyiaticas, G05" atten f th ' The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memori of tl 
ot waite sts, the Legisiature of the Territory of Alaska, do | mopeienri. sailed si allie ts al 
= it respectfully and earnestly request. that— y Territorial Le gislature of Alaska, which was referred to 
" thdrew feo aan 10, 1910, the President of the United States | Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in t 
Whew entr. 


y all oil lands in the District of Alaska; and Recorp, as follows: 


; ae pr 
rot Alaska 2 ame. af illuminating oil in the Territory House joint memorial 5. 


Ghee er are large known areas of oil lands of superior quality ; and | To the Senate and House of Daprecentasives of the United States of 
i s 7 . 


“Dereas tl 

















necessary, in order that the la t attached America in Congress assembler 

to t rge expense cost attachec 

160 scree epecting and developing of oil land, an area of at least Your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, do 
allowed as an associate placer location: It is therefore | most respectfully and earnestly represent that— 











1494 


Whereas the Sitka National Monument, located at Sitka in the Territory 
of Alaska, is one of the most beautiful and interesting attractions 
seen by hundreds of tourists who annually visit Alaska, contains 18 
splendid specimens of aboriginal totem poles, and is the scene of the 
battle in which the Russians captured southeastern Alaska from the 
native tribes, incidentally preventing the acquisition of this country 
by Great Britain and thus estopping its subsequent acquirement by 
the United States, and this reservation is of scientific value on ac- 
count of being covered with second-growth timber of 100 years’ stand- 
ing: and 

Whereas said Sitka National Monument and the relics of aboriginal 
life thereon are worthy of preservation for the education and edifica- 
tion of future generations; and 

Wher said Sitka National Monument and the relics 
state of poor repair and dilapidation : Therefore be it 





there 


are ina 


Resolved by the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, That we 
respectfully and earnestly petition the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled to 


appropriate the sum of $5,000, said sum to be expended in the repair 
and restoration of the Sitka National Monument and the relics of 
aboriginal life contained there; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy hereof be sent to the President of the United 
States, the President of the United States Senate, and the Speaker of 
the United States House of Representatives. 

Passed the house April 17, 1913. 

EARNEST B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 


- ™ BARRY KEOWN, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 
Passed the senate April 23, 1913. 
L. V. Ray, 
President of the Senate. 
Unitrep STares or AMBeRICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 


I. William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
certify that the above and foregoing is a true and complete copy of 
house joint memorial No. 5 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal ef Alaska at Juneau this 29th day of April, A. D. 1913. 

[ SEAL. ] Wa. L. DISTIN, 

Secretary of Alaska. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution adopted 
by the Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred 
to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


louse joint resolution 9. 
REGULAR SESSION OF THE 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA. 

To the Congress of the United States: 

The Legislature of the Territory of Alaska hereby memorializes your 
honorable body, and represents: 

I. That at the entrance io Katalla River the wreck of the steamer 
Portland is a menace to navigation, and by reason of its presence at 
such place the navigation of said channel by small boats is rendered 
difficult and at times hazardous. 

Il. That if said channel is cleared of said wreck the result will be 
to facilitate navigation between Katalla and the oil fields near by, and 
Cordova and other towns where shipments are now made by means 
of light-draft vessels of the products of said oil fields. 

IIf. That im order to increase said shipping facilities the small reef 
which extends into the channel near the said wreck, and which reef 
is exposed at low tide, should also be destroyed, as the combined 
influence of said reef and the wreck of the steamer Portland is a 
menace to navigation and has resulted in loss of life. 

IV. That in the vicinity of the entrance to said Katalla River, what 
is known as Ocalee Channel leads from the Pacific Ocean to Con- 
troller Bay, and in order to make access to said Controller Bay safe 
for seagoing vessels the said channel should be buoyed. 

Wherefore your memorialists respectfully urge that the Congress of 


IN THE HOUSE, FIRST LEGISLATURE OF THB 


the United States, acting through the proper channels, erder an 
investigation of the conditions at the mouth of said Katalla River 
and in Ocalee Channel aforesaid, and authorize the improvements 


President ef the United States, the President of the Senate of the 


Passed the house April 14, 1913. 
Earnest B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
Barry KEOWN, 
Chief Clerk of the House, 
I’assed the senate April 19, 1913 


L. V. Ray, 
President of the Senate. 

Attest: 

A. B. Licut, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
UNiITep SratTes Or AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
certify that the above and foregoing is a true and complete copy of 
house joint resolution 9, of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of Alaska at Juneau, this 29th day of April, A. D. 1913. 

[SBAL.] Wm. L. DIsTIN, 

Secretary of Alaska. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
tEcoRD, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial 24. 


IN THE SENATE, TERRITORY OF ALASKA, FIRST SESSION. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Oongress assembled: 


We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
do most respectfully and earnestly represent that— 


Whereas the Seward Peninsula during the winter has a population of 
approximately 5,000 people, exclusive of natives; and 
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May 13. 


Whereas the production of gold on said peninsula since the 
of placer deposits in 1898 has aggregated some $65,000.00 
lion, which output gives promise of an annual increase jin + 
by reason of the new method of extraction of the preci 
by means of dredges, there having been during the last t}; 
installed and there being now in operation 37 dredges on 1 
pula, and the prea being that within five years the pn 
dredges will be largely increased, which dredges can comi 
ing in May and continue until December; and 

Whereas navigation usually closes the latter part of Octobe; 
formation of ice in sae Sea, and does not open until th, 
June, by reason of which fact, for the want of proper! 
vessels to navigets through the ice fields of Bering Sea. 
crews are unable to leave that northern country during ¢ 
months, and should they do so will be unable to return at 
at which mining operations with dredges should comme: 
thus from four to six months each year is lost, nor can m 
repairs and Contguetes be secured until the following springy 
entailing great loss to both laborers and operators of dred 
other forms of mining; and 

Whereas during the past years the absence of communication | 
between Seward Peninsula and the States has very seri: 
pered and retarded the mining operations in that part of \ 
and will, under the modern methods of working the placer fx 
in view of the opening up and development of quartz mines. . 
to retard such operation still more in the future; and 

Whereas it is greatly to be desired that constant commun! 
maintained by water between Seward Peninsula and the Sta: 
ing the winter months, now closed to navigation; and 

Whereas the usefulness and practicability of ice-breaking yoe< 
been thoroughly demonstrated by the Dominion of Cana 
Northumberland Straits and by the Russian Government 
Baltic Sea, under the same conditions as exist in the B: 
Therefore 


We, your memorialists, 





i n 


} hereby respectfully urge the Cone 
the United States to assist the people of the Seward Peni nd 
northwestern Alaska in establishing and maintaining wint ' : 
gation in Bering Sea by means of properly equipped ice-breakinz 
of modern types by making the necessary appropriation fo: 
and maintaining them under the Revenue-Cutter Service. §S 
breaking boats could take the place of revenue cutters in the 
and make semimonthly trips between Dutch Harbor and No: 
winter, from November to June, inclusive, whose duty it s! 
carry mail and passengers and freight’ for hire. Your 1 
represent that such gervice, if so established, will also be 
portance in patrolling the Pribilot (seal) Islands and facili 
communication with officers of the Army and other branc! 
Federal Government. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed the senate April 23, 1913. 











4. V. Ray 
President of the 








Passed the house April 25, 1913. 
EaRnest B. Cou! 
Speaker of the ] 
Unitep STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 
I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, 





certify that the above and foregoing is a true, full, and « f 
senate joint memorial No. 24 of the Alaska Territorial Legis! 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed t 





great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 28th day of April, A. D. 19 
[SEAL.] WM. L. Dis 
Secretary of A 1 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed , 
ReEcorpD, as follows: 














DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA 
Juneau, A 
Unitep States or America, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do | 
certify that the annexed copy is a true and complete tra! 
house joint memorial No. 13 of the Alaska Territorial Legisla 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and : 
great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 29th day of April, A. D. 1°! 

[SEAL.] Wa. L. DistiIn, Secretary of 4 


House joint memorial 13. 
IN THE House, TERRITORY OF ALASKA, FIRST S 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of ¢! 
States in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
islative session assembled, most respectfully represent that 
Whereas by Executive order of date June 21, 1890, Juneau 

locally known as Mayflower Island, was set aside as a « g 

tion and Government wharf; and a 
Whereas the citizens of the town of Douglas have expended 

$6,200 in the erection of ‘structures and clearing land aad ‘ 

provements in fitting up said island as a per park and 1 

grounds for the use of the — in general ; and 
Whereas such public use will not in any way interfere © 

poses contemplated by the said Executive crder, and the: 

other claims conflicting therewith ; and a 
Whereas a survey has been made of said island setting for'! 

ments thereon and its connections with said town of D 

accurate plat of which is attached hereto: Therefore y 

We, your memorialists, do pray that a grant be made of s 
to the town of Douglas, Alaska, for and to be used by the gener’ | 
lic as a public park, and the name of said island be changed 
fiower Island.” 

Passed the house April 11, 1913. 







































Earnest B. COLLINS, — ‘ ~ 
Speaker of the ! 
Barry Keown, : 
Chief Clerk of the ! 

L. V. Ra 

President of the ' 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent res! ee 
the Territorial Legislature of Hawaii, which was referre 






Passed the senate April 19, 1913. 


















1913. 


A — 





. Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico and ordered 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Concurrent resolution. 


np» it resolved by the House of Representatives of the Territory of 
Ha (the Senate concurring), That _the Congress of the Unitea 
<eates be petitioned to amend section 73 of “An act to provide a 
ment for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 1900, as 
i by an act of Congress approved May 27, 1910, in the second 
of the eighth paragraph thereof, relating to the leasing of 
iJtural lands exceeding 40 acres in area, by adding after the words 
~ lease” the werds “or license,” and adding after the clause “ or of 
‘ er waste lands exceeding 200 acres in area” the words “or 
r - richts,” and in the first proviso of said paragraph by adding the 
“hospitals and other educational, religious, and charitable Instt- 
”" after the word “schools,” so that the said eighth paragraph 
nded shall read as follows: 
No sale of lands for other than homestead purposes, except as heretn 
, ed. and ne exchange by which the Territory shall convey lands 
eee , either 40 acres in area or $5,000 in value shall be made. No 
license of agricultural lands exceeding 40 acres in area, or of 
| or waste lands exceeding 200 acres in area, or water rights 
e made without the approval of two-thirds of the board o 
ands which is hereby constituted, the members of which are to 
nted by the gevernor as provided in section 80 of this act, and 
e legislature shall otherwise provide said board shall consist 
embers and its members be appointed for terms of four years: 
however, That the commissioner may, with the approval of 
rd, sell for residence purposes lots and tracts not exceeding 3 
n area, and that sales of Government lands may be made upon 
sho anproval of said board whenever necessary to locate thereon rail- 
i rights of way, railroad tracks, side tracks, depot grounds, pipe 
irrigation ditches, pumping stations, reservoirs, factories and 
and appurtenances thereto, including houses for employees, mer- 
.stablishments, hotels, churches and private schools, hospitals, 
educational, religious, and charitable institutions, and all 
les shall be limited to the amount actually necessary for the 
1 conduct ef such business or undertaking: Provided further, 
» exchange of Government lands shall hereafter be made without 
reval ef two-thirds of the members of said board, and no such 
ve shall be made except to acquire lands directly for public uses.” 
S 2 That a copy of this resolution shall be transmitted to the 
Pr nt of the United States, the President of the Senate of the 
l States, the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United 
s and to the Delegate to Congress from the Territory of Hawaii. 
THe House OF REPRESENTATIVES 
OF THE Tererirory oF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 22, 1913. 
eby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was finally 
n the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on 
22, 1913. 


WwW @ 


li, L, HOLSTEIN, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
EDWARD WooDWARD, 
Clerk House of Representatives, 
Tus SONATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 19, 1913. 
eby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was finally 

the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on April 19, 1913, 

Eric A. KNUDSEN, 

President of the Senate, 

Joun H. WIss, 

Clerk of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a telegram in the nature 
f a petition from the Ohio Valley Trades and Labor Assem- 
es, of Wheeling, W. Va., praying that an investigation be 
into the labor conditions in the Paint Creek and Cabin 
reek districts, West Virginia, which was ordered to lie on 
‘ ‘le. 
He also presented the memorial of George H. Shibley, director 
the American Bureau of Political Research, relative to the 
Trency and money questions, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the International 
Brotherhood Welfare Association, favoring the enactment of 
fesisiation providing that all machinery used in the construc- 
Hon and building ef the Panama Canal be set apart and donated 
In s¢ Suitable and practical manner for the benefit of 
“ie unemployed of the country, which was referred to the Com- 
liitiee on Intereceanic Canals. 

_Mr LODGE presented the petition of Charles L. Whittle and 

. other citizens of Boston, Mass., and the petition of Claude 
4. Kettle and ‘0 other citizens of Weston, Mass., praying for 
a adoption of the clause in the pending tariff bill relating to 
on luportation of aigrettes and feathers, etc., which were re- 
erred to the Committee on Finance. 


UNITED SHIRT & COLLAR CO. 


s. I have a communication from the president 
_Vhited Shirt & Collar Co., addressed to the Standard 
‘Troy, N. Y., which I ask may be read and referred to the 
mmittee on Finance, 

wee being no objection, the communication was read and 
*terred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


May 10, 1913. 


me 


Mr. THOMAS. 
of the Uni 
Press, 
Cor 


To the STANDARD Press, Troy, N. Y.: 


Refs ring 
and reflect? te a recent article in your paper, mentioning our concern 
of letters bee upen alleged actions by them in relation to the writing 
MAN. we )2, OUF employees to United States Senators Roor and O’Gor- 


beg to sa : : 
at of reduction. that no coercion, dictation, demand, intimidation, 


thrr 
: of wages, or loss of position, or any other penalty 
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for failure to write such letters was used by us or by 


accompanying papers); to the Committee 











ing on our behalf, or was expressed or implied. We also desire to 
that the statement that < glesattanceudiy” or otherwise, we reduced 
Wages or that there was any cut in the wages of our emp! ‘ 
absolutely without foundation. We take it that our employees qu “ 
with ourselves, are interested in the prosperity of r establis! t 
and in all matters which affect its welfare, and we are willing to leave 
it to the judgment of any disinterested person whether the so-called 
circular of May 5 was not wholly proper. 

We ask that you give this communication as wide publicit y 
did to the article referred to. 

Yours, truly, UNITED Suirr & ¢ LAR ¢ 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 


consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. PAGE: 
A bill (S. 1875) to amend section 4747 of the Revised Stat 


relating to pensions; and 


A bill (S. 1876) granting an increase of pension to I 


C. Spoor (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


By Mr. SMOOT: 
A bill (S. 1877) granting an 


increase of pension to Tsal ' 


Workman (with accompanying paper); to the Committ 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1878) for the relief of William H. Bisbee and 
others: to the Committee on Claims. 

sy Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 1879) granting a pension to Lee EF. Powe (with 


accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions 


By Mr. POMERENE: 
A bill (S. 1880) for the relief of Chester D. Swift (with 
on Claim 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. BURTON submitted an amendment intended to be pre 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff dutis nd 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
which was referred to the Committee on 
to be printed. 

Mr. FLETCHER submitted three amendments intended to be 


proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties 


TI 
pr 


Finance ang ordered 


and provide revenue for the Government, and for other put 
poses, which was referred to the Committee on Finance and 
ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILI 
Mr. MYERS submitted an amendment proposing to appro 


priate $200,000 out of the tribal funds in the Treasury to the 
credit of the Blackfeet Indians of Montana, the same to be 
used for the promotion of civilization and self-support among 
the Blackfeet Indians residing on and having tribal rights 


that reservation, etc., intended to be proposed by him to t 


Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the Commit 
on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 
THE TARIFF. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read House b 


7900 


3521 the second time. 

The bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, was read 
the second time by its title. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move that 
mittee on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
North Carolina that the bill 
Finance. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I understood that that motio 
was made and that it is now pending, together with my amend 
ment that the committee be instructed to grant public heari: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state for the infor 
mation of Senators that at the conclusion of the last session of 
the Senate it was held that the bill had been read only ind 
not twice, and, under Rule XIV, no motion to refer is in order 
until after a bill has been read the second time. In accordance 
with that rule the Chair directed the Secretary to read the bill 
the second time, and the Senator from North Carolina 
newed his motion. 

Mr. PENROSE. That is entirely satisfactory, Mr. President. 
and I renew my amendment that the bill be referred with in 
structions to the committee to grant public hearings. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to say to the Senator from Penn 
sylvania that when I made my motion to refer at the last ses 
sion of the Senate I was under the impression that the bill had 
been read the second time. Later in the day my attention was 
called by one of the clerks to the fact that it had been read but 
once, and, of course, as the Chair has properly ruled, my motion 
was not in order at that time. 


the bill be referred to the Com 


It is moved by the Senator from 


be referred to the Committee 


on 


once 


has re 





















Mr. PENROSE. That was all right. My motion is to refer 

with il tions to grant public hearings. 
he VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
J the floor 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I trust that the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania to the motion to re 
fer to the Committee on Finance will not prevail. I do not 
think there is any necessity for further hearings by the Finance 
Committee upon this bill. 

Karly in December of last year, just after the November 
elections, the Ways and Means Committee of the House recog- 
nized that there was an almost universal feeling, not only in 
Congress but throughout the country, that in the interest of the 
public welfare as cot ected with the business interests of the 
country whatever changes were to be made in the tariff as a 
result of a change in administration should be made as quickly 

possible, consistent with the great interests involved. Acting 
upon that sentiment and in response to it the Ways and Means 
Committee of the Hou hen controlled by the present domi- 
nant party of the country, decided upon a very unusual course 
with reference to tariff legislation, and early in ‘December, 
more than two montl before the Sixty-second Congress ex- 
pired by limitation and the present Congress came into ex- 
iste » the members of that committee decided to begin work 
it nection with the preparation of a tariff measure to 
be presented to the incoming Congress. 

this was done, Mr. President, for the purpose of meeting 
the demand of the country and the business conditions of the 
country, so that, if possible, when the new Congress assembled 
the committee might be in a position at once to present and 
take up for consideration the new measure. 

In January of this year, in furtherance of that purpose 


approved by the country, while the old Congress was yet in 
existence, the Ways and Means Committee of the House entered 
upon hearings on the various schedules of the tariff. Those 
hearings were continued from day to day for about one month, 
I think. I think they began about the 4th day of January and 
ended about the Ist day of February. 

It bas been said that those hearings were meager; that the 
great industries of the country were given only a few hours, 
or less than an hour in some instances, it has been charged, to 
represent the great interests in which they were engaged. 

Mr. President, I have this morning examined the hearings 
before the Ways and Means Committee, and I find that they 
cover 6,330 pages of printed matter, not including the table of 
contents and the index. I have here in my hand the first volume 
of those hearings, which covers only two schedules in the bill, 
and they are not the most important schedules either—Schedule 
A, known as the chemical schedule, and Schedule B, known as 
the earthenware and glassware schedule. I find that the hear- 
ings upon Schedule A—the chemical schedule—cover 432 pages, 
and I find that the hearings upon Schedule B—earthenware and 
glassware—cover 510 pages of printed matter. 

‘Rut these, Mr. President, are not all the hearings that we 
have had which throw light upon these schedules within the 
last few years since the Payne-Aldrich bill was enacted into 
liw. Last year when the House schedule bills, so called, came 
before the Senate and were referred to the Finance Committee, 
that committee decided upon hearings, and for weeks, I might 
say for months, not day after day, as did the Ways and Means 
Committee this year, but at intermittent times, two or three 
days during the week, held hearings upon three of the most 
important schedules in this bill. 

Those hearings cover 2,947 pages of printed matter, practically 
3.000 pages. They were, as I have said, directed to some of the 
most important schedules in this bill, one of them being Sched- 
ule C, the metal schedule; another, Schedule EB, the sugar sched- 
ule: and another, Schedule A, the chemical schedule. 

Not only that, but in 1911, when the reciprocity bill of that 
year was referred to the Finance Committee, the then majority 
party, being now the minority party, and it was the majority 
party in 1912 when we had the hearings upon the schedule bills, 
caused to be held most exhaustive and extended hearings upon 
the reciprocity measure, covering, as that bill covered, more or 
less practically every schedule in this bill, especially the agri- 
cultural schedule, the wood and manufactures of wood schedule. 
the pulp, paper, and book schedule, and the free list. Those 
hearings cover in round figures 1,400 pages of printed matter. 

So in the last two years, beginning in the summer of 1911 
and ending in February of this year, the hearings that have 
been held upon the various schedules of this bill cover 10,777 
pages of printed matter, not including the table of contents or 
the index. 
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Mr. President, the hearings that were held by the ¥ 
“eans Committee 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President-— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from » 
lina yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I des} 
to the Senator from North Carolina that the hx 
which he has just remarked, before the Commit 





on the reciprocity matter were all predicated uy 
that we were to get from Canada a reciprocal ty 
advantages that we were surrendering—that the 
fected were to be compensated out of a larger ty 


people of Canada. The bearings that were then 
bearing whatever upon the present situation. 

Further than that, in demanding hearings now 
manding them because most of the testimony refe; 
Senator from North Carolina was taken befor 
President of the United States assumed his office, ana : 
dent of the Unitéd States has asserted again and a 
legitimate industry would be affected by the 
in the tariff. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What I want to know 1\ 1 
should like the Senator from North Carolina to : , 
will, is whether the present administration of the G 
regards the woolen industry as a legitimate bu 
illegitimate business, or whether they regard the 
try as a legitimate or an illegitimate business? The 
try has enjoyed the protection of this Government 
hundred years, and in only one single instance | 
attacked. Then the lowest prices that the farmer eye; 
for wool were paid. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I decline to vie'd 
Senator from Michigan for another volcanic explos 
subject of the tariff. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North ( 
has the floor. The Senator from Michigan will tak 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. As the Senator from 
lina declines to yield, I will speak in my own t 
motion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I yielded to t! 
from Michigan for the purpose of a question, and 
tor, having obtained the floor for the purpose of a 
undertook to inject a speech. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was not discussing at the 
interrupted by the Senator questions connected w 
ing. I was simply attempting to lay before the 
extent of the hearings that had been had upon tariff 
ing the last two and a half years, so that Senators 
the facts before them and be able to decide the gq 
ligently as to whether or not there ought to be further 
ings upon this bill; and the Senator from Michigan 
me in the midst of that pure statement of facts as 
tent of the hearings which had been had, for the pur| 


propose 


Well, Mr. President- 


i 





jecting a speech against the general features of the | 
which I was not discussing at the time of his inten 

Mr. President, I did not rise for the purpose of entering into 
a discussion of the tariff, and I do not intend to be diverted by 


the Senator from Michigan into a discussion of tl 
at this time. I rose simply for the purpose of (is 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Irn! i 
proposed to confine myself to laying before the Sena 
as to former hearings upon the schedules embraced 
I think I will be able to show that the hearings 
and last year and upon the reciprocity bill were 
nous and equally as enlightening to the couniry as lit 
ings held upon the Payne-Aldrich bill. 

Mr. President, if it were true, as the Senator fron 
says, that the hearings upon the reciprocity bil! \ 
any great value as throwing light upon the sched 
present bill, leave them out of the count, and there 
mains the hearings held before the Ways and Means | 
mittee this vear and before the Senate Finance ©o! 
last year upon the House schedule bills, covering * 
over 9.000 printed pages. Surely the Senator from 
will not say that these hearings, covering every 8° 
the bill, a part of them conducted by the Finance | 
when it was under the control of his own party, are os 
lightening. 

Mr. President, it is true, as the Senator says, that the 
procity bill was based upon a mutual concession in tami cu 





es 















{Oe 


roawoon Canada and this country, but everybody knows that 


: Committee in its hearings on that bill was the effect 
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| heard properly and in public 
, question which was involved and considered by the | 


a ne certain of the great agricultural products of this | 
upon the free list, it being understood that practically 
competitor in most of the agricultural products in- 
were Canadian products, and the question was, What | 
1 the effect upon these agricultural products of ad- 

“ . products from Canada free of duty? 
| ened then as now to be x member of the Finance Com- 
nd I know about this: and while the Senator from | 


\ was not a member of that committee, and I know that 
earings all of the stock arguments used by the friends 
mpions of protection, as well as all the arguments used 
ends of a tariff for revenue, were gone into as fully 
roughly as if that had been a bill that was to apply 

f the nations of the earth, and not to Canada alone. 


sident. the hearings on the Payne-Aldrich bill in 1909 

rded then, and they have been since pronounced, as 

t thoroughgoing and the fullest that have ever been had 
mmittee of Congress considering a tariff measure. 

rhey were so full and so complete in the opinion of the distin 


«| Senator who was then chairman of the Finance Com 
Senator Aldrich, that he scouted the idea when that bill 
ferred to the Finance Committee that any further hear- 
ye necessary to enable that committee to discharge its 

nd. as a matter of fact, a majority of that committee, 

rity then being of the opposition party, declined to 

further hearings, and there were no further open, 
earings given by that committee. 

President, I sent for the hearings before the 

\\ nd Means Committee held in 1909 in connection with the 
\ldrich bill of that year, and I find that the hearings 

d cover only 8,345 pages, or only 2,000 more pages than 
led inadequate and incomplete hearings held by the 

s and Means Committee during this year. When you add 
hearings of the Ways and Means Committee of this year 

is held last year on the schedule bills and in 1911 on 

procity bill, it makes a total printed-page-aggregate of 
»s more than the hearings on the Payne-Aldrich bill 

on to that, Mr. President—I am giad my friend the 


Now, Mr. 


Se from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES] has sotto voce called my 
to it; I had intended to refer to it, but it had escaped | 

he moment—in addition to these hearings that have been 

ng 2,500 pages in round numbers more than the | 

hearings held upon the Payne-Aldrich bill, since that 


e has been the report of the Tariff Board upon the | 


lule, upon the cotton schedule, and upon chemicals. 


\ lr do not. Mr. President, place much store upon the Tariff 
Board reports 

\ LIPPITT. Mr. President _ 

I VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 


( | yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
SIMMONS. In just a moment, if the Senator will per- 
I was about to say when interrupted that while I 


ttle store on these reports of the Tariff Board, our 


mn the other side, at least some of them—more of them 

n when we were considering the Payne-Aldrich bill, 
that time they did not seem to care much about a 
board or a tariff commission—now claim to place great 
pon the information contained in the Tariff Board’s 
ts as throwing light upon the rates that these schedules 


] 






‘ry. Now I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, the Senator, in his subsequent 
I ‘Ss, has almost answered the question which I was going 
him. He states in one sentence that the fact that 
sé orts have been made is an argument for not having 
‘her hearings, and he then goes on to say that he places no 
: pon them. 
‘ir. SIMMONS. No; I did not say that. 
M I [PPITT. I wish to say to the Senator—— 
Mr. SIMMONS. I did not say that; I did not speak that 
I said we on this side did not place as much store 
Une m as some of our friends on the other side, and I did 
‘elf place much store upon them; but the Senator over- 
8 the fact that we are not asking for these hearings; we 
' side are not asking for more light. You are the gentle- 
ee Who are asking for the hearings, and I am referring you to 
ny eborts of your own board, in which you now express 
Mehnce, 
on “LIPPITT. Mr. President, the people all over the United 
> re asking for these hearings. 
* PL MONS. I deny it. 
vans IPPITT. My desk is piled every morning with letters 






‘ny constituents asking that they may come here and be 
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When they come down here. they 
are bronght before a subcommittee of the Democrat majority 


of the Finance Committee of the United States Senate, and 
what they say goes into the ears of two or three men; there 
are no stenographers there and there is no opportunity of 
having what they state put before the country ee he 
fore the other Senators of this body, so that they can ley 

stund it. It is a star-chamber proceeding, and, for one, I 
am very indignant at it and protest against it. I want to have 
for my own use the knowledge that they have poured in here in 
regard to the most revolutionary tariff bill that has ever | ' 
| introduced in the history of this country. You can not di s 
| a tariff bill in a few pages 

Mr. SIMMONS. ‘The Senator, instead of asking me ; ‘ 
tion, is proceeding to make a speech 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator fi N 1 ¢ 
has the floor. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not object to a question, but I do obj 
to a speech. 

Mr. President, during my political career I have avoided 
far as I possibly could, copying anything from the Repub } 
Party, and [ do not relish doing it in this particula nst 

| But when the Senator from Rhode Island says this is 
|} usual and a star-chamber proceeding, in that we | nif 
sentatives of an industry to have conversations with us 1 
ing their industry, and then permit them to file any ad 
briefs they may desire to present to the committee 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will quote 
me correctly. I did not object to people being r« “dl, 1 
their views being considered. I object to what tl have t 
not being made public, so that all Senators may have thi 
of considering their statements. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But, Mr. President, the Senator 1 this 
was a star-chamber proceeding, and that he resented it and the 
country resented it. I do not like to copy anything f 
Republican Party. I prefer to follow different es; but | 
want to say that if our present course with referé » to 
matter which the Senator has characterized as a star-cl 
proceeding is reprehensible, this is one time when the D 
cratic Party has adopted the exact methods that the Repul 
Party adopted only four years ago in dealing with this \ 
question 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fr North ¢ 
lina yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly 

Mr. SMOOT. I think the Senator wants rf 

| curate, and therefore I call his attention to this f \ I 
| think he will admit: 

The hearings that were held four years ago bef the W 

| and Means Committee of the House, consisting of some 9.000 
pages, were upon the identical bill that later passed the Sen 
with the changes made in the House and in the § f () 
the other hand, the hearings that were held before the W 

| and Means Committee of the Ho in J ary of tl 
were not held upon either the first bill that was u 
Mr. UNperwoop in this session of Congress or t] by 
that was introduced by him The first was Ni 
second was No. 3321. Neither bill had been | ted at tl 
time, and no hearings whatever were d upon either « i 
the bills. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the S or yield 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f . 1 ( 
lina yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do. 

Mr. REED. Does the Senator from Utah n ) 
the bill that passed the Senate, known as ft 
bill, was the identical bill upon which heari 
House? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I said it was tl 
the Senate, with the changes made in the I 
Senate. 

Mr. REED. Does not the Senator | h rly JOO 
amendments were made in the Senate without 
single public hearing and behind closed dool nd has he 
so admitted upon the floor of the Senate? 

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President. I have not the number « 
amendments that were made, nor do I think there were 900 
amendments; but I do not care how many amendments w 
made. It was the bill that was introduced in the House Aft 
the bill was introduced in the House it was changed upon 
floor of the House, and then it came to the Senate, and it 


eee 





changed in many instances in the Senate. 
I will admit to the Senator, as I have on many occ 
hearings on that bill were held by the Finance Comni'tt rf 








{ S but the chairman of the committee and the majority 
of rs thought then that the hearings should not ‘be 
I I on mt of the fact that hearings had been held 
i a! bill, Las been said in this case, by the 
s tor f rth Carolina. There was not a Senator; there 
1 ber of the House of Representatives, there wus 
entative of any business interest in the United 
States 1 { wante to be heard but that was heard by the full 
] | ( bye of the Finsnce Committec. 
N SIMMONS. Exactly; just what is happening now. 
Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no, Mr. President; that is net what is hap- 
peu now, at all. 
\ SIMMONS. Absolutely. 
SMOOT. They have this bill now parceled out in sched 
1 hr f ft ! tv members of the Finance Commit 
tee ( one pat lar schedule, and three of them are 
h i her particular schedule The Democratic mem 
bers of the committee are not meeting as a whole. 
M FONE. Thuat just what you did. 
Mr. SMOOT. No: that is not just what we did, at all. 
Mr. STONE. It is just what the Senator from Utah individ 
ualiv did 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President. that is not what we did, at all 
The Republican memb of the Finance Committee sat every 
ri early two months; and, as I stated, no one was refused 
an opportunity to appear before the Republican members of the 


ee and say what he had to say in relation to the bill as 


it |} d the House. 

Mr. SIMMONS And you did not have any of those hearings | 
taken down by a stenographer, or published and given to the 
minority membership of the committee, or to the country 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have stated that the hearings 


were not reported, and no one has ever claimed that they were 
reported. 

Mr. STONE. And the Senator from Utah will not deny that 
he personally sat and conducted many of these hearings alone, 
and reported the result of them to his colleagues. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I heard, just as I am hearing 
to-day, representatives from all of the business interests of the 
country. My office is full from morning till night when I am 
there. I beard in 1909 the same identical representatives, in 
many instances, and in the same identical way. But I wish to 
say to the Senator from Missouri-that those same represeata- 
tives appeared and made their statements before the committee, 
and I think that is just what they all ought to do 

Mr. STONE, Not the whole committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. I mean the Republican members of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator from 
speech in my time, I will proceed. 

Mr. SMOOT. I bad no speech to make, Mr. President. I 
beg the Senator’s pardon if I have disturbed the course of his 
remarks, 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
the Senator has followed the example of the other two Senators 
who have interrupted me and sought to make speeches in my 
time 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I was asked a question by the 
Senator from Missouri |Mr. Rreep], and I answered him. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Well, let that pass. 

With reference to what is now going on before the committee, 
I want to say that, entering fully into the spirit which had 
actuated the House of Representatives in taking up the con- 
sideration of this bill almost immediately after the last election, 
and which actuated the members of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, who, instead of going home to take a vacation like the 
other Representatives, stayed here during the entire recess 
between the adjournment of the regular session of the Senate 
and the opening of the special session working upon this bill in 
order that its passage might be expedited and that the business 
interests of the country might know what changes were going to 
be made and adjust their business to them, almost immediately 
after the Underwood bill was introduced in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, after having been approved by the caucus of the 
dominant party, assuming that the bill would pass the House 
substantially as it was reported by the committee, the majority 
members of the Finance Committee decided to begin the con- 
sideration of that bill in the hope that in a very brief period 
of time after it was brought to the Senate we might be able 
to report it back to the Senate and thereby secure speedier 
action upon it. We recognized that the question of further 
hearings probably would be pressed by our friends on the other 
side, notwithstanding the fact that under similar circumstances 
they had not permitted further hearings, and a meeting of the 
full committee was called to deal with that matter. At that 


Utah has finished his 


I was willing to yield for a question, but | 
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meeting of the committee the question as to whethe 
iny necessity for further hearings was gone into. 
lution was adopted by the committee: 

Resolved, That in view of the extended hearings 
which have been given by the committees of Convres 
years, and by the Ho Ways and Means Committee q 
ent year, and which have been printed and placed at + 
his committee and others, it is the opinion of this eo; 
further ire necessary, but that the committee 
members of the committee will be glad to have anyone { 
prepare and file for consideration such written briefs. «; 
or memorials they may desire. relating ¢t 
les, item or items, contained in House bill 
policy of such bill 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
line yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certzinly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Did I understand the Senator 
to say that that resolution wus passed, not by the 
notwithstanding it is stated in the resolution that 
tion of the committee, but by the Democratic mem! 
eommittee ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The full committee passed it. « | 
may say to the Senator. if that is the point he is 
is was passed by a strictly party vote. 





aii 


ine 





heariogs 


aie 
any 


3321, or 


sitions, as 








sched 


\ ( 


Mr. GALLINGER. tut it was before the full 

Mr. SIMMONS. It was before the full committe: 
Mr. GALLINGER. That is all I wanted to know 
Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from New Hamps! 


was not present, but he was voted by his party coll 
the resolution. That resolution provided for the 
this matter by the majority members of the Finance ( 
tee—and, so far as that is concerned, by the tota 

of the Finance Committee—in identically the same w 
Aldrich committee in 1909 proceeded with referenc 

of that year. In pursuance of that resolution we 
through the newspupers of the country that 
desired to file supplemental statements or briefs, th 
permitted to do so. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] says, he 
the time the henrings took place over in the Hi 
no bill had been framed and presented to the Ho 
that differentiates the present situation from the | 
situntion five years ago. Mr. President, I think 
terial. Gentlemen have been told when they ha‘ 
us, and have been told through the press, that if 
to add anything to what they had said before the 
Means Committee this year or last year they n 
writing; and as Senators on the other side who 
of the committee know, representatives of these | 
come to the Capitol during this year just as the) 
1909. I do not know whether or not many of 
come; but they have come, and have sought and b 
hearings by the subcommittee and by the individu 
of the committee. 

The Senator says that 
heard them in 1909. I do not consider it mate 
full committee hears these gentlemen on eve! 
whether a subcommittee of two or three hears them u 
schedules; in either case they have an opportunity 
before action is taken, and that is the material thi 
brief and written statement are open and ac 
full committee and to individual Senators desirous ol : 
them. 

There gentlemen have sought us, and they have ! 
in vain. They have been generally representati' 
tries that have enjoyed protection under Republican 
still, we have heard them. I believe the majority 0! . 


if 
F 


sO 


the full committee of 


| tlemen who have come here have not only talked 


bers of the subcommittee, and to myself as ch 

committee, but they have talked to most of the ind 

bers of the committee, and they have taken upa gr 

time. Whenever they have come to talk with me 

that is so with reference to the members of the subc: 

and have made statements, at the conclusion o! 

ments I have invariably said to them: “I should b 2 
if you would put these statements in writing, eit! \ 
brief or letter, or in any other form you may desi! 





In very many instances these gentlemen have = 
suggestion and filed additional briefs or statements. te" 
statements are on file in the committee; and I ' » SAY 
now to the Senators representing the other side of the ©" “en 
on this committee that they are open to them or to 4 
in this body. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President isi 





The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North & 
lina yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

















1915. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 1499 


CG, 


‘Ir SIMMONS. I should be glad if the Senator would just 
let me finish this statement. : 

Mr. LIPPIT?. I was only going to ask one simple question ; 
t) is. whether the Senator proposes to have printed the briefs 

re on file or to retain them in the files of the committee? 
fy SIMMONS. Personally I shall favor printing them. At 
th next meeting of the committee it is my purpose to ask con- 
sider tion of that question. A volume of briefs would probably 
be more generally reid by members of the Senate than these 
long drawn-out bearings, full of immaterial and impertinent 
mutter. . 

‘ir. LIPPTTT. Inasmuch as the Senator is going to have 
them printed, I sLould like to suggest that they be printed im- 
mediately, se that they may be available for the information of 
members of the Senate generally. . 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will say to the Senator that the briefs are 
still being filed, but that at the next meeting of the committee it 
Fe my purpose te ask action upon the question. 
rhe Senator from Rhode Island said that the manufacturers 
od the pretected industries of the country were not satisfied 
ith the opportunity being given by the committee. I do not 

ee with the Sevator. Numbers of these gentlemen, who 
ive come te see me and file supplemental briefs, have ex- 
ressed the opinion that additional heurings were not necessary. 
On yesterday representatives of two industries came to my 
rooms, abd, after discussing this matter with me, asked me 
if we were going te have any further hearings. I said I hoped 
not: that I hoped the amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Psangoss] would be defeated. They both said, 
“T hope not, too." 

Mr. PENROSH. Mr. President-—— 

rhe VICK PRIESIDENT. Will the Senator from North 
Carolina yield te the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

\ir. SIMMONS. In just a moment. I do not believe there is 
f eeneral demand coming from representatives of these in- 
dustries fer a prolongation of these hearings, which, in many 
instunces, Mr. President, are nothing more than set speeches 
praisiug and extolling the virtues of protection and denouncing 
a tariff for revenue as free trade. 

| now yield te the Senator from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. PENROSE. Has the Senator any objection to naming 
the two manufacturers who objected? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not think it is necessary. I will give 
the Senator the names, if he wants to know who they are. 

Mr. PENROSB. Probably they have been pretty well taken 
eare of in this bill; I do not know, because the star-chamber 
proceeding seems to apply to them. 

Mr. SIMMONS. One of them was here seeking a change in 
the rates in the bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will ask whether they came from North 
Carolina, 

Mr. SIMMONS, One of them came from Texas and one from 
North Carolina and one from up North. 

Mr. PENROSB. There are three now. The Senator had only 
two before. 

Mr. SIMMONS. There were two who came together. Gen- 
tlemen on the other side are exceedingly technical to-day. 

Mr. PENROSE, Then, the star chamber contained three men 
yesterday? 

Mr. SIMMONS, No; I said representatives of two industries. 

Mr. PENROSH. Were they importers? 

_ Mr. SIMMONS. Oh, Mr. President, I am sure they were not 
importers, 

Mr. PENROSBH. There are rumors of importers frequently 
. Mr. SIMMONS. They were not importers, I will say to the 
penutor. 

Mr. PENROSE. Importers are said to have broken into the 
star chamber——— 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, if there is any star-chamber 
proceeding going on, it is following the course mapped out to us 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania and his great chieftain, who 
ho longer oceupies a seat in this Chamber. 

Mr. PENROSE. Will their statement be among these? 
_The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; one of them presented a supplemental 
brief- in fact, both of them, I believe. 

Mr. PENROSE. One more question. Will these three state- 
— be in the printed briefs already referred to? 

Quattins ae I said they were representatives of two in- 
the briege tg of them left supplemental briefs. I will show 
ao 0 the Senator in the morning, if he wants to see 
oun ure I have already detained the Senate longer 
sam a : estion than I intended. I do not belfeve that there 
“ny Serieus desire on the part of Senators on the other side 
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hae 


for further hearings in this mntter If the Senators 


I on the 
other side desire further oral hearings. I submit the time for 
them to bave made this m: bh wes immedinte!y after the 
Finance Committee—three weeks azo—vot re 
tion which I have read. declining to have bexri 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Car 
lina yield to the Senator from Pennsylvani 

Mr. SIMMONS. In Just 2 moment. The motion wns as perti- 
nent then as it is now. If these gentlemen are sincere in their 
request four hearings, I ask why. immediately after the cor 
mittee voted down oral hearings, they did not come here and 
make the motion and save us the creat loss und expenditure of 
time involved in hearing the gentlemen who have me here 
and asked of us an audience‘ rhree weeks « unble time 
would have been saved. 

Mr. PENROSE. If the Senator dces not object being inter 
rupted at this time—— 

Mr. SIMMONS. No; I do not. 

Mr. PENROSE. The junior Senator from Mic} n | 
TOWNSEND] early made inquiry of the chrirman of the Pi 
Committee as to whether hesrings would be granted: and I 
then gave notice that when the bill came here and the motion 
would be in order and the Senator from North Carolina made 


motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Finance. | iit 
move to amend it by instructing the committee to hold public 
hearings. The motion would not have been in order before th:t 


at 


Linie, 

Moreover, Mr. President, the bill was then fn a secret con 
ference in the House for some two weeks, an extraordinary 
method of conducting legislative procedure rhere wer no 
stenographers, there was no audience in the iNeries, and 
there was no one to witness the murder of American industric 


We did not know what was going to happen; we did not know 
what kind of a bill would come out of the dark secrecy of that 
proceeding. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, the Senator is seeking to 
make anether of his pyrotechnic speeches. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will not term it a star-chamber proceeding 
because that disturbs the Senator. I think I will borrow a term 
used by the Democracy three years ago and call it a rather 
vigorous imitation of the methods of the Spanish inquisition 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I have no recollection of the 
Senator having given any such notice as he states, but I do 
know that the motion was a pertinent cne immediately upon the 
action of the Senate committee; and I suy these gent! en bave 
delayed this matter with a full knowledge that if we were to 
have hearings after such a postponement of the motion it was 
necessary that we should be subjected to the waste of time in- 
cident to the hearings of all the representatives of these indu 
tries which have taken place. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not think further hearings are nec- 
essary and I do not think the country wants them. If the Sen- 
ators on the other side want them, it is not to get more light 
on these schedules but to give the representatives of the pr 
tected industries further opportunity to exploit their griev- 
ances against the people, because they ask relief from the bur- 
dens placed upon them by the Republican Party, and to enable 
them in this forum to seek an appeal from the judgment of the 
people of this country In the last election 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from North Caro 
lina yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SIMMONS. In a minute. And to exploit the views of 
that element of the Republican Party who, like the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, do not belleve that a hair should be touched upon 
the rates of the Payne-Aldrich law, who stand before the coun 
try for standpatism, and who are opposed to any reduction, how- 
ever slight, in the rates of the present law 

I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senstor made a statement which grated 
rather harshly upon my ears in expressing his contempt and 
disregard for hearings. He also referred to the utter Inck of 
necessity for long speeches. He certainly does not remember 
that brilliant and prolonged effort of his own four years ago 
when he held the rapt attention of the Senate for four days in 
advocating a duty on lumber. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I voted for a duty of 7 cents 
on lumber, and I did it because the bill then under considera- 
tion—the Payne-Aldrich, of which the lumber schedule was a 
part—carried duties of from about 45 to 50 per cent upon every 
thing that entered into the manufacture of lumber and consti 
tuted a part of the cost of its production. I said in that speech 
if you will take those excessive and burdensome duties, which 
the lumberman had to pay, off the machinery and other things 
that entered so largely into the cost of his product, I would vote 
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to put lumber on the free list. I was against putting it on the 
free list while these heavy Payne-Aldrich rates, which consti- 
tuted such a heavy charge against his product, were retained. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. The energy of the Senator now recalls his 
energy during that speech on lumber. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not catch what the Senator said. 

Mr. PENROSE. It was a polite reference to the Senator’s 
recent statement. But I should like to ask the Senator whether 
he still advocates the rates which he then advocated on lum- 


present law the provision relating to the Dutch stay4 
the refiners’ differential ana reduces the duty on refije 
from $1.90 per hundred to $1.274 and reduces the 
“Cuban 96” from $1.346 to $0.972. 

From a careful study I am convinced that with the | 
being made in the development of the beet-sugar indy. 
the cheapening of the processes of production the amor 
gested will be ample protection. It is not my purpose : 
time to discuss at length the amendment or the t: 
When the bill comes from the committee to the Se 
give my views upon its provisions at some length. 
materially changed from its present form I can not 
support, 


( 





ber when he called the attention of the Senate to the desolation 
which would prevail in different States of the South if Cana- 
dian lumber was permitted to pass over the American border 
free? 

Mr. SIMMONS. This bill does the very thing that I then 
said if it were done I would be in favor of free lumber. We 
have greatly reduced or put on the free list the duties of the 
Payne-Aldrich law upon the things that enter into the cost of 
the manufactures of lumber, and I shall with pleasure vote for 
free lumber. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Missouri? 


Mr. REED. I thought the Senator was through. 
Mr. SIMMONS. No; I had not yielded the floor. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President—— 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I want to offer an amendment to the bill 
when the Senator is through and to make a very brief state- 
ment in regard to it. I did not want to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion at all. I thought he was going to yield the floor. I desire 
to offer an amendment. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I am going to yield the floor. I am about 
through. 

Mr. KERN. Will the Senator from North Carolina yield to 
me? 


Mr. SIMMONS. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. KERN. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Ashurst Gore Nelson Simmons 
jankhead Hitcheock Newlands Smith, Ga. 
Borah Hollis Norris Smith, Mich. 
tradley Hughes Oliver Smith, 8. Cc. 

Brady James Overman Smoot 
Brandegee Johnson, Me. Owen Stephenson j 
Bristow Johnston, Ala. Page Sterling 
Bryan Jones Penrose Stone 
Burton Kenyon Perkins Sutherland 
Catron Kern Pittman Swanson 
Chamberlain La Follette Pomerene Thomas 
Chilton Lane Ransdell Thompson 
Clapp Lea Reed Thornton 
Clarke, Ark. Lewis Robinson Tiliman 
Colt Lippitt Root Townsend 
Cummins Lodge Saulsbury Vardaman 
Dillingham McLean Shafroth Warren 
Fletcher Martin, Va. Sheppard Weeks 
Gallinger Martine, N. J. Shields Works 
Gof Myers Shively 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-nine Senators have an- 


swered to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 
Mr. THOMAS obtained the floor. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 


Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I desire to submit an amendment at this 
time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 


hears none. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will explain it, if the Senator will allow 
me. I wish to make a brief statement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, the amendment which I 
offer to the sugar schedule of the tariff bill provides a duty of 
$1.524 per hundred pounds on refined sugar for three years, 
when the duty is then reduced to $1.40 per hundred pounds, 
which duty stands for three years, and at the end of that period 
it is then reduced to $1.27} per hundred. 

The duties on “96 Cuban sugar,” which is the real protective 
tariff duty on sugar, under this amendment will be $1.14 for the 
first three years, $1.056 for the next three years, and then the 
duty is reduced to $0.972. The amendment takes out of the 


am not in favor of free trade, and, as inconsistent a: 


gave my reasons for so doing. 
of that measure and believe the criticisms I then pn 








I am very earnestly in favor of a revision of the tar 


d 
this measure is, that apparently is the purpose of it 


I voted against the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill, and at 


I have not changed mx 


Aas 


fully justified. Since that time I have been 


Clas 


every opportunity to get the law amended, but be 


stand-pat protectionists on the one side. and the free 
the other, we have been unable to accomplish that very d 
result. 

This bill, in my opinion, is more indefensible { 
standpoint of principle than is the Payne-Aldrich law 
all of the iniquities of the Canadian reciprocity 
passed the last Congress and was rejected by Canada, 
of its few and doubtful merits. It is not drawn 
standpoint of protection because it will break down ; 
of legitimately protected industries; it is not a tariff { 
only because it places sugar, wool, and other mos 
revenue-producing articles on the free list; and it is 
sistent with the theory of free trade because it ))! 
protective duty on a number of products. It has th: 
every one of the tariff systems suggested and the 
none, The placing of wool on the free list and the 1 
a comfortable duty for the manufacturers of woolen 
doubtless done upon the policy of free raw materi 
the same time this bill places a duty on the hair of th: 
goat, which is a raw material in exactity the same ms! 
wool. Why the goat should be treated with more con 
than the sheep has not been explained, except that it 
that large numbers of these goats happen to live in 
the country which is strongly represented on tlic 
Means Committee of the House. 

It puts a protective duty on wheat and cattle, and 
same time places flour and meats on the free lis 
protection for raw materials and free trade for the 
products, exactly the reverse of the policy as to w 
apparently is for the political purpose of telling t 
that it protects his products, and also declaring to th: 
man in the industrial centers that the flour from 
ioaf of bread is made and the meats served upon hi 
no longer taxed. The politician who thinks that the f 
laboring man is so ignorant as to be caught by such sv) 
pretense will find himself mistaken. It places a large nu) T of 
steel products on the free list, and at the same time | ; 
very largely the duty on ferromanganese, 2 necessary i! 
of steel, and the production of which in the United Stat: 
trolled absolutely by the Steel Trust. It thereby strenzt! 
grip of that great corporation upon the steel industry 
country. It places low duties on the high-priced cott 
made in New England and high duties on the cheap cott 
manufactured in the South. 

These are only a few of the gross and indefensible 
sions of this bill. and I trust that the Committee on | 
will see fit to take them out before they report it back to the 
Senate. The bill should be so written as to preserve the pros 
perity of American industries and at the same time take ou 
of the present tariff law the provisions concerning which th 
American people have made such just complaint. Such a cour’ 
is entirely practicable and consistent, and the best interes's 0! 
our people demand that it be followed. ; 

The committee owes it to the country to put the bil! in suet 
shape that it can merit the support of every genuine tars 
reformer who believes that our industrial prosperity shoud be 
preserved, and that at the same time there should be removed 
from the law the evils that greed and selfishness have 11): ted 
into our tariff system. 

I thank the Senator from Colorado. 

During the delivery of Mr. Brisrow’s speech. 





Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise to a question of ord’™ | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state Hs pom 


of order. 











1915. 


————— 


we REED. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. een 
“ had the xr. The Senator from North Carolina ap- 
wore to have yielded the floor to the Senator from Colorado 
tir. THOMAS]. 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. It is just the reverse. 

AN; REED. The Senator from Colorado then yields the 
floor to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow], who has per- 
. en of the Senate to introduce an amendment. With that 
dment comes a statement, very interesting. but, I think, very 
out of order. All of this proceeding is entirely out of order. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The point of order would be well 
taken if the Sena‘or from Missouri had the facts. The Senator 
from North Carolina did not yield the floor to the Senator from 
Colorado. The Chair recognized the Senator from Colorado in 
his own right. 

Mr. REED. Begging the Chair’s pardon, the record will 
show, in my judgment, thit the Senator from North Carolina 
had the floor, that then the Senator from Colorado addressed 
the Chair, ind the Senator from North Carolina said, “I 
vield to the Senator from Colorado.” However that may be, 
Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas asked permission only 
to introduce an amendment, and he is now delivering an ad- 
ar I insist en the point of order. 

I asked the Senator from Colorado to yield 


le 
flo 


nm 
an 
al 


mnen 
ili 


Mr. BRISTOW. 
to me, whieh he very kindly did, and the Senator from Missouri 
ean certainly have no complaint. The matter {s between the 
Senator from Colorado and myself, and I shall soon be through 
with the statement which I suggested to the Senator from 
Colorado that I should like to make. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will 
roe eed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. Bristow’s speech he submitted 
the following amendment, which was referred-to the Committee 
on Finance and erdered te be printed in the RecorpD: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Bristow to the 
pill CH. R. 8321) te reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes: 

On page 48, strike out lines 1 to 20, inclusive, and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: “Testing by the polariscope not 
above 75 degrees, nine-‘enths of 1 cent per pound, and for 
every additional degree shown by the polariscopic test twenty- 
five one-thousandths of 1 cent per pound additional, and frac- 
tions of a degree in proportion; from and after June 30, 1916, 
testing by the pelariscope not above 75 degrees, nine-tenths of 
1 cent per pound, and for every additional degree shown by the 
polarisecopic test two one-hundredths of 1 cent per pound addi- 
tional, and fractions of a degree in proportion; from and after 
June 30, 1919, testing by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, 
nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound, and for every additional degree 
shown by the polarisecopic test fifteen one-thousandths of 1 cent 
per pound additional, and fractions of a degree in proportion; 
molasses testing not above 40 degrees, 20 per cent ad valorem; 
testing above 40 degrees and not above 56 degrees, 3 cents per 
gallon; testing above 56 degrees, 6 cents per gallon; sugar drain- 
ings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty as molasses 
or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 

Maple sugar and maple sirup, 3 cents per pound; glucose or 
grape sugar, 14 cents per pound; sugar cane in its natural! state, 
or unmanufactured, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. THOMAS. I had intended to-day, Mr. President, to say 
something upon some matters suggested by the distinguished 
Senator from Michigan {Mr. Smira] on last Friday. Inasmuch, 
however, as the Senate majority desire to proceed with per- 
haps what is more immediately important business, I shall 
content myself with carrying out that purpose in the near 
future. My object in asking the indulgence of the Senate at 
this time is to correct a statement which I made during the 
disenssion on last Friday with reference to certain wage rates 
prevailing in the sugar-beet fields of the West. 

Mr. President, you will perhaps recal] that during that dis- 
cussion in which I took some part, in an effort to convey some 
information of a personal character to the junior Senator from 
Missouri {Mr. Reep}, I stated, among other things, that the cost 
ber acre of sugar-beet cultivation was about $20, and then made 
oa reference to the character of labor which was employed 
ten those contracts, taking occasion to say, among other 
Bn it was among the cheapest labor on this continent. 
aes aed from Michigan requested a statement as to the 
waieak a which I was unwilling to make, but afterwards 
nmlieedt ton > - inquiry. That reply was incorrect; it was 
wae — ad but it ee from a momentary 
some time ago ve — Saseeie a calculation Saaee had made 
fields of Hawaii 0 ene y wage rate pa n the sugar-cane 
Burean of r labor there and found in a bulletin of the 

of Laber, which averaged twenty-three dollars and some 
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cents per month. The confusion arose, first, In confounding 
that case with conditions in my own section of the « ry, 
and, next, in confounding the monthly rate with the daily rate. 

This, perhaps, is an explanation which does not explain, but 
I have always believed, Mr. President, that when I make an 


i 


error the best way is to acknowledge it and to state the reasons 
therefor, whatever they may have been. 

At the time this table of statistics was called to my attention 
I was engaged in an effort to ascertain the daily wage paid to 
certain juvenile delinquents in my State, sent into the beet 


fields by the juvenile court of the city of Denver, and also the 
wage rate paid to some Indians, who at about the same time 
were similarly engaged. This confusion resulted in a state 
ment which did injustice not only to my own State but to the 
neighboring States engaged in the same industry. The wage 
rate, in so far as adults are concerned, was stuted pretty nearly 
correctly during the discussion by Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber. I wish the correction to appear, of course, in 
the Recorp. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I should like to ask 
the Senator from Colorado—lI did not quite catch his closing 
remarks—whether he is prepared to state now what is the aver 
age wage paid in the beet fields of Colorado? 


Mr. THOMAS. The average rate per acre is $20 for hand 
labor. The average rate paid to adults in that work rang 


according to my information, from $1.40 to something over $2 
per day. With reference to the women and the children who 
are also engaged in the work, their wage rate must be very much 
below that. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. THOMAS. Just one moment. I intend in the further dis- 
cussion of this matter to go into that somewhat more fully. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I have a large num- 
ber of telegrams on my desk, that were received without any 
inspiration on my part, from almost every community 
State of Colorado where sugar beets are raised 
grams are particularly uniform in their statements; they come 
from reputable people, and I had very much hoped that there 
would be no conflict between the wage statement made in those 
telegrams and the statement of the Senator from Colorado. I 
do not care to have these telegrams read into the Recorp, be- 
cause they are evidently prompted by the mistake which the 
Senator bas himself acknowledged. 

Mr. THOMAS. If the Senator—— 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But there is scarcely a telegram 
in this entire lot—and I think they come from people whom the 
Senator will recognize as accurate—that does not insist that the 
wage paid in the beet flelds of Colorado averages all the way 
from $2.50 to $3 per day. 

Mr. THOMAS. If the Senator will accept the suggestion, he 
very kindly showed me the telegrams a few moments ago, with 
the request that I look at them. I have not yet had an oppor- 
tunity to do so, and I would suggest that between now and the 
next meeting of the Senate I will confer with the Senator with 
reference to his information, and perhaps we can agree. Is that 
satisfactory? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, tf the Senator will 
permit me before he takes his seat, it is Just such inaccuracies 
as these and such lack of reliable information which prompted 
me to suggest that the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. PeENRose] was a most appropriate one. If there is such a 
vast difference of opinion as to the wage paid in any indus- 
try that is to be vitally affected under this bill, especially in 
the State represented by the Senator from Colorado, it seems 
to me that we ought to have here all the information we can 
get; and I hope, if we are to be confronted with a vote, that 
we may have the final and best judgment of the Senator from 
Colorado on the extent of the wage paid in the fields, 
However, if it suits his convenience better, I will be very glad 
to submit the telegrams to him and not encumber the public 
records with them, although they are most interesting and in- 
structive and lead me to believe more fervently than I have 
ever believed in the wisdom of protecting the sugar industry of 
our country from ruinous foreign competition. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I did not suppose it was pos- 
sible for anything to increase the intensity of the Senator’s 
devotion to the wisdom of protection. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; the inaceuracy of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado added very much to my intensity. 

Mr. THOMAS. I am very glad to have been of some service 
to my distinguished friend from Michigan; but, if I understand 
the Senator correctly, he is willing to act on my suggestion. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I did not expect such inaccuracy 
from my honored friend, especially as he is a member of the 
Committee on Finance, one of the selected few who is supposed 
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to have unusual qualifications for meeting public expectation on 
this bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. I made a statement, Mr. 
was not correct, and I have acknowledged it; but I do not. 
by taking that course, for a moment concede that I do not know 
a little something about this matter. All I ask is an oppor- 


President, which 


tunity to examine the telegrams. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, Mr. President, the Senator 
from Colorado is a very frank man—— 


Mr. THOMAS. Thank you. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And challenges my admiration—— 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise again to a point of order. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I want to say to him—— 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
state his point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not 
interrupt the Senator from Michigan when he is paying me these 
compliments merely to make a point of order. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, nearly all the debate this after- 
noon has been out of order. The Senator from Colorado is 
holding the floor, and he and the Senator from Michigan appear 
to be having a private debate between themselves—not in the 
nature of asking questions or asking for information, but a 
general debate 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— 

Mr. REED. While that can be tolerated to a reasonable ex- 
tent, it seems to me we have nearly reached the limit. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is the Senator from 
anxious to occupy the floor? If so, I yield gladly. I 
thought that I was obstructing the Senator 


The Senator from Missouri will 


Missouri 
had no 
from Missouri. 


Mr. THOMAS. I think I have the floor. I have not yet 
yielded. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The floor is now in the posses- 


sion of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, 
the Senator from Colorado. If it had not been for a mere 
accident—and it was an accident—that the discussion took 
place on Friday, we would not have known that a member of 
the Committee on Finance was actually in darkness on the 
question of the wage paid in an industry in his own State. 
Does not that argue strongly in favor of light and such public 
hearings as will impress Senators, at least, with the importance 


let me finish with 


of accuracy in dealing with industries of this character? 
Mr. THOMAS. Is that all? 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. I yield the floor back to the 


Senator. I may want to say something after he has read the 
telegrams, but I will not take advantage of him to do so now. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, in the discussion the other 
day I stated, and I stated correctly, the rate per acre for hand 
labor upon the beet fields. The division of that amount in the 
matter of wages is quite another proposition, and upon that I 
made a statement which was incorrect. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. THOMAS. I rose for the purpose of correcting the 
Recorp to that extent, and saying that during the day I wanted 
to read these telegrams and discuss this matter at greater 
length, but in view of the wishes of the majority I will post- 
pone that reading to a more appropriate occasion. I now 
yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON obtained the floor. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
for just a minute? 

Mr. BACON. Not exceeding a minute? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think it will exceed a minute. I 
simply want to make a correction. I think the Senator from 
Colorado will agree to the correction I desire to make. 





Mr. THOMAS. Certainly, if the Senator from Georgia will 
yield. 

Mr. BACON. Of course, Mr. President, I can not resist that. 

Mr. THOMAS. If the Senator promises to take but a min- 
ut@—-— 


Mr. SMOOT. I will not take over a minute. The Senator 
has repeated the statement 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, just for information, I should like 
to inquire who has the flocr? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Bacon] has the floor. 

Mr. THOMAS. I yielded to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. SMOOT. And he yielded to me for a minute. 

Mr. BACON. I only yield for the purpose of a correction that 
the Senator wishes to make; not for a speech. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is all I desire. 

Mr. BACON. I will not yield the floor for the latter purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, it will only take me a minute. 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. THomMas] made the statement 





The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 


the other day that the cost of cultivating an ac 
$20. 


re 


f 


Mr. THOMAS. I said with hand labor. I meant to 
tract labor. 
Mr. SMOOT. Of course that is a different pro) 


stated that in Utah it cost $35, and I believed it eos; 
I will agree with the Senator if he wil! 

and the thinning of the 
but those are 
The other expenses of cultivation of the 


Colorado. 
simply the topping of the beet 
his own State is contracted for at $20; 
of the items. 
bring the cost up to $35, as I stated. 

Mr. THCMAS. I will not concede by any 
per acre only includes those two items. 

Mr. BACON. 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
Georgia to yield to me to permit me to offer 
the pending amendment, in order 


an 


A 


RecorD, so that Senators may have an opportunity to « 


before this question comes up again. 

Mr. BACON. I will do so with pleasure. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. And I will ask the Senator t 
to be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

I move to amend the pending motion to amend, offered | 
tor from Pennsylvania, by adding thereto the following 

And the Senate Committee on Finance is further inst; 
mit to all manufacturers, who shall appear before said 
who shall file protests against any of the provisions of 
briefs or arguments relating to any of its provisions 
interrogatories, the same to be answered separately 


propounded : 
First. What is the nature and use of the commodity which 
Second. What are the raw materials used in its produ 


that it may be print 


and speci 
answer to each question to be numbered to correspond with 


Mr. President, I move that the Senat 


If there be no objection, | 


Third. What is the amount of the production of this « 
this country? 

Fourth. What is the amount of the consumption of thi 
in this country? 

Fifth. How many concerns are engaged in the manufact 
a under consideration ? 

Sixth. Who are the principal producers? 


Seventh. What are the ruling market prices of this « 
this country? 

Eighth. What are the ruling market prices of this 
competing countries? 

Ninth. 
this country? 


Tenth. What is the total cost of production per unit of 


competing countries? 
Eleventh. 
of a unit of product in this country? 
Twelfth. What is the percentage of the labor cost to tl! 
of a unit of product in competing foreign countries? 
Thirteenth. What is the cost of transportation 


What is the total cost of production per unit of 


What is the percentage of the labor cost to th: 


to the 


markets in this country from the principal point of product 


country? 

Fourteenth. What is the cost of transportation to t! 
markets in this country from the principal points of p 
competing: foreign countries? 

Fifteenth. What part of the existing duty represents th 
in the cost of production between this and competing foreiz 

Sixteenth. What part of the existing duty represents t 
the American manufacturer? 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, just one word. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Bacon] has the floor. 

Mr. PENROSE. 


words, as far as I am personally concerned I 


before, and I will accept it and do what I can to 
adoption. 

Mr. JAMES. Just a moment, Mr. President. 
the Senator a question. 


answered under oath? 
Mr. PENROSE. Yes; certainly. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
I shall be very glad to accept that amendment. 
Mr. PENROSE. 
The oath 


nesses. proposition was only 


Democracy after the House hearings were about half ove! 
JAMES. The Senator is entirely mistaken abo! 


Mr. 

Mr. PENROSE. The record will show it. 

Mr. JAMES. The record will not show it, but. 
trary, will show that on the very second day of the 


myself made the motion that the witnesses should be s\ 


Mr. PENROSE. Then I am mistaken about their 
over. I will modify the statement and say that the ; 


In fact, it was always customary i 


of Republican majorities to administer the oath = 
disecovere 


I desi 
Would he accept the amendm 
were amended so as to provide that these questions s 








M A\ 


means that t 


Mr. President, I ask the Sena! 


to T 


Geor: 


If the Senator will yield to me for j 
am ent 
favor of that amendment, although I have never heard it 


I thought of so stating it mys 


to t] 


were started before the necessity of administering 1 ' 


discovered by any of the majority. 
Mr. JAMES. That is qnite a different statement. 


hearings for six weeks; and there is quite a difference 




















» 
aT eva 


{ 


J 


which is the fact 
PENROSE. Four years ago a resolution was passed re- 
the oath before the proceedings were begun; but, of 
our friends will learn as the proceedings advance. 


i 


tement that the hearings were half over and the state- | 


lg 
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Maj. Paul F. Straub, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant colonel 


omoted. 
Capt. James L. Bevans, Medical Corps, to be major f: May 
1913, vice Maj. Paul F. Straub, promoted. 
INFANTRY ARM. 

Second Lieut. Walter R. Wheeler, Fifteenth Infantry. to be 
first lieutenant from April 26, 1913, vice First Lieut. Charles F. 
Conry, Tenth Infantry, who died April 25, 1915. 

Second Lieut. George F. N. Dailey, Twentieth Infantry, to be 

| first lieutenant from April 30, 1913, vice First Lieut. Russell C. 


| Hand, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 


\ir. LA FOLLETTE. I ask leave to insert at the right place 
n amendment the words “shall answer under oath.” | 
de to make that addition to it. 

| VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so understood. The | 

dment of the Senator from Wisconsin, as modified, will lie 
» table and be printed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I renew my motion that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is upon the motion 
ef the Senator from Georgia that the Senate proceed to the 


-ideration of executive business. 

Vhe Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. KERN. I ask for a division. 

Mr. PENROSE. I call for the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
| the roll. 


[Putting the question.] 


Mr. CHILTON (when his name was cailed). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Jack- 
son}. As he is absent, I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was- called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. 


O'GorMAN]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from 


Maine [Mr. BurtetcH] and will vote. I vote “ nay.” 
Mr. POMERENE (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna], 


nd therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. ASHURST (when the name of Mr. Smirn of Arizona 
s called). My colleague [Mr. SmitH] is necessarily absent 
the Senate on important business. During his absence he 
paired with the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. FAtt.] 
rhe roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CATRON. My colleague [Mr. Fat] is necessarily ab- 
t. As announced by the Senator from Arizona, he is paired 


VW 


#y 





\ the Senator from Arizona [Mr. SmitH]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed to announced that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont] is paired with the 
Senitor from ‘Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] and that the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. McCumber] is paired with the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Satu]. 

Mr. POMERENE. I transfer my pair to the senior Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 48, nays 34, as follows: 

YEAS—48. 
Ashurs Johnson, Me. Pittman Smith, Ga. 
Bacon Johnston, Ala, Poindexter Smith, S. Cc, 
Bankhead Kern Pomerene Stone 
I La Follette Ransdell Swanson 
( rlain Lane Reed Thomas 
Clarke, Ark, Lea Robinson Thompson 
Fletcher Lewis Saulsbury Thornton 
Gi Martin, Va. Shafroth Tillman 
H ck Martine, N. J. Sheppard Vardaman 
Hol Myers Shields Walsh 
Hug Overman Shively Williams 
J s Owen Simmons Works 
NAYS—34. 
i Colt McLean Smoot 
y Cummins Nelson Stephenson 
y Dillingham Norris Sterling 
degee Gallinger . Oliver Sutherland 
Ww Goff Page ‘Townsend 

| n Jones Penrose Warren 
i n Kenyon Perkins Weeks. 
ae <a Lippitt Root 

lark, Wyo, Lodge Smith, Mich. 

B e NOT VOTING—14. 

onion du Pont McCumber Smith, Ariz. 
fenee Fall Newlands Smith, Md. 
aawiord Gronna O'Gorman 

— on Jackson Sherman 
PE the motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to 
Hin sideration of executive business. After four hours and | 
r -Hve Thinutes spent in executive session, the doors were 
eope 


ied, and (at 8 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate 


adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 14, 1913, at 12 
Oclock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Evecutive nominations received by the Senate May 13, 1918. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

MEDICAL CORPS. 


Walter D. MeCaw, Medical Corps, to be colonel 
913, vice Col. Harry O. Perley, retired from active 


Lieut. Col. 
fro: } May 9, 1 


Sersice May 8, 1913. 


L.—_95 


|; vote 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY 
Asst. Surg. William H. Connor to be a passed assistant 


geon in the Navy from the 28th day of March, 1913 


sur- 


CONFIRMATION, 
Erecutive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 13, 1913, 
POSTMASTER. 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 
P. M. Murray at Walterboro. 





SENATE. 
Wepnespay, Jay 14, 1913. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by Rev. W. V. Tudor, D. D., of the city of Washingto 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and appro 


THE REPUBLIC ¢ 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Se 
a cablegram from the Shansi Provincial Assembly, 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the cablegram, as follows 

[Cablegram. | 
TAIYUANFUS, CHINA, 
To the President, Senate, and Representatives of the A» 

Washington: 

The people of Shansi Province, China, send greeting 
of China is now properly established, and news of your estet 
ernment’s recognition has been received witn the ut: 
gratitude. The day before yesterday, the 8th May, 
everywhere assembled to celebrate and offer thanks for 
ment’s recognition. The people of Shansi were no excé 
bled to celebrate in tens of thousands in grateful c 
auspicious occasion. The presence of an American citi 
ceremony, and together we joined in giving cheers 
of America and China, respectively The Chinese people 
expressed the fervent hope that the American and | 
may be of mutual assistance in the furtherance of univer 

SHANSI PROVIN 


FF CHINA. 


i 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
MESSAGE 


The cablegram wil 


} 
i 


ROM THE HOUSE, 
a. 


ssed 


South, 
fol 
the 


A message from the House of Representatives, by 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had pa t 
lowing bills and joint resolutions, in which it requested 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 32. An act to provide for the appointment of an 
tional district judge in and for the eastern district of 
sylvania ;: 

H. R. 4234. An act providing certain legislation 
Panama California Exposition to be held in San 
during the year 1915; 

H. J. Res. 80. Joint 
ply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriation 
service for the fiscal year 1915; and 

H. J. Res. 82. Authorizing the President to 
tion to participate in the international conferen 
EXPLANATION 
Mr. 


hea 
Lit 


addi- 
Penn 
for 


Diego, 


ions 


rT 


resolution making appropriat 
Tt 


PERSONAL PROPOSED TARII 


Mr. SHEPPARD. 
sonal privilege. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
it. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It was stated in the New York World, 
and perhaps other metropolitan newspapers, a few days ago, 
that several Democratic Senators, including myself, intend to 
against the Democratic side on the question of public 
hearings on the tariff bill. 

I wish to state that so far as I am concerned the report 
utterly incorrect and absolutely without any foundation. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President-—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was about to ennounce 
that while of opinion that the undisposed-of message from the 
House of Representatives with reference to the tariff bil! 


i i nl 


President, I rise to a question of per- 


‘ 


The Senator from Texas will ite 


is 


is reg- 
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ularly before the Senate, still, if there be no objection, the 
Chair will call for petitions and memorials. 

Mr. PENROSE. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me there would be no harm in that 
course. It will take a very short time to get rid of the routine 
morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair had the feeling that 
certain Senators would desire to present petitions and me- 
morials, and if there be no objection the Chair will pursue that 
course and call for petitions and memorials. He recognizes 
the Senator from Massachusetts for that purpose. 

Mr. LODGE. I present certain resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, which I ask may 
be read, and the accompanying paper referred to in the resolu- 
tions I ask may be printed in the Recorp without reading. 

There being no objection, the resolutions of the Legislature 
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts were read and the 
paper accompanying them ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

Resolutions relative to the tariff. 


Tue COMMONWEALTH OF MA 


1913. 


1913, His Excellency Eugene N. Foss, governor of 
Massachusetts, recommended in a message of that date that the 
legislature address the Congress of the United States with reference 
to the tariff legislation now perding: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That, in conformity with this recommendation, the Legisla- 

ture of Massachusetts respectfully submits to the Congress of 

United States the following considerations in regard to tariff legislation: 
With many of the arguments and conclusions presented by his ex- 

cellency the governor in his message hereto appended, the legislature is 

not in accord, but is in full agreement with him as to the importance 

of the subject, representing as do the members of the legislature a 

State conspituous both for the extent and the variety of its industries, 

many of which are gravely affected by the tariff laws of the United 

States; be it further 
Resolved, That at the outset the legislature respectfully calls atten- 

tion to the following statement in the message of his excellency the 
governor: 
“The concrete political expression of the popular demand appears 
in the election of a Democratic President and a Democratic Congress; 
but the two platforms which indorsed the principle of protection re- 
ceived, in the votes of the candidates who stood upon them, a greater 
indorsement by the American people at the last election than the plat- 
form which repudiated the principle of a protective tariff.” 

Resolved, That the legislature believes that there is no doubt that 
a large majority of the voters of the United States cast their votes 
in favor of maintaining the protective principle in tariff legislation, 
and that the voters of the United States have given no mandate to 
Congress in favor of tariff legislation based on free-trade principles. 

Resolved, That the policy of opening the markets of the United States 
to the unrestricted competition of the rest of the world, advocated by 
the President in his message, and the pending bill, which is a long step 
toward the complete establishment of that policy, appear to the legis- 
lature to be in direct contravention of the wishes of the voters of the 
ae gg and especially of this Commonwealth, as expressed in the 
ast election. 

Resolved, That the legislature therefore respectfully urges that any 
tariff legislation undertaken by Congress be based upon the protective 
principle, and that the legislature is of opinion that there should be a 
reasonable protection accorded to all industries, sufficient to maintain 
American wages and American standards of living and to prevent the 
necessity of reductions, either in the rates of wages or in the total 
amount of the wage fund paid out. - Be it further 

Resolved, That a tariff commission of disinterested experts, such as 
we have had in the past, should be reestablished in order that tariff 
changes may be made ecientifically, and not be the work of partisan 
committees irregularly modified by local and sectional interests. 

Resolved, That the legislature believes that the maximum and mini- 
mum provisions should be continued, because in this way alone can we 
secure equal treatment in the markets of the world and protect our- 
selves against unjust discriminations. r 

Resolved, That the legislature is of opinion that the raw materials 
of any industry which never have been and can not be produced in the 
United States, should be admitted free of duty; that the legislature 
especially urges upon Congress the importance of maintaining a pro- 
portionate difference in rates between raw materials which bear a duty 
and the finished product into which such raw materials are converted; 
and that to reduce the duty on the finished product and at the same 
time to increase or to leave untouched the existing duty upon the raw 
material of such product, as is done in many instances in the proposed 
bill, is not free trade or open competition but a wanton destruction of 
the industries so treated. 

Whereas the —— bill authorizes the President to enter into re- 
ciprocal trade arrangements with other countries, a power he already 
possesses without action on the part of Congress: 

Resolved, That the legislature is opposed to any so-called reciprocity 
which does not bring to the United States advantages which correspond 
with the concessions made; and that the legislature does not believe 
in reciprocity which purchases advantages for any industry or section 
at the expense of other industries or other sections of our common 
country, but that real reciprocity requires that where duties are 
removed, as this bill proposes, on certain articles of general consump- 
tion, the removal should be made dependent on our securing like con- 
cessions from the countries whence these articles are to be imported. 

Resolved, That, believing that the principles which have been set 
forth above are the true principles to be followed in any tariff revision, 
and that only by adherence to them will the prosperity and business 
welfare of the country be promoted, the legislature respectfully sub- 
mits them to the Congress of the United States for its consideration. 

Resolved, That the legislature respectfully urges upon the Senate and 
House of Representatives in Congress to give reasonable opportunity to 
ersons and corporations engaged in industries which will be affected 
by the proposed tariff eeeea't to be heard before final action is taken 
by the Congress of the United States. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent by 
of the Commonwealth to the presiding officers of both br: 


SACHUSETTS, 
Whereas on April 3, 


the secretary 
anches of the 
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the | 


May 14, 


doianietemmnanemmiennetimemsantes 
; Congress of the United States and to each Senator and Represent 
from Massachusetts in Congress. 

In senate, adopted April 25, 1913. 

In house of representatives, adopted, in concurrence, May 5 

A true copy. - 

Attest: 


a 


Frank J. Donanyy 
Secretary of the Commony 


(House, No. 2269.) 
THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSPE?rTs. 
EXECUTIVE PErPart MEN 
Boston, April 
To the honorable senate and house of representatives: 


I deem it my duty to call your attention to a course of even: 
is of great importance to the people of the Commonwealth and | 
your cooperation in bringing about the public action which ¢ 
tion demands. 


THE RECENT POLITICAL REVOLUTION ORIGINATED IN MASSACIII 


Three years ago there was inaugurated in this Common, 
| litieal revolution which spread rapidly throughout the Nation 
consummated the 4th day of March in a complete chance of 
tional Government. Each step in this movement was decisive 
impelling motives and forces behind it were irresistible 

The first manifestation of the change in popular oninion 
election on the 22d day of March, 1910, in the fourteenth Mas 
congressional district. In this great manufacturing center a tro 
Republican majority of 15.000 was turned into a Democrati 
of 6,000, an overturn of 21,000 in a total vote of 24.500. In ¢! 
election in 1910 the Democratic candidate for governor turned ¢ 
majority of 110,000 tnto a Democratic majority of 36.000. a ela 
146.000 in a total vote of a little over 400,000. In the State « 
of 1911, the only State election held in a pivotal Northern SI 
Democratic candidate for governor overcame the massed forces 
| whole national Republican Party. In these three elections this « 
| was the only Democrat elected. In the national election of 191° + 
Democratic candidate received a plurality of almost 50.000. was 
for the third time a Democratic governor of Republican Mas 
and led the national ticket by 30,000 votes. 


A NONPARTISAN STRUGGLE FOR AN BCONOMIC PRINCI! 


The reason for these four successes was that the candidat 
pom | them individualized the precise issue upon which the rr 
turned. 

The conditions which caused this movement still exist. No 
has been passed in response to it and. so far as the public is in 
none has been framed. But legislators elected with a mandat: 
such response are about to meet. It is the highest interest 
American people that the meaning of this revolution be not 
ceived, that hes purposes be not thwarted, and that its ol! 
promptly and definitely realized in law. 

The movement originated in Massachusetts. The people « 
Commonwealth were the first, as they have so often been, to ser 
dangers confronting them and the whole country. These dar 
more apparent to those who had the needs of Massachusett 
but the quick recognition by the rest of the country of the | 
the revolt of Massachusetts against existing conditions show: 
the arguments of the leaders in the movement applied with almos 
force to the entire country. 

The movement was in no sense political. The apparent rev 
political opinion in Massachusetts is shown by analysis to a: 
a nonpartisan demand for a specific economic policy, which ! 
no political party has espoused. This Massachusetts doctrine 
to the entire country. The Legislature of Massachusetts may 

riety and, having in mind Its duty to the people, it should : 
he Congress of the United States to apply to existing econ 
tions the economic policy which the people have so emp)ati 
manded and indorsed. 


THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY SHOUD APPLY THIS PRINCIPLE 


The concrete political expression of the popular demand 
the election of a Democratic President and a Democratic (0: 
the two platforms which indorsed the principle of protection 
in the votes of the candidates who stood upon them, a greater 
ment by the American people at the last election than the | 
which repudiated the principle of a protective tariff. 


A DEMAND FOR THE MASSACHUSETTS PRINCIPLE OF TARIFF Rf! 


The popular movement is a nonpartisan demand for a revi 
tariff. It is to be expected that the President will outline a | 
his forthcoming message to Congress. Up to the present th: 
cation of the Democratic attitude is to be found.in the bills | 
by the last special session. t 





il 


These measures. were not satisfacto! 
the point of view of those who desire to see the tariff question 
upon the broadest basis of public interest. It is to be hoped | 
President’s message will outline a policy that will lead to su 
ment. He has invited the cooperation of all in his work. | 
fitting that we in Massachusetts, who have so much at stak 
proper settlement of the tariff question and who have had so | 
a part in the struggle which led to his election, should con 
expression of what we have contended for as the true met! 
adjustment. : 
he policy demanded by the American people during the ps 

ears was a reduction of the tariff for the benefit of a!! the | 
© considerable part of the voters were willing to support , le a 
of free trade advocated in the Democratic platform or the Pp 
deliberative and postponed reduction promised by the two wiles \ 
Republican Party. ut the great body of the people, withou 
ence to political allegiance, desired the immediate adoption of eT 
of tariff reduction which should benefit American industry 40° 
can trade, advance American production of every kind, and rel 
people from unjust tariff burdens. It was a nonpartisan de 
economic reform. It was a demand for the policy which < 
the appeal for the revolution at its first beginnings in Mass: 
the Massachusetts policy of constructive tariff reduction. ' 

The Massachusetts plan of constructive tariff reduction v 
lated in 1902 by the candidate who appealed to the people "| 
times with such marked success. He was then a Republican 
for Congress in open revolt against the tariff policy of a © 
unremitting agitation, continued for eight years, had broush ei 

Democratic Party. He secured the adoption by = made tha 

Massachusetts of the tariff policy which he had advocate: es 
policy the slogan upon which four Democratic victories, Sites 
many years, were won, and showed it thus to be the m 
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of the 
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7 1 revolution just consummated Carrying the burden of the 
. vattle unaided in the State election of 1911, he formulated the 
; neisely against the Republican Party and established by his 

the basis of Democratic success. The issue was stated in the 


isetts platform of 1911: 

Payne-Aldrich law should at once be revised by eliminating the 
n which promotes monopoly, produces private profit instead of 
venue, and obstructs free domestic competition and the sale 
\ in products in foreign markets. 

ve declare for removal of all duties on foodstuffs which enter into 


pular consumption and on the raw materials of our manu 


vor a broad program of reciprocai trade agreements with other 
r that our commerce may be developed and new markets opened 
ducts of American industry.” 
THE TRUE PRINCIPLE LIKELY TO BE MISCONCEIVED. 
Democratic candidate for governor had summed this platform 
ng his 10 years’ conflict inside the Republican Party and outside 
words: “Elimination of superfluous protection, free raw ma 
free trade, but reciprocity and fair trade.” Nothing could 
rer than the indorsement of that policy by the American people. 
But ost equally clear is the danger that precisely the reverse of 
:tform in each of its three parts will be put into effect in tariff 
n by the special session of Congress about to meet. 
tariff legislation three purposes must be kept in mind—the 
f revenue for the Government, the encouragement of domestic 
ion, and the maintenance of the conditions necessary for private 
domestic producers. No one of these purposes should be 
sored to the exclusion of the others. The combined consideration of 
the purposes tends to the advancement of each. Yet the record 
ff legislation and of proposals for tariff legislation offers nothing 
but tration of misconception of these principles. 


AND THE DEMOCRATIC 
BOTH BAD. 


offend in this respect. The Democratic Party asserts 
tariff revision so broadly that the defeat of its pur- 
forecasted in advance. The Republican Party, in its 
latform of 1908, set up a principle of tariff making so 
that to overturn it was the purpose of the recent political 
t n. To meet this principle squarely is the duty of the Demo- 
The Republican platform declared for “ such 
ialize the cost of production at home and abroad together 
‘easonable profit to American industrics.’ Such a tariff 
guarantee profits for some. The obvious result is to make 
i t for producers generally to earn them, to curtail production, 
age importation, and to restrict the raising of revenue by 
taxation. “The Democratic policy,’ announced by one of the 
March 10, 1912, “ clearly excludes the idea of protecting manu- 
profits.” This policy is more pernicious than that of the 
Party. It excludes not only the idea of guaranteeing 
ut all consideration of the conditions under which manu- 
may earn them. It not only defeats the purposes of en- 
domestic production and assuring private profit to domestic 
also, through the curtailment of importations of the 
manufacture, defeats the very purpose itself of raising 


to 


BLICAN GUARANTEE DISREGARD OF PROFIT 
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\ tariff for 


decreases, 


TECTIVE REDUCTION THE TRUE 


would seem to 


PRINCIPLE. 
revenue 
and 


require increases of duties as 
the Democratic House of Representatives pro- 
tain increases for revenue purposes at the last session. Raut 
» in the rate of a duty may defeat the purpose of protection 
» purpose of revenue at the same time. If the increase is in the 
d n raw materials of manufacture, the industry may be wiped 
t 1 both the profits and the public revenue terminated. Ly 
in duties on raw materials may result, by reason of the effect 
ing the actual protection upon the manufactured product, in 
irichment at the expense of the public revenue The duties 
r, for example, are the principal source of tariff revenue, yet 
t luties are, by reason of the application of the principle of com 
| tion, also a chief source of unjust private enrichment from the 
it the expense both of the revenue and of all the people. The 
i re to consider the protective effect of a rate is to throw overboard 
t rt and compass of tariff’ making and to drift upon the sea of 
log rolling, private tarif€ privilege, and corruption. If the 
retained and read aright, it will point steadily to the polestar 
duction. To increase duties is never necessary for 
That object may always be attained by well-directed reduc- 
ren some duty remains after the superfluous part has been 
The determination of such a duty should be the object 
‘ll tariff making, and such a duty should be the main source of 
tarif revenue. It provides an automatic balance between the pro- 
and the people, and applies a constant stimulus to American 
turers not to be content with the home market, but to compete 
foreigner in foreign markets. It is true that the determina- 
the exact rate of duty is not easy, but it is not less evident 
the true course which leads to that determination is clear. It lies 
n the path of decreases and increases that hurt American industry, 
it in decreases which help. 


REDUCTION AND PROTECTION NOT 








1 
Lea 


tha 


INCONSISTENT, 


r recent tariff history is full of illustrations of decreases in duties 
\ help American producers. An emphatic demand for resolute 
‘eduction is in no way hostile to American industry. A down- 
revision of the tariff has been going on for 40 years. It is un- 
) Say that American industry has been held in check by protective 
rhe truth is that these duties have resulted in the phenomenal 
1 of American industry during that period. The evil lies in the 
aoe ® to continue the process of reduction, to apply it generally, to 
a oe and to establish as a rule of law the proper method 
Bui on. 


‘8 Taethod is indicated by experience in its application. 
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revenue | 


— or instance, the tariff was originally made in 1867 at 45 per | 
cont ac valorem, when American railroads were paying British manu 
per na — = 166 per ton. In 1871 the tariff was reduced to $28 | 


25.20, and finally advanced, in 1875, to $28 again. 
until 1883, when a reduction to $17 was made. In 
ction was made to $13.44, and under this duty the 


This was in force 
1890 another redu 





fell he, produced over 15,000,000 tons in a year, and the price of rails 
87 ere below that in England, In 1894 the duty was reduced to 
arogtentire ae and in 1909 tc $3.92. At the end of this period of 


protective reduction there 


dustry in this country, had been established a great 


and American railroads were able to buy 
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domestic rails below the British price and at a lower p tha iret 
rails had ever been purchased for in either country 

On plg iron during the Civil War the duty was $9 per ton I INTO 
it was reduced to $7 per ton, and in 1873 to $6.30 In 1883 it was 
$6.72 per ton, and this was the rate until the Democrats revised it 
downward in 1894 under the Willson bill to $4 In 1909 the rate was 
reduced by a Republican Congress to $2.50 

In the Payne-Aldrich tariff the rate on iron ore y reduced fre 
10 cents a ton to 15 cents # ton, and the rate on iron in pig wl 
and cast, was reduced from $4 a ton to $1 a ton, yet the value of ¢ 
ports of iron and steel manufacture the rate being unchanged up 

| the finished product—increased from $144.951,357 In 1909 to $179 
133,186 in 1910 and to $230,725,252 in 1911. 

In the Payne-Aldrich tariff the tax of 15 per cent was taken off 
hides, and they were admitted free. The rate on boots and shoes wa 
reduced from 25 per cent to 10 per cent, the r: on saddlery was 
reduced from 35 per cent to 20 per cent, and the tes on other mat 
factures of leather were much reduced Yet under the reduced rates 
the value of our exports of leather manufact creased from 
$42,974,795 in 1909 to $52,646,755 in 1910 and $53,673,056 In 1911 

The rate on agricultural implements was reduced fro QO per « t 
to 15 per cent, yet the value of exports of agricultural im t 
increased from $25,694,184 in 1909 to $28,124,085 in 1910 and to 
$35,975,398 in 1911. 

THE SILK INDI rRY RUILT UP ON FREE RAV\ Al 

The most striking proof, however, of our ability to manufa 
in competition with the rest of the world is afforded by the history « 
the silk industry in the United States. The raw material of silk man 
factures, unlike the raw material of manufactures of cotton and 
wool, is net produced In the United States, Nor were the mant , 
tures of silk regarded as necessaries of life, as manufactures « n 
and of wool undoubtedly are, and silk goods were considered pe s 
a European product. 

MARVELOUS GROWTH FROM SMALL BEGINNI 

In 1869 there were only 139 silk establishments in the United Stat 
with a total capital of $2,926,980 and a value of products of onl 
$6,607,771. In 1870 our output of silk was worth $12,000,000; LSS) 
it was forty-one millions. In 1883 the duty on raw silk was abolished 
In 1890 onr cutput of manufactured silk was worth eighty ven mil 
lions; in 1900—panic and protracted hard times having intervened 
it was worth one hundred and seven illions, and in 1910 it was 
worth one hundred and ninety-six millions, In t decade between 
1980 and 1910 manufactures of silk in the United States increased 
more than 87 per cent, or about four times as fast as population. 
COMMAND OF THE RAW SILK SUPPLY LED TO CONTROL OF THE DOM 

MARKET 

While in the year 1868-69 the importations of raw materials of 
| silk manufactures into the United States aggregated only 726,695 
pounds, with an invoice value of $5,312,726, the importations for th 
year 1909-10 were 20,363,377 pounds, or twenty-eight times the wel t 
of 41 years before, and of the invoice value of $65,424,784, or abou 
| twenty times that of the earlier period The American sumption 
of raw silk is now far In excess of that of any ot intry a 
imports have advanced in the last 10 years by over 83 per cent, while 
the increase in imports of manufactured silk goods wa uly 17 | 
cent. 

WE MANUFACTUKE MORE LK AND AT LESS COS7 IAN A? THER CIVIL 
IZED NATION 

In the decade between 1899 and 1909 American manufactures ¢ 
silk dress goods, the foreigner’s specialty, doubled both in quantity and 
in value, and, with free raw silk, despite the duties « ther raw mate 
rials of silk manufacture and the general protective t level. silk 
manufactured in the United States at a less cost than in | I 
belleve that the same would be true every other product of An 1 
industry under like conditions. 

THE DEMOCRATIC THREAT OF DESTRUCTIVE UPW ) 

But this situation does not suit the Democratic Part I 
desire is to apply at any cost the theory of a “ tariff for revenue on 
rhe thing which made possible the phenomenal gr t e 
dustry was the removal of the duty long imposed < 

ilk. ‘To grow silk in this country has been found impossi I 
duty had cut off revenue, the rowth of th i try it 
creation of a supply within the reach of the people of unt 
great use. e practice of taking off the duty; raw mats 
wherever proper has been responsible since the Ci War for t 
guaranty to the silk industry of the advantage upon lich it 
depended. The Democratic majority of the House of Representatis 
however, in the recent session proposed to take pm the revision of t 
silk schedule, and the leaders announced that a 25 per t duts 
raw silk was to be imposed. The annihilation of the $200,000,0 
silk industry that would surely follow this antiprotection, “ for 
only” revision upward provision would be a high price f he Am 
can people to pay for an experiment in tariff making 

The average citizen would prefer the protective rate f t McK 
tariff, which transferred the tinplate industry to the | i St rd 
in a few years made us large exporters to the s i l red 
annihilate domestic industries and place the United 
of the foreign producer for its supply. 

It will be conceded that a slow reduction of t ‘ 
and stays reduced is better than a quick reduct ‘ 1 doe not 
reduce at all. -Reduction that benefits the country and sticks | ised 
upon the same theory of the general welfare ; pro tion rhe two 
|} go naturally together. 

The systematic policy of tariff red m was continued in the Payne 
Aldrich tariff law. 

On the basis of actual imports f merchandise during the 34 months 
that law had been in operation down to May 31, 1912, it appears that 
the amount of goods imported without paying duty was a considerably 
larger percentage of the total of importations than under the Wilson 
law or the Dingley law. and that the average amount of duties paid 
per dollar, both of dutiable imports and of all imports, was very yn 
siderably lower. 

THE TRUE POLICY {S TARIFF FOR PUBLIC R 

The Payne-Aldrich law produces ample revenue for the Gove er 
with a larger free list than the Wilson law, which did not produ: 
cient revenue, and with lower ad valorem rates both as to d 
goods and as to all imports. 

Under the Dingley law the average per cent of the imports that can 
in free was 44.3 per cent in value of the total importation The aver 
age per cent in value of the imports which have come in fre nder th 
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Payne law is 51.2 per cent of the total importations. The reduction 

in duties from the Dingley law to the Payne law was 10 per cent, and, 

considering reductions on all imports, it amounted to 21 per cent. 

MAXIMUM AND MINIMUM PLAN TO REDUCE THE TARIFF FOR AMERICAN 
ADVANTAGE, 

The Payne-Aldrich law contained provisions for the imposition of 
minimum rates instead of maximum in the discretion of the President 
in return for equivalent consideration from other countries. 

ENCOURAGEMENT TO AMERICAN INDUSTRY BY REDUCTION. 

Whatever reasons may have existed for high protection in the past 
none of them is valid to-day; the very considerations that brought 
about the imposition of high rates now operate in favor of reductions. 
The mistake of the Republicans consisted in their failure to apply cor- 
rect principles consistently and for the public benefit. The Democrats 
will perpetrate a worse error if they abandon these principles. 

In recent years the Republicans have taken “encouragement to 
domestic production” to refer merely to the establishment of a greater 
aggregate price value for American products and not to the creation of 
more real wealth and welfare for the country. The denial to industry, 
for example, of free access to raw materials, and, to workers, of free access 
to necessaries of life, subtracts just so much from the working capital 
of the country, diminishes the annual product by a much greater 
amount, and acts not only as a discouragement to production but as an 
actual blight. 

Even the farmer, who relies largely upon natural forces for his 
product and is subjected to the competition of the world market, and 
is thus actually concerned very little about the tariff on what he raises, 
pays much more in duties on the things he uses than could possibly be 
figured as his benefit from protection, and this benefit, besides, he does 
not get. He, too, is discouraged. The discouragement arises from the 
artificial increase in the cost of production caused by the misapplication 
of the protective principle. With the demand in the home market for 
all the food preducts of the country the farmer is relieved of his con- 
cern for protection to his _—_. 

When we compare, therefore, the cost of production at home with the 
cost of production abroad, for the purpose of ascertaining what rates 
will equalize the cost, we should figure the cost at home as what it 
would be if domestic producers had free access to raw materials for 
their industries and untaxed necessaries of life for their workers. And 
this wil! not work unfavorably upon the domestic producers, if any, of 
the raw materials. With the cost of production at home lessened in 
this way there would be a decrease in the necessary compensation in 
the tariff rate and a diminished burden to be distributed among the 
different classes of producers, including domestic purveyors of raw mate- 
rials and necessaries of life. 

A tariff framed upon this basis would not create a constant necessity 
of increased protection, but would open the door to all those influences 
which make for lower cost of production, such, for example, as in- 
creased consumption, wider and steadier markets, enlarged scale of 
production, and capacity use of men and machinery, and would tend to 
make protection unnecessary. 

“Encouragement to domestic production,” therefore, in the same way 
as a “tariff for revenue only,” must be looked upon, under conditions 
existing at the end of a 0-year test of high-tariff rates, as an object 
to be attained only by the elimination of superfluous protection and a 
constant reduction of the tariff. With raw materials free and neces- 
saries of life untaxed, there can be no question that the United States 
can produce manufacture. articles which now enjoy protection at as 
low a cost as any other nation and protection will be to a greater ex- 
tent superfluous and subject to be eliminated without damage to Amer- 
ican industry. 


THE 


NO REDUCTION WITHOUT A QUID PRO QUO. 


But it does not necessarily follow that because protection is su- 
perfiuous it should be eliminated. As the imposition of duties can be 
qustibes only on the ground of benefit to American industry, so is such 
venefit the only justification for the removal of « duty. A tariff tax 
is the price of admission to a market. In many cases the foreigner 
pays the price. If this condition exists without harm to American 
industry or the public welfare, it should not be disturbed except for a 
benefit to American industry and the American people. A market of 
100,000,000 of the greatest consumers on earth is a possession of tre- 
mendous value. It is a possession of the American people. Every duty 
removed is a door opened to foreigners to enter upon this market. 
Every duty removed by the Democratic Congress without benefit or con- 
sideration to the American people will be a free gift to our foreign 
competitors of a valuable thing belonging to the American people. 


NEITHER RETALIATION NOR FREE TRADE, BUT FAIR TRADB. 


The day for duties merely for protection to American industry has 
almost passed. But the time for free trade has not come. The régime 
of high protection established the policy of international retaliation, but 
it merely postponed and made more desirable the day of fair trade. 
The policy of free trade would make impossible the establishment of 
fair trade and would not only throw away, but would, in addition, 
forever rob of Its highest use the country’s most valuable possession— 
its market of 100,000,000 consumers. 


RECIPROCITY THE TRUE BASIS OF TARIFF LEGISLATION. 
The advocates of free trade usually ye themselves upon being sup- 


porters of international peace and of economic stability and social 
justice: As a matter of fact, they are the victims of an illusion. The 
greatest 


possible harm to international pret would result from an 
American policy of free trade. We should, it is true, be ready to open 
up our markets to foreign producers whenever it can be done without 
injury to our own people and we should atall times aim at the greatest 
volume of international trade which can be carried on with the great- 
est profit to the United States. But if it is true that we can not sell 
unless we buy, so it is true that we can not buy unless others buy from 
us. If we have the greatest market on earth, it is equally true that 
our greatest need is foreign markets. While formerly our exports were 
made up largely of food ee these have been relegated to a sub- 
ordinate rank, and, according to present tendencies, before an interval 
of many years, we will be importers rather than exporters. The stimu- 
lation of manufactures has become necessary by reason of our decreased 
ability to export food owing to the demand for nearly all the product in 
the home market, and without a market such stimulation would be use- 
less. If we are to continue to meet our foreign obligations, pay for 
foodstuffs and raw materials imported, and avoid actual national bank. 
ruptey, an expanded market for American manufactures is absolutely 
imperative. In the year 1898, for the first time, we sent abroad a 
larger value of articles from our factories than we imported, and the 
value of manufactured articles, partly or entirely completed, reached a 
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total of 45.07 per cent of our total exports in the year 19 
exports of all classes of foodstuffs had fallen to 19.13 per eent. 
our food exports attained a maximum volume in 1898, they had + 
their maximum proportion of the total of productions in {880 
Our need of foreign markets for our manufactures is so great + 
give away apy share of our market without a quid pro quo in ret 
the people of the United States would be little howe of treas 
The true policy of tariff reduction should have for its primary Dp 
to open te American manufactures the markets of the world. | 
words, and in the last analysis, the beginning and ending of » 
legislation in the United States should be the policy of eo: 
reciprocity. 
SCIENTIFIC REVISION, A TARIFF COMMISSION, AND RECIPROx« 


For the steady administration of any tariff, a permanent 
nonpolitical experts, working in cooperation with our Diplomat 
ice, our Consular Service, and the Treasury Department, can be 
usefulness to the country. ‘The object of all scientific tariff ma 
to adjust rates to changing conditions in the markets of the 
The true proposal for a tariff commission and for a scientific ¢ 
for the application of the policy of general reciprocity. 


RECIPROCITY IS INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION. 


Commercial reciprocity Is an exchange of markets, a mutual 
trade opportunities, the conferring of reciprocal privileges as 
customs or charges on imports and in other respects, the ren 
means of mutual agreements, of provisions for the protection . 
domestic markets of two countries which constitute obstacles ¢, 
between them; it is neither free trade nor commercial retaliatio: 
fair trade through a complement, correction, and counterbalance of 
policy of protection, evidenced not by a surtax on goods coming 
countries which discriminate against one another, but by the « 
tion of minimum for maximum rates between countries which fa 
another; it is a means of taking the tariff out of politics, a per 
basis for the automatic adjustment of trade relations to commerci 1 
industrial needs, and for scientifie tariff making upon that } 
remedy for commercial depression caused by tariff changes, a 
absorber on the road of tariff legislation, a stimulus to domesti 
duction through the creation of markets for domestic products 
vision for the mutual exchange of commodities essential to the continyed 
growth of export trade, for the taking from customer nations of 
products as may be used without harm to domestic producers, in 
that they may take the excess of domestic production above dor 
consumption; it is the recognition and turning to use not or f 
domestic industrial and economic strength, but that of other : 
as well, the contemplation of the need the nations have for o: 
other’s resources, the substitution of commercial friendship ; 
operation for the suspicion, distrust, and the industrial, politica 
military reprisals which lead up to, constitute, and follow comn 
war, and the broadest ssible foundation of mutual self-inter: 
tween the nations for the superstructure of international peace. 


RECIPROCITY THE BASIS OF NATIONAL WELFARDP. 


Reciprocity, in short, gets markets. The one thing without which 
industry can not go on is the market. The one great requisite without 
which American prosperity can not continue is the market for th 
ucts of American industry. We have built up through the art 
stimulus of protection the most wonderful productive forces ever 
bined in one nation. But this structure can escape ruin only wi 
aid of the natural stimulus of commercial reciprocity. Althou 
most inspired statesmen have urged this licy as just the on: 
necessary for our economic welfare, it is just the thing succe 
ministrations have failed to apply. Jefferson, Blaine, and McKi: 

atron saints of two great opposing parties and advocates of ¢ 
ficting theories of tariff taxation, are the leaders among the many 
American statesmen, who, though diametrically opposed to one : 
on almost every other economic — are agreed in their insistence 
upon the absoiute necessity to the welfare of the United States « 
policy of international reciprocity. 

JEFFERSON THE FATHER OF RECIPROCITY. 


During the first administration of Washington, in 1791, Congr 
sired to do something for the development of the commerce and 
tion of the United States, but felt itself lacking the necessary in! 
tion on the subject. The House of Representatives passed a r tion 
requesting the pornears of State to report to Congress on the 
and extent of the privileges and restrictions of the commer 
course of the United States with foreign nations, and the | 
which he should think proper to be adopted, for the improvement 
commerce and navigation of the same. i 

Mr. Jefferson's report, submitted after two years of inquiry ini 
facts, presents the conditions of our infant commerce of that 
Small as it was, the foreign restrictions upon the trade and upor 
vessels engaged in it were extremely various and vexatious, « 
in all that related to commerce with the colonies of European | 
After reciting them he asks the question, “In what way may they t 
be removed, modified, or counteracted?” He answers the question 4s 
follows: 

“As to commerce, two methods occur: First, by friendly arrar 
ments with the several nations with whom these restrictions ex'st 
second, by the separate act of our own legislature for countery 
their efforts. There can be no doubt but that of these two fri 
rangement is the most eligible. ee 

“Some nations, not yet ripe for free commerce in all its extent, is" 
still be willing to modify their restrictions and regulations for us in 

roportion to the advantages which an intercourse with us migh' 

articularly, they may concur with us in reciprocating the dut 
levied on each side or in compensating any excess of duty by equ'' 
advantages of another nature.” ay 

Here was foreshadowed exactly the reciprocity of to-day. !! ; 
ceeds as follows: 3 aaa 

“But should any nation, contrary to our wishes, suppose it may ™ 
ter find its advantage by continuing its system of prohibitions, du" 
and regulations, it behooves us to protect our citizens, their co! 
and navigation by counter prohibitions, duties, and regulatio! 
Free commerce and navigation are not to be given in exrchanyc 
os and verations, nor are they likely to produce a relaral 
them. 

He prefaces his recommendations with this expression : eens 
“The following principles, being founded in reciprocity, appe*' | 
fectly just and to offer no cause of complaint to any nation. eo 

He admits the inconvenience of a system of discriminatins “. 
but supports it as necessary to avoid greater evils, and comes (0 © 
following conclusion : ferable 

“ Still, it must be repeated that friend! Bato ‘cock 
with all who will come into them, and ows 
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CONGRESS 


it] tl liberality and spirit of accommodation which the 
7 f the case w admit.” 
, ute proof that Thomas Jefferson at that early date ad- 
¥ d reciprocity and recommended it as a ruling principle. 
BLAINE THE PROPHET OF RECIPROCITY 
t Republican statesman, James G. Blaine, summed up his 
" this pe licy in the pithy phrase, “ Rec procity is the highest 
¢ < nrote 110n af 
“INLEY, PROTECTION'’S HIGH PRIEST, BASED PROTECTION ON RECI- 
PROCITY 
t will go down in history as McKinley's farewell address con 
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road and enlightened policy will keep what we have 
ot nolicy will get more. In these times of marvelous business ener 
we ought to be looking to the future, strengthening the 
1 in our industrial and commercial systems, so that we may 
for any storm or strain, 
ensible trade arrangements which will not interrupt our home 
! n we shall extend the outlets for our increa g sur] A 
which provides a mutual exchange of imodities 1 ini 
f ntial to the continued healthful gr th of export trade 
\ t not repose in fancied security that we n fe el ll « ry 
t 1 y littl i If such a thing were | ble, it would 
t for 1 >» with whom we ds We should tak 
( stomel ir pre luct 3s we in 1 I t i i 
‘ industri 
t city Is outgrowth of « wol industrial 
nt under poli D f ly « h \ it 
beyond our ‘Ons + ) . . ' 
ust be relieve 1 a for itlet 1 hould 
hing we can and rev tl ng \ our 
nd productions, and make a ( d ym 
tod of exclusiven a fe t t y ¢ 1 trad 
nerce Is the pressing pro { ! l irs are u o 
{ A policy of good v ind f t ‘ ns ill pre 
I Reciprocity treaties ar i ! ‘ with t t of t 
t “asures of retaliation ar If ince ) f t 
t no longer needed for re\ » ¢ t courage and t « 
ies at home, why should not emp ed » ex ind 
I ‘ markets abroad?” 
RECIPROCITY THE KEY » | IGN MAR I ND PROSPERITY 
1 way to get tl ‘kets r tired for the development of 
try and to t! wl ; of industr zy at l 
Reciprocity is th ay é ty as a settled and gen 
permanent part of a reasonable protect ysten \nd 
is the way to permanen neral prosperity 
e for reciprocity is pr 1 by exp W 1 
r vy with Canada between 1854 and 1865. I! the day : 
t and until the Civil War |! ou ‘ rt to ¢ ! 
I creased Reciprocity had been an i ! ] } 
t ty abro¢ated by u not for commercia! t ] 
ng « of the Civil War We closed tl ‘ ra ist ¢ ] i 
1 Canada refused to reopen it in 1 
rocity is 11 our ré t ; ¥ Can a < 
country I for | tion. 
RECEN’ i rRt ! ¥ 
se for gener v be «¢ dered quite art 
f ( ] x} t the re t rec it treaty, 
\ tl e American rket to d pulp 
v t yuo and put the American industry 1der t trade 
: id without reference to th acceptan if the ti ty 
n illustrat of what I r ' t and of hat 
t tariff revision Trad ns with only on try 
do not afford a basis for the consid internation: recip! V 
] reat mi take in the Canad itself was that it i 
f 1 without reference to the «x iff tem of the Unit 
S and without any considerati ‘ ( ind | cal 
relations of either Canada or the I d States with Great Britain 
THE TRADE COMMISS! » ! ‘ TH AMERICA, 
ountr with w ! t le i ! r im 
I nada ri to re the R ib of 
{ ri 1is« 8 { e ivest tion 
it, FA i rod » Cer 
{ ! ] ca rl I ia iditions 
n ountri f P eri ind South America ar 
t I that existed in J 3 b tl idoption of the 
{ tion. Alexander ! father of j f nd i 
tent with that doctri remove all ti r ‘ r ym 
the States followed just < t That 
ligh priest of protection. Jam« G. Blaine, con : lat cy 
1 versal fair trade over both American co from H on 
: Cape Horn In 1881 President Arthur sent trade « i 
8 to South and Central America to plan » At Zollv n, or 
: toms un " The results we ma y educa l, sav the 
I n reciprocity treaty was necotiated, ith results that ime 
it and historic in annexation 12 years |! , 
HE PAN AMERICAN CONG! 3 ANI 
sante. Sec nd national impulse toward neral recij t in in 
at when Blaine again became Secret iry of State. Che momentous 
Pa \merican Congress was the n convened at } or To the 
re ntatives of all-America, as well as to 1 Conger Mr 
B ibmitted his plan for an American customs union. The result 
clause in the MeKinley tariff bill, then pending, providing that 
: President be authorized without further legislation to declare the 
ports of the United States free and open to all t products of any 
a nae an eriean hemisp! are whenever or so long as n 
ft f oft tenes ‘our, corn meal, breadstuffs, etc., of the 3 
t 4 taxes. The Secretary urged Congress to seize 
to open the markets of 40.000,000 people to the 
an farmers, But Blaine’s plan w: tilled by the Senate under 
the ; ee eens promseres ers nd tl ‘ir j the benefi iries 0 
of t B laine 8 ca aih met hedul AN. ey less, a modifi d form 
It $ great if ne sal did get into the McKin tariff bill of 1890 
For +} gr S$ consequences thouch wre a -udging spirit. 





— principle was admitted and reciprocity 
: nt _part of the American protec tive system. Ur 
ion” of the McKinley tariff of 1890 the 
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t} \lmost one dollar in every three which came to Great 
Britain fro er reign business was paid for textiles, while the 
Ur te received for the out of every dollar only 2 cents. 
f ) per cent of our total exports in 1904 are represented by the 
even items—cotton, provisions, breadstuffs, mineral oils, lumber, copper, 
and anima Raw cotton alone represented 25 per cent. 

FIFTY-EIGHT MILLION DOLLARS THE TOTAL INCREASE IN SEVEN YEARS OF 

AMERICAN EXPORTS TO THREE-FOURTHS OF THE EARTH. 

Our owth in exports to Europe was from $1,057,930,131 in 1904 
to $1,308,275,778 in 1911, or less than 25 per cent, as against an in- 
crease in exports to North America from $234,909,959 in 1904 to 
$457,059,179 in 1911, or almost 100 per cent. The exports from the 
United States to Asia and Oceania in 1904 aggregated $93,002,028, 
but in 1905 they reached $161,584,046, which figure they never reached 
again, being in 1911 only $151,489,741. The decrease from the 1904 
total exports to Africa and other countries of $24,230,126 varied each 
year, the figure in 1911 being $23,600,607. The increase of exports to 
South America was from $50,755,027 in 1904 to $108,894,894 in 1911. 
1 increase of $58,000,000 in exports to South America repres«nted 
the total gain in the exports of the United States to three greai con- 
tinents during the most progressive period of their history out of a 
total gain in exports of $896,549,000, or about 6 per cent increase in 


exports to an area outside of the North American Continent equal to 






more than three-quarters of the earth. The percentage increases, more- 
over, in the foreign trade of the United States are calculated upon 
aggregates representing beginnings disgracefully small. Despite these 


apparent increases the painful truth is that in foreign trade the United 
States of America, the greatest and most progressive nation on earth, 
has not made a start. 





GAIN ELSEWERE LIMITED TO “DUMPED” PRODUCTS OF MONOPOLY. 
Practically the only American manufacturers getting a substantial 
share of the trade in for n markets are those enjoying a domestic 






monopoly, and even they are required in most cases to sell their prod 
ucts in the foreign market at a far less price than the American people 
pay for them at home, The proportion of these products in our total 
exports is very large. Exports of manufactures of iron and steel, for 
example, including agricultural implements, practically all of which 
m factures are monopolized in the United States and sold abroad at 
lower prices than at home, aggregated in 1912, $273,794,267, or almost 
14 per cent of our total exports. 
WE ARE HOPELESSLY OUTSTRIPPED IN LATIN AMERICA, 

Our failure is most conspicuous in Central America and South Amer- 
ica Until 1904 our exports thitherto remained practically stationary 
for 20 years, and to some countries we now sell less than we did 8, 10, 
and 15 years ago. But the purchases of the countries in this territory 
have not remained stationary. The markets, always potentially great, 
have expanded under the efforts of European interests. 

In 1904 we supplied less than 13 per cent of the $374,000,000 bought 
in that year by South American countries. This means that South 
America spent $7 in Europe to every $1 in the United States. In 1904 
the South American countries took a less percentage of our total ex- 
ports than in 1870. Yet South America presents a market of 45,000,000 


peop-e, 


rT 
i 


AFRICA BUYS ALMOST NOTHING FROM 


In 1904 the total import of Africa was greater than that of all North 
America, but we supplied only 53% per cent of it. And Africa presents 
a market of 170,000,000 people. 

OUR EXPORTS ASIA INSIGNIFICANT. 

In Asia, too, but for the improvement in the Japanese and Chinese 
trade, the showing would now be paltry. The total jump was made in 
one year, and it was almost 100 per cent upon the small total of our 
trade at that time. In China, in 1904, we sold less than 8 per cent of 
the total import, and in Japan less than 15 per cent, yet these two 
countries present a market of 475,000,000 people. Had of these 


Us 


S. 


TO 


each 
in 1903 bought 10 cents’ worth from us during the year, our export 
would have been $8,000,000 more than it was. Compare this with the 
fact that the purchases of Cuba from us at that time averaged $15 per 
head per annum and from Canada $23 per head per annum. 

ONE BILLION CUSTOMERS BUT NO BUSINESS. 

These are the bases upon which the illusory percentages are figured. 

These are the true facts as to American progress in markets containing 
more than 1,000.000,000 potential customers outside of North America 
and Europe. Asia and Oceania alone contain 900,000,000 inhabitants. 
Our rivals sell them twelve times as much as we sell them. It is esti- 
mated that our total exports of merchandise to all South America, 
Oceania, and Asia combined brought in 1904 a per capita return to the 
weople of the United States of less than 15 cents a month. The British 
Fok Indies, with a population of three and a half times that of our 
own country, spend 984 cents out of every dollar with other countries 
than the United States. 
RECIPROCITY THE REMEDY FOR THE RESULTS OF EXCLUSION, 

The conditions which have been set forth are the result of a deliberate 
olicy of exclusion adopted and maintained by the Government of the 
Inited States for a half century. These conditions can be brought to an 

end only by a deliberate policy of commercial reciprocity. The large 
quantities of sugar, wool, flax, and many other food products that we 
import from abroad do not come into competition in the ordinary sense 
with the domestic products. In many of these things we are not, and 
there is no indication that we ever shall be, able to supply our domestic 
demand from domestic sources. In some most important articles, like 
wool, hides and skins, lumber, and sugar, the domestic supply as com- 
pared with the demand, or even the consumption, is lessening all the 
time. Yet we have been unwilling to give either the domestic buyer or 
the foreign seller the benefit of any reduction in duties on this class of 
articles. 

SUPERFLUOUS 


PROTECTION DESIGNED TO CLOSE FOREIGN 


AMERICAN PRODUCTS. 
The result of the policy of high protection has been threefold, and 
it has been ruinous in every way. The tax on imports has been made a 


MARKETS TO 


into the cost of producing which the tax enters. 


foreign markets. The tax on imports has become a tax on exports. 


markets. And it has left unused the quid 
with benefit, in addition, to ourselves, of admission for the 


some of our products to theirs. 





burden on production equivalent to a tax on the exportation of the goods 
Instead of a means of 
keeping foreign products out of the United States. it has become pri- 
marily the means of keeping the products of the United States out of 


This policy has also established an artificial price level, which has kept 
our products, without any advantage to the United States, out of foreign 
ro quo which we might offer, 


roducts 
of foreign countries free to our markets in exchange for admission of 
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EXCLUSION DESIGNED FOR THE ADVANTAGE OF MONOp 


As a matter of fact, American manufacturers are producing 
everything to-day cheaper than their foreign competitors, {It j. 
obvious that the only need American manufacturers have of a | 
to protect them in high exactions from American people. ‘The 
American goods abroad at a lower price than that demanded 
mestic consumers is a fixed rule. The total cost of “ making | 
ket” is charged to the American consumer, and the sales cost } 
siderable proportion of the retail price, on many articles as ; 
one-half. The establishment by fair competition of a reasona 
level would reduce the sales cost or cost of distribution in both + 
market and in foreign markets. How much more could be sold 
forcign markets if only a reasonable “ one-price” level were es; 
and the import tax, which works as an export tax, were abolis} 


| average manufacturer would accept willingly a reduction in dui 


| could be 


| GETTING 


| Great Britain 





assured that a steadier and greater volume of s\ 
result. Every expansion of American industry beneficial to + 
has resulted from such reductions. They have been too rare. 


REDUCTIONS SHOULD BE MADE TO BENEFIT ALL. 
Some Massachusetts shoe manufacturers were alarmed at t! 


this country of a small order of English shoes as a resuit 
recent reduction of the protection on shoes from 25 per cent 
was pointed out that the same reduction was followed by an e: 
increase of exports of Massachusetts-made shoes. 7 

There is no reason why our people should not have the per 


" i 
of shoes bought from England, nor any reason why our manuf 


shouldn't be challenged to make them. That is the best po ' 
for manufacturers who desire to capture foreign markets. : 

In the same way there is no reason why the Dutch standard 
should be maintained in the tariff on sugar to keep out the Jo 
pure dark sugar, which our people were formerly glad to us 
give the Sugar Trust a monopoly of sugar refining. 

Tariff reduction is therefore desirable in itself; reductions 
made wherever fairness and the common interest will permit t 
SQUARE WITH BIG BUSINESS A DANGEROUS BASIS OF R 

The recent general increases in exports are made up large|; 
products of the great monopolistic combinations. They have | 
beneficial to American industry generally or to the people, and 
sulted from superfluous rates of duty. The present hich ¢ 
unquestionably fostered monopoly. The Democratic Coners 
doubtedly resolved upon a tariff policy that will punish the , 
for their exactions from the people. Sut such a policy will su 
in two years or four years of depression under ill-considered tay 
lation, to be followed by a popular rebuke to the Democrats for 
their attention to a rebuke to the monopolies instead of to th: 
of the people, and the tariff will be made a political football f 
to come. Emphatic notice should be served upon therm that 
in the existing tariff law should be changed unless it can be s! 
such change will open up new markets to American industr 
the cost of production at home, or benefit the great mass of t 
can people. 

Manufacturers must readjust their business to every chang 
tariff, and impending tariff changes are always regarded wit! 
sion by the business world and attended by commercial dep: 
hard times. 

There is no justification for any tariff change which bring 
results. Such results are absolutely unnecessary. Tariff 
the future should be such that they will be looked forward to | 
facturers as an assurance of new and favorable markets for t 
or of opportunities to reduce the cost of production, by 1! 
cial world as indications of better times, and by the people 
as a means of reducing the cost of living. Every tariff cha: 1 
have its quid pro quo for the people. and no legislator should 
lay a finger upon existing rates except for the benefit of the | 


FOREIGN TRADE AND MERCHANT MARINE GO TOGETHER 
The same neglect which has resuited in our lack of foreign 


a? 


r 


caused us to be without an adequate merchant marine. We 
doned the foreign markets and the carrying trade to ot) 
The two go together. The total foreign trade of Great |! 
1910 was $5,295,205.000; the foreign trade of the United St 





that year was $3,302,804,708. The tonnage of the merchant 
in 1910 was 19,133,870; that of the United 
that year was 7,508,082. It is reasonable to suppose that 
in our foreign commerce will result in an increase in our carr 
and the establishment of an adequate American merchant ma 


BOTH MAKE FOR INTERNATIONAL PEACE 


Even if peace is to be preserved only by war, the enlarged 1 
navy which an expanding foreign trade will produce fs absolut 
sary. But in any case a merchant marine is a better aid 
tional peace than warships, and commercial relations of 
which produce the merchant navy are a surer guaranty of inter ) 





ee than treaties of peace or of arbitration. 
It is the duty of Congress to adapt its readjustment of t 
| ules through provision for reciprocal commercial agreement 


purposes of international peace. This may be done at the 
and by the same provisions by which our foreign commerc 
merchant marine are to be built up. 


FOREIGN TRADE AND THE MERCHANT MARINE 
CURRENCY PROBLEM. 


But all trade relations are reducible to terms of money. ‘I 
an economic system is the financial system it produces. If ‘ 
can not correct evils in the financial system of the Unit 
through tariff changes, no changes would better be made. | 
tion which has kept our products out of foreign markets | 
irresistible inducement to domestic competitors, limited to |! 
market, to combine to restrict production in that market and 
to secure the total margin of price between the low price | 
domestic competition ceases, and the high level, where foreis! 
tion begins. This kind of protection has been the shelter for 
tions of monopoly and the real cause of almost all restrain'( 
The tariff has been the mother of trusts, but the tariff con 
been the trust of trusts. The monopolized industries of | 
States have come into the power of the so-called moncs 
has a monopoly of credit. The tariff has, in the same Ww) 
been turned by natural evolution and concentration from 1's 
purpose of stimulating domestic production to a means © 
American industry within such limits as suit the privat 
which, as the political trust, has heretofcre enjoyed and 
after enjoy the power, based upon its control of the tariff a! 
lized industries and as the basis of such control, to manipu)s 


THE SOLUTI 
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, voTE AGAINST RECIPROCITY A VOTE FOR THE SO-CALLED MONEY TRUST. | most emphatically that to the produ 




















Now, the basis of credit is gold. With the abandonment of our fot sh uld be closed. Take off tha Y t 
trade and the carrying trade we abandoned our share in the con protection and the det! d wi 
ff the world’s gold supply By reason of our failure to secure | #2 the domestic market : 
ts for the potential products of our vast producing machine ng te nd sensib! 
, not export enough to pay the interest on foreign money invested | 4 rer Wi l have 3 shat i a. 
United States. We are a debtor Nation. We lend no real money ; ’ il ae the sanama t nd t 
ntrol no real money. Our financiers do not represent us, but a |! Cin the ex] nh of ey 
n money power. ‘Their tariff policy has not been_ inconsistent 
with their obligation to serve their foreign principals Precisely th The VICE PRESIDENT. The res dl 
trap into which the unwary Democratic legislator is likely to fall is t paper will I ~ailineneindl ' ‘ ; ' 
tion of duties without reference to the opportunity of American | * a to the Committee o 
n acturers generally in the foreign markets and the favoring of Mr. LODGE presented a 1 norial of 
ters, without quid pro quo, who are really allied with the foreign | facturers of New Bedford l r st 
j sts which profit by our monopolistic tariff policy of exclusion of proposed rates Sehod 1 ‘ 
7 wn products from foreign markets, The products of the monopo se a in : ws . > |x 
fog t to foreign markets, it is true, but at a low price level, for | WAS rel ‘rred to the Committee en Fina 
W American industry generally and the American consumer must | He also presented re utions adopted } o I ' 
nsate in the payment of artificially high domestic prices fhe} of Provincetow MI f eed ae 5 rps 
purpose of tariff reductions should be to bring about as low a price level : a i Wh, JAS avori e r¢ il « thy 
me as that met by our monopolies in foreign markets, so thai not Panama Canal act exempt 
f n consumers and foreign producers may profit from those prices | ment of tolls, which were re red to re C ‘ ‘ 
but our consumers and our producers as well, and so that all may enjoy oceanic Canals 
‘ il opportunities to get trade in foreign markets. —— Bc am. 
Under such a system our merchant marine will expand, and we shall Mr. WILLIAMS presented a memorial 
retain part of the $300,000,000 in freight money paid by us to foreign | Choctaw Nation of Indians, relat o their 1 Ss 
hipowners for carrying freight originating and controlled in large | citizens. whic] wantin temdiins a ‘ Noah : ; 
part in the United States and the amount to be added thereto by the AUIZELS, W aN n Ww: s referred to the Cx 
expansion of the carrying trade of our merchant marine. Freight Mr. TOWNSEND. I present a res 1 0 
I y means gold, and a free American merchant marine means an un-/| of Michigan, which I as nav he printed in 1 
ce ntrated American control of gold, the basis of credit. Since it 15) .aferregd { i a iil <i sala a . F 
uu rsally conceded that the chief difficulty in our financial system is rere! ed to the Committee on Banking and Curren 
the concentration of the control of credit and the unreal and therefore Chere being no objection, t re tie \ 1 
tic basis of our banking credits represented by bonds which, as | Committee on Bankin d Curreney and or , to } : 
the President says, the Government made the basis of our banking and n the Recorp, as f nen ; =m 
currency system 50 years ago only that it might market them, it is | ‘2 “M© *®CORD, as Toliows: 
evident that the real reme/ly for the evils of our banking and currency House r tion 79 : 
system is to draw a share of the world’s gold to our banks through | wher. 1 bill has } . te neress (H. R ao 
the earning of freight money in the carrying trade and the expansic ine for the ere —~ an of tam = 
f our foreign trade to that end through reciprocity. It is in this same and direction of th Gancahuan ut 4 1 
way, and in no other, that proper financial credit is to be apportioned lending n vy to till eo then 
to agricultural enterprise and the grip of the so-called Money Trust the loans not to exceed 60 per t of the etiieey ad 
on natural resources, through their use of other people’s money and the rate of interest not to ex 1 4, pe o. 
their monopoly of credit, is to be loosened. In all these things the be it , a ane 
legisiator’s mind should dwell upon the quid pro quo for the whole ne i aes ‘ ? 
\ can people and the application of the principle of reciprocity, for ; Re ewe Wa se ow me é ’ | 
that is the beginning and the ending of the true method of tariff | 2" Representatives in Ss at Washi 
making in the interest of the American people. — _ rr aoe ce anc ¢ rt sald i 
RECIPROCITY AND THE PANAMA CANAL THE BEGINNING OF A NEW ERA. Sieten Genatede en animate he fh f 
The opening of the Panama Canal will inaugurate a new era in com Mr. TOWNSEND I pr ~ . Ranh ns : 
mercial history. Distances hitherto almost prohibitive of trade will be Ar. ali an on resolution 


° 2.3 


itterly annihilated. The ends of the earth will be brought within of Michigan, which I ask 1 y be printed in the R 

























































































l D 
reach of ove another for the transportation of commodities. The Amer- | ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
people should celebrate this event by bringing their industries, There heing 1 to - 1 atnaeett ¢ : 
irough reciprocity, into communication with the most distant markets om rin Mature. Bmp tiesne:, : ae mn Was | rr 
d preparing to share in the tremendous increase of foreign trade to | Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be | 1 in 
h the opening of the canal will give its impetus. The policy of | the Recorp, as follows: 
procity is just as workable as the policy of high protection or the ; 
y of free trade. The main difference between these policies and House resolution 110 
the policy of reciprocity is that reciprocity alone aims neither at re Whereas the War Department has ey ; 
ation nor in the abandonment of the power to retaliate, but at the the concentration of the United States troops i: ree 
nition of that power in others, and at the use of that power not heretofore and at places more centrally located, and | t 
f 1utual damage but for mutual benefit. ; abandonment of man f the existir Aimy post is 
THR LEGISLATURE’S DUTY TO MEMO LIZE CON . Wl " = i en RB \ is ; Ww - . t ; ea es 
Gentlemen of the general court, a large majority of you are Repub- posts in the United States, advantage 1 ar : 
Yet you stood with the Democrats in the political revolution 80 acres of land, with | ( t 7 
which we have witnessed for a common principle. If you had not don soldiers, having é Is for é t 
so this revolution would not have been brought about You know that or 1 1d i » it ay 0 State 
Democratic victory in the last election was a declaration rt tiv ind r nt l 1 i i ably 
downward revision through the application of the p« 4 ! ad f j sa 
reciprocity—the Massachusetts plan of constructive tariff redu W s i to the ti i l f pure 
But you also know that precisely the reverse of this plan is lik nd water, Fort | ly is l ! ‘ 
put into effect by the Democratic Congress, a nonprotective f post in A ica, and has a record for the health i 4 
for revenue only, unreciprocal, destructive upward and equally de our soldiers unequaled by any other Army post lr l 
structive downward revision. It is your right, it is your privilege, it | Whereas the great highway of commerce on the | I 
is your duty to memorialize Congress in behalf of this Commonwealth highway of commerce between the United Sta nd ¢ i 
against such a peril to the interests of Massachusett The President verge at Sault St larie, and the « i ti bf 
invited all, irrespective of party allegiance, to cooperate with him : t teway is of magnitude that it © our 
in the purposes outlined in his inaugural address. Sound tradition and y » country that these highways of commer be prot Ag 
good principle justify a memorial of a State leg iture to Congress I commerce on the Lak p ing this pla ivi wi 
recommend that through such a memorial you communicate to Congress 50 years ago to 72,000,000 tons in year 1912 1 valued 
the desire of the people of Massachusetts that in all tariff making it numbers at $790,000,000, while the commer yy land ) 
apply the principle of protective reduction through reciprocity to the reached an enormous sum; and 
end that the tariff question may be put in the way of permanent settle- | Whereas the United States Governi t has 4 t 
ment and a progressive policy of development of American commerce Marie, having made vast i ) d 
entered upon, improvements in contemplati nd havi: ! x 
WHAT RECIPROCITY AND PROTECTIVE REDUCTION WILL DO $16,000,000, os = = — Sn : it 
T VU ’ , which W j é more ta 
; Let the United States get her foodstuffs free of duty and free raw ti n and under ‘ iy will f e the ar t to § Or _ 
materials for her industries and her manufacturers will not only not | Whereas Fort Brady is ted at the wrdet “asad 
ask tor unreasonable rates to protect their manufactured pr ‘ts, but the great hig! w 7 s of commerce. both foret I nd it i 1 4 
= | soon give willing consent to constant reductions until a fair trade by water, a commerce whi n its m itude affects ‘1 : — 
ae the equivalent of a free-trade basis, shall be, if ever, safely State tn the Union nd the | t is, t fore trat lis ute 1 
th, fovcige eat oppor tunit in the home market and a fair chance in for the protection of this great ylur f mmerce nd vast public 
the redad narket is all that the American manufacturer asks Vith vorks from riot it ible future nd 
4 uction of the tariff will come an expansion of our foreign trade. | Where ving to the large inter f the United States Gove 
market ele secured the foreign markets, concern for the home centeri it Sault Ste. Mari important to the nt 
market will mae Unless we gain the foreign markets the home that these great zhwa ce and important Gov 
Will bring eet Oe to its normal measure. Increased exports works be protected, this is a strateg posit 
The drawing aa ee of an American merchant marine Army post in case I lons it is d 1 
our financial ee can freight money to our banks will strengthen | interests of the « that the Army |} f Fort B 
nations, and ia 2, us profits that we now abandon to other | abandoned, but t be retained and enlarged to a } 
carrying trade is th us with a basis of a sound monetary system. The| post: Therefore | 
and commerce F F a in integral part of a national system of industry | Resolved by the house (the serat Lcurring). 7 
itself. A merchant fh ntercourse with other nations has a value in} the best interests of the State of M ivan i 
Warships, and peeeamlegenal is a better aid to international peace than | large that the Army post of Fort Brady, at Sault Ste. Mar j 
anty of internation 1 tr relations of mutual profit are a surer guar be maintained and enlarged to a full regiment ! t 
tion. With the ‘ti riendship than treaties of peace or of arbitra Resolved, That our Senators and Repre i y 
Program of reej we if of reduction should be coup! ! therefore, a} hereby, requested to use all honorable m 4 , 
reduce the tariff ana trade agreements with all natic 1S. To fail to! of Fort Brady as an Ar post. and 1 i 
the future of yo te to abandon reciprdcity at this time is to abandon | full regimental post; and | it rite 
complacency—or emned wommmerce, to give up hope, and to give way to | Resolved, That a copy of these 1 ) 
are no more ma <npa r. The Republican attitude assumed that there | retary of War and to each of our Sena d Rep: i in 
rkets open to American producers. We should say Congress. 
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Mr. TOWNSEND. I present a resolution of the Legislature 
of Michigan, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Ilouse resolution 57. 


Whereas the so-called “inland route,” comprising the waters known 
as Cheboygan River, Mullett Lake, Indian River, Burt Lake, Crooked 
River, and Crooked Lake is, and has been for seven years and upward 
last past, under the jurisdiction of the Federal Government; and 

Whereas during such time nothing has been done by the Federal Goy- 
ernment in the way of improving or keeping in proper condition 
the said inland route; and 

Whereas the said inland route as a highway of navigation is of great 
importance to the people of Michigan, the same being known through- 
out the country, not only as an avenue of commerce, but for its 
beautiful natural scenery, and being traversed by thousands of people 
each year; and 

Whereas, owing to the neglect and failure of the proper authorities to 
keep the said inland route in proper condition and to remove there- 
from débris and other obstructions, the said route as an avenue of 
navigation has become extremely dangerous, such condition having 
resulted in the loss of life: Therefore be it 


Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate ene: 
That the Congress of the United States be, and is hereby, respectfully 
requested to take whatever action may be necessary to secure a speedy 
and practical improvement of the said so-called “inland route.” 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I present a resolution of the Legislature 
of Michigan, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

House resolution 75. 


Whereas a bill has been introduced in the United States Senate amend- 
ing the general national banking laws so that national banks may 
loan money with real estate as security: Therefore be it 


Resolved by the house (the senate concurring), That our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress at Washington be, and are hereby, 
requested to earnestly advocate and support a change in the national 
banking laws to the end that such banks be permitted to loan money 
on real estate security; and be it further 

Resolved, That a_ copy of the above resolutions be sent to the United 
States Senators and Representatives in Congress from Michigan. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented memorials of sundry citizens 
of Richmond, Montpelier, Burlington, North Bennington, St. 
Johnsbury, Brattleboro, Marshfield, Waitsfield, Manchester Cen- 
ter, Wallingford, Bellows Falls, Bennington, South Strafford, 
Craftsbury, Proctorsville, Randolph, Springfield, Rutland, Per- 
kinsville, Barre, Lyndonville, Chelsea, South Ryegate, and 
Moretown, all in the State of Vermont, remonstrating against 
the income-tax section of the pending tariff bill relating to 
the taxation of life insurance companies operating exclusively 
on the mutual plan, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of Charlotte, Montpelier, and Bellows Falls, all 
in the State of Vermont, praying for the closing of the gates of 
the Panama Canal Exposition on Sundays, which were referred 
to the Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. WEEKS. I present a petition of 2,500 citizens of the 
cities of Lawrence, New Bedford, and Fall River, Mass., re- 
lating to the tariff. I should like to have the petition read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be read. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to inquire what paper it is 
that the Senator desires to have read. 

Mr. WEEKS. It is a petition relating to the pending tariff 
bill, signed by 2,500 citizens of Massachusetts. 

Mr. SIMMONS. How long is the petition? 

Mr. WEEKS. It will not take half a minute to read it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to say, Mr. President, that while I 
shall not object to the reading of this petition, as the Senator 
says it will take only half a minute, I shall object to the reading 
of memorials which may be sent here with reference to the 
tariff. I shall not object to their being printed in a proper 
case, but I think it is unnecessarily taking the time of the 
Senate to read all the tariff arguments which may be sent here 
by the various industries. 

Mr. WEEKS. In this case—— 

Mr. SIMMONS. I shall not object. 

Mr. WEEKS. It will not take as long to read the petition 
as the statement the Senator just made has taken. 

There being no objection, the petition was read and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


NEW BEDFORD, Mass., April 24, 1913. 
To the Members United States Congress, Washington, D. C.: 


We, the undersigned, residents of New Bedford and vicinity, earnestly 
petition that the rates in the new tariff bill be sufficient to equalize the 
difference in cost of production in the United States and foreign coun- 
tries. 

We are especially interested in the cotton schedule, 














Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of sundry citiz 
Webster, N. H., remonstrating against a reduction in the 
on agricultural products, which was referred to the Co) 
on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of T. B. Bailey, of Lyme: | 
Peaslee, of Plymouth; Charles R. Cogswell, of Concord 
Edward W. Wild, of Lancaster, all in the State of New 1! 
shire; of Herman E. Blair, of Washington, D. C.: E. H « 
and A. F. Mitchell, of Toledo, Ohio; H. G. Chapman and A 
Todd, of Aurora, Ill.; E. A. Miller, of Huntingdon, Pa.: }1 ¢; 
Rockwell, of Argos, Ind.; Bolling Sibley, of Memphis, ‘| 
E. H. Rogers, of Philadelphia; Charles E. Walton and W 
Ford, of Frankford, Philadelphia, Pa.; W. A. Day, presic 
the Equitable Life Assurance Society of New York: Lawponen 
H. Rupp, of Allentown, Pa.; Edward L. Farr, of Wenonah. \_ J 
R. C. Schwoerer, of Huntingdon, Pa.; Ruhard Ford, of }) 
ford, Philadelphia, Pa.; J. Fithian Tatem and J. P. Fen: 
Philadelphia, Pa.; John A. Cranston, of Wilmington. |) 
George K. Kline, of Johnstown, Pa.; Robert Dawes, of By. 
Mass.; J. Walter Rosenberg and C. H. Brown, of Philade!))yj, 
Pa.; Carlota 8S. Sanborn, of Lancaster, Mass.; T. Frank Bayer. 
of Huntingdon, Pa.; and Charles H. Button, of Frankford, |’ 
adelphia, Pa., praying for the exemption of mutual life ; 
ance companies from the operation of the income-tax clayse of 
the pending tariff bill, which were referred to the Committ: 
Finance. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
western Kansas, praying that Federal aid be given for tly 
irrigation of land in the semiarid part of that State, which w 
referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamati 
Arid Lands. 

Mr. WORKS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jos 
Angeles, Cal., praying for the exemption of mutual life 
ance companies from the operation of the income-tax clas: 
the pending tariff bill, which was referred to the Committee | 
Finance. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens St 
Paul, Lucan, Clarissa, and Thief River Falls, all in the s1 
of Minnesota, praying for the exemption of mutual life 
ance companies from the operation of the income-tax clause of 
the pending tariff bill, which were referred to the Commitice ou 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Iron Range Brewing « 
of Tower, Minn., praying that barley and malt be placed « 
free list, which was referred to the Committee on Financ 

Mr. O’GORMAN presented a petition of sundry citiz 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation m2 
medals to survivors of the Battle of Gettysburg, whic! 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GOFF presented petitions of Harry L. Heintzelman. of 
Fairmont; John W. Boon, of Lindside; Cecil Ward, of \\! 
ing; A. T. Arnold, of Wheeling; Lloyd A. Flanigan, of Parkers 
burg; T. L. Sullivan, of Folsom; C. E. Batson, of Parkersburg 
I. O. Cochrane, of Wana; W. B. Batson, of Parkersburg; Jolin | 


’ 
} 


Carter, of Elm Grove; Fred W. Edele, of Wheeling; Rufus M 
Kline, of Morgantown; H. P. Tracy, of Union; A. K. Thorn, of 
Clarksburg; BE. B. Bailey, of Linn; J. D. Foster, jr., of Chiaries 
ton; D. J. Hunter, of Morgantown; Charles F. Hateley, of 
Follansbee; H. L. Judge, of Wellsburg; C. W. Rexroad, of 


Harrisville; C. M. Fenton, of Marting; S. J. Kennedy, of Fail 
mont; H. H. White, Terra Alta; Carl H. Hunter, of M Is- 
ville; W. W. Van Winkle, of Parkersburg; H. N. Eavenson, of 
Gary; J. J. Lincoln, of Elkhorn; T. S. Walley, of Wheeling; 
F. E. Armbruster, of Wheeling; R. B. Nay, of Wheeling; 
Walter Barger, of Clarksburg; E. R. Parker, of Point Pl + 
J. H. Henderson, of Clarksburg; Peter Henigen, of Farmington; 
Howard N. Eavenson, of Gary; George W. Fox, of Wh 
Charles Klein, of Wheeling; C. L. Ritter, of Huntins 
Herbert Frankenberger, of Charleston; Horkheimer » 4 
Wheeling; Henderson & McCann, of Wheeling; the Bloch Bros 
Tobacco Co., of Wheeling; H. F. Behrens Co., of Wl: ng; 
George R. Taylor Co., of Wheeling; Dr. J. 8S. Nedrow, © 
Bruceton Mills; A. T. Arnold, of Wheeling; N. G. Kei! of 
Elkins; V. L. Highland, of Clarksburg; John E. Dom t 
Clarksburg; R. A. Roger, of Buckhannon; C. E. Eson, of Clarks- 
burg; Thomas B. Sweeney and Nellie K. Sweeney, of Wii~ 
J. ©. Brady, of Wheeling; Wells Goodykoontz and Irene | 
koontz, of Williamson; George M. Kyle, A. G. Chrislip. Exce 
Fair, W. R. Pierson, M. R. Post, 8S. MacAdam, R. E. Gil! D iH 
Fairfax, J. M. Jacobs, R. P. Andrews, F. M. Archer, 
Stocking, and Howard Hazlett, of Wheeling; C. 8. Rigs- 
mont; E. M. Davis, of Spencer; W.E. Utt, of Progress: ! 
of Princeton; 8S. P. Norton, of Wheeling; C.T. Bailey. of | 
ton; C. C. Dodd, of Charleston; W. A. Johnson, of Ch 
B. J. Simson, of Charleston; W. K. Thudium, of Chul mn 
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w |. Kenley, of Charleston; J. G. McCay and J. G. Pettit, of | Charles Warren, a distinguished lawyer of Boston, in regard to 


weston: J. Jefferson, of Wheeling; Nooman Jackson, of Logan; certain decisions of the United States courts relative to recent 
1 C. Alderson, of Logan; C. A. Potterfield, of Charleston, all | legislation. It is a very valuable compilation and is brief. 

on. State of West Virginia, praying for the exemption of The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, that order 
lies life insurance companies from the operation of the | will be made. 

tax clause in the pending tariff bill, which were referred Mr. FLETCHER. I did not hear the request of the Senator 
+, the Committee on Finance. from Massachusetts as to the paper he desired to have printed 
. Mr \McLEAN. I present resolutions adopted by the executive | as a public document. 

hoard of the Connecticut Leaf-Tobacco Association at a meet- | Mr. LODGE. It is an article which appeared in the Columbia 


- held in Hartford, Conn. The resolutions are very brief, and | Law Review, April, 1913, and is really a compilation of all the 
I sk that they be printed in the Recorp and referred to the! recent decisions under the pure-food law, under the antitrust 


Committee on Finance. laws, and under the railroad laws. It is a very useful and 
There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the | brief pamphlet by a lawyer of distinction. 

Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, | The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the re- 

as follows: quest of the Senator from Massachusetts will be granted. The 


HARTFORD, CONN., May 10, 1913. 


4¢ 9 meeting of the executive board of the Connecticut Leaf-Tobacco : —— _ . 
i tion the following resolutions were unanimously adopted: RECALL OF JUDICIAL DECISIONS (8S. DOC. NO. 28), 


Where the leaf-tobacco meeertry & the ae of ee = be Mr. NELSON. I have a brief article by Ezra Ripley Thayer, 
st affected on account of the proposed new tari aw, known : al Re eel ad eee aie , 
s the inderwood bill, and especially that part relating to the free dean of the law school of Harvard Unive rsity, taken fre m the 
entry of the products of the Philippine Islands, Schedule F, paragraph Legal Bibliography of March, 1913, on the Recall of judicial 
196; and decisions.” I ask that the article be printed as a public docu 


Chair hears none. 








Whe should this measure become a law it would be the means of ment 
reducing the price of the product of the grower of tobacco in this Rn a cate es Z , : “_- 
State and also the price of labor in all branches of the cigar and The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection. it is so ordered. 
tobacco trade In the United States, the difference in the cost of labor es ‘a ! 
hetween the Philippine — a = country puns so great: ee THE ASSOCIATED PRESS (8S. DOC, NO, 27). 
‘hereas the climatic conditions of the Philippine Islands are suc nat . over eee F ie : ; : 
. the culture of tobacco in those islands could be greatly increased at Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have a brief paper, being a very 


eo low a cost that the grower, manufacturer, and the workman of | interesting official statement by the president of the Associated 
this country could not exist: pr ae ‘ si heat Press, Mr. Frank B. Noyes, which has been made with some 
Resolved, That we, as tooacco merchants of the State of Connecticut, | care and thoroughness, showing the aims, objects, and purposes 
ne vrotest against the passage of this measure; and be it fur- | , ee a = : ee igh tinge 
oe ly protest against I 58 of that organization. I ask that the statement be printed as 
Resolved, That we notify our Mapessentatives and Sesebese of - a public document, and also that it be printed in the Recorp, 
action and ask them to use every means in their power to defeat this The VICE PRESIDENT rs fant {+ fo og ndllaanan 
and unfair measure, which will directly affect over 1,000,000 T . ICI PRI IDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered, 
The article is as follows: 


ms BENJAMIN L. Haas, President. 


MAURICE HARTMAN, Secretary. c ‘ cs 
ay ‘i (By Frank B. Noyes, president of the Associated Press.) 

Mr. McLEAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hart- Probably no institution is more widely known by name than the 
ford. New Haven, Bridgeport, Norwalk, Waterbury, Norwich, | Associated Press, and, on the other hand, more vaguely understood by 
Meriden, Stamford, Berlin, Clinton, Derby, and New Britain, all | the public generally as to Its organization and its functions. For what 
ioe : . . ni : ‘ ‘ ever cause this may be, that it is a fact is daily apparent 
in the State of Connec tic ut, pray!ng for the exemption of mutual The Associated Press is an association of something over 850 news 
life insurance companies from the operation of the income-tax | papers, operating under a charter of the State of New York as a mutual 
clause of the pending tariff bill, which were referred to the | 2nd cooperative organization for the interchange and collection of news 
( mittee on Finance | Under the terms of its charter “ the corporation is not to make a profit 


hoe os - nor to make or declare dividends, and is not to engage in the bu 
He also presented a petition of the Hubert Fischer Brewing | of selling intelligence nor traffic in the same . 


| 
Co., of Hartford, Conn., praying that barley and malt be placed | , Im other words, the Associated Press is simply a common agent of 


THE ASSOCIATED PRESS 


iness 


: a Se ry. no a ‘ : its members by which they arrange an interchange of the news that 
on the free list, which was referred to the Committee on | gon collects and is bound by its membership obligation to contribute 
Finance. for the common use of its fellow members and also as the ageney 

PANAMA CANAL TOLLS. through which reports of foreign and certain classes of domesti ap 


a Me ‘ | penings are collected and distributed to the newspapers served by the 
Mr. O'GORMAN. I ask leave to have printed as a Senate | organization. : 





document an address recently delivered by Richard Olney on | The — - the apes year we colebente the twentieth anni 
. Dename fee sat? . y | versaty o ie first nation-wide cooperative and nonprofit-making news 
the Panama Canal toll question. (S. Doc. No. 33.) gathering organization in the world seems to make the publication of 
In the same connection I ask leave to have printed as a | something respecting it timely. 
Senate document an address delivered on the same subject by aa soneaenee eS = no a = master of the newspapers 
iceitiabl aa a @ } constituting its membership; it is distinctly their servant 
Chandler P, Anderson, formerly counsellor for the Department | Its board of directors -is composed of active newspaper men chosen 
of State, before the American Society of International Law. | at annual meetings by the membership, and, n experien running 
(S. Doe. No 32.) through 20 years of legitimate connection with the pre it organization 
oIlCm® DRE : ae and also that of the older Illinois corporation, I have never known 
The VIt E PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the order | an instance in all the changing personnel of boards of director oe = 
to print will be made as requested. there was any departure from the most rigid observan of the highest 
obligations of trusteeship and disregard of private and selfish interests, 


RANSOM OF MISS ELLEN M. STONE (S. DOC. NO. 29). 


Mr. O} GORMAN, I ask to have printed as a Senate document 
{ message from the President of the United States of March 27, 
1908, relative to the repayment of money contributed for the 
ransom of Miss Ellen M. Stone, missionary in Turkey. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the order to 


The president, vice presidents, and members of the board of directors 
serve without salaries. 

The Associated Press of to-day is the outcome of a many-year strug- 
gle between two opposing systems One, that of news-gatberin con- 
cerns with private or limited ownership, which dealt at arm's length 
with newspapers to which they sold news at such profit as might be 
secured and over which the newspapers who bought from them had 
no more control than over the paper mill supplying them with print 


print will be entered. paper, 
eo mar " ° “ ‘ The other system is based on the theory that a powerful, privately 
. ADDRESS BY DR. HANNIS TAYLOR (S. DOC. NO. 31). owned and controlled news-gathering agency is a menace to the press 
Mr. VARDAMAN, At a meeting of the American Society of | 224 people. 
Internationgs anid : Determined to establish an agency subject only to the control of the 
h te national Law, held in this city on the 26th of April last, | newspapers for whom it acted, in 1893 a group of western men com- 
‘very interesting paper was read by Dr. Hannis Taylor on | posing the Western Associated I’ress began a fight t tain this end, 
What is the international obligation of the United States, if an coe. ae the Aanocinted’ Preas ca tomen 
any I yr ’ . : 9” ras »e yaged. asser g F re \ ‘ I s, as to-day 
ny. under the treaties, in view of the British contention? | camettiahed. og ey * gent only of newumanera tae 
ask that the paper be printed as a public document. | which it acts I have no thought of minimizing the tremendous {m- 
Mr. SMOOT. I did not hear what the Senator from Missis- | oe 7 sme weet . ae as ale ve ; ae ‘entlae = 
SIDDP sai 7 ¢ ‘ . } empnasize 1e 1usgda ! rope y pea n i » entity oO 
Mr aoe the title of the article. | its own, no mission save to serve its memly 
_ Aft ARDAMAN, Dr. Taylor responded to the toast “ What | Its members are scattered from t At to tl Pacific, from 
a a international obligation of the United States, if any, | capems 2s tee Wank, aad represust every possthic shade of petition) 
u or . : ‘ i sae * eo” “. | belief, religious aith, an onoml syinpat it | obv is ha 
inder the treaties, in view of the British contention?” It is a | the Associated Press’ can have no. partisan | inetional bles. Se 
very able paper. | religious affiliation, no capitalistic nor prolaber t ! 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection the paper will Its function is simply. to furnish its members wit trut lean, 
be printed as a public document ; Te, TL as canaiitiansie ta oa —. 
of the news of the world as expeditiously as is « with accu 
PROGRESSIVENESS : » Tr . 1 7 . racy and as economically as possible 
‘ai OF THE “a. SUPREME COURT (s. DOC . To do this the newspapers composing its men rehir first, 
NO, ¢ . the news of their localities, and, second, weckly a met f yey 
Mr. LODGE. I ask that the paper which I send to the desk aggregating about $3,000,000 per annum, with which an e sys 


may tem of leased wires is maintained (22,000 miles of wire in the daytime 
y be printed as a public document. It is a compilation by Mr. | and 28,000 miles of wire at night), bureaus in the princi; American 











cities supplementing and collating the news of local newspapers and 
bureaus for the original collection of news throughout the world. 

The volume of the news report to members varies greatly, ranging 
from 500 words daily by telegraph or telephone to papers able to utilize 
but a small amount of general mews matter to more than 50,000 words 
daily or 35 newspaper columns in the more important cities. 

The method of collecting foreign news has been greatly changed in 
recent years Formerly the Associated Press collected its foreign serv- 
ice in London, receiving the news there of the Reuter Co., of the Wolff 
Avency of Germany, and of the Havas Agency of France, with smaller 
affiliated agencies in Italy and Spain. 

The objection to this method was that the news as received in 
London was alleged to be impressed with an English bias; in any 
event it was concededly not collected from an American viewpoint. 

To meet this criticism the Associated Press has established regular 
bureaus of its own in all the great news centers, and now maintains 
offices and staffs in London, Paris, Berlin, Rome, St. Petersburg, 
Vienna, Tokyo, Peking, Mexico City, and Habana, in addition to hun- 
dreds of individual correspondents scattered throughout the world. 

It is probable that In the foreign news field the extraordinary genius 
of Melville Stone, the general manager of the Associated Press, has 
been most strikingly exhibited. Just prior to the Russo-Japanese War 
Mr. Stone secured from the Czar of Russia the abolition of the censor- 
ship, and newspaper men still remember the remarkable frankness with 
which the Russian Government gave out the news of Russia’s reverses 
in that conflict 

Orders expediting the messages of the Associated Press were issued 
at his instance by the German, French, Italian, and Russian Govern- 
ments, and as a result it has come to be common for European capitals 
to get the first news of Continental events through Associated Press 
reports cabled back from New York. 

One beneficial result coming from this more direct relationship is 

to be found in the minimizing of the ill effect of the occasional out- 
break of some utterly inconsequential German. French, English, or 
Japanese “yellow” sporadically abusing the United States and its 
0 ple. 
: Toomuate profound significance of a widespread hostility was attached 
to such outpourings. With the closer understanding that comes from 
more intimate knowledge, we now understand the relative importance 
of the newspapers of other countries as we are able to weigh and grade 
our own. 

The disadvantage of lack of news tonch is strikingly apparent in 
the relations of the United States with the Central and South Ameri- 
can nations. These countries secure their news of the United States 
by way of Europe, and it consists mainly of murders, lynchings, and 
embezzlements. The antipathy to the United States by the people of 
these countries is undoubtedly largely due to the false perspective 
given by their newspapers. If in truth we were the kind of people 
they are led to believe we are, they would be fully justified in their 
attitude. 

It has been the aim of those Intrusted with the management of the 
Associated Press to secure as its representatives both at home and 
abroad men of high character and attainments, and it may, I think, 
be fairly assumed that the reputation for accuracy and fairness that 
its service enjoys is largely to be attributed to an unusual measure of 
success in this endeavor 

While the Associated Press is generally held in good esteem, I would 
not be understood as indicating that it has been exempt from criticism 
and attack. 

If in a campaign all the candidates, or their managers or press 
agents, did not accuse the Associated Press of the grossest partisan 
ship as against the particular candidacy in which they were inter- 
ested, those bearing the responsibillties of the service would feel con- 
vinced that something was radically wrong, and would look with sus- 
picion on the report themselves 

This is but human nature. During the last campaign for the presi- 
dential nominations every candidate, either in person or by proxy, 
expressed his conviction that the Assoclated Press was favorable to 
somebody else. 

Mr. Wilson's press agent asserted that our service was pro-CLARK, 
and in the opinion of Speaker CLarK we had sold out to the Wilson 
people. Mr. Taft's managers felt that he was not being given a fair 
show, and Mr. Roosevelt was firm in his conviction that the avenues of 
information had been choked to his disadvantage. 

Of course later we know that Mr. Wilson does not share the only-for- 
publication views of his press agent, and Speaker CLarxK is as emphatic 
in his withdrawal as in his hasty charges. Mr. Taft's managers realize 
that the Associated Press can not report speeches that he does not 
make, and Mr. Roosevelt must see a humorous side to the suggestion 
that anyone has interfered with his getting a fairly adequate representa- 
tion on the first page. 

With all this, however, goes a fundamental misunderstanding of the 
functions of the Associated Press. The individual correspondent or 
reporter for a given newspaper or a small group of newspapers having 
a common bias may be permitted to indulge in partisanship or in 
propaganda 

This is absolutely not to be permitted in the Associated Press. No 
bias of any sort can be allowed. Our function is to supply our members 
with news, not views: with news as it happens—not as we may want 
it to happen. Intensely as its management may sympathize with any 
movement, no propaganda in its behalf can be tolerated. Very jealously 
indeed does the membership guard against their agency going outside 
its allotted duties and argus-eyed is the censorship of every handler of 
our “ copy.” 

It is not, naturally, to be claimed that no mistakes are made. They 
are made and will be made. But in the very nature of the business, 
with the heart so worn upon the sleeve, detection very swiftly follows, 
and the mistakes are few and far between. 

The desire to enlist the Associated Press in propaganda or advocacy 
is usually to be found at the bottom of criticisms of its service. Added 
to this often is misinformation as to the real facts, and sometimes, 
though happily rarely, actual malice. 

The service from Russia, for example, has been harshly criticized by 
some who thought taat the province of the Associated Press was to 
undertake a crusade against the Russian Government because of its 
anti-Semitic attitude. Our theory of cur obligations is that we should 
report the facts as they occur, without fear or favor, but that it is no 
part of our duty to draw indictments save as the facts alone are 
damning. 

The case of the Koreans charged with a plot to assassinate Gov. 
Gen. Terauchi has recently been much diacussed. 

These Koreans were almost all converted Christians, and the Ameri- 
ean missionaries in Korea were naturally intensely interested in the 
matter. 
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| perturbed, and indeed one of the great New York 








It was freely alleged that the Associated Press, und: 
by the Japanese Government, had suppressed the fa; 
Koreans had made confessions Implicating American ; 
accesseries to the plot and had subsequently retracted 
sions, asserting that they had been extorted by atroci 
fiicted by the Japanese police, the intimation being also 
sionaries were in peril by reason of the repudiated confe 

Based on this, some of the missionary anthorities he: 





apers 
and editorial articles criticizing the Associated Seass fol 
sion of the matter. 

As a matter of fact, an inspection of the news gery} 
the Associated Dress and distributed to its members gs} 
carried the full facts—the confessions, the implications of 
aries, the allegations of torture, the fact that the alleg: 
was believed by the missionaries, and also the fact tha 
denied the torture stories and attached no credence 
prisoners’ statements implicating the missionaries 





On learning the real situation the New York newspaper 


promptly printed an ample amende honorable, but I do n 
many still ignorant of the retraction feel that the A 
was guilty of some dereliction. 

Another cause of frequent misapprehension is in the e 
of newspaper readers to attribute anything seen in print 
ciated Press, and it is constantly necessary to explain t 
Jentfy partisan or inaccurate article was the work of 
and not a part of our service 


1 


ot 


Away back in the middie of the last century an alliar 


and defensive, existed between the old New York Assi 
a news-selling organization owned by seven New York 
the Western Union Telegraph Co., under the terms of 
York Associated Press dealt solely with the Western | 
Western Union, in turn, gave discriminating rates 
to the New York Associated Press. 

Althongh this arrangement (in the light of to-day a 


one) was abolished more than 30 years ago, many peop 


it still exists, and occasionally some one arises fie! 
this unholy alliance. 
The simple truth is that the Associated Press ha 


these 30 years and more, paid exactly what other news 


pay and that the rates charged by the telegraph < 
facilities furnished us are greatly in excess of th 


se ¢ 





newspapers, and still more than those charged stockli 
| leased wires. 


The Associated Press leases wires, many thousands of 
from the Western Union, the Postal, the American T 
phone Co., and from several of the independent tele; 

The first three having a common basic rate, cha 
a year in the daytime, and $12 a mile a year at nig 
the same wire they charge an individual newspa; 
respectively, and a stockholder gets a still further redu 

Far from receiving discriminatory favors, the As 
feels that it is being distinctly and heavily discriminat 

In these days, when all transactions on a larg 
subjected to so rigid a scrutiny, it is natural t! 
a mark of public attention as is the Associated Pr 
itself immune from critical inspection. 

From time to time some voice is raised denouncing t 
Press in the same breath both as a monopoly and b 
a monopoly, and insisting that it become a monopoly 
its membership all desiring its service, the theory | 
way the activities of the association impress it wit! 
subject it to the obligation of a common carrier to s 

From an ethical standpoint only, then, is there anyt 
unsafe, or unwise in a group of newspapers, large or 
themselves together to do a thing that each must ot 
rately and of reserving to themselves the right to det 
extent the membership of such a group shall be enlarg: 

It does not seem possible to hold fairly that a n 
York may not join with one in Chicago and one in I 
maintain a common correspondent in Washington with: 
ligatory on these three newspapers to share the fruits 
prise with other New York, Chicago, and Philadelphia n: 

If, in addition, they arrange that each shall supply t! 
the news of its home city, is it within the bounds of : 


reing 








are required to furnish to competitors the same facilities? 


1 give this illustration because that is exactly t! 
newspapers composing the Associated Press, the scale 


larged. 
Fhe obligations of a common carrier are, howeve! 
dependent on the magnitude of its transactions. rhe 
across a stream is just as much impressed with a pul 

Pennsylvania Railroad. Each is a common carrier. It 


| of the transaction and not its size that determines its o! 





respects the question of common carriership, what is riz 
is proper for 300 or for 800 to do. 

To compel the Associated Press to assume an entity 
to serve all comers would in my judgment bring ab: 
fraught with the gravest dangers to the freedom of t! 
turn to the freedom of the people. 

At present about one-third of the daily newspapers 
are represented by membership in the Associated Press. 

There are a number of concerns engaged in the coll 
of general news to nonmembers of the Associated Pres 
way or another they supply their customers with what 
be satisfactory services. 

In nowise desiring to become anything approaching 2 


he 


n 


Associated Press has avoided even the appearance of an 


+} 
t 


price rivalry, admitting additicnal members solely on 


common benefit to the members of a cooperative institutio! 


If by some occult reasoning the Associated Press cc 
a common carrier, these news-selling organizations would 
and the Associated Press would, if the end sought for was 


become a real monopoly, and the incentive for cooperatio! 


existing, it would naturally drift into a concern for pe 
private ownership and subject to private control. 


No more dangerous situation can well be imagined than 





] 


of the control of the greatest news-gathering and news 


agency of the world from the hands of cooperating new 


control of some individual interested in manipulating t! 


master and not the servant of the newspapers. 
Because this danger would be so grave it will not con 
other reason, also a very basic reason. 












:n be no monopoly in news. 

- that it becomes apparent that a monopoly in collecting and 
news exists, that day, in some way, by some method, 
ewspapers or groups of newspapers will take up the-work 

hinge a service for themselves independent of outside control. 

ws of the world is open to him who will go for it. Anyone 
expend the energy, the time, and the money to approach it 
: the well of truth. 

«es service of the Associated Press does not consist of 
or its offices. Its soul is in the personal service of human 
n with eyes to see, with ears to hear, with hands to write, 

and +h brains to understand; of men who are proud when they suc 

iliated when they fail, and resentful when maligned. The 
has brought the uttermost parts of the world marvelously 
its rejoicings and its sorrowings, to satisfy the thirst of 

t nie for intelligence of the march of events. 

} ews service of the Associated Press of the horror of Martinique 

was not the event itself. It was the personal service of a man who 

3 rst hint of the disaster that had wiped out a population took 

nie orders, chartered a boat, and went to Martinique, where no corre- 
dent still lived, and sent a story, his story of the great tragedy, 

ocking his health by the effort required. 

ro get this report, this “ news,”’ was open to anyone. 

vo cet it cost the members of the Associated Press more than $30,000, 

addition to the human wastage and prodigious effort. 


n add y 

It was a part of the day's work. 

(nd as to-day devoted men labor and die in order that the members 
of the Associated Press, an organization that neither owns nor prints 


may lay before their readers a fair picture of the world’s 


newspaper, ; 
aa n ngs. so always will these and other men serve nobly and die 
: it the world may have tidings of sport and festival, of birth 
: death, of Congress and Parliament, of battle and plague, of 


and rescue. 


i WASHED PAPER MONEY. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I again desire 
to offer, and ask for publication as a document, a number of 
prief letters I have received relating to the subject of washed 
money 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMOOT. Again, Mr. President, on principle I say that 
these letters should not be printed as a public document, and 
hat the Senator’s request should not be granted. I am going 
to say to the Democratic side of the Chamber that if you intend 
to start printing at the Government Printing Office this class 
of matter, lam not going to object at this time; but it is wrong 
that a lot of letters addressed to a Senator upon one particular 
subject—587 of them—should be printed as a public document 
t Government expense upon a subject that is not even before 
Congress, 

[ think, Mr. President, that I have previously said sufficient 
ipon this question; but I say to the Senator from New Jersey 
that I am not going to object to his request to-day. 
to be content with simply saying that I have done so in the 
past, and let other Senators decide whether or not they want 
the Senate to go into this field of printing. The chairman of 
the Printing Committee is present, and if he desires the Senate 
to undertake this kind of printing, well and good. I, however, 
im opposed to it; it is not right. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. 
Senator from Utah to oppose it. I am quite as much in favor 
of it as he is opposed to it. I say there is no question that 
more vitally affects the people of this country than the charac- 
ter of our money. It is very well for the distinguished Senator 
from Utah to declare that he is opposed to it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I did not say that. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. But there are 587 cashiers 
and bank presidents all over this country, representing every 
i in the Union, who declare that the present system is an 
abuse, 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 


It is the privilege of the 


Mr. President, I rise to a question of 


rsonal privilege. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon will 
state his question of privilege, 

Mr. CIIAMBERLAIN. I merely wanted to say that I did not 
—_ 8 ‘fe between these two contending factions. [Laughter.] 


MARTINE of New Jersey. 


It is all friendly. 
Mr. SMOOT. 


th: I desire to say to the Senator from New Jersey 
tl 7 do not believe there are 20 per cent of the 587 signers of 
ae who have ever seen a washed bill. I want to correct 
uf Sebator from New Jersey in the statement that I am op- 
a ‘o going into this investigation of the question of laun- 
te ring our currency. I am not opposed to it, as I told the Sena- 
or the other day. 

sent MARTINE of New Jersey. I must beg the distinguished 
epposed te tom, Mr. President. I did not say that he was 
to lent to going into the investigation; but it is tantamount 
th on ae Ue, distinguished Senator from Utah sets himself up 
™ OPbesition to the opinion of 587 bank presidents and cashiers. 


Mr. SMOOT. They have not asked that their letters be 
Printed as a public 
opposition, 


document, and it is to that that I am making 





its | 


ese human entities are ranging the world to send word of | 
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| 


I am going | 


| - | the floor on his request that certain letters be pri 
wires are but the blind instruments of this service, though | ,. ; i t t certain letters be print 





Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. 


I confes Mr. P 
have not asked that the letters be pri 


ten these letters their own 
very vital importance, involving, »s they do, the « st of 
counterfeiting our money or of facilitating the counterfeiting 
of our money. Now, I ask, in all ser 

Mr. OLIVER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 
dent. What is the order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


over 


signature ad 
iIOUSHESS 


The Senator from New 
lic document. 

Mr. OLIVER. I 
President? It 
memorials. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Petitions and memoriais are 

Mr. OLIVER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I to ask w 
or propriety there is that Senators all around me may 
Senate with propositions to print 
while I am denied the privilege? This is not my | 
cern, but it is a matter that affects the whole people. 
the special position taken by any particular man, b 
are from various gentlemen. Now, I concede 

Mr. PENROSE and Mr. OLIVER. Regular 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I 
around me should present 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I rise to a point of order, Mr. President. 


the 


the 


order 
rece 


is 


ask what 
understand, 


of procedure, 


is, aS l ipt of petit is i 


? i 
aesire 


papers as public docum 


order! 


concede, if our friends all 


The request for unanimous consent is not subject to debate 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; the Chair is compelled to state 
that the Senator from New Jersey is not in order, and to explain 
that the other matters have gone through because unauimous 


consent has been granted. ‘There is objection in this « ; 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I bow. of course, to the judg: 
ment of the Chair; but I will say, Mr. President, if I may be 
permitted—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection has 
Senator proceeding further on this question 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I will reserve to myself the 
right to read these letters into the Rrecorp. I am not 
good elocutionist, but I will detain the Senate long enough 
need be, to read them into the Recorp. 


been made to tbe 


ery 
ry 


if 


PAINT 


Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I have a number of communica- 
tions in the nature of petitions, referring to the resolution pro 
viding for Federal investigation of conditions in the Kanawha 
coal fields, West Virginia. I have a telegram from the secre- 
tary of the Pennsylvania Federation of Labor in convention at 
Reading, Pa.; one from the international executive board of 


CREEK COAL FIELDS, W. VA. 


the United Mine Workers of America, held in Indianapolis 
May 3; a letter from the president and secretary of Loca! Union 
No. 1394, United Mine Workers of America, of West Terre 


Haute, Ind.; one from C. L. Brumbaugh, editor of the Land and 
Labor, of Altoona, Pa.; also from the local branch of the Al- 
toona Socialist Party of Pennsylvania; one from the secretary 
of the Ohio Valley Trades and Labor Assemblies; also from 
sundry citizens of Raleigh County, W. Va.; a letter from the 
secretary of the Monongahela Valley Trades and Labor Council 
of West Virginia; a telegram from the secretary of the Glass 


Workers’ Union, of Kokomo, Ind.;: a letter from a committee of 


Local Union No. 2011, United Mine Workers of America, of 
Clinton, Ind.; one from sundry citizens of Cabell County, 
W. Va.; a letter from the secretary of Local Union No. 676, 


United Mine Workers of America, of Chelyan, W. Va.; one from 


a committee on resolutions of Montgomery, W. Va.; one from 
a committee of the Clarksburg Local Window Glass Workers 
of West Virginia; and one from a committee of Local Union 
No. 298, United Mine Workers of America, of Richmond, Mo. 
I have also a letter signed by three men who are in jail at 
Clarksburg, W. Va., having been tried by a military court- 


martial. A part of this letter, by permission of the Senate, I 
will read, as it is short. They say: 


We, the undersigned, are victims of the unlawful military despotism. 
Stripped of our constitutional rights, denied a jury trial, forced to face 
a drum-head court-martial, deprived of our citizenship, reduced to sub 
jects and thrown in jail, where we have been illegally held prisoners 
since February 10, 1913, this senatorial investigation is the only ray of 
hope left the crushed and bleeding citizenship of this State. Again 
urging you to vigorously push the investigation into the deplorable con 
ditions that are a shame to the State, a disgrace to civilization, and a 
black blot on the fair name of the Nation, in the name of justice and 
humanity and for the sake of the outraged manhood and womanhood, 
we beg you to let nothing stop this investigation and win for yourself 
the undying thanks and gratitude of a long-suffering and oppressed 

le. 
very respectfully, yours, the victims of this despotism now in the 
Harrison County jail held incomunicado. 


I do not ask that any of the other communications be printed. 
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SIDENT. The letter and petitions presented 
Indiana will lie on the table. 


mctor 


TARIFF DUTY ON SUGAR 


Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask 
unanimous consent to have read a letter from a good Michigan 
Democrat It Democratic doctrine. 

The VICE The Senator from Louisiana sends 
up a communication : 
read. Is there objection? The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I announced,a little while ago, 
that I should have to object to the reading of these arguments 
upon the tariff made by persons who are not Members of the 
Senate. I feel that I ought to insist upon that with reference 
to this argument; but as the Senator from Louisiana advises 
ine that if the Secretary does not read it he will insist upon 
reading it himself, I do not see that I would gain anything by 
making that objection. 


contains sound 


PRESIDENT. 


Chair hears none, and the 


nd asks unanimous consent that it may be | 
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lions of dollars. Is it the part of wisdom now to pnt 














free list and expose to utter extermination an induet; 
vindicated its economic legitimacy (not to say indisp: 
such a signally effective and impressive manner? F 
I noticed the other day an interview with the presid 
the principal eastern refining concerns in which | 
that free sugar would undoubtedly have a ro 
domestic cane and sugar-beet industry. Bu 
carefully refrained from saying one word al 
tion in the retail price of sugar which we are l 
the free-trade policy which is to sound the death } 
mestic sugar industry. His silence on this phase of ¢ 
significant—almost as significant as was Bis confide 
opinion that the passage of the House tariff bill w 
eliminate the domestic competitve industry. 
It seems to me that one of the serious reproaches ¢ 
the proponents of the House tariff bill Is that many of 


the faintest glimmer of appreciation of the magnitude of ;¢ 





of the fateful consequences that are likely to flow { 
sagely remarked by Artemus Ward that the troubk 
was that ‘“‘he tried to do too much—and did it.” 
to believe that the Democrats in Congress are attempti; 
impossible feat, and that they will succeed, with co: 
will be disastrous to the party. In the first place, t! 
the people benefits from their tariff legislation which 
probability will never be realized. In short, they ars 
deliverance that will not deliver. They are holding « 
the radical changes they are planning in the tariff 
if not greatly, reduce the cost of living, when every 


should know, that there are economic causes wholly t 
that are operating to keep up the prices of many of ¢ 








saries of life. Who, for instance, believes that ft! 
listing of agricultural products will have any materia! 
ing the prices of the people’s food? Will it cut do 
beef, flour, eggs. or the various other domestic foodst 
a pitifully few instances (and the sugar schedule is o 
| tariff has afforded no protection whatever to the Ar 
turist. The prices of farm products bave been steadily 
over, and tariff or no tariff they will continue to ri 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

LANSI Micnu., May 2, 1918. 
Hon, Josern FE. RANSDELL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: Referring to our conve tion concerning the | 
tariff when I was in Washington recently, I beg to submit the follow- | 
ing statement of my views op the free-sugar provision of the House 
tariff bill, and the radical departure from historic Democratic fiscal 
principles which it emphasizes: 

© y ws & * t ae 

Are we to have a new Democratic shibboleth? Is free trade to be 

inscribed on the party gonfalons which erstwhile bore the immortal 


watchword of free silver? 


And as a logical corollary of this interesting evolution in Democratic | 


slogan making is unquestioning acquiescence in the free-sugar program 
of the House majority to be the test of loyalty to the Democratic Party? 

I am led to ask these suestions by the regrettably dogmatic and even 
intolerant tone assumed by some of the leading congressional supporters 


of free sugar. As we say out in Michigan, these congressional gentle- 
men are “as cocky as a bee in a buckwheat field” in declaring that all | 


who do not subscribe to the policy of placing sugar on the free list are 
accursed and unpardonable apostates to the Democratic faith and 
chiefly engaged in licking the footsteps of the predatory rich. 





It is a singular psychological fact that the word “free” seems to 
cast en hypnotic spell on a certain order of minds in America. It has 
a fascineting sound that apparently makes a big hit with a large ele- 


ment both of Democratic doctrinaires and of the party rank and file. 
But would free sugar really do more toward satisfying the com- 
plaints of the consuming public than free silver would have done in 
alleviating the country’s financial ills 20 years ago? 
I know that the majority in Congress are deeply concerned in secur- 


ing a substantial reduction in the cost of living. Everybody, and espe- 
cially his wife, knows that this has gone up in many instances by in- 
tolerable percentages. It is something that appeals to the business 
and the bosom, but can 


anybody be perfectly sure that the eos 
enlargement of the free list would make any considerable figure in light- 
ening the burdens of the consumer? 

As far as sugar is concerned it is amazing that a tariff duty which 
produces such a splendid revenue should be the especial bete noir of 
the congressional free-trade contingent, who-—to use an expression 
which is commonly ignored in polite society—are “ hell bent” on low- 
ering the cost of living even if both the standard of American living 
and the standards of Democracy are also lowered at the same time. 


And one’s amazement grows as one considers that alone of the chief 


table necessaries of the people sugar can not justly be charged with | 


contributing even in the most negligible degree to the high cost of liv- 
ing A dollar in money will buy a little more—a day’s labor or a 
given quantity of commodities vastly more—-sugar to-day than it would 
before the general rice in commodity prices began. The present retail 


pees of sugar in Washington is 44 cents a pound. the lowest in the 
1istory of the country. Under free trade sugar might sell for 33 cents 


a pound, but the probabilities are that very little of it would ever be 


sold under 4 cents a pound. A cut of one-half cent a pound in the 
retail price of sugar would mean a saving to the people of about 
$35,000,000 annually. But granting that they could buy sugar for 1 


cent a pound less than at the present time their saving would be about 
$70,000,000 annually—a very tidy sum. Against this however, must 
be set down the loss of $52,000,000 in public revenue and the wiping 
out of an industry in which over $175.000,000 of American capital is 
invested, and which has added hundreds of millions of dollars to the 
agricultural wealth of the country. Viewed from a purely economic 
standpoint, is the “boon” of free sugar worth all it would cost? 

am very far from admitting in the foregoing that taking the duty 
off from sugar would actually give us cheaper sugar. The only thing 
we can be absolutely sure of is that it would destroy the domestic 
industry, as those engaged in that industry would not dare to take 
the enormous financial risks involved in the possibility of facing both 
a bad crop season and a demoralized selling market. With the do- 
mestic industry out of the equation, it is easy to see what might 
happen. There are about 1,000,000 tons of sugar produced now in 
the United States. The sudden cessation of this production would 
very likely produce a temporary shortage in the supplies of sugar, 
and in that event the price of sugar would go soaring. That is pre- 
cisely what happened in 1911, when there was a partial sugar-crop 
failure in Cuba and also in the sugar-beet growing countries of con- 
tinental Europe. It was the marketing of the domestic cane and 
beet sugar in the late fall of 1911 that sent the price down nearly 
2 cents a pound in the course of a few weeks. It is only reasonable 
to assume that but for this competition the eastern refining interests 
would have maintained the price of sugar at the exorbitant figure 
which the people were compelled to pay for it during nearly all the 
previous summer and fall. Indeed, it wonld have been in their power 
to put up the price to a still higher figure. In this instance alone 
the domestic sugar industry saved the consumers of the country mil- 








| of 


present disproportion between agricultural production 

population is maigtained. How then it going t 
effect a very marked lowering of prices by changes in t 
which bear only the most indirect relation to the pr 
the present-day increases in the cost of living? 

I do not wish to be understood as arguing against 
of many of the proposed changes in the agricultural 
merely calling attention to the futility of exciting poy 
that they will result in an immediate and decided less 
dens of the consuming masses. If despite the enth: 
the advocates of drastic tariff reductions it should 
positive or substantial benefits accrue to the vast army 
in our great urban centers, then indeed would the Der 
be compelled to face a desperate situation. And if to t 
ment of the consuming public should be added the unr 
ment which would follow the unsettlement or dest: 
our great domestic industries, the plight of the party 
be irremediable. It is well therefore that the Democrat 
take heed lest in accomplishing its work it accomplishes 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I should 
many pages there are of this document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed 
are 23 pages in all, of which 7 have been read. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. That is just half 
of pages I had. 

Mr. REED. I object to the further reading of it. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, if there is ob 
Secretary reading it, I will finish the reading mys 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Wi 
consent to the reading of the document? 

Mr. REED. I object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is for the Senate to decid 
not it shall be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ment be read? [Putting the question.] 
and the document will be read. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, a parliamentary i 
not a single objection stop the reading of the doc 
time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


is 


like to 


The question is, Shall 
The “ ayes 


It does not, under the 











Senate. It has to be submitted to the Senate, l , 
decides whether or not a document shall be read. . 
tary will resume the reading. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

It ought to be unnecessary to remind the Democrat 
it is better to go slowly than to go wrong; that it is ! 
changes moderately and safely rather than hastily I 
of a caucus, too many of whose members leave their pr! 
and consciences where the Mussulman leaves his s! 
door. It is a great thing in statesmanship when you 
augurate new departures in governmental policy Ww!) 
some, disturb more, and make hesitating a et 
it is a great thing in these circumstances, I say, if you | 
past slide into the future” without any serious jar (0 
chiefly involved. And in doing these things the party \ 
intrusted with the task can afford to be generous to t 
obliged to disturb. : 7 

A little reflection will convince anyone with gumpt) 
him to walk on two legs that no Democratic tariff bi!l. 
fully framed or however extensive its free list, can exp! 
of the party's aspirations and usefulness. It will do mis! 
shall express only in a measurable degree either the pi! 
purposes or the party’s capacity to serve the people. Why, 
a tariff measure, which is inevitably and admittedly ‘4 t uD 





product of give-and-take committee confabs and dicker'! 
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st of fealty to Democracy? To ask the question is to expose 
psurdity of such a test. 


t+ ia particularly irritating to be told that your party loyalty is 
soe suspicion because of your adherence to the doctrine of old- 
+ and unsterilized Democracy that a superb revenue raiser 


iar tariff should have a prominent place in a genuine tariff- 
1e program, especially when one sees the House advocates of 
down all intended to reduce 


in sugar voting amendments 
n certain manufacturing schedules, which together produce 


try three or four millions of revenue, on the plea that they 
‘o furnish an adequate income to the Government! For a 


d f 
uch a fatuous performance we shall have to go back to 


te 
»s 
“base Indian who threw a pearl away, 

Richer than all his tribe.” 

Indian really didn't know what he was throwing away, 
s ' House Demecrats know exactly the value of the pearl which 
1 sacrificing in order to justify the retention of a few dinky 

oLbes 
herd!y have escaped the notice of the observant 
American PD blie that many of those who are now advocating the 

7 te free listing of agricultural products were once among the 
+ y»pholders of the claim that the free and unlimited coinage of 
+t the ratio of 16 to 1 would double the prices of farm products 

eby vindicate Itself as the most beneficent piece of financial 

ever proposed by the Democratic Party in the interest of 
trodden masses. To-day these same infallible Democratic 

e just as positively assuring us that their free-list program 
the prices of farm products is an equally indispensable and 
bono publico stunt, and that all those who do not 
as eh will be put out of the pale of the new and ex- 
1 Democracy. Free silver to put up the farmer's prices; free 

de to put them down; and both guaranteed as impeccably wise 
| ‘ policies. In view of the awful gee-hawing to which it 

, subjected is it any wonder that the poor old Democratic 

has a calamitous record lomger than its proverbial ears? 

e never yet talked with a disinterested Democratic friend of 
mestic sugar industry who was not in favor of a substantial 
duction of the rates of the present sugar schedule. No one on the 
De itie side is opposing a cut that will wipe out any possible ex 
profits to either the sugar-beet grower or the sugar-beet manu 

rer. Every Democratic argument in favor of reducing instead of 
entirely removing the duty on sugar is based upon the proposition that 
a tariff duty which approximates so closely to the historic Democratic 


ortion of the 


hene ‘nt pro 


it 


salve 


ideal of a tariff for revenue should not be cut to a point where it would 
evitably destroy an industry dependent upon the incidental—or di- 
rect, if you please—protection which it affords. To adopt a policy 
which absolutely contravenes this proposition is not only to flout one 


ef the most firmly established of Democratic traditions, but would in- 
disaster. It 


iubitably lnvite Democratic division and ultimate party 

n not be fitly characterized otherwise than as a reversal of our 

nomie ond fiseal policy as wanton and upsetting as a Central 
Ar can revolution. 

I know it is often asserted that the Democratic Party is “ pledged” 
t ndon its traditional policy—a policy, by the way, that has been 


free-trade Enzland—of treating sugar as a legitimate 
taxation and to put it on the free list; 


a n voy 
of tariff-for-revenue 
vho “ pledged” the party to do these things? 
I an somewhat familiar with the history of the Democratic Party, 
it I do not reeall a single name in its long roll of seers, prophets, 
1nd statesmen whieh stands as sponsor for such a pledge. Certainly 
; Jefferson was not its sponsor, for it was during his adminis 
m that sugar was made a headliner on the dutiable list. Neither 
was Madison, or Monroe, or Jackson, or Van Buren, or Cass, or Douglas, 
Seymour, or Tilden, or Randall, or “ Horizontal Bill” Morrison. 
( er Cleveland was regarded as a pretty advanced tariff reformer, 
t favored the retention of a duty of approximately 1 cent a pound 
gar, although in his day Louisiana was the only sugar-producing 
te in the Union. 
is that, beginning with the founding of the Democratic 
the “ pledge” of free sugar is not heard of until we come down 
the haleyon and vociferous time when the militant free-trade coterie 
the st House became the adoration and the hope of the long 
ring Democratic masses. The “ fathers” were all tariff-for-revenue 
ts—not free traders. They believed with John G. Carlisle, 
rho was one of the ablest students of economics of his day, that the 
var duty is ene of the most legitimate and equitable import taxes 
er levied. This belief has also been convincingly avowed by such 
eat modern Democratic philosophers and guides as Senator JOHN 
inp WILLIAMS and Col. George Harvey, the editor of Harper's 
y and the “ mutual friend” and discriminating admirer of Wood- 
ison and Col. Henry Watterson. It is clearly apparent, therefore, 
o-called sugar reactionaries are in fairly respectable Demo- 
ympany. 
\nd right here I wish to call attention to the fact that neither in his 
align for the Democratic presidential nomination nor for the elec- 
1 did Mr. Wilsom pledge himself to give the country free sugar. 
, 2 the contrary, whenever he was asked about his position on the sugar 
e distinetly declared that he was against any tariff changes Ctnat 
injure or destroy any legitimate industry. Is it anywhere seri- 
tended that the beet-sugar industry is not a legitimate domes- 
stry? Does anyone pretend that it is not as indigenous and 
an industry In many sections of the great temperate zone of 
hited States as it is in Germany or France or Austria-Hungary 
Ssia?’ More than 35,000 farmers are engaged in beet-sugar grow- 
1 Michigan alone, and they are finding it the most profitable crop 
‘in raise. It has been the greatest promoter of scientific and 
methods of farming of any crop ever introduced into the 
- So far as its economic legitimacy is concerned, its status is 
a y fixed and unchallengeable, which is more than can be said 
eqitimacy of the effort that is now being made to set up free 
“8 the sine qua non of the Democratic tariff-reform program. 
‘“ Proponents of free sugar have not even the excuse of “ curbing” 
‘ohestic monopoly to justify their revolutionary proposal. No 
enough to claim that even the present sugar schedule 
ghtest shelter to any oppressive combination. Indeed, it 
ince the development of the beet-sugar industry that com- 
conditions in the sugar trade have been established in this 
sefore that time the powerful Havemeyer-Arbuckle-Spreckels 
terests had absolute control of the American sugar market; 
oughout the great Middle West and the West they have to 
competition of the domestic beet-sugar producers, The one 
~ of free sugar would be to give these interests complete con- 
of the American market, for 2-cent Cuban or Javan raw sugar 


act 
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would enable them to put out of business every domestic producer of 
this great staple. Thus instead of legislating to destroy monopoly the 
Democratic majority in the House would tually restore it That is 
why all the big refining interests are Ifmed up for free sugar. lt is 
possible there would be times under a free-trade régime when the people 
would pay a slightly lower price for their sugar, but would even this 
be an adequate compensation for the annihilation of one of the most 
valuable and prosperous of our western agricul al interests and the 
involvement of the planters of Louisiana in general bankruptcy? 

It is a point of curious interest that some of the stoutest defenders 
of the free-list provisions in the House bill delight to speak of that 
measure as establishing a “ competitive tariff" policy This is a clever 
euphemism. But does it “square with the actual fact which Mr. 
Wilson said in his message the new tariff schedules should do? So 
far as the sugar schedule is concerned, it isn’t a “ competitive tariff” 
at all; it is a confiscatory tariff At the expiration of three years it 
subjects the domestic sugar industry not t petitive conditions 
under moderate tariff duties but to competitive conditions under a reign 
of absolute free trade. This means that at t rd three years the 
industry will be left in a situation where it must either be run at a 
loss or go out of existence, because there is not a n beet or cane 
sugar concern in the country that can make a penny of profit with 
Cuban raw sugar selling in the New York market around 2 cents a 
pound. 

This is not mere pessimistic persiflage or idle guesswork It is a 
statement that is substantiated by incontrovertible facts In Michigan 
the beet-sugar mills pay the farmer an average price of $2.80 for each 
hundredweight of the extractable sugar in his beets. That is to say, 
the cost of the sugar content of Michigan beets before the proce of 
manufacture begins is 80 cents more per hundredweight than the price 
at which the eastern refiners would be able under free trade to buy an 
equal amount of Cuban raw sugar at t seaboard. It is idle to sup 
pose that any increased “ efficiency’ of factory management could in 
the short space of three years overcome this handicap. Is it a “ com- 


petitive’ or a confiscatory tariff policy that would deprive the domestic 
sugar producers of the right to liv>? 


It is a grave responsibility which men assume when they deal with 
the fortunes of great communities It is altogether too grave a re- 
sponsibility for men with a predilection for radical courses and who 
insist that all the large relativities and adjustments of our complex 
economic life shall fall dead on the congressional caucus doormat. A 
great English publicist once warned against “the falsehood of ex- 
tremes.”” It is well to repeat this warning for the benefit of men who 
apparently have yet to learn that no political creed or « iomic prejudice 
should be allowed to obscure the truth that in tl! rt of vernment 
;} all principles are relative, not absolute, and that a rigid insistence 
upon tnem under any and all circumstances is the mark of inferior 


statesmanship. 
I am thoroughly persuaded that if the broad and enlichtened recom- 











mendations contained in the President’s message should be carried out 
there would be no cause either for criticism or alarm in any quarter 
It is true that these recommendations partake largely of the nature of 
generalities, but they are generalities that breathe the spirit of true 
statesmanly wisdom and admonition He distinct! 1dvised against 
“cutting at the roots of what has grown up among us by long processes 
and at our own invitation.” If this langua does yt convey a posi 
tive rebuke to those who would put sugar upon the free list regardless 
of the damaging effects which such a policy would have upon the 
domestic industry, then the Il’resident was most inept in the choice of 
his words. I do not believe that he went astray in that recard or that 
he intended to use words in a double sense. He is incapable of doing 
éither of these things. He meant exactly what his lancuace says lle 
is against “ cutting at the roots” of any industry which, like the beet- 
sugar industry, has grown up among us “at our own invitation,” even 
though it can not be said to have passed through “ long processes,” 
owing to its comparatively recent establishment in this country. It 
ean be confidently affirmed that if any industry was ever established 
in the United States “ at our invitation,’ beet sugar was that industry. 
It is not only had the invitation extended to it by the National Gov- 
ernment through its Agricultural Bureau and Its traditional tariff 
policy, but it had in many instances the more alluring invitation offered 
it by direct State bounties. It exists to-day upon the strength of the 
Government's express invitation, and that invitation can not be with 
drawn without leaving a stain upon the national honor it seems to 
me that it is far more important that the Government should fulfill its 
pledge to keep that “invitation good than that the Democratic 
majority should carry out the “ pledge” of the free-trade contingent 
in Congress to give the country a “ boon whi only t rich igar- 
refining interests (the real Sugar Trust) are clamoring fo1 

I wish to disclaim any ay to oppose the President's general tariff 
policy. In the main I think he is absolutely right in his conception of 
what a Democratic tariff bill should be His statement of the neral 
considerations which should control in the framing of it was certainly 
unexceptionable. He has had the fairness to admit that the effect of 
putting sugar on the free list at once would be disastrous to the domes 
tic industry, and it was through his personal influence, onded by the 
efforts of House Leader UNDerwoop, that the date for giving effect to 
this ultrainnovatory provision of the House tariff bill was postponed 
three years. Now, I respectfully submit that a wiser course would be 
to make an immediate 25 per cent cut Im the duty, but continue it in 
definitely as the most productive and the least burdensome of Federal 
import taxes. In the meantime a special expert comm ion should be 
appointed to investigate the economic status of the nestic Industry in 


order that its findings may furnish a scientific ba 
ments of the ar j 


is for future readjust 


su schedule 


Notwithstanding I may be set down as a “sugar reactionary,” I 
wish to say that I have the most implicit faith not only in the patriotic 


intentions, but the exceptiona! statesmanly capabilities and prescience of 
Mr. Wilson. I w ap humble very ardent supporter of his candi 
dacy for the Democratic presidential nomination I am happy to say 
that in most respects his c« both candidate and as President, 
has met with my unqualified approval. Nobody but a man 
highest political ideals and the t: moral inspiration could veak 
as he almost invariably speaks His addresses characterized by a 
certain intellectual nobleness and catholic breadth of view that easily 
rank them among the most impressive public utterances of our th 
if not of any time. In my opinion he possesses every essential attribute 


us v 


se as a 


of the 


es | ST 


are 


of statesmanly greatness except infallibility; every natural prerogative 
of political leadership except the power to convert an academic senti 
ment into a fixed party polley. And to do hira justice I do not believe 
that he preens himself on any omniscient qualities. But there is immt 


nent danger that in his almost hilarious enthusiasm for Democratic 


ideals he will try “to do too much.” 
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I am profoundly anxious that the President should prove himself 
to be as accomplished a maker of history as he is a writer of it. His 
familiarity with American public affairs is remarkable. And this 
leads me to remark that no man of our time knows any better than he 
does that the Democratic Party is not a free-trade party and that it 
has never made any “pledge” to enact free-trade legislation, either 
by plecemeal or in toto, that would imperil our national industrial | 
independence. No Democratic leader, excepting possibly National Chatr- 
man McCombs, has ever been more emphatic in disavowing on his own | 
behalf and that of his party such a “ pledge’’ than Mr. Wilson was in | 
the late campaign. So desirous was he to have | .s own and the pore 8 | 
attitude on this subject clearly understood by t + country that he dic- 
tated this declaration in the tariff plank of the altimore convention: 

“We favor the ultimate attainment of the principles we advocate by 





























































legislation tbat will not injure or destroy any legitimate domestic 
industry.” 
Such was the pledge upon which the Democratic Party made its 


appeal to the voters, and I submit that it is the law which should gov- 
ern Democratic legislation until further action by the national con- 
vention and an appeal to the people have sanctioned a different rule of 
action It was upon the strength of this pledge, aided and abetted by 


the militant G. O. P. majority smashing Bull Moosers, that the party 
was intrusted with — It ought to be incredible that any Demo- | 
erat should now seriously propose to ignore that pledge in the case of | 


sugar and the agricultural schedules. The fate which overtook the | 
aft administration as a result of its well-meant endeavors to provide 
by reciprocal arrangement for free trade in farm products with Canada 
should serve as an impressive warning to those who would extend that 
free-trade arrangement to include the whole world without even stipu- 
lating for or receiving any reciprocal benefits whatsoever. 


The statesman or the party leader who, in formulating important 
legislative measures, does not take into consideration the psychological 
effect as well as the ultimate practical results of those measures is a 


raw hand at the business. I refuse to believe that the President is that 
sort of an immature leader. I refuse to believe that he will commit his 
party to radical courses which—-however sound theoretically—are cal- 
culated to alarm and alienate large numbers of voters in many of the 
most populous and progressive agricultural sections of the country. 
And I especially and emphatically refuse to believe that he will insist 
on a course which so directly contravenes the historic Democratic doc- 
trine of a tariff for revenue, and which so palpably violates both his 
own and his party’s pledges as that involved in the House proposal to 
entirely remove the duty on sugar, which not only yields a geese 
revenue but makes it possible for a great domestic industry to live and 
to reuder the country the inestimable economic service of preserving 
it from becoming wholly dependent upon outside sources for its supplies 
of one of the chief necessaries of life. 

‘“] don’t know what you call this,” said a famous prime minister of 
a certain bill laid before the British Cabinet, “ but it ought to be named 
a bill to knock out this Government.” Despite the fact that no Demo- 
crat of prominence in Congress has yet consented to even putatively 
father the new tariff bill by giving it his name, let us not be in a hurry 
to apply to it such a name as that proposed by the free-spoken British 
iremier. There assuredly must be some Democrats in the Senate with 
his capacity for “sizing up” legislative boomerangs and who will not 


take any chances of having their party knocked out by one of them. 
tespectfuily, etc., 
Louis E. ROWLEY, 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President. just a moment. The paper 


which we have heard read is clearly nothing more than a brief 
on the part of those who are opposed to any reduction of the 
rates upon sugar; and it hardly ought to be dignified with the 
name of “a brief.” It is more in the nature of a stump speech, 
which has now in effect been delivered to the Senate of the 
United States by a person who is not a member of this body. 
It has up to the present consumed nearly an hour’s time and 
taken up nearly all the morning hour of the Senate. 

There are, Mr. President, in the possession of members of the 
Finance Committee, I have no doubt, two or three hundred 
briefs upon the tariff; and, if this practice is to continue, any 
member of that committee, or any Senator who might get into 
his possession one of the briefs now in possession of members of 
the committee, might have them read here before the Senate, 
nnd the morning hour be taken up with hearing arguments from 
briefs made in behalf of persons who are opposed to the reduc- 
tion of the tariff. It is easy to see how readily this courtesy 
may be abused, and I want to announce now, Mr. President, in 
the interest of the saving of time, to cut off this apparent, this 
evident, abuse that hereafter I shall object to the reading of 
these briefs. If Senators desire to read them, I suppose, under 
the rule, possibly that may be their privilege, provided they 
get the floor when there is something before the body. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Carolina yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator from North Carolina 
must have overlooked the fact that in accordance with the pro- 
visions of Rule XI this matter was submitted to the Senate, and 
the Senate ordered the document read. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not complaining of that. I am simply 
calling attention to the fact that it is a document which is in 
the nature of a brief; that it has occupied an hour of our time; 
that there are four or five hundred other briefs now in the pos- 
session of Senators that might also be read if Senators saw fit 
to ask the time of the Senate for their reading; and I shall do 
everything in my power to prevent this abuse of the privileges 
of the Senate and taking up unnecessarily the morning hour. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I do not think that I have 
violated any of the proprieties of the Senate in having this ' 
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document read. It did not consume an hour; it consuy 
30 minutes—just half an hour—so far as that is concerned 
There may be several hundred briefs like this in the ¢ 
the Committee on Finance, but I know nothing about the 
have certainly had no public hearings. My people hy» 
demanding public hearings and are still demanding pub 
ings on this great measure, which is going to destroy th, 
est industry in my State. It may be a simple matter | 
gentlemen to pass legislation of this kind, but it is 
matter for the people of Louisiana. I, as their ren: 
here, am obliged to do what I can to safeguard thei; 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. President—— 
Mr. RANSDELL. I decline to yield for the momen: 
This paper, in my Judgment, presents good, sound 1): 


| doctrine; it is the effusion of a Michigan Democrat: jt 


the views of a Wilson Democrat, a man who did every 
could to have Mr. Wilson nominated and elected, and 
every Democrat here should read and ponder caref) 
word that is contained in this letter. He will 
thoughts from it. 

The Senator from North Carolina may have read th: 
and sundry hundred and odd briefs that he has on 
question. If he has done so, it seems he is more th 
in his capacity for work. I can not read all of t! 
This document struck me as a wonderfully good one. 


vet « 


9 
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| I had it read, and I indorse every word of it on my 


bility as a Senator. 

Mr. JAMES. I desire to ask the Senator from Lo 
question before he takes his seat. He says the 
Louisiana are clamoring for hearings upon this suga; 
Is it not true that they had hearings in the other Ho 
Senator himself was present; I am sure I saw the M 


and I am certain that they had hearings upon the 
sugar, thorough and complete. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Yes, sir; they had hearings in 
“thorough and complete,” I presume, in the opinion of 
ator from Kentucky. Forty-five minutes were 
Louisiana people to discuss an industry which has « 
duty since 1789; which has never been in all the hist: 
Republic without a duty, except when it received ; 
2 cents a pound, and when we had—— 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RANSDELL. Pardon me; allow me to 
When we went before the Ways and Means Com 
we had several men there, and only 
was allowed to talk. He talked for 45 minutes—t 
of 45-minutes. That sugar hearing, sir, occupied f 
I recall, and one-half of the time was given to Mr. | 
has been persistently, in season and out of season, 1 
free sugar for two or three years. He controlled haif 
and occupied it in arguments in favor of free sugar 
Louisiana people could get was 45 minutes. That m: 
time, but I do not think so. I would have liked to 
utes myself, and the distinguished gentleman, a M 
other House, Mr. Brovussarp, who understands 
probably as well or better than any other man 
would have been glad to speak an hour or more. ‘T! 
given us was that brief period; and we allowed 
Milling, a lawyer from Louisiana, who was thorou 
to occupy it, knowing we could not divide our forces 
any kind of a showing in that length of time. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, I will say, in repls 
tor’s speech, that the Ways and Means Committee ¢ 
hours to a hearing upon the question of free sugar 
tion to that, the questioning and the cross-examin 
nesses took several hours in addition, and all of t! 
who appeared there were permitted to file briefs uy. 
question, which are now embraced in the hearings of 
and Means Committee. In addition to that, the Hari 
mittee for almost one year of time heard witnesses u 
every phase of the sugar question. The report of 
mittee covers about six volumes, as I recall, or more 
pages, upon the question of the wages, the cosi of 
sugar, the price of sugar abroad and at home, 
ramification of the sugar question. I have no hes'' 
saying that the testimony that has been taken on su- 
Ways and Means Committee and the briefs filed be! 
committee and the Hardwick hearings upon the 4 
sugar are so extensive that it would take the Sena! 
three months’ time of constant labor to read and ¢ 
evidence already presented. I have no doubt that cert 
ests in this country that already are having the fi) 
Government in the way of taxation showered upo! 
willing to have investigations—interminable investigations, 
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haustive investigations—that will go further to exhaust the 
mers who have to pay the taxes they are gathering from 
oe ae nle—for the tax they gather will be undisturbed so long 
only “investigate "—than they will be exhaustive in 





nd . the cost of production and the wages paid. 
jy RANSDELL. Mr. President, just a word more. I will! 
inke the time of the Senate very long. We had, I think, 
ve said, four hours’ hearings in the House. I will not 
that: but I will reiterate—and it will be borne out by 
record, if any one seeks to investigate it—my statement 
¢ the representatives from Louisiana were given only 45 
‘oc and that was not sufficient time to discuss the subject. 
It uve that there were hearings on the cost of sugar in 
the Hardwick examination. I think three gentlemen from 
. ana came up here and were questioned in regard to it; 
was not a very friendly committee. It was a committee 
ized principally to find against us, and they found against 
Now. Mr. President 
JAMES. Why, Mr. President, I dissent most respect- 
{ from that statement. I do not believe the Senator from 
1 wants to charge the distinguished Speaker of the 
se of Representatives with packing a committee to make a 
inst a special interest in this country, and I will ask 


i i 


is Ul 


Senatol - 

Mr. RANSDELL. I did not mean that at all. 

Mr. JAMES. Just a moment—if it is not true that that com- 

ttee was organized to find out whether there wes a sugar 
trust controlling the price of sugar in this country? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I believe that was the purpose; but I 
elieye the committee was unfriendly to sugar. 

Mr. JAMES. Oh, the Senator may say that every man is 
unfriendly to sugar who does not believe in taxing all the people 
of the United States to keep alive an industry that is not self- 


istalning. 


e Se 


Mr. RANSDELL. There is a Sugar Trust now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and that Sugar Trust has been trying very hard to get 


free sugar, or else I am badly fooled. Mr. Spreckels testified 
before the Hardwick committee that he had put up, or his com- 
pany had put up, $12,000 to spread through his agent, Mr. 
Lowry, the doctrine of free sugar. He admitted that in the 
testimony before Mr. Harpwick’s committee. Everyone who 
has been in Congress for several years knows that he has re- 

ved a great many little yellow documents emanating from 
Mr. Lowry’s bureau; he knows that he has received from home 
people these little yellow slips of paper, with the names of his 
onstituents signed to them. Who sent them to the home 
This same Mr. Lowry, incited thereto by one of the 
‘ trusts. I do not know how many trusts there are; but 
certainly Mr. Lowry’s company is one of the big refiners, and 
ertainly Mr. Lowry’s company is one that is going to be a bene- 
ary if the competition resulting from the beet-sugar manu- 
facture of this country is destroyed. 

Who will profit by it more than the refiners? What causes 
the low price of sugar now? First, the very large supply there 

n the world, and, second, the very active competition of the 
eet-sugar people. The testimony before Mr. Harpwick’s com- 
mittee showed that fact, and every man who has investigated 
it is obliged to admit that fact. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not want to take up too much time 


eOpie ? 











of the Senate, but just this further remark and I am through. 
The Senator from Kentucky says that we have had long hear- 
— We had just 45 minutes before the Ways and Means Com- 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
i to the Senator from North Carolina? 
Mr. RANSDELL. Certainly. 
: Mr. SIMMONS. When the Senator answers the statement of 
ie Senator from Kentucky (Mr. James], I want to ask him if 
ae ware of the fact that during the year 1912 the Finance 
on tee of the Senate gave hearings upon the sugar schedule? 


a lo say to the Senator, if he does not know that fact, that 
‘' Was one of the three schedules that the Finance Committee 
ae ustively investigated; and that fact will be shown by 
ad “rcumstance that the testimony taken by the Finance Com- 
mee ‘aSt year on the question of sugar covered 901 pages of 
printed matter. I do not think there was a phase of this ques- 
— ey was not gone into. I do not remember exactly how 
ast we tnvestigation lasted, but I think it lasted several weeks, 
eit as rybody representing any phase of the sugar interest who 
there her ee, Metta upon that subject, even to machinery— 
“ Jeing pending before the Senate at that time the House 








— bill revising the sugar schedule—was given full oppor- 
pr be heard. I will state to the Senator that there was 


ly no limitation placed upon the time that representa- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


1517 


tives of that industry were allowed to speak or that representa- 
tives of that industry were allowed to testify, and when they 
got through they were permitted to file all the briefs they 
desired. 

There has been no chaage, Mr. President, in this situation since 
1912, when we held the investigations. I think they were held 
about the middle of the summer of 1912, and the hearings before 
the House committee of this year cover 231 pages. So that tl 
hearings upon this schedule within the last year have been 
exhaustive that it has required 1,1 ges to cover the testi 
mony. 

Mr. STONE. And it has all been printed? 

Mr. SIMMONS. It has all been printed, and every Senator 
has an opportunity to read what has been said. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, that may be true; I do not 
know. But when a man is going to be put to death he is usually 
allowed to have a last word. We accord that privilege even 


1e 
Mo 


os : 
Oe Pa 


io 
the condemned criminal on the gallows. The great party of 
which I am an humble member is about to put to death the 
greatest industry in my State, and we want a chance to be 


heard. My people are demanding that they be heard. 

Perhaps they have been listened to in the past, but they want 
to be heard again. Is there anyone here who will deny that 
the passage of this bill in its present form will destroy the sugar 
industry in Louisiana? Is there anyone here who will deny 
that that industry has existed for over 100 years? Is there any- 
one here who will say it is not a legitimate industry? Is there 
anyone here who will say that the Democratic Party demands 
in its platform or in its principles that legitimate industries be 
destroyed? Is there anyone here who will say that sugar is not 
the best revenue producer we have? All of these things that 
I state are facts. 

Mr. MYERS. 
tion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. RANSDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MYERS. I should like to ask my friend, the Senator from 
Louisiana, if this industry has been protected for 100 years and 
is still an infant industry that needs protection, how long it 
will take it to become a matured industry and to be grown so 
that it will not need protection as an infant? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I can not answer that question, and I shall 


Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques 


Louisiana 


not attempt to do so. I may say it is not original with the 
Senator from Montana. It has been asked by a great many 
people a great many times in the past. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I should like to ask another 


question. Has my first question ever been answered? 

Mr. RANSDELL. Will the Senator please let me answer this 
question as well as I can? I will state that whether the in 
dustry be an infant or not there is a great deal of money invested 
in sugar in Louisiana. There are fully half a million people 
down there who are interested in the industry and more or less 
dependent upon it. There are a great many people there who 
have made their investments upon the faith of the policies and 
the principles of the Democratic Party from its very foundation 
to the present day. 

Mr. REED rose, 

Mr. RANSDELL. I decline to be interrupted for a moment. 
We have been, in good faith. making our investments. Now, 
let me show you how some of them are situated at this moment 

I hold in my hand a letter from Houma, La., dated May 8 
1913, and addressed to me. It is as follows: 

Tne HOME INSURANCE Co., NEW York«K, 
Houma, La., May 8, 1913 
Hon. Joserit E. RANSDELL, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Str: Inclosed please find a letter from the Security Insurance 
Co., of New Haven, Conn., which might be of some little belp to you in 
your fight for sugar, as it shows the far-reaching efte the Under 
wood tariff bill, in that this risk a few months ago would have been 
gladly taken by almost any insurance company. 

Hoping that this may be of some service to you, I am, 

Yours, truly, 


ts of 


STANWOOD DUVAL, Agent 
This is a very short letter, just a page and a half. I will read 
it now. It is from the Security Insurance Co., of New Haven, 
Conn., and is dated April 25, 1913: 


aw, 
THe SecurITY INSURANCE Co., oF New HAVEN, CONN., 
SOUTHWESTERN DEPARTMENT, 
Dallas, Tezr., April 25, 915 
DuvaAL INSURANCE AGENCY, Houma, La. 

GENTLEMEN: In view of the fact that Congress will soon pa a 
tariff bill affecting the sugar interests, and the statement of Chairman 
UnpDErwoop that the production of sugar tn the United States can not 
be carried on under the new tariff, we have decided to discontinu 
entirely the insurance on sugar houses. Furthermore, we believe tle 
conditions are so serious that we should be reileved of liability at once 
of all risks of that character on our books now. We find we have the 
following policy issued from your agency, 71747—-Argyle Planting & 
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Manufacturing Co.—and ask that you kindly cancel and return the | 
same to this office at once. If you have not sufficient funds in your 
possession to pay the return premiums, we shall be very glad to send 
you a check to cover. 

Please do not delay this matter, as we regard it very serious. I am 
quite sure you will agree with me that the interest of the company 
demands such action on our part The insurance business is one of 
great hazards; and a well-managed company, which after all is the 
best asset an agent can have, should take advantage of every proposi- 
tion of this nature and protect its interest. 

Yours, very truly, 








T. A. MANNING, General Agent. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I shall have to yield first to the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Reep]. Then I will yield to the Senator 
from Kentueky. The Senator from Missouri was the first one 
who asked a question. 

Mr. REED. I understood the Senator to say there were half 
a million people interested in sugar in his State. 

Mr. RANSDELL. I stated that there were that many inter- 
ested directly or indirectly. 

Mr. REED. Is it not a fact that there are in the Senator’s 
State less than 1.500 sugar planters, great and small? And is 
it not a further fact that the vast majority of the sugar lands 
in acreage are controlled by less than 100 people? 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I do not live in the sugar 
portion of Louisiana. My home is in the extreme northeast 
corner of the State, in the cotton section. I suppose I live at 
least 200 miles from the sugar section. For 14 years I repre- 
sented in Congress a great cotton district of the State. Very 
few of my personal friends, except those I know politically, live 
down in the sugar section. We have not down there the mag- 
nificent transportation facilities that there are in some of the 
States, and I have not had occasion personally to visit often the 
sugar section of my State. But I am assured by my colleague, 
Mr. BroussarD, 2 Member of the House of Representatives, that 
there are more than 3,000 sugar planters in his own parish of 
Iberia. 

The Senator is entirely mistaken when he speaks about there 
being only 1.500 planters in the State, all told. There are not a 
very great many of the real large planters. But there are thou- 
sands and thousands of farmers who raise sugar in a small way 
on their small farms and sell their tonnage to the big factories 
on the large plantations, just as the beet grower of the West 
raises beets on his small acreage and sells it to the large 
factories. ’ 

I presume the Senator from Missouri, by his question, intends 
to call in question the correctness of my statement about there 
being half a million people interested in the industry or more 
or less dependent on it. New Orleans is a city of about 360,000 
people. New Orleans is to a very great extent dependent upon 
the sugar industry—far more dependent upon that than any- 
thing else, though it handles a considerable amount of lumber, 
cotton, rice, and so forth. A number of the fairest and richest 
parishes in the State south of Red River and west of the Atcha- 
falaya River, all through the beautiful Teche region immor- 
talized by Longfellow in his famous poem, Evangeline, are de- 
voted to sugar. I think I am well within bounds when I say 
that more than one-third of the people of Louisiana are de- 
pendent, directly or indirectly, upon sugar, though I,do not 
pretend to intimate that one-third of them are engaged in rais- 
ing sugar. We have something like 1,600,000 people in the 
State. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I do. 

Mr. REED. I am simply trying to get these matters boiled 
down into concrete facts, as far as possible. I understand the 
Senator’s statement now. He did not mean that there are half 
a million people engaged in the sugar business in his State. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Oh, not at all. I did not say that. 

Mr. REED. He meant that there were half a million people 
in the State of Louisiana who would be affected by a reduction 
of the sugar tariff, in this way—that he thinks it would injure 
the State generally, and thus would injure them. 

Mr. RANSDELL. No; it would injure every man in the State 
generally—cut off our State taxes, our school taxes, our road 
taxes, our levee taxes, and everything of that kind in a general 
way—by reducing enormously the assessed value of the State’s 
property. 

Mr. REED. Can the Senator give us an idea as to how many 
acres actually are used for the raising of sugar in Louisiana? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I do not believe I can answer that ques- 
tion at present. I had no idea I would be-called upon to make 
a speech here to-day. I will go into that matter very fully 
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later and enlighten the Senate just as thorough}, 

on it. I know, in round numbers, that we have &1 
invested in the sugar business in Louisiana. Some «{ 
land; some of it, of course, is in machinery; some , 
mules; some of it, and a very large part, is in < 

factories—$35,000,000 to $40,000,000. They would 

lutely destroyed. I will attempt to give full detsils 
that at some future time. 

Mr. REED. I trust the Senator will. He has spol: 
the large number of men engaged in raising sugar 
stand, of course, that there are a large number of 
in raising sugar if you count as a sugar planter { 
brother who raises a half acre somewhere and also r 
things. But I ask the Senator, when he makes his j; 
tion and gives us his figures, if he will not tell us ¢) 
of real sugar planters there are. counting as a sugar | 
man who is engaged in the business extensively enous 
he can be called a sugar raiser. I trust we will } 
information. I am not asking this to interrupt the 
but he comes from that State, and I should like to | 
accurate information about it. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Will the Senator himself perm 
tion? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSDELL. In order that I may answer int 
and I assure the Senator I will try to do so—I shou 
to define planters. I will say, in passing, that tl 
great many white farmers all over southern Louisin 
not have very large holdings, but they own their homes 
are people of Acadian ancestry. They live on 
places, and as their children grow up they divide th 
among them. They are people who under no circu 
will sell their homes. They are as good people as there 
God’s hemisphere. They are not large planters in 
that they own hundreds of acres, but they are Cn) 
they are good American citizens; they are farmers. | 
practice, to a certain extent, intensive farming. 1! 
going to eliminate all that class of white people and | 
down to men who own 2,000 and more acres, I ¢:: 

a very large number to the Senator; and I ask bhi! 
what he means. 

Mr. REED. It would be a little difficult to draw 
fast line; but manifestly there is a difference bet 
who is raising sugar and is a sugar planter and 
is raising cotton and corn and has a little patch of 
is a mere incident to his farming business. 

I suggest to the Senator, as he is directly interes 
appealing to this side for aid and sympathy and n 
that he give us the total number of acres and give 
number of planters who raise over 100 acres. Then 
easily find out the number of other people who wil! be 
those who have only an acre or two. That inforn 
tried to get, in a rather hurried way, from sone « 
ments, and I have failed to get anything that is 
I thought the Senator could give it to us, and 
will if the information is available. 

Mr. RANSDELL. I will endeavor to comp!) 
quest of the Senator from Missouri; but I sh« 
give the acreage of the smaller farmers, as wi 
have upward of 100 acres. I presume the Se: 
object to that at all. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fro 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I must yield next to the Senator! N 
tucky [Mr. James]. Then I will yield to the I 
Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. I was just going to ask a question o! 
ater from Missouri. s 

Mr. RANSDELL. The Senator from Utah wishes to *>5 
Senator from Missouri a question. 

Mr. REED. Certainly. ats 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator to! ny 2 
request, because of the fact that there are very, very te" 
ers in the United States who have 100 acres in beets 

Mr. REED. I was only speaking about cane. 

Mr. SMOOT. I know in my State of hundreds of He". 
have not over 5 acres, and they could not attend to more 
§ acres. Upon that 5 acres they make a living 
tensified farming. I ask the Senator to change bis rea" 
call for the entire acreage. all 

Mr. REED. My request was directed to the Sens Be . 
Louisiana, and had reference alone to his own Stite oe 
the cane-sugar industry. It had no reference to the beet 
industry. 
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SMOOT. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 
\ir. REED. I wanted to get at the situation in Louisiana. 
I my part, I can say now to the Senator from Utah that as 
f - the man is concerned who owns 200 or 400 acres of land 
niy sees fit to put 4 or 5 acres into beets, I am not in 
f taxing all the people of the United States so that he 
| have that 5 acres of beets. 
sMOOT. No such thing exists in the West at all, Mr. 
. ent. We do not have 800 or 400 acres of land there in 
’ vis of one man. We believe in intensified cultivation. 
“\r~ JAMES. Mr. President, the Senator from Louisiana 
that the Democratic Party had done nothing which his 
ne . eould construe as being in favor of free sugar, or had 
o action that would have advised his people in advance 
thet if the Democratic Party obtained control we would place 
s - ypon the free list. Is it not true that the Democratic 
H . of Representatives last year placed sugar upon the free 


\I 


RANSDELL. It is. 
JAMES. And is it not true that the Democratic national 
, of 1912 specifically indorsed that action? 
RANSDELL. No. 
iy. JAMES. Did it not do it in these words 
‘Ir. RANSDELL. Read the words. 
JAMES. I have them here: 
s time, when the Republican Party, after a generation of un- 
power in its control of the Federal Government, is rent into 
it is opportune to point to the record of accomplishment of 


ati¢ 





e its action, and we challenge comparison of ita record with 
; Congress which hag been controlled by our opponents. 
indorse its action,” says the Democratic platform. What 
Passing various tariff bills, chief among which 
‘ee-sugar bill. 
VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask the Senator 
Louisiana to suspend. The morning hour has almost ex- 
id the Chair desires to hand down certain bills from the 
I f Representatives. 
RANSDELL. 
r to-morrow, or at the next meeting of the Senate? 
VICE PRESIDENT. At any time when the Senator ob- 
» floor, The Chair simply asks this as a courtesy, as 
ning hour has almost expired. 


ection ¢ 


HOUSE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


If. kh. 32. An act to provide for the appointment of an addi- 

listrict judge in and for the eastern district of Pennsyl- 

s read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
Judiciary. 

.. 4234. An act providing certain legislation for the Pan- 

California Exposition to be held in San Diego, Cal., during 

r 1915 was read twice by its title and referred to the 


( ittee on Industrial Expositions. 

ii. J. Res. 80. Joint resolution making appropriations to sup- 
ply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the postal 
service for the fiscal year 1913 was read twice by its title and 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

li. J. Res. 82. Authorizing the President to accept an invita- 
tio ) participate in the International Conference on Educa- 
ti¢ i read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relattons, to 


\fw 


W was referred Senate resolution 32, requesting the Presi- 
ae » negotiate for the concurrent and cooperative improve- 
n of waterways in common between Canada and the United 
s 


, reported it without amendment. 

WORKS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which 
Was referred the bill (S. 487) providing for the discovery, 
“evelopment, and protection of streams, springs, and water 
Holes in the desert and arid public lands of the United States in 
‘he State of California, for rendering the same more readily 
accessible, and for the establishment of and maintenance of 
‘igiboards and monuments locating the same, reported it with- 
out amendment and submitted a report (No. 35) thereon. 

Mr. BRYAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1170) to extend the provisions of section 
— litle 4, “ Prize,” of the Revised Statutes of the United 
— es, and of the act approved June 8, 1874, in relation to 
se honey to fleet officers, asked to be discharged from its 
Urther consideration and that it be referred to the Corhmittee 
on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

PaaS HAMBERLAIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, 

Which was referred the bill (S. 1363) making lands within 


> aa of Oregon that have been withdrawn or classified as 
Minds 


Mr 
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House of Representatives in the Siaty-second Congress. | 


That will not cut me off from replying | 
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laws, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
(No. 36) thereon. 

Mr. STERLING, from the Committee on Publie Land 
which was referred the bill (S. 1027) to provide for an enl: 
homestead, reported it without 
report (No. 37) thereon. 

Mr. O’GORMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 1864) for the relief of the 
contributors to the Ellen M. Stone ransom fund, reported 
without amendment and submitted a repdért (No. 38) thereon. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Commiitee on Foreign Re! 


report 
to 


irged 
amendment and submitted a 


it 


imtions, to 
which was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 82) author- 
izing the Executive to accept an invitation to participate in an 


international conference on education extended by 
lands Government, reported it without 
mitted a report (No. 89) thereon. 


t! 


ie Nether 


amendment and sub 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODI 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, 1 i tl 


time, and, by unanimous consent, the second ‘ime, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. O'GORMAN: 

A bill (S. 1881) for the relief of the heirs of the late Sa 
H. Donaldson; 

A bill (S. 1882) for the relief of Bolognesi, Hartfield & C ° 
and 

A bill (S. 1883) for the relief of Edwin P. Andrus and 
others (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims 

A. bill (S. 1884) for the relief of Phoebe W. Chase; to th 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 1885) granting an increase of pension to Gail E. 
Plunkett; and 

A bill (S. 1886) granting an increase of pens! to Judson P. 
Adams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PITTMAN: 

A bill (S. 1887) to annul the proclamation creating the 
Chugach National Forest and to restore certain lands to the 
public domain; to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to Horace A 


Hitchcock; and 
A bill (S. 1889) granting an increase 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SAULSBURY : 


A bill (S. 1890) granting an increase of pension to David A 
Conner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WORKS: 
. A bill (S. 1891) granting a pension to Hiram A. Willi: 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 1892) granting an increase of pension to Julia <A 
Woods (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1893) granting an increase of pen 1 to I 1 
Davis (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1894) granting an increase of pension to Augus E 
McLean (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1895) for the relief of Joshua A. Fessenden and 


others; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 1896) providing for the erection of a monument to 
Maj. Francis L. Dade and others in Sumter County, State 
Florida; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1897) authorizing the Director of the Census to 
collect, collate, and publish statistics relating to the turp. 
and rosin industry; to the Committee on the Census. 

A bill (S. 1898) providing for the preservation of the 
at Matanzas Inlet, Fla.. and making appropriation therefor; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill €S. 1899) to establish a fish-cultural 
State of Florida; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 1900) granting a pension to James G. Pickett (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 1901) for the 
Committee on Claims. 

ty Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 1902) to regulate the volume and flexibility of the 
currency of the United States of America, and for other pur 
poses; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 1908) to increase the limit of cost of the United 
States public building at Pittsburgh, Pa.; to the Committee on 


station in the 


relief of John W. Barlow: to the 


subject to entry under the homestead or desert-land | Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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A bill (S. 1904) for the relief of Mary L. Adair and others; 


to the Committee on Claims. 

by Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1905) to prevent the desecration of the flag of the 
United States of America: to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1906) for the relief of R. R. Russell, Irve W. Ellis, 
J. L. Borroum, N. H. Corder, and Wooten & Vasbinder (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: 

A bill (S. 1907) to amend first paragraph of section 24, chap- 
ter 2, act of Congress approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WEEKS. I introduce a bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 


considered read twice by its title and appropriately referred. 

Mr. JONES. Are bills being referred without reading them 
by title? 

“The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is objection, it can not be 
done; but the Chair stated that without objection it would be 
done. 

Mr. JONES. 
title being read. 

Mr. JAMES. The objection comes too late, as to those which 
have been introduced. 

Mr. JONES. I hardly think that. I have never in the Senate 
known bills of a general character referred without reading the 
titles. I did not know that the request was being submitted. 
I do not care to have the titles of private bills read. Pension 
bills, I think, ought to be handed in without the titles being 
read, but I think the titles of bills of a general nature should 
be read. 

Mr. SMOOT. 
read. 

Mr. JONES. Not of private-claims bills. 
to the Secretary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The trouble is that the Chair does 
not know the character of a bill unti] the title has been read. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that. 

By Mr. WEEKS: 

A bill (S. 1908) for the relief of Thomas R. Blakeney and 
others, lately laborers and mechanics employed in and about 
the United States arsenal at Watertown, Mass.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 1909) for the relief of William Crawford (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8. 1910) granting a pension to Isobel M. Evans; 

A bill (S. 1911) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Craig; and 

A bill (S. 1912) granting an increase of pension to James 
Williams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Georgia: 


I object to the reference of a bill without the 


The titles of private-claims bills need not be 


They can be handed 


A bill (S. 1913) for the relief of Theodore A. Baldwin and 
others; 
A bill (S. 1914) for the relief of the trustees of Pea Vine 


Church, Walker County, Ga. (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 1915) for the relief of the trustees of Pea Vine 
Academy, Walker County, Ga. (with accompanying paper); to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES: 

A bill (S. 1916) for the relief of Daniel McClure and others; 

A bill (S. 1917) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Louisa, Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 1918) for the relief of the heirs of Simeon P. 
Sandidge; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama: 

A bill (S. 1919) to secure uniformity in the award of medals 
of honor and rewards for distinguished service in the Army, 
Navy, and Marine Corps (with accompanying paper); to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1920) for the relief of Charles J. Allison; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1921) to relinquish, release, remise, and quitclaim 
all right, title, and interest of the United States of America to 
all lands entered by, or set apart to, certain Creek Indians, 
or their heirs or representatives, under certain private acts of 
Congress, and also all claims and demands on the part of the 
United States for the use and occupation of any of said lands, 
for any damage done thereto, and for timber taken therefrom; 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

3y Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (S. 1922) for the relief of Margaret McQuade; and 

A bill (S. 1923) for the relief of Warren B. Day; to the 
Committee on Claims, 
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By Mr. BACON: 

A bill (S. 1924) for the relief of the legal representat 
the estate of Benjamin Hamilton, deceased: to the Co 
on Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS: 

A bill (S. 1925) to establish a national wage comm 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 1926) to amend and reenact section 118 of , 
5 of the Judicial Code; to the Committee on the Judicig; 

By Mr. CATRON: 

A bill (S. 1927) to amend an act entitled “An act to , 
lish a Court of Private Land Claims and to provide fur 
tlement of private land claims in certain States and y 
ries,” approved March 3, 1891, and the acts amendatory ¢) 
approved February 21, 1893, June 1898, and F: 
26, 1909; 

A bill (S. 1928) making the act approved Ap 
commonly known as the Kinkaid Act, applicable to cer 
lic lands in New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 1929) for the relief of Jesus Silva, jr.: 

A bill (S. 1930) granting to the Atchison, Topeka & 

Fe Railway Co. a right of way through the Fort Wingat 
tary Reservation, N. Mex., and for other purposes: 

A bill (S. 1931) relative to the powers and duties of United 
States surveyors general; and 

A bill (S. 1932) to establish the Peeos National Game fr 
in the State of New Mexico, and for other purposes; to th, 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1933) to remove the charge of desertion fr 
military record of John Kircher; 

A bill (S. 1934) to provide for the establishment of an ; x 
to all National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers: 

A bill (S. 1935) for the relief of John F. Wilkinson: 

A bill (S. 1986) to correct the military record of An 
Sandoval ; 

A bill (S. 1937) to remove the charge of desertion from 
military record of James Pollock; 

A bill (S. 19388) to remove the charge of desertion fron 
military record of Jose Padilla; 

A bill (S. 1939) authorizing the Secretary of War to 1 
the congressional medal of honor to Second Lieut. Etie: 

P. Bujac; and 

A bill (S. 1940) to remove the charge of desertion fro: 
military record of Jose G. Griego; to the Committee on } 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1941) providing an appropriation for the si g 
of a public well at Newkirk, Guadalupe County, N. Mex 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid La: 

A bill (S. 1942) to establish a fish-cultural station 
State of New Mexico; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 1943) in reference to the issuance of patents 
copies of surveys of private land claims; to the Committ 
Private Land Ciaims. 

A bill (S. 1944) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of | 
in the case of Manuelita Swope; and 

A bill (S. 1945) to reinstate certain Indian depredation cases 
on the dockets of the Court of Claims and to authorize their 
readjudication according to an act entitled “An act to p l 
for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from | 
depredations,” approved March 3, 1891; to the Committe 
Indian Depredations. 

A bill (S. 1946) to indemnify Juan A. Valdez; and 

A bill (S. 1947) for the relief of Arthur J. Matheny; | 
Committee op Post Offices and Post Roads. at 

A bill (S. 1948) to provide for the purchase of a sife for Wi 
erection of a Federal building at Santa Rosa, N. Mex.; au 

A bill (S. 1949) to provide for the purchase of a sile I for 
the erection of a public building thereon at Socorro, N. \!°%.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

A bill (S. 1950) for the relief of the heirs of Robert Il 
Stapleton; 

A bill (S. 1951) for the relief of Nathan Bibo, st.; 
A bill (S. 1952) for the relief of Roman Moya, adminis 
of the estate of Pablo Moya. deceased; 5 ee 
A bill (S. 1953) for the relief of the estate of Matias ! 
deceased, and his son, Juan Rey Baca; ; 

A bill (S, 1954) for the relief of Frank L. Rael, heir ‘ f ri 
cisco Rael, deceased ; = a oe 

A bill (S. 1955) for the relief of the estate of Fritz Eggert, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1956) for the relief of Dolores P. Bennett; 

A bill (S. 1957) for the relief of Alexander Read ; 


2%, 
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\ bill (8. 1958) for the relief of the estate of Reyniundo | should particularly specify the rule intended to be amended. I 
rrujillo, deceased ; simply suggest that in order that the Senate may be put in 
\ bill (S. 1959) for the relief of the heirs of Pablo Moya, | possession—— 
sed: Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, my request was that the 
\ hill (S. 1960) for the relief of the heirs of Pablo Eugenio | matter be referred to the Committee on Rules. In order to 
Romero: avoid any difficulty, 1 give notice of my intention upon to-morrow, 
, \ bill (S. 1961) for the relief of Cecilio Sandoval ; or upon the next legislative day, to introduce the resolution and 
\ bill (S. 1962) for the relief of Crestino Romero; request its reference to the Committee on Rules 
\ bill (S. 1963) for the relief of Manuel 8S. Salazar; Mr. BACON. That has to be in writing, and has to specify 
\ pill (S. 1964) for the relief of Nicolas Apodaca; and the rule sought to be amended. 
\ bill (S. 1965) for the relief of the heirs of Pablo Archuleta, Mr. WILLIAMS. It does specify the rule sought to be 
deceased: to the Committee on Claims. amended, and the clause. 
~ 4 bill (S. 1966) for the payment of certain money to Albert Mr. BACON. ‘The notice of the intention to introduce the 
H. Raynolds; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. resolution has to be in writing. That is what I am referring to 
\ bill (S. 1967) making an appropriation for the destruction Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry 
of predatory wild animals; to the Committee on Agriculture and The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah will 
Forestry. state it. 
\ bill (S. 1968) granting an increase of pension to Annie J. Mr. SMOOT. I may have misunderstood the Senator from 
] Mississippi; but in offering the resolution I thought the Senator 
pill (S. 1969) granting a pension to Alvina M°“nbe; asked that it be referred to the Committee on Rules 
, hill (S. 1970) granting a pension to Benjamin .. Gumm; Mr. WILLIAMS. I did. 
hill (S. 1971) granting an increase of pension to Grace A. Mr. SMOOT. That is all there is to it, then. If he had rf 
Overhnls: done so, the objection of the Senator from Georgia would be 
. bill (S. 1972) granting a pension to Mary D. Thomas; perfectly in order. 
4 bill (S. 1973) granting an increase of pension to Aniceto | Mr. BACON. Mr. President, even if it is referred it is offered 
\hevtia: | as a resolution in the Senate. I am not speaking as to the 
\ bill (S. 1974) granting a pension to Mariana L. de Miller; | merits of the matter at all. I am speaking about what the rule 
\ bill (S. 1975) to restore pension to Juanita Rine; requires should be done if it is sought to amend the rules of 
\ bill (S. 1976) granting a pension to Dale C. Cook; | the Senate. 
A bill (S. 1977) granting a pension to Gus M. Brass, jr.; The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, for the bene- 
\ bill (S. 1978) granting a pension to Lottie Syzmanski; fit of the Senator from Georgia, that the Chair made an inquiry 
A bill (S. 1979) granting a pension to Maggie E. Lasier; of the Senator from Mississippi, in order that the Recorp might 
\ bill (S. 1980) granting a pension to Martina M. de Sanchez; | be properly made up. After the Senator said that he had not 























A bill (S. 1981) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
dy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES: 

nt resolution (S. J. Res. to amend the joint resolu- 

t of May 25, 1908, providing for the remission of a portion 


» Chinese indemnity; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


ao 
oo) 


THE TARIFF. 

OLIVER submitted two amendments intended to be pro 
him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties | 
rovide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, | 
were referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered 

rinted. 
CLAIMS OF MARY L. ADAIR AND OTHERS. | 
| 
| 





My 


tes. 83), 


OLIVER submitted the following resolution (S. 
was read and referred to the Committee on Claims: 


‘ved, That the claims of Mary L. Adair and others, contained | 
904, now pending in the Senate, together with all accompanying | 
} and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, | 
1ce of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide | 
inging of suits against the Government of the United States,” 
ed March 3, 1887, and generally known as the Tucker Act. And 
court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the | 
] of such act and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. | 





AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I submit a resolution and ask that it be 
re or the information of the Senate and referred to the Com- | 
! on Rules. 

Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 84), as follows: 
io ed, That the rules of the Senate be amended as follows: Rule 
“7 e 1, after the words “ by the Senate,”’ there shall be inserted 

wing: “and any Senator may arise and declare that he is | 
pa nd how he would vote if not paired, and may add that being | 
7 he desires to be so recorded in order to constitute a quorum ; 
, pon he shall be so recorded and his presence as a part of the 
q nounced by the Chair.” 

‘he VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair inquire of the Sena- | 
‘or from Mississippi whether notice was given on yesterday of 
‘his proposed amendment of the rules? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, sir; it was not. 

jhe VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment, then, 
Will go over one day. 

a BACON. Mr. President, referring to the resolution sub- 

ms ted by the Senator from Mississippi, it seems to me that | 
ot the rules—I am not stating this by way of making any | 
' - to its consideration 

i hy ILLIAMS, I have not asked for its consideration. 
ins " BACON. But under the rules it is required that the Sena- 


cunnaell give notice of his intention to submit a proposed 
requires ti of the rules, and that he has not done. The rule 
aieokets at a Senator give a day’s notice of an intention to 

vat & resolution proposing to amend the rules and that he 





given notice on yesterday, the Chair announced that the n 
must lie over one day and be treated as thoug! 


atter 


it were simply a 


proposition to amend. The Recorp will at least show that the 
Senator gives notice of his intention to submit an amend 
to the rules. Whether that has to be in writing or 1 he 
| Chair has not as yet ruled, but assumes that the Senator fron 
| Mississippi will put his notice in writing. In fact, the Chair 
understands he is now doing so. 

Mr. BACON. That is all right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS subsequently said: Mr. President, I send to 
| the desk a written notice of a proposed amendment of the r 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The notice will be entered the 
morning hour has expired, and the Chair lays before the S« 
| the unfinished business. 

ARMOR PLATE FOR VESSELS OF THE NAV 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, the discuss of the t { 
during the last three or four mornings has p ! 
| morning business. Some days ago I submitted Sen resolution 
78, directing the Secretary of the Navy » ti n 
1 information relating to armor plate ordered b N De 
partment during the last 25 years, and ked for j I 
consideration. Under the rules the resolution we oO 
objection for one day, and it is now on the table I as 
| notice that at the earliest opportunity I sh d k for it 
immediate consideration. When I obtained the floor for tha 
purpose I ascertained that the distinguished Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] was momentarily absent, and I 
| did not desire to ask for its consideration in his absence. So 
there has been a delay of some days during which [ have been 
| seeking opportunity to have the resolution considered ! 
adopted. 

Therefore, Mr. President, this being the earliest I 
| have had, in accordance with the notice I ha oh 
I ask that Senate resolution 78 be laid before the S e 

Mr. SMOOT. I simply wish to suy to tl sf r m 
Indiana that if action is taken on this res mn \ d 
place the unfinished business 

Mr. ASHURST. Ido not wish to displace the unfi 1 busi- 
ness. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is exactly what the effect will be. 


1j 


Mr. ASHURST. I do not wish to displace the unfinished busi- 
ness. While the resolution upon which I ask action is of much 
importance, I believe the unfinished business is of paramount 
importance at this particular time. I therefore give notice that 
immediately upon the laying aside of, or the conclusion of, 
unfinished business I shall ask for action upon this Senate 
resolution No. 78. 

Our Republican friends on the other side of the aisle have 
recently fulminated very much and thundered in the index over 
public hearings, and if they are sincere they will all to 
adopt the resolution I have introduced, so that the American 


the 


vote 
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people may see where their money goes. You claim you want 
“light.” If you assist in passing this resolution, you will 
see how the Steel Trust mulcted this Government to the tune 
of $1,600,000 in furnishing the armor plate that is to be used in 
building the superdreadnought Pennsylvania, 

THE TARIFF. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Kern] has the floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. KERN. I yield for a moment to the Senator from North 
Carolina. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I wish to inquire of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], the ranking member 
of the minority of the Finance Committee, if it is possible to 
have an agreemeut providing for a vote on the motion to refer 
the tariff bill to the Finance Committee and his amendment 
thereto. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, before answering the Sena- 
tor’s question directly, I should like in two or three words to 
explain the matter. 

The impression has gone forth, I do not know how, that I 
and others associated with me are mixed up in some kind of a 
filibuster on this motion. There is absolutely no foundation for 
such a statement or such an impression, When the Senator 
from North Carolina made his motion to refer the bill to the 
Finance Committee, I moved my amendment in good faith, 
expecting immediate action on that day or very soon after offer- 


ing the motion to the Senate. Then, without any concerted | 


action, as must be evident to every Senator, a debate sprang up 
between the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THomas] and the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. Smiru], followed by a general dis- 
cussion of tariff questions by many Senators. Then the pro- 
ceedings were unfortunately interrupted early yesterday by the 
Senate voting to go into executive session. So that, so far as 
any delay in this matter is concerned, I feel entirely innocent 
of any intention or of any act in the direction of delay. 

I recognize, Mr. President, that there would be no object in 
attempting to delay at this stage of the discussion. The posi- 
tion of the bill is purely a technical one. The fact that it has 
not yet been referred to the committee does not make a particle 
of difference, because the majority members of the Finance 
Committee, as I am informed, are going ahead in their confer- 
ences as rapidly as they can to perfect the bill, and the mere 
fact that the bill is not technically—— 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will say-to the Senator 

Mr. PENROSE. I am not going to make a speech. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Just at this point in the Senator's state- 
ment I wish to say that the debate on this question is interfer- 
ing ‘materially with the work of the Finance Committee. 

Mr, PENROSE. I imagine the public debates are interfering 
considerably with the private conferences on the tariff. In 
order, therefore, to facilitate these matters and to show my 
perfect good will I want to cooperate with the Senator in get- 
ting early action. 

1 wish to say, Mr, President, that I have never in the con- 





siderable period in which I have been in the Senate engaged | 


in a filibustering expedition. I think my record in that respect 
will be borne out by all my colleagues who have served with 
me for a period of 15 years or more. I have, with patient 
fortitude, looked on at the filibustering expeditions and piratical 
methods of others now in the majority and then in the minority 
of this body. I have never criticized them, believing that they 
were strictly within the rules of the Senate and the precedents, 
and that they were doing what they thought best for their party 
and for the legislation in which they believed. I have en- 
deavored, with patience, to wait until the opportunity occurred 
for bringing about legislation, or if it did not occur I have taken 
the result with equanimity. 

As I said, nething would be gained by making delay in the bill 
at this stage. Anything that would be said now can be said 
later. I had intended to speak at length to the Senate on the 
importance of hearings, but after the request for hearings is 
voted down I can just as well exploit my views to this body as 
to the whole proceeding. 

I want to state further, Mr. President, that, as far as I know, 
there is no disposition on the mimority side to engage in any 
filibuster during the considerable period that will intervene 
before the final passage of this measure. Legitimate discus- 
sion upon every paragraph is all that I want, and, as far as I 
know, it is all that any of my associates want. That I believe 
they are entitled to, and on that we will insist. While that 
may take up considerable time, it will not have in it any ele 
ments of undue delay and certainly no elements of a filibuster. 

If the Senator from North Carolina has any suggestion to 
make as to when a vote may be taken on the pending motion, I 
shall be glad to hear from him, 


Mr, SIMMONS and Mr. WORKS «a¢ l the @ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The ¢ 
from North Carelina, Does the Senator from North « 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. WORKS. Before the Senator from North ¢ 
the Senator from Pennsylvania arrive at any un 
about this matter I desire to say that I shall want 
some remarks upon the motion itself. I certai 
intention of delaying final action upon the motion: 
cussion has been precipitated here and statements 
made that will leave a false impression upon the n 
Senate and the Committee on Finance as to the cond 
my State, and I shall desire before this matter is con 
submit a few remarks for that reason. Of course. I y 
perfectly that we may discuss this matter further 9! 
this question has been partially discussed here now. a) 
not content to allow the impression that will nu 


tors without some answer with respect to it. 
I submit this consideration so that Senators may 
into account. 
Mr. PENROSE. I do not attempt to speak for any 
colleagues. The Senator from North Carolina es 


Mr. SIMMONS. I called on the Senator from Pen 
because he is the ranking member of the win 
Finance Committee. 

Mr. PENROSE. Has the Senator snvy suegcestion ti 
to when a vote shall be taken on the motion? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Of course I dc. not desire in any 1 
off legitimate debate on the motion or on the ame! 
perfectly willing to fix a time that would allow re 
opportunity for all Senators who desire to discuss it. 

Mr. PENROSE. How would next Monday do? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think we might dispose of t 
to-morrow. 

Mr. PENROSE. Well 

Mr. SIMMONS. As I said a little while ago, it is 





ing somewhat with the work of the committee. | 
| that, of course, that it is taking our time from t! 
| attend the sessions of the Senate. It is a miatter of 
interest to the members of the Finance Committee, and 
we ought to dispose of this question. I would snegest 
we agreed to vote at 4 o’clock to-morrow it would give al 
opportunity. I do not think from the conference | 
had with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern} that it 
the unfinished business to-day will take up all the aft 
There might be some opportunity to discuss the 
| afternoon, and after to-day we would have all of t 
hour practically to-morrow for its discussion and 
hours in addition to the morning hour. 

Mr. PENROSE. If the chairman of the Finance ( 


of this matter, I suggest that the Senator from In 
| sent to lay aside the unfinished business until to-n 
| also, of course, executive business. 


more time. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I do not know that it is the intent 
into executive session for a long time this afternoon 





motion, I wish to have it distinctly understood that 
tive session will be held until after the motion is voted 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not think it is the purpose to 
extended executive session to-day. 

Mr. PENROSE. Any executive session must be ext 
the present juncture of affairs. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That might be true, Mr. President, 


was agreed that the matter which is now tying up lle > 


would not be taken up for consideration. Such an : 
might be very easily reached, I think. 

Mr. SMOOT. It was not reached last night. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I mean to-day. 


Mr. PENROSE. There may be other snags to be struc! 


Mr. SIMMONS. I do not know to what extent (tle 
may have entered on a filibuster as to other matters. 
that last night he or his colleagues were filibusterins 
matter which was before the Senate. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I trust the Senator from North ©! 


will not give away the secrets of the executive sess!" 
Mr. SIMMONS. If I have given away any se"! 
draw it. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I ask for th: 


follow what has been said to remain upon the minds of 


and I answered him that it was for the Senate to civ 
| mous consent. 


yants to fix as early a date as he indicates for the dispos 


Mr. LODGE. If we are to vote to-morrow, we ought | 


Mr. SMOOT. Before any time is agreed upon to ote « 





with 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington has 
4 for the regular order, which is the unfinished business. 
1 the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern] is entitled to the 


SIMMONS. I hope the Senator from Washington will 
hhold his demand, that we may see if we can reach an agree- 


\fr 
MP. 


tr. JONES. I think we are wasting time and that we will 
more time by going on with the regular order. 
PENROSE. I never heard the term “ wasting time 
nied to talk in the Senate. 
* \fr. SIMMONS. We might as well save time by reaching an 
now. 


” 


ap 


agreement 


Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President—— 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 


vield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

\ir. RANSDELL. I wish to have just two or three moments 
inswer a question. I do not want to debate but just to 
wer the question asked me. 

Mr. KERN. I object to that. The Senator has given notice 

, the Senate that he intends to make further remarks. 
fr. RANSDELL. I do not want to make any further re- 

marks. A question was asked me. It will round out the little 

h I made this morning. The first that I have had the 

pleasure of making in the Senate, and one I did not expect to 

will be rounded out, if I can answer the question. It 


Snore 


ot take more than three minutes. 

Mr. KERN. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President—— 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington 
nsent? The Senator from Washington has called for the 
recular order. 

Mr. RANSDELL. I ask the Senator from Washington to 

w the demand for just a moment. 
ir. JONES. Mr. President, I can not prevent the Senator 


from Indiana yielding to the Senator from Louisiana. If he 
to yield to him, I would not prevent it if I could. 
KERN. I have yielded on certain conditions, which, of 
. I take it. will be observed. 

Mr. RANSDELL. In answer to the question of the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. JAMes], I wish to say that he draws a 
very different construction from this clause of the Democratic 
platform from that which I draw and to which I think it is 
entitled. Let us consider the circumstances under which 
i platform was framed 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I yielded to the Senator from 
Louisiana under the impression that he desired to answer a 
question that had just been propounded to the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Stumons]. I can not yield for this expo- 
sition of Democratic principles. 

Mr. RANSDELL. I do uot want to do that, Mr. President. 

Mr. KERN. I decline to yield. 

Mr. ROOT: Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


Tairiy 


rhe The Senator will state it. 
Mr. ROOT. It is that the Senator from Indiana, having 


yielded the floor to the Senator from Louisiana not for a ques- 
tion but for a speech, has lost the floor and no longer has the 
right to object to the Senator from Louisiana proceeding. 

Mr. KERN. When I yielded to the Senator from Louisiana 
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for a specific purpose under a misapprehension of the facts as to | 


What the purpose was, I think I have the right to claim the floor. 
Mr. RANSDELL. I hope the Senator will not insist. It will 
t take me long. 
Mr. President, when that fact—— 
Mr. KERN. What does the Chair decide? 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair decides that the Sena- 
tor from Indiana has the floor, if he insists upon it. 
Mr. KERN. Then, I call for the regular order. 
Mr. GALLINGER, I will venture to suggest to the Senator 


f m™ Louisiana that under the absence of rules in the Senate, 
the Senator can address himself to the unfinished business as 


well as to anything else. 
‘ir. KERN. I ask for the regular order, Mr. President. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana has 
been recognized. 


Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President—— 
phe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
— to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr KERN. I do not. 
The s ICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will be 
proceeded with, and the Senator from Indiana has the floor. 
PAINT CREEK COAL FIELDS OF WEST VIRGINIA. 
late resumed the consideration of Senate resolution 37, 
ILLIAMS by Mr. Kern April 12, 1913, and reported by Mr. 
LIAMS from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
igeut Expenses of the Senate April 28, 1913, with a substitute. 


Indiana 


Che Ser 
Submitted 
Ww 


ti 
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Mr. KERN. Mr. President, after the governor of West Vir 
ginia announced the other day that he desired an investig i 


as called for in the resolution now before the Senate. and after 


the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Cuitron] had de 
clared here that he agreed with Gov. Hatfield that the matter 
might be investigated, and that since he has seen the statement 
he wanted it investigated and should not object, | did not st 
pose that there would be further objection to the adoption of this 
resolution. I do not know whether there is any desire to pursue 
the discussion of the resolution or not. If not, it may be voted 
upon. If there is to be further discussion, I shall take part in it 
The question, of course, is upon the adoption of the resolutior 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the ado; of 
the resolution. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

Mr. CHILTON. If the Senator from Ida! will indulge me, 
I gave notice the other day when this matter w up th I 
was going to move that the resolution should ke the 1 
course and be referred to the Committee on Edu 
Labor to investigate the facts which are alleged Ll to 
regularly upon the resolution. now make that motion 


it may be discussed in connection with anything else germane to 
the matter. 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I ha 


ve no desire to 


matter. If I understand the Senator from \ 
rectly, his statement is that the opposition to the re n 
ceased. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of tl S 
West Virginia is that the resolution be referi { ( 
nittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I origirally int: “ox is 
resolution in the Senate, and as there has | 
to that in the debate I think I may properly t 
time of the Senate for a few moments to s 
concerning the resolution. 

I readily agree that I was not in yp rf 
facts which I should like to have had posse 1 of at t 
I introduced the resolution. It was introduced upon fa 
nished me largely from newspaper reports Had I been in 
possession of all the facts which I desired, I should not e@ 


was introduced for 
the facts were, not being «ble to 


introduced the resolution. It 
of ascertaining, indeed, what 


ascertain definitely as to the facts without an investigation 
It is needless to say that in introducing the resolution I had 
no idea of reflecting upon the governor of the State of West 
Virginia, either the governor then holding the ollice or the 
ernor who afterwards succeeded him, nor upon the people of 
the State of West Virginia. We are all familiar with the | 
tory of those people, with their devotion to the Co1 tution ] 
their loyalty to the flag in a trying hour. We did not have in 
our mind anything in the nature of a reflection upon either the 
officers or the people of that State. I hope I do not |! eu 
to the criticism of sworn officers discharging their duty « 
where, nor would I knowingly reflect upon the people of a Stute 
But there was one fact, Mr. President, which was i to 
me which caused me to introduce the resolution, | that I ean 
state in very brief terms. As it was presented to 1 I did not 
| feel that I could ignore it, or as chairman of the < . 
| refuse to act. 
It was asserted in the newspapers, and, as I und 1d, the 
| assertion is not denied, that men had been arrested and tried 


by a military tribunal and sentenced to punishment and 
prisonment in the penitentiary for two, three, and five years, and 
that this took place at a time when the civil courts were « i 


and under such circumstances and conditions as, it seemed to 
me, to entitle them to be tried in the civil courts 

Laying aside all other facts and all other repre tio n 
regard to the matter, that one fact alone was su to in 
terest me. It would have caused me to subn i ! \ n 
if no other facts had been presented. If it is ti that at the 


time when the civil courts were open men were actually tried 


for offenses which were committed under the laws of the State 
by a military tribunal, it is a matter of suflicient concern to 1 ’ 
me to act at any time, and, I believe, of sutlicient concern to 
interest anyone who is at all concerned about the perpetuity of 


the Government under which we live. There can be nothing of 


} 


more concern than the preserving of those fundamental prince 
ples by which causes are tried, where men’s liberties and 3 
are involved, and [I would not ignore a condition of afl $ 
which seemed to give to military tribunals the right t 
men and take away their liberties unless th: WV 
the military or naval service. 

Now, briefly, that is the one fact which, I und 
disputed, and it is the one fact which caused 


in the affairs. I do not say that other mat 


do with it, but that was controlling and ¢ 
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: ae ; | : Saeed 
The case of Moyer ag st Peabody has been referred to in| _Puring the late wicked Rebellion the temper of the 
| a7 e} neeenme far tha naennes {mn anime reaner ¢ | allow that calmness in deliberation and discussion so 
t argument, I presume, for the purpose in some respect of | correct conclusion of a purely judicial question. Then e 
justifying whatever steps were taken and whatever proceedings | safety were mingled with the exercise of power, and 
were kad, but the case of Moyer against Peabody does not jus- ne prevailed which are happily terminated. Now t! 
‘£ 1 give ¢ reredent for nr nine § he nat » of e | Safety is assured this question, as well as all others, 
tity ne r vive 8 pre eu it for anythin in tm 1a ure f th | cussed and decided without passion or the admixtur of 
transaction which we have here before us, if the facts reported | not required to form a legal judgment. We approach t} 
to us are correct. In the syllabi in this case it is said: | of this case fully sensible of the magnitude of the ingul: 
. : . . . | necessity of full and cautious deliberation. 
What is due proce of law depends on circumstances and varies | 
with the subject matter and necessities of the situation. | After reciting the facts more fully, the court saves 
i . a - 
. ® . . ' 
Truly so; but no court in this country has ever heid that, | The controlling question in the case is this: Upon the f 
while the civil courts are open, those who are not in the Army | !2, Milligan’s peste and the : ee had the 
: : > ne : . . ro mission mentionec n it jurisdiction egally, to try nd 
or Navy may be i tercepted for crimes committed in violation | him? Milligan, not a resident of one of the rebellious s 
of the law of the State and tried by a military tribunal. No | prisoner of war, but a citizen of Indiana for 20 years past 
court has ever held that such a trial is “ due process of law” - een or naval . hha is, while at his home, 
: > . ae , : the military power of the United States, imprisoned ] 
1 ler » wear : ) . stitutions a} « , > -{ she é ! t » I Be i 
under the g¢ nius ¢ f our RSUICUCION ae When any court shall | criminal charges preferred against him, tried, convicted d : 
have so held and it becomes an established precedent, there will | to be hanged by a military commission, organized und 
shortly be an end of the fundamental principles upon which this | of the milltary commander of the military district of In: 
: , . ; ee a ine this tribunal the legal power ¢ authority an: 
Government rests. Even the inception of such a claim must be — inal the legal power and authority to try and | 
denied, the slightest step in such direction must upon the first No graver question was ever considered by this court, n 


moment of reflection be retraced. 


The declaration of the governor of a State that a state of insurrec- 
tion exists is conclusive. 

Undoubtedly that is true; but the declaration of a governor 
that a te of insurrection exists not justify anything 
and everything which a governor may see fit to do while that | 
te of insurrection exists. There are fundamental | 
rights of the citizen which can not be interfered with under 
such conditions any more than if the state of insurrection did 
not exist. The powers which belong to the executive in the 

of a state of insurrection are pretty well defined, they 


st: does 


st! certain 
4 


: 


are pretty well understood, and have been passed upon rather | 


¢ 


extensively and in detail by the courts; but no court has ever 


intimated that by reason of that condition of affairs you can | 
arrest a citizen upon the streets of a city for an offense com- | 


noe 
on 


mitted 1inst the laws of a State, try him before a military 
tribunal, and take away his liberty or his life. The governor 
may properly declare martial law, he may oppose force with 
the militia of the State, but he may not transfer the jurisdiction 
to try and punish men for statutory to improvised 
military tribunals. 

The case of Moyer against Peabody was simply a civil suit 
in which the man who had been deprived of his liberty for a 
time undertook to recover damages from the governor of the 
State, it being contended upon the part of the complainant that 
the action of the governor was not conclusive as to certain 
matters which he bad alleged in his proclamation. The whole 
case is stated and its limitations noted, so far as it being a 
precedent in this matter is concerned, in a single paragraph: 

Such arrests are not necessarily for punishment, but are by way of 
precaution to prevent the exercise of hostile power. So long as such 
arrests are made in good faith and in the honest belief that they are 
needed in order to head the insurrection off, the governor is the final 
judge, and can not be subjected to an action after he is out of office 
on the ground that he had not reasonable ground for his belief. If we 
suppose a governor with a very long term of office, it may be that a 
case could be imagined in which the length of the imprisonment would 
raise a different question. But there is nothing in the duration of the 
plaintiff's detention or in the allegations of the complaint that would 
warrant submitting the judgment of the governor to revision by a jury. 
It is not alleged that his judgment was not honest, if that be material, 
or that the plaintiff was detained after fears of the insurrection were 
at an end. 


;ut the case which has more to do with the subject matter in 
hand is the noted case of ex parte Milligan. which is found in 
Seventy-first United States, at page 109. It states the principle 
from which we dare not depart. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please give the number of the 
volume from which he previously read? 

Mr. BORAH. It is No. 212, United States Reports. 

The facts in the case of ex parte Milligan in some respects 
resemble the facts, as they have been presented to me, as 
existing in the State of West Virginia. In that case Milligan 
was arrested and tried before a military tribunal at a time 
when the civil courts of Indiana were open. I need not read 
more than a paragraph or two of the opinion, but it is one of 
the noted cases in the history of our courts, and deals specifi- 
cally with the right of a citizen to a trial in the civil court 
under such conditions as are said to prevail in the State of 
West Virginia. When it came to determine this particular 
question as to his right of trial under those conditions, the 
Supreme Court said: 

The importance of the main question— 


That is, as to whether Milligan could be tried by a military 
tribunal or must be tried in the court— 
The importance of the main question presented by this record can 


not be overstated, for it involves the very framework of the Gov- 
ernment and the fundamental principles of American liberty. 


| cording 





| Those applicable to this case are found in that clause of 





more nearly concerns the rights of the whole people; 
right of every American citizen when charged with 


and punished according to law. 


for 

And not according to the ipse dixit, or the pass 
prejudice, or the opinion of an improvised tribunal 
to laws which govern military courts d 
evidence which there obtain, but according to the 
land and the rules and practices of common-law courts 

I do not care, Mr. President, what the emergency | 
what the supposed emergency may be, there is no e 
conceivable which can suspend the operation of the ( 
or suspend the right of a man to have a trial bef 
tribunal as is provided for by the general laws of t] 
This is the announcement of the greatest of judicial 
upon the most vital principle of personal liberty, and, 
for myself, I will wander from it not a hair's br 
know it. In saying this I impute disloyalty to no « 
but under this principle I claim the right to know al 
when so salutary a principle seems to be denied to an 
rich or poor. 

The power of punishment is alone through the means wl 
have provided for that purpose, and if they are ineffect 
immunity from punishment, no matter how great an of 
vidual may be or how much his crimes may have shx 
of justice of the country or endangered its safety. By 
of the law human rights are secured; withdraw that ; 
they are at the mercy of wicked rulers or the clamor of 


T 


na 
na 


eke 
+} 


people. If there was Jaw to justify this military trial, 
province to interfere; if there was not, it is our d 
the nullity of the whole proceedings. The decision 


tion does not depend on argument or judicial precedent 
and highly illustrative as they are. These precedents 

the extent of the struggle to preserve liberty and to re 
civil life from military trials. The founders of our Gove 
familiar with the history of that struggle, and secured 
Constitution every right which the people had wrested 
during a contest of ages. By that Constitution and the 
ized by it this question must be determined. The prov! 
instrument on the administration of criminal justice 
direct to leave room for misconstruction or doubt of their 


f 
} 
at t 
a { 
ty 


¢ 
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Constitution which says, “ That the trial of all crimes, «x 
of impeachment, shall be by jury’; and in the fourth, fift! 
articles of the amendments. The fourth proclaims t! 
secure in person and effects against unreasonable search 
and directs that a judicial warrant shall not issue 
of ee cause, oe by oath or affirmation.” Th 
“that no person shall be held to answer for a capital 
infamous crime unless on presentment by a grand jury, °% 
arising in the land or naval forces, or in the militia, 
service in time of war or public danger, nor be depri\ 
erty, or property without due process of law.” And t 
antees the right of trial by jury in such manner and wit! 
lations that with upright judges, impartial juries, and an 
innocent will be saved and the guilty punished. It is in 
“In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy th« 
speedy and public trial by an impartial jury of the Stat 
wherein the crime shall have been committed, which district 
been previously ascertained by law, and to be informed of 
and cause of the accusation, to be confronted with the witness: 
him, to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in 
and to have the assistance of counsel for his defense.” Th: 
ties for personal liberty thus embodied were such as wisio 
experience had demonstrated to be necessary for the protect’ 
accused of crime. And so strong was the sense of the count 
oe and so jealous were the porte that these rig 
prized, might be denied them by implication, that when t! 
Constitution was proposed for adoption it encountered ’ 
sition, and but for the belief that it would be so amended 4s | 
them it would never have been ratified. 

* 7. o . * 


The Constitution of the United States is a law for rulers. 
equally in war and in peace, and covers with the shield of 
tion all classes of men, at all times, and under all circums 
doctrine, involving more pernicious consequences, was ©\' 
by the wit of man than that any’of its provisions can 
during any of the great exigencies of Government. Such 
leads directly to anarchy or despotism, but the theory 
which it is based is false; for the Government, within the Col 
has all the powers granted to it which are necessary to P! 
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_as has been happily proved by the result of the great effort 





: of its justice, its wisdom. For one, Mr. President, I propose, so 
w off its just authority. 2 far as I can, to see that they are not deprived of It. I propose 
ie a to tl i ee the ae snk tine | that the humblest, the poorest, the most unjustly used, as 
Ce eal otter modes of trial than aon furnished by ‘the | well as the most justly accused, sh ul bive its Tull bere No 
- i-law courts, and, in pursuance of the power conferred by the man can under the genius of our Governm t be rs nun 
Coustitution, Congress bas declared the kinds of tral. and the manner | ished for crime, not being a member of the naval or military 
o ee military or naval service. Everyone connected with these oe except in the orderly and legal way pre et d by our 
= es of the public service is amenable to the jurisdiction which laws and through the judgment of our courts l t en 
Conzress hes created for thelr government, and. while thus serving, | were tried and punished for ordinary crimes before military 
eit: a EP auere the courts are open, if charged with crime are | tribunals when the courts were open Is not denied, as I under 
Creanteed the inestimable privilege of trial by jury. This privilege | Stand. I for one, therefore, should like to know all the facts 
is , vital principle, underlying the whole administration of criminal | which surround such a transaction. 
justice; it is not held b sufferance and can not be frittered away on Mr. CHILTON. Mr resident 
any plea of state or political necessity. When peace prevails and the ae rien eared ae i . = 
authority of the Government is undisputed, there is no difficulty of | The VICK I RESIDENT. Does the Sena f 1 Idaho yield 
preserving ee eke te ae ae Et aadate te | to the Senator from West \ 
Aist a - “civil commotion—if the passions of men are aroused and | Mr. BORAH. J do. : ; ‘ 
the restraints of law weakened, if not disregarded—these safeguards | Mr. ( HILTON. I want to ask the Senator, i has he 
ne nd should receive the watchful care of those intrusted with the | is in favor of the courts determining matters of this vi. that 
a gg ® teenies = Tone of Nberty "cemnerraten after the Supreme Court of Appeals of West Vi 5 nia ha de 
hy the sacrifices of the Revolution. | cided upon all of these questions and has held that the pro 
Mr. President, I am aware that that is a case in which the | ceedings are all SUmECIent under the ee a cs 2 se 
‘court was dealing with a Federal question, or rather it was | else could you ene it, aye in the — _ WES 9 the 
a proceeding in the Federal courts and under the Federal Con- | United States? Could the Senate do anything to reverse the 
a ee ; ‘ : P : : .. | supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia? 
stitution. I have not had the time, and did not intend to do so eae one 
until this resolution should ripen into an investigation, if it | Mr. BORAH. { undoubtedly the Senate could not do anything 
should do so, to find out just what the provisions of the State to reverse the action of the Court of Appt als of West Vi ia: 
onstitution of West Virginia are or what the circumstances but I do not concede, if such a condition of affairs as has been 
and facts were concerning the situation which seems to have | #//esed exists und has been sustained by the courts of West 
led to this trial by the military tribunal; but it was sufficient | Y!"#!mla, that the Senate as a lawmaking body is without 
for me to understand that in a State of this Union men had been | POWer to protect the situation. Tt may not and uid not 
seized upon the streets for crimes alleged to be in violation of likely be able to relieve individuals, but if in ¢ } soverm ™ 
the laws of a State, tried by an improvised military tribunal, | 0! °U"S there is a hiatus wherein and ay Tene 8 "Wares Secs 
and sent to the penitentiary. It is certainly sufficient to war- | t#ings may be done, then it is time for legislation i aring 
rant an investigation. If there should be found in the State | for future Contingencies. : , . 
of West Virginia and in the constitution of West Virginia such | wars MILTON. r. there any SBeS SRMk The Cemgte OF the 
provisions as would seem to justify such a proceeding, that of United States could devel P whicn the Senator t w ld 
itself would not be sufficient answer, because you can not take | 2°! be developed by the parties them: ives in an 
\y the rights of a citizen of a State without at the same | ‘2 their freedom before a proper court; and does the Senato 
time interfering with the rights of the citizen of the United | think there could be greater energy here than there would be by 
States. the parties themselves In a iegal proceeding i he Stat ol in 
A man who is a citizen of the State of West Virginia is also | 5°™° other proceeding to corr se proceeding the State 
a citizen of the United States, and if he has been imprisoned | In other words, | want to find wi t bene tit i to be di 
under such conditions it is a matter of supreme concern to the | rived by having an investigation here undet resent state 
United States, as well as a matter of immediate concern to the | °F 2Mairs. ; 
people of West Virginia. It was for this reason, Mr. President, Mr. BORAH. Well, Mr. President, of cours ble 
so far as I was concerned, that I moved in the first instance | for the Senator from Idaho to state the be " hw be 
with this resolution. There was no sort of politics upon my | derived in their fullness, and [ e: pect it will be vy dif t for 
part. It could hardly be so, because I understood the conditions | the Senator from West Virginia to f ll the hich would 
in West Virginia politically. I assume that there was no sort | flow from the proposed investigation if thet to the 
of politics upon the part of the Senator who afterwards intro- | facts. 
duced the resolution, and if there is anything that would lead| Mr. CHILTON. ‘That possibly may be so. Mr. Pt le 
me to have supreme contempt for one of my colleagues in this | while I am on my feet, if the Senator will permit 1 i it 
Chamber it would be for him to undertake to interpose politics | to say to him that I hope that nothing w hil 1 led 
in a matter in which the rights of an individual citizen or his | him to believe that I meant to intimate that anyt that he 
liberty were involved. I challenge neither the standing nor | did—and I can say the same to the S wr from | ; 
patriotism of the governor of West Virginia; I do not now im- | done on politica] grounds. 
peach the learning of her judges—they had their duty to per- Mr. KERN. Mr. President re the Senator fre West 
form, and I felt when these facts were presented I had mine to | Virginia takes his seat, if the itor from Idaho w 
perform. me, I should like to ask the Senator from W<e \ 
Mr. President, I am one of those who still believe that the | whether he is to-day of the same opinion that he was th 
best way to administer justice in this country is threugh the | day, when he said that he would join with the g or of \ 
courts. I have something of an hereditary prejudice, of which I | Virginia in favor of an investigation into these tio 
im not anxious to be free, in favor of a trial by jury before an Mr. CHILTON. Yes, Mr. President; ir a | W 
impartial court under the established laws of the country, where | think, though, that this resolution is being rai led. I 
the accused may meet the witnesses face to face. It is the best | think that both sides have been properly heard \ 
Way yet devised, and I will not ignore any encroachment upon number of ex parte statements put before the S 
Us wise system even by tribunals supposed to be born of or | morning and a number of statements made 
made necessary by great emergencies. But, sir, if the courts| there has been no place where both si 
are to be open to some and not to all, we need waste our time situation. Both sides of the controversy « 1 
ae in idle and useless discussion as to whether it is worth | lar committee to investigate. It will not 
aa as 7 preserve our judicial system. If there is anything in | see no reason why West Virginia should b 
jn a which would lead me to transfer our judicial ques- | dock and practically convicted before any k ; ' 
ae rom our courts to town meetings it would be the sup- | tion has been made by the S« te 
ao me such tribunals by military commissions. These men | My position has been thint if he vovet1 r¢ that St 
Cor monweshinan aed punishable under the laws of the great there are all kinds of rumors t his : 1 ne suv he 
the courte aan a b est Virginia, and no one will contend that | wants it, and some say he does not—if tl ( 
and Sieshand either closed or corrupt or afraid, or that honest State insists upon an invest L. t am perfe 
juries ont dee not be found in the State to sit upon | it may be undertaken; but I do say that there 
Such affair , a ae | shown here why West Virginia should be cl 
love of aan aoe t show most clearly how deep-seated is the | and should be made here the subject of an ir - 
fathers, and r o A 2 a methods of trial given us by the | ing everything practically under the laws of the | 
of a thousand ailen, - = it is so. This system is the result | and under the laws of the State, when th 
When men ann ie on experience and ceaseless struggle. | are going on all around us. ve 
salutar prived of its benefits, when its wise and Only three or four days ago practically s 


y methods are withheld, how quickly they feel the force 
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from Indiana; they are going on in New Jersey, and the same 
kind of thing occurred in Lawrence a year or two ago. Strikes 
are going on, and disturbances of this kind are occurring where 
all kinds of allegations are being made upon the one side or the 
other; and it occurred to me that we ought to take a regular 
course, and that this resolution should in any event go to a 
proper committee so that, for instance, the initial facts may be 
ascertained. 

The Senate does not officially know as yet that there has been 
martial law in the State of West Virginia. The Senate does not 
officially know that anybody has ever been arrested under mar- 
tial law in the State of West Virginia. Certainly, the initial 
facts should be presented to the Senate in some way, and I 
want them to be determined in the regular way by a regular 


committee of the Senate. 
Mr. KERN. I hoped the Senator, before he took his seat, 
would answer the question as to whether he is or is not in 


favor of an investigation of these conditions by the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and whether he doubts that that com- 
mittee will give to the State of West Virginia a fair hearing. 

Mr. CHILTON. I do not doubt that any committee of the 
Senate will be fair, Mr. President; of course not. I stated in 
my remarks the other day exactly my position, and I still stand 
upon what I said at that time. I do not want an investigation 
here unless there is some ground for it. I am not afraid to 
say anything if I believe it right. I do not know what fear is 
about politics, because coming back to the Senate makes little 
difference to me. It is never so important to me as it is to be 
right and not to be a coward, and when things are being said 
upon this floor that do my State an injustice, I am going to 
suy so here or in any other presence. 

I simply want it understood, Mr. President, that if the repre- 
sentations that I understand have been made by the governor 
of that State are true, and he wants to take the responsibility, 
I am perfectly willing to say that I will not fight the proposed 


investigation. Upon principle, however, there is absolutely no 
precedent and no ground for a State to be treated as West 


Virginia would be treated if such a resolution as this should be 
and somebody besides myself will have to take the 
responsibility. If the Committee on Education and Labor in a 
proper way shall determine that an investigation is proper, I 
will not, then, put my State in the position of objecting. I only 
want a square deal for West Virginia and all her people. I am 
only opposing the railroading of such a solemn matter. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. ROOT. I wish to ask a question, because I am somewhat 
puzzled. ‘The resolution, a copy of which I have, appears to 
have been submitted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kran] 
and to have been reported by the Senator from Mississippi 
{Mr. WitttaMs] from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and the Senator from Idaho 
refers to the resolution introduced by himself. 

Mr. BORAT. That is the resolution introduced at the last 
session by myself. 

Mr. ROOT Is it the same as the pending resolution? 

Mr. BORAH. It is practically the same. I do not know that 
it is verbally the same, but it is in substance the same. 


passed, 


Mr. ROOT. While I am on my feet, may I make a sugges- | 
tion? It is a suggestion born of a very deep sympathy with | 


what the Senator from Idaho has said, because if it appears in 
any proper way that in any State or anywhere within the juris- 
diction of the United States men are deprived of their life, 
liberty, or property without due process of law, or that they are 
denied equal protection of the law, and that that deprivation 
comes from the overwhelming authority of a State, I am in 
favor, not of relegating the weak individual to his action in the 
courts, but of inquiry into it, to the end that we may see | 
whether we may not correct it by the power of the United 
States I sympathize with the Senator from Idaho in what he 
has said, but it does not appear to me that this resolution as 
it now stands is aptly framed to accomplish that result. I 
should question two things—one is whether the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate is 
the committee which should frame such a resolution. I sup- 
posed their function to be to pass upon the question of the 
expense involved. So that this resolution now has practically 
not been considered and reported by any committee which has 
jurisdiction to do two things, both of which should be done. 
One is to ascertain whether there is any such reasonable cause 
to believe the evil exists as to set in motion the investigating 


‘ 
‘ 


paper report. ‘The other is to pass upon the terms of the reso- 
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| Has the Senator any other foundation for the staten 


powers of the Senate to take it out of the realm of the news- | 




























































May Lf, 


lution to be adopted by the Senate in order to bring aly 
investigation. 

Mr. President, it is a very serious and solemn proceed 
the Senate of the United States to resolve itself into . 
jury for the purpose of passing upon the acts of a Stat, 
Union to the end that the supreme authority of the Con: 
of the United States shall be enforced. We should }y 
about the terms of the resolution that we pass, and we 


( 


be careful to see to it that we have grounds for ty 
action. It seems to me, with the fullest agreement wi 


Senator from Idaho, that an appropriate committee show) 
sider whether there be something more than rumor. w! 

not entitled to consideration, and should see to it that | 
lution upon which we are to act is properly adapted 
the results which ought to be secured. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator from New 
undoubtedly correct in the proposition that the 1 
should be so framed as to accomplish that which we «: 
accomplish. I have not undertaken to follow the mod 
randi of the proceedings with reference to getting ¢) 
tion to the point where we can finally act under it. 
know the general principle which was announced in tly 
tion at the time it was introduced by the Senator from | 
and I felt then, and I feel now, that, so far as the lan: 
the resolution itself is concerned, we wil! be able to ¢ 
of the facts which it is necessary to gather. As to {| 
bility of having another committee pass upon it, 
matter of detail which we can later discuss more at le 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ida 
to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have been unfortunately « 
Chamber during the discussion that has been going on 
I have been out most of the time; but I understand tly 
from Idaho introduced a resolution of the same cha 
the one pending, perhaps in the same language, at tli 
sion of Congress. 

Mr. BORAH. I did. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. We are compelled to call the 
Senators to the fact that we are not able to hear on t 
the Chamber. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Was that resolution 
Committee on Education and Labor? 

Mr. BORAH. My recollection is that it was, 
not want to be definite with regard to that. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Was there any investigation of | 
ject by the Committee on Education and Labor? 

Mr. BORAH. There was not. The resolution was 
at a time when we were not doing a great deal of bus 
cept doing nothing, toward the close of the session 
were unable to get committee meetings. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, we are unable to li 
side of the Chamber anything that is being said on th 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I want to call 
to a clear breach of the rules of the Senate, in th 
are addressing each other instead of addressing the | 
Officer. If Senators will address the Presiding Office: 
all be able to hear what is said. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator will permit nh 
derstand it is charged that in the State of West Vire 
tary courts, or so-called military courts, have been ©! 
that citizens have been arrested and brought before th 
prosecuted, convicted, and imprisoned. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, that is correct. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That, thus far, is entirely correct: 

Mr. BORAH. It is, as I understand the facts. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Of course I know nothing 
facts, except as I have seen some statements in the new 
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the newspaper stories? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I have the statemen 
who were in prison, made to me personally; so I f 
ably certain that they could not be mistaken. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I should like to ask the 
other question, and that is whether or not this cond 
prevails in West Virginia; that is to say, whether th 
military tribunals are still in existence and operat'o 
are still being arrested. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not underst:! 
are now proceeding to try them. I do not undersia 
military tribunals are really in existence. Verio 
be called into existence very quickly if the necess 
I do understand that some of the prisoners are > 
| by reason of the judgment of the military tribuu:! 
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SUTHERLAND. I want to say to the Senator that if 

ondition prevails in the State of West Virginia, in my 
ment the Constitution of the United States is very clearly 
a ve violated, and I should think it would be the duty of Con- 
<< to cause an investigation of it to be made. I should like 
in ww. however, before I am called upon to act in the matter, 
: er or not that condition is still going on; and if there is 


Mi 


: iefinite information on that subject in the hands of any- 

bods | should like very much to have it. 
ir KERN. Mr. President, in response to the inquiry of the 
G, r from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] as to whether the condi- 
tie <- in West Virginia, so well described by the Senator from 
ldnho [Mr. Boray}, still exist, I want to say that I hold in my 
bond a copy of the Huntington (W. Va.) Herald-Dispatch, said 
+ be published by Gen. Isaac Mann, a prominent Republican, 
who wes recently a candidate for the United States Senate. It 
date May 10, 1913. It contains an article headed “ Five 


st prisoners taken to capital city. 
the men were removed to Charleston.” 
ve also appears in the same a news item from 
yn, and purports to give an interview with the governor, 
h I quote: 
late to-night Gov. Hatfield intimated that few, if any, 
d be tried by the military commission in the martial-law zone 
| ha County 7 
F turn over those prisoners who violate the law in the mill 
such as assaults and carrying firearms, to the civil au- 
who have been aiding and abetting and publishing 
i y newspaper articles I will hold under chapter 14 of the 
( hich gives me that authority,’”’ he said. 


Under military guard, 


issue 


terview 


t ( ict 


Lnose 


Phe fir 
the go 


st article gives an account of the arrest, by order of 
ernor, of five men connected with the publication of a 
newspaper. 

I have here statements from reputable gentlemen in Hunting- 
ton who tell about members of a militia company breaking up 

| destroying a newspaper plant last week. I have here affi- 
davits of men who were denied admission to a United States 
post office in West Virginia because they were union men, the 
post office being located in the Sullivan Coal Co.’s store. 

rhis affidavit is one that was made May 12. The affiant says: 


on the 12th day of April, 1913, he joined the organization 
k s the United Mine Workers of America, affiliating himself with 
] | Union No. 2938; that a few days after his joining said union, 
t on the 19th day of April, 1913, aflant went to the post office 
> s van, \W. Va., for the purpose of getting his mail, and after 
' g at said post office, or near the same, he was informed that 
t train was 30 minutes late, he thereupon sat down on the store 
po thin which store the post office was located, the said post 


1g In the coal company’s store at said point, and while he 
vaiting Bird Humphries, Richard Hudson, 





s thus A. C. Underwood, 
' \. Peyton, who were in the employ of the Sullivan Coal Co. as 
Raldwin-Feltz Guards, assaulted, beat, and wounded him and forced 
} to 


leave said post office and said town of Sullivan without first 
ng his mail. 
Another affidavit is from an Italian subject, Frank Angelo, 
who has been in the United States for 11 years: 
That on the said 15th day of April, 1913, he, together with Joe 
Blar were on their way from said mine to the post office located 


t said MeAlpine; that before they reached said post office they were 
{ d \sh Dixon, a Baldwin-Feltz guard in the employ of said 
M ne Coal Co., the said guard inquiring of affiant and the said 
J Blank where they were going, to which they, and each of them, 
replied that they were on their way to the post office to get their mail; 
thereupon the sald Ash Dixon refused to allow said affiant and the 

iJ Biank to go to said post office, and threatening them with 


personal violence in event they or each of them attempted so to do, 
thereupon affiant was prevented, together with the said Joe Blank, 


fr having access to said post office and were compelled to return 
without having secured their mail or asked for same at said post 

\flant says that he believes the action of the said guard was 
aused by the fact that he, together with the said’ Joe Blank, had a 
f days prior to the date hereinbefore 1iamed affiliated themselves 
with the local union located at Sophia, W. Va., of the United Mine 
\ ers of America said affiant having been told by said guard a few 
Gays before the happening of the matters hereinbefore mentioned that 
e would have to leave the creek upon which the mines were located, 
at which he had been working, because of the fact that he had joined 
t union above mentioned. 

[ have still another short affidavit to the same effect: 
a a Perkey, being duly sworn, says that he is a resident of the 
7 _ of Raleigh, State of West Virginia; that he was present at 
af * on the 9th day of April, 1913, when Ash Dixon, a Baldwin- 


+. Suerd, refused to allow Frank Angelo and Joe Blank access to 
ost office at said point; that he heard the said Angelo and Blank 

~ ate to the said guard that they were on their way to the post office, 
— eard the said guard make threats to the said Angelo and Blank 
the event they attempted to go to the said post office that he 


would beat their heads off, and that the quickest way that they could 
. ack to Sophia or leave the district would be the best for them. 
Rs [ received this morning a letter, from a man who writes in- 


ligently, from Hilltop, W. Va.: 
| : 
Pe . ive close to Scarbro. w. Vv 


the a., but I have been ordered to stay away 
it place by the n 
; y the mine 


ace guards. So, you see, I have to go twice 
= my mail up to Hilltop post office. Nineteen hundred and 
as excluded from the Dun Loop post office, and this is the 


48 far after 
two [| 
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second time I have 


had to change my office. I want to tell you the 
conditions in West Virginia are beyond endurance We are worse 
than chattel slaves down here in West Virginia I am only one, but I 
am expressing the feelings of thousands of poor coal diggers. 


Then he calls my attention to certain sections of the law, a 
adds: 


nd 


I am 86 


years old. I have never been arrested in my life I have 
been in court only as a witness and as a juror I am ordered to stay 
awiy from my post office by the guards employed by the coal company. 


I might go on here at great length, I will say to the Senator 
from Utah, describing conditions as they are now. In the past 


two weeks two newspapers have been suppressed—one in 
Charleston and one in Huntington. Word comes to me from 
every part of West Virginia not only from union men but from 
business men, from school-teachers, from men apparently of 
high character and standing, who say that the conditions there 


are intolerable and have not been exaggerated by the papers. 

I received this morning a letter from the principal of a school 
in West Virginia. I will not give the name of the place. It isa 
well-known place, but because of the presence of a coal-mine 


owner whom I saw in the cloakroom here to-day 
writer of this letter would 


Iam afraid the 


lose his place if I should mention 
the name of the town. He says: 

I am not a labor leader, as you can see by my stationery, but I do 
like to see persons get their just dues I was in the Paint Creek region 
40 days last summer as first sergeant of Company H, First Infantry, 
West Virginia National Guards, and I know that an investigation into 
the coal-mining situation in our State will be a good ing 

I am only a citizen and have but a little influence, but I want you 
to push this matter to the limit, because as I see the situation in Paint 
and Cabin Creeks and here in my own county and surrounding counties 
if something is not done by the powers higher up something will be 
done by the powers lower down, and you know what that means to a 
State 

loping you will give this sufficlent time to glance over it and accept 
it as the opinion of one not directly interested, I am, e 

So I say from all over this State during the past two weeks 


I have had statements of this kind. I have had statements from 


people in distant States, who say they have been driven out of 
West Virginia because of their political and industrial connee 
tions, and who are pleading for an investigation by the | ted 
States Senate. I say this only in answer to the question of the 
Senator from Utah. These statements give conditions as they 
exist to-day, as they existed last week, as they have existed all 
the time. 

While I am on my feet, Mr. President, I want to say that I 
hope this resolution, as reported by the Committee to Audit and 


Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, will not be side- 
tracked. The resolution as originally introduced by the Senator 
from Idaho |Mr. Boran] provided that a committee of three 


Members of the Senate should be 
questions. 


appointed to investigate these 


When I reintroduced the resolution I adopted the 
language of the original resolution I was in favor of a com 
mittee of three Senators, because it was thought that three 
Senators might be found whose duties on other committees 
would not prevent their going into this field and seeing for 
themselves and summoning witnesses who might be accessible, 


to the end that the truth might be known. But when the matter 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate that committee thought it best 
that the question of investigation should be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor rather than to a committee 
of three Senators. 

Of course a strong effort has been made to defeat or, if not 
to defeat, to sidetrack and postpone this investigation by 
influences from West Virginia and elsewhere. Senators on this 
floor, numbers of them, have received telegrams urging that 
course. While the matter rested in the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, Senators 
received telegrams from a coal-mine owner of great wealth 
urging against the investigation. No more important qu 
it seems to me, has been presented to the Senate s a 
a Member of it. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indinna 


yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. KERN. I do. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. 


I will state to the Senator, Mr. President, 


that there was another reason which the committee took into 
consideration in having the investigation referred to the Com 
mittee on Education and Labor. It was that the resolution s 


introduced, provided for clerical assistance. It wus thought 
that if the matter were heard by the Committee on Eduention 
and Labor there would be no necessity for special clerical 
assistance, and that as it was a standing committee h y 
matters of that kind in charge it would be more appropriute 
that the resolution should be referred to that commit be 


investigated by it. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senxtor from New Hampshire? 

Mr. KERN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator has just id that telegrams | 
were received from a rich coal-mine owner of West Virginia. 
I received telegram from a man that I presume would come 
under that nomenclature, who recently occupied a seat in this 
body That mon did not ask me to undertake to suppress this 
investigation, however, but asked for delay so that the junior 
Senator from West Virginia might be present when it was con- 
sidered. I exerted myself to secure a little delay for the simple 
purpose of having present the junior Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, who, I understood, desired to offer some amendments to 
the resolution. The Senator recognizes the fact, I think, that 
the telegrams came from ex-Senator Watson, who, I will Say, | 


does not belong to my political party. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, this is not a political question. 
For months and months charges have been made in the public | 
press regarding conditions in West Virginia, not by the so-called | 
yellow press but by newspapers and magazines of the highest | 
respectability Most of these newspapers, view of the facts | 
disclosed—although many of the important facts were 
suppressed—have asked for an investigation by the Senate, to 
the end that the public may know whether or not these charges 
are true. 

I think the New York Globe can hardly be accused of being | 


il 


most 





a yellow newspaper or being particularly in sympathy with 
labor, either organized or unorganized. Yet the New York 
Globe, since this resolution has been pending, has the following: | 





This West Virginia outbreak has been of such character and on s0 
extended a scale; it has cost so mucb in life, property, and business | 
to great State; it has indicated such a tensity of feeling between | 
the miners and the operators that there is need for the community to | 
know what it was abo ind on which side lay the merits. A settle- | 
ment that merely sends the men back into the diggings, without assur- 
ance that the trouble may not break out again at any time, will not be | 


satisfactory. 


It is quite within the present demands of an exacting public sentiment 
toward these questions of industrial condition and human welfare that 
a thorough study should be made of such a situation. The whole | 
Nation is turning its thoughts to this great set of issues. It can not | 
think accurately or decide rightly until it knows the facts. There- 
fore, whether there is a present settlement or not, the inquiry ought 
to go ahead If this course is taken, the chance of a future outbreak 
will be lessened. 

I call attention to a digest of newspaper opinions on this 


subject published in the Literary Digest of April 5 of the pres- 
ent year. 

Chis thing of trying civilians by court-martial is a danger- 
ous proceeding, for, if allowed, there is hardly any limit to its 
abuse,” remarks the Houston Post, and the New York Evening 
Post—surely not a “ yellow” paper—agrees that it is a “ vicious 
practice.” 

“West Virginia does what the United States can not do,” 
says the New York World. “ It suspends the civil law in time 
of peace.” This paper continues: 

President of the United States is specifically forbidden 


to sus- 


pend the writ of habeas corpus except in cases of invasion or rebellion. | 
Tl overnor of West Virginia exercises that power in the presence of | 
a sordid disagreement over work and wages 

YT! » can be no such thing as martial law nder Federal sanction | 
even in time of war except in territory in which the civil authority has 
ceased Ihe civil courts of West Virginia, in full operation, are ignored 





by tribunals presided over by militiamer 

More than the welfare of one monopoly-ridden State is involved in 
this tyranny It menac the peace of every State. It is a wrong 
that will rankle in millions of hearts. It is an injustice that will em- 
bitter political and industrial controversies from is an 


to sea. It 
error that even the most infatuated of employers must see can lead only 
to mischief and reprisal. 


se 
ea 


The American people will not be denied trial by jury. They will 
not submit to despotism. If the puppets of privilege who now dragoon 
West Virginia do not know this, some of the powerful friends and 


hould instruct t 
I want to quote from the New York Trib An editorial ut- 
terunce of that paper ought to command respect on the other 


side: 


backers among the coal magnates hem speedily. 


he. 





If anywhere in the world workmen need organization in order to 
protect their interests it is tn the West Virginia coal-mining district, 
where the strike i a - , 

In the West Virginia coal fields the mine operators are the landlords 
the local merchants——-for the miners trade at the company stores —and 
they are very much of the local government so far as there is any in 
those mountains. Indeed, they have always been a large part of the 


State government, too Each way the miner turns be comes up against 


the employing corporation When he rents a house it must be at the 
company’s terms. When he buys food and clothes he must pay the 
company’s price And when he seeks his legal rights, it must be from 
authorities that are likely to be subservient to the great local industry. 
It is a species of industrial serfdom to which be is subjected. * * 


All American instinct 
fenseless against 
miners, i 

Mr. President, during these past months it has been known 


all men in this country that there were disturbances in | 


for fair play leaving workers as de- 
aggression and oppression as these West Virginia | 


unorennizeda, are 


opposes 


of 
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West Virginia. What those disturbances were was 
rately known, because, as I pointed out here the oth, 
zone had been created in the midst of which these | 
situated, in the midst of which the military commis 
planted, and in which zone there was such a condition 
greatest news-gathering ageney in America did not a 
its representatives there to report the trial of one of 
famous women in America that was going on there. pF 
lier’s Weekly sent a representative there in the perso: 
Fremont Older, a lady who brought me a letter of int; 
the other day from a Cabinet officer, who described hy 
of the best women in America. She went there. 
access there in some way, and in the most graphic m 
laid before that part of the public who are readers of « 
Weekly the horrible conditions that prevailed there w 
miles of the National Capital. Everybody’s Magazine | 
lished other accounts of those conditions. 

The Pittsburgh Leader is another paper in which | 
accounts written by a correspondent who declares { 
himself was imprisoned in that military district on 
charge than that he was there seeking to gather the tr 
the situation. 

These charges have been made through the 
breadth of the land, and I confess I do not unders 
attitude of the mine owners of West Virginia and their { 
when in the face of all these charges, charges that go t 
patriotism and to their manhood, they come before the A 
Senate and seek to sidetrack or to stifle the propositio: 
It 
that they of all men, if they are fair, square Ame! 





Nha 


. - . 
( 


Ss 


| love their country, who care for che good opinio1. of 


low men, would be the very first tu come here and d 
this investigation shall be had and that they sh 
of these damning charges. 

My friend, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Bora] 
was not apprised as to the provisions of the const 
West Virginia or as to what safeguards—— 

Mr. LODGE. Before the Senator takes up that 
the constitution of West Virginia, I should like t 
question in regard to the framing of the resolution. 

In subdivision 5, line 8, on page 4, he uses tle 
adjusting such strike.” 

Mr. KERN. I do not think that should be in the rm 
I do not know but that it was in the original resoluti 

Mr. LODGE. It is repeated in the amended form, r 
from the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. KERN. It will do no harm, I assure the Senat 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, what s 

Mr. KERN. There was a strike. 

Mr. LODGE. I mean there is no strike described 
lution. It says “such strike.” There is no refere! 
to it in the resolution. 

Mr. KERN. I do not know as to that. I simply 
printed resolution as it was introduced at the last 
reintroduced it with the amendment—— 

Mr. LODGE. I understand; but certainly some 
somebody who is responsible, ought to make that 
That is all I am trying to get at. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, as this all seems t: » back 
to me, I will make it intelligible by suggesting that 
out the fifth paragraph entirely, because I do not t! 
anything to or takes anything away from the str 
resolution. If the Senator from Indiana thinks ther« 
ticular virtue in the fifth subdivision I will move 
stricken out. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will see the point I 
uses the words “such strike” and does not describe 
strike it refers. 


Mr. KERN. It ought to be stricken out. It bhi: 
there. 

Mr. ROOT. It probably refers to the preamble of 
resolution. 


Mr. BORAH. Not to a preamble, but to the 
ness of the one who drew it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair inter)» 
that the Chair may know the exact status? IH 
clause of the reselution been stricken out by una 
sent? Does it go out by unanimous consent? The ‘ 
understands it, and the fifth clause is out of the r 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator wil! allow me, in 
sixth clause, I agree very strongly with th 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boranj made with res 
portance of protecting every citizen in his rig 
Constitution. This says “the laws of the United 




















~~ 





















ights, if the 


y are anything. 
RAH. Tech lly the Senator from Massachusetts 
rrect, but the Constitution itself is the fundamental 
United States. 
ODGI We usually refer to it as “the Constitution 
ORAH I think the language suggested by the Senator 


chusetts is preferable. I am always glad to have 
ie as to the correct use of language. 
\ ODGE. Let it read “the Constitution and laws,” or 
titution of the United States.” 
M RORAH. The resolution is now under the control of 
S from Indiana, and I have simply made the sug- 
' LODGE. I call the attention of the Senator from Indiana 


se under this sixth article we are certainly asked to 
of very great gravity. If we are going to investi- 
of a State of this Union, and the Senator from 
said the State of West Virginia would be fairly treated 
ittee on Education and Labor—I do not know 
ir powers in bringing a State of the Union to the bar 
ate. but if we are going to investigate the action of 
. I think we ought to proceed very carefully and in very 
language, so that it may be known that we are resting 
estigation on the fundamental law of the United States, 
V h is supreme in the States. 
-ERN. The remark made by the Senator from Indiana 
e proposed dealing with the State of West Virginia was 
e to the statement made by the Senator from West 


t 1 
0 


Comn 


Nay 


its which are said to have been infringed 


| 


Vin There is no purpose to arraign any State here. He 

having referred to the State of West Virginia, I asked him if 
i not think the State of West Virginia would have a fair 

! ¢ before the Committee on Education and Labor. This | 


directs the committee to make a thorough and com- 

iwestigation of the conditions existing in certain parts of 

for the purpose of ascertaining, among other 

whether or not parties are being convicted and punished 
ion of the laws of the United States. 

, I understand the Senator’s objection is to the omission of 

rd “ Constitution ”? As has already been aptly and truly 

ted by the Senator from Idaho, it is regarded everywhere, 

ps except in West Virginia, that the Constitution is the 

» law of the land in both State and Nation. When we 


Virginia 


quire whether men have been convicted in violation of law, 

should be found that they have been denied jury trial as 

» Constitution of the United States provides, as the constitu- 

of the State provides, it might be well found that they | 

ere being convicted and punished in violation of the laws of 
both Nation and State. 


I desire to call attention—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not wish by my interroga- 
tory to be understood as antagonizing the Senator’s proposition, 
but of course we have in view practical ends, and I should like 
to have the Senator state, in case it should be found in the 
present subject of inquiry that men were convicted in viola- 
tion of law, what would be the action the Senator would pro- 


pose in view of that finding. In other words, the thought in 
my mind is this: I am as fully in sympathy with the views 


unced and supported in the great Milligan case as anyone 
I ly can be, and as much opposed to the trial of men by 
airy courts as one can be. I have a very vivid recollection 
of the time when that great case was decided and the great 
feeling of relief which was brought to a very large section of 
this country. 

But the thought in my mind was, if the laws are being vio- 
ited and if anyone is being imprisoned in violation of law, is 
there ; iy practical remedy that the Senate of the United States 
can apply? 

I repeat, without antagonizing the Senator at all, looking to 
practical ends, if a committee shall find that men have been 
convicted and imprisoned by order of a military court and in 
Violation of law, what we would all concede to be in violation 
sana Bp no one will recognize more fully than myself, what 
Practical remedy can the Senate of the United States.or even the 
es of the United States apply? 

P Mr. KERN. Mr. President, that question is as difficult of 
ssa a would be the solution of the question as to what 
aie on soviial guarantee a State republican form of govern- 
ee D »v ded by the Constitution of the United States. In 
se latter days, when evils are found to exist not only in this 
in other countries where people are being op- 


of 


w 


country, but 
iTesse. j > : 
Pressed, citizens deprived of their rights, conditions intolerable 


On ene UD, it has been found to be of great benefit to turn 
le light to the end that public attention may be drawn to 
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the conditions, and, when that is done. ; I here is: 
found to remedy the wrong 

I am unable, as the Senator é i Ww j »71 if 
the precise thing that the Sena i Uy ad do 
im « » this condition was f ad to { I jues i 
asked here | summer whe the pl Disk ror 
an inv cation as to d bor in I ‘ e ( \ 
try, What are y going to do about it; what the | 
{ i res { it j tigati Yet it ‘ to i men 

‘ eat turned « \ ) oO ( I on 
ex re is this try a entimen ti ! 
th imme ut ‘i Lil { \ rit lL tilf \ il 
that will! ‘ f felt in e righting of mid th 
( ning up of the foul pl 

Now, to return to the que 1as h he ¢ tut 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator w pardon 1 I é I i 
not doing this in any antagonism, but I am 1 Se h of ht 
The Senator said he could not suggest wl precise act the 
Senate could take in case that particular fact were ase ined 
which seems to be pretty well known from 
Senator gives us and what has been found in the pre in 
letters, aud so forth The Sennto id he ( d not s 
What precise action could be tak Il am looking to p 
ends. I understand that we can not properly mal LAN 
tions except for practical purpose Can the S or s 
any action that the Senate could take 1 do m wi | 
cise action it would take, but any t i ld 

Mr. KERN. I have answered the Senator's question 31 
as I can. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

Mr. KERN. I yield to the Senator fr Mis ri 

Mr. REED. I might suggest, in the absenc f 
right—and I am not conceding that there is no ral pov if 
we were to discover that tizens of the United States we he 
ng deprived of their liberty without due proc law y 
Stute and they had no legal remedy, and t f laid 1 
fore the Senate and the country—we might a s ‘ 
constitutional amendment if we could not do i { 
remedy it, because such a condition as that would | grave 
as to call for that kind of important action 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senat f ‘ 
cate is not one that is not to be considered as | sible when he 
says “if there is no remedy Whenever one is pI 1 
illegally there certainly is a remedy. 

Mr. REED. I said “if there is no other remedy li 
President, I am trespassing on the time of the Sennitor from 
Indiana, and I do not desire to do it, but since I have gone th 
far, if the Senator will pardon a word further 

Mr. KERN. I yield further. 

*“Mr. REED. Suppose the courts of the State and the co 3 
even, of the United States should hold that when covernor of 
a State had declared that a condition of war existed | 
could go back of that declaration, and it would be taken 
clusive? Therefore, the Supreme Court of the United States 
itself could not grant relief. Suppose that condition existed? 
It could be met, certainly, by a constitutional Kliment 

I apprehend the Senator is going to refer to the M n 
case, where the court did go back of the alleged facts and exam 


ined the real facts; but I am informed, without knowing any 
thing more than the mere statement which was made to me, 
that the Court of Appeals of West Virginia has already held 
that the action of the governor wis conclusive upon the ques 
tion of fact, and that war did exist, if he said it existed, 
whether there ever had been a gun fired or not. 

Now. if that should be followed and that doctrine she i he 
adopted by the Supreme Court of the United States, it Wd 
he a case that would clearly call for action by this body, and 
if this body could not act without a constitutional «me 
it would be a proper matter to consider with reference to 
whether we ought to pass upon such an amendment 

Mr. BACON... I again, with the permission of the Senator 
from Indiana, desire to say that the Senator predicates what 
he said upon something which can not be ass ed either as 
existing or as possible. The Senator says that if the Supreme 


Court of the United States should so decide, would we not have 
the right, or would it not be our duty, and certainly our privi 


lege, to propose an amendment to the Constitution which would 


cover a case of that kind. We have already an amendment of 
the Constitution which directly covers it. Here is the language 
of the Constitution: 

No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abrid 
privileges or immunities of citizens of the United Sia nol | 
any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or prop without 
process of law. 

The contention here is that these parties have been d ed 


of liberty without due process of law, and the r 
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sumption is that the Supreme Court of 
whenever that question is submitted to it, would hold that that 
is a question within the jurisdiction of the Federal courts and 
would enforce the rights of parties under this prevision of law 
which I have just read. I only ask him for the purpose of en- 
deavoring to ascertain what practical end is to be accomplished ; 
in other words, what we can do. The thing that the Senator 
suggests we can do we have already done, to wit, we 
adopted a constitutional amendment which covers that case and 
guarantees that right. 

Mr. REED. Of course everybody knows that provision is in 
the Constitution, but the question of the construction which the 
courts may give it becomes a very important one. If the courts 
should construe it as I indicated it might be necessary to have 
further constitutional legislation. 

Mr. KERN. The facts have been laid before the Senate, and 


no good purpose can be served by stopping for any metaphys- | : BVE 
| formation, whether there has been any effort to have tha; 


ical diseussion, the drawing of any hair lines as to what might 
be the result if certain things were or were not done. The ques- 
tion before the Senate is whether the American people are en- 
titled to bave the truth about this situation. Is it within the 
power of the Senate to throw the light on that spot, and if 


it is within the constitutional power of the Senate, is it not the | 


duty of the Senate to say, “ Let there be light’? 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. KERN. Certainly. 


Mr. BORAH. In view of some suggestions which have been 
made in regard to the language of this amendment, and in order 


to strengthen it, would the Senator from Indiana have any 
objection to inserting the words “ Constitution and” in 


sixth provision? It now reads: 

Whether or not parties are being convicted and punished in viola- 
tion of the laws of the United States. 

It would then read, “ punished in violation of the Constitu- 
tion and laws of the United States.” 

Mr. KERN. I have no objection whatever to that modifi- 
cation. 

Mr. BORAH. If I may have the attention of the Senate, 
then, I offer the amendment. After the word “the” and 
before the word “laws,” in the sixth subdivision of investiga- 
tion, I move to insert the words ‘“‘ Constitution and.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The Secretary. 
tion of the,” 
read: 

Sixth. W} 
violation of the 

The VICE 
will so read. 

Mr. Ki:-RN. I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] and of the other members of 
this body, particularly those who are lawyers, to certain provi- 
sions of the constitution of the State of West Virginia. The 
first is this remarkab!e provision, which goes right to the root 
of some of the questions that we are discussing here to-day: 

The provisions of the Constitution of the United States and of this 
State are operative alike in a period of war as in time of peace, and 
any departure therefrom, or violation thereof, under the plea of neces- 
sity, or any other plea, is subversive of good government and tends to 
anarchy and despotism. 

No similar provision is found in the constitution of any other 
State with which I am familiar. Let me read it again, and 
while I am reading it this time, please keep in mind those 
things that are conceded to have happened in West Virginia 
within the past three months: 


The provisions of the Constitution of the United States and of this 
State are operative alike in a period of war as in time of peace, and 
any departure therefrom, or violation thereof, under the plea of neces- 
sity, or any other plea, is subversive of good government and tends to 
anarchy and despotism. 


That constitution was adopted in 1872. Does that section of 
the constitution require any construction? Was it necessary 
for the Supreme Court of West Virginia in a decision covering 
some pages to undertake to make that provision plain? The 
constitution of West Virginia follows almost in terms the 
language of the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
Milligan case. I read from page 120, Seventy-first United 
States Reports. Says the Supreme Court of the United States: 


The Constitution of the United States is a law for rulers and people, 
equally in war and in peace, and covers with the shield of its protec- 
tion all classes of men at all times and under all circumstances. No 
doctrine involving more pernicious consequences was ever invented by 
the wit of man than that any of its provisions can be suspended during 
any of the great exigencies of government. Such a doctrine leads 
directly to anarchy or despotism, but the theory of necessity on which 
it is based is false, for the Government within the Constitution has all 


On page 4, line 10, after the words “ viola- 
insert the words “ Constitution and,” so as to 


ether or 


; not parties are being convicted and punished in 
Constitution and laws of the United States. 


PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 


the United States, | 


the | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


have | 


| it to the Supreme Court of the United States, can we re 











May 











the powers granted to it which are necessary to preserve its , 
as has been happily proved by the result of the great effort t 
its just authority. 

Let us go a little 
Virginia. 

The military shali be subordinate to civil power; 
unless engaged in the military service of the State. 
punished by any military court for any offense that is co 
the civil courts of the State. , y 

Does that require construction? Is that language 

No citizen, unless engaged in the military service of the st 
be tried or punished by any military court for any offense 
cognizable by the civil courts of the State. 





further with the constitution of wo. 


and r 


shall 


Yet the Supreme Court of West Virginia has denied ¢) 
fit, the privilege, of the writ of habeas corpus to two je) 
were tried by 2 military court-martial and imprisoned py 
finding and judgment of that military court. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask. 
cision of the Supreme Court of West Virginia carried to the 
Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. KERN. I suppose if the poor men who are now jy 
prison can find money enough to carry it to the Supreme Court 
of the United States it will be carried there. 

Mr. BACON. Suppose they did not have the money to carry 
them? 

Mr. KERN. Oh, not at all. After the answer I mad 
Senator so apecifically awhile ago as to the purpose of 
vestigation and good effects that might come to the punh 10 
public morals, the public weal, by an investigation of this kina 
why should he continue to draw the technical point as to what 
law we will enact in case we find certain things bave o 

Let us go a little further. The constitution of West Virg 


| adopted in 18638, provided as to the writ of habeas cor) ; 5 


follows: 

The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shal! not be suspended 
except when, in time of invasion, insurrection, or other public danger 
the public safety may require it. 

But when the constitutional convention of 1872 met that 
tion was amended so as to read as follows: 


Sec. 4. The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus slia!! not 
pended— 


Sec. 


Stopping there and leaving off everything else, making 
part of the fundamental law of West Virginia that 


circumstances should the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus 
ever be denied to the citizen. That constitution | r 
ther: 

No person shall be held to answer for treason, felony, « 
not cognizable by a justice unless on presentment or indict a 


grand jury. 


Article III, section 10, provides that— 


No person shall be deprived of \ife, liberty, or property w 
process of law and the judgment of his peers. 


Article III, section 17, provides for jury trial of criminal 
offenses. 
Now, in connection with those constitutional provisions t 


are so plain that he who runs may read, I desire to 

attention to the military order under which score: 

tried and convicted, under which 2 men at least 

ing sentences in the penitentiary, and 8 or 10 more 

in the county prison. Listen to the military ord 

this court to try these cases in this State, whose 

tected by a constitutional provision that any depa: 

eonstitution in time of peace or war “ under ile 

sity or any other plea is subversive of good gov 
General Orders, No. 23. 


The following is published for the guidance of the m 
sion organized under General Orders, No. 22, of t! i 
November 16, 1912: P 

1. The military commission is substituted for the « L ¢ ol 
the district covered by the martial-law proclamation, 
against the civil laws as they existed prior to the 
November 15, 1912, shall be regarded as offenses under the 
and as a punishment therefor the military commission can 
sentences, either lighter or heavier than those imposed unde! 
law, as in their judgment the offender may merit. 


In other words, this handful of militia officers, scions « 
mighty stock of coal operators as some of them doubtless &r 
this little coterie of little men may, if they desire, under Ue 
provisions of that constitution, declare that a mau Wie * 
guilty of larceny shall suffer death, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President—— isles 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indians 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. KERN. Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. By whom was this order, 
Senator has just read, issued? 





which the 


















\yr KERN. It was issued by command of the governor, and 
od “C. D. Ellistt, adjutant general.” 
CHILTON. What is the date of it? 
KERN. The date is not here. It was issued, however, 
er November 16, 1912. 
nder this order, I repeat, these American citizens have 
heey tried; under this order two of them were confined in the 
nenitentiary. Those men thus confined in the penitentiary in 
Virginia have been denied the privilege of the writ of 


Mi 


Vir 


West 
habeas corpus by a majority of the supreme bench of that 
State. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 


yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
“Mr. KERN. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from West Virginia some time 

ano remarked that something had been decided by the supreme 
po rt of that State. I should like to know whether the court 
of last resort of West Virginia has rendered a decision affirm- 
- the legality or the constitutionality of the order which the 
nator from Indiana has just read? 
Mr. KERN. I have just stated—and I have the opinion 
that a majority of the Supreme Court of West Virginia 
denied to these men in the penitentiary the privilege of the writ 
of habeas corpus. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am very sorry to hear it. I have great re- 
spect for courts, but that is the most extraordinary thing I have 
ever heard in all my life. 

Mr. KERN. I was about to say, Mr. President, that under 
the provisions of this order, signed by command of the governor 
by the adjutant general, a man or a woman charged with the 
most trivial offense might forfeit his or her life; and if there 
was judgment of forfeiture which went to the extent of depriv- 
ing the citizen of life, under the decision of the majority of the 
Supreme Court of West Virginia there woulé be no redress, be- 
cause they say the governor’s power under a statute that has 
been enacted under the constitution of that State can not be 
questioned. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, may I ask one further ques- 
tion of the Senator from Indiana? 

VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Lowa? 

Mr. KERN. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Is the decision of the Supreme Court of 
West Virginia based upon the governor’s power to suspend the 
right of the writ of habeas corpus, or is it based upon the law- 
fulness of the order issued by the governor of West Virginia? 

Mr. KERN. It is based, as I understand, upon the lawfulness 
of the conduct of the governor in creating this military court, 
which found these men guilty and sentenced them to the peni- 
tentiary. I have not, however, read all of the order. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KERN. If the Senator from California will allow me, I 
desire to finish reading this general order. 


T 


Senator from Indiana 


-. Cognizances of offenses against the civil law as they existed prior 
to November 5, 1912, committed prior to the declaration of martial 
law and unpunished will be taken S the military commission. 

Persons sentenced to imprisonment will be confined in the peniten- 


tlary at Moundsville, W. Va 

By command of the governor: 

Cc, D. EtuioTtT, Adjutant General, 

Now I yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, it was said by the Senator 
from Indiana that the decision of the court turned upon the 
validity of this particular order; but I suppose the court must 
have gone behind that to determine whether the governor had 
declared a state of insurrection to exist that would afford a 
a for the issuing of an order of that kind. Is not that 
rue? 

Mr. KERN. Oh, I think so. 

Mr. WORKS. ‘Then, really, the question depends upon 
Whether there was such a condition as to authorize the gov- 
ernor to declare the State, or a particular county of the State, 
In tusurrection, and, based upon that, to issue the order, and 
thus to justify, or attempt to justify, the arrest and trial of 
those men. I do not see that there is anything so very ex- 
traordinary about that. The circumstances might not have war- 
ranted the order; I do not know; but certainly there is noth- 
‘hg extraordinary about it. 


Mr. KERN. Speaking facetiously, I suppose it occurs every 


“ry in some State; but, speaking earnestly, I insist that such 
— a complained of in West Virginia have occurred 

other State. 

CUMMINS. Assuming that there was a state of insur- 


rection, and that the 
the order th governor of the State properly declared it, 


proceedings as 
in no 


Mr. 


at has just been read by the Senator from Indiana 
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is entirely unwarranted. It could not, as it me, be 
sustained under any circumstances. I do not know, and I never 
even heard, of the assertion of a power of that sort before 

Mr. KERN. Perhaps it ought to be stated, in this 
tion, that this military zone within which this military commis 
sion has jurisdiction was situate within the same county in West 
Virginia in which the ¢apital of the State is situate, and it is 
conceded here, and it must be conceded everywhere, that at that 
time and at all times the courts in that county seat, which was 
the capital of the State, were open and able to execute and have 
had at hand sufficient power to execute the laws. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. KERN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana 
has said that he has the decision of the Supreme Court of West 
Virginia at hand in this matter. If he has not already done so, 
I hope he will put the reference to it in the Recorp. I should 
like to read the decision and like to know where it is to be 
found. I suppose it is in one of the State Reporters. Being 
a recent decision, of course, I assume it is not in the bound 
volumes of the State Reporters. 

Mr. KERN. It is in the present volume of the Southeastern 
Reporter, on page 243. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. 


seems to 


connec 


Senator from Indiana 


What is the date of the volume? 
Mr. KERN. It is the current volume. I have not the date. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND Mr. President, unless it is too long, 
will the Senator from Indiana read the syllabus of the case? 
Mr. KERN. The syllabus of the case is as foll 


ws: 

The governor of this State has power to declare a state of war in 
any town, city, district, or county of the State, in the event of an in 
vasion thereof by a hostile military force or an insurrection, rebellion, 
or riot therein, and, in such case, to place such town, city, district, or 
county under martial law. 

* * ee * 

2. The constitutional guaranties of subordination of the military to 
the civil power, trial of citizens for offenses cognizable by the civil 
courts in such courts only, and maintenance of the writ of habeas 
corpus are to be read and interpreted so as to harmonize with othe 
provisions of the constitution authorizing the maintenance of a mili- 
tary organization and its use by the executive to repel invasion and 
suppress rebellion and insurrection, and the presumption against in 
tent on the part of the people, in the formulation and adoption of the 
constitution, to abolish a generally recognized incident sovereignty, 
the power of self-preservation in the State by the use of its military 
power in cases of invasion, insurrection, and riot 

8. It is within the exclusive province of the « itive and legisla- 
tive departments of the Government to say whether a state of war 
exists, and neither their declaration thereof nor executiv cts unde 
the same are reviewable by the courts while the military occupation 


continues. 
4. The authorized application of martial law to territory in a stat 


of war includes the power to appoint a military commission for t 
trial and punishment of offenses within such territory 

5. Martial law may be instituted in case of invasion, insurre¢ n, ¢ 
riot in a magisterial district of a county, and offenders ther: I 
ished by the military commission, notwithstanding th ivil ec { ( 
open and sitting in other portions of the county 

6. Acts committed in a short interim between tw military occupa 
tions of a territory for the suppression of insurrectiona and riotous 
uprisings, and such in their general nature as those characterizing the 


uprising are —, by the military commission within the territory 
and period of the military occupatior 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. KERN. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE, Of course, I do not want to break th 


continuity of the Senator’s remarks, nor do I want to ask for 
the insertion of anything that he would not want to appear 
the speech that he is making, but if he does not intend to a 


unanimous consent that that decision may be incorporated in 
the Recorp I should like to ask unanimous consent that it may 
be printed in the Recorp; if the Senator does not want it in 
bis speech, at some other part of the Recorp, because I for on 
should like, and I think other Senators might like, to observe 


the course of reasoning pursued by the court 

Mr. KERN. There was a dissenting opinion by Judge Robin 
son, which is also here. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I would certainly want both the oj 
and the dissenting opinion. 

Mr. KERN. I shall be very glad to have them published in 
the Recorp. 

The VICE 
marks? 

Mr. KERN. At the conclusion of my remarks 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Let them come in at the conclusion ot 
the Senator’s remarks, if he does not object. If there is no 
objection, I will also ask that the opinions be printed as 
Senate document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
quest? 


nion 


PRESIDENT. As a part of the Senator’s re- 


Is there any objection to the re 
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Mr. JAMES. , There will be no necessity for that. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, under that order another person, 
alluded to here the other day, was tried. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. KERN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRYAN. Was the opinion of the court ordered printed 
as a Senate document? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


Senator from Indiana 


It has not yet been so ordered. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I should like to have a ruling upon the 
request. Was there any objection to it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. JAMES. I do not imagine—although I would not object 
to the request of the Senator—that there would be any use for 
the paper as a public document. It looks to me as if it might 
be used by Senators merely to determine how they would vote 
upon this resolution, but I can not see that it would be of any 
use to the publie generally to have the opinion printed, although 
I have no objection to that, if the Senator so desires. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I thought very likely it might be useful, 
Mr. President, and I thought there might be some demand for it. 
It might be more convenient in document form than in the 
REcoRD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. JAMES. I have none. Of course, that includes the dis- 
senting opinion, because that would be of as much interest to 
the public, I imagine, as the majority opinion of the court. 

Mr. BRANDIEGEE, Oh, certainly; I should want that printed 
by all means. 

Mr. WORKS. 
understand. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. It was only for the printing of one that 
I asked, I will say to the Senator from California, and that was 
the one of which the Senator from Indiana has just read the 
syllabus. 

Mr. WORKS. There is another, a later decision, as I under- 
stand, involving these very same questions; and if the others 
are going to be printed, it seems to me that this ought to be 
printed also. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. 
I shall not object. 

Mr. WORKS. I have in my hand a copy of the decision in 
the case in re Mary Jones and others, a very interesting state- 
ment of the case and of the questions involved. The opinion is 
an important one, of course, and I suggest that both decisions 
be printed in the same document. 

Mr. KERN. I have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the decisions referred to will be ordered printed 
as a public document. (S. Doc. 43.) 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I was about to say that under 
this order the old woman alluded to here the other day, fa- 
miliarly known as Mother Jones, was tried. She was arrested 
last February by military order. She was imprisoned until 
some time in March, when she was tried by this military court- 
martial, Under the practice of the court-martia] the officers 
constituting it made their finding and sent it to the gov- 
ernor for his approval. They made their finding last March, 


There are more than one of these decisions, I 


If the Senator will make that request 


and they sent it to the governor some time in March. With 
that finding in his possession, its contents undisclosed, Mrs. 


Jones was kept in custody until about the time of the com- 
mencement of the discussion on this resolution the other day, 
and after the light began to be turned on here Mrs. Jones 
was taken under guard to the city of Charleston, where she 
had a conference with the governor of the State. After that 
conference, which was of no importance whatever, she was 
permitted to go unattended by a guard. She is now in Wash- 
ington City, a free woman. So that, if this resolution does no 
other good in any other direction, it will have accomplished the 
liberation of this woman, who has been unlawfully imprisoned 
since last February. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Indiana whether or not anybody has any information as 
to what was the finding of this court-martial which was sent 
sealed to the governor? 

Mr. KERN. Mother Jones will go down to her grave without 
knowing whether or not there was a finding that she should 
die or live. She only knows that she was arrested in the city 
of Charleston, carried into the military zone, imprisoned, and 
tried by these young militia officers, and then her imprisonment 
continued, as stated; she only knows that she was deprived of 
her liberty since last February, and that now she is free. 

After reading the provisions of the fundamental law of West 
Virginia, which contain those safeguards by which it was 
thought that the liberty of the people of that State would al- 





May 14. 
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ways be held inviolate, and after reading this milit 
and reading the decision of the court, whfch strikes 4 
provisions of the fundamental law and upholds the gov 
in this unprecedented exercise of arbitrary power, is i; 
able that there are people, even in West Virginia, w), 

in the doctrine of the recall of judges? 

Mr. President, when Theodore Roosevelt last year i; 
at Columbus, Ohio, uttered those remarkable sentj 
favor of a recall of judicial decisions there was a sort 
der of horror on both sides of this Chamber and at | 
of this Capitol, and the wiseacres of both politica) pa, 
dicted that that declaration of Theodore Roosevelt wo, 
his political career. Yet those of us who watched the yr 
of events were startled still more a little later when it pa 
known that in those localities in which those utterances , 
had been most strongly urged against him he received 4 grea; 
vote than he received in other quarters where the ques 
not been discussed. That utterance of Theodore Roose 
found such approval in the ranks of the Republi 
that when the election came in November he received a ma ijori: 
of the Republican votes in the Republic. 7 

Mr. President, no doubt the doctrine of the recall of jnde 
and of judicial decisions has gained ground immeasurs| 
the past five years; and why? Every such decision »s 
which I have referred here to-day, written in the interest o¢ 
hoarded wealth, striking down the liberty of the citiz nd 
abridging the rights of the common people, makes 10,000 « 
verts to the doctrine of judicial recall and the recal! of jai 
decisions. I am not enamored of the doctrine; I have not by 
enamored of it; but, Mr. President, if decisions of ¢) 
are to become common, if they are to multiply very mucl 
courts in the various States of the Union that enm 
doctrines as these and undertake, as this decision 4 t 
strike down the provisions of the fundamental law « ted f 
the protection of the people, then you may be sure 
not be very many years until a vast majority of th 
this country who are interested in the problems 
liberty will be tempted to join the forces that declare that 
resides in the great body of the American people the | 
overcome such decisions, which are so subversive of 
rights. 

I had a telegram the other day from a leader « 
denunciatory of these conditions. When I showed i 
here he deprecated the idea that there was such 
between me and that man that he would feel free to 
me. Men are being imprisoned in West Virgin 
cause they are Socialists; newspapers are bein 
because they teach the doctrines of socialism; pn 
charged from mines, according to the testimony t 
the military commission, because they vote the * 
and because they belong to a labor union; and wv 
trine of judicial recall gains favor with the |» 
rights are stricken down by unjust decisions, so do 
of socialism multiply in such breeding grounds 
parts of West Virginia, with special privilege 
eating out the substance of the people, and with ji 
aside constitutional safeguards to the end that t! 
be oppressed and denied rights for which their fal 
and died. 

Socialism has grown in this country until more 
lion men cast their votes for the Socialist ticket 
election. The fire of socialism is fed by such fue! 
Virginia decision, and the lawless action there of | 
with the execution of the laws, Socialism grows «: 
in exact proportion as wrongdoing is countenanced : 
not only by the strong legislative forces of tle « 
especially when they are backed up by the judicial 
Government. 

Senators, these million men who voted the Socialist | 
November are the men who ought to be full of th 
patriotism in time of war that would impel them to + 
walk on the uttermost ridge of battle, to peril the es 
defense of their country and their country’s flag bev 
love their country, because they venerate the laws otf | 

This great body of a million or more men whose a 
question, and the millions more who make up the orca” 





labor forces of the land, and who are not yet Soc aad 
love their country and its flag if you will permit the neg 
drive them away by making them constantly realize (at 


can not expect fair treatment either in the administra! 
law by executive officers or in the construction and cn!" 
of law by the courts. 
If the time comes—we all pray it may be averfed— wie! 
integrity of this Nation is assailed, either from withi re 
without—if the time comes when the American Ke! 
brought face to face with the marching armies of (i« ! 
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» «ond the sea, we will need those million of men, for they are 
that toil with their hands. They have strong arms. They 


aa the same type of men as that splendid Army of the Republic 


ri) s ago who won for themselves imperishable renown by 
‘hay sacrifices in behalf of the Union and the flag. 

"te 1 make good citizens of men by denying them their 
Do you command the respect and the patriotism of the 


LD) Ve 


rights? 


‘nie vrest tribunal and simply ask that the light be turned on, 
» the end that the people may know as to whether or not God 
waiene and the Constitution still lives, and whether they and 
es ind are to be despoiled of their heritage of liberty? 

For a man to be a loyal, good citizen of this country he must 
love his country. Can you ask him to love his country and be 
eno to her traditions and institutions when in his heart of 
al rts he knows that im this land and beneath its flag there is a 
ow for him which is not enforced against others, and that he 


> ° | 
» no longer appeal to the courts for the enforcement of his 


( 


onstitutional rights? ' 

Mr. President, the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Gorr], in his interesting address the other day, spoke of mar- 
tial law and the wiping out of the right of trial by jury as be- 
wa it to misquote him: 

But it is said we have martial law in West Virginia. Is that any- 
ties where martial law has not been declared it had been pro- 


“Now, what is martial law? It is simply the rule of the military 
when the civil power is inadequate. That is all 


Owitting a sentence or two, he proceeds: 


Would not a justice of the peace in this strike zone in West Virginia, 


the sheriff of the county, or the constable of the district make a lovely 
spectacle of himself in attempting to arrest two or three thousand 
riotous wen? How long would the man stay under arrest with a thou- 


sand of his comrades to rush him from the officers of the law? How 
long would the courts stay open in that zone? 

That question, Mr. President, doubtless presented itself to 
Gen. Washington at the time he interfered in the great whisky 
rebellion in the State of Pennsylvania. ‘The example of Wash- 
ington’s conduet was referred to by President Garfield, I think, 
in the speech that he made in the Milligan case. He said: 


President Washington did not march with his troops until the judge 
of the United States district court had certified that the marshal was 
nable to execute his warrants. Though the parties were tried for 
treason, all the arrests were made by the authority of the civil officers. 
7 ders of the Secretary of War stated that “ the object of the ex- 





The 
pedition was to assist the marshal of the district to make prisoners.” 


° . . , . - } 
Behold the difference between Washington’s construction of | 


the Constitution and that of the governor and the Supreme 
Court of West Virginia! 

_Every movement was made under the direction of the civil authort- 
ties. So anxious was Washington on this subject that he gave his 
orders with the greatest care and went in person to see that they were 
carefully executed. He issued orders declaring that “the Army should 
not consider themscives as judges or executioners of the laws, but 
only as employed to support the proper authorities in the execution of 


the laws. 

The military power of West Virginia—aye, the whole military 
power of the United States under the Constitution—would be 
brought to the aid of the humblest officer in West Virginia to 
enable him fully and effectually to perform his duty in the 
execution of the laws of the State and to carry out the mandates 
of the civil courts. 

‘Mr. President, the sentiments of the Senator from West Vir- 
“iia expressed upon this floor in defense of military law, mili- 
lary courts, and the exereise of arbitrary power in his State is 
- striking contrast with the language employed by Gen. Gar- 
ield in his great argument before the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the Milligan case. That great Republican 
Statesman and soldier, fresh from the field of battle, within a 
year after the close of the Civil War, at a time when the blood 
of the Soldier was still hot and the embers of civil strife still 
smoldering, appeared before that great tribunal, without fee 
or hope of reward, only because he loved his country and ven- 
erated its Constitution, and in one of the greatest arguments 


of his time, pleading for the supremacy of the civil ever mill- 
tary law, said: 
aa ‘sion will mark an era in American history. The just and 
great as ene of this great question will take a high place among the 
lish A aroun ae which have immortalized this decade. It will estab- 
& republic cs ‘is truth of inestimable value to us and to mankind: That 
the sateca 4 wield the vast enginery of war without breaking down 
rebellion’ eens liberty; can suppress insurrection and put down 
can, by the might Of enable, without destroying the bulwarks of law; 
Uonality and liberty. eivesius on tan aa wre «ty - 4H 



































for they pluck eld were of priceless value, 
enemies. piucked the life of the Republic out of the hands of its 
“ Peaee hath her victories 
Ana ie ti No less renowned than war.” 
S ’ 








every acra « protection of law shall by your decision be extended over 











decision of ‘ti ee territory, you will have rendered the great 











‘matters of ttle moment. He made this statement; [ do not 





| 





What a long step downward from the patriotic sentiments of 
Republican statesman Garfield to the recent performances of 
the Republican governor of West Vir: : and the defet of 
that conduet on the floor of the Senute by the distinguished 


| Republican Senator from that State 


The Senator from West Virginia, in the course of his remarks, 


| was kind enough to refer to the “strike conditions” that pre 
. of this land by turning them away when they come into | . 


vailed in the State; and in the face of the fact, as it has been 
brought out here, that men can not belong to organized labor 


|} and work in the coal mines in that district, he says: “ Mr. 


President, I believe in the rights of labor.” 


When I was a boy attending college in the State of Michigan, 
it was my privilege to hear a political speech made by Zachary 
Chandler, one of Michigan's great Republicans. It was in the 
presidential campaign of 18GS. In the course of that speech 


Mr. Chandler used language something like this: 

“ Democrats talk a good deal about their rights. Fellow citi 
zens, I recognize the fact that they have rights which they art 
entitled to enjoy, at least two rights—one a constitutional right 
and the other a divine right—a constitutional right to be hung 
and a divine right to be damned.” 

As I listened to the Senator from Virginia the other day and 
heard him first defend the arbitrary and unlawful acts of West 
Virginia’s governors against the rights and interests of the 


| working people of that State, and then declare that he recog 
thing new in this country? Would it not be much better if in some | 


nized the rights of organized labor, I could not fail to conclude 
that he was as generous in his estimation of the rights of wor! 


ingmen as Zachary Chandler was of the rights of Democrats 
in 1868. 

Mr. President, I have detained the Senate much longer than 
I had intended. I introduced this resolution at the request of 
certain representatives of organized labor, without knowing more 
of the subject than that it had been introduced previously by 
the distinguished Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran}. I made no 
examination into the facts before I introduced the resolution, 
because I had such confidence in his integrity and patriotism 
that I felt sure he would father no resolution that had not 
sufficient basis to merit consideration. But, Mr. President, 
since the resolution was introduced, since the discussion com 
menced, I have received information from every quarter of the 
scene of the trouble, from many counties in West Virginia, and, 
as I said a while ago, from every part of the United States 
I have received letters and telegrams by the thousand, asking 
that the Senate of the United States shall not permit this reso- 
lution to be sidetracked, demanding that this investigation take 
place. Within the last 24 hours I have received severa! tele 
grams saying: “* What is the matter? What has become of the 
resolution? Have you permitted them to drive or persuade you 
from the line of action you have marked out?” 

The people want to know. They have a right to know. As I 
said a while ago, if these coa! operators in West Virginia are 
the men they claim to be, they ought to come forward as one 
man and say: “These charges that have been sent broadcast 
through the land are false charges, and we demand an oppor- 
tunity to meet and disprove them.” Instead of that, their voice 
is heard about here, first, in objection, and, second, in favor of 
referring this serious question to some committee of the Senate 
in order that that committee may decide for us whether or not 
these questions ought to be investigated. 

With the facts before this body, have you not information 
enough to justify action in ordering an investigation? The 
governor of West Virginia says that he desires it; that he 
would hail it with delight. The senior Senator from West \ 
ginja [Mr. CHILTON] says he will not go counter to the will of 
the governor in that regard. The public demands it Every 
consideration of humanity demands it. I trust the Senate wil! 
uot hesitate to yield to that demand. 


Mr. HOLLIS. Mr. President, there is nothing novel or rev 
lutionary about the proposition to have an investigation of 
industrial trouble by a committee of one of the Houses of 
Congress. In March, 1912, there were hearings before the 
Committee on Rules of the House of Representatives on the 
strike at Lawrence, Mass. No particular objection was made 
to the investigation. No report recommending action was made, 
but the facts were brought out, and they are now available in 
a public document. I believe there will not recur at an early 
day another situation such as occurred a year or more ago in 
Massachusetts. I think both sides will not go precipitately into 
another such conflict as we saw there. 

I wish to occupy just a few moments to explain what I wu 
derstand to be the real attitude of labor unions toward 
conditions as are said to exist in the Paint Creek district of 
West Virginia. 

Enough is conceded at the outset to warrant this investig 
tion. It seems to be agreed that the miners went out on strik 
that there was personal violence; that the governor felt war 
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ranted in suspending the civil authority; that men have been 
imprisoned for long terms through court-martial proceedings ; 
that Mother Jones was detained against her will; and that mili- 
tary government to-day, contrary to accepted American institu- 
tions, exists within 20 miles of the capital of West Virginia and 
within 300 miles of the city of Washington. 

It is claimed by the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Gorr], in a vigorous speech, that the Paint Creek district was 
dominated by a mob of striking workmen; that the civil au- 
thorities were unable to cope with the situation; and that it 
was necessary for the governor of West Virginia to place the 
district under military control and to suspend civil authority, 
including the rights of the writ of habeas corpus and of trial 
in the ordinary courts. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. HOLLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. GOFF. Not for one moment has the writ of habeas 
corpus been suspended in West Virginia, nor did I ever inti- 
mate it. 

Mr.*-HOLLIS. Then I will accept the correction, and will 
say that if by some technicality the writ of habeas corpus itself 
has not been suspended, the efficacy of the writ of habeas 
corpus, or the principles which we have a!l understood govern 
that proceeding, have been suspended. 

I understood it to be conceded the other day by the learned 
Senator that nothing but a serious emergency would warrant 
the governor in placing a district under military control, but 
that he insisted that such an emergency did exist. It is claimed 
on the other side that no such serious emergency as would 
fairly warrant the governor in suspending the civil law existed 
in West Virginia. It is claimed that men are now being forced 
by the military authorities to work in the mines against their 
will. It is claimed that Mother Jones was detained without a 
fair trial and without knowing what the findings against her 
were. It is claimed that the resumption of government in West 
Virginia in accordance with American standards has been 
unduly delayed. 

I believe, Mr. President, all reasonable men are fairly agreed 
upon the legal and ethical principles that should be applied to 
2 situation like this. So far as I know, no one contends that 
a man has a right by violence to endeavor to advance the object 
of a strike. I have never heard a labor-union man claim the 
right to interfere by force with other workmen who wished to 
work, or to injure the property of his employer. I am well 
aware, however, that there have been frequent occasions when 
labor-union men have damaged property and when, by violence, 
they have prevented “scabs” from working, and when they 
have assaulted and injured such men. 

I do not defend such violence. I am sorry when I hear of it, 
and I know the leaders of union labor disapprove of it as much 
as anybody in this Chamber. They understand that crimes 
against the law prejudice the public against their movement, 
and they know that such crimes interfere with the objects for 
which they are working. But violence is not confined to labor- 
ers who are out on strike. There have been deeds of violence 
in this very Chamber. A prominent banker of the city of Wash- 
ington was brought before the bar of the House of Representa- 
tives only a few days ago for committing an assault upon a 
Member of that body. It is unfortunate, but it is true that vio- 
lence is confined to no class. 

When we are considering the rights and the temptations of 
striking laborers we have a great many things to take into 
account. They strike to obtain better wages, or otherwise to 
ameliorate the conditions under which they work. They do 
not strike lightly. They know that if strikes are protracted 
they and their families will suffer. They know that, no matter 
how long the strike is protracted, their employers will not suffer 
the pangs of hunger, will not go without any reasonable com- 
fort, or even luxury. 

I hope no Member of this body will ever sit at the bedside of a 
dying wife or child and know that that precious life is ebbing 
for lack of nourishing food or proper medicine, while he sits 
idle from lack of work. I hope I shall never be stirred to acts 
of violence by scenes like that. But I hope if I am so stirred 
I may be tried before a court that is established by the law of 
the land, and that I may be reasonably and properly punished 
according to the law of the land. It is conditions such as these 
that we should investigate. 

I believe we all agree that military control is not desirable, 
although at times it is necessary. I believe we all agree that 
striking workmen ought not to resort to violence, but sometimes 
they do. I believe we all agree that the powers of the Gov- 
ernment ought not to be used to help out capitalists in their 
struggles with organized labor, but should be used merely to 
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preserve the law and to prevent violence. I think we. 
Mr. President, that lawlessness on one side, and | 
which, begets lawlessness on the other side, and I t}); 
agree on the efficacy of publicity and of public opinion 

Now, then, with no practical dispute as to the leg»! 
involved, with little agreement on the facts involye)_ 
asked to investigate the facts, to apply legal princi), 
as we may, and to ascertain whether government »: 
the usual American standard has been unreasonabiy sy... 
and whether the constitutional rights to life, liberty. sy; 
erty under due process of law have been unreason:)|)\- 
thrown. 

Mr. President, I understand that both the Sena. 
West Virginia agree with us that these rights are »; 
most precious that we have in this country, and that {) 
to be maintained, if they can, whether we have the ). 
whether the power is somewhere else, in all their fo, 
in all their purity. The gentlemen state, and I think tho: 
lieve—I hope they believe and I take their word for th 
nothing wrong has gone on in West Virginia in the Paint ¢; 
district on the part of the authorities. They ask us | eve 
it. But these charges come from responsible sources. 
facts that are conceded here create grave suspicion at the 
least, and what are we to do but to investigate? How are 
to get at the real facts unless we investigate? How e wet 
decide whether we shall do something or do nothing { 
are reliably informed? 

The friends of labor unions ask for an investigat} 
governor of West Virginia does not oppose it. I have 
cient faith in the power of publicity and of public « 
be satisfied that nothing but an investigation by a com: 
the Senate is needed to clear up what trouble exists 
and to prevent similar trouble for many years to come 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate for 
any length of time. We have heard many, many mutters en 
tirely foreign to this subject discussed here to-day. We ha 
had very, very few of the facts really involved in this : 
alluded to. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. KERN] in closing his interest 
ing and very lengthy remarks tells us that he introduce this 
resolution without any information relating to the matter, and 
I want to tell him that he has proceeded to discuss it without 
having investigated many of the questions involved. Tl 
lution is to-day, as it was when he presented it, q lt 
facts and the law applicable thereto. 

Now, it has been said that the governor of West Vir: 
does not oppose the investigation. I am delighted t! 
not. He stands upon a pedestal before this country and befor 
this Senate, and he is ashamed of nothing relating t 
cial life or pertaining to the situation now existing 
Virginia. Surely he will have no objection to an inves 
and it is plain that he has nothing to conceal. 

But, Mr. President, is that any reason why the invest 
should be made? He says, “I will welcome a committee ot 
investigation. I will open the doors of the statehouse. | \ 
throw wide the gates, and all the facts, all the information, we 
have will be at your disposal.” It would not be like lim, 
State would resent it, were he to intimate anything to 
trary. ‘ 

Take this matter home, each of you, to your own State. \\ 
not your governor do and say the same thing? And yeti 
it follow, Mr. President, that on that account the dignity of | 
State of New York, of Ohio, of Indiana, or any other o! | 
States of this Nation should be invaded in this 
Wherein has West Virginia been derelict? It is so eas) 
Mr. President; it is so easy to build up a fancied case, Mune 
sen-like theories illuminated by the Thousand-and-one \ ents 
Tales, delightful, beautiful, but when you come down (0 ' 
fundamental facts relating to the situation under cons'veraues 
what do we find? 

It is admitted that it is decidedly unpleasant to be c 
with conditions requiring the existence of martial |\w 
one has asserted to the contrary. There are not many S™ 
the Nation that have not been subjected to the turmo: « 
confusion now existing in a small section of West Vire!" aad 
could mention State after State where similar conditions bY" 
existed and where martial law has been declared; auc [h° mT 
i alluded to and explained that matter a few days 440 ©" 
the Senator from Indiana to-day gravely insists that Ve 
ginia is alone in that particular. et Sa 

The case read by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Bors!!) © 
which questions arising in the State of Colorado were f\".. 
indicates that just such situations as now exist in Ves!" 
ginia may call for martial law, may demand that pl ere 
zone military power shall be supreme. Has not (ie Su oe 
Court of the United States told us in substance that “' 
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rene? When and where? 

jeopardy, where insurrection prevails and the civil law is 

e to cope with conditions then existing. 

“The argument we have heard here to-day relates to one side 
It is in the interest of men engaged in a controversy with 
employers, involved in a “strike” in which they have 
‘ynted their will in place of law. Everything, according to 

Senator from Indiana, must yield to their wishes, or the 
ality will be involved in confusion and riot. What comes to 

oj] the people who live in the vicinity where the strike exists 

‘nd in the localities surrounding this distracted zone if the 

riot and confusion referred to are permitted to continue? They 

reputable people—men, women, and children. They are en- 
eaged in the various avocations of life—farmers, merchants, 
miners, laborers; some of them operators of mines and men of 
means. Concede it, is that reprehensible? Does that deprive 
them of the protection of the law? They are the men who are 
aey 
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is necessary that the military power shall be 


in times 
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eyeloping and building up the country where they live. They 
ve invested there large sums of money; they are employing 
thousands of men. Some are natives of that section; some are 
from Ohio, others from New York, Pennsylvania, Massachu- 
setts. and other New England States. They are conquering the 
wilderness. 

\ few years ago I stood on the summits of the mountains 
near that section that 
the then unbroken forests to the west, and the view was ma- 
jestic, inspiring, full of wondrous possibilities, fair to gaze 
upon, a primeval, unbrokea wilderness, rich beyond descrip- 
tion, and as grand a gift as a propitious Providence ever gave 
to the children of men. 

Now they are developing it. They have established industries 
all through it. Is it not a pity that we can not build railroads, 
open mines, construct furnaces and ovens, or do those things 
that make the hum of industry sweet music to the ear unless 
we also have strife, confusion, riots, insurrection, bloodshed, 
and death? 

Now, why not be fair about this matter? 
West Virginia alone is so afflicted? Such incidents, such mis- 
fortunes, come to all sections. It is so in your locality; it is so 
in mine; it is so everywhere where human agencies are endeav- 
oring to make improvements, to construct mills and factories. to 
operate mines, to do things. The men who are doing things 
want to do it their way, and the men who are doing the labor 
part of it want to do it their way. 
differences, strikes, and frequently riots and insurrection. We 
lave that situation now in West Virginia. We have had it 
» before this; but this is the first time that the Senate has 
leemed it proper to propose an investigation. Strikes have ex- 
isted in other States, resulting in martial law, but this Senate 
did not interfere, did not suggest investigation. I was tempted 
to ask the eloquent Senator from Idaho about a great strike in 
his State, in the beautiful region of Coeur d’Alene, where I hap- 
pened to be when it was going on. The State of Idaho knew 
how to control it, knew how to settle it, and many other of the 
States of the Union have known how to handle and adjust the 
strikes, riots, and insurrections they have had to contend with. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. GOFF. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not take issue with the Senator from 
West Virginia upon the proposition which he has thus far 
stated; that is, the power of the governor to declare that an 
insurrection exists and to declare martial law. The point which 
it was difficult for me to solve without further investigation was 
the suspension of the right of trial of these men in civil courts. 

Mr President, I passed through the strike in the Coeur 
d'Alene. If I may be permitted to make a personal reference, in 
View of the Senator’s reference, I was one of the attorneys who 
represented the prosecution in those cases; but it never oc- 


ae . : to try anybody by military tribunals, and we never 
af odo - 


Mr. GOFF. Nu? 


. Mr. BORAH. When the governor had declared martial law 

and policed the situation, we tried those men before a court 

r hn os ordinary methods in which men are tried in times 

= usual course of procedure in such matters. 

aa GOFF. I thank the Senator for his suggestions, and I 
i reach that point in my discussion of the West Virginia 


situation in a few mom Fi 
ents. We had best discuss Sw 
develop the facts. it os we 


Now, then, this condition 
fovernor tried all means in 


resorting to military power. 


Why insist that 
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existed in West Virginia. The 
his power to adjust it without 
He appointed committees; he 


divide the tidewater on the east from | 
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| acatenated distinguished citizens. His action was nonpartisan. 


When the liberty of the people | 


} 


He asked a gentleman of the highest character of 
faith, and a gentleman of equal dignity 
cratic belief. 
men in that or any other State, clean, upright, cour 


he i can 
and character of Demo 


He put at their head one of the purest, gr le 


i { 
disciple of the lowly Nazarene, now occupying the exalt ! 
tion of bishop in the Roman Catholic Church—bishop of the 
diocese of Wheeling. Those three men went into this d rbed 
community, of which you have heard so much; they went there 
bearing with them the seal of the State on the commission of 
the governor; they took a solemn oath, and after due inquiry 
made a report of the situation to the governor. They went into 
the miners’ homes. They did not find the wolf at their cabin 
doors. They advised with them; they heard ond considered all 
complaints. They asked them what was the matter: they 
asked them in what particular they were mistreated: they 
asked them to state fully and freely their wishes. ‘The miners 

| did so. They welcomed this committee and talked wit] 
freely. The complaints they submitted were fully considered. 
The committee then went to the operators, to the men who 
were conducting this great work to which I have alluded 
the men who were opening up the wilderness, developing that 
section of West Virginia r 


| 





The result is contention, | 


grievances, 


in their insistence. 
position that the mine guards should be 
nor agreed with the commission; satisfactory t 
ment were agreed to. 
Paint Creek to-day? 


over the mountains of this martial 
| friends, and everywhere was received as the honored man he is, 
not as a conquering lord, but as the beloved executive he is. 


nated, as I have indicated, the situation 
culties so great, that the civil authorities were powerless, and 
you could as easily, with straw, have impeded the flow of the 
rushing 





They were given a trial before a jury according to | 


maintained order in that section by its justices, 
and its sheriffs. 


heard their statements, and duly thei 
“What is your grievance?” 


Now, regardless of the slighting allusions of the Senator from 
Indiana to my regard for labor, I want to tell him, standing face 
to face with him, that such regard is just as honest s true, 
and as conscientious as any that he has ever held or expressed 


at any time in his honored career toward laboring men or 
labor organizations. 

If he will go into the localities in West Virginia where labor 
is employed, and where I have lived, he will find that the men 
who labor that they may live know me better than he does, 
and that they joined with the voters of my district in sending 
me to represent them at the other end of this Capitol. They 
know me, and I am willing to be judged by the record I have 
made. 

Now, what was the report of that commission? In some par- 
ticulars they found the miners to be correct, and that they 
should have the relief they asked for—such as the method of 
mining and weighing coal. It advised the executive that the 
miners were in the right and suggested that he sustain them 


He did so. It sustained the miners in their 


bolished, the rover- 
rins of set 


Do you know that there is no trouble on 
Do you realize that 


there is no riot. no 
strike in the valley of Cabin Creek to-day? The end has com 
it is a thing of the past. Gov. Hatfield suggested the terms of 
settlement and all agreed to them. He went to their homes; 
he broke bread with them; they appreciated |! and he sym- 
pathized with them. There was no guard with him; he mingled 
with them freely—this despot, this tyrant, this crue] commander 
in chief. He went in broad daylight, through the valleys and 


zone, with a few personal 


Now, as to the strike zone. At 


the time these troubles origi 
was such, the diffi 


waters of the Ohio during its flood have 


its constables, 


: will it be profitable 


recent us 


Will it be right to go back 


to seek for the original cause of this trouble? Cui bono? 
Still a cause existed. If I say the trouble arose because of 
strangers coming into that community, bringing with them 
orders from other localities, demands from lodges and asso 
ciations, I will stir up somebody’s bad biood. ‘There were 
inflammatory addresses; there were such speeches and threats 


made—not appeals to reason; not fair discussion, but sugges 


tions for riot and insurrection—as led to suspension of work, 


destruction of property, intimidation, violation of law, importa 


tion of arms for illegal use; in fact, chaos and death. 


I hope we may never experience the like of it again. Let 
us have the seal of your disapproval now. It may come to you 
next. They call it the right of free speech. That we will 


never oppose. Never yet in any land of civilization has it been 
held that free speech means unlimited license; that it 
permission to incite to riot, to advise insurrection, to 
the violation of the laws. 


means 


cue 


uggest 


Was the governor of that State, realizing that situation, to 
stand idly by? ‘Thousands of men, armed and desperate, on 
mountain top and in valley, were ready for the fivy rhey 
were miners, workmen, agitators, owners of e properties 
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guards, and citizens. Some were contending for the right to | Court of the United States say in that case? I read 
inbor, others for the right to prevent some from laboring; some | enth Howard, page 45: 
were defending their property, others were for destroying it And unquestionably a State may use its military power 
unless they were given the right to control it. an armed insurrection too strong to be controlled by the ely! 
a S aleie “ as : candi -erless witl The power is essential to the existence of every governn 
The governor properly concluded he ee we ries wit 2out to the preservation of order and free institutions, and is 
the aid of the military organization. Did he not do right? Who | to the States of this Union as to any other governme1 
will rise in the Senate and tell me he did not? The law of itself must determine what degree of force the crisis demand 
necessity impelled him to so act, and the statutes of West Vir- Let me reread that: 
ginia authorized him to do so. I will read it to you. It is not The State itself must determine what degree 
unusual: | demands 


of for 

any portion of the military forces of this State shall be on This decision was given by Chief Justice T 
der or p rot i to the << rs of A pr oa in a = concurred in by some of the ablest judges that 

er any part of the State forces sha ye ordere o assembie for ’ ao a Ton 4% - 
time of war, insurrection, invasion, public danger, any breach the Supreme Bench of this Nation 

ace, tumult, riot, or resistance to process in this State, or im- | and if the government of Rhode Island deemed the arm 
“tat ger the sof, the Rules and Articles of War and the general | so formidable and so ramified throughout the State as to 
ns for the government of the Army of the United States shall | use of its military force and the declaration of martial is 
lered in force and regarded as a j{ urt ot this chapter until said | ground upon which this court can question its aut 

hall be duly relieved from such duty No punishment under | state of war, and the established government resorted 
es and articles which shall extend to the taking of life shall usages of war to maintain itself and to overcome the 
ease be inflicted except in time of actual war, invasion, or in- | tion. 

st lor clared by rclamatio of | he governor exist, and then y : 1% - . 

a ames — = ne comieaniner ta cana ee ‘ee in Now, will you listen to this? Will the Senator fror 

1 ting such punishment. In the event of invasion, insurrection, re- | listen to this and see how much out of the way West \ 
bellion, or riot the commander in chief may, in his discretion, declare | has been and how great an outrage the governor of 

t of ar in the towns. cities, districts. or counties where such realth has c Seta his wl at 

; exist. (Acts 1897, ch. 61; sec. 92, ch. 18, West Virginia monwea th has committed, or his military officials h 
guilty of? 

You will not find anybody in West Virginia familiar with the And in that state of things the officers engaged ir 
oa tah ; 4] et aa he governor. “ Well d@ service might lawfully arrest anyone who, from the infor 
rcumsatance who will not ony to the gove rnor, € done, them, the y bad reasonable grounds to believe was enzaged 

thou good and faithful servant. He drew the line of martial | rection, and might order a house to be forcibly ent i 


law around just a small place, a small part of one county in the | Ween there were reasonable grounds for supposing he mig 
a . ‘ a om: ae concealed. Without the power to do this martial law and 
State. Let the Senate Chamber represent West Virginia, and | array of the government would be mere parade and 1 
this little desk will be the strike zone. Here is where martial | attack than repel it. 
law prevailed; here is where the military commission met; Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 
and in all the rest of the Chamber the civil courts would be in The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
force, just as they have been for 50 years past, for all the time ginia yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
West Virginia has been a State. Mr. GOFF. I do. 

[t has been intimated here that the writ of habeas corpus Mr. BORAH. The Supreme Court in the Milliga 
was suspended. There has been a feeling engendered in this | wise modified that rule. 
C) ber and throughout the country against the State of West Mr. GOFF. No. 
Virginia based on just such reckless assertions as that. Such Mr. BORAH. And, so far as I know 
assertions should come from the lips of no man unless he knows | that proposition. 
whereof he speaks, because it is doing an injustice to as great, Mr. GOFF. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
as free, and as gallant a people as ever drew the breath of life. Mr. BORAH. I have not heard anyone do so. 
Our mounteineers, you know, are always free. The motto Mr. GOFF. It has been stated over and over 
“Montani semper liberi” is upon the seal of our State. The | and women were arrested without authority and d: 
writ of habeas corpus has never been suspended. Those held | out warrant of law. 
in the martial zone availed themselves of it. Mr. BORAH. I have no doubt at all that the 

The case which the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern] dis- | thorities had the right to detain people and to arr 
cussed and criticized here so severely, the case which he read | the purpose of preventing them continuing unlaw! 
and reread and relies upon, what was it? An application for a | the question which that case does not reach, and 
writ of habeas corpus, showing that such writ had not been | Milligan case does reach, is the right, in additi 
suspended, demonstrating that it had not been refused. The | try those parties before a military tribunal. As | 
writ of habeas corpus suspended! The books and records are | the people who were tried in West Virginia 
full of cases showing where those who complained of the acts | offenses against the laws of the State of West Vi 
of the military commission petitioned the courts and the judges Mr. GOFF. Some of them; but not all of them. 
issued the writ. the military officials brought in the parties, Mr. BORAH. Yes; but they were tried befo: 
the judges heard the cases and said: “ We can not discharge | tribunal for the violation of the laws of West Vil 
you; go back to your prison; because according to the Constitu- | according to the Senator himself, the State court 
tion of the United States and the laws and constitution of West Mr. GOFF. Every one of them,. except in this 
Virginia you are properly held by the military authority.” Mr. BORAH. And juries ready to be impaneled 
That is what they said. Why can not West Virginia courts Mr. GOFF. I say the zone where this commi 
speak and be entitled to the same respect and be given the same | where these trials were held and where these 
credit that the courts of other States have and receive? I know | committed, was without law and without courts 
those judges—the judges of the inferior as well as of the su- Mr. BORAH. But, Mr. President, courts were o| 
perior courts, including the judges of the court of appeals. | these people could have been taken, and their juris 
They will stand in learning, in intelligence, and in dignity with | ered this particular territory. 
any bench that wears the judicial gowns. Even if they are Mr. GOFF. I1 concede you that military comp 
mistaken, why should they not have credit given them until | not new. Does not the Supreme Court, in the cas 
in the lawful, orderly way their judgment is reversed? How /|I have just read, if the Senator from Idaho wi 
are we going to maintain republican government unless we re- | down the doctrine positively that the State may co |! 
spect the judgment of the highest courts of the country? necessary to protect the dignity of the State, the 

i desire to quote from another decision, in addition to the | citizenship, and the peace of the community? 
ease from which the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran]) read— Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, as I undersiand the 
the Milligan case—in which the Supreme Court held the mili-| that while you may arrest and detain parties from 
tary commission invalid because where it was held there was} lawful acts where martial law prevails, you may nol 
no insurrection. That was the ground of the decision in that! people for the violation of civil law or for the viola! 
ease. The commission was not acting in the war zone; it was | laws of the State, unless they are themselves in ile 
not sitting south of the Potomac; it was not in a section where | the Navy, in any other wise than by the civil courts. 
disorder reigned supreme and the usages of war applied. There- | any decision to the contrary? a 
fore the military commission had no right to sit or dispose of Mr. GOFF. There is this decision, under which 
the question before it. Back in the years gone by, early, rela- | arrest anyone found within this insurrectionary dis 
tively, in the histery of this Government, the Supreme Court of | they believe is aiding the insurrection. aU) 
the United States laid down the rule that has prevailed in West Mr. BORAH. And when they have arrested him, |! | 
Virginia through all this trouble. It reiterated it in the ease! pose to punish him, they must punish him in accorda 
from Colorado. I refer to the case of Luther against Borden, | the laws of the State or of the United Siates? 
arising in the State of Rhode Island. What did the Supreme Mr. GOFF. I have just reached that poit. 
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Now, we are in the military zone. Now, we are in this place | The result was announceld-——yea: 44, 2 
irtial law has been declared and where the usages of | YEAS—44 
evail. | Rorah Cur I 
pRORAH. Exactly; but the military zone is still within | B: Dill am 
yrisdiction of the court. br oe ae Inger a i 
\ GOFF. Its acts are subject to the revision of the court. Bt rtor Ga a 4 - 
1. «+ poxeible that we are to be told in this late day and generation | ¢: Hitchcock | 
that nilitary commission can not sit when war or insurrection : “ n — Me = ¥ 
progress in the identical sgot where the insurrection is | ,; - Fol tte ; 
; t Colt Mel n I l 
RORAH. Mr. President, I declare at this late day that | “! i Martin, Va I \ 
has been declared so many times that I did not suppose it | NAYS 
\ i be controverted that, although the governor of a State | enn Hughe: ore 
1 declare martial law and fix a military zone for the purpose | pohknead ae the > 
of | ing the situation and preventing lawlessness, he can not | Irady Kenyon s y 
inprovise a military tribunal for the purpose of trying men who | ryan Lea s 
bave violated the laws of the State. He a7 , + aie NJ Shi i 
Mr. GOFF. That raises the question again. Great men will NOT VOTING 
differ. Great courts will differ. | initiate tectiee Oliver i ss 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I desire to interrupt the | Clapp” Jones Pittman ith. S. € 
Senator from West Virginia for the purpose of asking him if Culberson Lane Poindexter rhernton 
t would not be more convenient for him to go on with his speech | ois = eee Sherman Warren. 
ow after the Senate meets. It is now a quarter to 6) Pictcher McCumber canine 
and it seems to me that if the Senator will yield to | Gronna Newlands Smith, Ariz 
an adjournment he can complete his speech better in the So the motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 5: , 
! ‘ing. I ask the Senator to yield for that purpose. j} utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 


rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from West Vir- | M: y 15, 1913, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
a yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr, GOFF. I may be perfectly willing to accommodate the 


Senator from Mississippi if he can assure me that the situation SENATE. 

to-morrow will be that which he indicates. THURSDAY. May 15, 1913. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the resolution goes over as the | : phe : ; ; 
finished business and will come up in that shape to-morrow, | Prayer by Rev. W. V. Tudor, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
hen the Senator can continue his remarks. Phe Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
Mr. GOFF. Then, will the Senator move an adjournment? ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATIONS (S. DOC, NO. 39). 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the Senate adjourn. | The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of | tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention to 

Senator from Mississippi that the Senate adjourn. [Put- | House joint resolution No. 80, appropriating $300,000 for tempo 

y the question.] The ayes seem to have it. rary and auxiliary clerks in post offices anc the sum of $300,000 
Mr. JAMES. I eall for the yeas and nays. for substitute auxiliary and temporary city-delivery carriers, 


vers and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro- 
i to ca'l the rol!, 


and transmitting a communication from the Pestmaster Gen 
‘ tl 
Mr. SHEPPARD (when Mr. CULBERSON’s name was called). 


eral setting forth the immediate needs for 
funds in order to avoid serious embarrassment to the s vice 


I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. CuLBERSON] is neces- | of the Post Office Department, which, with the accompanying 
y absent. He is paired with the senior Senator from Dela- | paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriatio and 
e [Mr. pu Pont]. ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BRYAN (when Mr. FLETCHER’s name was called). My | 
sue [Mr. FLETCHER] is necessarily abseat from the Senate. | 
ired with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. | 


REPORT OF SERGEANT AT ARMS (8S. DOC. NO. 34). 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communis 


1 ae ition dated March 15, 1913, from the former Sergeant at Arn 
, ' of the United States Senate, transmitting a statement of the 
ur >) "PDEIENT (ea . ie lees . — . ‘ atten : . 

I MI RENE when his name was called). I am paired receipts from the sale of condemned property from December 2 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna]. [| 1912. to March 15. 1913. vhich was ordered to lie cn t tnble 
rstand if he were present he would vote “ yea.” That being | ,,, wil 

vi 3 | and to be printed. 
e, I will vote. I vote “ yea. THE SUGAR INDUSTRY 
Mir SIMMONS (when his name was called). I am paired| .. a ie eer ot “ 
the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crapp]. and| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the 5 
therefore withhold my vote. a cablegram which will be read. 
Mr. SAULSBURY (when the name of Mr. Smirn of Mary- rhe Secretary read the cablegram, as follows 
d was called). At the request of the senior Senator from ee I 0, May 1 ' 
ryland [Mr, Smrrn] I desire to announce his pair with the | paysipexr Senate, Washington = 
nor Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumBer]. Visayan Provinces appeal for salvation of sugar industry. 1 
ir. RANSDELL (when Mr. THornton’s name was called). | means loss livelihood million and quarter people and ruin to fif 
I desire to announce, on behalf of the senior Senator from | Millions American and Pilipino capital. eile. daecis 


louisiana [Mr. THorNton], that he is unavoidably absent on 
t of sickness ; The VICE PRESIDENT. The cablegram will be referred to 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when Mr. Warren's name was | ‘!¢ Committee on Finance. 

ed). I announce that my colleague [Mr. WarrEN] is ab- THE TARIFF. 

St from the Senate on public business. He is paired with The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair, for infor d es 
® senior Senator from Florida [Mr. FLercHer]. to make an inquiry of the Senators present. 

The roll call was concluded. ' The next order of procedure is messages from the House of 
_Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, I desire to inquire whether the junior | Representatives on the table. As is known to the Senate, House 
Seuator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Otiver] has voted? bill 3321, commonly known as the tariff bill, has not been dis- 

the VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The junior Senator from Penn- posed of. It has not been referred to any committee as yet 
‘yivarda has not voted. For the information of the Chair I should like to know where 


Mr CHAMBERLAIN. I am paired with that Senator. I/| that bill is, whether it is a message from the House of Repre 
am advised, however, that if he were present he would vote | sentatives still on the table which is now to be taken up and 
Therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote “ yea.” further discussed in reference to the motion to refer, or whether 
‘ Mr. GALLINGER. I was requested to announce that the | it is ever to be taken up again until some one takes it out of the 
Peuaitor from Maine [Mr. Burteicn]) is paired with the Senator | air and brings it down and presents it to the Senate. 


—_ ae Carolina (Mr. Smirn), that the Senator from New| [For the information of the Chair, if Senators who have 
(Mr. @ (Mr. Fat.) is paired with the Senator from Arizona | knowledge of the mode of procedure will inform the Chair as to 
Pes MITH], and that the Senator from Washington [Mr. whether this is the time or not, he would be obliged. 

aan ‘i i$ paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. THorn- | Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as I understand the Chair, the 
NI. | question is in regard to referring the tariff bill. 
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Fhe VICH PRESIDENT. It is whether under this particular 
order of business it is the duty of the Chair now to call the 
attention of the Senate to it. 

A case precisely of this kind I do not recall. 


Mir. LODGE. 
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move to take it up at any time, just the same 
bill on the table or a bill on the calendar. 
Mr. SIMMONS. That is what I have just done. 
Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator moves to take ij 
it is in order. 
Mr. SIMMONS. That is what I have done. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. After the inquiry 
Chair, the Chair is now of the opinion that it is # 
Chair to proceed with the r@rular order, and t 
clusion of the regular order the or from 
has a right to call for the further c ideration 
Mr. LODGE. There can be no doubt of that. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I insist upon t} 
ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the moti 
ence of the bill to the Committee on Finance. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That is a motion o 
the Senator from North Carolina. The Senat 
Carolina moves that the further consideration o! 
refer what is commonly known as the tariff bill to 


if senat 


yr 


if 


on Finance be laid before the Senate with 
thereto. All in favor of that motion will sz‘ 
ting the question.] The “ayes” have it, an 


agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from € 

Mr. PENROSE. Excuse me one moment. (1 
motion carries the amendments with it, or do t) 
separately acted on? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will stat 
tion now pending before the Senate is upon 


I now move that the biil |! 


the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fou 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pen 


structions for the Committee on Finance to hav 


| upon the tariff bill when it is referred to th 


\ ce from the House, which is the form in which the bill 
to us, is a privileged question to the extent that the mes- 

t be laid before the Senate on the req t of any Sen- 

or at the discretion of the Chair. But when it has been 

before the § te the privilege is exhausted. 

t! ‘xt step it appears is a new matter. It would seem 

I “uy | t tl au 1 of reier¢ of the bill 

hen tl I of bills is reac 1 in the routine morning 

! a bill for re e comes before the Senate 

] h time and mu then be decided. I do not 

t would shut out the ordinary morning business and pre 

‘ t} pre t! } oi titio: and reports of committees. 
I lil think the question of refe e would come up after the 
i dduction of bills; but, as I said, I } f no ca precisely 
like this, and that would be mer my judgment from analogy. 
‘ir. BACON. Mr. Pr ! eT } é y t confidence in | 
1] dgment iid experience of ed nd. I should | 
lil not by way of a it or n it for informa- 
Lic to » th tor suggest upon ises the opinion 

th the privilege had br n exh: | 

LODGE I ( privilege the bill has is the privilege 

th t i 1 me from the House. rules provide that 

rn e from the President or a message from the House 
b before the Senate by the Chair at any time, and 

I ( before the Senate on the reques of a Senator. 

\\ done, exactly like a confere e report, tl privi- 
exhausted; there is no further privilege. 

Mr. BACON. The idea of the Senator that it is then in 
t] poss ion of the Senate 

ir. LODGE. It is then in the possession of the Senate to 
take any action they please. They can ke it up; they can 
raise the question of consideration, and refuse to consider it; 
I it h no privilege after the privilege of laying it before | 
the Senate has been exhausted A motion to refer has been 
made, and, of course, a motion can be made to take it up and 
di e of it at any time. 

BACON. Would not the Senator consider that the mo- 
made when the message was first laid before the Senate, 
privileged motion? 

LODGE. No. 

RACON, It was a part of the privilege. 

LODGE. No; I do not think so. 

Mr. BACON. Some disposition was to be made of it. 


Mr. LODGE. The Senate could have refused to consider it: 


they could have refused to refer it. The Senate could have 
done anything with it they pleased. As matter of fact, the 
motion to refer was made. That motion is open to debate. I 
think in the natural order of things it must come up auto- 
matically every morning after the order of bills, but I do not 
think that prevents moving that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the reference of the bill. That can be done 


at any tine 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I was laboring under the im- 
pression that the Senate would not meet until 2 o'clock this 
afternoon, and I was not here at the opening of the session. I 


desire to inquire what motion is pending before the Senate? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, for the infor- 
mation of the Senator from North Carolina, that there is no 





motion pending. The Chair was inquiring for information in 
regard to the conduct of the Chair as te whether, under the 
order of messages from the House of Representatives on the 
table, it was either the duty or the power of the Chair now to 


before the Senate the motion made to refer to the Commit- 
tee on Finance what is commonly known as the tariff bill with 
the amendment thereto. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I am under the impression, 
that being a House bill which has been Isid upon the desk of 
the Vice President and a motion made to refer it, that would be 
a privileged motion, and it may be called up at any time during 
the morning hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By a Senator? 
Mr. SIMMONS. $y a Senator. I desire 
it motion be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to say to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina that the bill is only a privileged question to the extent that 
it shall be presented to the Senate. I agree fully with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts on that point. But after a day has 
passed then it is no longer a privileged question, and it is in no 
other position than any other bill which may be on the cal- 
endar or any resolution or bill which may be on the table. 
The Senator from North Carolina, or any other Senator, can 


Lay 


now to ask that 
th 





(rere ee Sa SSS 


upon that the Senator from California [Mr. \ 
floor. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, when this moti 
the amendment to it proposed by the 
vania it at once brought about a discussion 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I asked the Senator 
yield to me for the purpose of seeing whe 
to agree upon an hour to take the vote upon 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly, Mr. President, 
pose. 


senator 
senat 


fr ( 


“7 


T 
a 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I suggest 
the motion. say, not later than 5 o’clock this at 


that will give ample opportunity for debate on 

Mr. LODGE. At what hour? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Not later than 5 o'clock. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is all right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is tl 
that proposition? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I should 
acted upon, what will become of 
whether, if the unfinished business 
o’clock-—— 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And proce 
out three hours of the time? 

Mr. LODGE. I take it the 
means that the day is to be given to the ques 
and that that question is not to be set aside at 

Mr. SIMMONS. Oh, no. I shall insist upon 
consideration of this matter until we can definit 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I suppose the uniersta! 
unfinished business will be laid aside? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Unless that is a part of th 
cousent agreement—— 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask that that be a part of t! 
consent agreement. 

Mr. KERN. Will that displace the unfinished ! 

Mr. SIMMONS. The unfinished business can ! 
laid aside at 2 o'clock. I hope the Senator fro! 
not interfere with this proposed agreement. 

Mr. KERN. With the understanding that the re 
remain the unfinished business 

Mr. SIMMONS. There is no purpose to dis| 
ished business. 


rere 


like to : 
the un 


’ 


should be 


1 +7 


“led with, tha 
Senator from 
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‘ir. KERN. Very well. With the understanding that the 
ition is to remain the unfinished business, I shall not 
LODGI As I understand it, the request of the Senator 
North Carolina is that the vote shall be taken not later 


wk to-day on the pending motion to refer, and that 
understood that at 2 o’clock the unfinished business 
be temporarily laid aside. 
SMITH of Georgia. That it shall be temporarily laid 
ind that this question shall be the continuous business 
ock, if it is not until then disposed of. 
Mr. PENROSE. Unless sooner disposed of. 
SIMMONS. That it to be continuously 
s disnosed of before 5 o'clock. 


the VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 


Pt 


is discussed, 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I object. 
SIMMONS. Then, one additional inquiry. Will the Sen- 
from Michigan suggest any time at which he would agree 
ea vote? 
SMITH of Michigan. No, Mr. President. This matter 
mportant, and the attitude of the other side is so arbi- 
Mr. SIMMONS. This is a mere matter of the reference of 
e bill to the committee, Mr. President. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The attitude of the other side is so 
ry that I do not feel that it calls for any special gener- 

‘ on the part of Senators on this side of the Chamber. 
[ do not mern by that to s1 
Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to say to the Senator from Michigan 

[ am not asking for any generosity from that side of the 

I was merely asking whether Senators on that side 


iggzest - 


her 








| 





» Chamber were willing to agree to a time certain for a | 


vote on this question in the interests of the public business. 


Mr. WORKS. Me. President, the Senator from Michigan | 


iru | has objected. 
ir. SIMMONS. I wish to disclaim any purpose to appeal 
to the generosity of Senators on the other side. 
Mi MKS. I call for the regular order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘There seems to be objection, and 
‘ unanimous-consent agreement is not entered into. The Sen- 
m California has the floor. 
WORKS. Mr. President, when this motion was origi- 
y made and the amendment to it offered by the Senator 
m Penusylvania [Mr. PENROSE], it brought about a discussion 
here of some of the merits of one of the provisions in the tariff 
The discussion was not necessarily called for, and was 
really not appropriate to the mere question of reference. but it 
lid bring about some statements, particularly by the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Tuomas], that I can not allow to pass even 
this time without laying before the Senate some of the facts 
so far as they relate to the State of California. 
It was stated by the Senator from Colorado that in that 


’ 


State 


the sugar-beet growers were paying their employees from 20 to 
“- saday. Iwas sure at the time the statement was made 
that the Senator from Colorado was mistaken, and that he 
would eventually discover that fact and make the proper cor- 
rection. He has already done so; but in correcting that state- 
y ne 


ment he has made the further statement that the wages paid in 
Colorado are a dollar and a half a day. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President- 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield. 


_ Mr. THOMAS. My recollection is that the statement was not 
limited to any particular sum, but that the wages were from 


; 


a dollar and a half to two dollars a day. 
but that is my recollection. 
Mr. WORKS. Well, let that be as it may, even with that 


I may be in error, 


if. 
{ualification it does not meet the facts as they exist in my State. 

the further question was raised here as to the kind of labor 
employed, it being insisted by the same Senator that foreign 
‘u00r was employed in the beet fields of ail of the Western 
s . I was not able to say at the time certain inquiries were 
directed to me what the facts were with respect to that mat- 


ter; but it seems to be the impression of some people that it 
‘8 & positive offense to employ foreign labor in this country. 


We have invited these people here; they are rightfully in this 


country; they have a right to employment where their services 
are needed; and, so far as the State of California ig con- 
cerned, we would rather employ these foreigners and pay them 
reasonable and decent wages than to see them go into the slums 
of the city and become thieves and assassins. We do employ 
foreign laborers in our State. They are employed in the work 


that is done in the beet fields, the same as in other lines of em- 
ployment, especially on the farm, but we do not pay them 
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foreign wages. They are paid the same s that are 


to others. We are trying in that way to « te the lize 
of these people who have come into this cou ‘ mmigrants, 
so that they may be good American cit iS the 1 

Of course, we have had rather thrust upon 1 f l 
labor that is objectionable to our people. That can not be 
helped. 

There was a further question raised here 1 that was as t 
the profits that are being r¢ fed in the n e of ir 
in the State of California, and one of the ufacturing plants 
in that State was singled « , and tl tatenn made that 
it had realized 100 per cent pro { been 
made for several years past. It 1 l ! eated d repeated 
time and again after it has been conclusively disproved by men 
who have perfect knowledge on the subject. When this ques 
tion as to the amount of wages that are paid y § . Ww 
raised, I telegraphed to the secretary of tl eet Growers 
Association of California to ascertain what w ‘ we ne 
paid in that State, and I have tl! answer from him: 

Workers in beet fields receive an average of $2.50 per d 


paid, I have 














As to the general situation, including the wa 
a letter here from Mr. F. B. Case. manager of one of the beet 
manufacturing establishments in the State of California, which 
[ will ask to have read by the Secretary 
The VICE PRESIDENT In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Ss tN CALII AS san Co 
Santa Ana, Cal., April 
Hon, Joun D. Works, Washington, D. C 
Deak Sir: I am in receipt of your f mr e 9th tant reque ng 
me to forward to you a tat ent wi t ' de } thi 
‘ompany for the last three or four years, In there 1 I 
inclose herewith copies of the sworn statemen pan} le 
t the collector of internal reve 1 for this district t ther v h 
| statement prepared by us and distributed among i tockholder 
In connection therewith I desire to bri to yout ten n t fact 
that in the statement made to the Government there b been a < g 
for 10 per ceat depreciation annuall while in th tatement to th 
stockholders no charge for depreciation had been mad rr ta nt 
is made for our annual stockohlders’ meeting of the | a « h 
year 
We have been in operation four years. Out of t! ts during that 
period we have been able to pay th 10 | nt d lend rhe bal 
ance of our earnings we have been reed to put back into our | ) 
keep it in repair and up to dat I is the tenth ye that tl 
has engaged in the sugar busin n prior to 1909 m 
of the St. Louls Sugar C« f St M At ft time I 1 
| there the St. Louis Sugar (¢ ‘ t! I ition of |} 
|} most profitable sugar factory in tl] United Stat D I 
nection with that company we paid annually to the stockholders a divi 
dend of 12 per cent The business w iducted ely in t 
of its stockholders, and every dollar and penn ivailable for tha 
| pose was used for paying dividends Since coming to Cali I 
made a success of the business of this factor i ha i 
ducted with that end in view tl s the St. Lou } ( to 
wit, payment to its stockholders of a large a div nd a in 
order that their investment might be profits " 
This company was the first one in Calif bullt nd conducted 
upon the policy of purchasing its beets fron row Ail otl fa 
xries had been located upon lands donated or part lonated f 
irpose of inducing their construction Tl ! S « r co y i 
this community drew to Orange County th ) r pant » wit 
the Holly Sugar Co., of Huntington De ! t \na! n Sug Co., 
Anaheim; and the Santa Ana Coop: ve Sugar ¢ of Santa Ana 
with the effect that the ts ac thi ) iny by reason of 
favorable location en dissipated by overcompetition. Thi v 
competition forced ft} price of bes to advance 75 s per t 
year with the result ! of profit 
The past year has taught us that it is not a question of fact 
profits, but the preservation of ft 1 nes that Is incolved in 
reduction of the tariff on sugar While I am not fully posted in ! 
thereto, I belleve that the fit f the St. I 8 r Co. and 
Southern California 8S r Co. upon the capltal In } ed t f 
all others Wet t fits as us as the r 
made them, there would no di lty In gt ca to 
industry and build more plants 
rhe enormous profits to which you have referred found 
testimony of Claus Sp kels, of the Federal S Refinti ) 
| stated bef fo the Hardwick I itt that his fat r had inf i him 
that the profits of the Watsonville plant, located Wat al., 
were for the two years of 1888 ar 1889 «¢ 1° ne gi 
per cent upon its capitalization I refutation of tl nt. 
which gave the actual profits at ft! Watso ictory for t two 
years as $11,075.38 and $2 9.23, 1 ct i ‘ 
the promulgation of the fals la ) ‘ rhi 
refutation is found on pag 8 6 <4 1 2636. , 
| of the record of the Hardwick hearings Besides this refutatio e 
| Watsonville factory closed its doors and is now d 1, the 
fact refuting the possible presumpticn that it nd u ‘ 1 en 
profits 
There was also another reference made by the discredited M I 
as to the profits of the Union Si r Co. at Bet » The t 
f Mr. John L. H ird, on page 685 of the ! 
| submitted to the Committee on Finance of ti nited Stat 
the Sixty-second Congress, he being president of t t pan 
690, i ‘So that instead of the carefully mist es i 
100 | cent, we find an average dividend of t { m 5 ( 
resulting from its sugar business during t first 1 
ce, of 6 per cent per annum in cash and 54 p | 
| Union Sugar Co, Is idealy located; they ow: ; ! ! 
which their beets are produced, the balance the Ll led 1 t 
of their isolation to purchase at a much less price than the s f 
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tories which have competition. 
above 
beet 


I believe the two instances mentioned 
are the only ones cited as showing the enormous profits of the 
sugar business, and I would state from my own experience that I 


do not believe such profits are possible even in an abnormal year of 


high 
Mr 


prices. 
Howard, with whom the writer is well acquainted, informed me 


that at no time in any year have the profits of their business per pound 


of sugar equaled that of the tariff levied. 


On pages 3964 and 3965 of 


the hearings of the Hardwick committee, in the statement of Mr. Rithett, 
president of the California and Hawalian Sugar Refining Co., you will 
find an estimation of the character of Mr. Claus Spreckels as stated by 
a man who knew him. 


Southern 


I 


n cf 


nnection with the profits of the St. Louis Sugar Co. and the 
California Sugar Co., before referred to, I desire to further 


bring to your attention the fact that both these companies are capital- 


ized 
stock 
$440,000 


at small amounts, the St. Louls Sugar Co. at $400,000 common 
and $40,000 preferred stock, making the total capitalization at 
The Southern California Sugar Co. is capitalized at $500,000, 


while our original investment was $600,000, we having given a $100,000 


mortgage, 


payable in five years in equal annual payments. Of the latter 


we have from our earnings paid off $60,000. 


of 


N 


ir. J. Ross Clark, vice president of the Salt Lake Railroad, and one 
the owners and managers of the Los Alamitos Sugar Co., advises 





me that he does not consider a 10 per cent depreciation annually high 


enough 
and 


Each beet-sugar factory requires a large amount of machinery 
is operated night and day through its manufacturing season, and 


the wear and tear upon the machinery and the perishable nature of the 


products dealt with make the amount of repairs each year high. 


are 
compelled to make the necessary changes in machinery and the accom- 


panying alterations In the plant. 


If we 


to keep pace with the improvements in other countries, we are 


The object in view of ail sugar fac- 


tories is to reduce the cost of production, 

The destruction of the beet-sugar factories in this country, which I 
believe to be inevitable if the Underwood bill or any free-trade measure 
on sugar is put through, will financially ruin people who, like myself, 


have invested their all therein. There are many small stockholders 
who have invested their savings ; while not being ruined, they will incur 


losses which they can ill afford. 


p ssible 
States 


\ 


Ve in California could, if the industry were allowed to expand to its 
limits, produce all the beet sugar consumed in the United 
With the threatened tariff legislation and the uncertainty of 


the profits, we are not able to induce capital to invest in new enter- 
prises and we are meeting with difficulties in financing those now in 


operation. 


None of the factories, so far as I know, have a surplus 


sufficient to conduct iis own business without recourse to the banks for 


temporary loans during the manufacturing season. 
the beets—is our largest 


Our raw product— 
item of expense; they must be received and 


worked up at the proper time or they will spoil, and the farmers must 
be paid, and for that reason we require a large amount of money during 
the campaign operations, which would be idle the balance of the year 


if the companies were capitalized with working capital. 


Although our 


stock issue represents the amount of money invested in our plant, we 
require approximately an equal amount to carry on the business, which 


we 


built 


obtain from banking sources. Those sugar factories which were 


in California prior to 1909 and which own their own land or a 


large part of the lands from which they obtain their raw material, can 
possibly live with a lower rate of duty than those factories which buy 


their 
save 
business of the latter factories 
the company, but 
owners who are in possession 
profitable crop. 
tion 
now turned into profitable crop-producing lands, while there 
that 
may be raised thereon, 


the ranchers, 
which go to 


from 
profits 


beets 


as the former factories, and thereby 
the 


the growers. The destruction of the 
will not only injure the stockholders of 
equal and greater injury to these land- 
of soils upon which beets are the only 
Thousands of acres of alkali land before the introduc- 
culture were used for pasturage for sheep and cattle are 
re some 
become subdued, or partially subdued, and some small crops 
There are others which would go back to their 


it will work 


of beet 


have 


original state. 


This season 


has been exceedingly unfavorable for alkali lands, and 


many acres have been lost and will this year become unproductive by 


reas 


n of the destruction of the beet crop by the alkali. 


I regret exceedingly—and I am joined by other people engaged in the 
Sugar industry—that you did not return to California last summer. 
We had planned to give you an extensive trip, and show you the 


industry and what it means to those who are connected with the fac- 
tories as well as those whose business and prosperity depend on their 
successful operation. 


ns 


and ; 
conversion of abandoned and uncultivated Tands 
leotiv 
ductive 


r 


Through the industry we have converted sections which were known 
swamps into veritable gardens in appearance, free from weeds 
showing the effect of careful farming If you could know the 
into utilized and pro- 


farms, and the upbuilding of and cities resulting 


villages 


from the prosperity that has been wrought in California by the beet- 


sugar factories, 
sition to any act or measure that would tend to retard or in 


I know that you would be with us in hearty oppo- 


, its 


continuation, 


Aside from the factories and farmers’ interests in the industry, and 


not second to eitber, is the matter of wages to the common laborer. 
Here in California the most of the farm labor is done by Mexicans, 
with a sprinkling of Japanese and East India Hindus; although most 
of these people are foreigners, they receive the American scale of 
wages, Last year, in 1912, laborers being scarce, these men were 
paid from $2.50 per day up. The effect of these good wages upon 
the Mexican laborers in the past four years has been marked; they 
dress better, take better care of themselves, and are more orderly 
than formerly. It is unfortunate that we have no white laborers who 
will do this work; but there is almost a total absence of this class 


of labor in this part of California. 


Take it in the Middle States—in 


Michigan to Colorado—this hand labor is done by the farmers, their 


families, 
degrading 


children. 
I 


school 
but 


or 


It has been slurringly referred to as 
work, 


have never been able to see anything in the 


work performed that could be considered degrading or lowering in any 


way. 
knees: 


The beets are thinned 
consequently children 


by 
can 


people working on their hands and 
do that work better than grown 


people. 


In those communities where there is not sufficient local help to per- 


form that work the factories have gone to the cities and employed 


families to come to the fields to work. 
of Europeans- 
There is another factor entering into the beet-sugar business which 
affects alike the factory and the beet grower. 
beets is a matter over which the man raising them has no control, for 
a man may keep his field clean and in good shape, thereby increasing 
the tonnage, but he can not in any manner control the quantity of sugar 


These latter 


enerally consist 
Russians, Austrians, Bohemians, and B 


gians. 


el 


The character of the 
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in the beets or the parity of the beet itself. By purity of t! 
mean the relation of sugar to the total amount of solids in t! 
the beet. A good beet should be of 83 per cent purity, and 
below 80 per cent purity is a poor beet. The foreign solids in ¢ 
consists of salts and acids; when they are relatively high 
vent the sugar of the beet from crystallizing. In order that | 
myself clear, I will state that from a beet of 85 per cent pu 
possible to extract 80 per cent of sugar, but of a beet of &¥ 
urity it would be difficult to obtain 70 per cent of sugar in 
orm. If, as is occasionally the case, the purity of the b 
low and it is a matter of climatic conditions or the soil. t} 
will operate at a loss, whereas if the beets are of high purit) 
tory will be able to obtain a large extraction and make p: 
spective of the price of sugar, which may be relatively low. 
are all made from the amount of sugar crystallized over and 
amount necessary tod cover the cost of the beets and the co 
facture. If from beets testing 18 per cent sugar 260 pound 
are obtained, the factory has paid the grower the price fi 
the amount of sugar in the beets, to wit, 360 pounds, w! 
factory has obtained but 260 pounds. The balance of 100 
either a factory loss and has gone into the sewer or has lx 

of the molasses. Low purity means low extraction and a larg 

of molasses, while high purities are susceptible to high extr 

The writer has been informed that the reason the Watson 
closed down was due to the fact that the beets raised by the g 
were of such low purity that the elder Mr. Spreckels refused 
and pay for them at the contract price, and made the 
the whole loss. They therefore refused to grow beets for 
compelled them to close it down, it since having been disn 

We here in California generally have from year to 
summer climate, but there have been instane*s of early ra 
quantity of beets would deteriorate very rapidly and wer 
of the campaign worked at a loss. The character of the b 
will often vary materially in a small area. The writer ex; 
year in St. Louis in which the beets grown for that fact 
such inferior quality that we were able to extract a smal 
sugar, and only by reason of the high price of sugar wer 
escape a serious loss, while at the same time the Sagi: 
located 30 miles to the east, harvested their best crop of 
in the history of the institution. 

The Holly Sugar Co., the writer was informed by its 
ager, Mr. Wiley, having two plants, one located at Holly 
Swink, in Colorado, in a locality known for its high qualit 
after their plants were built the quality of the beets rai 
low that they operated a number of years at a loss. If 
years are taken and the tariff based upon the results f 
during such periods, we may any year meet with such seri 
to cripple, if not destroy, the operating company. 

If there is no factor of safety permitted by the adj 
tariff, there can be no extension to the industry nor any 
the plants now in existence. 

The writer has requested Mr. Palmer to assist you 
possible in furnishing data and information concernin 
try in other countries and in laws enacted for the 
preservation of the same. 

Very respectfully, 


tix 
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Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, the letter that has 
read to the Senate is a private letter. It was not 


be used in the Senate, and the writer of it had no | 
that it would be used for that purpose. I have been e! 
ing on my own account to satisfy my own mind on | 
and to ascertain what the facts are that are partial); 
in this letter. 

I have here another letter bearing upon the same su) 
procured in the same way. It is from Mr. EB. W. May: 
manager of the Domestic Sugar Producers. I wil! 
this letter printed as a part of my remarks. I do 
take up the time of the Senate by reading all these le 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is 
that will be the order. The Chair hears none, an 
ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. 


4 
Hon. JOHN D. Works, 
United States Senate. 

Dear Mr. Senaror: The proposal to remove the dut 
volves the infliction upon the Western States of losses 
are to be measured by the destruction of their rapidly 
beet industry. The results already obtained prove t! 
particularly well adapted to cultivation on the reclaimed 
States, and the extinction of sugar-beet culture will depri 
territory of one of the most fruitful agencies for its ' 
perous development. In this connection we take the lib 
certain facts to your attention. 

The last census showed that the 11 westernmost States 
66.83 per cent in population within the last decade, as « 
the average increase of 21.6 per cent for the entire countr 

The greater proportionate increase in the Western Stat 
due to the rapid advance made in irrigation through pri 
ernmental agencies. In the Pacific Coast States great trac! 
formerly used for ranching or grazing purposes are now 
divided and brought under intensive cultivation in orchards 
alfalfa, sugar beets, and other crops. “ae 

The United States Reclamation Service, only yet in its !! 
25 great irrigation projects either complete or in course of 
When fully completed these projects alone will bring ov 
acres under a high state of cultivation, an area larger t 
proved lands of New Jersey or of Massachusetts. It 
remembered that 1 acre of this irrigated land has a product 
double the area of the best nonirrigated lJands in other 5 
country. The possibilities of agricultural development in the ~ 
are almost limitless, provided an outlet can be found for suc) 
as can profitably be grown under intensive cultivation, sub) 
marketing charges. 

The gone of the Panama Canal and the great expos 
held at San Francisco in 1915 doubtless will attract man) 
of people toward the West. The canal will also provide n°\ 
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f ‘he immigration of agricultural classes from the Old World. Al- Under present market prices the California beet-sugar factori« 
+ ic said. arrangements have been made for the transportation | figure their results about as follows 
' imbers of people from the shores of the Mediterranean to the lo-day'’s price, duty paid, at New Yort nd New Orlear for 
| st | v6" raw cane sugar (Cubas) is per 100 pound $ 
‘ great problem in connection with the development of the | Add difference between raw and r d tb , ma ‘ 
wat is transportation to the great consuming centers of the East. | cost and profit), say-_._-~-- i 
nsumption of general farm and garden products must neces- | 
e limited for many years, except in the vicinity of the large | Price of cane, New York or New Orleans 1. 14 
coast cities. An export crop must therefore be produced—one | Add freight, New Orleans to Mi ouri River 
| find a ready market at destination. Thousands of acres are | 
to fruit, from the citrous groves of California to the apple | Price for cane sugar, Missouri River . 4.47 
of the Northwest Where is the market to be found for this | Deduct differen tween cane and beet oO” 
ng production? Surely there is a limit to the amount of fruit | 
{meri¢dan people can consume. Even last year saw an over- | $27 
n of the apple crop of Washington and Oregon. Furthermore, | Less 2 per cent. -- ORD4 
proposed heavy cut in tariff rates, the products of the Cali 
oves will come into direct competition with the cheap importa r for beet izar. Missouri River { 
1 the Mediterranean, Cuba, and other tropical and semitropical | Now deduct freight from Pacific coast points to M iri Rives 
ne great staple for which there is a constantly expanding | Leaves to-day’s net price realized f. 0. b. factory in California H4 
t is sugar. The United States imports at the present time nearly lt therefore follows that if the tariff is reduced to 1 cent and { 
) tons of sugar per annum from foreign countries, practically | cents must be deducted from the net vecelved by Calif ia f 
) Cuba. Sugar is a staple for which there is always a market, | then all they can expect to realize would b : 3.29. ¥y : 
necessary, it can be stored for long periods with little deteriora the average cost at present, and Which cost Onn 
Furthermore, beet sugar is a finished product representing only | duced by economy in the field and the perfe: f metho 
15 per cent of the weight of the raw material from which it is | culture and irrigation. all of which i trai iw 
whereas in the case of fruit, alfalfa, and grain crops high It could be argued that the present market | f wal \ 
ht charges to the eastern markets must be paid on the entire} low, but the man does not live that ean fore t futu va 
the commodity just as it comes from the orchard or the field. | pendent upon the law of supply and demand and th eculativ 
It s been demonstrated by years of experience that no section of | tion of the controlling markets, which eontinu tl : 
t United States, in fact, no country in the world, is better adapted London. 
to t Itivation of the sugar beet than are the irrigated lands of the It therefore follows that any reduct in tariff is to the det 
West. The production of sugar beets under irrigation for the first | the beet-sugar plants and the d pment of the indu y u te 
tir n the world’s history was commenced in Utah in 1891, and so} injurious to the farmer and to the labor emploved To the stud 
s ful has it been that 70 per cent of the total beet-sugar output | economics it must be apparent that the way to redu wa 
United States is now produced in the Western States under | con er is to produ the consumption and then let competition d 
ition the rest 
It has been demonstrated also that the cultivation of sugar beets in Yours, very truly, S. Gruen ANDI 
n with alfalfa and grain crops increases the yield of the latter : F 
l an extent as to make the production of cereals profitable even Mr. WORKS Since this dis ssion wi entered unon th 
" the high cost of irrigation. The result is that while few new | has come into my hands a printed pamphlet entitled “ 
beet factories have been built within the past five years, the beet acre : s 7 ee ! i ; 
has increased 25 per cent, and in some localities the factories producing sugar in the United States, Germany, Austria-Hun 
i n compelled to turn away contracts for beets. gary, Russia, and Cuba.” The compilation is by Mr. Truman 
I ar is placed on the free list, either now or three years hence, ‘ Palmer, who. as is well known. bas given gre: t attention ¢ 
posed, it will give the eastern cane refiners, who import and | 7 a Mapa ahi = ; ; 
pay duty on their raw material, the absolute power to depress | this subject. In a brief way I wish to eall attention to so 
below the cost of the sremacran of ougar eee on well as | of the information contained in the pamphlet. 
I ina cane. This they are anxious to do, as they are all alarmed at me Oh iat: hu beamed. is Sp 
t encroachment of beet sugar in the eastern markets For several On page © Uis statement appears: 
mor of each year, when beet sugar comes on the market, these big The average price paid to farmers for beets in the United Stat 
' either have to reduce the price of refined sugar or withdraw | as ven in the April issue of the Crop Reporter, issued by the Depa 
{ trade altogether until the beet sugar is disposed of, all of | ment of Agricul! was $5.50 per ton in 1911 and $5.82 per ton ir 
W tends to the lowering of prices to the consumer. 1912. Direct re; from 65 factories show an average freight cl 
FY sugar in three years will be just as effective a death warrant | on beets paid by the factories of 43 cents per ton in 1911, 45 } 
domestic sugar industry as though the execution took place n 1912, and 41 cents per ton for agricultural expenses in 1911, 3S 
i liately, the only difference being that more time is allowed for | cents for 1912. 
t funeral arrangements. While the cost of production is gradually Thus the average cost of beets laid down at the factory gat in 
decreasing, and would further decrease with a large output, three years | United States was $6.34 per ton in 1911 and $6.65 in 1912 
V ke no appreciable difference under existing conditions. At the 
i nt time the eastern refiners are utilizing less than half the pro- Then follows a tabulated statement of the farmers’ recei; 
ductive capacity of their plants, and it will be a simple matter for | for raw material. It shows that the farm price per ton ot 
them to deal a death blow to the domestic production of sugar, as they_| , ey ; ao er co . : oka 
will have the assurance of an absolute monopoly as soon as the domestic | 2,000 pounds is in the United States $5.82; Russia, $5.90; 
industry is annihilated. Austria-Hungary, $3.68, and Germany, $4.14; and the averag 
Ir der that the beet-sugar industry may expand and become a 


»y PaAeti , » et j i Ps yr , a “ur 1 ries 
r factor in the development of the West new factories must be extraction of the bec = a am fav ' of th _ Rurope - Le Gatr ; 
iit The beet growers themselves, as a rule, are pioneers, and what- In the United States it is 264.41: it is 316.98 in Russia: in 
ever — ital ey possess = voqunes = ” ees ay their lands. | Austria-Hungary, 315.20; in Germany, 528.50; and the average 
Outside capital can not » secured for the erection o arge factories honian . p VAs Peneur is i eo ; Statac £9 9 
after free sugar has given the eastern refiner a monopolistic control of farm cost of 100 pounds of aes is in the i mate d States $2 as 
market conditions. ‘The inevitable result will be not only the abandon-| in Russia, $1.23; in Austria-Hungary, $1.16; and in G 
ment of many of the present factories, but !t will be the death knell | many. $1.26. 
ol ture expansion. This will mean that the thousands of acres now The ts ble is as follows: 
ets, and which would be planted in beets in the future under le table 18 a8 LOuOWS. 
conditions permitting this industry to expand, must go into fruit, 
alfalfa, and other general farm products, and will result in glutting 
a market already on the verge of oversupply. . 
_The great fight for supremacy between the eastern cane refiners on 
the one side and the domestic producers of sugar on the other is now 
on. Those responsible for tariff legislation have it in their power to 
say Whether the industry shall expand into one of the greatest factors 
‘n the upbuilding of the West, stimulated by immigration through the age 
| 





Farmers’ receipts for raw material 


Farm price 


babel fe ’ De 
—_ v 00 r r 
Panama Canal, or whether it shall be throttled and stagnation take 2,000- ‘oe ‘ i 
the place of progress in a vast domain where the future holds so much pound ton.) pound ton 
ol promise, 


Respectfully, yours, DOMESTIC SUGAR PRODUCERS, 


2 W. Mayo, Manager. 


Mr. WORKS. I also ask to have printed, without reading 


of bee , - 
1907-191! I 








it, another letter, written by the secretary of the Chamber of | ;,2ted Stes----- eee onan "3 90 316. 98 
Commerce of the city of Sacramento, Cal. Austria-Hungary :....... 3. 68 515. 20 1.16 | ’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, | “ermany.....---.--. 3 aa 4.14 30 | 12 | , 

the request of the Senator from California will be granted. | - _ Per os ; 

The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. In another table following this is another statement that 
The letter referred to is as follows: should be of interest in determining the question as to the rate 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF SACRAMENTO of tariff to be imposed upon sugar or whether it shall be placed 
Sacramento, Cal., May 1, 1913. upon the free list. It gives the cost of beets per ton, the aver 


Hon. Joux D. Works i i ; * per ; fr 7 { 
n. JOHN D. . , age extraction of raw sugar per ton of beets from 1907 to 1911, 
United Statea Senate, Washington, D. CO. Age 


Dear Sir: Your lett f April 7 aski ini d ' the average cost of 100 pounds of raw sugar in the beet, and 
ARS : etter o r ° ing the ir . : i. is sain ote tha ioee aaa tl 
effect a reduction on the sugar taritt to” i cont Weald have apes the | the United States cost per hundred pounds of raw ae the 
industry of California has been received. | beet in excess of cost of other countries. I am not going to iak: 
wane as == wt the ee oe -_ duty on ee | up the time of the Senate in reading the table, but I do desire 
eet is ORO er s. > r. t a . : . . 
the United States, re ne oe ae whine te "aaemeiend cam to incorporate it in my remarks and make it a purt of then 
0.3970. eps country he a preferential duty of = per cans less, | without reading. 
‘eta retore on nearly all duty-paying sugar into the United T TICE PRESIDENT 
States (96° su ’ . * rhe \ I¢ “ a “a . 
gar) there is a dut a r 100 pounds or $26.96 | , 
ber ton, ——— oe - $ | that will be done. 

















The Chair hears no objection, and 
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The matter referred to is as follows: | $55.35 ; and the United States, at $5.82 per ton, 
Factory cost of raw material | lows: 
onal tieaditiaan — —__+-—_— —- Gross returns to furmers per acre 
United Russia, 7.126 tons per acre, at $3.90 per ton 
States cost Austria-Hungary, 11.47 toms per acre, at $3.68 per ton 
per 100 Germany, 13.37 tons per acre, at $4.14 per ton 
pounds of United States, 10.13 tons per acre, at $5.82 per ton 


| Average 
Cost of | extraction A verage 
“Ta mur eet | eine Taw sugar There is still another table that should be taken int: 
| pound | tonof t g hrm nny It shows the tons of beets per acre, the price paid, and ¢) 
weet eee Dect.’ ofcostin | returns per acre. It shows that California grows 10 
a. other per acre; Uteh and Idaho, 11.82; Colorado, 10.64: \ 
| Countries. | 8.58; Wisconsin, 10.2; and other States, 9.7. 
The price paid to the farmers per ton for beets in 1 
UNITED STATES. | California, $6.46; Utah and Idaho, $4.97; Colorado, $5.06 
erage price paid farmers in 1912.| / Pounds . | gan, $5.69; Wisconsin, $5.60; and other States, $5.81 
rage freight paid by factories..| "45 eae by the following table: 
erage agricultural expense in- | ray 


irred by factories. . . P 
j Price ft 


. 7 Tan? 7 | Beets per to fa 
de ee : 2.5 | ’ aa per tne 
= 1907-1911. | beet 
RUSSIA 919 


Average price paid for beets in 
Assuming for freight as in Austria. California 
lotal per ton.... si — 4 v8 | oat 2 . a Idaho... 
A USTRIA-T1UNGARY. — ees 10.02 
i913 contract price at | | Other States 9.07 
ng stations eis > a meee 
price delivered at fac- | iy ' Under new classification by Department of Agriculture this 
paid in Wisconsin, Indiana, Olio, and Illinois. 
GERMANY It will be seen, Mr. President, that in all these « 
j | whether it relates to the subject of the amount of 
ee. Say Pee beets, or any other expenditure on the part of the beet groy 
Germany, average i913 | selves, California is paying higher prices than any ot! 
ntract price purchase beets, | ; . in the Union. It shows also, in comparison as beiw: 
elivered at factory gates.... 3 country and other countries, that the United State 
. more for labor and other expense than any other 1 
Mr. WORKS. Then follows another very interesting table. appears that in the State of California the best waves 
Mr. THOMAS. May I ask the Senator the title of the pam- | highest price for beets are paid, as compared with 
phiet from which he is reading? locality in the world. 
Mr. WORKS. I have given the title. Then, coming down to the question of the cost of f 
Mr. THOMAS. There was so much confusion in the Chamber | in the beet fields of the United States, there is this st 
I did not catch it. part of which I shall read and all of which I ¢! 
Mr. WORKS. There is generally confusion in the Chamber. | incorporate in my remarks without reading: 
The title of it is “‘ Cost of producing sugar in the United States, | cost or raRM LABOR IN THE BEET FIELDS OF THE UNITE! 
Germany, Austria-Hungary, Russia, and Cuba,” compiled by IN EUROPE. 
Truman G. Palmer. The United States Department of Agriculture recently 
Then follows another table entitled “Factory cost of raw tin on the cost of farm labor in 1912, in which it was st 
miterial by States.” This table very clearly shows the differ- Mr. President, it should be observed that this re! 
ence in the amount paid by the State of California as compared | W8ses generally— 
with other States. The average cost of beets per ton laid down | ¥@ses now, compared with the average of wages durin 
at ¢ factory ie atated ag om © are about 53 per cent higher; compared with the 
at the factory is stated as follows: . wages now are about 65 per cent higher. The current 
California, $7.29; Utah and Idaho, $5.80; Colorado, $6.79; | farm wages in the United States, when board is includ 
Michigan, $6.52; Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Wisconsin, $6.43; | month, $20.81; by the day, other than harvest, $1.14; at 
and other States, $6.64 When board is not included the rate is by the month, s 
;, Ty ‘ ' “ ugar extracted per tor © hecte ie 1 day, other than harvest, $1.47; by the day, at harvest, $1 
ihe amount of raw sug xtractet er ton o veets 18S in ah . ati 
California, 312.91; Utah and Idaho, 271.63; Colorado, 270.41; That is the end of the quotation. 


Ps) mt ami 
Aoi ‘ “>. es > eae ae on a An analysis of the labor figures as given in the March ( 
Michigan, 253.65; Ohio and the other States named, 251.28; and | of the department shows that the average wage of da} 
other States, 251.19. farms in the 16 sugar-beet States in 1912 was $2.45 
The cost per hundred pounds of extractable raw sugar in the | 274 $1.95 at other seasons of the year. 
beet is in California $2.33; Utah and Idaho, $2.13; Colorado, So it will be seen that the average wage paid is f 


$2.51; Michigan, $2.57; Ohio and the other States named, $2.55; | of the amount paid in Colorado, according to the s 
and other States grouped, $2.64, as shown by the following | the Senator from that State. Reading further from | 
table: it says: 
Factory cost of raw material, by States From 76 direct reports received from the various beet 
> ocean ——_—————————_ } tions, I found that the average daily wage in the bect 

the average daily earnings of pieceworkers, $3.25. 

A comparison of these wages with the wages paid in t! 
of Europe is illuminating 


Average 
cost of | Raw sugar | Cost of 109 


beets per | extracted | pounds of The wage rate for agricultural laborers in Poland is 24.2 
ton, laid | perton | extractable 


| 
| fown at | of t oe day for men and 20.6 cents for women, while the Germa! 
| on at | 0 beets, | Taw sugar the highest to be found in the three great European beet-> 
a? 1907-1911." | in the beet. | ing countries. Due to the introduction of sugar beets 
| we. | root crops which followed and were introduced in th 
— ieee cnet acreage yield of cereal crops in Germany has been more t 
| | and instead of assisting emigration, because of inability t 
} a | Pounds, lation of 30,000,000 people, Germany to-day, with a p 
Calif nia... int yeaa 29 | 312. 91 $2.33 | 65,000,000 people, annually imports 800,000 seasonal wot 
a ; resccensanl 5. 80 271. 63 2.13 | till her fields and work in her shops. 
: 1 5. 79 270. 41 | 2. 51 Sixty-seven per cent of these workers come from certain }) 
nes oes 5. 52 | 253. 63 2.57 | Russia and Austria, the other two great sugar-producing « 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Wisconsin 5. 43 251.28 2.55 | tracted by the higher wage which prevails in the German | 
Cee PRY. »2- “rere ral b. 64 | 251.19 2. 64 Due to a semiofficial immigration bureau and to strict pass 
4 —-——— . EEE 1 —- ae eee zoom neveng ts ee ee 
1 Based on the assumption that 100 pounds of raw sugar is equivale 7 Dor . | German Empire save the particular place for which he or 8! 
of refined. usar 8 equivalent to 107 pounds | the wage is fixed and regulated to a nicety. Of late, certain | 
, of other countries which need workers have been biddine 
There is another interesting table giving the gross return to | Germany. 


farmers per acre. Without reading the whole of it, it shows Then follows a statement showing the amount of waxes |" (din 
returns in Russia per acre at $3.99 per ton, $27.79; Austria- | European countries. In Germany it is 41.4 cents per day; Deo 
Hungary, $3.68 per ton, $42.21; Germany, at $4.14 per ton, | mark, 45.2 cents; Prague, 41.1 cents; Vienna, 41.1 cents; Crikow. 


Colorado 
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~] cents; as to women, Germany, 36 cents; Denmark, 35.4 | think will explain how this mistake, if it was a mistake, 
ante: Prague, 36.1 cents; Vienna, 36.9 cents; and Crakow, 38 | about. He says: 
at S It may be well at this point to explain the much-ady ed and 
, ‘atement is as follows: pencmenal dividend of 100 per cent declared by the | m Sugar ¢ 
l stat I . . 5. 911. 
1 lirector of the German labor bureau gives the following as the _ At the end oc 1910 the issued share capital was $1,265,000, and « 
| wage when all allowances have been converted into money: ing the previous 12 years of the company’s existence there had 
For men. — an undivided surplus of $1,440,101.57, not in sh but re 
( ny ark 74 pfennigs per day (41.4 cents U. S.). sented by property and equipment. 
rk i soak 50 pfennigs ber day (45.2 cents U. 8.). Of this amount, $607,678.65. was due partly to assessments paid upon 
P i mark 73 pfennigs per day (41.1 cents U. 8.). the stock and partly to profit on the sales of land which had been 
Vienna. 1 mark 73 pfennigs per day (41.1 cents U, 8.). lensed with the privilege of purchase é 
i mark 77 pfennigs per day (42.1 cents U. 8.). Senator Smoor. Pardon me. You say that seven hundred and 
- F ie : odd thousand dollars came from assessments? 
For women. Mr. Nowarp. $607,000 was partly due to assessments and part 
Ce iny. 1 mark 51 pfennigs per day (36 cents U. S.). to profits on the sales of land. 
in k. 1 mark 49 pfennigs per day (35.4 cents U. 8.). Senator SmMoor. What assessments were they 
Prag i mark 52 pfennigs per day ( Mr. BaLLou. Two and a half dollars a share, three times; seven and 


36.1 cents U. 5}: 
1 mark 55 pfennigs per day (36.9 cents U. 8. 
y, 1 mark 60 pfennigs per day (38 cents U. 8.). 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
vield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
" Mr. WORKS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
California whether it appears in the document from which he 
s reading that the rates he has just read as prevailing in cer- 


a half dollars a share were paid on those assessments 

Senator Smoor. The assessments were made for what purpose‘ ro 
increase the capital stock or to provide for losses you had made? 

Mr. Howarp. It was not for the purpose of issuing stock rhe 
assessments were made to pay for losses and new equipment 

Senator SMoor. That is what I wanted to find out 

Mr. Howarkp. The soil was found to be too light and sandy for sugar 
beets, but admirably adapted for beans, which crop for several successive 
years had commarded such high prices as to create a strong demand for 
suitable land. Availing ourselves of existing conditions the com, 
exercised its option, subdivided and resold the land, reinvested the | 
ceeds in other localities, and credited the profits 


n countries in Europe include board or are without board? ‘ The balance of the surplus, $832,422.42, was contributed during the 

r WORKS ‘ . ai , i > r 2-year period by the sugar business 

Mr. WORKS. I am not certain whether it does or not. The Ga culsneeaeiy the chase eenere for conmemunts, tcn8 and secet 
quotation that I shall make, I think, will disclose that fact. | profits, which had gone into progeny investments, a stock dividend equal 
(he Senator will notice that in giving the amounts paid from | to the outstanding share capital as of December $1, 1010, was declared 


and paid. 

But cash dividends had previously been paid totaling $895,780, or an 
average of nearly $75,000 per year, equal to nearly 6 per cent per 
annum on the outstanding capital on December 31, 1910 

If, then, we take the $832,422.42 contributed by the sugar busin 
to the undivided profits, and which was capitalized by this stock div 
dend, it will be found to average, during its 12 years of accumulation, 
$69,368.53 per year, which is equal to 5.5 per cent on the share 
capital on December 31, 1910. 

So that instead of the carefully misrepresented dividend of 100 per 
cent, we find an average dividend of the Union Sugar Co. resulting 
from its sugar business during the first 12 years of its existence of 6 


per cent per annum in cash and 54 per cent in stock. 


» portion I have read the amount when board was included 
ind when it was not included was shown. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I thought the Senator gave that as to wages 
n California. 

Mr. WORKS. No; it was as to wages generally. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not know but that was the case as 

the rates he gave in Europe. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, bearing upon this question of 
the employment of foreign labor, I have here a letter from a 
resident of Oxnard, Cal., which I should like to read. The 
writer says: But, Mr. President, it is fair to say that the stock of the com 
pany was practically worthless, as is suggested in the testimony 
of Mr. Howard. It was found that the land in that section was 
not suitable to beet growing. They realized some of their so 
called profits by selling the land to be devoted to other purposes 
and this beet-sugar factory, that is alleged to have made profits 
to the extent of 100 per cent, has gone out of business because 
it could make no profits at all, and the plant itself has been 
dismantled. 

Now, sir, I think I have said all I desire to say at this time 

-Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, for information, I should li 
to ask the Senator from California one question. What is 
market value of the beet lands ef California? 

Mr. WORKS. I am not able to state that accurately, but I 


OXNARD, VENTURA CoUNTY, CAL., April 24, 1913. 
Hon. Jonn D. Works, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sin: In speaking of the sugar-beet business a correspondent of 
e Los Angeles Tribune recently said: “If the grower, as a rule, 
d employ American labor in the place of cheap Asiatic labor, he 

1 no doubt receive more sympathy from the consuming public.” 
Under ordinary circumstances a misleading statement like this would 
nnoticed; but as the beet business is still in its infancy and 
destined to play such an important part in our political and 
s affairs, we should all try to understand it aright. The fact 
the matter is that the sugar beets make so much field work that 
scarcely sufficient “American labor” to bring the crop up to 
t stage where the “cheap Asiatic labor” is able to take hold of it. 
\t this stage of the crop the call for labor is generally so urgent that 
the farmer never thinks of asking any questions as to nationality or 
All he thinks about is getting his beets thinned and hoed or 


t 1, and he generally pays a first-class price, and if he gets even | wil] do so before this matter is disposed of. I should say, bh 
class work he esteems himself more than lucky. If a person a ae ee om ‘ ighbor y Swe y ' 
wants to see “cheap labor,” they should never look in a beet field, | ©VET> such lands are worth in the neighborhood of $200 an acre. 
ry e it's not there. These “cheap laborers,” who top beets by the Mr. SIMMONS. What was the market value of those linds 
tor) metimes make from $5 to $7 in a day. before they began to be cultivated in beets? 
sugar beet is really one of the most wonderful plants we pos- ; “ARG oT : a 4 : 8 . 
s It makes more work, puts more money into circulation, and Mr. WORKS. That depended very much on the kind and 
brings m i? land eter inmpeive cultivation than anything else we | quality of the land. There are some lands there that are yp 
er Suddenly eliminate this one crop from our fields and the wages | tically wor SS: “y are ‘ e yu uur State alkali 
of larm labor would immediately fall, and upon the heels of labor tically worthle ms they -_ wh es a : . — ee o- ; 
ui fall the price of several of our farm products. And with stag-| /ands. Such land is impregnated with alkali until it would 
; "ion in the country from whence would the cities draw their pros- | grow any other crop, so far as has been discovered, except the 
Sey sear > The res if or ‘ing ets 0 e ls = hes 
\ beet farmer produces one crop but is a very large consumer of _— bec - — Roeant a6 growing beets ares - — oe 
several, among his heaviest items of expense being hay, grain, horses | & reclaim it from that condition, and to nake it valuable land 
+7 8 farm implements, and labor. not only for the purpose of growing beets but for the growing of 
a that it is not only the duty of the Government to protect the | other crops as well 
Utivation of the sugar beet, but that it would be showing the greatest aimee ” 


Mr. SIMMONS. So that the beet grower not only gets : 
profit upon the sale of his beets, but he gets a large profit in 
the enhanced yaluation of his land by reason of the fei 
effects of beet growing? 

Mr. WORKS. .So far as it applies to that kind of land, yes; 
but not always. The beet land, I may say to the Senator from 
North Carolina, does not differ, so far as prices are concerned, 
from other farm lands in California. 

Mr. SIMMONS. ‘The Senator means the price of the beet 
lands does not differ? 

Mr. WORKS. Not materially. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to ask the Senator from Cali 
fornia if the beet lands have not increased in value since the 
beginning of beet culture in that State more rapidly than have 
the lands cultivated in other crops? 

Mr. WORKS. Cultivated in other crops? Yes; but 

Mr. SIMMONS. I mean crops outside; I will say citrous-fruit 
crops. 

Mr. WORKS. I think that would be so with respect to lands 
that are used for the purpose of growing grain and like crops, 


a ‘om by fostering and encouraging this industry by every means in 


ri r 
t 


Respectfully, yours, Joun Eastwoop. 


Now, Mr. President, I have found it necessary at this stage 
. pres ut thus briefly the facts so far as they relate to my own 
‘tate, and in comparison with the rates that are paid as com- 
pared not only with other States but with other nations as well. 

Tam not going to enter into a discussion of the tariff bill in 
any seneral sense. There is left, however, the question as to 
Whether the beet growers in California are making exorbitant 
ae of their business. There is really no foundation for 
a s atement, except the testimony of Mr. Spreckels, as re- 
me a one beet factory alone, and his statement in that 
tole ~ ¥ as pure hearsay. He simply said that his father had 
varic im so, and there has been ample evidence produced at 
a ‘ous times showing the falsity of his statement as compared 

ith that one factory. 

“ie " call the attention of the Senate to a part of the 
oe iy hat was given on this subject by Mr. Howard, whose 

owe was Mentioned in the first letter that was read, which I 






























































































































































































































































































































































































































































sreater 


i will say to the Senator from North Carolina that I am | 
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value for beet growing than for those | 








May 1: 


| 


| ness. He is paired with the Senator from Florida 
| CHER. 
Mr. BRYAN. I desire to say that my colleagne 


probably not prepared to give him accurate information on | CHER] is necessarily absent. He is paired, as has | 

th biect at this time. I would not want to mislead him; | with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN |. 

but I shall be able to give the necessary information at the | Mr. RANSDELL. I desire to announce that 

pl ime [Mr. THORNTON] is too unwell to be present in the s 
ly MMONS. Could the Senator now give me some infor- Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to state that my ec 

mation as to the labor cost of cultivating an aere of land in| senior Senator from Texas (Mr. Cuserson] is nec 
ets? sent. He is paired with the Senator from Delawa,, 
Mr. WORKS No; I am not able to do so other than is done | Pont]. 

in these tables which are given. I am not a beet grower or a} Mr. HOLLIS. I desire to state that the junior § 

heet manufacturer. I am just like the Senator; I have to get | Delaware [Mr. Sautssury) is detained on im; 

my information from other persons, as best I can, and I have | business. 


endeavored conscientiously to do that from all sources where I 
thought I could get accurate and reliable information. 
along I expect to lay that information before the Senate. 

| have risen now simply for the purpose 
the statements that were 


for the beets. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
these 
he 


ing 


would not answer 
satisfactory 


know he 
that was entirely 


questions because I 
unless had information 
himself. 

Mr. WORKS. I would not, I hope. 

Mr. SIMMONS. And I hoped that 
that information. 

Mr. WORKS. As I have already 
| 


have not the information at this time. 


the 


Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I wish to introduce a bill—— 
Mr. SIMMONS. I hope the Senator will not attempt to do 
so at this time. I am afraid, if the Senator does that, other 


Senators will desire to do the same thing, and we may be inter- 


rupted in the discussion of the pending question. 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


lina [Mr. Srmmons]. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


so that the question will be put as on one amendment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. As one amendment. 
understands. There being no objection, that will be done. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I shall not 


sugar question. 


be discussed now as at any other time. 


of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose}. 


various sources throughout the West. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. THOMAS. I do. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary 
answered to their names: 


Ashurst Hollis Nelson Shively 
sacon Hughes Norris Simmons 
Borah James 0’ Gorman Smith, Ariz. 
Brady Johnson, Me. Overman Smith, Ga. 
Rristow Johnston, Ala. Owen Smith, Mich. 

jryan Kenyon Page Stephenson 
Catron La Follette Perkins Stone 
Chamberlain ane Pittman Swanson 
Clark, Wyo. Lea Pomerene Thomas 
Clarke, Ark. Lewis Ransdeli Thompson 
Crawford Lippitt eed Titiman 
Cummins McLean hafroth Townsend 
Fall Martin, Va. Sheppard Vardaman 
Gallinger Maruine, N. J. Sherman Williams 
Goff Myers Shields Works 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, 


Further 


of meeting some of 
made which I felt reflected upon my 
State with respect to the payment of wages and the price paid 


I want to say to the Senator that I am ask- 
me | 
to 


Senator might have 


stated to the Senator, a 


Very well; I will withhold it. 
The question is still on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA Foiuettre) 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Penrose] to the motion of the Senator from North Caro- 


As‘I understand the matter, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the Senator from Pennsylvania desires to incorporate in 
his amendment the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin, 


The Chair so 


at this time enter 
into any general discussion of what is popularly known as the 
The debate upon the motion to refer this bill 
to the Finance Committee has, however, brought into the ques- 
tion some phases which may as well, so far as I am concerned, 
One of them involves 
the rate of wages which prevails in the sugar-beet industry. 
That discussion was precipitated by the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. SmiruH] in his general insistence upon the amendment 
During that 
discussion something was said, among others by myself, about 
the wage rate in the beet fields of the West, which has given 
rise to a somewhat interesting series of events culminating in 
the receipt of a good deal of information upon the subject from 


from Colorado 
I make the point that there is no quorum 


called the roll, and the following Senators 


My colleague [Mr. Warren] is 
engaged outside the Chamber on important Government busi- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty Senators have : 
the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is pre 
| from Colorado will proceed. 
| Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I had stated at t! 
roll call that a great deal of information had hb 
upon this phase of the question under discussion si: 
upon it began on the 9th day of May. My puri 
detain the Senate by a recital of all of the mat 
reached my own hands, some of which came vy 
some of which was solicited, but, rather, to discu 
phases of the labor question as connected with ft) 
which, to my mind, are as important as the wm 
wages, if not more so. 

I took occasion last Monday, I think, to correct 
which I had previously made and which I had haza 
the wage rates in the beet fields of my own Stute. | 
in that connection, to call attention to an equally 
error of my distinguished friend from Michigan — 
who, in the course of his remarks upon the 9th inst 


ent, 


You have got to pay the laborer who works In the b 
average, $2.75 a day, while the peon who works in t 
Cuba, who wears a clout upen his stomach and not 
his head or shoes upon his feet, does not get over 10 ¢ 
you propose to pit the farmers and the laborers upon t 
industry against such labor as that. 


Here is a statement of a wage rate which is low 


thing that ever occurred to me as being possib 
Cuba or outside of it. Yet my regard for the 


generally accurate statements of my distinguished 
Michigan was such that I did not feel warranted in 
the assertion at the time it was made. 

Since then I have made some investigation of (! 
very slight one, because the information I desired 
another source. In the House of Representatives, « 
of April, Representative Hagpwick, in discussing t! 
the tariff question, compared the wage rate in this 
between the State of Louisiana and the Republic of | 
at page 731 cf the Recorp he gave it in these words 

The labor cost in factories in Cuba and Louisiana is p! 
same, and for field labor Louisiana pays hardly as m: 
in Cuba. It appeared in the sworn testimony before | 
mittee that in Louisiana the sugar planters pay the f 
for ficld labor : Seventy-five to eighty cents to men per day 

ay to women, and $1 per day in harvesting time; wheres ( 
for the same class of labor the planters are paying from *%! to > 
per day, and in Cuba the women do not work in t! 

seems to me that the equalization of labor cost is not inv 
proposition. 

Thus, the record discloses estimates of wage rates wht 
mutually erroneous and that the bead and front of 
ing seems to be both equalized and offset in this discu 
the remarkable assertion of the Senator from Michigan 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I did not hear the Se 
statement as to what the Senator from Michigan Said \ 
prevailing wage in the cane fields of Cuba. 

Mr. THOMAS. Ten cents a day. 

I shall not take serious issue with any of the Sentors bv 
the beet-sugar States upon or as to the question of jer ee 
rates of wages in the beet fields beyond calling atten'' 
some facts in my own possession and to the nature « 
labor as I understand it. 

It is what is called contract labor, or hand labor, : 
prime essential to the successful cultivation of the bee! 
prevailing rate is $20 an acre. It is done by field hands ©\" 
erally speaking, operating as a sort of colony oF ') ©" 
with each other and under the direction of a head ™ ty 
evident, therefore, that the wage rate depends very “>| 
upon the capacity of the contractor and his employee ' 
amount of labor performed by them within a given Une.) 
much as this labor is frequently performed by women sh 
dren as well as by men, it is difficult to say what the Woe a 
is, unless it be calculated upon some basis which "is" 
things into consideration. 


} 








» 
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\nother phase of the matter is that the work is not confined spe the a ping mont — be. Gone by hand * Inv. ntive ingenuity 1 
to any specific number of hours, and is iabor of the most exact- ment of Agriculture in 1 906, “has Soon uirentea "te plain alee 
nd back-breaking sort. There is nothing disgraceful | vester which will do away, as far as possible, with this expensive 
} it: there is nothing dishonest or dishonorable about it; | a a * * It can not be said that .; rf se newl 
is hard work of the lowest quality, done in the broiling | ported that “ these eee a aa cae i. neral Ag at a i aa 
nd which must be done, as I am informed, as the progres- | fs increasing,” and he still laid stress on the need of ¢ ‘ i 
erowth of the crop requires it. Those engaged in it toil — es : : 4 ~ 
from daybreak until darkness, and sometimes beyond, thus em- | jarge Sees ae tne. mrenee ge | - a a ie Eetees 
5 ing not 8 hours, but 10, 14, and 16 hours out of 24. It is | that can be done by women and children, and that tempts to thei 
this sort of day labor of which men speak when they assert | PU zation. In the documents of the Department of Agriculture there 
that it commands $2 and $2.50 per day. Measured by the | farmer aieeaeaien phen cell ag Ay ad a tg oe oy ame 
chour standard instead of 12 or 14, the figures would, of course, | grows beets to any extent, does not have on his farm sufficient labor to 
siderably less. take care of the work of thinning, bun hoeing, and harvesting the 
be consiae¢ - - . - } Sugar beets. Not only does the typical American farm ad farm cor 
Upon this subject the labor commissioner of my State re- munity lack the number of laborers req ilred ; the labor it ‘is of a kind 
norts—and I am perfectly willing to take his statement—that | distasteful to our farmers. “ Thinning { weeding by hand while on 
“the contracts are $20 an acre for thinning, two hands pulling | one’s knees is not a work or posture agreeable to the ge American 
and topping beets, all contract work, foreigners only employed. | ee ee eee ee oe i 22 sees 
All the family work 16 hours a day, about $1.50 each, and | sure to object to as drudgery, * * * Our farme! i hel 
hoard themselves.” | stirring plows, cultivators, and many implements As w re ked 
in view of the fact that I inquired of the junior Senator from | (eri heer eR catore the Ways and Steans Pa cechee 
California [Mr. Works], on the 9th instant, as to the class of | hard to get our American fellows to do, and they prefei to hire the 
employees in this work in his section of the country, I deemed | !abor and pay for It.” The Kansas State Board of Agriculture info 
it only proper to ascertain from the labor commissioner of that oS ee oe a Se Seees jo 
State what the facts were. My inquiries were as to the na- | tendent and not as a drudge.” oa - 
tionality of the labor employed in that State, as well as to its |, The manner in which this need of extra la 
compensation, and this is the reply which I have received from | gs resards the ecneral oon ggg oP te ay ayy ag mer ee ni gy 
him: . : | the last generation. 
oe te San Francisco, Cat., May 10. | ‘That is the subject to which I bave just referred, the gen 
hlands, Washington, D. C.: | trend of industry toward the employment of a iss of lab 
employed on beet farms in California, 1910, Japanese repre- | that is un-American. 

i 66 per cent; Chinese, Mexicans, Hindus, 12 per cent. Large | Almost everywhere in the beet-sugar dis t 1 who 
acreage controlled by Japanese, who only employ Japanese help. Work | are employed or contracted for in gangs; an int i i and 
d 1 f eo he r ; ae ea i for weeders, $1.50; toppers and | De rhaps exploited by a superior class, 

{nd although he does not say so, I assume that the hours of Sn isear ig ad a a + ng a — a a ey : 
labor are equally exacting as elsewhere. _The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar 
I stated the other day that this labor was largely, if not en- | Tived. it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senat 
tirely, foreign in its character. The Senator from California the unfinished business, which will be stated. 
[Mr. Works] seems to infer that this statement carried with it fhe SECRETARY. Senate resolution 37, authorizing the invest 
something of a reflection upon those who were engaged in this | S4U0” of conditions in the Paint Creek coal fields, West Vir 
line of employment. It was far from my intention to cast the | 2" “ 
lightest reflection upon these people. The fundamental asser- Mr. KERN. In the remarks I made yesterday, which have 
tion—I will not eall it argument—of the protectionists of the | "°t yet been printed, I smacvertentiy omit da quotation from 
hour is that their system of duties, by means of and through | ® speech of Gen. Garfield in the Milligan case bef the Su 
which the masses of this country are taxed for the benefit of the | Preme Court March 6, 1866. It is a short q tion. I ask 
few, elevates and dignifies American labor by giving to the unanimous consent for leave to insert it in S ap] riate 
American wage earner the opportunity to receive proper com- | P/ace in my remarks. ; 
pensation for his labor, and thus enables him to support his The VICE PRESIDENT. If there o tion, that may 
family in comfort and to educate his children, thus making | b¢ done. = ids 
theirs a life of opportunity of which they need only take ad- Mr. SIMMONS. . Mr. I resident ) ; . 
vantage to elevate themselves to the pinnacle of American citi- The VIC El RESIDEN r. Does the ne xr fi Indiana 
zenship. But if the citizen is, as I contend, supplanted in many | Yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
lines of protected industry, and ultimately will be in all of Mr. KERN. I was asking unanimous consent to insert a 
them, by the substitution of a cheaper imported labor, this | Wotation in the speech I delivered yesterday. 
assertion can not be true. The \ It E PRESIDENT. There being no objection it may 
I therefore referred to the nationality of this particular class be Gene. ee — = ‘ : 
of labor in order to focus attention upon a fact that I think Mr. SMOOT. Would the Senator obJe t to having it read, so 
Ss applicable to every highly protected industry in this coun- that it may be answered if anybody desires to answer it? 
try, which is that it has driven and is driving out of employ- Mr. KERN, Yes; I will read it. 
our own citizens and substituting in their places the Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to the insertion, o I 
hordes of foreigners against whom there is no duty and from | ‘ought it would be better, perhaps, to read it. 
the resources of which these great interests may at all times Mr. KERN. The quotation Is as follows 
draw their supplies. My contention was that the beet-sugar | . Your decision will mark an era in American ! 1 
industry was no exception to this general rule; that the class aes caich hewn tneenatalinnd th oa 1 it wi i . 
ot labor which was to be protected by a continuation of exist- | lish forever this truth of inestimable value to us and t i: I 
ing conditions was that class of labor, to a large extent, which | 2 republic can wield the vast enginery of war without ac t 
has recently necessitated so much diplomatic intercourse, if eee eeieelin ed Coot deuteentna t f ia 
may so term it, between the central powers at Washington | can by the might of its armed m llions preserve d i both na 
and the governor and the Legislature of the State of California, | tonality and nent eee Remublic ow! ’ in 
ate ae action I have abundant sympathy, and with whose cae: a Pe : ” 
ag 7 oa no fault, because California is face to face with - Peace | ath b r viet 
aka v nich is largely based upon the operation of our eee —_— me oe 
to onal ‘e system, its greed and overcapitalization prompting it And if the protection of law shall by your decision be extended over 
Xxploit the laborer and the material man at one end of the every acre of our peaceful territory, you will have idered the great 


line, while exalting prices to the consumer at the other. 


an the chief reason and motive which I had in focusing 
tion rns om that particular phase of the situation. My atten- 
- une ed to it a year or two ago, if I remember correctly, 
Prof 7 g an article entitled “ Beet sugar and the tariff,’ by 
in whi iussig, of the chair of economics in Harvard University, 
‘ ch he says: 

No machinery has 


amount of hand labor called for. 


So far as is known at the present time, how- 


been devised that serves to dispense with the large 


decision of the century. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a 
adopted by the General Court of the Commonwealth of Massa 
chusetts, which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1913. 


Resolution relative to the sale by the United States Government of 
certain tract of land in the city of Chelsea 


concurrent resolution, 


with the sale by the United States Government of a certain tract of 


const “ Several attempts have been made to | 
saving a ey mechanical device by which the oer can be topped, thus Resolved, That the General Court of Massachusetts hereby ae 
some day be inven perhaps a successful device of this Kina may | Congress to pass such a measure as may be necessary to procure forth 


ever, this process has not 


been successfully accomplished by machinery, 





land in the city of Chelsea, formerly used for the purposes of a powder 
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agazine, and such geet of the naval-hospital grounds in the said 
are undesirable for hospital purposes, the Secretary of the 
haying been authorized in the year 1906 to sell the aforesaid 








y as 
land. 
Hlouse or REPRESENTATIVES, February 14, 1918. 


Adopted ; sent up for concurrence. 


JAMES W 
SENATE, 


KIMBALL, Clerk. 
February 19, 1913. 


Adopted ; in concurrence. : 
Henry D. Cooirper, Clerk. 
A tru 


copy. 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


rhe VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
Committee on ‘Territories and ordered to be printed in the 


Recorp, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
THE SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA, 
JUNEAU, ALASKA. 
Unitep States or America, Territory of Alaska, 8s: 

I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
certify that the annexed copy is a full, true, and complete transcript 
of senate joint memorial No. 9 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of Alaska at Juneau, this 17th day of April, A. D. 1913. 

[SPAL.] Wa. L. DISTIN, 

Secretary of Alaska, 
Senate joint memorial 9. 
To the President of the United States of America, greeting: 

We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
the youngest and smallest Territorial legislative body within the con- 
fines of the United States, representing a larger and richer area of land 
than any similar body of men heretofore under the American flag, do 
most earnestly request you to consider the within statements and take 
action thereon 

About 16 years ago the first great rush 


OFVICE OF 


was on to the interior of 


Alaska Previous to that time southeastern Alaska had been settled 
to some extent and fishing and mining had been carried on as a bust- 
ness, notably in the vicinity of Juneau, the capital of the Territory. 


The mammoth Treadwell gold mine had been partially equipped and 
some other smaller mines put in operation. All of the settlements and 
development of consequence were at that time along the coast line and 
easy of access. About the date mentioned above gold in placer de- 
posits and quartz veins, coal in vast quantities, and oil were discov- 
ered in the interior of Alaska. People from every State in the Union 
located and purchased mining claims under the laws of the United 
States and proceeded to operate some of them under the same legal 
rights as citizens of the United States had done throughout all the 
mineral-bearing States of the West, but under much harder conditions. 

Of the resources of Alaska there can be no question. First, the 
jlacer belts are large and scattered from Cook Inlet to Fairbanks, 
ditarod, Kuyokuk, Candle, Nome, and other camps; and aside from 
the richer grounds, there are thousands upon thousands of acres of low- 
grade placer ground that can not be worked at a profit under present 
high cost of transportation of supplies and fuel. Second, the quartz 
gold condition is receiving much attention, and along the seacoast it 
is now developing into a large and profitable business. The quartz gold, 
however, is not confined to the coast. Slowly quartz mines are being 
developed in the interior, and under more favorable transportation and 
fuel conditions would forge ahead by leaps and bounds. Third, both 
on the coast in certain places and in the interior there are numerous 
copper mines. Those near the coast can be and are worked at a profit. 
Nevertheless they are handicapped in many places on account of the 
high cost of fuel necessary for the generating of power for mining and 
smelting. Taking up the copper mining of the interior, we find a far 
different proposition. The fuel question is prohibitive, excepting to 
operate the richest of properties, and as a consequence only one copper 
mine in the interior of Alaska is now in operation and shipping ore, 
and that one could not operate if it were not exceedingly high-grade 
ore. There are hundreds of copper properties, some quite rich and 
nany of lower grade, that would be opened up and shipments made 
therefrom were shipping conditions different. To sum up, the opening 
of the quartz gold, low-grade placer and copper deposits of the interior 
of Alaska depends solely on cheap fuel and adequate and cheaper trans- 
portation controlled by the Government, 


COST OF FUEL, 


With millions of tons of good steam, stove, and coking coal lyin 
within a few miles of salt water, the opening of which has been retarded 
by what we consider a mistaken policy, the citizen of Alaska pays for 
his own house coal brought from British Columbia mines, in trust owned 
and controlled bottoms, from $14 to $30 per short ton in the most 
favorable localities, north and west of Juneau and Sitka, and $4 would 
be a fair price for Alaska coal delivered at the same localities. 


THE COAL QUESTION. 

It has become generally known throughout the United States that 
there are extensive coal deposits near the coast, as well as in the in- 
terior of Alaska, and because some misguided citizen, not of Alaska, 
sought to obtain control of large areas of coal land, perhaps in some 


cases not within the law, the great majority, yes, 99 per cent, of the 
entire population of Alaska who have no interests, directly or indi- 
rectly, in the coal question, only so far as to obtain cheaper fuel, have 


been denied the use and benefit of Alaska coal pending the settlement 
of the alleged rights of these so-called coal claimants. 

This body declares: 

First. That all coal claimants who located coal lands strictly within 
the law as it existed at that time should receive patents therefor. 
We do not deal with or consider any illegal entry. Ve do, however, 
believe that the coal claimants should have their day in court. 

Second. Regardless of the rights of any or all claimants, we do 
most respectfully urge that the Government of the United States take 
immediate action and in some way open the coal lands of Alaska, or 
some of them, and taat the selling price of the coal will be controlled 
by a department of the General Government of the United States, to 
the end that justice may be brought about to all of the people of Alaska. 
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TRANSPORTATION FOR ALASKA. 


Many portions of Alaska Territory lie adjacent to the 
and therefore have a measure of competitive and fai 
freight rates, most notable is southeastern Alaska. As to + 
farther north this does not exist. For instance, the lowest 
to Katalla, Cordova, Valdez, and Seward, excepting on cx 
ton, weight or measurement. Quite often this runs up to | 
ton or higher. On all explosives the rate is $25 per ton 
goes farther west along the Kenai Peninsula and north { 
much higher. First-class passenger rates to the first-m- 
are $45, the distance being about 1,600 miles. The creat 
however, is cheaper transportation from the seacoast to 
and it was for the purpose of examining routes and condit 
ing to interior transpertation that the railroad commis 
pointed and did visit Alaska during the fall of 1912. ana ar 
a hurried examination reported to the President of the 1; 
their findings and recommendations, and it was their 
that this legislative body indorsed at the beginning of ¢ 
session. Southeastern Alaska is not much interested in j: 
portation only so far as it covers the White Pass & Yukon : 
over which rates are exceedingly high. , ; 

The coal fields under consideration lie largely within the th! 
district, as well as the developed copper properties and 
the gold quartz properties, and the people residing in t 
and fourth divisions of Alaska are mostly interested in th 
interior transportation. But to the third and fourth divisio: 
portation question is vital, viz, to transport coal to the s: 
distributed by water where needed and to furnish coal 
plies, machinery, and men to interior points at reason t 

We are aware you have full knowledge as to the transpoy 
tem now in Alaska, and it is only necessary to give a fey 
the present freight rates per ton for goods laid down at t 
Copper River & Northwestern Railroad. Dynamite laid » at 
x0int costs $90 per ton freight, including water and rai] from s 

he rate on groceries and provisions, less than car lots, is 
and all other goods, hay, feed, and machinery in the 
The rate out on ore is graduated on lines that an ope: 
afford to mine and ship grades of copper ore lower than 20 
and there are very few mines that can produce ore of this «1 
by close sorting The Bonanza mine that is now shipping and 
is an exception, and the fact that that mine is operating and pa 
not a criterion by any means, for it is the only copper prope: 
Chitina copper belt that can afford to ship as a business und 
present conditions. 

As to other interior 


t} 


oints: During the best days of the | 
camp, when $10,000,000 in value was taken from the ground 
miners yearly, it is stated upon good authority that one-half 
whole amount was paid out for freight and transportation. This 
ment is verified by report of Alfred Brooks. of the United Stat 
logical Survey. At the present time the Fairbanks camp 
others, is working on much lower grade gold-bearing grave! 

there are large areas ; therefore cheaper transportation is absolutely neces 
sary in order to work the present low-grade placers at a profit ” 
from the present established camps there are thousands 
low-grade placers that have not been touched owing to the 

of transportation. 

WHAT IS THE REMEDY? 


The people of Alaska are hoping for and expecting that the | 
administration will at its earliest convenience adopt so ne 
will open the coal fields of Alaska, or some of them, on t 
monopoly can not control the selling price of the product ere 1 
at the same time do justice to all honestly located claims and « 
ants. 

They also pray most earnestly that matters will be put in f 
some way, and soon, that will start construction work on two 
lines of railway that will start at tidewater and extend to t 
through the beautiful valleys of agricultural land, and on 
camp of importance and every vailey fit for agriculture pur) 
have been reached and the inhabitants thereof supplied with 
reasonable transportation controlled by the strong arm of the & 
ment. 

Notwithstanding discouragements and the unnatural obstacles 
in the way of the development of Alaska, the business of the co 
shows improvements along commercial lines. The total trace f 

ear 1912 aggregated $72,741,000, exceeding that of any fo 
S 27 per cent. The white population is about 30,000; th 
merce of the country shows a i 
child in the Territory. It is worthy of comment that about $20 ) 
of the exports from Alaska during the year 1912 were gold, Tr, & 1 
copper, which have been added to the permanent wealth of the | i 
States. ; 

With a population of but $0,000, the commerce of Alaska \ 
United States far exceeds that of the Philippine Islands, with 2 | 
tion of over 8,000,000 people. With this in mind compare t 
penditures of the Government in Alaska and in the P! 
remember that the population of Alaska is composed of 
daughters of the Union. ; 

From the earliest settlement of our country the Governmer 
couraged the forward movement and the opening of new te 
it has always had within its borders the blood and braw 

ioneers; and as they, single handed and alone and in small ape, bav® 
Biazed the way and advanced into the unknown, their faces ¢ 

the westward, combating not only wild nature, but often wiac 

the strong arm of the Government has followed the pioneer and ; 
it possible to still follow with more civilized modes of life, ev: j 
to the extent of donating hundreds of millions of value in ja 

of transportation. The Government has given 


ut $2,400 for each man, wi 






pp r 
loyal 


millions of 
the aid of the brown man of the Philippine Islands and |! is gly 
Cuba millions in money and lives of brave men. We W pale 
fully ask, Are the Cubans, the Filipinos, or the Porto R 
valuable to this great country of ours than the hardy, brav 

foneers of Alaska, every one of whom, from 16 to «U0 5 oe 
fs willing to fight for his country and flag? Are we, the ©” . 
this great Alaska empire, not entitled to due considerat m a , 
from our country? Men are here from every State and r nt 
every phase and condition of life, from the old grizzled 4 val 

of civilization, who has faced storm and flood alone, ee ae 
secrets of nature, ana then returned to civilization to spr 7 : 
news that the energetic and progressive business man and 
might follow over the paths he has made smooth and dc velop ant : 
with him the wealth he has found. We believe that the tim ™) og 
for the just consideration of our great needs by those in a ne nd 
power to relieve and assist in the development of our great Te! 
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rhe secretary of the Territory of Alaska is hereby requested to for A bill (8S. 2001) granting a pension to Isolina M. I 
ward a certified copy of this memorial to each of the following persons: accompanving pa er) ‘ 
0 the President of the United States, one to the Secretary of the | 1 ying D I ie . 
’ » and one each to the honorable the President of the Senate and A bill (S, 2002) granting a pension to J: eph H 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, and | accompanying papers) ; 
+o the Delegate to Cong zress from Alas ska. | A bill “9 9003) granting a per 
ted by the senate April 3, 1913. ie oo , - : : 
; L. V. Ray, (with accompanying paper) . 
"resident of the Senate. 4 > >a eo ca 
nted by the house April 15, 1913. ; | A bil Pre granting 3 ~ : a“. 7 ; 
EARNEST B. COLLINS, ° ly ! accompanying papers) ; 
Speaker of the House. A bill (S. 2005) gt ing an i ise of 
PERKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Los | Newton Eddy (with accompan I r) 
\nveles, Cal. praying for the exemption of mutual life insur- | af bill (S. 2006) granting an iner rf 
al npanies from the operation of the income-tax clause of | ‘ hurehill (with accompanying papers) 
t ig tariff bill, which were referred to the Committee on | A bill (8. 2007) granting a nto J hi 
; accompanying papers) ; 
GALLINGER presented petitions of Frank Rumuzzer, A bill (S. 2008) granting a per » Ve H 
‘Rochester. N. H.; Truly Warner, of New York; E. C. Blandy, A bill (S. 2009) granting a pe 1 to A 
la Mills, Pa.; E. H. Cady and E. M. Baumgardner, of A bill (S. 2010) granting an in 
io. Ohio; W. E. Matthews, J. B. Lowman, Fred Krebs, and | H. Eding; 
William G. Hager, of Johnstown, Pa.; S. G. Cleaver, of Wil- A bill (S. 2011) granting a pension to A P 
n Del.: and J. Murray Africa and John White, of Hunt- A bill (S. 2012) granting a sion to Kt 
i . Pa., praying for the exemption of mutual life insurance A bill (S. 2013) grantii ( ( 
ci ies from the operation of the income-tax clause of the Foote ; 
pending tariff bill, which were referred to the Committee on | __A bill (S. 2014) granting an i of | 
| nce. W. Goodwin: 
EMIGRATION CANON RAILROAD CO. aan bill (S. 2015) granting an 
Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which ages (S. 2016) ecrantine an on : 
1 referred the bill (S. 541) granting to the Emigration Canon Gray " ro ee ee > 
R oad Co., a corporation of ihe State of Utah, permission, | “pill (S$. 2017) it a nenaion to C r 
j far as the United States is concerned, to occupy, for a \ bill (s 9018) ant’ om hii entation as 
right of way for its railroad tracks, a certain piece of land now | Shen odes ais oo ; 
j ded in the Mount Olivet Cemetery, Salt Lake County th ‘A bill (S 9019) granting enston to Ag 
1 reported it with an amendment and submitted a report A hill (Ss 220) - sabi 2 pens 1 ’ os a 
(No. 40) thereon. A bill (8. 2021) granting an increase of 
BILLS INTRODUCED. Moon : 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous A bill (S. 2022) granting a pe 1 to James H. S« 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: A bill (S. 2023) gran gap ion to Lu 
By Mr. SMOOT: Hyning; 
A bill 1982) granting a pension to Frank M. Eldredge; to A bill (S. 2024) granting an increase of pen : 
the C nai ee on Pensions. Vahue; 
By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (S. 2025) granting an increase « » t 
A bill (8. 1983) to amend section 3618 of the Revised Statutes | Stroup; 
of the United States, relating to the sale of public property; bill (S. 2026) granting an increase of p t 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. Voorheis; 
Mr. TILLMAN. I ask that the papers accompanying the A bill (S. 2027) granting an ‘rease of n ! 
bill b > printed and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | Battenfield; 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. A bill (S. 2028) granting an increase of pe 
By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Stansell ; 
A bill (S. 1984) authorizing and directing the Secretary of A bill (S g a pension to D 
the Navy to place the name of Raymond W. Dikeman on the A bill (S. za pension to Li 
retired list as a second lieutenant in the United States Marine A bill (8. 1g a pe on to Bert I 
Corps; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. A bill (S Lj nto Marv A. § 
A bill (8. 1985) to remove the charge of desertion from the A bill (S. ly to Ma ret A 
military record of Capt. Daniel H. Powers; A bill (S. 2 l e( ens te 
A bill (S. 1986) to remove the charge of desertion from the | Newberry 
military record of Henry Fuller ; A bill (S. 2085) granting per n » (wr 
\ bill (S. 1987) to remove the charge of desertion from the A bill (S. 2026) granti inerease of 
record of Joseph Neveux:; Beeman: 
\ bill (S. 1988) to remove the charge of desertion from the A bill (S. 2037) granting a pension to Mar \ 
Ihiitary record of John H. Armstrong: A bill (S. 2038) inting an increase of pe 
A bill (S. 1989) to correct the military record Adam D. | M. Barnes; 
sor ry | A bill (S. 2089) granting an incre e of ne } 
_A bill (S. 1990) to correct the military record of Samuel J. |} Crawford: 
Kearns; a ud ; A bill (S. 2040) granting a pe n to David ¢ 
_ & dill (8. 1991) correcting the military record of Abram H. A bill (S. 2041) granting a ] to Cynt \ 
Mii aa a ee papers); to the Committee et A bill (S. 2042) grantis v2 1 " n to & 
al oo A bill (S. 2043) granting an it ise 
' il] (S. 1992) granting a pension to Dallas Garner (with | Smith: 
A beet te ae celeaaas | A bill (S. 2044) granting an iner f 
_A bill (S. 1993) granting an increase of pension to Benson Tift: ; 
K, Robbins (with accompanying papers) ; ; ' ‘Hl (S. 2045) an co a 
A bill (8. 1994) granting a pension to Almira J. Sterling (with ree ak wee ; Vi 
accompanying papers) ; A bill (Ss ae _ — , cents : 
A bill (8. 1995) granting an increase of pension to Oliver B. | , A bill (S. 2020) & : 
Bond (with accompanying papers) ; it me ; \ ; 
A bill (8. 1996) granting a pension to Catherine Healey (with |.“ Di! (5. -045) gr ce a Se 
accompanying papers) ; Williams ; 
A bill (S. 1997) granting a pension to James B. Parker (with A bill (S, 2049) granting ise of pension 
accompanying paper) ; Norton 
E bill (S. 1998) granting an inerease of pension to William | A bill (S. 2050) granting a pension to Lovina W 
: pore (with accompanying paper); | A bill (S. 2051) granting an increase of pensi: 
Cra 1999) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. | Sel: Ki : . 
“po (with accompanying papers) ; A bill (S. 2052) granting a pension to Mary < 
A bill (8. 2000) granting an increase of pension to Joseph t bill (S. 2058) granting an increase of | 


jhne 
’anson (with accompanying paper) ; 
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A (S. 2054) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
I’ : 

\ bill (S. 2055) granting a pension to Rachel! F. Prince; 

\ (S. 2056) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
1 } 

. 1 (S, 2057) granting a pension to Michael Reichard; 

A bill (S. 2058) granting a pension to W. H. Rugg; and 

A bill (S. 2059) granting a pension to Charles A. Rupert; to | 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DU PONT: 


A bill (S. 2060) granting an increase of pension to Daniel L. 
Hazzard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: 

A bill (S. 2061) opening the surplus and unallotted lands in 
the Colorado River Indian Reservation to settlement and entry 
under the provisions of the Carey Land Acts, and for other pur- 
poses; te the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2062) for the relief of the administrator and heirs 
of Fritz Contzen, to permit the prosecution of an Indian depre- 
dation claim: to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

By Mr. LEA: 

A bill (S. 2068) for the relief of the deacons of the Geth- 
semane Baptist Chureh, of Davidson County, Tenn.; and 

A bill (S. 2064) for the relief of Josie Myer Reynolds (with 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2065) to provide for participation by the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the National Conservation Exposi- 
tion, to be held at Knoxville, Tenn., in the fall of 1913; to the 
Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

By Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey: 

A bill (S. 2066) for the relief of Edward S. Farrow; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 2067) authorizing national-bank associations to 
make loans on real-estate security in certain cases; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 2068) to authorize the allowance of second home- 
stead and desert entries; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 2069) for the reimbursement of Jacob Wirth for 
two horses lost while hired by the United States Geological 
Survey: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 2070) for the relief of the deacons of the Missionary 
Baptist Church, of Toone, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 2071) for the relief of the deacons of the Geth- 
semane Baptist Church, of Davidson County, Tenn.; and 

A bill (S. 2072) for the relief of the Court Avenue Presbyte- 
rian Church, incorporated as the First Cumberland Presbyterian 
Church, of Memphis, Tenn.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 2073) for the relief of the heirs of the late Jennie 
Hunter; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 2074) granting a pension to Charles L. Cloutman 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. STONE submitted an amendment providing for the ap- 
pointment of a joint commission to investigate Indian affairs, 
ete., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I am exceedingly anxious 
to go on with the consideration of the motion to refer the tariff 
bill to the Committee on Finance. For very nearly a week now 
this matter has been held up, and there are a great number of 
experts who iave been sent here by the department from New 
York to assist the subcommittees and the committee. They are 
here in idleness because Senators can not find time to take up 
these questions. On that account and because I am sure the 
country is anxious that this matter shall be finally settled, I 
dislike very much to yield to any other business at this time. 

I wish to inquire of the Senator from Indiana if at a certain 
hour—at a certain time—he will not consent to Jay aside tem- 
porarily the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I sympathize very greatly with 
the members of the Finance Committee in their effort to bring 
the question which has been before the Senate to a vote. I am 
uware that there are a number of people who are vitally inter- 
ested in the question they have immediately in hand. There 
are many millions of people interested in the question that is 
now before the Senate. 
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I shall be very glad to make an agreement that if 4 
not reached on the resolution now before the Senate wit) 

hour from this time I will consent, if it is agreeable to 1, 

ate, that it may be temporarily laid aside wntil the other 

is disposed of. I do not desire to lay it aside except tempor 

so that it will not lose its place on the calendar, P 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection at all to tekine 
matter of referring the tariff bill, but I would not w 
understood that if a Senator was speaking one hour fro) 
and his speech was not concluded, he would be taken ; 
floor. Of course, the Senator recognizes the fact that the 
ished business would have to be laid aside by unanimo 
sent, and I would not want it understood that at tlfe end of 
an hour a Senator should be taken off the floor. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It does not require a vote of 
Senate temporarily to lay aside the unfinished business 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘The Senator from Indiana said he wo 
unanimous consent that it be temporarily laid aside. [f 4), 
other business is not taken up by unanimous consent. it {}, 
becomes the unfinished business. Of course, the Senator 
Indiana does not want to have the unfinished business | 
place. 

Mr. KERN. I will not be discourteous, of course. to ayy 
Senator on the floor. I thought in about an hour, if the debate 
continues until that time, it could be laid aside; but unless jt 
was apparent that some Senator was speaking against tin, 

Mr. SMOOT. With that understanding, I have not ; 
jection at all. 

Mr. KERN. We will endeavor to preserve the courtesies 

Mr. THOMAS. At the conclusion of the hour, I ask the per- 
mission of the Senate and the Chair that I may then be per- 
mitted to finish what I have to say on the matter which has 
been under discussion. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
consent? 

Mr. STONE. No. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is | 
the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to ask the S 
from North Carolina a question. The Senator from Nort! ‘ 
lina urges as a necessity for the immediate disposition of lis 
motion to refer the tariff bill so called to the Finance ( 
mittee the fact that there are a very large number of « 
here who have been called for the purpose of aiding t) 
mittee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will say to the Senator I stated that only 
as a subsidiary reason; that is all. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is a very important sucy: 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; it is. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think it should have some w 
Would it be asking too much of the Senator from North | 
lina to tell us just how many experts there are waiting’ 

Mr. SIMMONS. I could not state the number; I think six or 
seven, probably more than that. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Six or seven? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; for the different subcommittees 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I should like to ask 
the Senator from North Carolina again, would it be - 
venient for him to furnish to the Senate the names of those 
experts? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Not at all. 
erally appraisers sent over from New York by the depart 
to assist the committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I wonder if they are that type of 
men described by the President of the United States in ove ol 
his very interesting works. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not know what type of men they are. 
I will state to the Senator that we have asked the department 
to send us from New York experts who are familiar wit! ' 
tain schedules, and they have sent them to us. If the minority 
members of the committee desire their services after we ‘te 
through with them, they can have them. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Does the Senator mean that [ese 
experts are regularly employed experts in the ‘Treasur) De- 
partment? 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
Government. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In what capacity? 

Mr. SIMMONS. They are, I think, connected with t ap 
praisers’ office in the city of New York. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is it entirely for their conven” 
that we must move along as rapidly as the Senator sugees'* ; 

Mr. SIMMONS. Not for their convenience at all. but = i 
is a responsibility attached to them and we are keeping 
from their duties. 


VY Ob 


Is this a request for una 


I will state that they are gen- 
ent 


I mean they are regularly employed by the 


ce 
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© main Peason why I desire action is that the Senators charged 
With this duty might go on with the bill in the interest of dis- 
Patch and the public welfare? 
“rt. SMITH of Michigan. 
Senator. 


Mr. SIMMONS. 
these 


I am afraid I misunderstood the 


I stated as a subsidiary reason that we had | 
gentlemen here on expense and we could not use them, 


‘use our time is taken up here in the Senate Chamber with 
e discussion of the bill. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I am afraid that I 
I understood 


th 


mij 


Sunderstood the Senator from North Carolina. 
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Are they entitled to extra pay? him to say that he would like to resume the consideration of t! 
\ SIMMONS. No; but they are entitled and will receive | motion, because there were a large number of experts here who 
' received from the committee from time immemorial, | desired to be heard. Now, if I am in error 
e I have been on the committee, their actual expenses \ir. SIMMONS. I stated that as one of the re s 

= | vy of Washington—their board and traveling expenses. | Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If I am in error about 1 

| sk the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] if that is not] is a matter of convenience to my colleagues, who « t 
} the Chamber because of the discussion of this 1 d 
‘fe SMITH of Michigan. Are these the same gentlemen } to this bill, that presents a tly different question 

7 heave been aiding the House Committee on Ways and | I wish to say once for and to relieve the mind of the 

' “ the preparation of the bill? | Senator from North Carolina, if he is at all appreh » regard- 
SIMMONS. I do not know whether any « f these experts | ing my course, that if he thinks iS ny purpose to wage pro 

hoan before the House committee or not. | longed and fruitless contest an appropriate reference of 
‘ir SMITH of Michigan. Is it proposed that the testimony this bill, he is mistaken. I have no such purpose in my mind. 
hace experts shall be taken by the Committee on Finance? | I did object to the unanimous-consent agreement this morning, 
SIMMONS. We are not taking their testimony. We are} because I was unwilling to be party even to the referen of 
¢ from them information with reference to eertain sched- | this bill to the committee, especially when it goes to the com- 
| mittee with the avowed intention of acting so pi y on | 

WITH of Michigan. Will they impart this information | and of accepting no suggestions from the millions of our e 

. ly or publicly? trymen who are vitally affected by its provisions. 

_—* SIMMONS. I assume they will talk with us just as the | { am perfectly willing that the Senator from North Carolina 

i sicned to the minority members of the committee by | should press his motion. He need not hesitate a moment, so 
e de tment confer with them. I know that there are ex-/| far as I am concerned, to give me an opportunity to vote “ nay.” 
‘ astigned by the department to the minority members of That was the purpose of my objection this morning; nothing 

the committee, because I have had to approve the account of| more. We will have ample opportunity to discuss it bet 

experts who have been assigned to minority members of the | ripens into law. 

“ e ot this session of the Senate upon these tariff sched- | But I was amazed and perhaps in error when I ass dd that 
I think the Senator is not familiar with the course that | the sole reason for its immediate reference was the convenience 
en pursued by every Fipance Committee as to the revision | of regular employees of the Treasury Department. I have an 

of ft tariff. Tt was and has been the custom all along. When | abundance of information which I believe would be important, 

\ r nsidering the Payne-Aldrich bill, the minority and} which has been communicated to me by business people in my 

the jority members of the committee had experts assigned | own State and manufacturers and merchants in other States. 

br e department to assist them. | J could appropriately delay consideration for a number of d ‘ys, 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. but that has never been my policy here, and I do not propose to 
[ir. STONE. Mr. President, I rise to question of order. | do so now. 

This is an absurd waste of time. I ask for the regular order. Having said what I have to say about it, I am q » pre 
Mr. SIMMONS. I agree entirely with the Senator. pared, Mr. President, that the Senate shall proceed with the 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The regulsr order is demanded | resolution of the Senator from Indiana or that tl motion of 

The regular order, which is the unfinished business, is before | the Senator from North Carolina may go to a vote 

Senate. Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator now agree to a time th 
SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— | afternoon to vote? 
» VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan. | Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No: I shall r to nothing in 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I suppose that the question of the | connection with this bill: 1 if the Sen from North Cat 
reference of the teriff bill has now been superseded, and under | lina and his party in power desire to refer this bill on the 
the rule the business before the Senate is the resclution of the | motion now pending, I shall simply content myself with ing 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern]. | “nay.” 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That is the business before the Mr. STONE. The motion is pending. 

Senate, Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But it is not ad upon It 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The understanding bas been, I | has been waived to accommodate the Senator from Ind a. 
assume, that that would be discussed for an hour, after which Mr. SIMMONS. The nator has taken up 201 ute t 

the Senate would return to the consideration of the Finance | hour. 

( ittee’s motion. If the Senator from North Cxrrolina insists Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I could take up 20 nutes more 

that the best reason he can give for the immediate reference of | jn reply to the statement of the Senator from North Carolina, 

that bill to his committee—— His speech appeared in the Recorp only this morning d I 
} [MMONS. Oh, Mr. President, I stated to the Senator | pave had no of} portunity to examine 't. But I sl not 

that | ne a eitinee” ” a a onve-sqncd le | take the time to do that. We would make progress fully as 

4 tun 4s . he unfinished business is before I ipidly with just a little inclination to humor the disposition of 

th Late Senators who are unalterably opposed to this bill, and I shall 

ir. § fH of Michigan. I am discussing that question, Mr. | py po unanimous conseut or vote, from the first roll eal] to 

I it will remain the unfinished business unless we | ¢he jast. give my approval t ingle line or syllable of I 

Ci ve discussion in the usual and orderly way. If the best | pj). "ap Ae 
> ‘ Ont » oi aT * thea ; wilie a rorf, Onl a P > 

t that a me Sian aceun Wertis Glematine. on I dislike, ROWevEE, to tink hat frome Gay - Cay a great 

' ' ie a ane ee ie department of the Government is called upon to threaten the 

, not yield, because Senators have not been in the ! i ail ple of Ame! witl rosecut le f } » thew 

Lat ng to snit the convenience merely of the attachés oe on Pee © ae _ ae p a oa. ae 

of the iry Department in the administration of the cus- | U2Certke to save the industry how en 

toms “ iS matter is of too much moment—— ae. Mr. President, 1 ha aid all I am going to say nt 

\ ‘\S. Did the Senator hear me when I said that me Later I may read a few chapters by th t 

th the holding off of this matter is the Finance Com- | “Ut that were written before he assumed his high pub > 

I > . orbear now to ofiend the sensitiveness of my i iend 

I ! nable to go on with the work of preparing the bill? | but a ssouri [Mr. Srone] 

‘ITH of Michigan. That is just the point I am ap- stom Jiissour! DB 2 
pros Z SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
“we Gis , e 
the von, CONS. | Did the Senator understand me to state that} Mr, MARTIN of Virginia submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 

two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
2441) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
| Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 

ment of the Senate numbered 1 and agree to the san 


respective 






Le), 
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The committee of conference haye been unable to agree on | bring any good to the State of West Virginia, to the eo 
amendment numbered 2, large, or give any additional information or adyice 
THoMas S. MARTIN, Senate. 
Lee S. OVERMAN, Yesterday we had under consideration the decisioy< 
FEF. E. WARREN, courts relative to the right of the executive of a Sj, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. a period of insurrection to proclaim martial law. It se 
Joun J. FrrzGERa, be conceded that ordinarily this right existed, but for « 
SwWAGAR SHERLEY, son, unknown to me at least, it was questionable in the 
FreDK. H. Guerr, some as to whether or not that general rule was apy 
Managers on the part of the House. West Virginia. 
Now, in the first place, considerable anxiety seemed 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I move that the conference report | €XPressed at the proclamation of the governor for the org; 
be adopted, tion of a military commission. I can probably no bett: pre 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia | Sent my views upon that than by reading from a decision oj 
moves that the conference report, so far as it reports an agree- distinguished court, it is true a decision that has been 
ment, be adopted. Unless there is objection, such will be the severely criticized, but an opinion that the Supreme (© 
order, the United States has not passed upon as yet, 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President. I should like to know what founded on former decisions of said great tribunal. 
the amendments are, and especially what is the amendment Military commissions are courts organized under tly 
from which the Senate has receded. national law of war for the trial of offenses committed « 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The two items on which the com- | War by those not in the war or naval forces. 
mittee reached an agreement were purely formal ones, consist- Now, for a moment let us consider what the Supreme ( 
ing of the addition of the letter “s” in two places. There is | of the United States has held, as has also the Supreme Cour 
only one item that is really in controversy, and that is this: The Pennsylvania, and it might be well to digress for a moment ; 
House sent the bill to us containing a provision that when | Call attention to that decision, reported in Two hundred : 
vacancies occur in the Board of Managers of the National Home | sixth Pennsylvania, page 165, the Commonwealth ex re}. \\ 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers they shall not be filled until the worth against Shortall. I am reading the syllabus: 
whole number of members is reduced to 5. There are now 11 MARTIAL LAW—GOVERNMENT—RIOTS—ORDER OF GOVER) 
members of the board. The Senate amended the House bill by Martial law exists wherever the military arm of the gover 


“T 
ail ¢ 


at a 2 ‘ : ealled into service to suppress ; Pr ¢ restore the ubl 
striking out the provision which contemplated a reduction of the Where tae aarenner rr as Cantatas tan an 
membership of the Board of Managers of the Soldiers’ Home | calling out the militia for the purpose of suppressing violence 
from 11 to 5 by not making appointments when vacancies occur. ae pass potas 8 Svs eee a . - ha 
.om@ INTQEIN : “ed 4 ~ . i se Cla Pe 0 ) qué nec é z aw we allectcc a tr 
Mr. TOWNSEND. And it is upon that amendment that the | qualified in that it is put in force only as to the preserva 
Senate and the House are still in disagreement? public peace and order, and not for the ascertainment or vi: 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Yes; the House seems very per- | °f private rights or the other ordinary functions of govern 
< : . : . ad : | these the courts and other agencies of the law are stil! 
sistent in rejecting the Senate amendment. The House wants | within its necessary field and for the accomplishment of 
the number of the Board of Managers of the Soldiers’ Home | purpose it is martial law with all its powers. 


reduced to five. The Senate amended the bill by striking out the The resort to the military arm of the government by s 
“ovisi and thus declining t ake the lucti means that the ordinary civil officers to preserve order a 
provision and { us declining to make the reduction. nated, and the rule of force under military methods is su! 
Mr. TOWNSEND. I am very much in favor of the Senate | whatever extent may be necessary in the discretion of t 
insisting upon its position in the matter. I do no ink we | Commander. : 

“] “: 1d I t think we The effect of martial law is to put into operation the po 
ought to yield, — b J methods vested in the commanding officer by military law. § 
Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I concur in the statement of | his powers for the preservation of order and security of lit 

the Senator from Michigan. I also most strongly concur in the | &=ty, #?e concerned, there is no limit but the necessiti 


: : : . = | of the situation. And in this respect there is no differen 
action of the conference committee in adhering to the action of | public war and domestic insurrection. What has been ca 

the Senate. As I understand it, the striking out of the pro- | mount law of self-defense, common to all countries, has est 
vision in the House amendment leaves the law as it is at | Tule that whatever force is necessary is also lawful. 


present. Governor Hatfield issued his proclamation. He issu 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The Senate amended the House | virtue of a statute of West Virginia long ago, in subs 
bill by striking out the provision reducing the number. corporated in the code of that State, founded on the 

Mr. BURTON. That leaves the law as it now is? war, referred to in the decisions alluded to. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. That leaves the law as it now is, As to the direct question propounded by the Sen:t 
if we strike out that provision in the House bill. Idaho [Mr. Boran], which, conceding the right of the gov 

[ move that the Senate further insist upon its amendment | to issue his proclamation, nevertheless questions the | ( 
and ask a further conference with the House on the disagree-| the military commission to proceed under the same, I beg ‘ 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, the conferees on the part | say that— 
of the Senate to be appointed by the Chair. Military commissions are courts organized under t 


The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed | law of war for the trial of offenses committed during w 
Mr. Martin of Virginia, Mr. OverMAN, and Mr, WaRREN con- | 2° im the land or naval forces. 
ferees on the part of the Senate at the further conference. Now, we have had no court-martial trials in West Virgin 
alt ‘6 . a . *ts-mart 
AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. this talk about “the sentences of drumhead courts-mart! 
not properly in this case or before the Senate. A military ‘ 
mission was formed, and the order creating it has been se 
criticized. We are not very familiar with military « 
sions or military courts, and I am glad of it, and the 
: . I doubt not, is glad of it. They come but seldom, bul 
There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 84) was read | of insurrection and war they are not unusual. I quote: 
and referred to the Committee on Rules, as follows: In the United States their jurisdiction is confined to enemy | 
Resolved, That the rules of the Senate be amended as follows: Rule | occupied by an invading army, or at least to those sections oF | 
XII, clause 1, after the words “ by the Senate,” there shall be inserted | try which are properly subject to martial law, and their 
the following: “and any Senator may arise and declare that he is | ceases with the end of the war. (40 Cyc., 391.) By a p 
paired and how he would vote if not paired, and may add that being | from 1847 and renewed and firmly established during | 
present he desires to be so recorded in order to constitute a quorum; | military commissions have become adopted as authorized 
whereupon he shall be so recorded, and his presence as a part of the | this country in time of war. They are simply criminal wa 
quorum announced by the Chair.” resorted to for the reason that the oe) _ y 
vat guineas, <i alata sin: teeeihell creatures as they are of statute, is restricted by law a ( 
PAINT CREEK COAL FIELDS, WEST VIRGINIA, extended to include certain classes of offenses which a ve LY 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall ‘esoly- | unpunished in the absenc? of a provisional forum for the 
j ‘ . 87 : . ; . Che ‘restte offenders. Their authority is derived from the law of wa 
tion (S, Res. 37) of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern] be 


‘ . . . some cases their powers have been added to by, statute 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor? The Sena- | petency has been recognized not only in acts of Congress 


tor from West Virginia [M 10F ‘ . tive proclamations, in rulings of the courts, and in t 
“we GOFF, Mr Pre i - > pit Bye ee one. Attorneys General. During the Civil War they were employed 
Mr. G - MP. bre Side nt, 8 1a not detain the Senate very thousand cases; more recently they were resorted to under | 
long in the further consideration of this matter. I commence | struction” act of 1867: and still later one of these the ta 
to-day by asking the Senate to advise me what possible good | convened for the trial of Indians as offenders against the ™ 
can result from the adoption of this resolution. I can very The Judge Advocate General of the Army has coli! 
readily see how it might result in disaster, but not how it can | commissions, the numbers of cases that they have 








Mr. WILLIAMS. Pursuant to the notice which I gave on 
yesterday of an amendment of the rules, and which went over 
for one day, I submit a resolution and ask that it be read and 
referred to the Committee on Rules. 


I 
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“l of, and in his digest, on page 1066, is found the quota- 
that I have used as also the following: 


irisdiction of a military commission is derived primarily and 
‘i » from the law of war, but special authority has in some cases 
volved upon it by express legislation, as has already been 
Military commissions are authorized by the laws of war to 
jurisdiction over two classes of offenses committed, whether 
ins or military persons, either (1) in the enemy’s country 
occupation by our Army and while it remains under military 
nt. or (2) in the locality not within the enemy's country or 
ivy within the theater of war, in which martial law has been 
hed by competent authority. 


rhe digest goes on to cite a great many cases that have been 


so disposed of by military courts, and says: 
\lthough there is no express provision of the Constitution or acts 
e ( ress authorizing military commissions, yet such commissions 


ribunals now as well known and recognized in the laws of the 
Tnited States as the court-martial. They have been repeatedly recog- 
nized by the executive, legislative, and judicial departments of the 
Government as tribunals for the trial of military offenses. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir 
ginia yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GOFF. I do. 

Mr. POMERENE. May I ask the Senator from West Virginia 
from whose opinion he is reading? 

Mr. GOFF. I am now reading a quotation from the opinion 
of the Supreme Court of West Virginia; but the citations that I 
have alluded to, taken from that opinion, are from the Digest 
of the Judge Advocate General to which I just referred: 

A wilitary commission— 

This is still the digest— 

A military commission, unlike a court-martial, is exclusively a war 
that is, it may legally be convened and assume jurisdiction only 
1 time of war, or of martial law or military government when the civil 
authority is suspended. 

Mr. President, this is a serious subject, worthy of the atten- 
tion and consideration of all of the Senate. You can not conduct 
a war with kid gloves on. War is necessarily harsh; it has been 
ognized as such from the earliest civilization. While we 
abhor it, still this country has not failed to resort to it when the 
necessity demanded it. 

Concede that you do not find this power in the Constitution, 
concede that there is no congressional enactment on the subject, 
yet there never was a government organized that did not inher- 
ently and impliedly carry with it the power to protect itself. 
Every State of our Union has that right. It is the right of self- 
A man driven to the wall does not hesitate to strike 
th the intent to kill if necessary to preserve his own life. 

I wonder when it was that my friends on the other side of 
the Chamber concluded to abandon that creed, handed down to 





ree 


defense. 


W 


them from Jefferson, involving the sovereignty of the States. . 


When did they yield it? When did they concede that only the 
Government of the United States can take charge of these 
matters, the State necessarily surrendering its dignity, its 
power, and its right to live by its own edict and action? 

It is much easier to find, by the usual rules of construction, 
in the Constitution of the United States the right of a State to 
issue such proclamations—to establish such military courts— 
than it is to find in that Constitution such power inherent in 
the Federal Government. Yet does anyone undertake to say 
that the General Government does not possess it, has not exer- 
cised it? And do we not all thank God to-day that it did exer- 
cise it? 

The military commission in West Virginia existed by virtue 
of proper authority. It tried all cases of all persons caught 
red-handed in insurrection. Has anyone ever intimated that 
there was a man or a woman arrested and taken before that 
court who was not properly so arrested? If so, I have not 
heard of it. Was anyone convicted by that court who was in- 
hocent? Many arraigned before it plead guilty, and with a 
reprimand and an admonition were discharged. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yleld to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. GOFF. T do. 
waa wane Our contention is that it never can be deter- 
can Pron or not those persons were properly convicted 
the 1 he v come hefore a tribunal which is recognized under 
on aa ngs tribunal to try that question. To say that 
po th the saiy is not to meet the question, because, though 
Sader ths y were entitled to a trial in the same manner and 
euniaae same laws as if they were innocent. No man stands 
oe ae he has been convicted in a tribunal which has 

ue a to try him. 

Pi 7 Fr. Mr. President, I am contending that the military 

vas 2 proper tribunal to try that question; and I have 


—98 





L 
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shown to the Senate that on appeal taken from that military 
court, the subordinate as also the supreme court of my State 
held that such persons were properly arrested. That what 
my contention is. I say I have demonstrated it, and I say that 
the judgment of that court should stand as the law until pro 
ceedings have been taken under our judicial methods to modify 





is 


or reverse that judgment of the court. Can anyone properly 
take issue with me on that? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir 


ginia yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. GOFF. I do. 
Mr. CUMMINS. What gave the Supreme Court of West Vir- 
ginia appellate jurisdiction over 


a military commission? The 

Senator from West Virginia has just said that there was an 
appeal from the commission to the court. 

Mr. GOFF. That is correct in the general sense. I will 
explain it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Very well; I should like to know about it 

Mr. GOFF. The writ of habeas corpus was sued out by those 
people who were tried by the military court. That writ issued 
from a civil court, a court of competent jurisdiction, presided 
over by a judge learned in the law, and he held that they were 


properly arrested, properly convicted, and legally detained. It 
went then to the Supreme Court of West Virginia, and that court 
held as I have indicated. 


Mr. CUMMINS. Is it not true that the decision of the 
Supreme Court of West Virginia was simply that the military 
commission had jurisdiction to try these offenses? 

Mr. GOFF. Yes. 

Mr. CUMMINS. It did not inquire into the guilt or the in 


nocence of those who were tried? 

Mr. GOFF. That would have been utterly 
the writ of habeas corpus. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I understand that perfectly well; but what I 
wanted—— 

Mr. GOFF. The only question that can or should be deter 
mined by a court of competent jurisdiction on a writ of habeas 
corpus is, Did the court that tried this petitioner have jurisdi 
tion of the matter? Now, what is the presumption of law? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Precisely. I simply wanted that to be per 
fectly clear in the debate. I thought that 
arise by the suggestion that there had been an ay 


ble 


under 


impossi 


‘onfus might 


from the 


some ion 


peal 


military commission to the civil authorities of the State. 

Mr. GOFF. Well, I did not use the word ippeal” in the 
gense the Senator has indicated. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think the Senator from West Virginia 


entirely right in his statement that the court of his own State 
has held that this commission was properly organized and that 
the proclamation of the governor was a legal proclamation. May 
I ask another question while I am on my feet? 

Mr. GOFF. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Did any other governor 
of the country ever issue a proclamation similar 
sued by the governor of West Virginia? 

Mr. GOFF. I have not examined the 
proclamations that have been issued, and I a: 
to answer the Senator. 


in the whole history 
to the 


1 


of 


therefore unable 


all 


bhia 
Tile 


Mr. CUMMINS. One more question, which I ask very largely 
for information. I understood the Senator to say that there 
had been a great many cases tried in this country by military 
commissions. Will the Senator, if he has examined into tl 
matter, tell the Senate what cases have been tried by military 


commissions acting under martial law during the la 
I do not mean that he should recite the cases 
of cases. 


st 0 vent 


, but state the ¢| 


Mr. GOFF. Well, I will read now from the opinion of t! 
Judge Advocate General. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt ! 

Mr. GOFF. With pleasure. 

Mr. NELSON. I ¢an recall one case, and that is the case of 


the Indians who assassinated Gen. Canby when he went to them 
under a flag of truce to negotiate peace. Those Indians were 
tried by a military commission, and the trial was held to be 
a legal trial. I do not remember its date, but the Senator from 
lowa will remember the incident of Gen. Canby’s assassination 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I think another that 
might be cited is the case in which Gen. Andrew Jackson tried 
Armstrong and Arbuthnot and executed them; but not 
Jackson was ever able to justify the legality of that proceed 


euse 


evVeti 


ing. And John C. Calhoun is said to have denounced it as 
murder. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir 


ginia yield to the Senator from California? 
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int has been n here that, con- 
tate of insurrecti or war had been 
the military tribunal would have no 
mimitted the State laws. 
jurisdiction, would be directly 
corpus. There- 
hese part ‘stionably have had 
ther they were guilty of the specific 
er matter, and that is a matter, in my 

l the Senate has no reason to inquire. 

. CUMMINS. Unquestionably, Mr. President, the court of 
last resort of West Virginia has held that the action of the gov- 
rnor was authorized and has held that the military commis- 

roperly organized and had jurisdiction, not only of 

the martial law, which was substituted for the 

ie order, but had jurisdiction of all offenses 

] to the insur- 
an order which so declared, 


de 


against 
and 


l beas 


ies unq! 


n law of the State as that law was prior 
rection. It has not only affirmed 
but it has also affirmed an which gave to the military 
commission the power to punish by death what formerly was 
punishable by fine or imprisonment, or to punish by imprison- 
ment an offense that was formerly punishable by death. The 
order is complete and comprehensive, and the Supreme Court of 
Vest Virginia, as I understand, has affirmed its validity. 

Id ‘upreme Court of West Virginia with 


order 


» not agree with the Su 


regard to its construction of the law, although I yield to it very | 


great respect, as I do to all the courts in the country. But I 
was trying to find out whether any other governor in the his- 
tory of the United States had ever issued such an order as is 
under review in the Senate at this moment. I knew the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia had examined the matter and that if 
there was any precedent for it, he would be able to give it to us. 

Mr. GOFF. I have not, as I said a moment ago, examined 
the proclamations and orders of the different executives of the 
various States bearing upon that point. I know 
issued: but I have not examined them therefore will not 
undertake to answer that inquiry; but I will answer the ques- 
tion the Senator asked me a moment ago. 


taken cognizance of under 


and 


Of the ordinary crimes 
stances by these tribunals, the most frequent were 
these robbery, aggravated assault and battery, 
stolen property, rape, arson, burglary, riot, br« 
to bribe public officers, embezzlement and mi 
money or defrauding or attempting to 
States 


, 


similar circum- 
homicide, and after 
larceny, receiving 
ch of the peace, attempt 
isappropriation of public 
property, defraud the United 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ginia yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. GOFT. I do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator has read a 
classes of cases that have been taken cognizance of by 
bunals of this character. Now, can the Senator tell us how 
those tribunals were constituted—that is, whether or not they 
were tribunals constituted by the governor of a State after the 
declaration of martial law, or whether they were tribunals 
incident to the military government of a conquered territory? 

Mr. GOFF. The list that I have just read comprises offenses 
that were committed and tried by military courts established 
by the commanding general or the President during the Civil 
War. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Well, President, if 
will permit me further, I quite understand that where a mili- 
tary government has been established as a result of or as incl- 
dent to war, and where the sovereignty of the enemy has been 
driven out of existence, military courts may be established; 
but I understand the rule—and I invite the Senator's attention 
to that proposition—I understand the rule to be confined to 
those military governments; that is, if we were engaged in a 
with a foreign country, with Mexico, for example, and 
our troops were in the field in Mexico, and we had driven out 
that Government, there being no other government capable 
of administering civil justice, as a matter of necessity the 
military organization would establish courts, and as a matter 
of necessity the will of the commanding officer would in effect 
become the law. As I understand, however, a State has no 
right to declare war; it has no right to engage in war, unless it 
is invaded or in grave danger of being invaded; so that it would 
seem to me to be an improper statement to say that a state 
of war exists in West Virginia at this time. Undoubtedly, 
there were circumstances of disturbances—triots and insurrec- 
tion, if you please—which would justify the governor in de- 
claring martial law; but when he had declared the existence 
of a state of affairs which authorized him to declare martial 
law, and he had declared martial law, then the military force 
would simply be authorized to do what the civil executive 
officers were unable to do—make arrests and preserve the 


President - 


Does the Senator from West Vir- 


tri- 


Mr. the Senator 


War 


action which the Senate 
of the affairs of a sovereign State, and I recognize t] 


| tary tribunal 
| of the State declares that such and such acts 
they were | #2 . , ; 
| offense is committed certain prescribed punishment 


peace—but notwithstanding that, all the courts 
existence, and when an arrest was made by the mi! 
thorities, just as when an arrest was made by 
of the county, the person arrested charged with 
seems to me, would have the right 
should be taken before the civil 
istence. 

Now, if the Senator will bear with me just for 
further, I will say to the Senator that this is a que 
has troubled me very greatly. I recognize the 
might ta 


t 
al 
to demand that 
courts which w 


Sry 


ke looking to an 


not to be done except upon very grave occasions: 
the view which I have in mind with reference to th 
the correct view, then the military authorities of W 
have been guilty of very grave usurpation of power 
been deprived of their right to resort to the civil 

it presents a question, as it seems to me, under the 
amendment; and it would seem, in that view of it, 
a case where the Senate would be justified in order 
vestigation. The order which was issued by tl 

among other things, contains this language: 

1. The o n is substituted for the erir 
the di trict covered by the lal-law proclamation, 
against the civil laws as they existed— 

That is, as the laws existed— 
rior to the proclamation of November 
fi under the military law, 
i mn can 
1posed 


illitary commissi 


15, 1912, 
and as a punish 
impose such sentences, either lig 
under the civil law, as in their 


offenses 
tary commi 
than those 
offender may merit. 

Now, if I understand the force of that « 
that the power of the military authority 
authority of the courts to try offenses, but the wil 
ted for the law of 


rder 
is sub 


is substiti the § 


an offense. The law of the State prescribes that 
low. This order says not only that the courts 
those cases and that this military tribunal shall tr: 
that the law which declares the punishment is su 


| the will of the military authorities takes its place. 


If the Senator has any precedent for that, if 


| held by any court in the United States, save by the 


West Virginia, that that sort of an order could 
under our form of government. I should like very 
the Senator from West Virginia call our attention | 

Mr. GOFF. I will say to the Senator from Uta 
governor of West Virginia, when he issued that | 
simply put in concise terms an instruction to the 
established that was drawn from the decisions of 
Court of the United States, the Supreme Court 
vania, as well as the Supreme Court of West Vil 
do I say that? Because the Supreme Court has 
all other courts, that a state of insurrection, of ri 
of the States produces the same situation in law 
war does. That is what I mean. That is how | 
questions. 

If there were actual war in West Virginia in 
Senator from Utah alluded to—as in the case of a 
Mexico—there would be no necessity of alludi! 
insurrection. Therefore the Supreme Court, in d 
these questions that involve riot and insurreci 5 
governor of the State may do just exactly those tl 
might do if the actual war that the Senator a! 
existing. 

That is what the governor did. 
that he was. 


Was he wrong? 
I do not think he was. Men differ 
things. It is well we do differ about many thing 
his conclusion. He had able advisers. He sim) 
proclamation the legal effect of his order. It was ' 
military commission, to simplify the situation 
have been bewildered—any of us not familia 
ters would have been—not have known what 
proceed, or what they might do if the governor 
them. : 
Looking at the decisions, including even the M 
the Supreme Court holds, instructs us—I am not 
use the exact words, but I am confident that ir 
said, under circumstances similar to those exist 
Virginia when the governor issued his martial-law 
The military process is substituted for the civil proc 
The governor, then, simply said to his commission, 


you that the law is as set forth in my orders.” \ 
was proclaimed in a small section only and was nol ' 
any other part of the State. It is just as I illustrate 


day. It was only in this part of the Chamber, at thi 





wou 
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W is in the riot zone, so to speak—that the military court | the strike zone. Suppose an act of violence were committed at 


had jurisdiction. the point indicated as his desk, the strike zone. As I under- 
“ate KERN. Mr. President—— stand him that would be within a certein county, and the man 
ne VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- | guilty of the act of violence would have been tried within that 
vield to the Senator from Indiana? county, in a court presided over by a distinguished judge, and 
. Mr “GOFF. I do. the processes of justice would not have been interfered with at 
Mr. KERN. Is it not true that the governor of Colorado, in all by the strike condition. The court would have been held, a 
directing the arrest of citizens of that State, simply ordered | jury would have been impaneled, and justice w d have been 
sha , detained and then turned over to the civil courts for | administered. That was the condition of affair as ler 
tr 1% Was not that the extent of the authority which he under- | stand? 
took to exercise? Mr. GOFF. Very well. 
Mr. GOFF. That may be. Mr. REED. Now, I desire to ask the § tor this question: 
\ir. KERN. Is it not so stated? With that court open, presided over by a distingu i de, 


Mr. GOFF. I am not aware as to whether or not a proclama- | with the processes of justice unobstructed, w 








tion was issued there that gave any special directions. But | conviction in a proper case, does he think th ernol 
doos it follow because that course was taken in Colorado that | State was justified in setting aside the laws of the State 
+ should also be taken in other places? Why, not at all. attempting to set them aside, and imp 

Mr. REED. Mr. President——- tribunal composed of militia officers to try men 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- | serious penalties? Does he think he was j 1 

nia vield to the Senator from Missouri? | that when the courts of West Virginia were o) 

Mr. GOFF. I do. duly organized, and were presided over by n 

Mr. REED. ‘The Senator from West Virginia has stated | and learning and ability? 
that this riotous condition was limited to a very small terri- Mr. GOFF. Had the governor of West Vit ia 1 

ry. I wish to be clear as to whether or not the ordinary | effort to place any other pert of the territory of 
civil and eriminal tribunals of the county in which this terri- | the condition in which he placed the zone. he uld 
tory was situated were in full operation. Were the ordinary | would not have been upheld a mi it of { 
ourts of justice open and in a condition to transact business? | Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

Mr. GOFF. The ordinary courts of justice in the strike zone, The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f1 

we will call it, consisted of courts held by justices of the | ginia yield to the Senator from Californi 

._ in effect. Mr. GOFF. I do. 

Mr. REED. If the Senator will pardon me, I will state the | Mr. WORKS. The Senator from Missom 39 ne the *s 
point I am trying to get at, and 1 am trying to gev at it for | ator from West Virginia as to what condition of things e ae 
the purpose of obtaining light. There was a strike zone, a | at that time. Necessarily the pm ° ' 
zone in which there was riot and disturbance and disorder, and | the State placing this particular territory under ‘ law 
i apprehend, from what has been said here, of a very aggravated | was founded upon the fact that the conditions wei ht 
kind. But were not the ordinary criminal and civil courts or | the courts could not perform their ordinary : rh 3 
the courts having criminal and civil jurisdiction in that county | q question which the governor himself mu letermine d 

‘h the Senate of the United Stat 

Mr. GOFF. Outside of the strike zone? has no power to inquire. There is no reason why we should 

Mr. REED. Yes. investigate as to that particular phase of he 

Mr. GOFF. Most undoubtedly. stand the courts have held time and again that t covernor of 

Mr. REED. Could not a man arrested for a criminal act | the State has the right to determine that a 1 and his 
within the strike zone have been taken outside of the strike | determination of it is conclusive. 
zoue, before the ordinary court of the county, and have been Mr. BORAH. Will the Senator permit me t word in 


tried without difficulty? 

Mr. GOFF. He might have been, but in my judgment it would 
have been utterly improper for him to have been so tried. 

Mr. REED. I was simply trying to ascertain the fact. 

Mr. GOFF. Very well. 

Mr. REED. May I ask a further question? As I understand, 
then, it is econeeded that these courts were open, and that the 
processes of justice went on unobstructed. Does the Senator 


condition to proceed unobstructed by the strike? to the correctness of whik 
answer to what the Senator from California has 1? 
Mr. GOFF. I will. 
Mr. BORAH. If it be true that the governor of a St 
declare a territory within the State in insurrection, of 
he may declare the entire State under martial law. If it be 
| true that after he has declared martial law he may su] 
| the civil authority and the civil law and try | b 


martial, then there is positively nothing left 





think those courts would have performed their duty, and would | 7” have underai ae is es ; 
have punished crime, if the criminal had been properly brought | “3, ¥° “@¥e¢ understood anand rhe a ee ee ee ae aces 
bi the court with proper evidence? offense, which he soe og 0 eth lige Monette Be 
Mr. GOFF. In the first place, the courts to which the Sena- os improvised wipenal. ee act ore ae a 
tor has alluded would have no jurisdiction of a crime outside | *#¢ State to be in insurrection be conclusive, a S ee ee 
of assault and battery. | things follow as a result of that conclusion, and the | ed 
s. Tits ¢ . states G Tr . ust stand and look on and see it proceed 
Mr. REED. I do not want to have any misunderstanding | 5‘%eS Government must stan : ; See 
with the Senator. I will say to the Senator that I am not | W® can be Mexicanized inside of 48 hours.  intcet the go 
asking these questions for the purpose of being antagonistic | CTF cam declare martial law, but he can not thereby suspend 
to him. all provisions of the Constitution and nullify the law of 
Mr. GOFF. I hope I have not intimated anything of that land. ; 
kind, Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho may | 
Mr. REED. In West Virginia you have a court that has that construction upon what has taken place in West \ in 
general criminal jurisdiction in each county, I take it? if he wishes. 

Mr. GOFF. Yes, sir. Mr. BORAH. I was assuming that if the Senator from Cali- 
Mr. REED. That court was held at the county seat of the | fornia was correct in his position and we were powerle { 
county in which this strike zone existed; and that court was | examine into the matter, that was what would follow. I do 
coustantly open for the transaction of business during the | not say that has followed in West Virginia. I hav led 
Strike, a8 it would have been at any other time. That is cor- | discussing these facts, which I do not desire to discuss until the 
rect, is it not? investigation has been had and we know precisely what hap- 
Mr. GOFF. That is correct. pened. But the Senator from West Virginia must recognize the 
Mr. REED. Was there any such condition existing in that |-fact that if the proclamation of the governor is conclusive, and 


county as would have made it impossible or difficult for that | if it follows as a matter of law, as a matter of right, or as : 
court to have administered justice in the case of a man who | matter of authority from that proclamation that he may sup- 
Was arrested within the strike zone and brought before it? plant the civil authority and do away with the civil courts a 
Mr. GOFF. I have said repeatedly, and I am glad of an op- | try men by military tribunal for the violation of State laws, the 
portunity to say it once more, that all the courts in West Vir- | theory of a right to trial by jury is a mere theory. Now, we wil 
ginia were open, are open, have been open, are held by dis- | rot disagree as to the power of the governor to declare mart 
tinguished judges, and cases are expeditiously and properly lew, but we disagree as to what follows asa result of that de 
disposed of, except in the strike zone. ration. 
win. REED. Coming now to the Senator’s illustration, if he Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
= peardon me, he states that he will consider this Chamber to | for a moment? 
present the State of West Virginia and his desk to represent | Mr. GOFF. With pleasure. 
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>a tl ey 
Arty 


in response to the question suggested 


‘rom Utah [Mr. ‘st THERLAND] and partly in ref- | 


expressed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cum- 
ve to read the following paragraph from Benet’s 
on the subject of courts-martial. It is very brief, 

1¢ Senator will not object to my reading it: 

RISDICTION. 
‘s and articles of war must be tried 
er irected, by courts-martial; but military offenses 
do not come ithix } tatute must be tried and punished under 
{ ws ar, t military Many offenses, bowever, 
which in time of peace are civil offenses, beeome in a of war military 
offenses, and the offenders are to be tried by a military tribunal, even 
in places where civil tribunals exist. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I have no doubt whatever of 
the right of a military commission not only to try criminal 
offenses, so called, but to try civil cases. It can award judg- 
ment for the plaintiff against the defendant for the recovery 
of money. The question is, What conditions must exist in order 
to warrant the military commission? 

In addition to what the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau] has 
said, I desire to ask the Senator from West Virginia if this 
further consequence would not follow if the conclusion or the 
finding or proclamation of the governor were conclusive. Of 
course he can supplant the legislature just as easily as he can 
supplant the courts. There is no such thing as a legislature 
under military law, for there is no need of a legislature. The 


missions. 


commanding general makes the law, and I think there are | 


circumstances under which he must make it. But I am sure 
it would not be contended that the governor of West Virginia 
could issue a proclamation placing the whole State under 
martial law, supplanting the general assembly, supplanting 
the courts, and substituting for both the will of the command- 
ing general. I do not believe the Senator from West Virginia 
wil! go to that length. 


Mr. GOFF. If there is insurrection throughout the limits of | 


+! \ 


the State of West Virginia, the governor has the same right 
to designate the entire State as being under the rule of martial 
law; and, using the language of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the commander in chief in that State would 
control it by his own will, because that is the law of war. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, suppose there is no insurrection 
in the State of West Virginia, but the governor of West Vir- 
ginia declares that there is a state of insurrection and issues 
a proclamation? 

Mr pt ely Oh, that is a violent assumption. 

Mr. BORAH. Exactly; but in order to arrive at the logical 
con Bs to which we must go if we are going to follow this 
matter, we must assume that such a condition of affairs could 
exist. Suppose he should do it; suppose that the governor, not 
of West Virginia but of some other State, should do it: then 
he supposition would not be so violent perhaps. Does the 
Senator say we could not inquire into the conditions which 
prevailed in the State as a result of declaring martial law? 

Mr. GOFF. Not the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator say no one else could— 
neither the courts nor anybody else? 

Mr. GOFF. I am not prepared to say that. 

Mr. BORAH. Then it is a very easy job to change our form 
of government. 

Mr. GOFF. No: it is a violent supposition that a man 
elected to the executive office of any of the States of this Nation 
would presume to take any such action as the Senator from 
Idaho has indicated 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the very object and purpose of 
the fathers in framing our form of government as they did, 
and putting these limitations upon it, was on the theory that 
somebody might do that very thing. It was to get away from 

he gentlemen who had done those things that we rebelled and 
set up our form of government. 

Mr. GOFI. And we have established a government that 
from that time down to this has never given us one isolated 
instance of conduct on the part of an executive such as the 
Senator from Idaho has alluded to. They have never taken 
such action; and I say it is a violent assumption to assume that 
they would do so in any State of the American Union. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator lays considerable 
stress upon the proposition that that has not been done “down 
to this time.” 

Mr. GOFF. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. I concede that proposition, but the question 
we are now discussing is whether this is not a precedent. 

Mr. GOFF. I understood the Senator to indicate that he 
believed the governor had the right to proclaim martial law, 
and to prescribe the zone within which it should prevail. 

Mr. BORAH. I do. 
Mr. GOFF. Very well. 


| 
ee 





Mr. BORAH. But I do not conceée tia 
State has the right to close the courts, or to s 
authorities, or to icnore the provisions of the ¢ 
Mr. GOFF. The Senator is right. 
Mr. BORAH. If the Senator will permit me 
Mr. GOFF. One minute, in answer to that 
governor does not close the courts. It is the at 
result of war that closes courts and establish: 
That is what it is. 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I should 
point a single sentence from the Milligan 
swers the whole controversy, as it seems 
discussion has ranged to-day: 
The Constitution of the United States a la 
equally in war and in peace, and covers a ith ‘the ile 
tion all classes of men, at all times, and under all cire: 
Mr. GOFF. Thet is true. Now, will the | 
decision of the Supreme Court of the Unit 


il 
Moyer case? Are we not to read these decision 


| them in the light of the situation existing whe 


rendered ? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Moyer ea; 
other principle than the right of the executive 
situation and to execute the processes of the 
when the civil authorities themselves ems not 

Mr. GOFF. The principle laid dow: in the 
the language of the court, was that wae ding an 
that character the very process of the civi 
seded by the process of the military authori 
Mr. BOR. ALL, The process—exacily. 

Mr. GOF Yes. 

Mr. BOR AH. If I may be permitted to s vo 20. \ 
the difficulties in the Coeur d’Alene region w 

the prisoners, we brought the witnesses, to the Col 
in the company of soldiers, for the reason that ¢! 
ditions were such that the processes of the court 
served otherwise; but that was simply the exe 
process of the court. It was not an attempt to 
trial of a court. Martial law may accompany 
courthouse steps, but it can not enter the court! 

the courthouse door is open. 

Mr. GOFF. My idea is that a court that is held 
oners that are taken before it by soldiers is a cour! 
sarily is inefficient in the discharge of its duties. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, we succeeded in th 

Mr. GOFF. Very well; you may have. But is it 
terous to assume that the courts are to be kept ope 
guard and that it requires the strong arm of 
to conduct prisoners to their doors? Why, t! 
of the case, it seems to me, shows the utter folly 
hold court under such circumstances. 

Mr. BORAH. That is exactly the line of dem 
martial law and civil law, and it is a matter « 
Martial law may police; it may keep order; but 
tent to which it may go. It can go no further 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It may arrest, 

Mr. BORAH. I say, it may keep order. 

Mr. GOFF. We have cited here case after 
Supreme Court of the United States in which e } 
trary has been held. That is the Luther versus PB 
You know that is the decision of the Supreme Cou 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Luther versus DB 
if the Senator will permit me for a moment 

Mr. GOFF. I will. I should like to have the 8 
it in any other light if he can. 

Mr. BORAH. The Luther versus Borden 
further than to establish that exact proposition. 
Luther versus Borden case? As we know, Rhod 
time of the formation of the Union remained 
royal charter—the charter from the King. A ce! 
her people became tired of that charter; they form 
constitution and voluntarily met together for 
The main question in that case was as to which 
vail—the Royal Government, under the royal! c! 
one which had been organized by the voluntary m 
citizens. That was the main proposition. 

During this controversy between the two State £ 
martial law was declared, however, and in the ex 
processes of the authorities a house was broken 
purpose of arresting and detaining a person who Vv 
violation of Iaw. They went no further. The m 
tried by any military tribunal. He was simply arres' 
processes of the law were executed by the military 
But Chief Justice Taney says in that very decisio! 
may go so far as to restrain the violence of the cit 


ort é 











1913. 


nroceed any further they must be responsible to the civil 


1D 
ies for what they do. Let me read that: 
a state of war; and the established government resorted to 
and usages of war to maintain itself, and to overcome the 
osition. And in that state of things the officers engaged 
ry service might lawfully arrest anyone who, from the In- 
, before them, they had reasonable grounds to believe was | 
in the insurrection; and might order a house to be forcibly | 
nd seached, when there were reasonable grounds for sup 
might be there concealed. Without the power to do this | 
nd the military array of the government would be mere | 
nd rather encourage attack than repel it. No more force 
n be used than is necessary to accomplish the object And 
r is exercised for the purposes of oppression, or any injury 
" y done to person or property, the party by whom, or by whose 
committed would undoubtedly be answerable. (U. 8S. 48, 
3 Reports, p. 45.) 
_ let me read another citation here, while I am on my | 
nd I read it for the reason that, in my judgment, a 
t i vears ago this line of demarcation was laid down and | 
er been departed from by any Anglo-Saxon court. | 
ke says (in 3 Inst., 52): “If a lieutenant, or other that hath 
m of martial authority in time of peace, hang or otherw ise | 
ny man by color of martial law, this is murder.” * Thom. 
( ie Laneaster, being taken in open insurrection, was by judg 
mel f martial law put to death,” and this. though during an insur- 
} I as adjudged to be murder, because done in time of peace, and 
W courts of law were cpen. (U.S. 48, Howard's Reports, p. 64.) 
Now, there is the line of demarcation. 
ir. GOFF. Because done in time of peace. 
Mr. BORAH, But in time of insurrection. 
ir. GOFF. That does not mean, though, if it was done in 
the rict where the insurrection existed. That is what I 


Now, the Senator has read from the Supreme Court in the 
Luther versus Borden case a portion. Let us see what else the 


( SUVS. 


\nd, unquestionably, a State may use its military power to put 
armed insurrection too strong to be ndvaiielll by the civil 

The power is essential to the existence of every govern- 
ential to the preservation of order and free institutions, and 
essary to the States of this Union as to any other government. 
7 State itself must determine what degree of force the crisis de- 
And if the government of Rhode Island deemed the armed 
so formidable and so ramified throughout the State as to 
! of its military force and the declaration of martial law, 
we e no ground upon which this court can question its authority 


Oj D 


he use 


» declaration of martial law proclaims the inability of the 
ci irts to maintain order, to enforce their process, to sub- 





d isurrection. 
BORAH. Mr. President, that is where I differ with the 

Ner r 

Mr. GOFF, I know you do; but that is what the authorities 
en te, : 

Mr. BORAH. The declaration of martial law need not inter- 
fere with the civil courts at all, and, in my judgment, it can | 
not interfere with the civil courts. There is not any power | 
in this Government to supplant the civil authorities or the | 


( n law of the country or the statutory law of the country 
ch the power of martial law. 
Mr. GOFF, Not except during the existence of the insurrec- 
tion; certainly not; but during that it must exist. 
Mr. BORAH. But the martial law goes to the extent of 
restraining the violence, of policing the situation, and no further. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 


ginia yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. GOFF. I do. 

Mr. REED. I just wanted to ask, as a matter of informa- 
tion, who constituted the military tribunal before whom these 


people were tried, if the Senator knows, personally, of course? 
ir. GOFF. I can not give you their names; but they were 


nenbers of the military corps in that zone, some of them 

Mr. REED. Were they officers of the militia or were they 
n ined in the law, judges, or men of that kind? 

Mr. GOFF, I think they were officers of the militia. 

Mr. REED. Can the Senator tell us under what rule of law 
om tried the men? I notice in this order the statement is 


lighter penalties than are provided by law. 


I take it the civil 
law was wiped out. 


Now, under what law, by what rule, did 


thes adjudge these men? There being no civil law, where did 
they get their law? 


Had there been any proclamation defining 
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(hat the military tribunal] may impose heavier penalties or | 





crime? 
whether 
before th 


Had there been anything by which a man could tell 

he had violated the law or not until he was brought 

tise cal aat tribunal and found out what that tribunal of mili» 
tf on considered a violation? 

tt omc ew F. I have endeavored several times to explain the 

noclaw nut the governor acted on, and on which he based his 
Camation. That, again, is this, and it auswers the Senator’s 


pr 








- = 


Dede 


1: 


question: He took the position that I think he was justified in 


taking, that the insurrection on Paint and Cabin Creeks was 
of such a character as to render it absolutely necessary for him, 
in the discharge of his duty, in protecting the tizenship and 
the dignity of the State, as under the decisions the court 
made his will the law—made him, as commander in ehbief 
tually a dictator in the martiai zone. Unless you coneede 
right, unless the governor of a State, when he issues procla 
mation of that kind, when he de res the exist e of { 
law, has the supreme power as the usas of war give hi \ 
less that power exist to him he might just as well not issue t 
proclamation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, if the Senator wil! on 
ther question, I think I understand the Senator's position it 
is that the governor had the power to issue an r p , 
this section of his State under martial lnw 

The question I am trying to get at is what this martial law 
consisted of in that territory. lo illus > what I 1 ys. J 
have alweys understood that when a country was 
placed under martial law in time of actual war the au I 
declaring it under martial law proceeded to issue the 
issue an order to the inhabitants which prescribed the « 

|} and warned them against committing the offense nd then 
case of a violation of that order in time of actual war a m 
tary offender would be tried by a military tribunal ut 
this case I want to know whether there was an rde ued 
any statement ever made to the people us to what would const! 
tute offenses, or whether men were simply dragged before this 
nilitary commission by the soldiery und put up ial for bay 
ing violated martial law, and wh that martial law was re ! 
solely in the breast of the commission, and was nowhere else t 
be found. 

Mr. GOFF. The Senator is mistaken about that. The gov 
ernor did issue his proclamation. The governor did state, as 
| endeavored to explain a few moments ago, what the punisl 
ment should be, except in some cases that they might make 
heavier or less. The crimes he referred to were all specified 
in our statutes, defined in our code, and it was these offenses 
that the military commission was given jurisdiction over. The 
governor, as a matter of fact, was commander in chief, ar 
under the usages of war, as it has existed almost from time 
immemorial, his will was law. You will all recall the decision 
in the Butler case, which originated in New Orleans during 
the Civil War, in which the Supreme Court of the United 
States held in just so many words that the will of Gen. Butle 
was supreme law at New Orleans. That is what I am trying 
to explain to the Senate—that the governor when he so acted 
acted as I say the Supreme Court had given him authority to 
do. The military court, if you wish to so was his agent; 
it acted for him, for he could not be everywhere. He reserved 
the right to supervise its proceedings, which he always did with 
justice and with mercy When war or insurrection prevails 
because of which martial law exists—ferrful as it is to even 
contemplate—nevertheless the situation must be met with an 
iron hand, if not peace will never return and law and order 


will forever disappear. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the tor fré 
ginia yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
Mr. GOFF. I do. 


Sen um West \ 


Mr. SIMMONS. I simply desire to say to the Senator 
West Virginia that we had something in the nature o 
understanding about an hour and a half ago if was rt 
tioned by the action of the Senate, but I think 1 Wi 
eral assent to it. It was that the matter the Senator is W 
ably discussing should be taken up for an bh dt he 
Senator from Indiana |Mr. Kern| would ask t it ( ! 
was going to ask the Senator from West Virginia if ! vi ‘ 
not be willing. in view of that tentative und li ) 
pone his remarks until, say, to-morrow 

Mr. GOFF. Do I understand the Senat f ) North ¢ ) 
lina to intimate that the Senator from d is willing or 
anxious that this resolution shall go over? I! derstood tha 
the situation was so serious that it demanded immediate and 
urgent attention. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I understood the Senator from Indiana to 
state that in an hour he would ask that it might go over. ‘The 
Senator from Indiana has been pressing the resolution th 
great vigor, I think, but in deference to the wishes of a greut 


many Senators that the matter with reference to the tariff bill 


should be disposed of, the Senator, as I understood him, statcel 
that at the end of an hour he would ask that the resoluti 
temporarily laid aside. I trust the Senator from West Virginia 


will acquiesce in that course and permit us to proceed with the 
motion. 
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Mr. GOFF. Will the Senator from North Carolina advise | The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from West y 
me clearly and fully what it is he desires to take up and dis- | has the floor. 
pose of? Mr. GOFF. I yield to the suggestion of the members ,; 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is the motion to refer the tariff bill to | Finance Committee, if it will be understood that the | 
the Finance Committee. resolution comes up as the unfinished business. 

And what we desired, Mr. President, Mr. SIMMONS. I beg pardon of the Senator; I did 
was to know if the Senater from West Virginia would yield | him. 
to ullow us to displace the matter now before the Senate and Mr. GOFF. The resolution will come up as the 
take up the motion referring the tariff bill. business ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not understand— Mr. SIMMONS. It does not displace it 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I am not in charge of the reso- | business. I ask that the resolution—— 
lution, but I am sufficiently interested in it to say that I would Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I presume we may sa‘ 

not consent to a motion being made which would displace it. | sume that it will not be brought up again to-day. 

If the Senator from Indiana, ia the exercise of his judgment, Mr. KERN. I think it is doubtful; but it is not dic, 
shall ask to have it temporarily laid aside, I think there will | It will remain as the unfinished business of the Sen: 
be no objection. the motion to refer is disposed of. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I understood that that is what the Senator Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand that no other 
suid he would do at the end of an hour. business is to occur except the motion to refer. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President—— Mr. SIMMONS. That is the understanding. 

Mr. GOFF. I yielded yesterday when I was discussing this Mr. KERN. That is all. 
proposition right in the midst of the discussion of a case which Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. If it goes over as the 
I had cited from the Supreme Court. Now the same proposi- | business, it will come up regularly at 2 o'clock to-mor 
tion comes to me, and unless there is some urgency about the | would not preclude the morning business and such oth 
matter that I do not at this time realize I beg to be excused. as may be necessary. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Of course the Senator recognizes that there Mr. CRAWFORD. It is not the purpose to take 
is no disposition to take him off his feet without his consent. | this afternoon? 

I supposed, in view of the statement made by the Senator from Mr. SIMMONS. I understand that it is not. I as 
Indiana that at the end of an hour he would ask the Senate | motion to refer the tariff bill to the Finance Committ 
to temporarily lay the unfinished business aside, by reason of | before the Senate. 

which statement I did not make a motion to proveed with the Mr. SMOOT. I would suggest to the Senator f; 
consideration of the motion to refer the tariff bill to the com- | that he had better ask unanimous consent that tly 
mittee, the Senator from West Virginia would agree to yield. | business be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. GOFF. Is it the wish of the members of the Finance Mr. KERN. I understood that that was implied. 
Committee—and I am speaking now of those upon both sides of Mr. SMOOT. It has not been done by the Senate 
the aisle—that this course should be taken? Mr. KERN. I ask unanimous consent that the 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is the wish of the majority members of | business be temporarily laid aside. 
the Finance Committee. I do not know what may be the wish The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 1: 
of the minority members. unanimous consent that the pending resolution, w! 

Mr. PENROSE, I think the minority members of the Finance | unfinished business, be temporarily laid aside. 
Committee are anxious to have a vote on the motion of the Sen- Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. ‘The effect of that 
ator from North Carolina at as early a time as possible. it over until 2 o’clock to-morrow? 

Mr. KERN. I am very anxious to have the matter which is Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
now under discussion disposed of, and I have so expressed Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. With that 
myself at all times. I know, or thought I knew, that all the | not object. 
members of the Finance Committee desire a vote on the ques- The VICE PRESIDENT. There being no 0! 
tion of the reference of the tariff bill. In view of that, I said | unfinished business is temporarily laid aside. 
it would be entirely agreeable to me, and at the expiration of THE TARIFF. 
= bout I would ask that the pending business be temporarily The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
aid aside until that vote was taken. It was suggested by the now asks that his motion to refer the tariff bill to 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] that if at the end of an hour Gadiiinttian with a e rents theret “ ; laid be 
there was some speaker on his feet the request should not be T] a 1 7 Sy , fect - he et eo as 
made. I assured him and the Senate that any speaker on his | - wm USING TD CUFOCO®, ( bat question 7 1“ pe 
feet would be treated with courtesy. oo the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tuo, 

If the Senator from West Virginia is to be inconvenienced, — : ie ie ‘ Ss 
of course I will not make the request. If, however, he could a res Mr. ipo! we a vy 
without inconvenience suspend his remarks and let this matter - "9 rn oo ne “7 <— a 
be temporarily laid aside until the vote may be taken to refer to Ge character of Tabor employed os the be 
the tariff bill in the course of two or three hours. it would be | COUBttyY. I will proceed at the point where the 
a favor to me and doubtless to all members of the Finance Com- “a this subject bai ee: seals ; 
mittee. ‘That Is all of the situation. i nena oe he ee eee be fa 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to assure the Senator from West Vir- | perhaps exploited by a superior class. The agricultur 
ginia that there is an earnest desire, as I understand it, on the sot fields are usually a very different set from the fa 
part of the Finance Committee that the matter of reference ae eee: oS eo ain ak tees. eee, tl 
should be disposed of this afternoon. by Japanese under contract, there being usually a hi 
Mr. WORKS. May I ask the Senator from North Caro- | Sort of sweater, who undertakes to furnish the men. I! 
lina . . years Hindus (brought down from British Columbia) als 


lta . in the beet fields of California. In Colorado “ imm 
Mr. GOFF. Does the temporary delay or suspension the Sen- | Mexico compete with New Mexicans (i. e., born in New 
ator alludes to necessarily mean that the pending matter goes | sians, and Japanese.” Indians from the reservation 
over for to-day? ' ployed in Colorado, and boys have been sent out under su 
: te . 4 , ; the juvenile court of Denver. At one time convict lab 
Mr. SIMMONS. No; it will be taken up as soon as a vote is | Nebraska. 
bad on the motion to refer. In — parts of Colorado, in Montana, and at the beet 
. CART Th. 7 5 single factory in Kansas, Russian Germans are employed 
Mr. GOE I . What do I understand by two or three hours? ous and interesting people are Germans who were imported 
Mr. KERN, It remains the unfinished business. by the Empress Katherine; they persistently maintained t! 
Mr. SIMMONS. It remains the unfinished business. It is | language and religion; in recent years they have been 
not displaced Russia by persecution. They now center abeut Lincoln, \ 
\ ge a eng : ‘ shipped under contract to the beet fields, where they are 2 
Mr. KERN. If it will accommodate the Senator to let it go | much-prized workers. They are much more welcome tb 
over as the unfinished business until to-morrow, we would yield | Indians and Mexicans; more welcome even than the Japa! 
that point to him ; quick and capable, but often break their contracts. The | 
Mr. WORKS. _ a af sians camp in whole families at the beet region for the s 
Mr. WORKS. I wanted to ask the Senator from North Caro- | women, and children toil in the fields. In Michigan t 
lina whether it would be understood that the resolution is laid a iy a a — oo eg 
a) +14 . i - Na ges uffalo, an ttsburgh. ne circulars issued by the lr 
aside temporarily only for the purpose of taking a vote upon Agriculture and by the State boards and bureaus repeated 
the motion without the intervention of other business, executive | attention of the beet farmers to the possibility of emp!>: 
or otherwise. immigrants. a oe ee it is ane - i 
y at i andi worry ; here is a large supply of just the persons wante 
Mr. SIMMONS. That is my understanding. Cities there is a class of foreignere—Germans, French, Russ 
Mr. KERN. That is all, landers, Austrians, Bohemians—who have had more or 


NY 


as the u 
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rowing in their native countries. * Every spring sees 
iies of this class of workmen moving out from our cities into 


lds. 
my criticism of this condition is not aimed at the 
s as such nor at the work itself. It is aimed at the 


t if protection is needed for’this industry because of the 
us of labor involved in it, then that protection does not 
the citizens of this country, but is for a class some of 
ay become citizens, some of whom are precluded from 
. citizens, but all of whom belong to that class which 
(he system of protection is undermining the employment 
ricans and substituting for them in all the varied lines 
y protected pursuits a class of people who ought not to 
iployed to the exclusion of our own people unless it is 
the absolute necessity of conditions beyond the control 
It is this phase of the question of labor in America 
n my judgment, constitutes its most important and at 
e time its most sinister aspect. 


y be that the nature of the work which these people are | 


red to do and for which it is said they are better paid 
they would be anywhere else is such that it will not be 
rmed by any other class of people, and therefore these 

be employed to do it in this particular industry, and I 

: that is very largely true. But the necessity which re- 
quires this employment is one thing and the contention that 
ges are paid to them because of the protection granted 

vernment to that industry is quite another thing. 

[bere is another class of labor, of course, which is employed 

{ ndustry, a higher class of labor, but which is separate 
listinect from the hand labor in the beet fields to which I 
am now referring. There is still another class in the factories, 
but its amount is comparatively small, the boast of the beet- 
refiner being that through improved machinery condi- 
the human hand does not touch the material from the 
time the beets are sliced at one end of the factory until the 

shed product appears ready for the market at the other. Of 

se, my criticisms do not concern that element. 

Mr. President, I willingly concede that there are wages paid 
by some of these companies which stand in grateful contrast to 
the rate paid to the common laborer, whatever that rate may 

It is not peculiar to this industry; it is characteristic of 
ail these highly organized and capitalized combinations. It is 
he wage which is received by the men on top, by the men 
higher up, and which is also included in the general aggregate 
of the cost of production, the contrast between the two being as 


ne 


strikingly apparent as it is in other protected industries. 
Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 


yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield 

Mr. WORKS. Does the Senator from Colorado mean to be 
understood that in the amount of wages paid, as I gave them, 
the higher-up employees were included? 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, no. 

Mr. WORKS. My discussion of the subject related entirely, I 
will have the Senator understand, to workmen in the beet fields. 

Mr. THOMAS. I understood that perfectly. I have refer- 
ence, Mr. President, to the salaries paid by some of these com- 
panies to their officials, which, as I have said, is remarkable, if 
for 

rers and the amount of their wages, which have been here 

the subject of discussion and which, as I have said, also con- 
stitute an item entering into the cost of production. I know 
company which pays its president $35,000 a year. 


of one 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator name the com- 
pany ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. It is the Great Western. 

Mr. SMOOT. How many factories has the Great West- 


ern Co.? 

Mr. THOMAS. They have 9, I think—9 or 10—9 in my State. 

Mr. SMOOT. And they pay their president $35,000 a year? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes: and they pay the manager $25,000; 
the vice president $10,000, and the treasurer $5,000. What the 
scale Of wages is below that I do not know; but it is indicative 
oF the fact, Mr. President, that there are two scales of wages 
= tiese protected industries—one out of all proportion, in my 
juds ment, in its size; the other never beyond what the market 

Mr SMOOT. Mr. President 
_, the VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. SMOOT, I should like to ask the Senator if that is not 





ue case in every vocation of life, and particularly as to the fees 
i€ practice of law? 


in tl 
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| Mr. THOMAS. I think it is the case, Mr. President, in in 
| dustries as now organized; and I think that in the law the men 
| who have laboriously acquired a position in the profe 
whose abilities and reputation have been established, and 
| ticularly when they have been established to such a degree that 
they appeal to these great combinations, which need those 
ities to enable them to graze the edges of the law and avoid 
its penalties in carrying out their schemes and machinations 
some of these are very highly compensated, as I am informed. 

Mr. SMOOT. Well, Mr. President, I suppose that the 8 ir 
| will not confine his comparison to that particular class of attor 
neys— 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, no 

Mr. SMOOT. Because I am sure the Senator knows | 
well as I do that in the great mining suits in the West. when 
large questions are involved, the men who are { s i 
those disputes always seek out the man whom they tl 
most able to present their case in the very best possib 
On the other hand, I never object to the attorney char f 
it whether the suit concerns a great corporation or any « 
kind of a company. 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not know whether the Senator’s 
ment is intended for a question or a stump speech 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, not at all. I am only referring to my own 
personal experience. I will say that I never had the Senator 
as an attorney in a lawsuit, but I have had experience 
that line, and I am speaking from personal experience 

Mr. THOMAS. It is undoubtedly true, Mr. President, that 
the class of counsel to whom the Senator from Utah refers are 
not all of them employed in the manner to which I have r 
ferred. I plead guilty to the fact also that I have received 
some pretty good fees in mining cases, and that the work was 
in many respects more lucrative, if not more agreeable, than the 
task in which I am now engaged. 

Mr. SMOOT. I agree with the Senator 

Mr. THOMAS. But, Mr. President, I do not belie (1 
attorneys, when employed in mining cases or in any othe 
cases, if you please, should be confounded with that class « 
salaried men whose compensation is included in the cost of 
production of a given article of commerce, and so included as 


no other reason, for the contrast presented to the class of | 


a reason for continuing a bigh tariff duty upon the necessiti: 
of life upon the theory that the cost of production makes su 
protection necessary against foreign competition. I am 
mentioning this matter in no captious spirit, in no complaining 
mood. I am not here for the purpose of saying that tho 
gentlemen do not earn their money. I might further and 
admit that they do, but it the contrast to which I wish t 
focus attention, for it reveals the real beneficiaries of proté 
tion as well as the range of compensation which, when the qu 
tion of cost of production is considered, in its bearing upon f! 
general welfare of the consumers of the country, is carefu 


| 
I 


as 


° 
RO 


is 


kept in the background. I shall say nothing further upon this 
general subject, but there are one or two other matters which 
have been discussed in this debate to which I wish to re 
before taking my seat. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Smitrn], the other day 
either misconceived or misconstrued my purpose when I ealled 
the attention of the Senate to a cireular which was issued by a 
certain manufacturing concern in the State of New York lle 


said that I gave an exhibition of brazen effrontery here 
asserting that the institutions and industries interested in « 
affected by the schedules of the Underwood bill should not | 
heard to remonstrate or to complain, and would be investigated 
if they did. If I had taken such a position, the criticism of 
Senator from Michigan would be just, but I am unconsciou 
having done so. What I purposed was to focus attention upon 


what seemed to be a calculated and deliberate attempt to coe 
the employees of a great industry into uniting with their er 
ployer in bringing pressure to bear upon the Senate of the 
United States-for the purpose of preventing the enactment 


71) 


its present form at least, of the Underwood bill 
I said then, and I repeat, that whenever and wherever such 
conditions manifest themselves. I think it is the duty of Sen 


ators on both sides of this Chamber to emphasize the fact and 
to let the country know it, for, surely, no Senator in this bods 
will contend that any man or corporation, however powerfu! 
or however sincere in the apprehension of impending injury o1 
disaster, has any right or authority whatsoever to force th 
ands of dependent employees by threatening to reduce th 
wages, by demanding that they write lettews or petitions, « 
by otherwise interfering with their voluntary action, to the end 
| that the legislative policy of this body shall be influenced. M 





| may petition all they please; they may remonstrate all the) 
| please; they may entreat all they please; they may threaten a 





», 
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they please, and prophesy to their heart’s content; that is one | to have been elected, was wholly due to other causes 
thing, and no man should interfere, whether his judgment com- | was a great silver sentiment in those days. It was bs 
mends or condemns the practice. It is the exercise, however, of | the best of reasons. Those who believed in bimeta}; 
authority over others, that is always done on occasions of this | with their feet firmly planted on the Constitution of ¢), 
kind, that has been done in the course of political campaigns | States, and the great heart of the common people eye: 
heretofore, and that has determined the result in some of} sustained them. They knew, as we knew, that bot 

themi—it is that evil to which my remarks were directed, Mr.| were essential in the performance of their monetary ¢. 
President, an evil that has assumed tremendous proportions in | to the financial well-being of the country; but the great ; 
the past, and which would exceed these proportions now were | interests of that day, Mr. President, were, and had | 
it not for the fact that the present administration is a tariff-| years, absolutely opposed to anything but gold in this 
revision-downward administration, and is in sympathy with the | as the ultimate money of redemption, the Constitutio 
majority of both Houses of Congress, and, therefore, armed | contrary notwithstanding. Not only that, but they w: 
with authority to protect the weak and the dependent from this | lutely opposed to a continuance in circulation of t} 

unwarranted and oppressive requirement. It was therefore, both | backs and demanded their retirement. They also cov 
desirable and just to have done what I did the other day in| great power of note issue, which belongs to the Go 

bringing the matter to the attention of the Senate as soon as| and must belong to every government calling its: 
the first specific instance of its exercise appeared, and thereby | the world over, and which, surrendered to the hands 
saving a good deal of trouble hereafter. | interests, would invest them with the most potent 

Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan, in the course of | sovereignty known to modern civilization. 
his remarks the other day, emphasized the old contention that President Cleveland was elected, and on the 4th d 
any interference with or attempted amendment of tariff sched- | 1893, took his seat. Eight days afterwards, on th 
ules, any attempted application of what I think he termed | of March, this circular was sent to national banks in 
the Democratic idea of finance and of administrative economy | States: 
to the laws of the country, produced great industrial disturb- DEAR Sir: The interests of national bankers require } 
ances and depressions. He drew a picture of the ovation which | cial legislation by Congress. Silver, silver certificates, 
was paid to Mr. Wilson in the House of Representatives in | notes must be retired. 

1894, on the occasion of the passage of the Wilson tariff bill I will read that again: 

through that body, and declared that the shoulders which bore Silver, silver certificates, and Treasury notes must be : 
him in triumph from that Chamber on that occasion soon after- | national-bank notes, upon a gold basis, made the only : 
wards bore a burden so heavy that it took 20 years of time for | requires the authorization of $500,000,000 to $1,000,000.1) 
the party responsible for that measure to regain a sufficient pe re Eva Ea SE a to _ 
amount of confidence from the American people to get back into | 4 money stringency felt among your’ patrons, especial 
power. Of course the inference, if not the assertion itself, was | fluential business men. Advocate an extra session of (o1 
that we are on the threshold of a repetition of those unfor- ou a So Serene? ene 06 yo Bagg mer a one a 
iunate conditions, which can only be prevented by the defeat of | conditional ‘fepeal, as per secmmipanying aaa ‘Wes pers 
the present measure or by submitting the task of revision to | with Congressmen, and, particularly, let your wishes be kn 
our friends across the aisle. Senators. 

Mr. President, I think I can say with perfect impunity that 
no panic in the past history of this country was ever caused by 
any attempted reform of the tariff or by a downward revi- 
sion of tariff schedules; that no such disturbance has ever | majority too great, coming fresh then, as now, frou 
oceurred in the past which can be logically or properly traced to be influenced in the right direction 
to changes or attempted changes in the protective tariff laws of ne Setaue Uhh ot ale Tee asea i t, 
the United States. The Senator is too well acquainted with the | pends upon immediate action, as there is an. increasins 
history of his country, he is too able a statesman to be ignorant | favor of governmental legal-tender notes and silver coinag: 
of the fact that the panie to which he alluded the other day 
was born, reached maturity, and had practically passed its 
crisis before the Wilson bill became a law. 

It was a panic, Mr. President, which had its origin in entirely 
different causes; it was a panic deliberately produced in this 
country for the purpose of doing away with a statute of the 
United States, the operation of which was objectionable to the 
great financial powers of the country—I refer to what was 
popularly known as the Sherman silver law, whose repeal was 
accomplished through the perpetration of the most colossal 
tragedy of the nineteenth century, regardless of its consequences 
upon the business interests of the Nation, upon the welfare 
of the people, upon the general prosperity then everywhere | jt pecomes necessary from their point of view, 
prevalent. panic through their control of credits and exchans 

‘The campaign of 1892 was ostensibly a campaign between two | that that was a conspiracy. There can be no questio 
great political parties, with our old familiar friend, the tariff, Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— 
as the issue between them. Each party nominated its ticket, The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fro! 
adopted its platform, organized for the campaign, and made | yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
the issue of protection or tariff reform the principal subject Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 
of contention. The people supposed that to be the issue; but Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the Senator if he ! 
it was merely the decoy placed before the public for the purpose | of the person or the firm sending out that circular 
of arousing and deceiving them, as it did deceive them, while Mr. THOMAS. The Senator will find an account of 
the real purpose of the campaign to be made effective through ject in the July, 1895, number of The Forum, under 
the election of Mr. Cleveland and the defeat of his opponent | entitled “ Sound currency the dominant political iss 
involved a tremendous revolution in the financial policy of the Mr. NORRIS. Can the Senator not give the n 
country. author? 

Mr. President, I am not going into the history to any very Mr. THOMAS. [I can not give it at this moment 
great extent of that frightful period; but I believe that it is | nated from New York City. 
necessary at the outset of the consideration and determination Mr. NORRIS. Does the Senator know the bank f! 
by the Senate of this great measure to let the country know | it emanated? 
what were the real causes of the great industrial disturbances Mr. ‘THOMAS. I do not. , 
of the past, to the end that this apprehension, this prophecy of Mr. NORRIS. Does the Senator know how univers 
disaster, this campaign of prophecies of bad times, may not | instructions were obeyed which were contained in the 
have the effect upon the public mind which it is designed to Mr. THOMAS. History answers that. 
have, and which, when entertained, necessarily deters many Mr. NORRIS. I would ask the Senator particu! 
from a consideration and performance of what the Guties and | banks did immediately, and for the reason that they ' 
demands of the time require. manded to do so by the circular, call in one-half of 

i have said that the panic of 1893, ascribed to the change | loans? 5 
in our tariff policy as contemplated and pledged by the Demo- Mr. THOMAS. The bankers retired a good part 0! A 
cratic administration and upon which issue it was supposed | culation and called in their loans, or a great many 0! 





Then, as now, the votes of Senators seemed to b 
importance, perhaps of controlling importance, the | 
Representatives being then, as now, too unwieldy) 


That circular acted, as a writer upon the subj 
said, “like a bombshell in a glass factory.” A | 
bank-notes were to be retired from circulation; in ot 
millions of circulating money were for all practical | 
be destroyed and money made as dear as possibl: 
other hand, one-half of all the outstanding loans \ 
called in. No enginery which the mind of man can 
Mr. President, is so powerful as those two agencies 
for the production of widespread and universal n 
aster, and it came. And the interests which to-day 
ing their belief that disaster may result from the e! 
legislation designed to reduce the burdens of taxati: 








1915. 
\Ir NORRIS. ‘Those thiugs have occurred, at least to some | 
+: but I wanted to know, if I could, just how much effect | 
+ circular had upon the situation and how well it was | 
hoya, It seems to me that the ordinary banker would ea | 
| 





» be dictated to by a letter which absolutely commanded 

him to call in one-half of his loans. 

~ .t. ‘THOMAS, Oh, I suppose that there were many bankers 
id no attention to it. I do not mean to say that every 
or every institution who received a copy of this circu- | 

‘ed in accordance with it. I know that was not the case 
section of the country. 

NORRIS. I should like to ask the Senator if he can 
any information as to how much publicity was given to 
ular at the time or about the time it was sent out? 

ir. THOMAS. I can only answer that— 

\ NORRIS. I should think such a circular would have at 

ed » good deal of attention everywhere. 

\Iy. THOMAS. We heard a good deal during the special ses- 

18903 of an object lesson which had been given to the 

_ We heard a great deal at that time about the object 

‘that had been given the country, and this was the object 


Ol 


\Ir. NORRIS. Did the Senator at the time that it occurred 
any knowledge of the circulation of that letter? 
~My. THOMAS. I knew while the debates at the special ses 
to which I listened from the gallery, that such a 
- had been issued. 

NORRIS. Was evidence given at that time as to who 


of 1898, 


THOMAS. My recollection is that if the Senator will | 
the debates of that memorable special session he will 
nformation upon the subject. 
NORRIS. I have no doubt of that; and I am interrogat- 
e Senator for the purpose of information only. Per 
s » IL never heard of that circular, or if I did I have for- 
1 It struck me as being a remarkable thing, and it 
| to me that perhaps the Senator might be able to give 
ch more definite information in regard to it. Can the | 
S r inform us as to how general its circulation was? Was | 
it sent to all of the banks? 
fHOMAS. My recollection is that it was addressed °| 
the national banks. 
Mr. NORRIS. I understand that. | 
Mr. THOMAS. The pamphlet which I have in my possession | 
| 


tu! lO 


: irticle upon the subject by Allan L. Benson, which ap- 
I <1 in Pearson’s Magazine for March, 1912. I shall be very 
clad to give it to the Senator. 

Mr. NORRIS. Has the Senator any other information as to 
Mr. THOMAS. I have referred to the article in The Forum 
so to the debates at the special session. That is as much 

formation as I ean give the Senator at the present time. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, I should like to ask the Senator, if he 
will yield further, whether he does not know, as a matter of 
ct, that this letter could not have been widely circulated, or 

as a matter of fact, it was not something that was gen- 

’ known all over the country? 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, Mr. President, it was not published in the 
daily papers. It was not sent to everybody. 
NORRIS. Would it not have been published in the daily 
papers if it had been sent broadcast? 
Mr. THOMAS. Oh, undoubtedly; and if it had been pub- 
‘ished in the daily papers it would have defeated its purpose. 
Mr. NORRIS, The Senator does not mean to say that if 
banker did receive one he would have been willing to con- 
the fact that he had received it? 
Mr. THOMAS. I do not think I said that. 
Mr. NORRIS. No; I say, the Senator does not want to give 
that impression? 

Mr. THOMAS. No. 

Mr. NORRIS. Then, as a matter of fact, if it was sent to 
of the bankers in the country, it would naturally have fol- 
owed that a great many copies would have gotten into other 
” Mp aa have been given publicity immediately? 
wenn, cae MAS. That depends entirely upon the circumstances 
uncer which it was sent. I have no doubt circulars have been 

i since then by the same interests. 

oe anil Oh, I have no doubt of that, either. 
woe 2 )MAS. Which desire now to take the power of note 

* from the Government of the United States and to retire 
the outstanding greenbacks, 
corns a I have no doubt but that that has often oc- 
aut ut in this particular instance it seems to me a remark- 

‘© Statement is made. A command emanates from some 





CVet 
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source telling the bankers how they shall condutt their busi 
hess, and it seems to me remarkable that it should not have 
received great publicity at the time 

Mr. THOMAS. The men who control the finances of the 
United States are very apt to command, and do command, and 
their commands are generally obeyed. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 


Mr. THOMAS. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Pace]. I 
think, has the preference. 

Mr. PAGE. I yield to the Senator from New York 

Mr. ROOT. I did not observe who signed this cireular I 


did not hear the Senator read the name of the sign 


because there is no signer in the copy I have. 


think perhaps the Senator knows better than I do where it 
‘ame from. 
Mr. ROOT. [I never heard of it. The idea that any con 


siderable effect would be produced upon the act 
ers of this country by a circular without any signature seems to 
me to be rather absurd 


Mr. THOMAS. I am not responsible for the manner in which 
it strikes the mind of the Senator from New Yor! 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Pre sident 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 


yield to the Senator from Vermont? 


moment. I think the Senator from New 
York is personally acquainted with Mr. William Solomon, of 
the great international banking house of Speyer & Co., who 
perhaps can give him a great deal of information, if he is still 
living. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I have not the honor of t) 
quaintance of that gentleman, and if I had I certainly should 
not expect him to give me more or better information th M 
Senator from Colorado thinks would justify him as the b 


of a speech to the Senate. 
has produced this circular and has stated that this was the 
basis of the panic which followed the repeal of the Sherman 
silver act and the agitation of the Wilson t 
sponsibility to tell us what it is; 
signed it, or whether it was signed by anyone, then he Is taki 
up the time of the Senate on 
jecture and suspicion. 


| does not 
York, either as to this circular or as to anything else is 
responsible to his own people and to the country for what he 
says, and he proposes to continue this discussion alor 


circulation than what is contained in that article? . 


lines, however much the Senator from New York may disap 
prove it. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 


vield t 


rado, but I think I was in a position to have known if any such 
circular as he has described had been 
banks of this country. 
and to say that a goodly portion of the banks of the count: 
responded to this letter and reduced their loans 
by it. 


cerned, there was not a single bank in Vermont that responded 

































































ield to the Senator from New York? 


Mr. THOMAS. I did not give the name of the 


Mr. ROOT. Was this an anonymous circular? 
Mr. THOMAS. I do not know, but I do not think it wa I 


ion of the bank 


Mr. THOMAS. Ina 


It is the Senator from Colorado who 


iriff bill. It is! re 


1e does not know who 


and if 
a very slender foundation of con 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, the Senator 


have to take instructions from the Ser 


from Colorado 


ator from New 


the Senator from Vermont? 
Mr. THOMAS. I do. 
Mr. PAGE. I have great 


respect for the Senator from Colo 


sent to all the nation 
I understand the Senator to go farther, 
sted 


as sucg 


I am morally certain that, so far as my own State is con 


to that circular if it 


came; and I think I am in position to 
have known the fact if it had existed. I want to say furt 
to the Senator, that if he will invesiigate the matter and finds 


that a single bank in Vermont proceeded along the lines 
gested in that circular, and will name some benevolent 
tion in his State that is in need, I will give it a check 2 

I will do that for a single instance of any bank in Vermont that 
complied with that suggestion, if it was received; and I do not 
believe any one of them did receive it. Indeed, Mr. President, 
it seems to me the statement is so preposterous as hardly to 


institu 


for $250. 


require an answer. Still, I have no doubt that the Senator 
from Colorado makes it in good faith. 
Mr. THOMAS. This “ preposterous” statement seems to be 


calling forth a good many answers. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. THOMAS. I do. 

Mr. LANE. I will say for the information of the various 
Senators, while I am not taking any part in this discussion, 


from Colorade 










heard 
ind il 


rumors that there was such a 
quired of a friend of mine who 
the circular. He had 
I read it myself, but 

It came from N 
I was assured by 


circular in exist- 
is and was a national 
received such a cir- 


ker sl 


cular; it did exist; 
forgotten who 


ldientic 


w York. I saw that 
this banker that he 


signed it. 
ircular, and 
cted upon it. 

You muy have that for just what it 
tirely welcome to the information. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
does know the n: and the ator from 
ive us the name of the banker to whom he 
gr: 


al 
is worth. You are en- 
Colorado 
Oregon will 
we can tele 
iph and find out; perhaps he can remember the name of the 
gentleman who signed the circular. 

Mr. LANE. I must decline to give the name of the banker. 
He is a friend of mine and is still in the banking business, and 
I fear that it would be disastrous to him. 

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator from Oregon 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want 
first time I ever heard of this circular. 

Mr. LANE. I have known of it for, lo, these many years. 

Mr. SMOOT. I, of course, am not going to question it until 
I make further examination into the matter, but I know that 
I was in such a position at that time that if any such circular 
had been sent to the banks in general I would have known it. 
I want to say to the Senator from Colorado that if a circular of 
that kind should come to a bank of which I was president, or 
of which I was a director, I should consider it an insult. There 
is no bank and no man in this country that has a right to de- 
mand of any banking institution what it shall do with its loans 
or its circulation. 
rect, we can find out in about 10 minutes whether or not the 
circulation of the banks was withdrawn. 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, yes: I think if the Senator will consult 
the reports of the Comptroller of the Currency about the time 
a panic was inaugurated, he will find that it came about very 
largely through withdrawal of circulation and the calling in of 
loans. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think the Senator 
circulation question. 
to diseuss the question as to what was the cause of the panic of 
1893-94-95. 
what the Senator has said. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have yielded more time now than I had 
supposed would be consumed; but let me ask the Senator from 
Vermont a question, if the Senator from Utah is through. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; if the Senator desires to ask a question 
of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. THOMAS. I desire to ask the Senator if he has ever 
seen this circular in Vermont? 

Mr. PAGE. I do not know that I ever have; 


not me, Sel 


refers, 


is very wise. 
to say that this is the 


or 


is mistaken as to the 


and I think if 
any circular of that kind had come from a responsible source 
I should have remembered it. 


. 
Mr. 


THOMAS. 
on that subject? 

Mr. PAGE. I was at that time, and am now, the president 
of a national bank. 

Mr. THOMAS. I knew that, or the Senator would not have 
made an offer of $250 for this purpose. 

Mr. PAGE. I wish to say to the Senator that I have great 
respect for the bankers of Vermont— 

Mr. THOMAS. So have I. 

Mr. PAGE. And I do not believe any one of them would 
have received such a circular without having made it public 
and denouncing it. 

Mr. BURTON. 
for a moment? 

Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. BURTON. I was unfortunately absent when the state 
ment was made which has evoked criticism. What do I un- 
derstand is the statement of the Senator from Colorado—that 
a circular was issued advising the national banks to diminish 
their circulation? 

Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. BURTON. 

Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. BURTON. 

Mr. THOMAS. Eight days after Mr. Cleveland’s inauguration. 

Mr. BURTON. Does not the Senator from Colorado know 
that the circulation of national banks increased, rather than 
diminished, after that? 

Mr. THOMAS. No; I am not aware of it. 
I do not think that is the case. 

Mr. BURTON. The circulation of national banks reached its 
minimum in the year 1891. There was a very sharp decline 
in circulation from 1888 to 1891, due principally to a perfectly 


The Senator’s recollection, then, is not clear 


Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me 


Certainly. 


Yes, sir. 
At what time? 


In 18938, on the 12th day of March. 
1893 ? 


On the contrary, 
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I regret to say I have | 


If the statement made by the Senator is cor- | 


Of course it is not my desire at this time | 


I have listened with a great deal of pleasure to | 


yrsicenenn — 


| plain cause, namely, the very considerable 
| which was circulating as currency. Th 
| the year 1891, when it reached its minimum 
culation of national-bank notes. It increased in 1 
It increased in 1898 over 1892, and again in 1894 oy 
seems that the inference of the Senator from Color 

Mr. THOMAS. Perhaps it is, Mr. President: p 
fact is that in the early summer of 1893, 15 mont 
Wilson bill became a law, this country was vi 
most tremendous panic in its history. Time 
were abundant, industry was thriving. 
for it unless it was produced by artificial means 
right to call attention to these matters in answer { 
tion that the Wilson bill of 1894, which became a 1}: 
of that year, carried in its train a fearful freight o;{ 
the people of the United States and to its various j 

Mr. Solomon, in the issue of the Forum to whic] 
upon this subject—and I believe I stated that he \ 
to be, a member of the great banking house of Spey 

It was well understood that a reform of the tariff was | 
| nal issue of the campaign in 1892, and that all the cha 
rung upon that theme, but enthusiasm for a reform of 
not have produced for the antisnapper movement the s 

That reminds me of the “antisnapper moveme! 
called, which was the name given by the Cleveland | 
the early convention of Senator Hill, which was « 
purpose of electing Hill delegates to the Chicago co) 
that year. 

What it produced then was the conviction that th 
Democratic Party, with Mr. Cleveland at its head, would 
| of the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act. A large n 
men who joined actively in the work of organization, thou 
| reformers, could not have afforded to make the numerous 
necessary to taking an active part in a canvass on any but 
issue as that of the maintenance of the integrity of the cur: 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Serator 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. THOMAS. If it will not take but a moment. 

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator object to my quoti! 
Statistical Abstract of the United States? 

Mr. THOMAS. It depends upon how long it takes 

Mr. SMOOT. Just a few minutes—not a few min 
not take that. I just wanted to quote from the AI 
| the circulation was in 1892, 1893, 1894, and 1895. 

Mr. THOMAS. Go ahead. 

Mr. PAGE. Has the Senator the figures for 1891? 

Mr. SMOOT. I have, if the Senator wishes them. 

Mr. ROOT. Read them, too. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will begin with 1891. 
1891 

Mr. THOMAS. What is the Senator giving? Is t! 
amount of national-bank notes? 

Mr. SMOOT. National-bank notes in circulation. 

Mr. THOMAS. What time in 1892? 

Mr. SMOOT. It is for the year 1891 first. I 
other years as I go along. 

In 1891 the cireulation was $162.220.646; in 15 
$167,271,517; in 1893 it was $174,609,786; in 15! 
$200,718,200; in 1895 it was $206,903,601; and in 156 
$215,168,122. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
one good effect, 
circulation. 

Mr. SMOOT. Rather than decreasing it, as the a 

Mr. THOMAS. That may or may not be. The Se! 
not read anything except the aggregate amount of no! 
for each year. But to proceed. Mr. Solomon also 52) 

The nomination of Mr. Cleveland might be called a met 
teapot, compared with the battle to repeal the purchasin 
the Sherman Act. This required the calling of an extra s¢ 
gress in the summer, and after the people had had an ob) 
the threatened danger. 

Of what did that object lesson consist, unless it 
thing of this sort? I do not think the political litera! 
day will show any other than this particular object 
liberately inaugurated for the purpose of securing U 
of the purchasing clause of that statute. 

He continues: 

The severity of this object lesson in every part of tle ‘ 
too well known to need much comment. Surely the me! 
lived to see the financial crises of 1873, 1874, and 1890 w 
that the crisis of 1893 surpassed all of the others combined 
tion and in the extent of its damage. 


What did Senator Hill say in discussing the subi~ of ¢ 


amou 


i decre; SO ¢ 


( 


3 we 


r ? . 
rhere yw 


fro! 





The cir 


will 


to ! 


The Wilson tariff bill seems 
anyhow, if it increased the nati 


repeal on the floor of this Chamber on August 29, | 
read : : a 
They (the bankers) inaugurated the policy of refusing !0° 


people, even upon the best of security, and attempted in every ¥“) t 





1ROG / 












CONGRESSIONAL KR 











ECORD—SEN ATE. 





; throughout the land. These disturbers—these pro- Mr. RANSDELL. It is 
publie peril represent largely the creditor class, the men Mr. JAMes. And is it not true that the Demo ’ 1 n 
ippreciate the gold dollar in order to subserve their own of 1912 specifically indorsed that action? ' 
men who revel in hard times; men who drive harsh Mr. RANSDELL. No , ae 
their fellow men regardless of financial distress ; and men | Mr. JAMES. Did it not do it In these word 
ir with the principles of monetary science. Mr. RANSDELL. Read the words. | ae 
president, without reference to how much money was | oh Sass Daa Sea awe 
whether any was retired, without reference to the limited oanen’ ta —— er oe v a Fe ae = 
, yr any . > . , i : ~~ a : ~ eT rv a t rent 
of loans or whether any loans were called in, the factions, it is opportune to point to the record of , hy f 
t is that some method was resorted to for the pur- eee House of Representatives in the Sixty-s¢ tc 
, . E . fs : ( nadorse its cttor ( w che ende ‘ 
ducing an object lesson the effect of which was to | that of any Genaens wih h hes a 7 casseeaeal by a 2 
eal of an obnoxious financial statute. If Senators | , “ We indorse its action,” says the Demoi atic p t WI Ww 
r think this circular is mythical, who deride its exist- | eae " ee various tariff bills, chief an which 
ceive any other basis, any other object lesson than the | 44 , «hapa 
h I have called attention, which was then adminis- |. “*' that point, Mr. President, I was ed, and tl 
people of a nation, I am perfectly willing to accept unfinished business was taken up; so L had no opportunit : 
x<tent to which it goes. But until that is done I main- roy: 
° . « : ; or j j j 
panic of 1893 was a manufactured panic—manu Now, Mr. Pr sident, the pertinent inquiry ide Did 
y the means I have asserted, manufactured for a de- people of Louisiana think, after the Democratic platform of 
purpose, which was finally accomplished without re- | year was adopted, that the party was pledged to free suga 
y e misery, the bankruptcy, and the ruin that followed | and the consequent destruction of this great dustry? I wish 
or three years in its trail. a condition which I trust in | in a few words to explain what was their understanding In 
; country may never again encounter, but which ean the first place, we based our reliance upon this plank of the 
tever may be said of it, be laid to the passage and | platform, the business plank, not the pyrotechnical on 
operation of a Democratic tariff law, as it was | nected oik tn that our system of tariff taxation | timate 
— sve the result: we have this assiened as the cause, | ae a or ro a of the sonny and we favor the ult 
7s pea ’ nent of the principles e advocate by | slat t t wi 
; either the cause or some other than the tariff situa- | injure or destroy legitimate iadastee. ’ oe = 
be assigned for it Tl tl 
l ; : ; iif plank, let me repe: i » busines lanl Py 
0 irther reflection, Mr. President, and I am done. I do} form in is the one whi pes - vow i Poa ay _ 
; : . . ' ° ] as sounde Do »\ » } 
even the Senator from Michigan will contend that the | speakers, and especially by tn { a a aaa bs Vilaon 
of 1907 was due to any threat of tariff revision, or that it making hi neech of aces “9 ‘ie ~igetamgence Bagot th os 
° . * . . . ° i "= » 7 « ‘A "CCT tuce { LUOLe vVhat 
to any impending disturbance of existing industrial | rather bri or n tl bi ot - — aes WHat ih I 
" ; : . ie - ” —— , © SUDJCCL. 
Every man is entitled to his own opinion concern- Tariff ie: aes 
ontaauae Tariff duties, as they—the Republi 1s—h ; a tl ; 
: n tt rs. |} not been a means of setting up an eqn yle sys f | tect I 
My opinion is, Mr. President, that that, too, had for its ob- | have been, on the contrary, a method of fostering s ela 

e suppression of what big business considered the in- | aoee She meee a thet to establish monopoly in our domestt 

utterances . aaueal . eat ‘ . S have owe¢ eir origin ani heir secure pov 0 
oa inces of the President of the United States against | economic freedom aiaur oiuis eae prosperity tn tt ‘ae ; 
sition of the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co. by the Stee] | meled energy in manufacture depend upon their reconsideration 
I the suppression of an irritating rival of the Standard top te potsens in an entirely different spirit 
' : ® ite enneti . e do not ignore the fa that the business of ‘ itr 
=) 7 some of its constituent elements, to be followed by | is exceedingly semetioee to ct ee i “islation ’ f thi . ! I 
gislation that would go one step further and give to | been built up, however ill-advised!y upon tariff schedules v 
central reserve association, as it was called, but a great he way : have indi ated, ind its foundations must not b« tc ) 
tional bank, as it would be, the absolute power to de- ” = SE ee ree ee ree eae 
‘how much money the people of the United States should I lease listen to these words, Mr. President and g 
| when and under what circumstances; to take from | °f the Senate: 
( nt of the United States its power of note issue | en am we act we should act with ca ; | 
| ' who know what they are abou an t I 
in the hands of this tremendous power which to- | y; 4 eee Seed tl > ieee [ - - 
tl menace to the welfare. to the liberties, and the | rate and in such © way as W ill l t int W t 
the people of the United States. healthful course of commerce nd manufactur 
anywhere throughout the history of this country | Let me repeat those words: 
ent find justification which places upon an at- It is obvious that tl ] | 
: : . . ? | : ”» ‘ 5S 1 3c C¢ inge V ' 
| reduction of taxation through legislation the respon Mal | 
y financial or industrial disaster. I am satisfied, Make where Make in the tariff 
that the country will go through the present should be made only at such a ud 
eform and the country will adapt and adjust itself to| facture, the normal and h 
t \nges that the Underwood bill is designed to carry | And vet : 
Oo disturbance except those which arise from an}; sa yet we are go ng to 1) \ 
ehension that is being largely manufactured for the init u try and put wool, too. on the free 3 
fy ducing just such conditions. to the end that the | besides. But to continue. Mr. Wil } id 
he Democratic Party may be stayed, its promises de- kk at ee eee ee “9 
d its purposes paralyzed | kn \ our. wn is, for we t cert i | 
sVODE : : OF 7 ; } object, There should be an immediate rev on. and 
aoe ae ELL. Mr. President, when I was about to con- | ward, unhesitatingly and steadily downward 
remarks yesterday I was asked : sti ; ; ’ 
c from Sensiee 3 ae isked a que tion by the Is there any pretense at free trade in that ‘ 
from Kentucky [Mr. JaAMEs]. I hope that Senator is} there anything to indicate w) ! ! 
“yy . . j , i ‘ =~ ‘ bits ; \ e! ae I t 
Chamber, or, if not, that he may be sent for. I simply | senting his claims t th . A +j aa ole 4 es 
ttempt to answer his question as to whether free | ; he wo ’ Dccmlamdaiamandien ane a 
rporated ji > Ralti fs aes - ©] in the world that he was advocating free trad I 
porated in the Baltimore platform. In order to | anyone to single out the words i: t let 
' reply intelligent I must refer to his question, which Per iti alt a ee 
in thie peocemaee Memes ’ get free trade out of them. 
: SHEPPAR = ee . | I go further. One of the princip tariff « 
LEPPARD. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator | principal i Seuss of 2 ' 
isiana that the Sen: ‘ . a principal one, in the House of Represent 
1e Senator from Kentucky is very anxious | other than Mr.. UNDERWOOD |] ? 
f VW i olag le «ete . | , ie : - RW OO nin el, V - at ; . I 
en he makes this statement; and it seems that he | resentative fr { Stat ¢ > 
be found at this time resentative from the State of New Y: , 
p LANSDE ‘s od yosition in the Cabinet of President V t ‘ 

: aaa ed I will state to the Senator from Texas | Vork ~ hoa f At - i. } 1912, 7 
notifie 9 nen * > , ‘ i oO AULZUS . Le st ! ( with 
oUned the Senator from Kentucky that I should take | wiijjj; ' Redfiel rt.) ar : 
matter this afternoon, and asked hii a | William C. Redfield at Sea Girt, N. J., on J | t. HN 

; = ae , and asked him to be present. I | = pye (Gov. Wilson) I t 

un oO . re ‘ - . j e OV. 1iSOr Sf re it ’ if f t 
ti Be ‘one but I think in all fairness to myself I| of any kind. He is willing to w igh ' 
) hake ay ¢ ati ” = i ; P Oa , 

rday, but I ao explanation to-day. I wanted to make it | plish the result of a tarif for | if 

i iy VW € > : j I i I 

mn he @ iad no opportunity to do,so. I hope the Sena- | @!sposed 1m any way fo d 
he sent for. ’ business 

He said: “A tariff for revenus 

a nt, the Senator from Louisiana stated that the De Gentlemen et the Penate: 
arty had done nothin hich . “4 oa “ He ot disposed ! 

1 favor of free s g which his people could construe as be- SO Se ee ae ” : 
vor of free sugar, or had t Y have | 224 destroy business.” 
his people in adva: nad taken no action that would have | ®@¢ Gcs'roy Dusimess 

ci we would f ance that if the Democratic Party obtained my here y P 

tha } uld place sugar : , Let me say here you propose to upse nd 

1° Democratic House of ht upon the free list. Is it not true that 7 aeaeel? en oO upset and «le ‘ 
the free lst? epresentatives last year placed sugar upon | 2eSS of the Louisiana sugar industry and a h 
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and nd, and he has no rash or hasty ideas 

1 to Gov. Wilson in this way: I told him that 

| his capital tied up in his plant and that 

wut in the cost of h goods I said this 
turn his stock over in a week or a month or 

'r could If the tariff on his goods were 

to be only 20 per cent, then there would 

display of great wisdom In 

wency en the governor 1 said the revision 
complete as the case demanded, but that the 

ne in gradual stages, not in sudden jumps. I sug- 
5 per cent a year until the 20 per cent 
1 do justice and conserve business interests at the 


who 


once, 


man owed 
nded at you would 

d to take $50 a month 
full and your 
the governor give 
edule in the 


revision 

trade for sugar, 
tariff system—an 
the beginning of 


had 


he case ot a 
dem 

, but if you 
could get your money in 
I want to ses 
believe t t 
by downward 
the greatest 
article which 
this 
a bounty 


suggestion of free 
the whole 
te of duty since 
a brief period when 
Redfield, one of the 

a man who made a great many speeches for 
lly discussing the tariff, und who was honored 
in the Cabinet? Does it sound in any de- 
But I go further. 


yeny 
producer in 
a ra 
for 


it —in this 
t Mr. 


-ng given a place 
free trade? 
the 18th of October 
‘If made this statement—at least 
tsburgh Dispatch of October 19 last. 
ule, Mr. Wilson said, and I ask every Senator 
efully to these words; the statement is very brief: 
I iti Party free 


vemoc! 
ing free trade. It such 
ffY schedules as wi 


terests of the ce 


lil ce 


to 


trade 
reconsideration of 


does not propose 


merely the 


propos Ss 
intry. 


Democratic Party,” said our standard bearer, now the 
of the United States, “ does not propose free trade or 
approaching free trade.” Were not the people of 
iuna, Mr. President and Senators, justified by the plank 
e platform from which I have read and from the state- 
Mr. Wilson himself and Mr. Redfield, one of his 
in believing that the party did not contemplate the 
tion of this great and certainly this legitimate industry? 
If they were not justified in so believing from those plain words, 
English words, from a great master of English such 
tent then I for one do not understand how you can 
| understand anything. 
Mr. President, when the Balt'more convention was held there 
among the delegates from Louisiana. It was said 
ind was a matter of common report, that Mr. Wilson was 
endly sugar; that if Mr. Wilson became President sugar 
uld not be destroyed, but that it would have to suffer a rea- 
ble reduction, which all Democrats expected, and which, let 
siy in passing, I expect and am perfectly willing to submit 
Rut we did not then expect destruction. We did not then 
pect trade. It was in the atmosphere then, and it was 
carried by the press reports and by our delegates to Louisiana, 
when they returned home, that our nominee would not stand 
for free trade in sugar and the destruction of Louisiana’s great- 
industry. 
rl ire some of the reasons, Mr. President and Senators, 
why the did noc expect from the Democratic 
Party the destruction of their industry. 

In making my remarks yesterday my colleaga> in the House 
of Representatives [Mr. Broussarp], Senator elect to come into 
this body from Louisiana two years hence, was seated near me 
when the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. James] finished his 
question, and I was unable to reply because of the close of the 
morning hour. I asked Mr. Broussarp if he would not give me 
his explanation of the circumstances under which the plank 
referred to by the Senator from Kentucky was inserted in the 
platform. I did this because Mr. BroussarD was a member not 
only of the platform committee but of the subcommittee of 11 
men appointed to write the platform. 

To-day he handed to me this letter, which I will read. 
addressed to me: 


1) 
anything 


Louis 


esident 


nts of 

hnieces 

tru 

] nN as 
our Vres is, 


niike people 
ivision 


a) 


free 


est 


Louisianians 


It is 


Unrtep States Houser or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1918. 
JOSEPH E. RANSDELL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear | was present in the Senate to-day when Senator 
JAMES, of Kentucky, quoted from the platform of our party, drafted at 
Baltimore, the following: 

“At this time, when the Republican Party, after a generation of un- 
limited power in its control of the Federal Government, is rent into 
factions, it is opportune to point to the record of accomplishment of 
the Democratic House of Representatives in the Sixty-second Congress. 
We indorse its action and we challenge comparison of {tts record with 
that of any Congress which has been controlled by our opponents.” 


lion 


SENATOR: 


outlining | 


basis was | 


you | 


every | 
present | 


Govern- | ’ ; ; 
oes | granting Members freedom of spee 
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| 
| 
| 
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| Sixty 


| tucky 


| ping with 


In conversation with you subsequent to this quotation 
ator from Kentucky you reminded me that I was a mem! 
the committee on platforms and resolutions but of the gs 
eleven which drafted the platform a quotation from w 
ator from Kentucky had read to you to-day in open s\ 
asked me to give you my interpretation of that plank in 
quoted by the Senator from Kentucky. 

It is scarcely necessary to call your attention to the fact 
Senator from Kentucky had read the entire piank of th 
stead of only the first paragraph of it the full meanin 
of that plank would have at once been made apparent 
mittee on eee and resolutiens of the Democratic 
vention at Baltimore did not stop where stopped the Senat 

in quoting the platform plank, but continued to 
particular things which it thought were worthy of co 
the Democratic national convention at Baltimore: so that 
ator from Kentucky had read the balance of the plank in 
the first paragraph of it the Senate wou!ld | 
once that the committee on platforms and resolutions 
the particular things about which it challenged compar 
record of any other Congress controlled by the opponents 
hence that plank in the platform calls attention to 

second Congress for its efficiency, economy, and co 
lation as to the following subjects: 

In revising the rules of the House of Representativ: 

h and action in ady: 


| ing and perfecting remedial legisiation ; 


leaders of the Democratic | 


in the city of Pittsburgh, Mr. Wilson | 
he is so quoted in the | 
In discussing the party’s | 
listen | 


or anything ap- | 





In passing bills for the relief of the people and the , 
our country ; 

In proposing amendments to the Constitution providir 
tion of United States Senators by the direct vote of the nx 

In securing the admission of Arizona and New Mexico 
ereign States ; 

In requiring the publicity of campaign expenses both bef 
the election and fixing a limit upon the election expe: 
and Representatives ; 

In passing bills to prevent the abuse of the writ of inj 

In passing a law establishing an eight-hour day for w 
national public work; 

In passing a resolution forcing the President to take {: 
to abrogate the Russian treaty; 

And, finally, in passing the great 


supply bills, whic! 


. | and extravagance and which reduce the annual expenses « 
|] adjust them to the actual business conditions and | 


ment by many millions of dollars. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I do. 

Mr. STONE. I should like to ask the Senator fro: 
if he objects to the speedy reference of this bill 
mittee on Finance? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I do not. 

Mr. STONE. Then I will ask him the further 
he will not be willing to incorporate in the Rr 
reading, as a part of his remarks the very long 


|; reading? 


Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I always like to 
which the Senator from Missouri asks of me; but 
mit this is an unreasonable request. I am not 
any long letter. This is not a long letter. It is a! 
all, I believe. It is not from any outsider; it is f: 
of the House of Representatives, and a gent 
soon be a Member of this body, and I must decli: 
the letter. 

Mr. STONE. The only view I had in mind wa: 
my high regard for my friend from Louisiana. | 
has not, but unless he has a purpose to coope! 
distinguished friend from Michigan [Mr. Smiru] 
procrastinating the final determination of this sin 
refer the bill that comes from the House to the 
mittee, that that committee may go on and consid 
not think that we might forego the pleasure and 
of thing of prolonged discussion on this side? 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I am perfect!) 
the bill should be referred to the Finance Commit! 
they should go to work on it. I would much 
public hearings, and shall vote for them if I get an 
because my people are demanding that of me. \) 
being very badly treated. I do not know who is res! 
know this, however, Mr. President, that the party 
not declare for free sugar; I know the Senzte ! 
vote for free sugar; I know that the President did 
sugar once in all his speeches; I know that he ma 
which he said that he was not for free trade; and 
influence seems to be inducing—I will not use a hers! 
the Democrats in the Congress of the United State 
free sugar. I for one, propose to be heard fully, 
before free sugar shail ever be written into the st: 
United States; and a good many more people are 4 
be heard. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I do. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. t 
from Louisiana had it not been for the attempt o! 


May 


Li 


I would not interrupt the * 
the sell 


Ll, 
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f] uri [Mr. SToni ] to give the impression that we are | 60 tie: Sin te ce ar 0 the “ Under ie 
n over the reference of the pending bill. I wish to | cerned. A contest over the bill eee w 
~wan 3 . 7 lh ° 5 the Republican a os vit i 1 : 
( « any such purpose. The Senator from Missouri has | the ie iste sth inn 
‘ a hie atam ‘ s . e Lodge-Bristow bil! enarted } 
to base his statement upon; but to say that I am not | of the Senate in place ‘of the “ Underwood 1 
| in what the Senator from Louisiana is saying now | passed the Hous a4 antares . Y 
8 2 ee p t 
" _ of course, be untrue. He says the President of the | einem — Democratic members the F 
ed States has » Yr sai >was » or . . cerned, 1ey discarded entirely a tt : 
ui a ae said he was for free trade in any public | and reported in lieu thereof an a on gts le 
utterance since he became the candidate of the Democratic | = as a substitute for the Lod , 
party for President, The Underwood bill that you are about to a. aon bli 2 a a © 
r to the Committee on Finance contains a free list that | the Democrats a Rv. Se aan ie ee ere 
‘ onha lon ¢ . « tb be > aay ating a duty ’ 
its jules and the volume of trade anticipated there- | wood free-sugar bill,” which had 
‘ + & ar a1 . aker ay i+ ; : a. ! 
nder mor than vo per cent will come into the country under oe es “2 occurred in 1 : “a 
that bill free, and will not be stopped at the customhouse at all | Senatk r gave his ‘aa te . ‘ I 
Mr, WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— * | bill.” aubemeon eve i 
. VICE PRESIDENT. Does S 
he Vitus Lae wari. oes the Senator from Lc »% : 
. . ve ouisi £ seni “Ss ‘a s : —_ , 
vield to the Senator from Mississippi? aus a It ie = me again read that pregnant sent 
“see WITTITAMS : t £ oceurred in the Senate i 
r. WILLIAMS. I trust the Senator from Louisiana will the Finance iommeutinies that a t 1 i 
yield to me tor a moment. | his adherence or his vote to the Ur os re ae atic Ss 
‘yr RANSDELL. I shall be delighted to do so The Senate Democrats supported the Simmor 
WILLIAMS. Mr. President la eatiia places a duty of 63 cents a hundred pour 
dormremeays ~ = idl€ It, I merely want to reply in polariscope and twenty-four or tho a at — oo 
ive and weak ray to the somewhat earnest remarks | additior l degree. ames cent auaalt f 
of tl tonator from Michigan [Mr. SmirH] ee 7 To su = tion of the & ‘ ai : 
. Peary Rate 8 ons ar 2 ss the te i ont I 
te r ft m Michigan has just said that in every whieh femened ent i 
he Underwood bill we are presenting 2 propaganda hil the Democrats | ‘ dy 
j » to the country. So far as I am individ aa +4 . - Finance Committee, which tmp Pye V 
» never bee i —- i iliy con- there was not one solitary individ . « , 
coc SS d of the word “free.” I have | that gave his intluence caries: maces ton See ol 
fraid of freedom of thot gl t. of freedom of religion sugar bill which had 7 1 the -™ if of the | 
lom of trade. TH e Sen itor fy m Mi hi _ i oc i os f When the conventior ~~ tp as 
- ma t . a al can, however, | House ar a eaates > : 
statement which is not borne out by the cold f sete t! “conf ‘ t 
S ly is it not true that every schedule of the Underwo i agreement tl on fhe He ted 
b for free trade. as he said A s rwoot Senate, 1 ambien tnahenall I 
SMITH of Michigan. I did not say that ee ee ee ae ‘ 
' t care > : e Se j . s | > a pt icans and IP 
WILLIAMS. But it is true that the average duties upon former wanted a slightly | oon ( 
j } Prom ( ‘elg “ountries cond ce . -_ — uy In » 1 t ‘ment. } 
i ] f rt n countries under that bill are more than | a prelude t 3 sts it, | 
2 t, taking it up and down. It is als : ra a prelude to what I am about to 
Underwood bills, taken as a whole, present also true that the | .Jtictions, included a eleven lt 
tion of the S Saad ae aS 8 wane, present for the contempla- ee ie ee See ’ » fiv 
a he Senate a proposition of a reduction of about 35 per Serer z.arene of - SS ane be MAN, of New } | 
do not inten¢ ) f atics i. 4 ; oe NEWLANDS, OF Nevada, SM MARTIN Virgini 
So end to be mathematically accurate, because it of that subcommittee, the only Men eee oy ; I 
l ble to be so. who was such member. T! x of pe | of est 
val say fhat an i soe | tee of eleven a oe ae ae were at 
r, 3 Wee ana that an industry that can not exist with | with their col ao “n th ne ene Leeann 
advantage of 25 pe . "¢ nei « s ae ‘vomae + ae e Senate for a duty on s 
ee ) r cent over foreign competitors is an in- cited, and against the attitude of the House ty a 
at oni sses thet it is unworthy to exist. I want also | had passed the Underwood free-sugcar | a sepresent 
y that when anybody says that 25 per cent or 30 per ° t = —_ in the House, and it ts e: eatood | woes 
or 2 ner cent is e or . St aaiiieaiilcecll _— cent 1e subcommittee wh h drat : : 
$ ao te os Sous trade he is confessing himself without the | Tecotd which they had made in that at n Ww ain 
a: an ordinary 14-year-old boy to make a mathematical sition to the Underwood fre 7 ‘ ( 
’ aan a : 5 - alas ‘ Mmthbemacica yt ap sd A 
1, for certainly hampering trade to the extent of 25 | __If the construction placed on that platform | 
: r cent is not free trade, whatever else may be said about |-ft™ 4 majority of t oan ' es = 
I r : lisenssion < wa O6 : we 7 ee ositior . : ¢ rt 
oa - be a discussion about its wisdom, its feasibility, | Secona, t 
ial mae no human being can say that that is free, | suteaiea at the ot | but the f 
ar oorrr ; ; "| condem! 7 1 ' are ? , ted t 1 
J S (ITH of Michican. Mr. President os | = e-20 » hil? — fn ; at in ¢ 
tANSDE Alr anita o lemocratic coll —_ . ob 
viold Pe ; " ELL. Mr. President, I shall have to decline to de ti "t saaeeenie a a 
rt i cie - - . ‘ ol I at 
( ‘urther. I wish merely to make a brief speech, and I | Senat: : 
~~ W ; ae go into a general discussion of the tariff | I take it that ; 
Mr. WILL . Mr kal : . ‘ . | cons ction « 
a _ iS. Mr. President, I was proceeding by the in- tu s a St ' = OE 
iuigence and ¢c :U ‘ . : ‘ : vide ! f 
} vary 1 e Courveny of the Senator from Louisiana. I thank = 1 by 
—— 7 ‘<indly for so much of it as I have already enjoyed | ir. REED. Mr. President 
aha Spal ¢ rocna ca . . os : _ eNAY ‘ ? i hie - aa 
t. Da Lp oat ass upon his time any further : VICE PRESIDE D ! Si ' 
I Ss ‘ Mr Praci 7 - j ie »> the : 
the letter a iL. Mr. President, I will resume the reading of | oo is SeUAtOs Irom wy 
r sent me by Mr. Broussarp. He continues: r. RANSDELL. Certainly 
N t] —_— > Vir REI : 7 
se were the specific things which tf! Mr. REED. Because of tl 
nm : lings which the subcommittee of eleve | hh? 5 ; 
‘ _ aad on platforms and resolutions declared were “th i | which amounts practically to an assertion that ' 
t ment A the Sixty second Congress, and that d claention of | Senators who now vote for fr tes s 
] ns and aaa ample indorsement by the enti committee on | Statement being bas a ra : Cs ! 
acting with id. resolutions, and, subsequently, of the convention itself | want t a ee basec pon ti 
‘ saul y. seauee an o ask the Senator if he 
; in that declaratior : ' : 7 : I +" ‘ 
th ‘ie. : aration can there be found any intimati: votes of ft! ilies a 
of the sut wood free-sugar bill” of the Hou a: a, eee that valigsae _ Dem Ser r 
: Subcommittee of eleven, or of th ise met with the approval | really of the genera ram 
Rao ms acting as a who e * ee muittee on platforms and | when we ‘re seeking as 
by the Senator from Ki ee tee the convention itself, as contended | o.naa . ee ees ee rity J 
wit ll have occasion a little later t fer to tl schedule tariff bills in the b« for ‘ 
t regare Te tie iater to refer I SI ife daclaratic vin ovens " , ’ 
iil ee the tariff bills passed by oe Drees _ aa ‘tf aration baving agreed upon a progr we coca 
atives, & y rhi . : s Sixty -Ssecone ous of “ote +; ‘ 
“ Underwood ne which the Senator from Kentucky re ase of | vote did not at all represent the senti: ‘ 
plank of oot bill of the House.” ‘Soi in the | think the Senator ought t 
from a careful s the platform, from the aforementioned statemer | not make it a ag 
oon ‘areful study of the plank in its entirety, does state ent or | make if appear by his spee ww} 
: 1 drawn by the Sena eet y, does not warrant the | that the Det 7. : 
pr ntation ef it to th ‘ nator trom Kentucky, as I understood his Uideee : lemocrats were co! to fl 
ar d to you, e Senate this afternoon in his question nis | cause they voted at that time i 
, 1f the construction pl . : Mr. RANSDELL lo no I le | t t 
And let us view this = thereon by him be correct, what results? | President, and I d I 0 not cor e that tl 
“Fi atc convention met at —— existing at the time the | ; =) telidies tien o not think the debates at that time 
“oe e distinct and separate tariff dle Y 4 it out. If the Democratic Senators had at that t a 
convent ommittee, had passed the ene from the Ways and | £9 0 rect rd for free sugar, if they had desired t 
Tete ee Among these was he prior to the convening of the | Underwood free-sugar | : ‘ : cob png . ww 
That ne entes. free of duty ‘aoe il admitting foreign sugar into the | going so? T e-sugar bill, what was there to pres 
aa , bill had passed the hi own as the “ Underwood free-sugar bill.” | doing so? They knew that they could not p: the 
ming gt the same tir he fHouse, together with the four other bil measure, if the Senator cl ; “ tm 
Senate Finance Com ne from the same committee of the House palis hs i senator chooses so to desicnate | { 
Pa mittee, controlled at that time by the soa, She | that the Republicans and Progressives had a maj 
’ sep “an | Sennte ' ' mAh ¢ i 
I 1 | Senate at that time; they knew that the t sae 


rity, had give 

‘ F mn ample heari “TJ 

and ine full and le og ,- B the “ Underwood free-sugar bill,” | 
‘can, or Progressiy ng not a single Senator—Democrat, were going to vote in regard to sugar \ 
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of a ce mprot ise of th it character ; and if they were frank and what was in the minds of every one of these Senay 
wncere in favor of free sugar it seems to me they should have | was no way for me to know what they amr: - a | 
aoe =* coe ; cies — r, or at least should have explained taining what they did; and what they did ad een an 
ne Saree lly wl voting for the Simmons amendment. siderable rate of duty on sugar. I may say, further t ' 
Mr. REED. If the Senator will pardon me, since the matter | tor from Missouri that the inference he has Iraw lies 
has taken this form, I should like the privilege of making this | ity of the Democrats of the Senate was 0 ae aes 
statement : The general policy, which was acopted upon this| sugar is at variance with the actual fa ee 
side with reference to tariff legislation at the session of Con- | should—to put it as kindly as possible—: - aint bin 
gress referred to, was to endeavor to agree upon a bill which | attempts to speak . if ee 
would secure « nough votes from the other side of the Chamber Mr. President, I wish the Senator clearly 
to pass it, and in the event that that was not possible to pre-| I do not desire in the slightest way to on. ao 
went a bill that wou | be a s hard as possible for certain of the | other Senator. I am delighted to hear kins ony a 
Members on the other side to reject, the thought, at least of | Senators on this side are very seriously conten slat aoe 
some Senators, being that if they could not entirely remove an | of duty on sugar. I earnestly hope that enc mm aor 
desired to minimize it. Accordingly their votes were | side will think that way to give us a fair vate ed eee 
a e and ag un throughout that session for higher | Senators, let me beg of you not to destroy eoeeee e 
tariff than would have been adopted by a caucus held | this industry that has lasted so long and is ‘ ee 
iis side of the Chamber alone. We were trying to do the | State. : eae 8 9 Zong and 1s SO necessar; 
‘ould under the conditions. If we had assumed an Continuing my reading of this letter— 


? 
I go a little further and say that if his [Mr. James’s] 


» il 





itude and insisted upon having our own way abso- 
. , hinge va eanld rat ha ‘ ee «4 i i ; 
g nothing, Ww Ce id not have passed a single of it be correct, how does he explain the fact that after t 
ithor of that letter knows those facts per- | ¥#S Adopted, after the national election, and after Mr 
pt to commit the Democrats upon this Mr. Marshall had been elected President and Vice Presider 
I ete a am ae ; tively, there was a session of Congress, during which was 
vocably by their votes of last session | controversy between the House, standing for the Und cea a 
It is not worthy of the author of the let- bill, and the Senate, standing by sugar as a legitimate 
shed Senator who is reading it I want to pets Mery me = cca Paieeiaminee he during 
Se ee i Tome ie 1 ee | session of Congress to urge that the Democrats had erred {; 
: aoe and will be glad to make a further rune eo Caieraees and that the Dx eee ‘Sena : 
» -roper time. | proposed to recede from the position which al 1e 
, Senator proceeds, if he will permit | tors had occupied prior to the patatany Why dia. 
out the Chamber for a alae permit | cratic Senator urge the Democratic conferees of the Se 
ut of U (han el for six or eight minutes | to that platform, to recede from their position in favor | . 
returned—I should like to ask if the letter the | (user and to accede to the demands of the Members of t! 
‘is now reading is the same little bille teas Keprese ntatives, whose action the Senator from Kentuc! 
eS eae a e billet doux of 11 approves by the Baltimore convention, that sugar be put 
Ir, RANSDELL. It is the same little billet dovx. In repiy | 4. St %S,the Senator from Kentucky, stopping as he did 
to the kind criticism of the Senat - issouri : o you, omitted to specifically recite the things the Ix 
“fh cind critic . f t ie ator from Mis ouri |Mr. Rerpj, | vention at Baltimore approved as the acec mplishm. nt 
will say that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Brovussarp] | cratic House of Representatives in the Sixty-second Ce 
and myself are representatives now of a dying industry if the - orien ~~ ne —— fhe specific things 
‘oliey succeeds which certain pe . a oa . (hs e platform which make absolutely clear the declaration 
gy Ag ceeds Wi ich cert in people on this side of the Cham-| more convention with regard to the bills revising the tar 
ber are trying to carry out, and it is legitimate for us to fight | ? while ago that the resolutions committee enumerated | 
just as hard as we can. oo for ——_  qemenentes the Democratic House of Re; 
: } ‘ he Sixty-se S ; 
Can the Senator deny any of the facts stated in this letter? Let us pe Brow geen ran tong proposition in the platf 
Can the Senator deny that every Senator on this side voted for | the tariff, of which you were speaking at the tine th: s 
a duty on sugar, as stated in this letter by Mr. Broussarp, the eva tad’ that at Ree Malet at ao Eeterecon 
two La ruisiana Senators voting for the higher rate of duty pro- | of our Satie there fe = acimeintian 2 Present Tat 
posed in the Bristow-Lodge amendment and the rest of the the bills to reduce the tariff of the cotton, coosien. met il 
Democratic Senators voting for the other rate of duty? Sceneatant rel tt yy 4 fon tem caadtlane of the: 
; ea , , o e ate re > ie asse * ~ = a tT 
Mr. President, I know not what might have been the attitude These were the Senale Aaa ae oeeaee te tacit 
of saa Senators had the question of free trade been presented oe ere and for which they denounced t! 
at that time. But the cold facts of the case are th: ’ 1aving used the veto power to prevent these Diils, spe 
; 1 acts ase ; uit whe > aa ; ; eee 
=p ar pit er nat —_ ; ¢ , wh n the | tioned, from becoming law, and in the plank referred to | 
wood free-sugal bill was before them they did vote, not | from Kentucky it will be noticed that there is no men 
for free sugar, but for a decided rate of duty upon sugar. When “Underwood free-sugar bill.” That bill at the time was | 
these five distinguished men, these Senators whom I have between the two Houses, and the convention did not pr 
ensued eneaicaninlaansneaiatansaianeanian ian ene ; the Democrats in the House who favored free sugar, | 
ne ; a g on subcommi ee ° 1e platform com- | demn the Democrats in the Senate, every one of who va 
mittee of their party in the city of Baltimore they knew the free sugar. 
action which had been taken here. It is utterly unreasonable | orig calied (yon ete, ae eet Tom, Ken tneky ae 
ho: aneeeis Eieeeanaaaae , we eet erly called to your attention as applicable ‘on all fours” to | 
to ppose tha 10Sse men would have criticized themselves by | cratic attitude with regard to sugar reads: 
indorsing free sugar. They uever contempiated anything of | ,... We recognize that our system of tariff taxation is intin 
that kind in the plank, stialawieed ft posite < Se eee te teslatetion th 
_ sa ‘ . .< ; i ent 0 1¢ principles we advocate by legislation that 
\ nator fr _ . 9 ; 5 . _— 
. a the Senator from Missouri, if he wishes. injure or destroy any legitimate industry.” : . 
r. r. ED. I simply say, as I said before, that I am not | ,, i provision declared it to be the purpose of the 
denying that this vete is recorded; but I am utterly denyi arty, in revising the tariff downward, to neither inj 
; r wn utterly den y > leviti BM ceil. 
and repudiating the implication that the Demoers ti 7 Ne — any legitimate industry. Mr. UNDERWOOD, chairman © 
ee : on f aocratic Senators | Means Committee, with great frankness, said repeatedly « 
committed themselves to a tariff upon sugar because ihey voted of the House that the provision in his bill regarding the dut) 
for a rate which they hoped might pass the Senate under the woke Sere’ Se Sees, See. Hane 
circumstances then existing, and whicl soleil Rentahs eleenitnecd unquestionably the best posted of the Members advocati: 
Died = : LANE, 1 would have been 4a | likewise admitted that the Louisiana sugar indusiry woul 
ane d reduction. as a result of this legislation. . 
wish to say now to the Senator that, so far as The history of that plank in the platf interestin: 
J § , 8o far as more than one Eee to etea 
one Senator upon this si is concer igh ations, eee _ | not be rec ited here, because it is apparent to the logical mind 
= ae 7 = f eee is concerned, I thiok they have wider | plank, and that plank only, applies to the subject which 
yusideration W 1ether or not this tariff ought to be all taken | discussing when interrupted by the question of the Sen 
off at one time, But I say to the Senator, with great kindness ——— 
that it does not appeal to me very strongly t ‘have 5 eae I suggest that if further inquiry Is to be made about this 
eae ae: 2 vy § gly 9 have my vote, | lines suggested by the Senator from Kentucky, there are mans 
and the vote o Te who want to settle this question upon its een explain this platform as intended for the people 
merits, characterized in the way it is now being cl : stand. c 
s 1aracterized. ioned 
Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. Presi eo d Apart from the Senators whom I have already mention 
Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. resident, I do not intend any unkind | Democratic Senator has come from Montana, Mr. Watst!, © 
criticism or reflection upon the vote of the Senator from Mis- po on of the subcommittee of eleven. ‘Two Senators, 
souri, or any other Senator in this body on : 0 rkansas and Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, were members of | 
s body. I assure him that noth- | eral committee on platforms and resolutions. Another dis! 


1 \l 


ing is further from my thoughts. But when I am asked by the | then Senator elect, who now occupies a seat in this body, 
Senator from Kentucky whether or not my people in Louisiana | MAN, was also a member of the general committee. ‘t' 
did not have good cause to believe—that is, i less other Senators and members of the present cabinet wio 
question—that the De ae eve 1at is, in substance, his lighten the Senator from Kentucky in his desire to ascertain 
. - hi emocratic Party was in favor of free sugar, | the Democratic platform did inteud and did say upon 
ani that we had nothing to expect from the Democratic Party, One salient point remains, and that is that the Senator | 
it surely is proper for me to state what actually tucky was himself the permanent chairman of the le! 
mnie et the Sinttel Stein & ananil actually occurred in the | tion at Baltimore. I listened attentively to his address 
ms . ne Uni ed } ates, a coordinate branch of the law- | always interesting when speaking—and I recall distinct! 
—— power, when a free-sugar measure was before Con- mitt aaa That = met with no response from either | 
oreas last year § as bel nal mittee of eleve a . he entir 
gress last year and was being considered. I could not tell | which Sted ts to ho caw or the convention its if 
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shat while the subcommittee was engaged in drafting the | were to be presented with a pro] 
er the distinguished Senator from Kentucky had made a » of enmienbanttall . 
1 for free sugar, the Sugar Trust, acting through the | 5U5°! of substantially three-quarters 
Frank C. Lowry, an employee of Mr. Spreckels, of | & Cent at 96 polariscopic test, varvyil 
tefining Co., was bombarding not only the subcommittee | cordingly, would you prefer it 
mittee on platforms with telegrams, urging the con- Mr RANSDEI T To take effe ‘ 


Mr. WILLIAMS. To take 


in the platform a plank for free sugar. 








at a enectacie! The Senator from Kentucky 7 : ; 
hat a spectacie!: The S« = 7 from Ke ntu KY without the three years’ « I VW h 
then Senator. but a greit yviember of Congress ron eeant 2 
s iffarte f Pree ore > Bitw< L- ‘ we . : : = 
i up in his efforts for f1 e sugar by Frank C. Lowry, | Mr. RANSDELI Mr. P - ie 
representative of the Sugar Trust! | minute to answer tha So 
r to you and, In fact, to every fair-minded man that, | 28S my knowledge of s - is « ‘ | 
rman of the convention, the Senator from Ke ntucky, | terday. from a cotton : on of the State 
ody over which he presided for free sugar, and with|. |. °’ 4 ; . ; 7 
' + hv telecrams, imploring the convention to declare | (N&y prefer a duty of 1 t yr three 
it was not an oversight on the part of either the sul then at the end of three ‘ 4 ce if 
‘ mm or tl full committee on platforms and resolu the rate of 50 per , a eae ’ 
tion that it was not written in the platform, as the a lice a peti ; ; a so = 
k > attempts to read it in, that the Democratic | Quarters of 1 cent indefinite i 
etands f free sugar, but, on the contrary, this action | lieve it possible for the ind to e ‘ 
te conclu } at the Democratic Party stood against ew neonle micht struvcle alone for 7 . 
l war bill” and in favor of a duty on sugar. new as ie! as aw 9h wi ; 
e for writing to you at such length I have studi quick death would be better phey would K y 
1 fre saving anything regarding the deliberations lead tion that they had to die at the end of thr: We 
! nd adoption of the platform I have assumed to| : ~ ot . . 
and i lor en ‘ ‘ ' — , 
absolutely from the nalytical standpoint of one be kinder to t m to mak i tree YQ .s 


treth, just as the Senator from Kentucky has soucht, | 90 per cent cut now 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President 





ize of all of the facts, to find in the platf« rm words ! 1 
' in 7 vere ror intends ri he writter n i ¢ ‘ 1 
s wrnuee > Ue ieee dees met Gainant te te | Mr. RANSDELL. If the Senat MI 
en written into It. | me a further statement: If a p I 
\ rely, R. F. Broussarp. | duty 1 « t for three years. w) , } 
; IAMS. Mr. President . | duction to 50 per cent of the pre t rate, I ga 
VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Louisiana | tion as Senator, that I we 1 ad 
. i : or fi m Mi issippi? They would thereby be gi f f < Inge t} . ; 
RANS I Just a moment, and then I will yield. | to install a refining process, ‘h I l 
5 scary for me to tell the Senate who Mr. Baovussarp | perfected. 
1 Member of the House of Representatives for} But I further say that having ig 
niany years. He lives in the very heart of the sugar | Solemn manner on at least 50 platforms w Iw 
s I a close student of sugar and a great cham- | date for the United States S te that I 
luring bis entire eareer in Congress. He was a mem- | interest of sugar in a legitimate way and 
ibcommittee of eleven, along with the five Senators | power to prevent the industry from | i 


ferred to who assisted in framing the Baltimore plat- | considered unfair legislation, I would have t 
I) y rensonable man pretend to intimate that this | unless my people were willing to accept it; but | 
his record of faithful service to sugar, championing | induce them to accept that at the end of three 
f sugar for 18 years, would have forgotten himself | Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not want to talk 
: to agree to a plank actually condemning the interest This situation presents itseif to me pathetic j | 1 
had stood for during his entire congressional career? | States Government has invited and even “i 
‘ a supposition is preposterous, } and almost driven a whole lot of pe © ito ’ it 
d to the Senator from Mississippl. and sugar beets, two artificial industries \ 1, m the own 
WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator | legs, could never have existed in this country to-day rhe 
this plain question: I want him, if he can, to dustry as far as cane sugar is concerned is possib das far 
this side of the House, to the Senate, and to the | 48 beet sugar is concerned is premature now, because the cow 
y why it is that the Louisiana Senators now, as in past | Was not ready for it when the country was 1 
resisted just as obstinately any reduction of the | beet-sugar production. I believe that a duty of 
is they resist free sugar. I want the Senator to| of a cent will enable the beet-sugar industry of | 
( if he can, why it was that the two Louisiana Senators | exist and to make a reasonable profit in al et ‘ 
ast Congress voted upon this floor against a reduction of | conducted with up-to-date machinery, w 
r cent in the sugar duty, on which reduction every Lou- | conducted in the way in which a f ry ¢ 
planter now admits that he could live, and why it is that I believe that it will enable—the 50.per cent red ‘ 
| 





’ ah! 1 


{ e now fighting the reduction of 50 per cent, the only al- vle—the sugar-beet farmer to ex at a price ' 
against free sugar just as obstinately as they fight 

I gar itself. It seems to me that they are imi ating | 
the ancient régime, the old noblesse of France, i 


im more profit upon his farm per acre 
if the South receives per ac n absolu 


: e . _ : \f Bia «¢ ye cents lax 
e concessions until they stirred up a feeling which | ° India at 8 or 10 sad 


em, So I am not talkir bout the : 
ly willing to admit that free sugar will dismantle | talking merely about the con my Ww I 
r house in the State of Louisiana. I know it as well | ®m not willing to do an unfair or a 


AT 


my name is Jonn Wittrams. Mr. Unperwoop has | keeping with my theory or in li nh 

he same thing. When we faced the proposition of re- | me to think that tl » people I » heer vated 
duty in the Iast Congress in the Senate of 334 per | Wlk in deep water on stilts, and tl 

only it would not have destroyed them. It would have | to walk without stilts they must be « 

them with a reasonable profit. They fought that just as I am a neighl 

sly as they are now fighting free sugar. They deprived | the State and I love its people. I ha 
who wanted a square deal, who do not want to single | More sacrifices than y in on tits 

ut as the only industry to be destroyed, of all opportunity | but of sacrifice of support at hom 

m. I should like to have some explanation of that. | Will not help themselves out. ‘The Sena 

dd to it this: If the Senate, instead of putting sugar | that he would just as obst y re 





: free list at the end of three years would vote for a propo- tion at all as to vote for free sugar 
to cut the duty on sugar half in two, leaving it, generally Mr. RANSDELL. Let me interru I 
*. at three-quarters of a cent, 96 polariscopic test. varied | Say that. 
a nd below it by the differential, would the Senator if that | Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator wi lon » T did 
7 n were presented to him accept it as against the | mean to say that I was quoting the Senator ex I 


RAN. | merely quoting my inference from what he 
KANSDELL. May I wnderstand the last proposition, | Mr. RANSDELL. Then I wish to explain, if the S« 


an I understand the Senator to ask whether or not if | will let me explain, right at this time. I did not say that I 
et - f three years, instead of having a free-sugar clause | would not consent to any reduction in sugar. On the cont 


+ | 
LL OC 


Mr v 7 7 ¥ | I believe that as a Democrat I am absolutely « 
‘ hic} AMS. No; I said if instead of the present propo- | party to consent to a reduction in sugar, and tl 
Se 1 18 a substantial reduction of 25 per cent ad va- | a cut of 25 per cent will drive out of the busi: 


» for . ieee ou ; ‘ ; 
three years, and after three years free sugar, you | of the sugar producers of Louisiana, I for « t 


1566 


cut and will vote for a 
understand the cut in the Underwood bill. 
that at the end of three years we are to have free sugar. 
was ny statement 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, of course any Member of 
this bedy knows that a reduction of 25 per cent will not bring 
about a really competitive market in sugar; that the gentleman 
in yielding that yields nothing. 

Mr. RANSDELL. I yield to the Senator for a question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What I have to say will not take long. 

Mr. President, of course, if a duty upon any important article 
were 1,000 per cent and it were proposed to reduce it to 995 
per cent, it would drive out of the industry some people who 
had been living upon the ragged edge of the industry barely 
making a living, barely making a profit sufficient to justify 
them to remain in that particular business. So far as that 
point of the observation of the Senator from Louisiana 
that is the answer. 


j 
Is 


The trouble is 
That 
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25 per cent reduction in sugar, which I | had to take their choice between a three years’ 


2h per cent and free trade afterwards or a Seibition 
50 per cent. 

When I went to the sugar-beet men and talked 4 
them they told me that they could defend a reduction 
they could not defend free sugar. I do not mean tl 


| they would not defend it, but I mean that they said { 


| not, consistently, with their past utterances in t} 
| States. I 


ely 


am talking now with the utmost frank: 


| when I went to men who represented the Louisian: 


| Senators, Congressmen, and sugar planters—and 
| I would myself rather 
| they returned me the uniform answer that the 


goes, | 


I do not deny that a reduction of the rate upon sugar will | 


drive some beet-sugar factories out of business, but they are a 
of beet-sugar factories that ought be driven out of 
business, because they either have unwise overhead manage- 
ment, unwise men upon the quarterdeck, or they have inefficient 
men behind the guns, or they are unfortunately located geograph- 
ically and with regard to the annual giving out of rain and 
sunshine, or they are making undue profits. 

But, Mr. President, the complete answer to the Senator from 
Louisiana, as far as Louisiana sugar cane 


sort to 


is 


this one statement, which nobody will dispute, that at the last 
of Congress, 
when a free-sugar bill came from the House 


session 


the Finance Committee—I felt friendly toward these people, 
sugar house in Louisiana would be dismantled if free sugar 
were put upon the statute books; as I now know, as I have told 
both the Democratic leader of the House of Representatives and 
the President of the United States, I proceeded as a member of 
that committee to try to find a living for them out of the in- 
dustry in accord with the Democratic platform, which was to 
reduce duties gradually and not to destroy absolutely any legiti- 
mate industry; and the only Members upon this side of the 
Chamber who, as I found, would not help me were the two 
Senators at that time from the State of Louisiana. Now, how 
can you help people who will not help themselves? 

Mr. RANSDELL. Will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. RANSDELL. You say that at that time you urged a 
reduction. I believe it was about one-third—33%4 per cent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It was 334 per cent. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Is it not a fact that the average reduc- 
tion in the Underwood bill is about 35 per cent? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; I was willing to give you less reduc- 
tion than I voted to give the other people. 

Mr. RANSDELL. It was a year ago that I am speaking 
about. The average reduction of the Underwood bill, I think, 
is about 35 per cent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
the same. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Let me ask you why it is you propose to 
have sugar reduced to 50 per cent when the average reduction 
is 35 per cent? Why treat sugar worse than the average? 

Mr. WILLIAMS.® I will state that, too. The average reduc- 
tion in the Underwood bill is about 35 per cent—without calcu- 
lating it mathematically; I have not done that—just from a 
general view of the whole situation I think it was about what 
it was last year—some things higher and some a bit lower. 
That was the reduction clear through. The flax and hemp 
schedule, let me say, is a reduction of 50 per cent. The reduc- 
tion on woo! is 100 per cent; and even if we take the vote of 
the House at the last Congress it is 50 per cent, as I remember 
it now. I may be inaccurate, because I have not a great head 
for figures unless I have them before me. 

Now, I have proposed at this session to make a reduction 
upon sugar of 50 per cent because I thought that was the wisest 
reduction. I thought 334 per cent reduction wiser, but I thought 
that 50 per cent reduction was now the only thing that could 
possibly be gotten through the Finance Committee or possibly 
be gotten through this body. I had the honor to state to the 
Senator from Louisiana, personally, as well as to ex-Senator 
Foster, to his colleague {Mr. THornton], and to his col- 
Jeague elect, Mr. Brovussarp, my idea that that was the 
utmost that could possibly be hoped for by them, and that they 


I have not calculated it, but it is about 


when this particular question came up, 
and the President | 
will pardon me for saying that I was at that time a member of | 


an 
latter are some of the very dearest friends I have in { 
eut off my left hand under saf, 
in a hospital, with good surgical attention, than to | 
Ss 
Louisiana did a moment ago—that they would rat 
denly at the end of three years than to die gradual! 
per cent reduction. 
Mr. President, I do not believe that a 50 per cent | 
does mean death to the Louisiana cane-sugar industm 


| be mistaken; but I have looked into the matter to ¢! 


| head management, 
| Wisdom and economy of management. 
concerned—the | 
complete confirmation of what I have just said—is contained in | 





my poor ability, and I know, as well as IT know | 
i, JOHN WILLIAMS, that it does not mean death to 
industry, except to those inefficient factories on the 1 


and amongst the people who are not up to date in 1 
in their efficiency of labor, 


Mr. RANSDELL. 
allow me to finish. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. RANSDELL. 
want to finish. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 


I hope the Senator from M 


Wait a moment. 
Was the Senator about thro 


My dear sir, I thought you | 


* mrage . | the floor long ago. 
and I also felt the pathos of their situation; I knew that every | haere 


Mr. RANSDELL. 
te conclude. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, then, I will finish in o: 
ment. I shall then be through. 

I am going to offer my proposition in the subco 
not carried there, I am going to carry it to the Fi 
tee; if not carried there, I may or may not ca: 
caucus—I have not made up my mind about th 
caucus and the school of political thought to which I by 
decide otherwise, I shall regret exceedingly that 
friends from Louisiana have not helped me to he 
I shall quit with that, and I shall base my just 
quitting—for I am not a quitter as a rule—up 
just made by the Senator from Louisiana, in wh 
down his ultimatum—the ultimatum of a special 
ultimatum of a special privilege; in fact, a declara 
After all, the sugar duty is a special privilege, b 
has a God-given or a natural right to make mor 
industry of any sort except where he can stand 
legs without legislative help. I have never 
special privilege. I have somewhat stood for it in 
lar case and have done my best; but I shall justify 
quitting upon the ground that the Senator from I 
that he would rather die suddenly at the end 
than to be “tortured to death” all the rest of hi 
three-fourths of a cent a pound on sugar. 


What is three-fourths of a cent a pound on sus 
about one-fourth of the price of sugar—about 25 per 
right, speaking now as a theoretical Democrut, 
practical Democrat, no longer as a working Democrat! 
as a man facing a political situation and conditio 
ing from the standpoint of economic theory—wihal 
any man to come to a whole people and say, “I cin! 
living without an advantage of 25 per cent over th 
the world, and therefore I demand that 25 per cent : 

There sits before me the Senator from Montana 
who made several campaigns in the West in the !1 
manner for the Democratic Party, and he was f1 
ponent in one of those campaigns, who said “ It 
came into power they would put sugar upon th: 
Senator denied it; and he had every right to « 
are going t5 crucify him upon this altar. I hate 
not want to do it. I am willing to make a <r 
on sugar than is made upon the average schedul: 
to make a reduction of 50 per cent, while the ave! 
is 25 per cent. 

Mr. RANSDELL. 
but I think I have been very patient. 
tion, and I have allowed him to do so. 


Not at all. I have been waiti: 


I do not want to interru 
He rose to 
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! 
sre WILLIAMS. I have heard that before; but I imagined, Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if the request 
a ecg T was very much mistaken, that the Senator from Louis- | not displace the resolution of the Senustor from | 
d finished his remarks and had taken his seat before I Al the conclusion ef the mo 
; e floor. is t sk to lny the resolution aside , 
\ie, RANSDELL. Not at all. The Senator is entirely mis — the Senator from Ind au that, imn , 
‘ I was on the floor. —— Huston “ the — upon the pe one i 
WILLIAMS. I am informed by the Senator from A rizona a eee oi. . = ter ae : : 1k Uh s to 
\ Sait] that I am mistaken; and I therefore withdraw Mr. KERN oS ccheie Ree . 
\ I have said. ciimenede eden 
\fr RANSDELL. I am glad to hear the Senator say so. I Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing { 
" , thank the Senator very much for his kindly interest provide that to-morrow 7 at im 
iy Loulsiana. I do not know a State, outside of his own, in upon the question of the refer 
y he has warmer friends or greater admirers or more Of | pinance Committee. the 1 
t han in Louisiana, and I know that we are going to con- | gyat) he considered. 
f , lore and honor him down there, no matter what action Mr. KERN. It will st ' 
finally take in regard to this measure, which is of Mr. SMOOT. It will ae wag ° 
¢ st importance to us. He has been our true and tried | apyrse 
f i in the past, and we believe he is going to continue to Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. Presid ' 
be « friend. I will not attempt at this late hour, when there atineiaiin te thie naseseaeh thats on 


rs to speak, to go into a general discussion of the sugar 


ae : : for debate upon the side of the House th dl 
fhe Senator from Mississippi admits that free sugar ; ; : : 


the question before the Senate at this time. to wv 





\ us and dismantle every sugar factory in the State. ai aan, Hantinen rhe eae ide of the Me *. : 
ople who are in the business—I am not, but those who enids slieestinall aati en tone bates net ot att thes © 
the business—tell me they would be destroyed just as but the question as to the merits of the proposed tari l 
‘ lly by a reduction of 50 per cent as they would be by tie Senator teem Rentecks tir. Jaurs) b , 
de. That is the reason why I am opposed to that re that “em dentwes ne sent: ad ve oie q 
( They have told me that the very limit that they could niraedie as satialla : th all gy i Seca amas 
1 a limit that many of them could not stand, is a ouch’ at iain tows Seek ished eh a cies 
n of 25 per cent, or a duty in round numbers on the prope ithe th . 20 on 60 min a eae a. 
( raw sugar of 1 cent a pound. I have gone just as far |), altel Res mei am this side of the ¢ 
in that respect with the present lights before me. | to discuss the merits of open hearings. 
President, I have no disposition to hold the Senate any Mr. WILLI ‘MS. That is f a aceite halle id 
[ merely wish to add that I hope the milk of human}; .~ ted oe ete ; “re : 7 
with which the heart of the Senator from Mississippi oo 1. a siesta ane 
overflowing, is going to continue to flow in his mind | i cee ; hardly nom ae Wi sl rag teed 
man of the subcommittee in charge of this sugar ques- -~ aa aN Ee Mr. I — ut, Will the Sel rom 4 
it he will succeed in reaching some conclusion | Yield to me to make a motion? 
vill prevent the great industry of my State from being oo nan file ee ne tie dice 
4 * & 4 4 1 K Ww Voat { s ( 1e e 
ce ‘ky AV ake to the observation f the & 
IMMONS. Mr. President, I know Senators are anxious ee I My ee = hes a ald cok i ' 
s day’s session, which has already been very much pro him of course : but however ib e or eloquent his. res 
. shall be ended, and I wish to ask the Senators on the | i in ak meni aultth Aaa eitebenen : 
side if they will not consent to fix an hour to-morrow, say, | it is a eer recon deri this bt ss ae ae 
k, to vote upon the pending motion and amendments | 2 iene vield oo aa ional a Nad 
| . SSaes . A . 7 . ace 
SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that [ fered 
> soa fog pagers ire aa ta. | Mr. SMOOT. I hope the Senator v lo 
te agree to take a recess at this time until 11 o'clock | tHme 
ne ot , > » taka ‘ . . “a 2 Saloele | . 
: br lh the vote be taken at or before 3 o'clock | My STONE Bie Mi eae i 7 “% 
Mr. JAMES Mr. Beestdent-—— } Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. Pex as mod ! 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. President suggestion of the Senator f 1 Wise I oom 
\ IMMONS. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator | ‘ia Geen te ie aah in han me te pot 
f h |Mr. Smoot] that a vote be taken at or before 3 | mem tee que Se Sa tk tetatlnien toms \ . , ‘ 
0 to-morrow. | “Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Preside em that 7 s | 
Mr. JAMES. Just a moment. The Senator from Louisiana | pays 
(Mr. Ranspert) has oceupied about an hour and a half, to The VICE PRESIDENT. Tl — = 
gether with the assistance of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. | 7. yhe demand seconded ? 
WILLIAMS], in which time he has undertaken to answer the | mpeg vess and navs were ordered. 
ques I asked him yesterday. In the course of his remarks Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President. I do not erstay 
ne : de an attack upon my record in regard to sugar it | ,.o¢jon of the Senator from Missouri. 
he tional convention, and I certainly desire an opportunity The VICE PRESIDENT. The Set sn Minti Til 
er his speech. to lay on the table the amendinent offered b 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will modify my request in this | pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] 28 modified on t 
way, that at the conclusion of the speech of the Senator from | the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La i 
Ki (Mr. JAMES] to-night the Senate take a recess until | of the Senator from North Cat 1. (Mr. S 
1 ck to-morrow morning, and that a vote be taken upon | the pill to the Committee on Finance 
this question at or before 3 o'clock p. m. to-morrow. Mr. STONE. Mr. President. I wish to 
M WILLIAMS. I should like to ask for a further modifica-| Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the S« r fi 
Hon of the request. I am satisfied that it would suit the con | draw that motion, and that we muy | 
i ue of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. James] better Mr. LODGE. The regular order is th 
bo he Serate should meet to-morrow morning at 11 o'clock, | table. 
1 ne Senator from Kentucky should be recognized at that| Mr. STONE. If the chairman of the ¢ ( ii Ince, 
— mmediately after the reading of the Journal, and that, | of which I am a member, asks me to withdraw the motion, I 
. (he morning hour, a vote be taken upon the pending | wiil do so: but I desire to bring this matter to a head 
MI | Mr. NORRIS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President 
, -'. SMOOT. We could hardly dispose of the matter by| Mr. STONE. [I withdraw the motion. 
' ne, The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska will 
_ ir. SIMMONS. I will ask the Senator from Utah if he will | state his parliamentary inquiry. 
not uodify his suggestion and provide that the vote shall be Mr. NORRIS. By unanimous consent, has not the amendment 
Ki morrow at 1 o'clock? The Senator from Indiana [Mr. | proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fou.erre] 
_ (oes not wish, and I do not wish, the consideration of already been adopted and become a part of the motion? I 
a \ling matter to displace his resolution, unless it is ab- | understand that has been done by unanimous consent. 
» ely necessary, Mr. SMOOT. Ob, no. 














(ay 


a" 


1568 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. } 


Mr. NORRIS. If so, it can not be in order to lay on the table Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I should like to inquir 
endment th: ; alrendy been agreed to and is a part! is any understanding on the part of the Senator 
he original motion. | Carolina and other Senators as to how the time is 

SVMOO' It h: a ) ly reeled out? 

Mr. SIMMONS. No: j ‘ } Y agreed to. | Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to say to the Senator th 
The VICE PRESIDENT. i { een agreed to. | kno of any Senator on this side, with the exceptior 
Mr. SIMMONS. I asi . |} ator from Kentucky [Mr. James], who desire 

ir. JAMES I rise to a parti 'y inquiry. | morrow. 

SIMMONS. I : the Senators on the of ‘ side if they | Mr. NORRIS. I should like to say ‘ 

{ iy illing to as unal us consent to | have some remarks to make. I hxve net unde: 
motion and any mendments thereto at 3 o'clock | recognition, because I knew that my remarks wi 
ing? | not be directly on the point, and I wanted to give « 

OT. Mr. President, that is » very request thi |} an opportunity to discuss, if he desired so to do, tl 
ly made. | tion before the Senate. 

SIMMONS, Now I ask unani mt th: Mr. SIMMONS. I will say to the Senator th: 

afternoon at 3 o'clock a ve be taken upon the that the other side will be given ample time to-morr 

and all amen f rete | MM OOT. We have not had any til it 
Mr. SMOOT. But n are W tal up? | Mr. STONE. You have bad all the time, prac 
The VICK PRESI INT. There is a motion now pending | Mr. NORRIS. The unanimous-consent agreens 
before the Senate. | stand, Mr. President. contemplates that the Se 
Mr. SIMMONS. It can be taker p when the Senate meets | to-morrow at 11 o'clock? 
to-morrow. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-night, it The VICE PRESIDENT. It does. 
adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock morrow morning, and I ask Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; it provides that the Senat 
uninimous consent that at 3 o’clock to-morrow afternoon there | at 11 o’cleck to-morrow. 
be a vote upon the motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I should like 
Finance and all amendments thereto. ator from Kentucky about how long he ex; 
CLARK of Wyoming. I ask if the Senator will agree to | to-morrow. 
division of time? | Mr. JAMES. I will occupy nothing like the 
Mr. SIMMONS. We will give you ample time. We will give | by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. RaNspELL] 
the time. |} that I shall not take over 40 minutes, if that mi 
I desire to ask the Senator from North Caro-| Mr. NORRIS. I should like to say to the Sena 
t ets at 11 o'clock, whether his request, if | Carolina that I have no desire to prolong this « 
ie an opportunity to reply to the extended | prevent a vote from being taken; and I would 
he Senator from Louisiana [Mr. RANspeLt}]?| the means of preventing any other Senator spea! 
say to the Senator that immediately | question, if he so desires. At the same time, I sl 
upon the convening o ie Senate to-morrow I will ask that this} t) have a unanimous-consent agreement made wi 
matter be |i before the Senate. tion of debate that would necessarily cut me out 
Mr. JAMES. And that I be reeognized? Mr. SIMMONS. I think I can say to the Ser 
Mr. SIMMONS, I think there will be ample time for the] far as this side of the Chamber is concerned. th« 
or. : | nothing to interfere with his having all the time he | 

SMOOT. There will be four hours, of course, and I feel | to-morrow. 

] Senator from Kentucky is entitled to answer the re- Mr. LA FOLLETTS. 


ST) 





. é # Mr. President, just a word 
of the Senator from Louisiana. ‘ The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Chair und 
SIMMONS. And the Senator from Kentucky will have } 


S Poe there is a unanimous-consent agreement or that ther: 
om 1 1 wae do so. j y Mr. LA FOLLETTE. There is not yet, Mr. Pres 
ae Pie ‘ROSE. Mr, President, I have just entered the Cham- I am very anxious that a unanimous-corsent ogi 
ber, and I should like to make an inquiry as to the status of | be reached if possible. I have an amendment | 
pairs, Are pare to be entertained to-morrow on this question? | ‘The debate has not proceeded upon the amendment : 

Mr. SIMMONS. I presume the same rule that always obtains time. It has proceeded upon the tariff bill. I ha 
o a ire +t? - - > “ 2 . 
is to pairs will apply to-morrow. : . s ance that the entire time will not be taken up in 

Mr. PENROSE, I have heard some report about pairs having want an opportunity to speak, for a few minutes : 
been canceled. ae os Ba sibly half an hour, upon that amendment. I have « 

Mr. SIMMONS. Nothing of that kind has been done. ing for the floor up to the present time, because 
Mr. KERN, Chere is nothing of that kind proposed at this speak upon the pending question somewhere near t! 
time ++ ; : 

: 7 ' ‘ , it was going to be voted upon. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Pairs would not be withdrawn except after I desire to make the suggestion that at 3 o'clock 
giving fair as the other side. ' ‘ 10-minute speeches may be made upon amendments. 
— Sort — ; ti nderstood such a m tice had been vem | found myself uuable to get any time hefore 8 0 
Dir. Joey : MS inere was some _— on this side of having withdraw my amendment, and offer it then, and s| 

{ S or 1e ) ose f -onee! ge ii wires Shae - . 

caucus Jor tie purpose of canceling all pairs 10 minutes under that arrangement. 

' ' : : > : ‘ Mr. SIMMONS. And that a vote be taken n 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Coupled with the idea of giving four or five 4 o'clock to-morrow ? 
days’ notice, or whatever is rensonable, to the other side. Of : are } | 

: ; ee a aie owe, Dna “OLLETTE. Certs i iat then tl 
course we are not going to cancel pairs without notice. aie comaaah nada aieasa: 

Mr. PENROSE. I can not be here to-morrow, and of course ae 3 ; 

I wanted a pair on the motion ' Mr. SIMMONS. I modify the request in that way. 

: etaiene z ~ * STONE. Ths s » request? 

Mr. KERN. I understand that the original arrangement as a S annaenent acon eee the eats adjourns t 
to the pending unfinished business was included in the agreement. Rei a een ; aah tai 

f "S rm Yn : : . 7 i “ 7 clock—_—_ 

Mr. SMOOT. That is, that immediately after the conclusion Oe aataEaEE ae ee “ a uire of the S 
of the vote on the pending motion to-morrow the Senator may senate ‘Carolina ‘about the partition of the remain 
nove to take up his resolution. 7 = Aen ge we re 
Mir ream or resolution time. If it is occupied by my friends of the opposite 

\ ° s2tur. S. : - l 

yr secainine ao el — . , ‘ j ally as i ns is moon, I do not K 

the VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to understand | #8 liberally as it bh ee ae 
what the proposed unanimous-consent agreement is. Is it to the | 24Y © — en be oo J & th ita t the q 
effect that when the Senate adjourns to-day it shall adjourn Mr. SIMMONS. Ef ean not = Comey onny thedge 
until 11 o'clock to-morrow, and that immediately upon recon- reference to that; but I am advised t = sale - 

: : : . . . : ie ; , zi > roe . Ale 
vening it shall proceed with the discussion of the motion, and | this side who desires to speak except th« 
that a vote be taken at 3 o'clock? tucky [Mr. James]. ; - 

Mr. SMOOT. Not later than $ o'clock. Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I desire to say to “ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. And then, after the conclusion of | from North Carolina that I shall ask for an opport ; 
the vote, that the regular order, the unfinished business, shall | dress the Senate for about three minutes upon the : 
be taken up? offered by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SMOOT. That the unfinished business shall then be Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say further, Mr. Pre: 
taken up fot consideration. continuation of my inquiry, that a great many 0! 





Mr. SIMMONS. Of course pairs will be recognized. 
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1 with considerable appreciation to the discussion. It 
need over the entire field of this controversy. Such 
veral of us desire to consume will be used in speaking 
to the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
s with the propriety or impropriety of granting hear- 
ore the Finance Committee. That would only involve, 
ac , considerations as I wish to present, any change in 
: t has occurred since the last hearings before the 
mmittee and since attempted legislation was had to 
it time. Really the pertinent inquiry, Mr. President, 
any changes have occurred in that period which 
, ce it proper to consume time before the committee in 
s contemplated by the amendment of the Senator 
£, P sylvania. I should like to have assurances, before 
7 3; consent is given, if I can properly exact them, that 
be adequate time for a very brief presentation of 
nges in the conditions as we see them. 

SIMMONS. I think I can assure the Senator that there 

ile time for that purpose. 
ENROSE. Mr. President, does the Senator mean that 
e Committee intends to give hearings before the full 
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it may 


judgme 
we m 
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draw 


SIMMONS. No; I was not talking about that. 
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LW PAPI 

f ol 

, without 
0, for t 
no advel 


1 fe 


Mr. PENROSE. I understood that was the purport of the the files of the House, witho 
nt. papers in the case of the Delaware Trat 
SIMMONS. I was talking about the opportunity of gen- | against the Government (H. R. 11054, G2d 

the other side to discuss the question, Mr. President. | report having been made thereon. 
STONE. Mr. President, I desire to say that I withdrew RESIGNATION MEM 
n that I made to lay on the table the amendment of The SPEAKER laid before ' 
r from Pennsylvania [Mr. PeNrose] as modified by | cations whieh were read tev the Che 
iment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fot- _ eich Bhan . } - ; 
I [| made the motion because of this protracted filibuster, Coetuieren on 7 
W has been going on for nearly a week, since this bill VICE PRESIDENT, AND Ri A 
! | the Senate, and the motion of the Senator from North See Cuane Clans ” sgton 
was made to refer the bill to the Finance Committee. ” Sane tker 1 nited State Hot ‘ 
was to bring the question directly to a vote and indi- Dmar Sin: Inclosed please find d ' 
that way to determine whether or not the Senate de- | I have forwarded to the s t t 
se hearings. If the motion to lay on the table was car- Yours, truly, 
ld be an expression on the part of the Senate that it 
itend to enter upon hearings, and then there would be i » 
ing before the Senate—the naked question ea Coun 
uld be referred to the committee. gut acting upon | Vice Pri s »K : : 
of my friend the chairman of the committee of | qo preprrick C. Mart ; 
1 a member to withdraw the motion, I did so, and if | Secretary of ile Mf al 
» to an hour to vote I am perfectly willing. But if I hereby tender my ré 
be done, I shall again propose that we end this in- | the twelfth district of M t M 
e debate by a motion to lay these amendments on the 
1 then see whether we shall go on filibustering upon the SUNDEY C1 AP TION 
sition as to whether the bill shall be referred to the Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I } 
I Committee. | report on the bill (H. R. 2441) making a 
IAMES. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri | dry civil expenses of the ¢ ment for t 
After those amendments were laid on the table, | June 30, 1914, and for rpos f 
the Senators on the other side offer some others which | rule. 
| have to lay on the table? The SPEAKER. The Clerk 1 
Mr. STONE. To be sure. The Clerk read the title of tl 
Mr. JAMES. You would have to continue to do that and lay| Mr. MANN. Mr. 5) W 
the table; so the best way Is to get an agreement for a Mr. FITZGERALD. Certai 
Mr. MANN. Does this e 1 
rONE. I say so; I have said so. Hence I withdrew mee. ed 
But I give notice now, all the same, that unless | Mr. : ITZG] RALD. mt ’ - ; : 
nt is made, as far as I am concerned, I am going to | Mr pny Why nar a wd " 4 
SIMMONS. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to lay before | Mr. FITZGERALD. The Sena “ 
te the request for unanimous consent. ee a 
VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request | Mr. MANN. Mr. S; er, I t i 
mous consent that upon the adjournment of the Senate | printed as a House dk ! t I 
shall adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow; that at that | cently in the Saturday bE t, w 
le matter now pending before the Senate shall be taken | former Speaker of the House 
l, if needful, continued until the hour of 3 o’clock, after | The SPEAKER. The gentk fre 
' ue 10-minute speeches may be made until the hour of asks unanimous consent to h inted 
( when a vote shall be taken, and then that the un- | Mr. Ex-Speaker Cannon's articl ich w 
| business—the resolution for the Paint Creek coal fields | cent number of the Setur D g Po 
‘uves\igation—shall be taken up? There was no objection. 

‘ir. SIMMONS. Mr. President, that should be upon the mo- LEAVE TO EXTEND REMA 

ul : an bending amendments. Mr. MANN. Mr. SI ak [ ask 

MI IVER. I ask that the request be put, Mr. President. | may extend my remarks in the Recorp. 


: 1 ; : VICE PR 2SIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
, linimous consent? The Chair hears none, and consent is | mous 


object 


given 
Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I move that the Senate adjourn. 


rhe motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 50 minutes 


p m1 ) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 16, 
413, at 11 o’clock a, m. 
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There was no objection. 
Mr. METZ. 


mtieman from 
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Mr. Speaker, I 


ask unanimous « 
my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of t 
in Germany. 
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ly pray f 
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: } 
ction; that 
mercy rigi 
is Chi ( 
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unanimous 


Illinois as 
REcoR 
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THACHER 
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ions were unani 
In rates on cotton 
ined in H. R. 3321 
stic, and whicl f 


n-manufacturing 


im 
pect 


lizing the great 
prosperity, re 
; >» t} > pate q 
countries 

n goods 
competitive one a ] . this reasx 


n, if for 
8 to practice 


n ade by iufacture 
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mpetent ? No readinstn 
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roper and n 
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ent of 
nor 


1 its branches 
is deeply interested in is subject, and 
but fr interest 


ectfully 


all 
there 
interests, of every phase 
rtunitv to 


protest and views of the 


wn 
we resi 
its « 


an 


opm 


Freperic H. Taser, Clerk. 
Mr. RAKER. Mr. ake ask unanimous 
tend my remarks in 
The SPEAKER. TI 
mous ¢ nt to extend his remarks in th 
jection? 
There was no ol 


consent to ex- 


in from California asks unani- 


Recorp. Is there ob- 


“OnS 


LEWIS. 
Mr. 


msideration of the ) ring 
‘FAKER. The gentleman from 
consent for esent 
the Clerk wil 


Spe unanimous consent for the 
resolution. 
Missouri asks unani- 


consideration of a resolution, 


Mr. LLOYD. 
present ce 


nr 


pr 
san ih teiicaad . 
The Clerk read 


Loe , j " 4 
resolution 49. 


the House is hereby authorized to pay, 

he econting fund, to Henry N. Lewis, nephew and sole heir 
1 Lewis, late a messenger on the old diers’ roll of the House, 

1 not to exceed $250, for the funeral expenses of the said Elijah 


Louse 


red, That the Clerk of 


The SPEAKER. Is there obj 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


ction? 


LEAVE TO 


r. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
it the end of the business of this morning I may be permitted 
to address the House for 15 minutes. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman upon what subject? 

Mr. MONDELL. On the state of the Union. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARDWICI!I I shall object unless the gentleman makes 
little more definite. 

MONDELL. I desire to call at 


ve been made rel: the st 


ADDRESS THE HOUSE, 


M 


\. 
‘ 
ii 


it 


4 


Mr 
that 


ention to some remarks 
ite of the industries of 
the country, but particu rly to refer to some remarks made at 
a banquet last night in this city. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
gentleman fron. Wyomin [After a pa 
none, 


h: 


to the 
use. ] 


request of the 
g? The Chair hears 


ORFGON 
HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I unanimons 
my ren in the Recorp to include the 
| concerning the Oregon land-grant 
SPEAKER. The ntleman from 

to extend his remarks in the 


LAND-GRANT DECISION, 


Mr. 


extend 


nsk 
arks 
editori: decis 
Ores 


Ri 


The 


ge 


mous consent 


objection ? 
There was no objection. 
article referred to: 


Oreg., 


Phe following is the 


{irom the Oregonian, Portland, 
LAND GRA 
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rone cone 


yerton’s dec 
isa t ¢ r 
has 

the 1 ant 
Pacific's title 
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Judge Wi 
wae alr 
it conf ) he | j 
of the land 
‘ouded that it 
the terms 
an ao ne nt is f 
has provided by gislation for the disposal of the | 
is assurance that } than two years the 
leared for raising the embargo on the development of * 
but how th will be ‘ mai to 
necessary to lay n these fa b 
deluded tnto the belief that 
by making a tender of the lecal 
! prior claim to purchase 
ey have established nothing, b 
Forfeiture of the crant 
the land to the public don 
der any of the general la 
are that the Government, not the rail: 
not declare on what terms it may 
Congress alone can do that Men who 
lawyers and tand locaters are buying a 
Let them take warning and keep their money 
The decision {s important as a judicial determin: 
est corporations, Uke the rest individual, must ke: 
nt. When they acquire land from the Govern 
with the terms of the grant give back t) 
n not get a patent without tmproving hi 
ir e of a special acent’s inquiry and a land-o 
railroad stands on the focting. It the fr 
lawsuit through to the hichest but the Gov 
ready and abl ficht, and will The sion 
is to he in end between people and cor 
the people live their side the bargain and 
i theirs 


can be 
uid find not 

of the grant 

1ally annulled 


hing u he gre 
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he cecide d. 
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de« 
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5 re 
It has been freely predicted that the forfeited la 
timbered, will be added to the national forests and t} 
little, if any, left available for agriculture. This 
} Congress, durine the Roosevelt administr 
g any further additions to the national fore 
Congress has shown Increasing reluct 
uch of the timbered grant land, being In the 
ads, will be admirably adapted for fart 
1d may be turned over to the Forestry Bur 
imber without delay. It may then be thrown 
The West will not consent to the lezistat 
Office’s new classification of some land 
and to such land being withheld from 
It would probably agree to the harvesti 
rnment agricultural settlers are 
would accerd with the policy of conservation whi 
development of the country. 
MILITIA ORGANIZATION AND 
Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
tend my remarks in the RecorpD by printing a r 
the chamber of commerce in the city of Spoka 
tive to the militia, its organization, and distribut 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washing 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Re 
objection? 
There was no objection. 
The following is the matter referred to: 
Whereas it Is the belief of the Spokane Chamber of 
of the people of Spokane that these things are true: 
That the approaching completion of the l’a: 
the importance of the obligation assumed by t 
Monroe doctrine. wherein it is stated “that ar 
of a foreign power to extend their system to 
hemisphere ls dangerous to our peace and safety.” __ 
That the shifting of the world’s activities to the W 
and especially to the Pacific coast makes it a nat 
every precaution to prevent warfare by a thorough ors: 
forces of national defense and offense. 
That in view of the overwhelming expense and dis: 
followed the early efforts of the American arms in all 


the Land 
steads ” 
pretext. 


the Gov before 


DISTRIR( 


T10* 


srs 
mi 


ih 


he } 
iy att 
any 


the present force of 20 regiments of Infantry on th 
United States is so insufficient as to be a menace tc 
tions of the country. 

That this insufficiency is now much more serio 
the time of any previous war because of the new ba 
upon which all preparations for warfare are condn 
the past were strugzles of closely massed men. The 
will be widely extended, long-range operations i: 
formation. In such contests there will be great dep 
responsibility of the individual officers and men | 
under such conditions necessitates high traini phy 
and skill. Small arms, machine guns, and field guns at 
long range and rapid fire, with many complications | 
Modern warfare will involve conditions never known | 
in past wars. Arms, ammunition, and men for modern s 
time to prepare and have ready, while wars are sudden < 
violence, 


o? 
is 




























the Army should not only be increased in numbers and equip 
t rran nt of the A y in the United States 
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i emen on both sides of the aisle to the effect that the 
| ed legislation threatened the prosperity, and, in some 
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tion of wages. We are gravely informed by the head of a Gov- 
ernment department that he proposes, if enterprises in any way 
modify their business after the passage of the Underwood bill, 
to make inquiry and ascertain whether their machinery is up 
to date, whether their methods of operation are entirely satis- 
factory from the viewpoint of the high and mighty Secretary of 
Commerce, 

[ must say that of all I have ever heard during tariff debates 
some things that have been said along these lines are the most 
extraordinary. Does the Secretary of the Department of Com- 
merce believe that he can compensate the flockmasters of my 
State, for instance, for the losses they are sure to suffer under 
this bill? We hope, we pray, that those losses will be com- 
peratively light, but that loss will come all must admit. If not, 
what rhyme or reason was there in your action? Wool was 
pilnced on the free list for the purpose of reducing the value of 
the product. If that was not the object, there was none. And 
can you reduce the value of that product without disturbing 
the industry? Is there a department of the Government some- 
where to compensate for such loss? If there is, the flockmasters 
of my Commonwealth will be entitled to apply, for our losses 
wre certain. Has the Department of Commerce some method of 
compensating the manufacturers of beet and cane sugar for 
the certain dismantlement of the great majority of their fac- 
tories, admitted practically by all? Has the Secretary of Com- 
merce a fund at his disposal to compensate the farmers who 
are to lose heavily if the reduced values of their products 
promised under this bill shall materialize; and is he pre- 
pared to guarantee that the wage of farm and ranch labor 
shall be maintained? 

The Secretary serves notice that he proposes to inquire, 
should industries be suspended or crippled in output or oppor- 
tunity of employment, as to their business methods, their 
efficiency, their up-to-dateness. Is that for the purpose of 
serving notice on them that they must run their business ac- 
cording to a method prescribed by the Secretary; and if not, 
what he propose to do about it? Should his advice 
and recommendations be followed and business continued, is 
he prepared to guarantee reasonable returns, or any returns at 
all? Does he éxpect to compensate for losses incurred under 
such conditions? Have we come to that pass that a department 
of the Government shall rise and say that men whose lifelong 
sivings are jeopardized, men anxious to carry on their indus- 
tries, men desirous of paying good wages, shall be threatened 
because, forsooth, they, in perfect good nature and good faith 
and with intense sincerity, insist that their industries are 
jeopardized? You are fortunate, gentlemen, you are fortunate 
beyond all experience in the attitude of the American people 
toward your revision, and in heaven’s name be gracious enough 
to acknowledge and be thankful for this frame of mind. It is 
not possible, and you all know it, that with the great range 
of our industries, multiplied thousands in kind and character, 
from one end of the Nation to the other, that some will not be 
seriously disturbed by this radical legislation. 

Products of great volume and value, the fruits of the labors 
of a vast number of people, can not be taken from the dutiable 
list and placed on the free list without seriously, if not disas- 
trously affecting, not only investment, but labor as well. In- 
dustries great and small can not have the rates of tariff 
schedules which affect them radically changed without serious 
disturbance, without probable destruction to some and serious 
injury to all. No thoughtful person denies the truth, to a cer- 
tain extent at least, of this assertion, and as labor is the largest 
element in production, and wages paid to labor a large propor- 
tion of the cost of any product, there can be no denying the 
fact that this radical legislation of yours seriously threatens a 
loss of employment in certain lines of activity and rates of 
wages in many lines. Yet because men honestly express their 
fears in regard to these matters they are threatened with some 
undefined sort of coercion, a threat which would be ridiculous 
if it was not intended to carry a real menace from official 
sources to those who, from the standpoint of certain Government 
officials, may be so unpatriotic as to decline to carry on their 
business at a permanent loss. 

As a matter of fact, the legislation is urged with the claim 
that there must be a lowering in the returns of certain indus- 
tries for the general good, and a very serious one in certain lines. 
The American people are anxious, if they can, to adjust their 
affairs to your legislation. I do not think there is an employer 
anywhere who desires to reduce wages. In your effort to do 
what you believe is the right thing to do, and thus necessarily 
threatening or jeopardizing employment, you certainly should 
restrain yourselves from threatening men who, in their efforts 
to readjust to meet changed conditions, fear they will find it 
necessary to ask their employees to decide between less favor- 
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able labor conditions or the closing down of industries 
plause on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from WwW, 
has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous ; 
that I may proceed for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 
woop] asks unanimous consent that he may address the |! 
for 10 minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, it is not my des 
open the case that has been sent to the Senate. The « 
from Wyoming [Mr. MoNnDELL] is a typical representat 
party, able, strong, but a thorough exponent of the « 
of protection for the great industries of this country. || 
shown the dividing line this morning. For years gentl 
that side of the Huuse have stated that they levied the 
taxes in this country in the interest of labor. To-day t! 
is off the mailed hand, and the gentleman from Wyo. 
poses the ground on which his party has always stood 
plause on the Democratic side.] He stands here only 
interest of the great manufacturers of this country a) 
nothing whatever for the labor that works in the f 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Now, the situation is : 
this: If you will examine the tariff hearings which w: 
last winter before the Ways and Means Committee y. 
find page after page and volume after volume filled 
statements of the manufacturers that if the Democratic 1 
dared to reduce this protective tariff in the interest of 
American people that they would take that’ reduction out 
labor in their mills and their factories, and you ean not 
Man after man in these great industries came befcr 
stated that what reduction you make shall come out 
labor 

Mr. MONDELL. 
wants to be fair. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think that the gentleman did 
anyone before his committee who made just such a s 
as the gentleman las made. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; I have. 

Mr. MONDELL. Many gentlemen said they could 
tinue to operate under changed conditions without a mr 
of wages. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is exactly what I said, the 
difference; that they would take the reduction out 
labor and not out of their own profits. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman expect them to 1 
manently at a loss? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not if they are not making unreasonal| 
profits, and many of them, and the gentleman knows 
as I do, have made enormous profits, and now they wo 
tinue to keep those enormous profits at the expense o 
labor, and more than that, gentlemen on that side of th: 
for more than two weeks in the debate in this Hous 
tariff bill contended that if we passed that bill it mea 
the effects of the bill would be visited on the labor of this 
try. Now I want it distinctly understood that we 
threatening industry, nor are we threatening labor. Y: 
tended here that we needed a tariff board to ascertain f 
order that the rights of industry and the rights of lal» 
be well guarded. I told you you did not need a tarifl 
that we had already organized a board in this Governm 
could ascertain the facts and would ascertain the fa 
now that the machinery of Government has siarted to : 
tain the facts you throw up your hands and show the w! 
feather and run to cover, because you are afraid to hav 
and a fair investigation. [Applause on the Democrat 
That is all. There is no desire on the part of the Gov 
to interfere with any industry. We have got no right ! 
them, but when we see conditions in this country existi! 
will be detrimental to labor we are entitled to know one 
things. First, whether or not they are telling the truth 
plause on the Democratic side.] If they are not te!!! 
truth and they intend to injuriously and unfairly pun's 
labor, taking an enactment of Congress as an excuse, th 
nothing but right that the facts should be given publi 
the people of the United States should know the facts 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

That is all there is to that side of it. On the other han 
if a law on the statute books has in any particular 
been so drastic that it nay affect the great industrial intere 
in this country and affect the wages of their labor. \ 
you want to know it or not, this side of the House \: 
know it, because we propose to do abstract justice, aud 
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; in » mistake we will not be afraid to recognize it. 
1 the Democratic side. ] 
it int 1 to hide behind closed doors, but we are | 
1 t ow the limelight of public opinion not only on 
‘ f 1 manufacturer, but the acts of this House. If we 
‘ mistake we are men ouch to acknowledge it and 
lause on the Democratic side], and if we have 
that the other man does justice—— 
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( the mtry are serio. sly jeopardized or seri 
d, and do I have his promise that if there are 


tries which are seriously injured by your bill the in- 








be rectified by tion in the near future? 
UNDERWOOD When the Department of Commerce 
. ra eareful, disinterested, and honest investigation, | 
stice has been done either to an industry of this 
to the Inbor employed in that industry, you may 
: red that this side of the House will rectify any wrong 
een done 
’ MONDELL. Does that include the wool industry and 
t car industry? 
UNDERWOOD. Oh, there are some proj tions that 
\ enize are not entitled to be classed as legitimate indus 
{ y more than you can grow len s in Maine, or that we 
‘ to continue an artificial or impr perly conducted or im 
| managed industry. But we are entitled to know the 
f we are going to know them. It is no threat These 
before the cornmittee and made their statements 
his lebor matter. Many of them invited the committee 
t their books. The committee did not bave the ma 
th whieh to do it. But the committee is investignt- 
ttery industry in this country, and, following that 
{ ion, is geing on with other industries. 
SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gen- 
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Mr. FRENCH asked and obtained unanimous consent to 
‘ lraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
I in the following cases, no adverse reports having been 
L reon: 

Hf. R. 13138. A bill for the relief of Pierson Bros. & Co.; 

H. R. 27843. A bill for the relief of Oliver P. Pring; 

H. R. 18463. A bill for the relief of T. S. Williams: ! 

H.R. 17067. A bill correcting the military record of Reuben | 
S 

Rh. 17066. A bill correcting the military record of Jonas O. 


T 








e 
H.R. 26170. A bill correcting the military record of James C. 
S Ss. alias James C. Whitlock; 
[. R. 26569. A bill granting a patent to Joseph Robicheau; 
\ bill for the relief of Mary J. Webster; 
H.R A bill granting a pension to Mary C. Warren; 
iH. R. 27846. A bill granting a pension to William H. Winters: 
H.R. 27748. A bill grauting a pension to Currency A. Gum 





H.R A bill granting a pension to John W. Clark; 
H.R A bill granting a pension to Edward Flannery ; 
. It A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
7. 7 ? 
: H. . 24340. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frank 
i Hqnes: 


i. 10048. A bill granting 
George Smith; 


4.1K. 17954. A bill granting 
. on: 


a pension to George W. Smith, 
an increase of pension to Hans 


4. A bill to correct the military record of Aaron 


HT : . ‘ — 
6. A bill granting a pension to William R. Trull: 
= J. A bill granting a pension to Floyd L. Campbell: 


ops 


a it. sols. A bill granting an incrense of pension to Albert 





. A bill to provide relief for Anton Conyar ; 

KT 148. A bill to previde relief for the widew and minor 

dren ef James Kerr; and 

H. R. 133 

BE. Lewis. 
Mr. FRENCH. 

the 





A bill grauting an increase of pension to Charles 


bills & Mr. Speaker, I ask wnanimous consent that 
iss be not read. They all refer to military affairs and 
land cases or are otherwise of private character. 
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By Mr. GOODWIN of Maine: A bill (FH. R. 5141) to « t 
the ports of Machias and ] port, i l . M } 
the reorganization of 1s t ( 
mittee on W ys d Means 

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (HL. R. 5142) to 7 3 
who have heretofore taken and ‘ | i 
160 s within the s of 
quire { ul to ts ( { , 

ad quiremel not more ti LGU (4 l 
he Public Lands 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 5143) to p t ’ 
wv commerce among ( re ‘ 
eign 1 ons, and to re e obst iy ‘ , 
he traust sion of ! ! suges | t } 
cable, or other means of commu at betwe . 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5144) to establish a b 

ultural station in the twenty-thir ongre f 
Illinois; to the Committee on the \ { ’ l 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bi H. R. 5146 i 
28 of the Judicial Code of the I 1s ( Q 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5146) to i re the t f t f the 
public building at Augusta, Ga.; to the Con c¢ on Public 
Buildings and Grounds 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (HH. R. 5147) to end ti v9 
relating to shippers’ manifests of 1 bondise for ) mn 
to the Committee on Inte d i ( 

Also, a b (H, it. 5148) » an vl s m 4107 of ft . l 
Statutes; to the Conmnittee on Iuterstat nad by en ft 
merce. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill GEL R. 5149) to amend se S of 
an act entitled “An act for preventing the 
or transportation of adulterated or misbr led o1 
| deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and lig ] ! 
lating traflic therein, and for other purpo 
1906, as amended by the act approved August 2 3 te } 


' Committee on Interstate and Foreign Co: 
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By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 5150) to establish a fish- 
cultural station at some suitable point on the Gulf coast of 
lorida; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
l’isheries, 


By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 5151) to 


amend an act entitled “An act to create a uniform system of | 


, 


bankruptcy in the United States and Territories,’ 
July 1, 1898; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 5152) to provide the 
least number of men who must be assigned to each engine or 
locomotive engaged in handling cars used in interstate com- 
merce and in switching cars in any railroad yard or on any rail- 
road track in the States and Territories of the United States; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5158) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across San Francisco Bay, to connect the cities 
of Oakland and San Franciseo, Cal.; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5154) authorizing the President to appoint 
Alexander Shiras Gassaway a second assistant engineer in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. . 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 5155) to provide for a dis- 
trict judge in the northern and southern districts of the State 
of Mississippi, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 5156) to establish 
a Federal rural credit system under the Department of Agricul- 
ture; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 5157) authoriz- 
ing the Ottawa Tribe of Indians of Oklahoma to submit claims 
to the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5158) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to permit exchanges of lands of Osage allottees, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5159) conferring jurisciction on the Court 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of 
the Osage Nation of Indians against the United States; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5160) to adjust and settle the claims of the 
loyal Shawnee and loyal Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Indians; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5161) conferring jurisdiction on the Cour 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of 
the Ponea Tribe of Indians against the United States; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. ' 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Resolution (H. Res. 105) 
imaking it the duty of standing and subcommittees of the House 
to prepare and preserve records of all meetings of such com- 
mittees or subcommittees, and said records or minutes shall be 
open to public inspection; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FRANCIS: Resolution (H. Res. 106) to appoint a 
committee of five Members of the House to investigate the 
American Woolen Co. and ascertain whether said company has 
violated or is violating the antitrust act of 1890, or any other 
law of the United States; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (by request of the Universal 
Peace Union, Philadelphia): Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83) 
requesting the President to communicate with Great Britain 
with a view to the appointment of a commission to investigate 
the possibility of rectifying the boundary of southeastern 
Alaska; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 84) limiting 
the editions of the publications of the Bureau of Education; to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A memorial of the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, relative to the tariff; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


approved 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 5162) for the relief of the 
heirs of Catherine Norris, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

ty Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 5163) for the relief of Archi- 
bald Nurss; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5164) for the relief of Edward Lane; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5165) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH, R. 5166) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace L. Butler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AVIS: A bill (H. R. 5167) granting a pension to 
Edgar E. Cummings; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5168) granting a pension to Marv A 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5169) granting a pension to Mares; 
Racer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5170) granting an increase of 
George H. Imboden; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 5171) granting a }\ 
William G. Parks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5172) granting a pension to Jolin 
Kissick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5173) to correct the military 
Orvis P. Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5174) to provide for furnishing 
approved, and efficient artificial limbs and apparatus { 
tion to persons injured in the United States service: to 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWN of New York: A bill (H. R. 5175) < 
a pension to Emma J. Crocker; to the Committee on |) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5176) granting a pension to E 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5177) granting an increase of pe 
Jacob Fister; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (HH. R. 517s) 
relief of August Schultz; to the Committee on Indian 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 5179) granting an i: 
pension to Pedro B. de G. Fernandez; to the Con 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 5180) for the relief «' 
ander H. Allan and others; to the Committee on Clai) 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5481) 
a pension to Sallie Clark; to the Committee on Invalid |’ 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 5182) to reimburs 
Dillon; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 5183) for the relief 
L. Boehnert; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 5184) granting a |. 
Anna Jacobs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5185) granting an increase of | 
Augusta A. Lellyett; to the Committee on Invalid Pen: 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 5186) for the 
William Dorgan; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5187) for the relief of Charles 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5188) granting a pension to Jaco! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5189) granting an increase of | 
J. C. Judy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5190) to remove the charge of | 
from the record of L. N. Mansfield; to the Committe 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 5191) ¢ 
pension to Frank N. Curtis; to the Committee on Ve 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Ellen 1! 


sell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5193) granting a pension to G 
Goodhue; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GORMAN: A bill (H. R. 5194) granting a | 
Joseph Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5195) for th 
the Atlantic Canning Co.; to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 5196) granting an incr 
pension to Julius Vogt, sr.; to the Committee on In 
sions. 


LD, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5197) to carry out the findings of the 


Court of Claims in the case of the city of Glasgow, Mo.; 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5198) for the relief o! 
Edgerton Buckman and others; to the Committee on ( 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 519.) 
ing an increase of pension to Electa B. Merrill; to the Co! 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5200) granting an increase of ) 
Mary Sullivan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 520 ) 


the relief of William J. Beard; to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5202) for the relief of Edward Jv! 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5203) for the relief of Catherine K 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5204) for the relief of Thoms he 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5205) granting a pension to John Ke 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


















‘ a bill CH. R. 5206) granting an increase of pension to 
. Van Orden: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


bill (H. R. 5207) granting an increase of pension to 
Cort: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 5208) granting an increase of pension to 
} Rush: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


i] (1. R. 5209) to remove the charge of desertion 
g on the records of the War Department against 
iber: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
KIRKPATRICK: A bill CH. R. 5210) granting a pen- 
P + Peter Dell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 5211) granting an increase of pension to 


| 1. Kridelbaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


bill (H. R. 5212) granting an increase of pension to 
( i. MeRoberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
hill (LL R. 5218) granting a pension to Mary A. Moor- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 5214) granting an increase of pension to 
S “mail: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
~ ‘ico 9 bill CH. R. 5215) granting an increase of pension to | 
( h rles Blitz: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so. a bill CH. R. 5216) granting a pension to William H. | 
Be tt: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\ bill (H. R. 5217) granting a pension to Caroline E. 


Mason: to the Committee on Pensions. 


Ry Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H, R. 5218) granting a pension to 
Michael Kelly; to the Committee on Pensions. 
by Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 5219) granting an in- 


of pension to Catherine Morris; to the Committee on 
l d Pensions. 

Ry Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 5220) for the relief of Caleb 
Aber; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5221) for the relief of Elizabeth Williams; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5222) for the relief of Gertrude A. Dot 
terer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5223) for the relief of Amos Teel; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

a bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of William Shoen- 

er; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


A a bill (H. R. £225)‘ for the relief of Theodore W. 
Kreamer; 10 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (Hf. R. 5226) for the relief of Curtis V. Milliman; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5227) for the relief of Warren Van Vliet; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5228) for the relief of John S. Dorshimer; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5229) for the relief of Isaac Miller; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 5280) for the relief of William H. John- 
son; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5231) for the relief of James Heiney; to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 
the C 
Als 


5232) for the relief of Alice O'Connor; to 
ommittee on Military Affairs. 
, a bill (H. R. 5233) for the relief of Philip D. Connelly; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5234) for the relief of Jefferson Fox; to 
ie Committee on Military Affairs. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 5285) granting a pension to Rose Black- 
burn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5286) granting a pension to Louisa Drey; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5237) granting a pension to Howard S. 


Gardner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5238) granting a pension to Edward J. 
Hart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A so, & bill CH. R. 5289) granting a pension to Catharine 
Butz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5240) granting a pension to Phoebe A. 
Dixon ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5241) granting a pension to John B. Welch: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


oo a bill (H. R. 5242) granting a pension to Jeremiah 
rt hg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5243) granting a pension to Ezra R. 
uller ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
aoe a bill (H. R. 5244) granting a pension to John H. Mc- 
arty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. Also, a bill (H. R. 5245) granting a pension to Sarah Werk- 
‘elser; to the Committee on Invatid Pensions. 


+1 


Also, 
Jaich : 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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a bill (H. R. 5246) granting a pension to Catherine 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5247) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Ramsey; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5248) granting an increase of pension to 
Elmer E. Frederick; to the Committee on Pe $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5249) granting an increase of pension to 
James Riley; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5250) granting an increase of pension to 


Isaiah Frutchey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5251) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Brouch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (II. R. 5252) granting an increase of pension to 
| Peter Mager; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 5258) granting an increase of pension to 
| John Lattimore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to 
Thompson Decker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
| Also, a bill (CH. R. 5255) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Brecht; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill CH. R. 5256) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Mann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5257) granting an increase of pension to 


Henry Wildrick; to the Committee on Invalid 
; Also, a bill (H. R. 5258) granting an increase of pension 
Herman Alsover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. 

George Starner; 


Pensions. 


R. 5259) granting an increase of pension t 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to 
William Peltz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
|} Also, a bill (H. R. 5261) granting an increase of pension to 
Urilla Helms Bates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5262) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Correll: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5263) granting an increase of pension to 
| William W. Padgett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5264) granting an increase of pension to 


James Bowman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5265) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Staples; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5266) granting an increase of pension 
Aaron Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5267) granting an increase of pension t 
William H. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 5268) granting an increase of pension to 
| George Setzer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5269) granting an increase of pension to 
| Benjamin F. Gerhard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5270) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Bradford: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5271) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob E. Dreibelbies: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5272) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Moore: to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5275) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Itterly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5274) granting an increase of pension to 
} . ‘ ¢ . 
| Charles Henning: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
| ; saeaiied ; ; ; ; 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5275) granting an increase of pension to 
| William D. Gibson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
' Also. a bill (H. R. 5276) granting an increase of pension to 
| > x I 


Anna M. Walton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5277) granting an increase of pension to 


Aaron Culberson; to the Committee on 
Aiso, a bill (H. R. 


Invalid Pensions 


5278) granting an increase of pension to 

Jacob Andrews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5279) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5280) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Kistler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5281) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill’ (H. R. 5282) granting an increase of pension to 


Frank B. Carey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5283) granting an increase of pension t 
Robert McDowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5284) granting an increase of pension t 
William Custard; to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5285) granting an increase of pension to 
William Riehl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5286) granting an increase of 
Margaret Bunnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5287) granting an increase of pension to 
William Geary; to the Committee on Invalid lensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5288) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Strunk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


m to 


pe nsi 
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Also, a bill (H.R. 5289) granting an increase of pension Also, petition of Ransom Post, No. 131, of S| 
in D. Everitt: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. favoring the passage of House bill 2464, regarding 
a bill (CH. R. 5290) granting an increase of pension of a monument in St. Louis to the memory of G 
Ifleim: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on the Library. 
(TI. T2. 5291) granting an increase of pension to Also, petition of Dr. Joseph B. Chiles and Junk 
‘ h: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. of St. Louis, Mo., against mutual life insurance 
Ry Mr. ED: A bil R. 5292) granting a pension to | income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Me 
el Henno: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition of Dr. | 
By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 5293) granting an increase of Springfield, Ill., protesting against the funds 
n to Walter eDaniel; to the Committee on Invalid | insurance in the income-tax bill; to the Con 
ms. and Means. 
y Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 5294) granting a pension By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petitions of sundry citizens 
to Mrs. Ernest R. Schultz: to the Committee on Pensions. against mutual life insurance funds in the in 
a bill (BH. R. 5295) grenting an increase of pension to | the Committee on Ways and Means. 
bese: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions By Mr. HINEBAUGH: Petition of the Northern | 
», a bill (H. R. 5296) granting an increase of pension to | Normal School, De Kalb, IIl., favoring the ec! 
Jonathan L. Shamp: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the importation of plumage and skins of wild bird 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5297) to correct the military record of | mittee on Ways and Means. 
John Carney: to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of the Pingree N 
By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 5298) granting a | of Ogden, Utah, favoring amendments to the b 
pension to Martin W. Sewall; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | rency laws; to the Committee on Banking and Curr 
sions Also, petitions of sundry citizens of Utah, prot: 
Also. a bill (11. R. 5299) granting an increase of pension to | mutual life insurance funds in the income-tax bill: 
VW 1m Oliver: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. mittee on Ways and Means. 
Ry Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 5300) for the By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of { 
relief of Solomon Boyer; to the Committee on War Claims. Trade of Newark, N. J., against the provision 
By Mr. TUTTLE: A bill (H. R. 5301) for the relief of Samuel | civil bill which prefers a privilege to any one clas 
Baker; to the Committee on Military Affairs mittee on Appropriations. 
Ry Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 5802) granting an increase Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of BP. 
> pension to Benjamin F. Protzman; to the Committee on | favoring amending the income-tax bill; to the « 
Invalid Pensiens. Ways and Means. 
rr Also, petition of BE, G. Ruehle & Co., of New Y: 
PETITIONS. ETC the assessment of any fee in relation to the fi] 
4 NS, LU. against assessment of duties by the collectors of 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid | the Committee on Ways and Means. 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: By Mr. LEVY: Petition of the Stationers’ B: 
By the SPEAKER (by request): Petitions of sundry citizens | New York City, against manufacturers fixing 
of Missouri, against mutual life insurance funds in the income- | of patented articles; to the Committee on Pate 
tax bill: to the Committee on Ways and Means. Also, petition of sundry New Bedford manufz 
lso (by request), petition of sundry New Bedford manufac- | reduction of the duty on cotton cloth, etc 
turers, against reduction of duty on cotton cloth, etc.; to the | on Ways and Means. 
Committee on Ways and Means. Also, petitions of the Reliance Ball-Bearing Dx 
Also (by request), petitions of the National Citizens’ League, | and others, of New York City; the Commercin! ‘| 
favoring the early passege of banking and currency reform laws; | tual Accident Association of America, of Uti 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. Buffalo Envelope Co., of Buffalo, N. Y.,. favorin; 
By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petitions of sundry merchants of Ohio, | POStage; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
favoring a change in the interstate-commerce laws; to the Com- By Mr. MARTIN: Petitions of sundry citiz 
mittee on the Judiciary. of West Virginia, favoring an investigation of 
Also, petitions of James H. Talmage and otber citizens of | in the coal regions of West Virginia; to the | 
Ohio, against mutual life insurance funds in the income-tax | Labor. ot 
bill: to the Committee on Ways and Means. By Mr. RAKER: Petition of the Rocky Mount 
By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the Socialist Party of St. | @ucers, against reduction of the duty on lead ores 
Louis, Mo., favoring an investigation of conditions in the coal mittee on Ways and Means. _ . 
regions of West Virginia; to the Committee on Labor. Also, petition of the Albers Bros. Milling Co., : 


. , Ee Mar : and relled oats on the free list; to the Committee 
By Mr. BELL of California: Petitions of the National Citi- | yy... ~ 


Zens’ League of Las Angeles and other leagues of California, Also, petition of Nelson Sage, of Rochester, N 
favoring immediate legish tion in banking and currency reform ; reduction of the duty on vegetable ivory; to the ( 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. i L Ways and Means. . 

Also, petitions of Clarence Dougherty and 23 other citizens Also, petition of the Muscatine Commercial C 
of California, against reduction of the duty on sugar; to the tine, Iowa, against reduction of the duty on p 
Committee on Ways and Means. the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Petition of William McMahon Also, petition of the Frostmann & Huffmann ‘ 
and 20 other citizens of Portage, Wis., against mutual life in-| N. J. against reduction of the duty on fine yarn 
surance funds in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on | to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Ways and Means. Also, petition of the Merchants and Manufacture: 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of members of the Medical Society | Trade, of New York City, against any incresse in 1 
of the State of New York, favoring removing the duty on sur- | articles purchased abroad; to the Committee o1 
gical instruments, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. | Means. 

Also, petition of sundry mill corporations of New Bedford, Also, petition of the Salts Textile Manufactu 
against reduction of the duty on cotton cloths, etc.; to the Com- | Bridgeport, Conn., relative to giving out the d 
mittee on Ways and Means. the new tariff bill will go into effect; to the Committ 

Also, petitions of the Reliance Ball-Bearing Door Hanger | and Means. 

Co. and Earl & Wilson, of New York City. and the Commer- Also, petition of the International Brick, Til 
cial Travelers’ Mutual Accident Association of America, of | Cotta Workers’ Alliance, of Chicago, Il., against 
Utica, N. Y., favoring passage of House bill 4322; to the Com-| the duty on floor and wall tile; to the Committee 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Means. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of the Socialist Party and sundry Also, petition of the California Walnut Growers 
citizens of St. Louis, Mo., favoring an investigation of the | of Los Angeles, Cal., favoring retention of the [! 
conditions in the coal fields in West Virginia; to the Committee | walnuts; to the Committee on Ways and Means 
on Labor. Also, petition of the California Almond Grow‘ 

Also, petitions of the Meyer Bros. Drug Co., Joseph L. Ross- | Sacramento, Cal., against retluction of the duty 
mann & Co., and the Proctor-Connell Fish Co., of St. Louis, Mo., | to the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 
against levying a fee upon lodging of protests against assess- Also, petition of the Eureka Hill Mining Co.. ©! 
ment of duties by collectors of customs; to the Committee on | City, Utah, against reduction of the duty on lead 
Ways and Means. Committee on Ways and Means, 


Ol 


eo, tO T 











‘ition of the Passaic Board of Trade, Passaic, N. Jes | 
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Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Millers’ St Assi n, 
etion of the duty on woclen and other manufac- | Lancaster, Pa., and the Washington bureau of t! Buffalo 
— - to the Committee on Ways and Means. News, favoring tariff being placed on the jul 
‘jon of Swayne, Hoyt & Co., of San Francisco, Cal., | to that on the grain; to the Committee on Ways 
: he duty of five-eighths cent per pound on rice; to the | Also, petition of the Citrus Protective League, | ‘ es 
a nh Ways and Means. | Cal., and the Fruit Trade Journal and Produce Record. New 
n of the Stauffer Chemical Co., of San Francisco, | York, N. Y., protesting against the proposed reduction of the 
( <t reduction of the duty on tartaric acid; to the Com- | tariff on citrus fruits; to the Committee on W ays 1 
\Vavs and Means. Also, petition of the Ludlow Manufacturing Associat: | Y 
ju of the Red Cedar Shingle Manufacturers’ As- | ton, Mass.; J. S. Dunningan; and other citizens 1 business 
Seattle, Wash., against placing shingles on the free | concerns of San Francisco, Cal., favoring a differential d on 
Committee on Ways and Means. | burlap and jute bags; to the Committee on Ways d Me ‘ 
mn of the American Spice Trade Association of New | Also, petition of Field & Cramer, San Francisco. ( ind 
\ City inst the same duty on ground spice as on whole | the New York Life Insurance Co., New York, N. Y., protesting 
the Committee on Ways and Means. | against including mutual life insurance companies in the income 
‘ on of the Jewelers’ Board of Trade of the Pacific | tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means 
( San Franciseo, Cal., against reduction of the duty on; Also, petition of Hugo Reisinger, New Yor Ry . 
ete.: to the Committee on Ways and Means, the reduction of the tariff on electric-light rb to the Co 
tion of the National Association of Window Glass | mittee on Ways and Means. 
' irers’ Association of Pittsburgh, Pa., against reduction Also. petition of Isaac Prouty & Co., Spencer, Mass.. prot 
¢ on window glass; to the Committee on Ways and | ing against the proposed reduction of the tariff on bo l 
' . s shoes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
tition of the American manufacturers of steel shears | By Mr. SCULLY: Petitions of sundry citizens of New J: vy; 
rs. against reduction of the duty on steel shears and | protesting against mutual life insurance funds in the i: 1e 
re: to the Committee on Ways and Means. tax bill; to the Cemmittee on Ways and Means 
pet n of the Sweater and Fancy Knit Goods Manu- | By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of the O. New 
rs’ Association of New York, relative to the tariff on | nan Co., Haas Baruch & Co., and 5 other business concerns of 
s: to the Committee on Ways and Means. Los Angeles, Cal., protesting against assessment of duties by 
netition of the Hanlon & Goodman Co., of New York, | the collector of customs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
\ cainst reduction of the duty on brushes; to the Com Also, petition of J. Herber & Hall Co., Pasadena, Cal., and L. 
on Ways and Means. Nordlinger & Sons, Los Angeles, Cal., protesting against the 
‘ netitiong of Maillard & Schmiedell, of San Francisco, | proposed increase of the duty on diamonds; to the Committee 
( relative to the Interstate Commerce Commission ruling | on Ways and Means 
imported vegetables greened with copper salts; to | Also. petition of the Los Angeles Rubber Star Co. the 
ittee on Agriculture. Cudahy Packing Co., Stewart & Tinklepaugh, and other bu ess 
\ netition of the Alber Bros. Milling Co., against placing | concerns, corporations, and citizens of Los Ang 1 other 
( ‘ and rolled oats on the free list; to the Committee | cities and towns of California, protesting against in ne 
( and Means. mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax bill: to the 
petition of the National Cloak, Suit, and Skirt Manu- | Committee on Ways and Means. 
f rers’ Association, of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring a higher | Also, petition of the Federated Improvement Associ of 
d on firished clothing; to the Committee on Ways and | the city of Los Angeles, Cal., favoring the passage of legisla- 
Means, : ; | tion for relief from restriction of American water shipping; 
\ petition of J. D. Hammonds, La Mesa, A al., against | to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
eautn 6 ee ee Also, petition of E. C. Calkins and Flora H. Calkins, Mon- 
oS ee : ‘ . e il acaime: | rOVia, Cal., favoring the passage of legislation prohibiting the 
petition of the ‘ Nee — ee ee importation of plumes and feathers of wild birds i commercial 
os i of the duty on sugar; to e Committee on ays an | use: to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
petition of the Lancaster Leaf Tobacco Board of Trade, ann eee the beasape an = ~e a » Ma 6 Angeles 
f | ister, Pa., against free tobacco from the Philippines; | \“’ ‘@Voring the passage of legisiation equalizing the duty on 
; , wheat and flour; to the Committee on Ways and Means 
tu the Committee on Ways and Means. Als dite of 3 W. Maen ieee Mine 7. 
Also, petition of the Crown Columbia Paper Co., of San | 4)" ee a Se ces eran eeerey Ome f I. 
Fr sco, Cal., relative to the exportation of pulp wood; to Keller, of Oxnard, ( al., against reduction of the duty on sugar; 
the Committee on Ways and Means. to the ¢ ommittee on W ays and Means. . 
petition of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, Los By Mr. TA\ ENNER: Petition of sundry cit zens of Rock 
Angeles, Cal., protesting against the proposed reduction of the | Island and Moline, Ill., favoring th D ¢ lause prohi iting impor- 
tariff on such a great number of the California products; to tation of plumage and skins of wild birds; to the Committee on 
the Committee on Ways and Means. | Ways and Means. 
\!so, petition of the Van Duzer Extract Co., New York, N. Y., | sy Mr. TUTTLE: Petition of the New Jersey Association 
protesting against the placing of vanilla beans on the dutiable | Opposed to Woman Suffrage, protesting against any amendment 
st; to the Committee on Ways and Means. | to the Constitution of the United States granting suffrage to 
A petition of the Ennis Brown Co., Sacramento, Cal., pro- women; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
esting against any reduction of the tariff on beans; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the American Olive Co., Los Angeles, Cal., SENATE. 
relative to the tariff on olives; to the Committee on Ways and ~ > > 
Means P Frivay, May 16, 1913. 
Pe: . petition of sundry employers and employees of the The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 


eaf industry in the United States, protesting against the 
osed reduction of the tariff on gold leaf; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
\ petition of the Retail Butchers’ Association of San 
sco, Cal., favoring the placing of live stock on the free 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
, petition of A. B. C. Dohrmann, relative to the proposed 


ge in the tariff on earthenware; to the Committee on Ways 
,C0N8, 


Fy 


] 


Aino, petition of sundry citizens, business concerns, and cor- 
Ol ae of California, protesting against the proposed reduc- | 
of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and 


tint 
tik 


Means, 


Som petition of the Salts Textile Manufacturing Co., of New 
rk, N. Y¥.; the Greswold Worsted Co., Darby, Pa.; and 2 | 


other companies, favoring a differential duty of about 40 per 
cent between raw hair 1 


mittee on Ways and M 


| present. 


Prayer by Rev. W. V. Tudor, D. D., of the city of Washington. 

The Seeretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. SiMM and by vint- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 


NS u 


THE 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent 
agreement the Senate resumes the consideration of the motion 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Stmmons] to refer to 
the Committee on Finance the bill (H. R. 3321) tariff 
duties and to provide revenue for the Government, and for 
other purposes, received from the House of Representatives for 
concurrence on the 9th instant. 


rARIFF, 


to reduce 


the 


Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I suggest the absence of a 
| quorum. 
and the finished products; to the Com-| Mr. SIMMONS. I make the point that there is no quorum 
eans, 
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all the roll. lie struggling under a load of 
Senators | favored few. I will stand pat 
The time has come when the people : 
interests I now announce that I 
ar. Tariff reform, like charity, 
t strip our own protected interests of 
Phen we are in a position to demand that ot 
’ 


lo likewise. I am against special privilege 


er sections of the country. 
ing motion for hear 
ng unlimited and in 
Committee to keep us 
tatives of protected 
ered state of alarm ar 
ons of calamity t 
cial privileges. They ena 
y and everybedy in it wi 
ors be withdrawn or dit is] 


f th Q Ytor 


quorum 
nt } limit until « 
the Senator from Kentucky if he will Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Presid 
ter tor -EcoRD before he begins. | too late to make the request at this til 
he Senator from Montan Mr. PENROSE. We can not modify 
I t! request of the Senator. agreement. 
some matter in the “The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been wu 
| that debate shal! be limited after 3 o'clock. 
Mr. SIMMONS. We have not in this « 
| speech of any Senators, and I must object 
> last few days upon The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator f: 
and communica- | proceed. 
1, ‘ communication to ¢ Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, when the S 
man, styling nseif a Democrat, in Michi- | siana [Mr. RANsper.] was addressing tl : 
about all th things that will happen | IT inquired of him if it was net true that 
| the Demoeratic Party and the country in general if | Committee had given all the time desired 
ces enjoyed by him and his asseciates at the | to present their cnse. He answered wit! 
Government and at the expense of the people be | that they were offered only 45 minutes: 
irawn by enactment of the House tariff bill. It has been | time they could get: that they had not 
tyled by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simmons] present their case to the committee: th 
igar manufacturers. out the slightest chance by the committe 
is week I huve rece 1a telegraphic communication, in the I wish to read from the hearings of the V 
nature of a p on, from parties in Montana, which may be | mittee, of which I was a member at that 
styled a brief for protected interests. is very brief and very | The ehairman, Mr. Unprrewoop, srid: 
pointed. It is sdmirable as a model of brevity, conciseness, and If that be agreeable to the witnesses, all ri 
frankness. It is much in little. In three lines it expresses all } make the witnesses do what they do not want 
an gentle- | #zreed we will call the ealendar. If it is 
; : ; : ae . A that agreement to a total limit of five | 
received a copy of the direful Michigan appeal, and | fojjowine the calendar 


ly to both in one reply. read the telegram re-| Mr. Brovussarp. I think an hour and a 
ed by me: 


that is pressed in the doleful appeal of the 


r to the cane people. Of course I am not 
Moorr, Monv., May 12, 1978. peopie. 
hington, D. C.: That was the statement of the gent] 
| and sugar industries | Broussarp]. They were given an hour a 
FE ee a Sooke Comiattat, CLUE time of 5 hours, every particle of time the 
to present their case. 


stand pat for protec- | Now, the distinguished Senator from 
ituents seem to be | the door ef this Chamber and charges that 
The niv ft ‘ : ie re ; 
rhe reply that I | Committee denied them an opportunity 


I to | 
‘ I said to him that the sugur question had been 
Te * Ty Y “Orrg ‘ fro? ntan * alea. | . . . . 
ed of a ve from Montana o1 “© | recently by the Hardwick special investig: ting 
[ wrote as fol : | they had taken testimony embracing many \ 
LI } ‘.» May 13, 1918. more than 4,000 pages; that every phase of t! 
MERCIAL CLUB, Moore, , been gone inte; that a thorough and complete in 
LEMEN: Ll am in receipt of your telegram of the 12th, reading: | been made. 
nding pat eae preve tm = ty oe ee, indus-| J] find that in addition to that, as suggested 
ill be appreciated by your constituents in this vicinity. | . . ‘ . . vi 4} 
ive you that I am standing pat, bu am standing pat for the from North Carolina [Mr. Simmons], the | 
the great masse yf struggling vho enjoy no special | of the Senate last year gave hearings upon th 
a oe nment that they toll to help sup- | which consumed considerable time, several we 
t nd t protection of the pes es: he cai tlie a 
st enjoying special | many hundred ; of pages. 
e of the many Mr. SEMMONS. Nine hundred. 


a proper protection of the woo 


m will serv o answer all like communica- 


nate to stand pat for Mr. JAMES. Nine hundred pages. Now, ¥ 


. > ; ail, 1 ‘ ’ 
Malate foe the erate: | Senater from Louisiana that Louisiana's i 
from these, I regret | murdered in the Senate without a hearing be 
nvictions. | Why, Mr, President, I have no hesitancy 
. President, I did n snow that when I was elected to this | is no Senator upon this floor who in three 
rable body I was a standpatter. I did not know that I was | read and digest the testimony that has | 
ever considered a standpatter. However, as long as the appel- } sugar question. What the American people w 
latior has been tendered me, I will a t it, and I new an-} Congress, not delay. I bave talked with n 
noume that I will stand pat for the interests of the whole | who have come to me because I am a membe! 
people and all of the people, for the masses, the millions who! mittee on Finance, we having before our comm 
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me his brief, some wanting rates to remain as 
wanting rates raised, others the rates lowered; 
y all of them id they wanted action and not 
\ v unted the bill passed mmediate action—they 
on that; they knew the American people had in 
ntests st! ; l t their \ e should 
l, and the At i le will not approve 
f any Senator upon th fi ' whether it | t 
[ u siuna | Mr. | L}] or a Senator of 1e 
parties upon the othe ic, who s s to hold 
iess interests of this Republic up in the air while 
it k Investigate nd 1 -aq ( ait 
joroug ly ind « pie it) stigat l ind the 
muy, and briefs upon the tariff in all its sched- 
more than 20.000 
iook me to task bes » I read the Democratic 
nana 1 tl { tform declared fo free 
e to defend that declaration: I am here to pro 
t The Senator vs in letter t t he p 
i friend BROUSSARD, coveri the fatal numb ‘ 
the platform adopted at B more did not 1 
d he gives certain reasons why it was ! t 
it convention to declare for free sugar. I: pe 
itving to the Senator that I ho In ) 
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enunciated by Mr. Broussarpb, because I 1 » Mi 
that Mr. Brovussarp voted for the D ey riff bi 
for the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill, the two 1 t 
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t he could have written letter—it might 1 ave 
izes, perhaps it might have taken more have 
3; own satisfaction that the Democratic platform 
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riticism the Senator 1 s is that, after 1 re L 
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art I rend: 
when the Republican Party, after a get ition of r 
in its control of the Federal Govern nt t into f 
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of Represent in the Siaty i re j 
ci mand we ali comparison o i r i with 
rress which has been trolled by our oppon¢ 
I did not read it all. What is it that you say limits 
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d have included the Senators; not at all—but tl 
national convention adopted a p itform tl . 
action of the Democratic House of Representatives 
its action? Chief among its acts of relief to the 
ple was free sugar. What follows? Here is what 
ays I ought to have read: 
ttention of the patriotic citizen our country to its 
y. economy, and constructive legislation 
other achievements, revised th s of the House of 
so as to give to the representatives of the A rican 


of speech and of action in advocating, prop 
legislation 


ills for the relief of the people and the deve 


i 
lopment of 
t an indorsement of free sugar? 
e to give them free sugar—unitaxed sugar? 

them annually $115,000,000. 
tform proceeds: 


Is it not a relief to 
It would 


d to revise the tariff 
and thus 


taxes downward 


In the intere 
reduce the r 


high cost of 


ing masses, 








{ tree Sugar reduce the cost of living? The platform 
f lan amendment to the Federal Constitution providing 
: 1 of United States Senators by the direct vote of the 
‘ 1 the admission of Arizona and New Mexico as two 
d the publicity of campaign expenses, both before and 
- 1 fixed a limit upon the election expenses of United 
s and Representatives. 
© passed a bill to prevent the abuse of the writ of in- 
1 a law establishing an elght-hour day for workmen on 
lie work 
! a resolution which forced the President to take imme 
ute tl Russian treaty. 
S passed ti creat supply bills which lessen waste nd 
and which reduce the annual expenses of the Govern 
millions of dollars. 
re it stops. The Senator from Louisiana says that be- 
ir hot read that portion that that is a limitation of the | 
{ written by the convention of the action of a Demo- 
cratic 
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ngress in passing a free sugar bill. 
to the woolen bill? 
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But let us go further, Mr. President. My friend read from a 
book yesterday; but I fear he has not looked carefully into it. 
Here was the book [exhibiting] from which he read. I have it 
in my hand now, witk a different cover. It is the Democratic 
Textbook of 1912, issued by the Democratic national committee 
and the Democratic congressional committee. Has the Senator 
ever looked into that? It is worthy of his perusal. I will quote 
from this book. It was sent broadcast to every Democratic 
orator as giving our position upon the various questions that 
bave been discussed. Among the many things enumerated I 
find this: 

It I 


$s made an excellent r 


cord 
Speaking of the Democratic Congress 


; 
It has made an excellent 
revenue ba 


record in revising the tar 


iff downward toa 
having passed 


measures thus affecting the schedules of 
cotton, metal, chemical, 
products on free list. 


sis, 


most vital moment to the people, namely, wool, 
and has placed sugar and other necessary food 


But that is not all. The Democratic textbook goes further, 
and I find, in addition to that, that it has this to say upon the 


question of sugar. I read from page 82: 


The bill placing sugar on the free list was passed in deference to a | 
general and persistent demand on the part of consumers, By it | 


very 
the consumers weuld 
from sugar 
the cost of 


save during a year not less than $115,000.000 


prices, and if enacted the measure will ae reduce 
iving. The tariff tax on sugar amounts to about cents 
per pound, As this entire tax enters into the price of sugar to the con- 
sumer, it is easy to estimate the consumer's burdens because of tariff 
duties om sugar, The amount of sugar consumed in continental United 
States In 1911 was about 7,663,000,000 pounds, and the application of 
14 cents per pound to this consumption affords the estimate of 
$115,000,00@ as representing the saving to the people. 

Does the Senator mean to tell me that he claims allegiance to 
a party whose national committee and congressional committee, 
resting their belief upon this Democratic platform in favor of 
free sugar, would scatter broadcast as the word of the party, 
to advise the people where we stood and give utterance to words 
like these, if we were not in reality for free sugar? 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

Mr. JAMES. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Is it not a fact that the President, our 
Standard bearer last fall, said in a speech at Pittsburgh that 
the Democratic Party did not stand for free trade or anything 
approaching free trade? 

Mr. JAMES. Certainly; and he does not. 
that. The Senator asked me that question yesterday. 
answer it. President Wilson does not stand for 
This bill that is to-day before the Senate will 
revenue of $300,000,000 to the Public Treasury. 
Senator call that a free-trade measure? But let me ask the 
Senator a question. If President Wilson is a free trader be- 
cause he advocates free sugar, what was the Senator when he 
advocated free meat, and free bread, and free boots, and free 
shoes, and free farming implements? He voted for the farmers’ 
and laborers’ free-list bill. Is he a free trader? 

Mr. RANSDELL. No; I am not; but I want to ask this 
question—— 

Mr. JAMES. Well, I wish the Senator would tell me the dif- 
ference between himself and the President. If he denominates 
the President a free trader because he is for free sugar, why 
is the Senator not a free trader when he was for free boots and 
shoes and meats and bread and farming implements? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I have not said that the President was a 
free trader. 

Mr. JAMES. That was the argument the Senator used. 

Mr. RANSDELL. I said that the President in his Pittsburgh 
speech said that the Democratic Party did not stand for free 
trade, or anything approaching free trade. 

Mr. JAMES. Certainly, he did. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Is it not free trade when you put sugar 
on the free Is it not free trade in one of the greatest 
revenue-producing commodities we have? 

Mr. JAMES. The Senator draws his conclusion of what con- 
stitutes free trade, not when he votes to put the products of 
other people upon the free list but when other people vote to 
put his products upon the free list. That is the Senator's defi- 
nition of a free trader. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANSDELL. Will the Senator yield for another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. JAMES. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSDELL. The Senator says this campaign book was 
senitered broadcast. Is it or is it not a fact that when our 
cumpaign speakers were sent to the Western States they were 
told not to discuss the question of free sugar; and is it not a 
fact that if they had discussed free sugar and intimated that 
we were going to have free sugar we would never have carried 
those Western States? 


I was coming to 
I will 
free trade. 
produce a 
Does the 


list? 
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| over the President’s veto or not. 


May 16. 


Mr. JAMES. No, sir; I deny that the Democratic p 
guilty of such duplicity as the Senator suggests. If | 
it was, I would withdraw my allegiance from it and 
seat upon the other side of the Chamber. I spoke in ¢) 
and everywhere I went I advocated free sugar, and | 
applause for free sugar than for any other schedule 
said we would revise for the relief of the Americ; 
But let me proceed. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Will the Senator let me explain‘ 

Mr. JAMES. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. ASWELL, a Member of Con 
my State, went out West and made a number of x;y 
the party, and in getting his instructious at Chicago 
national campaign committee he was told, so I am 
that he must not discuss the question of free sugar. 

Mr. JAMES. Because they thought he would ta! 
tion that the Senator takes in favor of a tariff on suc 
is why he was told that. 

Mr. RANSDELL. But they told him that. 

Mr. JAMES. Certainly; and I would have told the 
that also if I had sent him out to make speeches. [L 

Mr. RANSDELL. He voted for this bill, did he m 

Mr. JAMES. I do not know how he voted: but | 
stand why the campaign committee would suggest 
ecrat from Louisiana not to talk about sugar when lx 
West. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Would the Senator not conside: 
plicity if they gave one kind of instructions to o1 
another kind to another? 

Mr. JAMES. Not at all. I would consider thai 
cratic Party believed that the Louisiana gentlen 
wrong view on the sugar question, a view not in k 
the Democratic platform, and they did not want to « 
him to go out there and make votes against his pa 
pudiating his party platform. But, now, let us see 
ator talks about the West. The West hus no terrors { 
dear friend; it is a glorious part of this Republic. |] 
you something from the West: 

RESOLUTION FAVORING SUGAR DUTY DEFEATED AT FRUI 
[Evening Telegraph. ] 

Fruita, € 

A resolution urging the retention of the present duty 
defeated by a vote of 64 to 5 at a meeting of the char I 
Saturday night. The members of the organization sign 
the Colorado delegation in Congress urging them to 
istration tariff bill, sugar clause and all. Fruita fu 
of the beet supply for the Grand Junction sugar fa 

That is out West. Why, as I understand the 
the West, the Senator from Colorado stood for fre 
was elected to the Senate from that great State. I) 
if I may be pardoned for suggesting it, if the 
sugar in that great State would take as much inter 
ing how Senators and Congressmen were to vote 
barons take, perhaps we would have more ad\ 
sugar in Louisiana. 

But the Senator suggested in his speech yeste 
President of the United States was advocating fr 
cause he wanted to put sugar upon the free list. \W 
the Rrecorp here—I brought it so that there might | 
take—where the Senator himself voted to override 
Taft's veto of the farmers’ and laborers’ free-list 
placed on the free list agricultural implements, cott 
cotton ties, leather, boots and shoes, fence wire, m¢ 
flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing machines, s 
articles. I find that the Senator voted to pass that b 
President’s veto; and I find that his distinguished co 
BRovUssARD] voted to pass the bill in the House of 
tives. I have not yet looked to see whether he yot 
I will now look. 
not vote for it, but he was paired for it: 

Mr. Broussarp and Mr. SLAYDEN for passing the bill « 
dent’s veto, with Mr. ForpNery against. 


You know it took two-thirds to pass the bill over 
so it took two votes to pass the bill over the veto—to 0 
ing it. 
The Democratic Party can not be called a free-tra: 
because it favors putting on the free list some necess!'\\ 
things entering directly into the consumption of ever) 
every family, at every fireside. Neither President \\ 
any other Democrat who takes that position is any !) 
trader than the Senator himself or his distinguishe! 
[Mr. Broussarp]. : 
But I did not read all this Democratic textbook. . 
you it is a valuable thing, and I knew what a pile of cyl" 
the Senator was holding in his hand yesterday. He bh" 


not 
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his book. Let me read from this Democratic text- | national committeeman from Louisisna, is 1 { horit f 









ding our faith: that statement, 
: . ° i ° y \ ‘ ' +7 ; 

ur bowl.—How a protective tariff extorts from the | Mr. JAMES. I 1 ce t t it I 

. i t ken out of the book: ml I y i i) 
: article here of nearly six pages in favor of the | national committee, which thé iitol 
position for free sugar. Among other things it harge with sending men to ce i i \ 

harges with f ery he | ‘ 

to the American consumer annually by 1 n of the | they wi re 1d , bit I re. I 

75.000 Of this 1.300.000 goes to the Government in rticle was not nad in ‘ } 
goes into the pocke of the tariff-favored sugar one sale J, 

Hawaii, Porto Rico, the Philippines, Cuba, Louisiana | ***" we Se ' 

noters of beet-sugar factories, as a bounty from the | liltlee, 
rhe t ff on sugar is perhaps the best illustration of Mr. RANSDETLI 





The Government levies 


operation of our tariff 8 
s collected 17 per cent of 


not tell us who wrote it 

















imported half, from " 
mae oo nue The dor t oducers, who supply us Mr. JAMES liow could I te » wrote 14 
requirements, base their prices on the value of im the Democratie uy 
the duty, so that the American consumer p s th Af »ANQT)I ' , 4 
t full amount of the duty on all the sugar he consumes. | \\ Ir. KR an ao : Ly 
‘ e Ne if ‘ 
-ANSDELL. Mr. President—— | \F TA} : Cert 
JAMES. Just a moment, until I get tl igh iding | Mr. RANSDEL] The Sen; rs st] 
vy want to ask about some more of it as I goa » infant 124 vears old 
fon anen ee a tke gues tae of Lo y} Mr. JAMES. 3 
~ and alone, has no further claim upon American Mr. RANSDELI Does t the Si > t t 
| been get ing a consideral of d 
rd to ask the Government to continue to tax ¢ sul ; 9 
tariff. $125.000,000 annually so that Ia na i pi years , 
Y urly value of which is about $25,000,000 nouid Mr JAMI S. Cr rtainly it h 
es that could be of service to the American people and Mr. RANSDELI Does not the Senator ad 
tries that the American people must serv ror 1 of mot } } l in tl 
of attempting to frame a tariff on tl of | ““*5 ~s - 
n between here and abroad” theory ts shown first by } th ¢ of Le i aa b 
i the cost of production at hom ‘The beet-sugar fn 1 of that have |! ou tt i 
California, by their own reports, produce sugar at 2.70 cents for 124.1 t 
e Hardwick investigating committee found that the a on 
-odnee beet sugar in the United States was 3.54 cents | Mr. JAMES. I know tl 
Louisiana claims that it cost 5.75 cents per | nd to pro back in 1890. 
r, and it would cost at least 0.60 cent more to r« Mr. RANSDELI Was the not a 
s, making the cost 4.35 cents per poun 1. What is the 4 . eabads shila. via Lh I 
ig sugar in the United States? Same time: 
to say that the consumer will not receive the benefit Mr. JAMES I know thev have bad n 
1] reduction or the removal of the duty on sugar Every nae — bins ' 4 
‘ knows the fallacy of this, and the domestic producers’ i hte aig Pad ind | y to . 
e maintenance of the present duty is a recognition that | becomes a vested right D IS¢ pe il | 
ff is reduced they will be forced to sell their product at lower | it throngh Con; . You have 1 ! ht to « 
of Louisiana who have been producing sugn 
of the effect of the tariff is the difference between the ; : J 7 
ice of 5 cents and export price of 3.4 cents, quoted for | eXtort tribute from every other consumer in .« 
\ t this year. them to do a profitable busi: 
t veriod of free raw sugar between 1891 and 1894 the price Mr. RANSDELL. Would t ’ 
; cents per pound; consumption increased 23 per cent in a. } } } } 
ind 42 per cent during the whole period. A removal | 2pply to every article that 
luty would eventually result in a reduction of about Mr. JAMES Certainly t W ad not 
nd. This would be of incalculable benefit not alone | that has been bearing ret 
vers but to such interests as canners, preservers, ete. ; = Easiness es ; 
i not only increase their domestic business, but they would Mr. RANSDELI Why not? 
osition to greatly increase their exports, thus creating a Mr. JAMES. Because sugar is an absolut 
r e fruits and berries of the farmers that now go to waste Mr. RANSDELI Are not clothes a 
fa market, and this in turn would increase the demand for Mr ES " ' ' t 
tin ware, labels, and boxes The transportation companies Mr. JAMES. Clothes are ; sity , 
e in these enormous benefits. are. 


rts both fruit and sugar and supplies the world with Mr. RANSDELL. Is the Senator in f: - of 
the United States, the greatest fruit-crowing country a‘ ha ae 
does not even supply the home market with preserves | the free list* 
high price of sugar. Mr. JAMES. Certainly I am in favor of | 
ror 124 years the sugar industry of this country has had a free list. 
rizht to lay tribute upon every other industry and upon every Mr. RANSDELL. Are you In favor of 
ilual of this Republic who uses sugar, and after 124 yeurs free list? 
ol enjoyment of that bounty we hear the Senator say that it Mr. JAMES. No, sir; 
( not stand alone. In the first 75 years of its existence it Mr. RANSDELL 9 people wear wool 
n infant; it was too young to have this tariff tax taken Mr. JAMES. The Senator mig 5‘ : = | . 
ft it. Now, in the last half of its existence it is too old to | thousand questions about w! we are putting on the ft 
e tariff tax taken from it. After you have had this in-| We “re putting sugar on the free Ist. That Ct 
encouraged by countless millions of money poured into | Know. 
of the men engaged in this business, you say here Mr. RANSDELL. Since the Senator 
ndustry will be destroyed if sugar is placed upon the | SUsar, I will ask him if we do not pay a 
One hundred and twenty-four years old is this infant | to trusts and to revenue-producing articles in thes tha 
that is not now ready to be weaned. do in sugar? 


Mr. RANSDELL, Mr. President, will the Senator yield “| Mr. JAMES. So far as I am concerned, I s! 


\ 


free ist 


& question now? we could raise sufficient revenue in variot 
1 ; ICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky people free clothes. lhis we <¢ 1 not 

- to the Senator from Louisiana? 

ir. JAMES, Certainly. 

RANSDELL. I notice that the Senator is getting away 


them free sugar. Sugar in this intry 1 a. ¢ 
trust, and the Senator k 1 
Mr. RANSDELL I ¥ ask the § ., 


from the ni: . . A , theaneat articla af hn . ‘od 
“tom the platform of the Democratic Party, and is devoting all | Cheapest article of | ~ 
o* lis attention, or practically all of it, to the Democratic cam- | Ste’dily down for many years? 


‘gn book. Will the Senator kindly tell us who wrote this arti-| Mr. JAMES. Sup; it is the cheapest article of human 
on sugar that he is reading from? food—does that give you any right to rob the consumers wl 
i Mr. JAMES. It was written by Democratic authority, with | want it? 
: roval of the Demoeratic national committee and the Mr. RANSDELL. The Senator says it is controlled by a ti 
Democratic congressional committee. Why is it so cheap if it is controlled by a trust? 
Mr. RANSDELL. Who wrote it, please? Mr. JAMES. I should be giad if the Senator would 
tl Mr. JAMES. I do not know who wrote it, but I know it had | me to proceed. He hns spoken about four hours upon th 
yo? approval, ter. The Senator will not deny that sugar is controlled by a 
ml RANSDELL, I have been told by a member of the | trust. i . Lo as 
ona b ‘ committee that it was slipped into the book without Mr. RANSDELL. To a certain extent it is controlled by a 
r being submitted to the committee. Col. Robert Ewing, the | trust, and you are preparing to let it be absolutely controled 


Ci¢ 











CONGRES SSION AL a M 


ion with Mr. Frank C. Lowry. You are 
i rican people believe that they can get 
when you make it free. 


form that applies to that 


ntering into competition with trust-controlled products and 
American manufacture which are solid abroad more cheaply 
me should be put upon the free list 
you have gotten on the free list twice with your sugar 
sition 
RANSDELL. Not at all. 
JAMES. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me to 
‘eed until I present my reply to his speech, I shall be very 
gind then to yield to him. I can not possibly yield, however, 
just to have the Senator enter into a quarrel with me on every- 
thing that bappens to come into his mind. 


Mr. RANSDELL. I do not want to do that, but the Senator | 


has tried to put improper words into my mouth—— 

Mr. JAMES. Oh, no; the Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. RANSDELL. And I simply want to say that the only 
hope we have against the Sugar Trust is the competition of 
the domestic producers of sugar—largely the beet-sugar pro- 
ducers. They certainly are in no trust, and the Louisiana sugar 
sake cane are in no trust. jut destroy the domestic sugar 
producers of Louisiana and the West and you will have it all 
contre He 1 by a trust, and you are playing into the hands of a 
trust when you put sugar on the free list. 

Mr. JAMES. That is like the Senator’s statement yesterday, 
that Mr. Lowry was the agent of the trust. The Senator 
certainly knows better than that. Mr. Lowry is the agent of 
the independents that are trying to get free sugar for the 
American people. [Manifestations of disapproval on the Re- 
publican side of the Chamber.] I know I may find some 
“oh, ha’ s” upon the other side; I do not doubt that; but the 
people gave you enough to hold you for awhile last November. 
[Laughter and applause in the galleries.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, this may be entertaining, 
but I rise to ask that the rules of the Senate may be enforced, 
and that applause in the galleries may be suppressed. We do 
not want a town meeting here to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair tried to suppress it the 
other day when the shoe was on the other foot. The Chair 
will ask the Sergeant at Arms to see that the galleries keep 
oraer, 

Mr. GALLINGER. No, Mr. President; I take exception to 
the statement about the shoe being on the other foot. I simply 
ask that the rules be enforced. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant at Arms will see 
that the galleries keep order, or he will clear them. 

Mr. JAMES. The Senator’s argument is that the word 


. 
3 


filimate” in the Democratic platform, where it says, “ we | 
advocate * * * legislation that will not injure or destroy | 
legitimate industry,” gives the Louisiana sugar growers the | 


right to maintain this duty. The word “legitimate” is not 
written into the platform to mean “ lawful ”’—that is, that you 
shall conduct your business so as not to get in the penitentiary, 
S0 aS not to violate the criminal laws. The word “ legitimate” 
means industrially legitimate, commercially legitimate. Can 


the Senator say that an industry in this country is legitimate | 


that bas had for 125 years aid from the Government and is not 
re: now to sustain itself? 

. President, we may differ about Democratic platforms, but 
we can not differ about what Thomas Jefferson, the father of 
Democracy, said about that question: 

Taxes on consumption, like those on capital or income, to be just, 
must be uniform. I do not mean to say that it may not be for the 


general interest to foster for a while certain infant manufactures 
ntil the y are strong enough to stand against foreign rivale; but when 
vident that they will never be so, it is against right to make the other 
bran hes of industry support them. 

That was Thomas Jefferson. He was the wisest seer of his 
time. No man before him and no man after him has ever 
proved himself the philosopher, the benefactor of humanity, 
that Thomas Jefferson did. His utterance was that it was un- 
just to impose a tax of that sort, and he further said: 

When it was found that France could not make sugar under 6 h. 
a pound, was it not tyranny to restrain her citizens from importing at 
1 h.? r would it not have been so to have laid a duty of 5 h. on the 
im ported? 

That was the position of Mr. Jefferson, when we found we 
were unable to stand alone, and that we never should be. 

The Senator told us here yesterday that sugar could be 
produced in Cuba for 2 cents a pound, and that it could not be 
produced in Louisiana for less than 34 cents, and that if we 
took off the tariff it meant destruction of their industries. 

Mr. President, I do not want to destroy any legitimate in- 
dustry in this Republic. It has been suggested here that free 


sugar would dismantle the sugar factories. I 4 


do that. But I rejoice that we have found a Pres 


| United States who is standing in front of and resis 
AMES. I ill show you another thing in the Demo- | 


his might the dismantling of the humble home of 


of this Republic. It is always easy to find some 
willing to stand and defend the big things fr 


| mantled, while proceeding to dismantle the little ones 
| taxation. I have read the position of Mr. Jefferso 
| question—it is the position of the Democratic Party 


Mr. President, there was no issue that was su); 
American people that met with such popular f 
Sugar. Next to sugar, there was no act of the Dem 
gress that met with such favor as the excise-tax } 
show the Senator what the Democratic textbook 
that question: 


l 


RESUME OF TARIFF WORK. 
The following tabular statement presents a summa 
| of the tariff work in the House of the Sixty-second C 


Measure. 


Free list : 
Wool (raw, manuf 
Cotton 


1 12- month period. 


The excise tax bill would have transferred fifty mil 
the poo: man’s table to the rich man’s profit. 


Yet the Senator would have us believe that with 
cratic Party going forth before the country and | 
reasons why it should have the support of the Am e 
the one schedule that gave to the American pe 
relief, except that of the free list, was not ind 
Democratic national convention. 

Mr. President, platforms are a bond of hono 
age. As has been happily said by the President 
House, it is a new day and a new freedom. Whi 
President, who was elected upon this platform. st 
stone wall, demanding that it shall be carried out 
for other men to falter. The American people 
watching the action of the Democratic Party; 
that platform promises shall not be betrayed; tho 
faith shall be kept. Our Republican friends p 
Aldrich bill; that, in my judgment, was a bet 


| promise to the American people. If William H 


sessed one-half the courage of Woodrow Wilson, he 


| vetoed that bill, and bonfires would have burned 





upon every hilltop and in every valley in this Rep 
have no doubt he would have been reelected Presid 
United States. But he signed it, and the people called 
account and sent him and his party to overwheln 
We have a President now who writes upon the co 
the Democratic Party, “No compromise; I am see! 
I ask none; I want none. Iam for free sugar and 1: 
wool.” 

Mr. President, my friend from Louisiana refers to t 
of Secretary Redfield in which he said he did not \ 
stroy any legitimate industry. But the Senator kne 
was making that speech that Mr. Redfield himself. as 
of Congress, had voted for the farmers and labore: 
bill placing all these various articles upon the fr 
Senator knew that Mr. Redfield had voted for free s 
could the Senator believe he was an honest man al 
his language in the light of his conduct by anything 
to say that certain articles which enter into the da 
the people of the country—necessaries of life—shou! 
upon the free list? That was his act and that was 
Anything that he might have said in any statemen| 
the newspapers after he talked to the President ™ 
strued in the light of his own action. 

But the Senator tells us that the President of |! 
States has never said that he was for free sugar. ! 
cratic Party makes its platform, and the Democr 
commissions a committee to go and notify the nomit 
committee bears with it a copy of the national p!: 
presents that platform to the nominee and says to hi ! 
this platform we most respectfully ask your accepts! 












| 






mn.” Weodrow Wilson accepted this nomination upon | 
form, and he bas the courage to stand up to it—every | 

fit. ; om 

1 e Senator says that it was suggested at Baltimore by | 
: } 
| 


the Senator does not tell us who, that the President 
That is a rather 

us the name of 
I say here | 


antagonistic to a tax upon sugar. 
statement, because you do not give 
who had the authority to speak for him. 


d I challenge contradiction of it, you can not find a 
ing to whom Woodrow Wilson ever declared he was 
of a tax upon sugar. 


wv talks about the speech of the President at Pitts- 
\ll of the utter the President merely say what 
‘ ratie platform says, that we do not want to destroy 
mate industry. 
sident, the growing of bananas might possibly be ac 
in a slight degree in Vermont, but would anyone say 
riff tax in order to sustain it would make it a legitimate 
Not at all. 


RANSDELL. 


hces ol 


> 


Will the Senator yield for just one ques 
TAMES. Certainly. 
RANSDELL. I ask the Senator if he considers the great 
try of the West and the South a an 
e industry? 


legitimate or 


‘ir. JAMES. Oh, Mr. President, in answer to that statement | 
I say that I suppose the sugar industry of the South and | 
est does not violate the law. I suppose in that way it 

- that is, legally legitimate. But it is net econom- 

timate. The Senator himself admits that when he asks 


e American people in order to let it live. 
et me say to the Senator that you have 
| 1. You grow sugar cane there. Your 
our blue-grass fields in Kentucky. Our farmers 
rn and wheat. Does the Senator believe that it is right 
ir people in Kentucky, who go out and till the soil just 
your people do, and to take from their pockets money 

‘to make your industry profitable? 
RANSI 


fertile land in 
land is more 


ELL. Will the Senator allow me to answer that 
JAMES. Certainly. 
RANSDELL. If you can show any Kentucky industry 
s been receiving a rate of duty for 124 years, and an 


which everyone admits will be destroyed if the duty 
tinued upon it, like the sugar industry, which the very 
r from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLIAMS| yesterday ad- 
uld be completely destroyed, which the chairman of 
mittee on Ways and Means also admits will be com- 
destroyed, an industry-——— 
JAMES. I did not yield for a speech. 
RANSDELL. Let me state the question. 
est, Which has grown up in the last 25 years from nothing 
oducing nearly 650,000 tons of sugar every year, which 
has grown 1,800 per cent in 25 years, is certainly a legitimate 
y. If that kind of an industry in your State is now 
to be destroyed, L say I will vote 100 times to continue 


tor 


Aly 


\ 


the duty upon it. Name the industry in your State. 

Mr. JAMES. I differ from the Senator in his construction of 
the term “legitimate industry.” In the first place, [ stand for 
tle sume treatment of a Kentucky interest that I give to other 
DM The Senator wants a tax on sugar, but is willing to 
like lumber free. He is willing to make meat and bread free. 
He is willing to make boots and shoes free. Why do you not 
accord to other industries in this country the same treatment 
thit you ask for yours They have not had tariff -protection 
for 124 years. 

s ‘Mr. RANSDELL. Will it destroy those industries to take oft | 
he tax? 

Mr. JAMES. They said it would; but you did not pay any at- 
tention to it. They all told us it would destroy them, and you 
‘nd T and Brovussarp ali voted to place them on the free list. 

lr. RANSDELL. Does not the Senator admit that it would 
dd ‘troy the Louisiana industry? 

BB cin JAMES. Mr. President, it is immaterial from my stand- 
“ what might be the effect upon the Louisiana industry. In 
ie rst place, I do not believe it would destroy it. In the sec- 
seenae El the Senator has no right to ask all the American | 
dente ait ontinue a tariff 124 years old for any industry which, 


these years, is not able to supply the domestic de- 


uid hor practically more than 25 per cent of it. 

Mr. RANSDELL. I ; 
effect nan tea, Lee Jo you think you know better about the 
a on this industry than the Senator from Mississippi or the 
i man at the head of the Ways and Means Committee? 


ir. JAMES. 


bet wee 


: I do not care to draw any invidious comparison 
‘my opinion and the opinion of the Senator from Missis- 


L——100 
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| vote for free sugar. 


An industry in | 


KCORD—SEN ATE, 


think 


what the chairman of the 
Llouse 


their op 


sippi, or between what I and 
Ways and Means Committee of tl 
are both splendid Democrats 
great respect. 

Mr. RANSDELL. You about my vote « he ofl 
matters. Do you think it would destroy the lumber industry of 
this country to place lumber on the free list? 

Mr. JAMES. Certainly I do not 

Mr. RANSDELL. Do you think it 
articles to place them on the free 

Mr. JAMES. You have ght 
people’s Treasury in order to mai 
stand upon its own legs after it 

Mr. RANSDELL. The why 
the free list? Put them all 
free sugar. 

Mr. JAMES. The Senator sure! 
the Senator told us with great solemnity 
given a promise the ple of Lou 
dition would he betray then 
reduction of duty on sugar nd sure! 
You must retra 


* of the 


ie LULL 


and hions are entitied to 


ask 


woul 
list? 

no ri to ral 
tain al 


on the 
\ 
to 


peo 


that he ne 


the heat and ang 
take it out of the Recorp. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Never will 

Mr. JAMES. I ask that I 

Mr. RANSDELL. I 
ing that if you will take the tariff 
from all the implement | 
buy and put t 
, though I 


ny such proposition as that 


moment. 





T 


may proceed. 
make the statement y 
peo} le have to buy, 
und everything th 
tand for free sug 
ndvocating any 

Mr. JAMES. 
the thing that can not 
be done. you will do the 


'y hem 


do hot 


called upon to do. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Why do you single out 
and provide for a duty on other things? 

Mr. JAMES. I have answered that four or five t 
are placing various things on the list. 

I wish to say in conclusion, 
said to the Senator here, the utterances | 
been in anger. ‘They have been rather ac 
ment, “* Whom the Lord loveth he chasteneth.” Laughter. | 
have not meant to be harsh. I have me 
I stand, Mr. President, for fr sugar and for 

am earnestly in favor of carrying out the 
our national platform. I am prepared to uphold the | 
Woodrow Wilson, the greatest President we 
Republic in 50 years, and, in my judg 
American people back of him this hour as no! i has had 
the days of Andrew Jackson. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state to th 
Senator from New Hampshire 
was out of order a little while ago and | 
| understand that it was not 
personal to the Senator. 
Mr. GALLINGER. No; if the ¢ 
tainly have the profoundest respect for and 
not say anything or intimate anything to the contrary. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair felt it 1 
Senator from New Hampshire to make this 

Mr. NORRIS obtained the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator 
me one moment? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In view of what ha 
| past two days, I want to read three line 
| Sir Lucius O’ Trigger is a famous character il 
said : 


Mr. President, 


Strite 


I 


ent, one 


init 
iitt 


hair will me, I 


the 


permit 


Chair, 


Nebr IShil 


from 


s occurred during tl 


ou rrel 
trying to « 


Ss a 


very pretty qua 
xpiain 


Pray, sir, be easy; the 
we should only spoil it by 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. 
ment of Justice began a suit entitled the U1 
| Herman Sielcken and others, in 

in the city of New York. The obj 
to bring about the breaking up o 
that had gained control of the 
| fee throughout the entire world. 
changed the suit was dismissed. 1 
| Senate calling upon the Attorney 
i tion and certain documents ii 
suit. That resolution was pi 
has made his reply. 


ago the Depart- 
ted 

nited States district court 
it was in reality 
great international tru 


e and the distribution of cof 


President, about a year 


States against 


Si 
x 


Ss 
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ply I want briefly 
ed valorization of 
s of the Brazilian 
n the markets of 


nd trade of the 


Bonds to the | 


by various bank- 
f the amount was 
if New York. 
liscovered that 


and with the | 


» sale of these | 


y carry out 
greed upon by 


State and placed 


to talk a little | 


ind that brought 
ernational trust 
sao Paulo. They 
ant y th azilis vernment, and laws were 
yhibiting le pla r of coffee es in Brazil. A 
vas levied upon the exportation of coffee from Brazil, 
; ment was entered into between the men 
f these bonds and the Brazilian Government 
to carry out the object of controlling the 
ce in couee, 
in addition to the security of this State and 
ranty of the Brazilian Government ana the surtax that 
ed by the Brazilian Government upon the exportation of 
», the coffee itself that was purchased with this money was 
it up as security for the payment of the bonds. 

On the 26th of April, 1911, in the House of Representatives, 
I went into detail and showed fully the names of all the men 
who furnished the money, the proportion of the bonds which 
they took, and all the details of the agreement. At this time 
I only want to review it briefly, in order to explain what I want 
to suy in reg: I showed at that time 
that this combination, this international trust, had been success- 
ful, and that during the time they were in operation, up to the 
day I made those remarks in the House, the price of coffee 
had more than doubled; that from the time of the second ar- 
rangement the price of coffee had been steadily advancing step 
by step until the price had more than doubled. 

I might say, by the way, that I explained there what I be- 
lieved to be the duty of the Department of Justice, and called 
attention to what I believed to be a violation of law by the 
men who were engaged in this gigantic scheme that laid them 
liable both to a civil and a criminal prosecution under the laws 
as they existed, chiefly the Sherman antitrust law. 

But later on I introduced a bill that during the last session 
of Congress was enacted into law. It was an amendment of sec- 
{ 3» and 76 of the act of August 27, 1894, which I believe 
nore ¢ ? Li » Jegislative opinion as to the ille- 
cality of this kind of a trust than had existed before. And at 
this point, Mr. President, I will ask the Secretary to read sec- 


tions 73 and 76, as they were amended by the bill I introduced | 


1 the iast Congress. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quest 1. 


Phe Secretary read as follows: 


every combination, conspiracy, trust, agreement, or 
y declared to be contrary to public policy, illegal, and 
vo hen the same is made by or between two or more persons or cor- 
porations either of whom, as agent or principal, is engaged in import- 
ing any article from any foreign country into the United States, and 


when such combination, conspiracy, trust, agreement, or contract is in- | 
tended to operate in restraint of lawful trade, or free competition in | 
lawful trade or commerce, or to increase the market price in any part } 


of the United States of any article or articles imported or intended to 
be imported into the United States, or of any manufacture into which 
such imported article enters or is intended to enter. Every person who 
is or shall hereafter be engaged in the importation of goods or any 
commodity from any foreign country in violation of this section of this 
act, or who shall combine or conspire with another to violate the same, 
i lilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof in any court of 
he United States such person shall be fined in a sum not less than 
$100 and not exceeding $5,000, and shall be further punished by im- 
yrisonment, in the discretion of the court, for a term not less than 3 
iths nor exceeding 12 months. 


n¢ 


combination, or pursuant to any conspiracy, and being the subject 
thereof, mentioned in section 73 of this act, imported into and being 
within the United States or being in the course of transportation from 
one State to ancther, or to or from a Territory or the District of Colum- 
bia, shall be forfeited to the United States, and may be seized and con- 
demned by like proceedings as those provided by law for the forfeiture, 
seizure, and condemnation of property imported into the United States 
contrary to la 
Approved, February 12, 1913. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, my own judgment is, from the 
investigation that I have been able to make—and I will show be- 


I 
Sec. 76. That any property owned under any contract or by any | 


| fore I get through that that judgment was cone 
| Department of Justice—that the men who were e 


tigantic plan to corner the coffee 


i 

os 

| furnished the money, as well as the men who 
brains to concoct the scheme, were all equally 


’ 


f the world, 


| 


cede, speaking in reference to these bonds now 


secured as these were, if placed upon the market a) 


ordinary course of business, would carry with the 
| tation of dishonesty or dishonor to any man who { 


| money to buy them. 


to me? 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator from N 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f; 


yield to his colleague? 
Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the S 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I did not fu 


bonds were issued. 


nator 


lly 1 


understand } 


Mr. NORRIS. I will repeat it as soon as I 


ment. 


In this particular case, however, before 

ul up, the met 

the money, the men who were instrumental! 

the scheme or plan, knew in advance and den | 
First. That the bonds should be issued by the Sta 


issued, before any money was put 


Second. That they should be £u 


Government. 


Third. That the Government continue in fo1 
should prohibit the planting of coffee trees in or 


the future output. 


Fourth. That thhe Government should pass 
for the collection of a surtax on every bag of cof 
of Brazil, this tax to be remitted weekly to th 
committee and to be applied in the payment of 


interest on the loan. 


Fifth. That the bonds should draw 5 per cent i 
should be given to the men who furnished the pn 


cents on the dollar. 


Sixth. That in case the surtax and the limiting of 
ing of trees should not sufficiently limit the future 
that an additional ad valorem tax should be levied 


exported above a certain number 
agreement. 


of bags sti 


Seventh. That the proceeds of the bonds, aft: 
penses and discounts, and so forth, should be used | 
chase of coffee on the market, and that the coffee s 
should be taken out of the ordinary channels of ti 


as further security for the loan. 


Kighth. That the sale of this coffee so purchas 
under the control of a committee of seven, one p 
committee to be selected by the American bank« 
selected by each of the five European bankers, and 


by the Government of Sao Paulo. 


Afterwards, when the scheme was completed and 
Herman Sielcken was selected as the American me 
managing committee and is still serving in that c 

These men knew in advance, before a dollar w: 


the details of the scheme, the intention of whi 


1 


sarily have been to increase to the consumer: 

| amount they would have to pay for it, to interf 

restrain trade in coffee between this country and b: 
We are the largest consumers of coffee in th 

| some of the documents that I shall ask to have jf 


Recor it will appear that we consume from 40 to 5 


of the world’s production of coffee and that we get ! 


about 80 per cent of the coffee which she produces 
The man who did the most in negotiating the d 
man Sielcken, the defendant in this suit. He w 


all times in his subsequent action in trying, fil 

legislation by Congress, and second, in trying to 

| Department of Justice from enforcing the liws ot! 

' the representatives of the Brazilian Government. 
Mr. President, I believe it must be conceded tl 


sovereign government, one of the 


great governn 


| civilized world, leaves its proper sphere, comes d 


marts of trade, and buys and sells and traflics 
produce that are bought and sold upon the market 


hind it its sovereign character and subjects itse!f 
laws and the same rules and regulations that every 
| who trades in the markets subjects himself to. 
When the bill I have mentioned was pending mC 
find Mr. Sielcken doing everything he can to pre‘ 
ment of the bill into law. Under his influence the « 
who have been favored by him, and perhaps some 0! 
men who are afraid of him, held a meeting in New 
Mr. Sielcken hims« 


passed resolutions condemning it. 


¥ 
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pis palatial home in Europe, cabled an interview to the Ameri- | cured bonds that he had ever had anything to do with—in fact, 
BS pase * ° ° . a 
ress in which he held the law up to ridicule, claiming that | they were drawing 9 per cent interest They were secured by 
































































can } . , . > . . 
it was of no effect, could not be enforced, meant nothing, and | the guaranty of a State of Brazil that has never repudiated or 
7 i amount to nothing. While this was going on, however, | failed to pay a dollar of her debt; they were guaranteed by the 


before the public and in the newspapers a different procedure | Brazilian Government; and then the coffee bought with the 
being enacted behind the scenes in the State Department. | money or with the money that was left after the fellows in the 





. . efforts were being made not only to prevent the passage | scheme took what belonged to them—the balance was inve 
of . bill, but to prevent the enforcement of the law after it | in coffee, and that was put up as security. That coffee was 
had been passed and to bring about the dismissal of this suit | kept in different warehouses in various parts of the w | 
; Sielcken. ‘There it was given the most serious consid- | Then the Brazilian Government levied a tax of 5 frances 
pe and it was claimed that unless this concession was | every bag of coffee that went out from Brazil, and that n 
m to this valorization scheme and the laws of our country | was remitted to this bankers’ committee, who used it to pay 
net enforced as against this international trust that the Bra-| the expenses and to pay the interest on the bonds The Br 
. , Government would take retaliatory measures and with- | zilian Government: then by law provided a heavy tax on the 
d some of the concessions she had been in the habit of | planting of coffee trees in Brazil. So we really ve the : 
' ¢ to some of the products of this country that are im-| situation as though the great State of New York would 
Dol nto Brazil. The Brazilian Government had been enjoy- | $75,000,000 of bonds, invest the proceeds in t] 
« particular favors in tariff concessions from our country. | produced almost entirely within the limi of New Yo 
Over 99 per cent of everything she produces is admitted to the | would sell bonds at 85 cents on the dollar, invest the 1 
ports of the United States free of duty. To partially repay this | in that product, whatever it might be, put it up as security, sd 
ral concession Brazil had given some tariff concessions to | then, to prevent an overproduction, later pass a law that w 
« Gevernment on flour and a few other articles. So while | limit the production, and then, in addition to it all, the | ed 
th issaries representing the financial end of the scheme | States Government would guarantee the bonds 
were trying to control congressional action through newspaper A report was made by one of the officials of the Br 
1 ty the Brazilian Government was trying to do the same | Government showing the expense up to the 30th day of Sept: 
hing through the State Department, mildly threatening a tariff | ber, 1910. As I have said, there was a discount of 
war against the products of the United States. $11,000,000 to begin with: 
| found not very long ago in a great many newspapers in the | The payment of storage, freight, fire and marine insurance, interest 
United States something similar to this. I have a large number | 8 SE 2 neh nee, CS ASraners Th aoreum 
of them from leading newspapers in the United States. I will | steruae of tl 7 ce tekaneet an loan nes tx “tea oe 
only read this one. The statement is substantially the same in | difference in exchange on drafts against shipmet ; 
ewspaper, though in different language, the idea always | amounted to over $50,000,000 up to that time 
e same: So-.that after all the poor coffee-tree planter 1 Brazil. who 
STATES LOSES BRAZIL'S TRADE—LOSS OF $3,000,000 ANNUAL BUSI-/| in the end has to pay the bonds and the interest, is n xO ) 
NESS DUE TO COFFER SCHEME BAN. } nail ry . , is onositio ha ‘ . 
i $3,000,000 annual flour trade of American millers with Brazil, | ae "aaa eae a : See _ ads an ¢ a ro 
Q ; a lucrative business in cement, typewriters, certain classes of | DOUSHt Mr. Sieicken, through his firm of MIN & 
y, and other American products, probably has been finally lost, assisted in purchasing the coffee with the money that w 
o the resentment of the Brazilian Government at the breaking | jzed from the sale of these bonds. Sie > epres 
» coffee valorization scheme by the Department of Justice. | ai late ; 7 » 4 e 
Brazilian ambassador, Sefior Da Gama, has had several confer- | bankers, purchased a part of the coffee that was bought w 
th State Department officials, and has now let it be known that | this money from Sielcken himself or from his firm. His own 
jovernment will decline to extend hereafter the differential of 30 | testimony shows that later on he bought some of the valorizel 
nt in customs dues on those American products In consequence + } Bote 1 te egy , ; 
Argentine millers will early command the Brazilian market. coffee when it was put on the market; i 9 het words, as the 
\s I say, this dispatch, or the substance of this dispatch, | 2%°"' for the bankers’ committee he sold to himself and then 
red in all the leading daily papers of the country. Brazil | B¢ Sed it to the trade at a profit. So we have the peculiar 
proceeded to carry out its threat, and I understand has with- | C°@dition, so far as this man is concerned, of first representing 
drawn some of the advantages that heretofore existed in regard the Brazilian Government, taking this money and buying coffee 
to the importation into that country from this of some American | £"0™ himself for the valorization committee; and then, as r 
p s, notably flour. , resenting the committee, selling to himself and then selling the 
Mr. President, I believe and I hold that, even though Brazil | *me coffee to the trade. It is presumed he made a profit 
were able seriously to interfere with our foreign commerce and | “8 the owner of the coffee, he sold it to himself as a member of 
- foreign trade, we could not, with that kind of a veiled | e committee. Then, as a member of the valoriz 
t, refuse or negiect to enforce our laws against Brazil and | @ttee, he received a commission when he sold it to himself; 
t international bankers who are engaged in this so-called and then, as a member of his firm, he made another pre hen 
Viiorization of coffee. We can not afford to do this, because it | he sold it to the trade. 
is not fair or right that Brazil should ask it. She can not| The agreement provided that this committee should get 1 
honorably ask for herself and for Mr. Sielcken and his moneyed | Per cent upon all the coffee they sold. Under the are ; 
ssociates any concession or any favor that our laws do not | “ey also provided themselves with an office ti ri 
give to our own citizens. We can not honorably submit to it. | don and paid for the employment of clerk nd ot! 
e ough a refusal to do so would mean the loss of all our | @XPeuses. discounts and all amounting, as f have 1, tO OVE! 
foreign trade. She can not honestly ask it; we can not honor- | $90-000.000. The expenses connected v the first loan 
ably agree to it. $15,000,000—a scheme that Mr. Sielcken necotinted and worked 
In addition to that, there is another reason why we should | 0Ut through his own master mind—a ited te 1 
hot submit, which ought to appeal to those who take only a | Of the amount of the loan. So that of these bon ‘as 
selfish view of the situation. Brazil is living in a glass house. | Secured bonds and drawing the highest rate of interest 
the American people, by the consumption of coffee, have 1) judgment, of any bonds that ever have been issued 
it possible for this gigantic scheme to succeed. If the A\ lized world, the great bulk of them we find going } 
people would cease to use coffee for three months, the Bri , | of expenses, discounts, and profits to the men who eu 
Government, these international bankers, and Herman Sicicken, | “e scheme and who carricd out the plan 
the defendant in this suit, would be on their knees begging for | Now, let us see how they could handle the coffee trade of the 
a4 | world, and particularly of the United Stat yy holding out 
Mr. President, that gigantic scheme is sometimes said to | from the markets of trade this immense quantity of coffee. The 
ave been intended for the benefit of the Brazilian coffee | dealers in coffee in New York and throughout this country who 
Panter. I would not find fault, and I do not believe anyone | “/d@ not “stand in” with Hermann Sie!) n did not know and 
would have a right to find fault, with the Brazilian Government | Bever did know what was going to happen the next day to the 
if it does anything that it can honestly and fairly do for the | ©ofMfee market. I have here the New York Journal of Commerce 
benefit of any of its citizens: but let us see how much this of March 31, 1911, where it gives the course that was pursued 
Biga lic scheme has cost and who profits by it. in Europe when they sold valoriz d coffee, and compares it with 
Before a dollar was taken, before the loan was made, it was the proceeding that took place in the United States when valor 


pcel by this committee and the officials of that State in | !2ed coffee was sold. I read from it: 


trai “ve * - 

ree the Brazilian officials—that these bonds should be The New so Seats. except those who will be unduly favored 
4aken at 85 cents 2 rr by this remarkable condition of affairs, are disgusted at the pr 
interest anf a ts on the doliar. The bonds draw 5 per cent | ings. Trade has recently been completely disorganized, and me in 
Sete tel 1c, counting the time they have to run, the interest partent members of the trade believe that an open and fair coffee mar 
test would amount to about 9 per cent. Mr. Sielcken, in his | ket can, not exist until the entire stock of valorized coffee has been 
esti . - . 5 


mony before : sold. Representatives of the Government have recently been ter- 
one of the committees of the House of Repre- viewing members of the coffee trade in this city, collecting data for an 


Seitative 
tives some time ago, admitted that these were the best se- ' investigation of the Coffee Trust, 
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ay that when valorized coffee was sold 
sold at public sale. Any man who wanted to 


the right and the privilege of doing so, and notice | 


to him by public advertisem to go to the place | 


were kept and examine samples of the coffee, 
eyes open. Every man had a right 


s sold in this coun- | 


l nce ais USCA, 


4 
hat 


show tha ic is always been the | 


lorized. coffee. SS iit unless men under- 
ig to be do ith the amount of coffee 
the narket by his committee repre- 

f knowing whether 

down. They knew 

lions and millions 

lesired, secretly 


uld mean no sale 


orandum made by | 


rd to these sales: 


nan 


nmitt e, and 


the two | 


’ are the men who sell : -estricted sales. 


are meant, to quote from an article In to-day’s | 


h are, in fact, iT is’s own words 
ct, or gentlemen’ agreement, or other 
market , on condition that the 
ontra exchange. In other 
rtage, so far as coffee 
s prevent the full 
oming a factor in 


these sales were in reality 


it an increase of 1 cent a pound on 
from the coffee consumers of the 


realize hat this gigantic scheme 


the matter i iat he was desirous | 


etween the United States and Brazil: 
‘inging the two countries on a more 


had no thought, he said, of increasing the 


the consumer; and he even denied that the | 


tion plan would tend to increase the price of coffee. 

he midst of it all the Brazilian records show, in an offi- 

rt ade in Brazil, comparing the prices of coffee before 
f the scheme and afterwards, the true result. 
making the report compares the prices of coffee 


ling 
\ During the first four years of the valoriza- 
eme the production of the world’s coffee attained its 
my gest world’s product of coffee was during 
; ; on in this report to say: 
tsoever to the suggestion which has some 
which followed the Government's 
‘auses and were not in any way |i 
ened was ist the contrary, ¢ 
the figures for the crops of 
ceeding the intervention. 


to show wl the crops were. He | 


ars preceding the so-called valoriza- 


production of the world’s coffee was | 


for the four years following the com 


ization scheme the average world’s pro 


18,418,000 bags, showing that while the | 


production of coff s increasing at an enormous rate the 
prie f coffee wes going up, and in the meantime had doubled. 


While an overproduction was going on the consumers of coffee | 


were required to pay twice the amount they paid before for 
their coffee. 


; I have said, Mr. President, the master mind that has done 


more than any other one mind, is that of Hermann | 
| ported from Brazil, and that that should be remitted 


nm; and his defense is that he was really a philanthropist 

to be good to people that he was punishing. 
President, I believe every man is responsible to his 
itor for the talents that have been given him. If he pos- 
sesses wisdom, if he possesses wealth, if he possesses power, he 
is and ought to be held accountable by humanity for its use. 
‘The man who has more wealth than he can possibly use himself 
and more than can possibly be enjoyed by those who are de- 
pendent upon him and who uses that wealth to oppress the 
poor or to increase the hardship of those who toil has, in my 


Attorney General, commenced suit :gainst He 
>| 





valorization and the prices for four 





judgment, committed a greater sin in the eves of Goa 
)ffense that can be committed against any man-made 
If you are suffering with hunger and some m 


dinner, it will not appease your appetite to be aft 
formed that he stole it because he loved you. or 
thought it would not be good for you to eat it; 
increase your respect for his love and his philan 
rards learn that after he stole it from yi 
it figures to some other hungry mortal, 
have some little respect for the bold highway; 
ad daylight, on the public highway, holds you 
your purse, but I have no respect for the mar 
with wealth who stands at the doorway of every | 


and with itching palm outstretched compels 


}in pennies from millions of Ged’s poor 


Mr. President, while this bill I have 
in Congress and before it wes passed Mr 
others, the object of which was to compel the 
open market of something over 900,000 bags of e 
committee then had in store in the city of New \ 
menced that suit before we had passed the law 
rend in your hearing. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, will the Senat 


|} to ask him a question? 


Mr. NORRIS. I will. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wanted to get in my mir 
rial facts that underlie this matter. Do I under 
inally the coffee plenterS themselves incur 
represented by these bonds, and that the St: 
guaranteed their obligations, and then the 
Government in addition guaranteed them? 

Mr. NORRIS. No; the Senntor does not h: 
The bonds were regularly issued by the State of S 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Without the original ol 

from the coffee planters? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. They were regular Gove 
bonds, issued by that State. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then who owned the e« 
sequestered to secure the bonds? Did the Br 
ment buy that and turn it over to the bond! 
belong to the cofiee planters? That is the only 
I wauted to ask. 

Mr. NORRIS. I will make it plain to the 
entered into an agreement with the Government, a 
ment provided that this entire scheme should be 
trol of a committee of seven. The American ! 
committee is Herman Sielcken, the defendant in 
he other members of the committee represen 
Governments where money was furnished. Our 
the National City Bank of New York and 
Bank of New York, represented by Mr. Si 
ten millions of these seventy-five millions of dollars 


|} ment provided that there should be a committe: 


each of these financial institutions and thet the 
Brazil should appoint another member, making s¢ 
this committee of seven:should have control of t! 
trol of its sale, its storage, and so forth—unde! 
tions and limitations that were contained in the : 
The coffee was bought, then, by this committee 
whenever they decided to sell any of it, was s 


| committee. At one time, when there was just a 


the production might continue to increase, 
ously considered the proposition, and consent was 
Government to take into the ocean coffee from 1 
it into the sea. At another time they proposed tl 
burn one-tenth of the coffee in order to prev 
duction, in order to make good the price of cofiee, 
make good these bonds and make sure the re} 
money that had been given for the bonds by 
bankers. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Did they ever actually do t! 

Mr. NORRIS. They never actually did that 
however, provide—and the agreement provided tl! 
be done—that this surtax should be levied upon 


this committee to pay their expenses, and to piy | 
so forth. They provided also, in order to guard 
future big crop of Brazil, that beyond a certain anv 
portation of coffee in every year a heavy export t 
levied. running up as high as 20 per cent. in order 
and discourage the lurger production of coffee. 
I believe, when the Senator interrupted me, I was J 
to speak of this particular suit which the Attorney (« 


commenced. 














CRAWFORD. I did* not want to divert the Senator. 
NORRIS. No; the Senator’s question was enlightening, 
and I am glad he interrupted me. 
Attorney General began this suit on the theory that under 
the broad equity powers of the court, after he had alleged in 
nee these facts that I have giver, he would be entitled to 
order of the court compelling a sale of that coffee. He asked 
restraining order which, in effect, would restrain the dock 
ny the company that had the coffee actually in its pos- 
n in storage—from permitting it to go out of the jurisdic- 
tion of the court. 
preliminary injunction was denied by the court, and I 


be e rightly. I can not help but believe that the Attorney 
G ral expected it would be denied, because there was no 
‘ —there was no belief, in fact—th»ot the coffee was 
- x to be taken out of the jurisdiction of the court. The real 
; f the suit was to compel its sale. 

\ that suit was pending negotiations sprang up between 
th ttorneys in the suit, and the Attorney General agreed that 
he v d dismiss the suit if they would make a bona fide sale 


e 


ot tne colee. - - 
bed done it; but the Attorney General. not being satisfied with 
the bona fides of the sale, refused to d smiss the suit. 


\ . 


1 want to give you, from some of the papers that have 


1 sent up here by the Attorney General, some things that 
] a direct bearing not only upon this particular suit, but 
ul the question of valorization in general. 

s s 1912. after this suit had been commenced, the Attor- 
ney General wrote a letter to the President, in which he cited 
bis nuthority for the suit and told the President, in substance, 


{ details of the suit. I ask, without reading, to have that 
let rinted in the Recorp. 


rhe VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, that will 


e letter appears at the end of Mr. Norris's speech.] 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator Nebraska 
1 for just one moment? The morning having e 


from 


hour x 


he Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished bus 3, 
is Senate resolution 37; and in accordance with the 
jus-consent agreement the unfinished business is now 


irily laid aside until the disposition of the motion to 
House bill 3521. The Senat from Nebraska will pro- 


or 


an ne 


They agreed to do this, and claimed that they | 





NORRIS. Mr. President, September 16, from New York | 
( \ttorney General Wickersham wrote a letter to the secre 
t of State. It might be well for you to note that all the 
t egotiations, through the representatives of the Brazilian | 
ty . 


ment, were taking place in the Department of State with 
reference to this suit and with reference to the enforcement of 


w against this valorized coffee. In this letter the Attor- 
hey General says: 
42 West Forty-FrocrTn STrver, 
36 New York, September 16, 1912. 
J hon le the SecreTary OF STATE 












letter of September 5 is just received by me, owing to my 
g or a fortnight past in the White Mounts It is rather sig 
I that the interview reported to you by telegram, received at th 
“ nt on the 4th instant, between the Brazilian minister for for 
¢ irs and the American ambassador to Brazil, should have been 
a incident with the receipt at the department of a letter from 
s ; mond Kennedy, the attorney for Mr. Hermann Siel », in 
¥ it gentleman informs me that an adjustment which | bad sup- 
I G@ been practically arranged with Mr. Sicicken can not be car- 
i At Mr. Kennedy's request I had agreed to delay any further | 
I dings in the case until his return to this country in September, in 
that Mr. Sielcken might have the opportunity to lay my final 
oe response to his overtures of settlement before his associates 
’ dy now informs me that the Brazilians are unwilling to enter 
: ‘rangement suggested, and he argues at some length that to 
i the prosecution would endanger the good relations existing 
’ A til 


United States of Brazil and the United States of America. 









P opinion of this department the valorization scheme, in so far 
as s been carried out in this country, has involved a willful and 
? Violation of the laws of this country and has resulted in 
e the price to our citizens of a commodity of common use, and 
. oe all concerned in this country to prosecution under our 
o '. Sielcken has filed a demurrer to the petition brought by the 
‘ nt under the Sherman Act, and it may be desirable to try out 
‘ rt *t in order to allow the court to pass upon the legal ques 
‘ i¢ upon the facts presented. If, however, as a matter of in 
4 hal policy it should be deemed better not to push that suit, the 
- t is prepared to submit the facts in the case to a grand jury, 
= ive no doubt that the indictment of Mr. Sielcken, and possibly 
; rs, would follow, I can not well dea! with this question fully 
« y return to Washington, when I shall hope to confer with the 
~ 7, of State about it. Meantime I am advising Mr. Kennedy of 
os _ ss the attitude taken by his clients and my entire unwilling 
in slightest Ones agreement with him which involves a recognition 
valorization degree of either the legality or the propriety of the 


plan or the acts done pursuant to it. 


Very respectfully, 


Georce W. 


WICKERSHAM, 
Attorney General. 


I think, Mr. President, we can very well conclude from the 
Correspondence of the 


Attorney General, both from this letter 
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nd others, particularly the one that I have had | ted i 
| the Recorp, that continually there were repress ‘ made 
| to him through the State Dey t, 
| tives of the Brazilian Governny perhaps r State De- 

partment, had taken it up witht resid he | ed States 


and that the President had conferred w } 





eral in regard to it. Here is a letter from the Att ey G l 
of November 6, 1912, to the 1 ted Stat if ey in New York 
who had personal « rge of the cas 

Not 6, 1912. 
U? » STA \ \ Vv. ¥. 

Sir: I have your fav ’ 1 ‘ 
’ Ss »] en and « I t f t 
have c t I : 
conf n wit t t I i 
tude i t 1 t i 
Und tl l 

He goes on then to ask him not » 1 ) ‘ . 
hears from him again. It is safe to assume t | I 

pond e and that he had interviews \ t 
in regard to it, and that he was laboring pa : 
letter which I have had printed in the Reco e 
President understand what kind of a case | dd. f , 
Was interceding with the Pre it to baer 1, 
not to demand that this suit be withdrawn « 
missed. So it is not surprising that a little 

Mr. NELSON Will the Senator allow me ? 
It comes in here. 

Mr. NORRIS. I will. 

Mr. NELSON. I simply desire to say that my r¢ 1 is 
that the bill the Senator referred to at the o ' rted 
by me from the Judiciary Committee, and that we ! etter 
before that committee from Mr. Wi iM 1 . the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. NELSON. He was very ea for tl tion [ 
think he ought to rece e credit for it. 


Mr. NORRIS. 1l am go to give him ce r it Mr 








President, I am very a ( r ‘ mie I 
might have forgotten I w tuke this ocea ) 
man did more than Attorney General Wick \ g 
ment, not only to amend the law in order to 1 er, 
but to do his full and complete duty in this « g 
the great scheme of valorization He did r 
circumstances that were har ng I knov ] , 
he could after the bill had passed tl HH f is 
before the Senate committee, to induce U ( tee to e it 
consideration and to induce the S« te to pass j 
Now, a little later, November 22, 1912, I find this lett 3 
written to the Attorney General: 
T Tr W T T 
W } ‘ 
Hon. Grorce W. WICKERSHAM, 
and aehe 
My Dear Mr. ATI ( I i 
i frie of mine, na J 
! i 1; 
f it to : 
Sincerely 
ii 
In answer to tl ( ler ¢ rf 2 12, 
the Attorney Gé i follows 
rhe |} tI f Whit iT 
ID) Mr. I : I : I f 22d t 
addr sed to vou y Mr. S a n. w » Ve » Mr 
Sielcken, a defendant in the « I t } 
Ilis statement of hat the tant t l, 
I believe to be a lutely unt In t i 
about the suit ar i . ’ t 1 f t 
ful and thorough investigation of the 5 
of what the court said in denying t } 
wide of the facts. ‘I whole d 
been shielding himself behind the |! ( 
reason why I ha not 
petition filed in New } } 
opened on behalf of the B 
quite sure which, use m t 
of them—to do itar 
| accomplish, namely, to compel t » New ¥ f 
stl restr! T n t “> ) 
to the contro! of t va l 
Sielcken ought to be indicted rd t d he 
tion of the & rman law j 
view of the relation of t Braz Gy tt I 
yielded to the wishes of tl! tate I irt ef 1 
discussion of tl tter, pl ded a factory 1 ' 
The operations of this syndicate |! lready ext ! 
$10.000,000 of unlawful profit fr p kets of Art 
of coffee. But that is gon What I am try r t 
vent further acts which w d levy an additional t 
on the remaining undisposed-of coffees 
A few days since Mr. Crammo Kennedy, who is co 
the Brazilian Government and Slielcken, stated t 
satisfy me that the entire amount of 920,000 | v 1 
ably before the Ist of January, and he asked me to disn the t on 
the assurance that this would be done. I told him that if | had satis- 





it would be done, I would be willing to dismiss 

same time a public statement of the reasons for 
ed to this statement being made now. I then told 
ff was sold and I was satisfied of that fact, I 

that time making a statement of the reasons 
away to consider which of the two courses he 
pted, and in the meantime I am withholding 
proceeding in the civil suit, aithough I have a_ brie ~ady 
a of the demurrer, and I am entirely satisfied t the 
ernment has a perfectly good additional 


case I have collected 
regarding Mr. Sielcken’s the subject which 
for 


if, at 


went 


th 
if 
) 


e 
e 


r to have ad 
rther ( 


hie irgument 


relation to 
inion which I expressed concerning his Liability 


irn the I ondence sent me. 


Faithfully, 3 


you 


GEORGE W. WICKERSHAM, 

Attorney General. 
Myr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr. 


my sintement 


NELSON. That 
NORRIS. It 
CRAWFORD. 
NORRIS. 


President, 


was in November? 

was in November, 1912, 

The one just read? 

November 25, 1912. 
that gives the Senate an idea not only from 
of the facts from the investigation that I 

made, but from the investigations made by the Attorney Gen- 

eral and the Department of Justice, to what kind of 
scheme this was and what kind of a case the 
had E was very much surprised not many days ago to learn 
that this had been dismissed—or I was surprised a few 
davs before that to learn that it was going to be dismissed. 

It was claimed that this coffee was sold, and they asked the 
Department of Justice, under the present Attorney General, to 
dismil it in accordance with the agreement made with Attor- 
hey neral Wickersham that it would be dismissed if the coffee 
was sold. The question arose at once, Has the coffee been sold? 
The Attorney General dismissed the suit, and at 
doing it he issued this public statement. 
General McReynolds—— 

Mr. CRAWFORD. What is the date? 

Mr. NORRIS April 16, 1918. 

The Government's action in the so-called “ valorization coffee suit ” 
was brought to cause the speedy marketing of 920,000 bags of coffee 
withheld from the market and the ordinary channels of trade in 
York warehouses in the hands of Mr. Herman Sielcken, the American 
member of the valorization committee. The coffee 
seciirity for a lonn made by the State of Sao Paulo, guaranteed by the 
Republic of Brazil. Negotiations through our State Department were 
entered into looking to the amicable adjustment of the matter. An 
understanding was reached December 1 last that if the entire 920,000 bags 
of coffee then in New York were disposed of to bona fide purchasers in 
the regular course of trade by April 1 this suit would be dismissed. 

Now, that far I think the present Attorney General stated 
the facts correctly. Then he goes on: 

Good faith assurances have been presented by the Brazilian Govern- 
ment that the understanding was fulfilled in letter and spirit before the 
date set, and the entire amount of coffee disposed of to 80 dealers in 33 
cities of 20 States. These assurances are accepted, and the suit will 
be dismissed accordingly. 

It is apparent that the disposal of the coffee as represented fulfils the 
province of the Government's action. 

: Phe ppnernent asked whether any further steps are contemplated 

declined to say. 

Statement authorized by Attorney General. 

I did not believe, Mr. President, that a bona fide sale had been 
made, and I did not believe it because I was unable to ascer- 


ios 
ipe 


as 


case 


SS 


the time of | 
This is from Attorney | 


New | 


was a part of the | 
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| 
| 
| 


That was the thing I wanted to find, if anybocy | 
the Attorney General, in his reply, has absolutely i, 
part of the request, and has made no reply to it wh 
course if he does not know who the purchasers of | 
are, he would not be able to give us the names and 
but I think he ought at least to have said that he did 
Of course he does not know; I was satisfied when | 
the resolution that he did not; but I wanted 


i 


an 


| acknowledgment that no one did know who bought the « 


how much any man bought or what he paid for it. | 
Mr. President, if the names of the purchasers had be 
the probabilities are 100 to 1 that there are men 
department who would know as soon as they saw the 
whether there had been a bona fide sale or not; and 
had not been a bona fide sale it would have given 
information to the department in any future pr 
criminal or civil, that it might desire to take under 


| law that now is in existence. 


have | 


a | 
Attorney General | 


| valorized coffee that came into the United States 





| made him believe that it was a genuine article. 


I am satisfied that the Attorney General has been 
good faith, although I believe if he had been in office |} 
he had the personal knowledge his predecessor had. 
have done as his predecessor did—refuse to dismiss 
until he had been given evidence that it was a bona 
Without intending to criticize him, I do believe th 
coffee magnates gave to the Attorney General a gold | 

He h 
law on the statute books that his predecessor did n 
under which he would be able to seize every pound 
us & 
was landed, sell it at public sale, confiscate it, and 
proceeds over into the Treasury of the United States 
law that would apply in the same way to me or to yj 
were importing articles. It applies to all alike; it is ; 
law, and it is no more severe against the people of Bi 
it is against anyone else. 

But, Mr. President, I believe that if the Americ 
really knew all the intricacies and all the details of t 
plan of valorization of coffee they would refuse | 
further to it, even though there was one of the great 
nations a party to the combination. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. NELSON. Is that valorization scheme still 
and pending? 

Mr. NORRIS. 

Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. NORRIS. 

Mr. NELSON. If that is the case, why would it not |! 
plan to put into this tariff bill a provision charging « 
that kind with a heavy duty? Would not that be a 
to reach it? 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I do not care to dis 
question. I did discuss that very point at length in t! 
of Representatives. There are a good many men w 


« 


Yes. 
And active? 
Yes. 


| that might be accomplished, and I think we might 


tain, and so far as I was able to find out nobody else was able | 


to ascertain, who bought this coffee if it ever was sold. 
introduced Senate resolution No. 58, and at this point I desire 
the Secretary to read that resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney General be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate the following information: 

First. Copies of any and all requests asking for the dismissal of the 
case of The United States of America, petitioner, r. Herman 
and others, defendants, heretofore pending in the District Court of the 
United States for the Southern District of New York. 

Second. Copies of any and all agreements that were made by the 
parties to said action during its pendency, providing for its discontinu- 
ance or its dismissal. 

Third. Copies of any and all correspondence regarding the mainte- 
nance or dismissal of said action. 

Fourth. Copies of any and all reports that were made by any agent 
or special attorney of the Government investigating the existence of any 
trust or combination in coffee or any scheme or plan for the valorization 
of coffee. 

_ Fifth. The names and addresses of the parties purchasing the coffee 
involved in said suit, together with the price and the amount purchased 
by each, 

Sixth. Copies of any memoranda, correspondence, letters, or docu- 
ments on file in the Department of Justice pertaining to or connected 
with the settlement and dismissal of said action. 

Seventh. Any additional statement that he may desire to make touch- 
ing any of the abeve matters. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, in answer to that resolution 
which the Senate passed, the Attorney General, I think, has 
substantially complied with all the requests except the fifth, 
and that reads as follows: 

lifth. The names and addresses of the parties purchasing the coffee 


involved in said suit, together with the price and the amount purchased 
by each. 


So I} 


Sielcken | 


bill, probably, that would do it; but the present law if « 
would break up this combination, and if the same kind 
were applied to other combinations, so that the propert) 
could be taken and confiscated to the Government t 
criminal and unholy combinations would cease. But | 
in favor of placing a tariff on coffee. If there was 
coffee, our Democratic friends would blame this ¢i 

to the tariff. This is one trust that surely can not 

to the tariff. 

Mr. President, if we must submit to it because ti 
great Government that is interested in the scheme, 
might just as well apply for a national receiver and ¢ 
business. It does not seem to me that in any view We 
take of it we can concede for a moment that we w 
men who are bucked up by a Government freedom fr 
cution under our criminal statutes, as Sielcken bas be 
during these years. Neither can we afford to give |! 
to the product of any foreign Government that is the s 
such a criminal combination. 

I have no desire to get into dispute with Brazil or | 
any unfriendly feelings spring up between this Govern 
that. I have nothing but the friendliest feelings fo! 
and for her people. She is destined to become one of th 
est nations of the world, in my judgment. But we 
afford, whether she is great or whether she is small, 
to permit her to violate our laws, but permit our own § 
when they represent her to violate our criminal laws : 
late our antitrust laws, and give to them a right to do 
what we deny all other citizens the right to do. 

Mr. President, I want to ask leave to have printed «> 
ate document the report of the special attorney who \ 


Sen- 
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ation, and who did make 








entire valor tion scheme. 
' document the report of 
; rtm of Justice. 

VIC e objection? The Chair 
' . 
; yn Ine other S« tors who 
} ore } I ! k tha is report 
( ntland be also printed in the Recorp 

SsMOOT. Does the Senator really think it necessary to 
} it in the Record when it is published as a public docu- 
NORRIS. Severa‘* Senators have just called n ttention 

d they woud like to have it printed in the Recorp. 
syooT. I think it very n 1 better to have it printed 


1s blie document. 
‘ty NORRIS. I think that is true. I do not want to with 
y request to have the report printed as a public docu 
I do not want the Senator to get that idea 
r SMOOT. What will be the bencfit to have it printed in 
NORRIS. As far as I am concerned, I will say to the 
¢ tor that personally I have no purticular desire to have it 
d in the Recorp. I made the request at the suggestion of 
O r Senators. 
LANE. It is a matter of giving publicity to important 
ition, in my opinion. 
‘Mr. SMOOT. Of course, everybody who is interested in the 
ition can get it through the public document. I do not 


he Recorp ought to be encumbered with so many things. 

































I ct, Mr. Presiden 
VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request 
the report in the ReEcorp. 
Wickersham’s letter, which was ordered to be printed in 
ip, is as follows: 
JUNE 3, 1912 
I st, The White Hou 
Ma. Paeestpent: I want to make clear my views with respect to 
if ul 
dants in that suit are Individuals—German banker 1d one 
fee merchant—who constitute a committee empowered to 
» sale of the coffee held under the valorization ! On 
I before the circuit court in New York*the icitor Gen 
y disclaimed, as does the petition in the s y pr i 
‘r against the Republic of Brazil. So far as the State of 
s coneerned, he quoted language of Chief Justice Mar 
d States v. Planters’ k (9 Wheat., 904) 
think, a sound principle at whe iG rnment | mes 
ly trading it divests itself, so far as coneerns 
ms of that ce of its sovereign character and takes 
vate ci Instead of communicating to the cor ny 
prerogatives, it de n ley of tl ) 
ates itself, and takes the belongs to its 
i to the business which is to be transacted.” 
to the decision in the Sou Carolina Dispe1 ry 
S., 437), to the effect that : 
n the State of South Carolin red in the busines f a 
t iquors it ood upon the footing of any individual en 
tiat isiness, and was ibject to ¢ laws of the United 
t spect thereto.” 
d that when the property of the foreign State was 
* in the jurisdiction of this country it became subject to 
wolice and municipal, and subject to taxation Moreover, it 
n the course of the argu t and in tl fida vits ed 
t re the existing agreemen under which the operation is 
rried out were made the committee brought within the United 
i e amount of coffee, namely, 1,744,000 bags, which had 
1 become a part of th rope engaged In commerce in 
larg portion of which was actually purchased within 
1 States, and that of that a t 44 ”) s were lel It 
moreover, that 600,000 bags ] » were sold by tl m 
ril, 1911, and which the Braz I wassador, In 1 
from our State Depart: tated had been ide 
to various purchasers in the West, South, and I t.”” had 
r of ct, been sold to Mr. Herman Sielcken individually, and 
pe onal profit. 
I n untier which the committee, who are the defendants 
Dill, bad carried on their operations for the last three Irs 
n plenary power over the marketing of the entire amount 


brone 





ght under the agreement, the only restriction being that 
should always have at its disposal the quantities which it 
, ata price not lower than 47 francs per 50 kilos good average, 
francs for Havre type superior.” 
matter of fact, the bill alleges and the proof demonstrat 
tions of the committee resulted in more than doub 
im price. ‘There was published in the Journal of ¢ 
09, a telegram from the secretary of the Brazilian Embass} 
‘ington quoting a cable received at the embassy from the 
¥ finance of Sao Paulo, which expressly stated: 
sovernment of Sao Paulo is no longer engaged in any valoriza 
) Fations, and ceased entirely with its intervention in the market 
hing of the fifteen million pound sterling loan. All the 
Ss JConging to the State has been delivered to a committee of 
a rized to sell it. The committee is obliged to sell in ac 
With the contract, at the market price, and to the amount of 
Guring the year 1909-10, G060.000 during the year 1910-11, 
) bags during the year 1911-12, and an equal amount in the 
= its. The committee can, however, sell all or any coffee as 
® price will reach 47 francs per 50 kilos of good average.” 


to revise 1 cram was sent at a time when our Government was about 
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a license to do wrong to the nation itself, and justify the breach of all 
those obligations which good faith and friendship, by the same impli- 
cation, impose upon those who seek an asylum in our ports.” 

This is the same doctrine which we have applied with respect to the 

State of our own Union, and in the case of South Carolina v. United States 
(199 U. 8., 437) it was held that agents of the State government car- 
rying on the business of selling liquor under State authority were liable 
to pay the annual revenue tax imposed by the Federal Government, the 
rule applied being, to quote the comment on it in Flint v. Stone Tracy 
Co. (220 U. 8., 157) 
“that the exemption of State agencies and instrumentalities from 
national taxation was limited to those of a strictly governmental char- 
acter, and did not extend to those used by the State in carrying on 
business of a private character.” 

In other words, on principle and on authority, 
basis for the contention that a state of a foreign nation can combine 
with bankers and coffee merchants to monopolize and enhance the 
price of an article of common necessity in the United States, of which 
our citizens consume an enormous quantity, import that commodity 
into our territorial jurisdiction, and there carry out the powers which 
they have acquired through that monopoly to the enhancement of the 
price and the detriment of our own citizens, and then claim the pro- 
tection of the alien sovereign to which they would be entitled if they 
were here in a sovereign capacity, as, for example, in the presence of 
an armed vessel of that nation or a military force crossing our terri- 
tory with the permission of our Government. 

Perhaps as good a comment as could be made of this whole transac- 
tion was one which appeared in a New York evening paper. the day fol- 
lowing the argument in the circuit court, in the following language: 

“We are by no means satisfied that, considering the peculiar gov- 
ernmental aspects of the matter, our Department of Justice was wise 
in pressing the case as it did—at all events, in filing suit without 
some friendly preliminary negotiations with Brazil. But there are some 
things to say on the other side, and one of them is that when a Gov- 
ernment goes into, trade and engages, directly or indirectly, in opera- 
tions on the markets of a foreign state it thereby inevitably subjects 
itself to the laws of that state regulating trade and commerce. If 
our Government were to place an import duty on coffee, Brazil could 
hardly claim exemption for Government-owned coffee sent to be stored 
and marketed in this country Or, to take a more extreme case, if 
the Brazilian or any other state were to engage in production of some 
article proscribed by our pure-food law, no one is likely to contend 
that consignments of that article would be free from the prohibitory 
clauses. The principles underlying the present suit are, first, that 
neither a foreign merchant nor a foreign government acting as a mer- 
chant is entitled to do in the American market what the American 
merchant is forbidden to do, and, second, that operations of the sort 
in question, if conducted by a private American syndicate, would be 
repugnant to the law. When the Brazilian ambassador speaks with 
easy confidence of the ‘new American ways’ and the ‘ brand-new doc 
trine’ asserted by the Attorney General he appears to us to forget 
that of all new ways and brand-new doctrines the theory and practice 
of the ‘coffee valorization plan’ are among the very newest.” 

Under all of these circumstances I am very strongly of the opinion 
that the suit should be proceeded with in personam in an effort to 
obtain the permanent relief which has been prayed. I think that to 
yield in the face of the character and sources of the criticism that has 
been made would constitute a reflection on this department which 
should not be permitted 

Very sincerely, 


there seems to be no 


yours, GEORGE W. WICKERSHAM, 
Attorney General. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I make the point that there is 
no quorum present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Goff 
Hitchcock 
Hollis 
Hughes 
James 
Johnson, Me. 
Johnston, Ala. 
Kern 
La Follette 
‘lapp Lane 

‘lark, Wyo 

‘larke, Ark. 
‘rawford 
‘ummins 
Dillingham 
du Pont Myers 
Gallinger Norris Smith, Md. 

Mr. CATRON. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Fatt] has been suddenly called away from the city on account 
of the death of his father. He is paired on all questions where 
votes are required to be taken with the Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. SmitH}. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-five Senators have answered 
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to confine myself 
briefly to the motion to refer and to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose]. This involves 
the question of hearings before the Finance Committee of the 
several interests affected by the proposed tariff legislation. 
Matters that would justify the hearings are the questions that 
have arisen largely since former legislation was attempted on 
the subject, and hearings were then granted. At that time 
there was not the constitutional power to levy an income tax. 
Since that time, by proper amendment, the power now exists. 
Whatever might have been said, or whatever proposed legisla- 
tion was attempted, was not then under the responsibility of 
constitutional sanction. Whatever is done now, beyond any 


question is authorized by the organic act as it has been 
amended. 


Bacon 
sorah 
tradley 


O'Gorman 
Oliver 
Overman 
Page 
Perkins 
Pomerene 
Reed 

Root 
Saulsbury 
Shafroth 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 


Smith, S. Cc. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sterling 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Townsend 
Vardaman 
Weeks 
Williams 


amberlain 
hilton 


Martine, N. J. 
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The sobering effect of constitutional power would ju 
hearing upon section 2 of the bill. There are sweeping 
sions in that section. There are provisions that not on}, 
what seems to some of us an entirely justified matter «: 
tion, but it goes beyond the “ malefactors of great wea! 
swollen fortunes, the incomes that are not needed for {| 
port of those who have them or those dependent on th, 
attacks the provident under the guise of income taxa 
taxes not only income, but it seeks to tax the protectio 
every prudent head of a house provides for those who 
pendent either upon his activities as a wage earner 0) 
income producer for the family. I would be glad to | 
additional information on this subject that could be give 
hearing before the committee. 

I am entirely in accord with the exemption of frate, 
insurance associations or companies and building and 
sociations from the operation of this proposed act, | 
extend that exemption so as to include the companies ; 
life-insurance business on a purely mutual plan with: 
stock, without profit to any shareholder, and without 
the members of the company. The company in su 
the certificate or policyholder. They are only pro, 
setting apart some of their earnings, for the ine 
when those dependent upon them will need the resuit 
provident action. I think the introduction of this » 
the bill would justify some additional hearings. 

As originally prepared in the House of Represent 
bill contained a provision that levied, under the 
income tax, a real inheritance tax upon the proce 
policies. That, upon a hearing, appeared to be indefens 
was stricken out, either in caucus or in committee: | 
not now appear in the bill. In order to more fully 
what was undertaken in the first instance, some a 
language has been added so as to exclude the proc 
insurance companies from the operation of this b 
one provision of the measure that certainly is enti 
hearings. If it were a matter of income alone, perhaps 
not be; but it is not a matter of income; it is a matt 
tection. The only argument in its favor that I hay 
offered up to this time is that there are certain larg 
holders and certain life insurance companies in th 
doing business on a purely mutual plan that run i 
siderable sum on the face of the policy and in the 
surplus set aside f.r the security of the several po 
That is a matter certainly which is entitled to som: 
and some consideration at the hands of the committee. 

Another section is section 3, known as the adm 
features of the bill. Section 3 largely, if not entirely, : 
itself with the regulations at home and abroad that 
quent upon a different basis of import duties. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fro: 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. I want to ask the Senator from Ililin 
this question: If he does not think that the language o! 
as it now is does exempt all policies—that is, the pay 
all policies—of life insurance, the payment upon all 
and the payment of all other sums provided for in th 
I ask the Senator if he has examined the amendn 
was made to the printed text? I do not know that | 
myself plain. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It may be I do not understand the * 
Will he please repeat the question? 

Mr. REED. I do not want to interrupt the Senat 
perhaps should not have arisen to do so; but I wanted 
the Senator whether he had examined the bill as 
written, and if he wants to be understood as saying | 
bill does not exempt from taxation not only the any 
upon the face of the policy at death, but all annuities 
other sums which are paid by reason of the contract 
if he does not understand that they are exempted f! 
tion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand they are exempted 
amended bill as it came to us. 

Mr. REED. Is not everything that goes to the Pp 
exempted in the amended bill; and is not the sole tax 
levied under the amended bill a tax upon the net | 
net income of a company? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; it is not. I do not th 
present form, that that is the necessary effect of tl 
of the several sections which relate to this matter. 

Mr. REED. Well, I was very anxious to know 
Senator took that position. If he does, well aul ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have no critics 
of the exemptions made, so far as they go, but I d 
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thoy go far enough. To that end I have thought that it would 
he entirely proper that we should collect such available informa- | 
' = the committee might have offered to it, in order that we 
" 1 + be further enlightened. . 
“rhe administrative feature which I mentioned is necessary 
» of the change in the method of levying duties. Ad | 
n rates of duty necessarily require a much more inquisi- 
process of collection than the simpler method of specific 
~ There are two provisions, however, in section 3 that 
not the manufacturer or jobber in another country, 
se who are responsible for whatever failure to give evi- 
y occur, but they penalize the jobber and the importer 
ountry, without an opportunity to reach the source of 
ub! It is provided that the merchandise shall be ex- | 
io] from entry in the event that the manufacturer or whole- 
foreign country refuses to give certain specified infor- 
It penalizes the jobber or wholesaler in this country if 
| merchant refuses to give the information. The latter 
he reached, because the retailer in this country is within 
slietion, while the mnufacturer or wholesaler in a for- 
itry can not be reached by any process that will be 
a remedy to exempt the domestic importer from 
ts of the refusal of the foreign authorities to give the 
yn. This will in itself be a most effective way of 
ng the innocent party from conducting his business and 
( mpting the guilty party from the operation of his refusal. 
ore, in addition, some matters in this bill that 
protest, which it seems fair that the committee 
iid hear. There are in the western and northwestern portions 
this country and elsewhere extensive flouring mills. They 
invested a considerable sum of money. There are many 
thousands of them conducting. their operations. It one of 
th lustries as to which not even a charge nor a suspicion of 
combination has been made to raise the price of their product 
mit their output. There is no flour-mill trust in this 
ntry. The different flouring mills have maintained business 
1 purely competitive basis. In this bill the peculiar process 
e is that the millers’ raw material, as they properly pro- 
3 made dutiable and the finished product is free listed. 
t the communications that come to me have been 
is. I select from the number two of them which are 
typical of the entire situation. The first is from the 
rks Milling Co., of Alton, 11. 
iheir letter may be inserted in the RrecorpD as a part of my re- 
. without consuming the time of the Senate in reading it. 
VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, permis- 
granted. 
etter referred to is as follows: 
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SParRKsS MILLING Co., 
Alton, IUl., U. 8S. A., April 8, 1918 
LAwrence Y. SnerMAn, Washington, D. C. 
:: We desire to call your especial attention te the tariff bill 
rted by the Ways and Means Committee of the House, and which, 
, we desire to have changed before it is reported by the Sen 
nance Committee. 


Sy 


ent ad valorem on flour. 
would be a discrimination against the American miller 
nt to about 7 cents per barrel on flour. For example, taking 
an wheat at 90 cents per bushel, it would require, say, 4 bushels 
nd “6 pounds to make a barrel of flour. The duty on t 4 
1 So pounds would be equal to 45.83 cents on a barrel of flour. <A 
irrel of flour made from 90-cent wheat costs approximately $3.85. 
fore ad valorem duty on the flour would be 38.5 cents per barrel, 
t a duty on the corresponding quantity of wheat of 45.8 cents, or 
‘nts per barrel discrimination against the wheat. 
! ‘ easy to see that this would be highly in favor 
nhadian mills and against all the mills in this country 
We el that the duty on wheat and flour, whatever it may be, should 
' exactly the same; that is, there should be ad valorem duty on both 
t and flour or specific duty on both wheat and flour. 
+e specifie duty on flour equivalent to 10 cents per bushel duty on 
Wheat would be approximately 46 cents per barrel. 
‘he bill further provides that countries admitting our flour free can 
lour duty free to this country. At the present time this would 
British millers an opportunity to make flour from cheap Rus- 


ve 





of the large 


( 


ive the 


an wheat. This in itself would be a serious blow to American 
, 48 there are very large and modern mills in England, particu 
a Liverpool, which, under such an arrangement as this, could, and 
yubt would, — thousands of barrels of flour to our eastern markets. 
ine time Canada has a duty against imported flour, but 
2) Is passed in its present form there is hardly any doubt but 
af inada would immediately take off the duty on flour, which would 
t their mills to ship flour into this country free, while there would 
JUty against their wheat, thus giving their mills a big advantage, 
ourse, the flour ma 
at of Canada. 
will certainly appreciate anything you can do toward eliminating 
Jce-“our clause and also toward making absolutely the same 
} flour a8 is imposed upon wheat. 
i note from the above that we are not asking protection on 
are trying to avoid a discrimination in favor of foreign manu- 


products compared to foreign raw material, 
ours, truly, 
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rket in this country is a great deal larger 
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Sparks MILLING COMPANY. 
Geo. 8. MILNorR. 


| barrel 


I ask unanimous consent that | 


i \! provides for a duty of 10 cents per bushel on wheat and 10 } 
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Mr. SHERMAN. The second is from the B. A. Eékhart Mill 
ing Co., of Chicago, Ill. I make the same request as to their 


letter in order to save time. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the letter 


will be inserted in the Recorp, as requested. 


ir 


bushels | 


| attention 


Hon 


| Committee 
wheat 


the 


afford 


country 
cents 
admission 
and, 


| Means Committee 


i dian, and Argentina wheat and ship it into this country duty | 
to be sold in competition with flour made by American mills from | 





The letter referred to is as follows: 


CHI 4p 
LAWRENCE Y. 
United States Senate, 
My Drar Senator: If 
of the Hous« 
and flour the foreign mills, 
f cheap wheat duty free from € 
Australia, would either destroy the 
tariff of 10 cents a el on f 
the American farmer any prot 
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to the workmen. it will be made the subject of an investigation 
without benefit of clergy, under the Sherman antitrust law f 
|/a conspiracy to restrain or hinder trade in its natu Ope 
tion. Whatever may be the condition of things, to 1 ih 
euphonic language quoted by my friend yesterday, it will make 
no difference whether or not such action interfe with the 
normal and healthy course of commerce and manu! re, a 
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‘ nee that if the op- | gelatin process (except show cards), occupying 35 squa 
a. -ofitahle | Of surface per view, bound or unbound or in any oti 
aC it unprofitable cent ad valorem.” 

more of them should | The foregoing reduction in the duty on post cards it 
be threatened with the penalty | favor importations from foreign ceuntries. The conditi 
: » . | their production make it possible for them to be sold 
. vyhether or n 2 e hands A | ,! . ; = ( 
t, whethe not at th hands of a unfair competition with American manufacturers of tl 
» convicted. ‘lieve this would justify | We cuote below prices of a German manufacturer of Dr« 
to those opne 1 to some other features | comparing them with our own colored view post cards of t} 
present at the last hearing, something | C- T. colorchrom : 
‘ 7 1,000 per subject 
; 2,000 per subject 
ms to me material, although I have not T. photochrom : 
been maturely considered every time any | 3,000 per subject 
been up for consideration, is the time when the 5,000 per subject 
become operative. From the quarter of the country 


10.000 per § ib ic 
I come, and with whose business operations I am | cards: 


hre 


Stengel & Co., 


familiar, there comes what I consider a reasonable request. By 1,000, at 15.50 marks 
Many millions of dollars of merchandise are stored in ware- | Proposed 45 per cent ad valorem wor 


. s . : sreighbt, uwme — 
houses; it belongs to and is a part of the current commerce s ™ " 


of the country. Manufacturers are now, or in the ordinary 
course of trade will be, under contract for furnishing merchan- : 
dise in the future under present conditions. In the course of | Pveill 
modern competition no merchandise of certain kinds can be “ 
made up in anticipation and stored in warehouses to await 
orders from the trade. They must, in the ordinary way of sy 1,000 cards per subject the importer can buy card 
business, be prepared long in advance. Many of these con- tebe pee a. i ae style No. 22 « 


gel & 
; 


cerns are not merely order-merchandise manufacturers, but they | cards: ~ 
must secure contracts many months, sometimes 6 to 12 months, | By 2,000, at 11.50 marks 
in advance to prepare for orders taken and for prompt deliv- | Proposed 45 
in accordance with their terms. Warehouses are, in some | “*'8#5 e& 
instances, not only full of goods manufactured under present 
1 ions, but the conditions of the trade are such that it is 
‘ssury that this act shall become operative at some time in 
future instead of becoming immediately so. 
condition of the clothing trade is a fair illustration, 
vould require, under present conditions, postponement me 2.000 cards per subject the it 
operation of the act until about the 1st day of Janyary, | Pet, 1.000 view cards in Germany. ees 
1914, in order not to unduly interfere with the healthy growth, . aoe Oo. Ce. Meesen, A, quotes atyle Me, 23 ¢ 
development, and manufacture of the country. That language | 3000, at 10 marks 
I do not say, Mr. President, is original, but I am adapting it roposed 45 per cent ad valorem would be 
to be used on this occasion as entirely applicable. I think the Freight, etc__--_-_---~-- 
question ought to be submitted to the Finance Committee in 
accordance with the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, so that the different industries may be con- 
sidered, and that, if any differences exist in the necessary 
method of transacting business, those differences may be ad- 
justed and that the proper time may be fixed when the act By 3,000 cards per subject the importer can buy ec: 
shall become operative upon those lines most concerned. To pay, 2500 view cards in Germany. 
arrive at such a readjustment as will be indispensable in a bill ce en Soe. sone oe 
that reaches into every nook and corner of commerce, manu- 
fa ring, and industrial activity, it seems to me that it would 
be wise to allow those who would be naterially affected by 
it to be beard. 
rhere will be some differences, som sses, some readjust- 


per cent ad valor 


Curt Teich & Co _ 
| Stengel & Co__- 


nporter can buy card 





ment of prices, some rearrang he methods of manu- 

facture and of distribution, some ti of the finances 

necessary to conduct large enterpr § tut these losses oucht, > 5.00 “ards per subject the imnortet 

in jus , to be reduced to a im. If time h iousand view cards in Germany. 

. Th abe > ficur iow very plainly that 
al sufficien to place t 


ivel 
upon rtain lines of manufacture and mimerce they will b 
l 


so reduc . To that end it seems as if these hearings could 


sit? ha 
vith 1 


profitably id in order that these different lines of effort might aragrap 337, ge 83, should be revised 
be so heard and differentiated that no undue loss would occur | United § ee ee ee a 
upon 1 application of the proposed law. sandths 
The last lines of the bill say that it shall become operative | those wh 


immedi: telyv 1 its approv: ] by the ( é xecutive ; so that ot r fol n. 15 cents per p 
in many of these cases it would interfere aterially not only That the rate in the U 
with contracts now made but with stocks of merchandise now on | UPpen the foreign manufacturers 
hand stalt Stengel & Co. (Ltd.), of D : Germany 
aan 1913, to certain dealers handling their cards in this 
There is one further document that I wish to add that per- | follows 
. ‘ 7 — | ‘ —~ “ During he year 1! > I had some corre yondence 
ains to Schedule M and relates entirely to the lithographing During the year 1 ane Son —— 
tains t chedule M 1 relat ‘ ’ the lithographin; to the tari revision, and you were kind enous 
lingness to make some efforts for a reduction of the 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is | cards imported into the United States of America. 
“M ‘ilsor il r ‘ 
granted. Mr. Wilson will 


The matter referred to is as follows: 


process, any size (ex< 
} 


business. 


ion of tue 
especially for the revision of t! tr , and it 
come forth with your rates on vie 
May 8, 1913, “In order that find le attention 
it sh be sent to all mocratic Congressmen and 
ngress of the United States: ot peer eee: be taken that noth te nditents 
M, paragraph 412, of the tariff act of 1909, to provide | are interested in this matter. lease be very | 
equalize duties, and to encourage the industries of the United | point. 
and for other purposes, provides that: * I inclose a memorandum about the tariff on view 
Views of any landscape, scene, building, place, or locality in the | give you a iot of information needed in making up 5 
United States on cardboard or paper, by whatever process printed or | ever, this memorandum must not be sent out to any 
produced, including those wholly or in part produced by either litho- | your own use. 
graphic or photogelatin process: Not thinner than eight one-thou- * Thanking you in advance for the interest you will 
sandths inch, $0.15 per pound plus 25 per cent ad valorem.” ter, I remain, with best regards.” y 

Hl. R. 3321, the Underwood bill, paragraph 337, page 83, provides Every 1,000 view post cards weigh approximate}; 
that : ecupying 35 square inches or less of surface per vie’ 

“ Views of any landscape, scene, building, place, or locality in the | out, as double cards, size 34 by 11, occupy 55.5 square 
United States on cardboard or paper, not thinner than eight one-thou- | cards and panorama cards occupy more square inches 
sandths of an inch, by whatever process printed or produced, including At the present time there are about 3,000 artists 
those wholly or in part produced by either lithographic or photo- | chanics employed in the manufacturing of local view and 
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United States. The wages they receive are three times as placed upon the free list. Why 

















o the same employees in Germany. 7 
ae nortion, or about 60 per cent, of view post cards are the other? 
three and five thousand editions, bought and sold to the Amer rhe reason is because indigo is used by the cotton ufac 
y the stationery and news companies and 5 cent and 10 cent | turers of the South in dyeing denims and t ‘ i 
who will naturally import their«view cards should | 4), h: ‘ eras anal Sones 
1 tariff of 45 per cent ad valorem be adopted. The syndi- ley had a voice so potential with members of the VW i 
y mostly in 3,000 and 5,000 editions, for which they pay Means Committee that that item was taken f 
an manufacturer on an average of about $4 per thousand. | list at 10 per cent and placed upon the free list, w! 
ry and news companies, which buy their cards in one and | ,..4 by } een ¢ \ : 
j editions, pay to the American manufacturer on an aver a yy the woolen manufacturers of the ort the Abid 
t $6 per thousand. y Mv | West, and the East, still remi upon the dutiable list at 10 
proposed ad valorem tariff of 45 per cent ad valorem, | per cent Further than that, Mr. President, I find t thre 
n dealer in post cards can import the same quality of have omitted fr 7 ret ’ ‘ 7 . ‘ ” 
t a saving of about 75 cents per thousand, which reductions “ ye On ed from the alizarin paras raph of the present law 
n manufacturers can not meet tor the fact that it costs these words: 
for labor and material to manufacture these goods. | And dyes deri I t 
1 States Post Office Department statistics prove that dur- | = gee Gert I i 1 » ar 
vear 1912 about 1,000,000,000 view and fancy post cards went | Senators, alizerin tech ] me “ an 1 
the mails of the United States, and it can safely be stated that | tha @ lor red ry ; 7 : zs 
int of cards were kept as souvenirs for collections and an Cvs ; — — ci rive eS ¢ ‘ ) ‘ - na a of 
purposes, which shows that about 2,000,000,000 post different colors—browns, blues, b ks, oran most every 
‘ umed every year in the United States, of which 80 per | color known to the woolen trade rhe word: Awan od 
present time manufactured in the United States by | from alizai ake . zs = 
r, representing about a total sale of $5,000,000 per year. | — var i I Lire ) 
z nart of this business will go to foreign manufacturers | another paragraph, with a 30 per cent duty posed I find 
1 the proposed tariff of 45 per cent ad valorem be adopted | that the coal-tar dyes are given a rate of duty of 30 
. beg to state that if the ad valorem duty alone, instead of the | ny ehanca a Racicaee Ais a a ae rl 
1 d and ad valorem rate, is substituted on this article, orders for | U0 “Uiuse wHate r from the present law, a L by e 
¥ nost ecards will be taken in this country by importers and placed | out of these words all of the derivatives from : 
with foreign manufacturers, giving part of the work, such as plate | have been on the free list ever since they were first 1 
i to one firm, the printing to another, and the lithographing to | thrown into the paragraph that carries a 30 per cent 
firm. This has been done previously and will be done again , oe : ie 
to get the very lowest prices, and if the work, in the opinion Should not this be enlled to the atter n of the eo 
porter, is not satisfactory, the importers will ask for large | This is only one item If I had the time I could show 
mm) ar ~ > » < > A T " States ane : ° : 
Che cards will then be shipped to the United States and | 9 ehange in this one item. but changes on li b> eniains 


i a ridiculously low price and will cost the importer, with only | ; a ; ; 
1 va m duty added, less than what the American manufacturer | Pose of the bill. I believe I can see what infinences have been 
' for his labor and paper stock, thereby forcing the American | nt work and what pressure was brought to bear upon those who 
rer to discontinue the manufacture of view post cards. Also | h: ; : 


U } . d the power to change the bill 
ts of local view post cards will be ordered, and when they | i the power to change th 


intry will be left at the customhouses to be disposed of | I say to the Senators upon the other side of this Chamber 
Government. The records of the customhouse in New York and | that the people interested in this tariff bill have not had a 

r cities will prove that millions upon miilions of view post cards | apap ] HiT] ‘ 
; to ; ’ a chance to be hear 1 » bill as it passed the ouse, a! ©} 
V sold in this country for less than duty charges. a ue I eard — the bill as | ~~ it House, and they 
Curt Tetsu & Co, (INC.). are pleading for it from one end of this country to the other 
> Curt Teisu, President. It seems to me, Mr. President, that it all depends upon whose 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I was absent a portion of | OX is gored. I remember that when the cotton schedule w up 


time when the Senator was discussing the provision relat- | in the Senate a year ago the Senators 
ing to life insurance policies, and I did not hear all that he said. | demanded public hearings; and they demanded them bi 
My mail is flooded with letters, chiefly from policyholders in | the cotton manufacturers of the South demanded them. 1 have 


from North ¢ res 





| companies, complaining that the provision of the bill is | here the remarks of the Senators from North Carolina mack 

hostile to their interests. The Senator observed, which I have | that time, and I am not asking any more to-day than those Sen 

ilerstood to be the fact, that the bill had been changed in that | ators then asked of the Senate of the United Stites 
particular so as to give some degree of relief; but I tiink the Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President 
Senator further observed that he thought it did not go far The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
enough. to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; that is correct. Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator—because I vant, Mr. SMITH of Georgia. When the Payne-Aldrich bill was 
as far as I can, to give accurate information to my corre- | UP, did you give public hearings? 
spondents—whether or not the Senator has prepared or will Mr. SMOOT. Yes, Mr. President. Representatives of every 


“uggest an amendment to that section of the bil! which will give | industry in this country and everyone interested in the bill had 
these people full relief to the extent that “ney ought to have | II the time to be heard they desired. I will say to the Senator 


relief? that when the bill was in the House of Representatives there 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes: I have. were nine volumes of testimony taken upen that particular bill 
Mr. GALLINGER. That is satisfactory, then. Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Will the Senator allow me to ask 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have already offered that as a proposed | Whether public hearings were granted by the whole committee 
amendment, Mr. President. It will be submitted for considera- | 0n the Payne-Aldrich bill? 


tion at the proper time and place. Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator menn by the Senate or by the 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I agree with all that has been | House of Representatives? 

‘ated by the Senator from Illinois in relation to the necessity | Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I mean by the Senate. 

of having hearings upon the tariff bill that is now about to be Mr. SMOOT. I have said time and again, Mr. President, 


referred to the Finance Committee. Agreeing with those rea- | that there were no public hearings reported or held before the 
sons given by him, I want to take just a short time to call the | full committee on the Payne-Aldrich bill, and IT have stated 
attention of the Senate to the fact that there are many other | the reasons for it. The Payne-Aldrich bill was introduced 
reasons why public hearings should be had. In fact, we have | into the House of Representatives, and hearings were held 
hid no hearings whatever upon any bill that is before the | upon every schedule and every item of that bill. That is not 

uate at this time. The bills introduced have been changed | the case here to-day. You have had no hearings whitever 






so radically that no manufacturer of this country, or no person | upon any bill that is before the Senate of the United st 
interested in any item in the bill, knows what the rates are, | The hearings that were given by the Ways and Means Con 
unless he has received a copy of the bill since it has been | mittee of the House were upon no bi'l. The persons who were 
received by the Senate. i heard were allowed to come and express themselves as to 

, Barring all of the bills that were before the previous Con- | whether or not they wanted any particular change in the pres 
sress, and barring the hearings that have been had upon them, | ent rates. That is the difference between the attitude taken 
let : 


nt seal what changes have been made in the first tariff bill | in the Senate under the Payne-Aldrich bill and the one that is 
Koop uced by Mr. UNDERWoop in the House of Representatives being taken at the present time. 
hada ‘th day of April, 1913, compared with the second bill I have heard it said that there were not going to be many 
a ae introduced by him on April 21, 1913, and pay no atten- | changes made in the House bill, and yet I have come in cou 
e Hou waatevar to the changes that were made on the floor of the | tact with men hate have stated that a are perfectly satis 
ot fied now that their interests are going to be taken care of. I 
Vir pact : ' , . . 
Mr | rresident, I find in the first bill that was introduced by | have here a circular from the Amoskeag Manufacturing Co. 1 
at 10 nee ane eee ee placed upon the dutiable list | ask the mematens ee take natin of the bill as it is received by 
IAD ter Po also find that indigo was placed upon the | the Senate and then watch the changes made when it is re 
oe list at 10 per cent. But I find that when the second ported back to the Senate from the Finance Committee. I 
cea still pests on into the House of Representatives alizarin | have no doubt but that the cotton schedule will be changed. I 
' pon the dutiable list at 10 per cent, but indigo was | have no doubt but what some of the cotton rates are to be taken 
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of. But why change the cotton schedule any more than | that we three get. I do not think a public meet 
wool schedule? Why take the cotton schedule any more | 17 men could do the work so effectively. We ha 
the sugar schedule? tnat stage of the investigation. Li re are volu 
SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President . umes of testimony that has been taken in that 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield | tional information is desired by any Senator | pon 
to the Senator from Georgia? or any item of a schedule referred to our subeo: 
Mr. SMOOT., Certainly. be glad to furnish him briefs and point him 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. As that is one of the schedules | written testimony that he will undertake to ex 
submitted to my subcommittee, I will tell the Senator why it| Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, of course I know 
is being carefully examined by the subcommittee. If the Sena- | is going to be referred to the 10 Democrats y 
tor will allow me further, I will add that we have heard every- | Committee, and I believe I know that it wi ( 
body that wanted to discuss the chemical schedule; we have | I believe I know that it will then be taken to th 
heard men on the paper schedule; and we are hearing every | Whatever the caucus decides the Democratic Me) 
mun who wants to be heard on either one of the schedules sub- | Senate are going to follow. 
mitted to us. Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I think that is very pl 
Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator say that he has not promised Mr. SMOOT. That is what I predict. 1 
men representing the cotton interests, and interested in the Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It is a Democratic m 
cotton schedule, that the rate shall not be changed? ought to be presented as 2 Democratic measure, 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I have promised nobody anything. going to take the responsibility for it when it is p 
Mr. SMOOT. I am glad to hear the Senator say it, because| Mr. SMOOT. Yes; and I am pleased that you w 
I have heard otherwise. | take the responsibility. But I was going to 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. And if the Senator will allow me | whether he thinks it proper that Senators who d 
further, I will say that we are hearing to-day, as we did yester- | that rates fixed in any particular schedule by 
day, and as we have for a week, men on this cotton schedule | Caucus are right, who believe they will bring rui 
from Maine to South Carolina. The same thing that we are | tries in their States, should be bound by a caucus 
doing with reference to that schedule we are ready to do with | they should vote? 
every schedule that is submitted to Senator Jounson of Maine,| Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will answer the Se 
Senator Hucues of New Jersey, and myself. not believe it is possible for a complete tariff sched 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, will the Senator | made up which woud entirely satisfy anyone. | 
from Utah allow me to ask the Senator from Georgia a ques- | the schedules that our committee agrees upon to 
tion? entirely. A schedule covering thousands of items w 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes. up finally by mutual concessions, and the responsi! 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. When the Senator says “we are | upon each Senator when the entire bill is made uj; 
hearing,” to whom does he refer—the Finance Committee? whether he does or does not prefer the measure 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I mean the subcommittee to which | ent law. 
those schedules were referred. Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will t] 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. By whom? Utah permit me to ask the Senator from G« 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. By the Democrats of the Finance Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
Committee. Mr. GALLINGER, I should like to ask my 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. How many members are there of | Georgia whether the manufacturers of the coi 
the Finance Committee? understand, or have had any means of unde 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. There are 17 members. these hearings are being held by the subcommitt 
Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. How many Democratic members? Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I have no doubt of i 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. There are 10 Democratic members. the extent to which we have gone. I know 
( 
ib 
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Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. How many members are there of | manufacturing men understand it, and are form: 
the subcommittee? here to-day. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. There are three. Mr. SMOOT. Cotton, of course. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Do any of the Democratic mem- Mr. SMITH of Georgia. And I want to say 
bers of the committee, except the three, have the cotton schedule | that there is no effort to increase the rates on « 
in charge? tures in my State. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The three have it first in charge. Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 
The three will carry back to all of the Democrats of the commit- Mr. SMITH of Georgia. One moment, Mr. P 
tee the resnit of their work, and the 10 Democrats will then go | think it is due me to reply to that side remark of 
over the schedules together. We are sittigg down in the room | He turned his back upon me, and, looking in the ot! 
below, permitting Senators and Congressmen, anyone who | said, “ Yes; cotton.” Undoubtedly the just in 
wishes, to come, and we are taking up the criticized provisions | anyone might get who did not know his relations 
in the schedule. We are taking up any provisions in those | are most cordial, might be that he meant I want 
schedules that are criticized, consolidating, as far as we can, | care of cotton because my people manufactured 
the men who wish to criticize them, and hearing them together. | regard everything else. I want the privilege of ansv 

I can not better illustrate what we are doing than by what | Not a suggestion of a raise of a rate on cotton | 
we have been doing to-day. To-day we had before us the presi- | goods has come to me from Georgia. The rates 
dents of two great organizations of cotton-manufacturing com- | studying are upon the higher fabrics, the finer fal 
panies and a dozen additional manufacturers. We also had | factured in New England. 
Senator Liprirr with us nearly the entire day. We allowed Mr. SMOOT. Such as ginghams? 
them to point out paragraph after paragraph that they criti- Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; that is one of t! 
cized and to file their written briefs upon them, and to give us Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not say anyoue 
all the information they wished. The room was large; the door | gia has come to the Senator for advances on rates 0 
was open; anyone who wished or who was willing to be there Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No; but you insinuate 
could come. Republican Senators, Republican Members of the Mr. SMOOT. I will more than insinuate now. 
House, and Democratic Members of the House have brought Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I state that it is unt 
their representatives before us and have stayed with us during | body has come to me from Georgia upon this : 
the examinations, reference to Georgia interests. The Senator | 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I know the Senatoy | sinuate that that is influencing me in the matte! 
from Georgia is doing his entire duty as a Senator in being | cause that would not be right. 
informed upon the cottonsand other schedules which he has in Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if the Senator had 
immediate charge. I know he is listening patiently to the sug- | a moment—— 
gestions of any interest that may appear before him. But I Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will wait. I wait, Mr. | 
think the Senator will hardly say that a hearing before a sub- | In the most amiable manner, I wait. 
committee of 3 of a large committee of 17 is a public hearing Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator had just waited, 
before that committee in the sense in which public hearings are | has said would have been unnecessary. I do n 
usually spoken of. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I am glad to have an 
opportunity to answer the Senator. I do not believe it would be 
possible for 17 men to get the benefit from these conferences 


anyone from Georgia has come directly to the S 
do claim that representatives of the cotfon asso 
been here, and that they represent every cotto! 
the South. What difference does it make, Mr. 











- they come directly from Georgia or whether they send 


itutives here, representing all of the cotton indus- 





the country ? 
“\ITH of Georgia. That is true, Mr. President. 
OOT. That is all I was going to say, Mr. President. 
I did say; and the Senator has placed upon what I 
tion that was uncalled for 
ITH of Georgia. What I wanted to emphasize was 
n the schedule to which our attention is being 
lled by people asking for a reclassification appl) 


( sively to New Iengland manufactures, where the 


and productions are made, and where it is in 
ufficient recognition of the cost of conversion is 
by proper Classifications, in the bill. 
Mi OOT. That will all be pointed out, Mr. President 
bill comes into the Senate. 


wp 


LLINGER. If the Senator will permit me to repeat 


to the Senator from Georgia 





OT. Certainly. 

GALLINGER. I want to give intelligent information 
nents. There are a great variety of manufacturers 
and, small manuf misil such articles as 
_ we will say, and cutlery, and other things. Have 

had any means of knowing that there are le igs 


here? And if they have not, can I get deti i » infor 
ereby I can inform them and have them come here 
» have them? 

ITH of Georgia The Senator from Colorado tells me 


his schedule and that they bave been before | 





. I can ouly refer to the schedules before the sul 
of which I am a membe 
I say to the S tor from New Hempshire that we 
inue all next week hearings and conferring wit! 
to criticize particulor schedul We have ! 
y every schedule with ren mtotives of } 
ed. We have sent for importers when the n 


e been with us. We have sent for the Governme 
3s when they were with us. We have been ek 
itten information that has already been pub 


eins of the practical suggestions that can come to : 


written i? 
‘ ber of men sitting down in a room, conferring, rather 
t with the formality of hearing testimony. IT want 
I shou'd be glad to have anybody in New England who is 


; 


these schedules communicate with us, in writing 

GALLINGER. The reason I asked the question was that 
i vy correspondence I judged that the persons writing me 
that they would not have hearings: and they have 
insistent and clamorous for the committee to have 


rings, so that they might appear and present their 


That is the only object I had in view in asking the qu 
SMITH of Georgia. I have been trying for several days 
opportunity. just for a few minutes, to explain the 
h our subcommittee is conducting hearings, and to 
known by everybody and to invite people to appear. 
had at least 50 Members of the House come before us 
' r constituents; and all the members of the House un- 


t, Republicans and Democrats. 
the Senator for yielding to me. I had no idea of 
s { 


t him fer so long a time. I am sure the Senators 
ther side want to be fair in this matter, however, 
I 1 ted to let you know that we are sitting down with 


n who has a criticism and investigating the criticisms 
thoroughness which can not be had at a 


lic meet 


SMOOT. Mr. President, I disagree with the conclusion 
enator, because I think it could be done a great deal 
by the full committee. 
SMITH of Georgia. That is where we differ. 
SMOOT. The idea of putting the interests of this whole 
the case of one schedule whose invested capital is 
9,000, with an annual pay roll of nearly that amount, in 
ls of three men to decide the question as to what shall 


fart : 
ure, and these three men behind closed doors. 


Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President—— 
VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
le Senator from Kansas? 
‘r. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator. 
: BRISTOW. I want to ask a question of the Senator | 
‘th Georgia, if I may. I agree that the same process is being | 
,. © through by the Finance Committee now that was followed 


‘inance Committee four years ago. It seems to me ex- 
a Same. I objected to it then, and I object to it now. 
want to inquire is, Why can not these subcommittees 
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that handbo is to be followed by your party as a basis for | was in 1893 and your party will be retired from pow 
riff rates the ult would be absolutely ruinous to certain | other quarter of a century, 

industries, for the information is not true. Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the disc 
Take paragraph 285, linoleum and corticine, and all other | covered a wide range and has been very interesting. 

fabrics for coverings for floors. The handbook says that there | it, however, would have better application after the 


a production in this country of $108,731,948. That is not | been considered by the committee and reported. I shou 

ue, Mr. President. There is a production of only $24,176,224. | bring the Senate back now for a few minutes to the 

What are the facts? They have taken the production of all | tion of the pending motion, which proposes to refer | 
the tablecloth and put it into Schedule J. The very figures | the Committee on Finance with instructions, 
ought to have shown any man in the House of Representatives Mr. President, I want to say at the outset that I « 
that they were false. It is stated that the unit value of pro- | with my colleagues upon this side in sweeping criti 
duction is 13 cents per square yard. There is not a man who | manner in which the members of the Finance Com) 
does not know that could not be if it were linoleum. Yet | now proceeding, because, Mr. President, it is a matte 
they recommend a rate based upon this kind of information. history that the majority members of the present Fi) 

Then they say that the exports of this item are $353,544. Mr. | mittee are engaged in doing exactly what the majority 
‘sident, there is not a dollar of export. The export was all | of the Finance Committee did four years ago unde: 
table oileloth, and falls in Schedule I instead of Schedule J. | lican control. They are conducting hearings in secret 
This is the class of information that is given in the handbook, | they are conducting hearings that are not open to 
and Congress is asked to act upon it There are no representatives of the press present, 

Mr. President, this is importers’ day. The importers have | tunity to be heard is granted only to those who are 
their innings, end the Halls of Congress are daily filled with | by the majority members of the Finance Committ 
them. I met the other morning a manufacturer of steel but-|just as hearings were conducted under the Aldr 
tons. The wording covering this particular item is taken from | Four years ago the Payne-Aldrich bill, after being 
Schedule N and placed in Schedule © and is added to so that | session of, not the Finance Committee, but the Repul 
it includes not only steel trouser buttons, but every form of | bers of the Finance Committee, for 48 hours, be 
metal buttons, and the wording used will lead to endless suits. | doors, was reported back to the Senate with somet! 
This manufacturer happened to meet one of the importers just | amendments. And I remember standing on this flo 
coming from the subcommittee, and he said to him, “ Have | protesting against that procedure. 
you noticed the wording of that particular item? There cer Mr. President, the Democratic majority of the ( 
tainly is a mistake in it, and I am going before the subcommit- | Finance is now engaged in conducting like hearings. ; 
tee and see if I can not have it changed.” The importer said, | stand it. And I apprehend that when the bill is 1 
“You need not try. There is no mistake; I wrote it myself.” to the Senate for its consideration it will come with 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, it would be interesting now to | ments and corrections which the majority, as a res 
know the name of the importer. hearings, believe ought to be made to the bill as 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield | House. 
to the Senator from Missouri? rr Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President— 

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President ; I do not yield at this time. The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fro: 
I suppose if there is any desire on the part of the Senator to | vield to the Senator from Georgia? 
know the name, the subcommittee will know the importers who | * Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
have been before them, and they can find it out and give the Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 
information to the Senator. 

Mr. REED. It 1s interesting to know whether any importer 
wrote that schedule. 


i 





I only desire the op 
correct the Senator in a slight extent. The newsp:; 
not excluded at our hearings downstairs. I h 
vited them to be present. Everyone is welcome w! 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have no doubt the statement | ¢9me. Only three of us are doing the work: we 
is true, and if we have these hearings we are asking for you | the questions and trying to narrow the information 
will find out whether they did or not. Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I am very happy, Mr. Presid 
Mr. REED. Mr. President : that and to accept the correction of the Senator f 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield | | qiffer with him when he says that it is only a s 
to the Senator from Missouri? tion. I think it is an important correction. | 
Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsiu | mendously important that all legislative comn 
[Mr. La Fotterre) wants to speak upon his amendment, and I} should be open to the public. And I am glad to 
think he is entitled tg the floor. TI have not even started to | Democratic majority of the Finance Committee 
cover what I wanted to say, but I feel that it is my duty to| hearings upon the tariff bill at this time—althoug 
yield to the Senator. what limited hearings—are permitting represe 
I will say just one word, and then close, Mr. President. I press to attend. I consider that a most signilic: 
do not want to be discourteous to the Senator from Missouri, | portant departure. 


it the general debate must end at 3 o'clock. ‘ : 
but the = | debate mus nd at 3 *. s Mr. President, I have but a few moments in w! 
Mr. REED. The Senator need not apologize. ; hates A a : , “al d 
Mr 1" ha inlanchaKnia aul 4) atk Cae Py aaa some observations before the time for general d 
Mr. SMOOT, Otherwise I would yield to the Senator will- ; : hall 
. , 44 : ta io If I have not concluded in 10 minutes, I shall 
ingly for any question that he might wish to ask. : : oa ; ala sity 
Mr. President, who is rejoicing over the prospect of the pas officer to recognize me to make a slight amendni 
mag ni cat ae - a5 —. t prowpet ‘a 1@ Pas | in order that I may speak for 10 minutes addition 
ave is Dll? Not the Americal anufacturer or *j- . ro . ie 
Sa xe aby 1s Dll zn . we in¢ s she , ( rer or t 1e Ameri Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I wish to sa; 
¥ ‘ > . nel: 3 ‘ejoicing: »y" ‘ , Ss we) . oe . rae tl] 
wee ia m I'¢ r. ‘ shai ] : re J icins a rm iny : 1S eT Ing; that my understanding of the agreement was that 
oe sa - _— 9 >a ” a . Pe “ ae Ch oa order should not begin until 3 o’clock. 
es ’ > senutors 1} » er §i = : a *y + Vivy oD ‘ — - 
he oe F ; ti 3 f tictes ore : t thes : et ae “r I Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think it does. 
wave a colectk 0 OL article rom i nes countries § 10W ing Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The Senator will hs 
how their manufacturers are preparing to invade the American afterwards ¥ 
market. Remember, every additional dollar imported means | ~ ae ‘ "1 
. ae ead Mr. LA FOLLETTE. At that time I will sp 
that much less for the American laborer to produce. I am no ee Te Ae a. i ; ’ 
; 7 : pending amendment. So that allows me in all 20 n 


a calamity howler. There never was a time in the history of eink Ici : faites ‘tn Cient th 
the country when you could put your tariff rates into force as Sinead : re week a gp hen tien. that 
with as little disturbance to business as the present. Pros- Mr. President, with the difference, then, a 


1 





perity is almost universal. The cost of everything is high all majority of the Finance Committee have gra a ad 
over the world. In England, in Germany, in France, and in representatives of the press to attend enote wr 
every civilized country men are well employed. There is a ceedings at this ume aa exactly what they Pra hi r 
demand for goods, and they command a high price. I hope to Indeed, Mr. President, ae I have traced : be) : 
see this condition of affairs continue, but I know it will not | Y2™0Us tariff bills, public hearings mere been 5 thy 
do so forever. It may for one, two, three, or four years; but Ways and Means Committee first in the House, w ith 
I say to my Democratic brethren now. that whenever the time | 92 the committee present. Such hearings were i’ 
comes that prosperity ceases in Europe and hard times are advance of the introduction of the bill. 

the universal condition in the world, as was the case in 1893. Complaint has been made that hearings upon the | 
the foreigner, before he closes his business, is going to invade have been held prior to its introduction. pant Bg 
the American market, and then is the time when our working- | hearings on the Payne-Aldrich bill were held prior to 
men will be out of employment. Whether this condition will | duction of the bill by Mr. Payne in the House. om 
occur next year or the year after I am not prepared to say, | UPOU that bill began mouths before it was introdu 
but I do kuow when it comes the result will be the same as it | House of Representatives. The testimony filled sou 
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nd was t en before the bill was ever introduced. rule that the Finance Com: ! ° ! 
. troduced - i I irings | ore 
rah Was that he eld by the R bli mo GALLINGER ] 
annleh terrupt him a mo n 
, FOLI Pre No: all of tl : rinted hearings, of i VICE PRESID i i ‘\\ 
' » the differs f to the Se tor fro New | 
‘E. I havea t. } LA FOLLI Ll Id 
ILLETTE. Were before the full committee. I was i GALLINGER It ‘ 
the Ways and Means C mittee when the McKin- | Car 1 [Mr. SIMMONS i to 
framed. We began our hearings in D mber. They » fact t 
nen hearings. They were held in the presence of | cxme over from th ‘ Li 
hers of that committee—Democratice as well as Re Schedule E ) } 
bers—and an opportunity was given for cross-ex Mr. LA FOL! 
freely by the representatives of the different political Mr. GALLINGER. | 
th it committee. And all the hearings from that | forth, and on « ry | { 
this have been held in exactly the same way— Mr. SIMMONS i 
1 was introduced. On the Wilson bill, which fol- | mittee had ever had pi 
IcKinley bill, that was the fact. On the Dingley | | wiedge 
wed the Wilson bill, the hearings were held in Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I 
nnd were completed before the bill was introduced dent, of tariff revi ! 
ew s true of the Payne bill. The hearings were | f t 
open. Both parties as represented upon the Ways rhe pi it proceedir S | 
A Committee were present. They had an opportunity | years ago. ‘| ion of il I 
, ine everybody who appeared Then, after the | more unwarral 1 tl ( 
completed, the bill was framed, and on the 17th ijority Nor can sI | tion i 
Mr. PAYNE-—— rong course at this time 
CLARK of Wyoming. When did the hearings begin? The VICE ® RESIDENT. 7 ‘of 3 ¢ 
LA FOLLETTE. The hesrings began November 10, 1908, | rived, the Chair recog 3 t 


pleted before the bill was introduced. The same Mr. LA FOLLETIE ! I l 
1e of every tariff bill. nen public hearings bef 


P lent, it was my impression that the McKinley com- | the pres ; I of both l 
i been more open in its proceedings than subsequent | to « ing any of 
But when I examined the record of the various | from committee bear & e 
I found that the procedure of the Ways and Means | parties upon the committees that have « 
( » has been almost identical in the case of every tariff | have the right to be pre And, sir, I 
1890 down to the present time. the interest of the public that they should | ‘ l 
| rmore, I find that the course of the Senate Finance | that the doors of mittees ould lL open: | 
tee has been equally consistent. After the bill has been | the representatives of the press f 1 be pet i to ;: | 
er from the House it has been the practice to refer | these meetings. I think that even the ec 
ance Committee. And I find no record anywhere of | ties, when they deal through their ret 
igs by the Senate Finance Committee. Such hear- | public business. should | to t I 


have granted were held by the majority members. | that it is in the interest of the public to ti b 
s I say, I do not find any printed record of them In | affecting all the people in ri te or st 


debate occasional reference is made to them by way of | surely all legislative business is pubiie bu ; 
Senators will remember that we had that sort of And so, Mr. President, I am in vor of h y tl 





ur years ago on the Payne-Aldrich bill. I recall | referred to the Comn on Fina ‘ t! 
Dem atic Senators rose here and complained, and I did | it shall proceed to hold open | os i the ) 

iuse Senator Aldrich was conducting secluded hear- | which it deals. 

that bill. And I remember that Senator Bailey defended | As I say. I believe that proceedin before « 
ding, stating that it was exactly what all other par- | all legislation should be open to the public And t 

| done and citing specifically the case of the Wilson bill, | ticularly true when we come to consi tion of t { I 
Democratic members of the Senate Committee on | deals with great interests: it deals w ! ‘ d 
ised in private sessions. the benefit of special advat ye: it d 


TONE, I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but | advantages are to be taken away from the , 
I (d like to have him put in his remarks the statement that | to be modified by the proposed bill. i re is « rt f 


} 





majority Members are holding these hearings the | misinformation if you permit only partial hearit And 
Members are having hearings also with the same sort | eonduct hearings before on y a limited number of the com 
Py Government expert assistance. if you permit hearings where there 1 y ot be the wide 
\ FOLLETTE. I do not understand that the minority | licity and the most searching cross-examination of thos ) 
of the committee are holding hearings as members of apy enr, you may be misied, however honest I \ 
tee. Iam free to say that the Committee on Finance For your own prot «tion those hearings should be « } 
d me an assistant to aid me in my work upon the bill. | the presence of the opposition. They should not 
STONE. And the other minority Members. suspic ion which attnches to all secret and ex rte pi 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Now, Mr. President, I am willing as a | More than that. Mr. President, in a tariff bill the 
to take advantage of — | tunity for sectional advantige; there is o rt 


ur. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 
ihe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
) the Senator from North Carolina? 


single industry for advantage of one branch o t 

over another. There is no subject 

LA FOLLETTE. I ought to be more searching investigation or w i 
ve ae do. no opportunily afforded for special I or te y 1 ¢ 

SIMMONS. I wish to state to the Senator that I think eduatre. 

rely correct when he says that all the hearings before| Besides all this. Mr. President. every man v 
= Ss and Means Committee have been before the bill was for information from these printed be 
, : '. The hearings have been with a view to assisting them | foreed to search through a! ape aia i 


ng the bill. I think the Senator is further correct in | of such a general nature as to prov vy discour 
uit the Finance Committee of the Senate has never | To determine the proper rate, whether it be protective 
es upon these tariff bills, with one single exception. | 5; a revenue rate, t lires de aud exact information ; ' 


‘ception that I know to that rule was with reference every industry affected. 


llouse echa : é . > ry ‘ } 
use schedule bills last year. Then, as the Senator| ‘To that end I have proposed an amendment which will r 





‘tere Was one party in power in the House and another | quire the Committee on Finance to compel those appen! 
; S te aud the House committee did not give hearings | pefore the committee to protest against the duties proj O 
; : idee tit because of the recent hearings upon the the pending bill to answer certain specific questions 
ent party. heine i. But when the bill came over here, a differ- | ‘These questions are as follows: 
pon the Finar bey power in this body and having a majority | 4. what is the nature and use of the commodity which you | 
ce Comunittee, they insisted upon adopting a| 2 


2. What are the raw materials used In its producti 
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3. What is the amount of the production of this commodity in this | discussion and I venture to suggest that it may be + 
country ? ; L 
/ : ‘ , : interest 

4. What is the amount of the consumption of this commodity in > = 2 . WAY 
this country ? The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

5. How many concerns are engaged in the manufacture of the com- ] hears none 
modity under consideration? tT aie . 2 ac . 

6. Who are the principal producers? é The matter referred to is as follows: 

7. What are the ruling market prices of this commodity in this DEMOCRATIZING THE SENATE 
country? : ; 


8. What are the ruling market prices of this commodity in competing On Tuesday, April 8, the Senate Democrats in 


caucus 
countries 


‘ resolution which it is —_ marks the beginning of 
%. What is the total cost of production per unit of product in this reform. It provides (1) that a majority of a committee 
country 4 committee together at any time for the consideration of ; 
i’. What is the total cost of production per unit of product in com- | bill; (2) that a majority of the majority members of a com; 
veting countries ? name subcommittees to consider pending bills and report t 
11. What is the percentage of the labor cost to the total cost of a unit | action by the full committee; (3) that a majority of 1 
of product in this country? members of any committee may name committees to conf; 
12. What is the percentage of the labor cost to the total cost of a | conferees on any bill upon which the two Houses have di 
unit of product in competing foreign countries? The standing committees of the Senate are selected w: 
13. What is the cost of transportation to the principal markets in | which enables a few men to control the action of the Se: 
this country from the principal point of production in this country? lation. For years these rules have been in existence, | 
14. What is the cost of transportation to the principal markets in | time I have criticized this plan of control upon the floor of | 
this country from the principal points of production in competing for- | and editorially in La Follette’s. I can not better describe ; 
elgn countries? through which this mastery of legislation has been centered 
15. What part of the existing duty represents the difference in the | of a few Senators than by quoting from my discussion of 
cost of production between this and competing foreign countries? case May 26, 1911; 
16. What part of the existing duty represents the profit of the “Sir, I believe the time is near at hand when we wi 
American manufacturer ? Se of wae — or standing committees of 1 
= ai a sett : : one . ; “It is an-American. t is undemocratic. It has ¢ 
rhe answers to these ques tions will furnish the committee abuse. It typifies all of the most harmful practices whi 
and the country with detailed information, without which it is | enlightened ‘and aroused public judgment to decree the d 
wholly impossible to know whether duties are too high or too low, | the —— and eo a party nor 
nae alien 5 dal it ateiabitie Bieta “Under the present system of choosing the standing 
A tariff investigation should be conducted upon sci¢ ntific lines. the United States Senate, a party caucus is called. A 
It matters not whether it is the aim to fix duties at a point | authorized to appoint a committee on committees, The ca 
where they will be fair to the manufacturer, fair to the labor | The comsaittes on committees Suereaster appointed 
sa] - — ‘ — bon’ Pate . meee ys | Man oO ie caucus, t proceeds to determine the co 
which he employs, and at the same time fair to the consumer; | ments of Senators. This places the selection of the m 
it matters not if the bill is to be framed solely as a revenue | standing committees completely in the hands of a majorit 
measure and against the principle of protection, this informa- | mittee on committees, because in practice the caucus rat 
tion is vital of the committee and the Senate ratifies the action of t 
5 : ‘ 4 “See now what has happened. ‘The people have cd 
Without the facts which the answers to these questions will | resent them in the Senate. The Senate, in effect, 
furnish the committee can not possibly know whether the duty | authority to party caucuses upon either side. 
fixed on any product is a protective duty or solely a revenue duty. The party caucus delegates its authority to a chai 
; ih : ; : : : a committee on committees. The committee on com 
If the duty is a protective duty, the committee can not know | defer to the chairman of the committee on committees 
whether the rate is excessively protective or not. decision as to committee assignments. 
If the duty should be so low as to have eliminated all of rhe standing committees of the Senate, so selected, M 


- : - determine the fate of all bills; they report, shape, or s 
the protective elements of the duty, then the committee can not, tion practically at will. , ae - 


I 


without this information, know whether the duty is fixed at “Hence the control of eptabation, speaking in a 

» point where ji Ol iroduce » larges sasure -. | been delegated and redelegated until responsibility to 
the po not wh re it would produce the largest measure of rev- | )YCn co weakened that the public can scarcely be said 
enue possible. sented at all.” 
If it is aimed to reduce the duty to a level that will maintain Under this system the leader of the majority pract 


a shar ~ompetiti ‘twee > nestic pr er ¢ , | committee assignments of the majority membership of t 
; — nese ' oy i ame a a the ee produc _ and the in like manner the minority leader controls the commi 
foreign producer, then the data which the answers to these | of the minority membership. When the Senate was D 
questions will furnish the committee will enable it to make the | Gorman directed the majority committee assignments, 
duty what is termed a competitive duty. trolled legislation. When the Senate was Kepublican 
Limit the open hearings, if you wish; I am not working for ihe Pe ee See ees ome thas cor 
delay, but merely seeking the truth. That is what we want, Mr. But the system does not stop here. To make this cont 
President. I perhaps do not agree with many of my colleagues. | ation water-tight, the trusted lieutenants assigned to | 
aa an - 7 a * | ship of the committees have always exercised authority (1 
There are some ince 0 strongly partisan, Mr. President, that wae a committee should meet; (2) to appoint subcom: 
they are willing to see the worst possible bill enacted; a bil! | consideration of all bills referred to the committee by 
that shall bring ruin and disaster, a bill that shall not be even &) \ name the conferees to be appointed by the presiding 
j , . " 7 is pene . 
just to the 90,000,000 people who are the consumers; a bill Thus the chairman through his power to call or ref 
that shall bear with great hardship on the millions of men and | meetings of committees indirectly controls committee 
women who are wage earners; a bill that shall oppress and | 8¢tion upon bilis. He can select a ™ safe | subcommit! 
atl s11% : . r amstring as 2s yD 1 le syste is opp a 
injure the hundreds of millions of capital invested—there are through his” ability “to select. conferees, he exerclss 
some men, I say, Mr. President, who would rejoice to see such insidious and despotic power over legislation, because the 
a bill passed, in the hope that it would create a political revo- | {2 conference radically change a measure passed by tl 
; , : : when reported back to that body for final action their 
Jution and force a return to the high rates of the Payne-Aldrich | , rute hick still further omnia this power, is 
law. amendment by the Senate, eo be gg reject 
Mr. President, I am a Republican. I want to see a protective | This latter rule is a most vicious one. Often the Senat 
oan 2 Pegs aaa sated ‘ - ~ | with the problem of accepting bad provisions in order | 
bill; but I want it so moderately protective that it will fairly | provisions or of rejecting good provisions in order to d: 
measure, as best we can with our imperfect information, the | which have been incorporated in conference. | oe 
difference between the cost of producing the thing upon this tl — t of i erers y orrhe a wo Pat etaueditess, sul 1 
: . . en ll : ne root 0 ne matter. ie action of cx ces, SuLCé 
side of the ocean and producing it on the other side, so that | conference committees on all bills is conducted in execu 
that difference will be justly equalized by the tariff. Then the | that is to say, in secret session. As a member of the S 
laborer will be protected. That is my concern; that is what _ —_ pene nensens: De ee 
> . = ‘ : ine A com ‘ c 8 Ss, gains > busines 
I want to see. 1 do not want to see a bill passed by you Demo- | peing taken ite a eae party caucuses and there disposed 
crats so bad that because of the radical changes wrought de-| rule. I have maintained at all times my right as a publi 
pression and disaster will follow it, bringing back into power ——— ayy apes = eases. ey. ell leis 
, ‘ Ss, whe ‘r or natin n e exec fé@ sessions ol 
the men who represent the other extreme of tariff, the highest behind the ieaell deans 40 edgcenes aud conferences. 
possible duties. I do not want to see the American people Hvil and corruption thrive best in the dark. Many, if! 
forever ground between the representatives of a tariff so low ae . ——- a tenn. ane — 
that it will oppress our labor and the representatives of a | the first stage had they not been conceived and practical 
protective tariff so high that it will burden and oppress the | mated in secret conferences, secret caucuses, secret sess! 
consumers of the country. ——- and then carried through the legislative body witli 
: : iscussion. . 
[I appealed to my Republican colleagues four years ago to The rules of the House of Representatives and of the Se: 
consent to such a reduction as would measure the difference in | be so changed as to require caucuses and committees 
the cost of production here and abroad. If they had been satis- =. a oe of every act of such 0 
ei iti aaa tecliatiatiel ned : volving : at a 
fied with just and reasonable rates, we would have been able In a great body like the Congress of the United States 
to maintain them. legislation is controlled by committees. The action of, a sul 
Mr. President, I have exhausted my time, but not my subject. | has great — fling een ae nas 
7 st aot ces - : Me 3 ractically contro 4 ~ ers —— 
Before I yield the floor I ask leave to print in connection with es must, in large measure, depend for the details of | 
my remarks a signed editorial which I recently published in | upon the committees appointed for the purpose of neh : 
La Follette’s Weekly. It bears directly upon the subject under | tion. As the business of the country grows, and the subjv 





















| 

so committee action upon bills becomes more and mort 
\ 1 rge sums of money to print the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
at the public may be made acquainted with the conduct of 
ind then we transact the important part of the business 
sed doors of committee rm public believes 
( sSIONAL RecorD tells the complete story, when 

final chapter. 

action the Democratic majcrity 

ild make this first step secure by 


OLS e “he 


it is in 
promises 


a partial 
incorp i 


rating it as a 


code of procedure. The mere adoption of resé 
“x the power of the chairmen of committees can readily 
rsed by subsequent caucus action. Once a part of 
of the Senate the record will be made, and this | 
will never again be restored to the chairmen of com- 
than this, the rules of the Senate must be so changed as 
the election of members of committees by the Senate, 
direct primary conducted by each party organization 
prescribed by Senate rules 
of the committees shou!d be elected by a record vote 
of such committees. 
all bills should be elected by a record vote of the 


such bi 


committees reporting Is. 
re ‘d should be made of the action of caucuses, stand 
ind conference committees upon all matters affecting 
dings touching legislation, and the proceedings of 
imittees, and conference committees should be open 
nd not until then, will the Senate be truly democratized. 
Rozsert M. LA FOLLETTE., 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE subsequently said: Mr. President, the 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] has called my atten- 
fact that there is one instance in the tariff history 
of t! t 50 years in which the Senate Committee on 
hearings on a general tariff bill aside 
d by the Finance Committee on the special s 
That was upon the Millis bill of 1888S. The Senator 
furnished me with a report which I w: 


from iv 


Finance 
from 


lules a 


held open publie 


1 


iO 


s unable to 


from the Senate library myself and which contains those 
In that report, made by Senator Aldrich, I find the 

have patiently listened to persons employed in the 

ts and from every section, and h doors open to all 





labor, enter 


ved the advice and counsel of the men whose 
} foremost industrial 


ve made the United States the 


» world, and not one person has appeared to approve or 
the bill under consideration. 
| led for exactly that information and received thi: 
2 t records of the Senate Library show, there were no 
the Walker tariff, the Morrill tariff, the Morrison Act, or 


nd there are no documents showing hearings on any of 
s upon the Mills bill, and to that extent the report 
\ i error. That mistake is chargeable neither to my own 

retary, Who was dispatched to the Senate Library to secure 
aiion, nor to the Senate librarian, but to an omission 
in the index which misled those who were making the search 
for 1 The fact remains, however, that upon no tariff bill 
which became a law were Senate hearings ever accorded. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I only desire to say to the 


S ‘from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fotterre], with respect to the 
ogatories that he proposes to ask in his amendment shall 
be submitted to the industries asking protection, that after 
ference with members of the Finance Committee I can say 
the Senator that it is our purpose, whatever may be the 
result of the controversy now before the Senate, to send those | 
interrogatories to the representative of every industry that*has 
filed a brief with us or who has appeared before the committee 
sking for a duty upon their product, with the request that 
they will cause those interrogatories to be answered under 
outh and send the committee their answers. 
Mr. President, when the Senator from Utah was upon his 


feet - 
Mr LA FOLLETTE. Vill the Senator permit just a 
‘lerruption there? I know his time is limited. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
uswered in any other way except in writing by the interests 
‘hat are seeking to maintain existing duties, [ shall be glad to 
b ve them answered in that fay; but there is a world of 
dif erence between their being answered in that way and the 
representatives of such industries appearing before the com- 


4 


; — and being cross-examined upon their answers. 
‘ir. SIMMONS. I simply wanted to state to the Senator 


: Ww was our purpose with reference to it. 

ol hen the Senator from Utah {Mr. Smoot] was about to 

calle his speech, he referred to the Democratic handbook, so- 

oe took occasion to criticize very severely some of the 
om a in that handbook, which I thought a little 

tion to © the subject, and I wish to call the Senator’s atten- 
‘on to the subject which he selected for special animadversion, 


I1—101 
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brief | 


If we can not have those questions | 


= ¢ 
159 


19) 





that of linoleum. The Senator said, as a ! f } t 
of the data furnished in this hand) u 
the book showed that there were i rte th \ 
$10S,000,000 worth of this product. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 
Mr. SIMMONS. I thought the S r mus 
to his facts. I tried to interrupt him, but | ‘ 
that he could not see except upon t! e ¢ 
Mr. SMOOT. So earnest, the S 
Mr. SIMMONS. Just a moment. 1 ‘ vy after 
ator had taken his seat, I we to h ! i 
he meant $108,000,000, and the Senator said t » he 1 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Preside Bb 
that is what he asked, I cert: 7 1 
Mr. SIMMONS. Th ' 
floor. 
Mr. SMOOT. I think not, Mr. 1 
Mr. SIMMONS. 1 t this book showe ! re YX 
duced in this country $108,000,000 worth 
Mr. SMOOT. I do uot think I | 
worth produced. I said there we ( ‘ 
produced in this country. 
Mr. SIMMONS. No: the Senat ( I 
went and asked if he said “doll 1 
| that he said “ dollars,” and insis 
Mr. SMOOT. I will now eall tI 
facts as they are. If | il l 
tongue. The Senator ought to 
tongue, because I followed the { 
the unit of value, 13 cents. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I went to the Senator t 
was a slip of the tongue. 
Mr. SMOOT. 1 spoke of the mis es of 
renson why we ought to have h 
Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senat | 
said upon the floor, the Senator s | I 
the preduction of linoleum in this country ; inted to $20 
000.000, or somewhere around that 
Mr. SMOOT. ‘The produ m of linoleum a 
176,224 square yards 
Mr. SIMMONS. I simply wanied to 
that the data contained in tl | 
ment—the revised and corrected ite 
from Utah. 
Mr. SMOOT. I know it conforms to the st I t, and I 
say that the figures in the handbook are wi 
Mr. STONE. Does the Senator 
was wrong? 
Mr. SMOOT. No; the statement the handbook mal 
wrong. I say that instead of the p1 
108,000,000 square yards it was but 24.176.224 
if the Senator will ascertain th ’ 
linoleum produced in the United States and add it ‘1 
of square yards of tablecloth pi d in { 
will find they both unt to 108,000,000 ‘ 
ported in the Democratic handbook. 
Mr. SIMMONS. And not “dollars”? 
Mr. SMOOT. And not “dollars”; but I can tell S l 
exactly what it would amount to in de 
Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator from 1 h had 1 
heading to that paper he would have ) 
leum, corticene, and other fabrics or coverings for fl 
Mr. SMOOT. For floors, yes; but tableclot do not cover 
| floors. 
i Mr. SIMMONS. It does not say that tal f 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but it takes tab 
| yardage. And tablecloth is found iu Schedule I 
Schedule J. The book is wron: 
| Mr. SIMMONS. There is where i 
Mr. SMOOT. I say so, too; but the 
| in Schedule I. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have carefully refrained 
from discussing tariff matters during the consideration of the 
pending motion to refer the bill to the committee. Il apprehend 


that we will have a good many weeks in which to discus 

bill after it comes from the committee, and so I have no d 
| sition to take a single moment to-day in any observations on the 
general questions involved in the proposed legislation, but I was 
interested a little while ago in the statement made by the Sena 
tor from Georgia [Mr. SMirH] that the subcommittee of which 
he was the chairman was giving consideration- 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I am not the chairman. 
tor from Maine [Mr. JouNnson] is the chairman. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But the Senator is a member of the sub 
' committee. 


The Sena 
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SMITH of Georgia. I am just one of the working mem- 
GALLINGER. As 


Senator's 


I was about 
ment that the 


to say, I was interested 
subcommittee of which 
ember was giving consideration to the cotton 
people are greatly interested in that schedule. 
nm gratified that the Senator has heard some representatives 
the cotton mills in New Hampshire, and I am particularly 
d to leurn, not from the Senator or his subcommittee, 
from that at least item in that bill is 
attended to in way that the representatives of that 
it industry have requested. I hope that is true. 
sow, Mr. President, what I desire to do at this time 
Mr. SMITH of Mr. President, if the Senator will 
pardon me a moment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
shire yield to the S« 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
, 
7 


Aly 


stat 
nator j 


is al 


My 


othe sources, one 


the 


Georgia. 


Does the Senat 
nator from Georgia? 

Certainly. 

. SMITH of Georgia. I do not think the subcommittee has 
final but each member of it has talked 
freedom with everybody who came before them. 

While I am my feet, I should like just to take a moment 
of time to say that if any Senator on the other side, or on this 
side, has a constituent or constituents whom he wishes to bring 
or to send before either of the subcommittees we will be glad 
to have them we will give them a hearing, and if they 
want their statements reported, we will have a stenographer 
present and have them reported: and then, if the Senate ap- 
proves, we will have them published whenever it is so desired. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, I have no doubt that is 
true, and I apprehend some of my constituents may present 
themselves before the subcommittee in due time. 

‘The Senator from Georgia suggested that the subcommittee 
were giving particular consideration to the higher grades of 
cotton manufactured in New England, rather than to the coarser 
grades manufactured in the South. I want to call the Sena- 
tor’s attention to the fact that a good many of the coarser grades 
are produced in the North as well as in the South, and that 
evel the manufacturers of the coarser grades are somewhat 
disturbed. For the purpose of showing that, Mr. President, I 
desire to have the Secretary read the telegram which I send 
to the desk from one of our large manufacturing concerns in 
New England. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


* from New Hamp- 


reached any 
with perfect 


cone! 


§10n, 


on 


come: 


Without objection, the Secretary 


{Telegram.] 


Concorp, N. H., April 30, 1918. 
sw H. GALLINGER, 
Capitul, Washington, D. C. 
: Sin: We have been informed that the prevailing impression of 
at Washington is that New England manufacturers are, as a 
fairly wel: satisfied with the proposed new tariff. Such is not 
he case, for many are apprehensive of a serious loss in trade. We beg 
o call your attention to certain provisions of the tariff bill which are 
vital importance to us. The lowering of the duties on manufactured 
goods injures all cotton mills in this State, which injury we share with 
other mills. The proposed duty upon dyestuffs will work additional 
harm to our business. Our mills, after a period of from 50 to 60 
years running on print cloths and other coarse fabrics, have been thor 
oughly reconstructed, and due to changes in the condition of the cloth 
ma t are now making finer goods, such as striped shirtings and 
chambrays We are specializing upon a fast-colk owl chambray which 
has met with the approval of the trade, since it is an excellent fabric 
and of medium price. Our colors are obtained from algol, alizarin, 
natural and artificial, and dyes derived from alizarin or from anthra- 
cine, which under the present tariff, paragraph 487, are free, but 
under paragraph 6 of the new tariff would be subject to 10 per cent ad 
valorem, or even 30 per cent ad valorem in European goods against 
which we compete. These colors are used very largely in Europe. 
Those colors are free, and if in addition to the reduction in the import 
duty on the finished goods we have to suffer a penaity of 30 per cent 
ad valorem on the dyes, our efforts to compete would be hopeless. We 
wish, if possible, the dyestuffs above referred to to remain on the free 
list, or if this is impossible to add “ and dyes derived from alizarin and 
from anthracine™ to paragraph 6. We respectfully urge you to give 
this matter your thoughtful attention. 
Harry J. RICKETSON, 


Agent Suncook Mills. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I also ask to have read a telegram from 
another large manufacturing concern in New Hampshire which 
manufactures cotton goods. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

{Telegram.] 
New MARKET, N. H., May 1, 1918. 
Senator J. H. GALLINGER, 


United States Scnate, Washington, D. C.: 
Believe Underwood bill in present form extremely detrimental to in- 
terests of this corporation and of all cotton mills in New England. 
NEW MARKET MANUFACTURING CO.,, 
GEORGE E. Srporrorb, Agent. 


M \\ 


16 
Mr. GALLINGER. TI also ask to have read another 
from a large cotton mill in my State. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of o! 
Secretary will read, as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
[Telegram.] 
SOMERSWORTH, N. H., 
Hon. Jacon H. GALLINGER, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
The lack of protection on five-counts 
seriously affect the coarse-goods mills of New Ham, 
of such conditions is already throwing employees o 
plant. We believe the Underwood schedule should } 
GREAT FALLS MA 
PHILIP H. STiILEes, A; 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have had 
grams from other cotton-manufacturing concerns in 
I remember two from the city of Nashua which I ha 
I simply put these in the Recorp for the purpose 
them to the subcommittee for their consideration. | 
they be referred to the Committee on Finance, and | 
the Senator from Georgia, in the kindness of his hear 
them under serious consideration, both as regards th 
cotton cloth of the various kinds and also the matter 
and other dyes in which our manufacturers are 
terested. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I am glad to say to tl 
from New Hampshire that I have heard manufact 
Massachusetts and New Hampshire and Maine and € 
and Rhode Island discuss these dyes, and, not s 
the committee but for myself, I do not believe in m 
on them. I think they ought to remain on the free list 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that inform 
tremely gratifying. I will simply add that I have r 
haps thousands of letters, certainly many hundreds 
and numerous telegrams from people in my State b 
public hearings may be given on this bill, wh 
readily understood affects their interests very ma 
I am hopeful that, when the vote is taken, the ame 
posing that the bill shall be referred to the committ: 
public hearings shall be held will receive a majority 
Senate. Of course, if it does not, we will do the best 
with our Democratic friends, who, I apprehend, \ 
patiently to us at least, whether they grant our req 
I will repeat that, so far as the discussion of the | 
merits or demerits are concerned, I will patient 
time when it can properly be discussed. 

Mr. NEWLANDS and Mr. LODGE addressed the 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from N 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, like the Senator 
consin [Mr. LA Fo.ziette], I believe in public hea 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Nevad 
me, I promised to yield for a moment to the Se! 
sachusetts [Mr. Lopce] before I took my seat. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. My time has commenced, 
like to go on. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely wished to call attention 
I was not going to make a speech. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator can 
imagine, to do that. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from New Hampshire ™ 
yield to me, but the Senator from Nevada was rec 
the Senator from New Hampshire had an opportu 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator simply wishes 
a formal matter, I will yield. 

Mr. LODGE. I shall get it in at some time. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, like the Senator ! 
consin [Mr. La FortetTtTe], I believe in public hear! 
opposed to proceedings behind closed doors. I do not bh 
a moment that the Democratic Party contemplates 
procedure, and for that we have the assurance of tle 
from North Carolina [Mr. Smrmons], who proposes |)! 
through the action of the committee to assure the « 
the information sought to be ascertained by the ame! 
the Senator from Wisconsin. We must bave party * 
and we must have party action, and, so far as I am co 
the Finance Committee has my confidence, and I profuse 
low its lead with reference to the method of procedur 
confidence that it will meet the just expectations of tlie © 
regarding hearings. If, however, later I should find 
not doing so, I will exercise my independent judgment \ 
erence to its methods. in al 

Mr. President, I wish to say a few words regarding ()° Sim" 
question, which has been discussed here. I wish to © ily * 


cotton goods 


have his 


1 
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he situation, for, unfortunately, we have drifted into a | waterway system, it can deliver its freight right in the center 
n of excitement regarding it. What is the question? | of our country, at St. Louis, for 20 cents a hundred pounds; and 





, estion is whether at the end of three years, a temporary | when the Panama Canal is finished it can deliver its freight to 
, being meanwhile made of about one-third in the tariff | San Franciseo as cheaply as Hawaii itself 
on sugar, sugar shall drift entirely to the free list or | So we propose to surrender a production of approx 
it shall remain on the dutiable list but with a very 4,000,000 tons of sugar, consumed by the American people, to an 
le inetion of duty, such duty not exceeding the average of | island not a part of our governmental and economic syst 
‘ sy es now imposed by the Underwood bill upen articles | creasing the production there and diminishing and perh 
e dutiable list, namely, a duty of about 25 per cent. This | destroying our production here. 
does not involve a duty that will be of advantage to Admitting that in the vast enterprises and industries of 
ie refiners, because the bill carries no differential duty on re- | country that will not have an appre ble effect upon our | 
fined sugars, and the only question that is before this body is | perity what will be the effect upon our depend eS 
ee to whether a reduction from the duty fixed by the Under-| The VICE PRESIDENT. The 10 minutes of the & 
wood bill at the end of three years to the free list will work a | from Nevada are up. 
; injury to the sugar industry, and whether or not a duty | [Mr. NEWLANDS continued his remarks after the « 


reater than the average duties in the Underwood bill of 25 | tion of the motion to refer the tariff bill to the Finance Com 
shall remain upon sugar with a view of maintaining | niittee, as follows:] 

that industry as a live industry. The question is not whether | Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I also w ! 

we shall continue the Sugar Trust, or the benefit of the sugar | my remarks by a very few words regarding the democrati 

refiners, or the advantages of the sugar factories, but the ques- | tion of the sugar industry. 

tion is whether we shall, by fixing a moderate revenue duty Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order 


such as is imposed on other food and agricultural products, Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not yield the floor, Mr. President 
enable the eane and beet sugar produciion to continue. That is The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana w 
the only question. | state his point of order. 

We find that upon the various agricultural products which | Mr. KERN. My point of order is that the Senate is operat 


ecome part of the food of the Nation the Underwood bill | ing under a unanimous-consent agreement whic 


h provided tl 


imposes certain duties. It imposes duties upon wheat, upon | immediately upon the vote being taken on the motion then 
oats, and upon other farm products—eggs, butter, and things | pending the resolution in relation to the West Virginia coa 
of that kind. It is a duty, I believe, that is reduced, but still | fields inquiry should be proceeded with as the unfinished 
a duty of from 10 to 15 per cent. So the Underwood bill already | business. 

provides for a moderate revenue duty upon articles of food | Mr. GALLINGER. It has been laid before the Senate 
constituting the necessaries of life, and the question is whether | Mr. KERN. And I am e¢alling for the regular order. 

the same treatment shall be accorded to another agricultural | Mr. NEWLANDS. I am not interfering at all with the un 
product, namely, cane and beets, from which sugar, an article | finished business. It has been customary in the S« e to 
of food, is produced. | allow the widest range of debate upon every question, and I 


We must consider this question not simply as a domestic have never known that rule to be varied by calling any Member 
question, but also as a question involving our insular posses- | from the floor and prescribing to him a certain line of d 


sions, involving Porto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippine Islands, | sion. I repeat, I certainly am not interfering with the « d 
and also as involving Cuba, which, in a certain measure, is | eration of the resolution. My remarks will be brief, but 1 
our ward, though not a part of our governmental or economic | Wish at this time to supplement something that L have already 
system. | given expression to in the consideration of the question just 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President— | disposed of. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I can not submit to any interruptions { commented upon the fact, Mr. President, that the Demo 
Mr. SIMMONS. I simply want to call the attention of the | cratic Party coutemplates the democratization of the 
Senator to the fact that the bill does impose a duty on sugar | industry. This tariff does not involve the question of a | 
beets | tective duty to the sugar refiner. It involves simply the gq 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; upon beets though whose bulk pre- | tien as to whether a moderate revenue duty not exceed 
vents transportation and importation, but not upon sugar | 4verage duty imposed by the Underwood bill shall be 
whose condensation in weight and value facilitates transporta- | Upon suger or whether sugar shall be put upon the free | t 
t nd importation. Whoever heard of importing sugar beets? | 1 have yet to learn that it is undemocratic to argue the qu 1 
A duty on beets is worse than that other sham in this bill—a | ®S to whether an article shall be upon the fre e OF Upon | 
duty on wheat, no duty on flour. dutiable list, where the duty is simply a revenue duty, and a 
How does this question involve the United States? First, it | @oderate revenue duty at that. 
involves the admitted fact that the sugar industry in Louisiana I pointed out the fact, Mr. President, that our only 1 
Will be absolutely destroyed by free sugar. Second. it involves | in the production of sugar is Cuba. There are 18,000,000 ¢ 
the question of a serious crippling of the beet-sugar industry | of Sugar annually produced in the world, one half of it | 
in the West, and its possible destruction. Third, it involves the | Sugar and the other half of it cane sugar. Every ton of 
question of the production of sugar in Hawaii, in the Philippine | Sugar has been stimulated in production, either by a pr 
islands, and in Porto Rico, in all of which the production has | t#riff duty or by a bounty. The result of the duties imy iy 
heen largely stimulated by the admission of those countries | certain European countries, as well as our own, and of 


within our tariff wall—so much so that estimating roughly the | bounties paid for sugar production, hus been that beet sug 
production of Porto Rico has increased from about 100,000 tons | has become the great rival of cane sugar, and that 1 

lly to nearly 500,000 tons; the production of Hawaii has | the markets of the world has reduced the pi 
iierensed from about 200,000 tons to about 500,000 tons; and | 10 cents a pound to from 4 to 5 cents a pound 
the product of the Philippine Islands from about 50,000 tons to Now, the question is whether the Democratic Varts 
~'),000 tons; and since the Spanish War the production of Cuba, | to pursue a policy which may again raise the pric 
favored by a small reduction in our tariff duty of only 20 per | crippling the efficiency of beet sugar as a r rt 


cent, has increased from about 500,000 tons to 2,300,000 tons. | of the world. I have already shown that Cuba, s the ¢ 
‘he consumption in this entire country is three and a half | War, bas increased its production from 500.000 tons to 2,500 


i on tons. The United States proper and all of these islands | tons, and that during that time the entire continent 
Col bined, including Cuba, produce about 4,200,000 tons. So we | United States, with its industry favored by a high protecti 
liminate the entire world from our view, so far as sugar duty, has increased its production through beet sugar less than 
production is concerned, except our home region, our insular | 500,000 tons, and that during that very time Hawaii, insid 
Possessions, and the island of Cuba: and the question is whether | our tariff wall; the Philippine Islands, inside of our t 
we are going to sacrifice an industry in our own country which | wall; Porto Rico, inside of our tariff wall, and having the 
produces to-day, on our territory and soil, 1,000,000 tons, and | advantage over Cuba for a time of about 12 cents a pound, and 
in our insular possessions very nearly a million and a quarter | later on of 14 cents a pound, being the amount of the d 
Ta ive it absolutely over to Cuba, which has a capacity | imposed upon Cuban importations—all of them combined have 
of production much in excess of the power of this country to | not increased the production as rapidly as has Cuba. It 1 


Ca { 


oueet For, recollect, Cuba is the nearest point of production; | lows, therefore, conclusively that if Cuba, with a handicap din 
th 's the cheapest point of production, surpassing in cheapness | ing this entire period since the Cuban War of a duty imposed 
'¢ production of thé Philippine Islands, Hawaii, and Porto | on its product of from 13 cents a pound down to 14 cents a 


on The freight is almost nothing. Its freight can be de-| pound, has been able to increase its production more largely 
'vered for 10 cents a hundred pounds in New York; and when | than the United States, Porto Rico, the Philippine Islands, and 
ssippi River is opened, as it will be, by an improved | Hawaii combined, necessarily, when that handicap is removed, 


the Missi 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


for the entire consump- | ton—notwithstanding which it has been able sin 
w three and a half | War to increase its production from 500,000 ton 
ming, and are the | tons? 
{ } Then, we have the Philippine Islands, those unfi 
t the United States can | in the ocean that we took under our protectic 
ier activities in other direc- | a matter of mistaken generosity what did we do* 
he West, to which the pro- | assuring to those islands an isolated existence, 
a special benefaction, | tire economic and governmental system separat 
beets and can turn to | own, so that at the right time we could simply 
tion, then, is what | bound those islands to ourselves and start ther 
r dependencies—the de- | of individualized life, we thought we were doi 
y of Porto R . tl | lency of Hawaii, and the | by taking them within our protective-tariff syst 
ey of the Philippine Islands‘ | them, as the result of successive legislation, tl 
| part of our country just before the | into this country 300,000 tons of sugar duty fre 


1 Hawaii as a p: 
an War. Her purpose in annexation was to get | Wl ich we have before us proposes to allow 


‘ tariff wall and to relieve herself of the payment of | Without any limitation whatsoever. What was th 
n doing that she gained the advantage of adding to effect was to relieve the sugar producer from 1] 
ur tariff duty, but she suffered the disadvantage of | cents a pound which he was compelled tu pay 
under our industrial system. which meant a higher wage | States prior to that time. Taken inside of om 
and a higher supply cost. She also had the disadvantage this reciprocal arrangement, they were reliev 
solutely surrendering to the Government of the United | and immediately the production of sugar started 
the customs duties which she had been accustomed to lave a production of 200,000 tons in the Phili; 
) that they form to-day a part of the national revenue | @gainst 50,000 or 60,000 tons prevailing before this 
of the revenue of Hawaii. The Democratic Party proposes to dispose of 
time the production of Hawaii has been stimu- Islands, ultimately to cut off these islands, and 
the enhanced price which she has been able to get for | them in an individualized life. Have we been get 
ugar. She not only availed herself of the ordinary produc- | to accustom them to a hothouse system of a | 
it of stimulated production through irrigation, at an im- | during these years, when the very process of « 
» cost, and to-day she has a production of 500,000 tons an- involves the destruction of the bothouse methods? 
t a previous production of 200,000 or 300,000 The Philippine Islands will then drift into th 
‘¢ down that tariff wall; put her upon an even | life, compelled to compete not under favored 
the island of Cuba—the Hawaiian Islands, 2.500} country but with the entire world—a c¢ peti 
s away from our Pacific coast and 6,000 miles away from | were not able to bear before their annexation t 
the very center of our population, and C 1 at our very doors; | So we will have precipitated upon us the econ 
t] Hawaiian Islands, with a stimu: 1 production, a costly, the Hawaiian Islands, of Porto Rico, and of Ut 
intensive production produced by irrigation, an expensive wage | [slands just as soon as we declare that no duties \ 
system, an increased cost system for its supplies, because she is | be imposed upon foreign imports of sugar, that 
within our protective tariff wall and compelled to pay protective | paid upon sugar by Cuban producers shall be tak 
prices for everything that she buys; deprived of the opportunity that Cuban sugar shall have the absolute contr 
to get her labor in the markets of the world, deprived of the op- kets; and we can then have the comforting assur 
portunity of getting her supplies in the markets of the world, | American Sugar Trust, against which so ucl 
vith a natural production inferior to that of Cuba, enjoying | tion and litigation has been directed, is again t 
not the same advantages either of soil or of Gimate. and what | it and its stoekholders, now owning the most | 
will become of the Hawaiian Islands production when Cuba, plantations of Cuba and bound to acquire more 
relieved of the necessity of paying 14 cents tax upon its prod- refine but will also produ<2 almost all the sugai 
uct, increases her annual production 500.000 tons more? What | the United States. 
will then become of the Hawaiian Islands? To what industry Mr. President, I can reeall the time when the C 
can those islands turn? They have tried coffee and failed; they | ity treaty was up before Congress. I was thet 
have stimulated the production of pineapples, and they get a | Ways and Means Committee of the House; and 
sinall revenve from that industry; but can you point out any | views entertained by my party generally, I o 
other production that the Hawaiian Islands are capable of? | reciprocity. I insisted that what we needed w 
‘here is Cuba, with a richer soil, a better climate, a lower wage | not a commercial union but a political union. | 
cost, a lower supply cost, and a lower freight cost, at the very | if we waited long enough not only political but eco 
door of the center of population of this country. sity would drive Cuba to seek admission to oul 

Then, recollect that the Hawaiian Islands will be less for- | desired the accession of an island not overpopulated 
tunate through annexation than by reason of a separate exis- | Rico, not overpopulated like the Philippine Islands. but 
tence, for the very revenues of the customhouse that used to | With a population of only a millicn and a balf a 
be in the posse sion of the islands themselves are now turned of 15,000,000—an island which the white ra 
over to the Federal Treasury. They used to be able to go to | dominated and regenerated and made one of the 
China for their laborers. They are now prevented from doing | Of our territory. But we were disposed to be ge! 
so by our restrictive laws. They used to go to Japan for their | Were also a little bit caleulating as a result o 
laborers. Our Government, when it made its treaty with Japan, | the manufacturers, who were willing to let in ‘ 
exacted the stipulation from the Japanese Government that it | @ reduced duty if Cuba would let in American ma 
would restrict the immigration of its people to our territory. | 2 reduced duty. 

Where will Hawaii look for the cheaper labor, which she will So the reciprocity arrangement went through 
have to secure in order to compete with Cuba—Cuba, which has | sent of both parties. I am glad to say that I | 
access to the markets of the world for its labor; Cuba, which | that folly. I believe if we had stood out and had : 
has access te the markets of the world for its supplies: Cuba, | “ We have given you your liberty; we have ¢ 
having the advantage of its own revenue and customs duties | viduality; you are now a sovereign State, and yo 
to apply to its own development, and Hawaii deprived of them? | along as you can in your rivalries and your Co! 

So it is with Porto Rico. Porto Rico is a little island, 100 | tentions with the world,” that was all that Cuba 
miles long and 30 miles wide, with a population of 1,000,000, | to demand, and that to yield to her request for © 
the most densely populated country—I was about to say in the | was a weakness approaching folly. I believe if we 
world—with no capacity for an increase of its population by | Cuba would have been driven by economic ne ef 
reason of its limited area as compared with Cuba, which at the | annexation to this country, and ultimately we cou! 
time of the Cuban War had only 500,000 people in excess of | out of Cuba what we can never make out of ans 
Porto Rico, and has an area capable of supporting 15,000,000 | island possessions—a sovereign State of the Union. 
people. Now, what is the situation? It is proposed now (0: 

Porto Rico, starting at the Cuban War with only 50,000 or | to Cuba all this duty. You propose to make h T 
75,000 tons and its production now stimulated to 500,000 tons— | free and at the same time permit her to maint 
where will Porto Rico stand when Cuba, producing its sugar | wall against American products. You had a reciprocal 
upon the most fertile soil, in the best climate, and at the lowest | ment by which her sugar came in with the reduce’ 
wage cost, starts out to absorb the production which Perto Rico | our products went into Cuba under a reduced duty. 
has thus far yielded and starts out in the race against Porto | take away all of the duty imposed upon her produ 
Rico rid of the present handicap of 13 cents a pound—$30 a | her tariff wall stand as against all of our products. 
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en. to ask for any reciprocal arrangement. She | have contended for those, | [1 er ] ‘ I 
rely denounce that reciprocal treaty and impose | insisting that if there wa 1ina 
‘ products of the United States going into Cuba for revenue, that ineidenta protectio h 1 renel f f 
es that she imposes upon other countries; and we | farmer of the arid region as w s to the l ot S 
that great commercial advantage to a country | and of the Middle West 
ited to us beyond expression for the sacrifice of We find ost all these ricultural prod of the M 
sure in the securing and the maintenance of her | West put by bill uy ‘ Db st d the f 
uct r tive ad \ { li { W quik 
nt. is it not time to think instead of to declaim? | renson nd e ertain Democrat Party was: d 
it time, first, that we should clear the atmosphere | of the farmers’ vote. : 
what the Democratic Party proposes to do? From The Re | r ] 1 so ssive 
one hears upon this subject you might conclude | rageous system of pri the country low By 
re only two alternatives—one, the maintenance of ng a community of int » the ma fact M 
( gh protective and oppressive duties upon sugar; | one hand and the catt rowers and tl heep wre 
» s\igar. the farmers upon the o ey have d ded the ex} 
templates the maintenance of the present high pro- | farmers of the ¢ trv by mal t ib e that 
upon sugar. No one contemplates any protection | imposed up the nonexistent imports of farm duets 
the refiners of sugar. No one contemplates any ad- | protected them d the Democratie Party in tl b 
tever to the sugar refiners, to the Sugar Trusts, | of continuing that « ion 1d cont ‘ the 
=: far have been the objects of execration. of the Middle West and the South. wl th deny a 
templated? Why, an immediate reduction, with | which d n inecicde 1} tion to 2 stl ! 
of the President, of this duty from 1.54 cents on n infant i stry in the far West 
1 cent a pound for three years, a duty of about 50 My contention is not made 1 »any pl » 
hen the other question to be determined is, after | have en h of a protective taril I have been in ¢ 
vears, whether that duty shall sink to the level of the | gress for 20 years, and have witn | th t 
’ reentage of duties imposed by the Underwood bill | of the taril I ‘ he ] ‘ con 
dutiable articles, viz, 25 per cent—one-half cent per | time after | e d press their eclain I 1 ‘ n orga 1 
or whether it shall drift to the free list; that is all. tions made, 1 ! - 4 ties of in est ri 1. 
President, the country which I represent is an arid | by which oppress ft | e been n trained. God } 3 ] 
( “l “The Great American Desert ’’—a country which | do not wish the perpetuati or the maintenatr of any i 
s ago was regarded as almost uninhabitable, but | system But I do i < hat a D ‘ » still ¢ l 
rough the genius and energy of man, has been made | for a tariff for reven that the Democrat Party 1 . 
favored part of this country for his residence. Pri- | yet declared itself to be a free-trade rty: that its t 
erprise has constructed there great irrigation works, ll lie not in the line of a large free but of a | 
of which the snow waters falling upon the mountains | moderate dutiable list You will find t the en ! f 
read over the arid plains and have increased the the free list has been the action of the Republican Party 
uction of a fertile soil under the influence of a kindly sun. | mined to diminish the area of duties in order that 
Government itself has supplemented the work of private | increase the magnitude of the duties 
by devoting the proceeds of the sale of public lands to So this free-list policy is 1 in accord with the hist 
great reclamation works in 17 States, 23 projects rivaling in | the traditions of the Democr Party It bs ea 
gineering difficulties the great work of the Panama Canal, | cord with the policy and the traditions of the Rep i I 
which $75,000,000 have been expended, the moneys to | which, in order to maintain high duti upon few f 
“l by the settlers upon the arid lands in 10 annual rticles, put other articles up the f list lest dutie ! et 
ents as payment for their water rights. Thus a great | upon them might reduce the ; eral level of duties 
g fund has been created, which involves the spending| Mr. President, my view of an ideal revision of the tar s 
moneys on the lands, their return through the sale of | one that will involve a gradual cuttil off of the high 
rights, and their expenditure again upon new lands, so | and a gradual reduction of existing duties to a level of 
mately this fund will reclaim al! of that desert that is | 25 per cent and a gradual imposition of duties comme 
of reclamation. 1 per cent and ending at 5 or 10 per cent upon tl irtic 
Government realized the importance of fitting that great | are now on the free list. If we would pursue such a pr 
for the habitation of man. Private enterprise recognized | that we would have ample revenue, we would have mod 
great outlet for a teeming population that is spreading | duties. and we would lave exceedingly low d 1 
lore rapidly every day toward the West. The population | hecessaries of life. 
8 yet limited. Their productions are mainly the productions | Mr. President, w ire 1 by tl tatement that this q 
the mine, the forest, and the farm. The productions of the | tion has been p1 ically decided, that the President and th 
nd the farm are not able to pay for long and distant | House have practically agreed upon tl tariff bill, and t it 
ce the freights that are usually exacted and the local | is incumbent upon all good Democrats to support the bill ¢ 
n is unable and insufficient to absorb the supply. The | as an administration or ag party measure. I am sure that 
ts of the soil are bulky—alfalfa, hay, and other products | that view can not be entertained either by the House o 
|. They found at last one product, the sugar beet, | resentatives or by the President. I bay ot} vy} 


* value of which can be compressed into one-sixth of 
eight. The whole value of a ton of sugar beets can 

| into raw sugar of a weight of 300 pounds, and thus 

ir transportation; and that 300 pounds is a product 


‘rsal demand all over the world, which commands a 

! everywhere. 
i raged by the Government, encouragetl by your Agri- 
Department, the people of that region have during the 


10 years started upon the production of sugar beets, 


= concurrently large capitalization in factories to slice | 


(s, extract the sugar, and put it upon the market. 


4 : ring this time there have been varying conditions as to 

; : e legislation that tended to retard the growth of this 

naustry, and yet it has advanced. It has the advantage 

k only of producing a product which can be compressed into 

i e-sixth of the weight of the beets themselves, but of inducing 
: ‘ive cultivation, a rotation of crops, that vastly stimu- | 

5 production of the soil. It is to the cultivation of the 

* \ermany and France and Austria owe more of their 

- ‘tural development than any other thing, and we all know 


) a production per acre far surpasses our own because of 
rection of their scientific methods. 

; ae W est have been hoping that this industry would 

ad out being crippled in its infancy, though we have 

i contentious for high rates of duty. Some of our people 


ivance 


ot be 
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words or in the act 
hunicat 


ing that | 


in the 
have come in com 


warrant me in belie, e regards the d 


ing as already accomplished. President Wilson ie 
| interviews in which I have participated h he ‘ 
| and dignified, and bas never assumed el IM I 
| newspapers would have us believe he i m 
| Nor do I believe the Hot entert: It 
| posterous that anyone sh d enterta § \ i} 
| three factors in.tariff making, and whe I spe f 
ing I mean making a De ratic tariff 1) I 
| House, the Democrats of the Senate, and a D ratie P 
| dent. The President has the power of tive by reco 
| dation, and he has also the powe f veto. § ras I am < 
| cerned I have always welcomed hit rdially into our cou 
I bave not been one of those l dl i t the Pr 
should wait until Congress has : | d should then 
exercise his power either of appi | or veto. I belis | 
| through his power of recommendatic d of veto | 
of the legislative organization, and that we, a remmocrat 
in the House and the Senate, ought to take hit ! 0 
| ceils regarding a Democratic measure. 
But surely the President will also cheerft ( ‘ede ft 
is not the only factor, that the Democi : of ie Ek 
| him do not constitute the only factors, but that e Den 





1604 


of the Senate are called upon by the obligation of their office 
to discharge their full duty. 

The President of the United States is the choice of a popular 
election, and therefore perhaps represents the whole people 
more than anyone else. The House as the popular body repre- 
sents the people of the United States in their respective dis- 
tricts. They represent districts, not the entire people. The 
Senators are ambassadors of the States, and for the first time, 
then, the action of States as political units upon matters of 
legislation is taken. They are the special guardians against 
either sectional or regional injustice. 

seyond the Missouri there lie 17 States, one-third of all the 
States in the Union, each one a sovereign State with two Sena- 
tors in this body. They are entitled to represent those States. 
They are entitled to present their protests against sectional or 
regional injustice. They are entitled to demand that the Demo- 
cratic Party shali not maintain and preserve a_ protective 
system in the East and in the Middle West and at the same 
time in the far West apply a free-trade system, compelling them 
to produce in a free-trade market and to buy in a protected 
market. The West has something to say regarding this tariff, 
and its voice will be heard despite the clamor of the hour. 

Mr. President, I will not go into details as to the discrimina- 
tory action of this tariff regarding western products. Ali I can 
say is that almost everything that is produced there has either 
been put upon the free list or has been drifted toward the free 
list, whilst upon eastern and middle western products an aver- 
age duty of 25 per cent stili stands. I do not complain of the 
latter; I think the Democratic Party has gone far enough in 
reducing the average of the duties upon the dutiable list from 
40 per cent to 25 per cent; but I contend that it goes too far 
when it reduces duties from an average of 40 per cent to zero, 
and that, too, upon products belonging to a particular section. 

But it is said that sugar and wool are hothouse industries; 
that hothouse methods have been adopted for years; that the 
wool industry has not grown; that hothouse methods have been 
pursued for years and the sugar industry has not grown as 
rapidly as might be expected; and there is much declamation 
against hothouse methods. 

Well, Mr. President, as between that and a reduction upon a 
product that ts indigenous to the soil, that belongs to our coun- 
try, witn reference to which no protection either intended or 
incidental is needed, I should say it is much less unjust to take 
the duty entirely off of the latter product than it is to take 
the entire duty off a stimulated product, a hothouse product, for 
if sugar production is a hothouse production it is the result of 
the settled policy of both the Democratic and the Republican 
Parties for a hundred years, a policy for which neither party 
is exclusively responsible, and only varied from once in that 
whole period, and that not by the Democratic Party, but by the 
Republican Party, which, in the McKinley tariff, substituted 
a bounty by way of protection for a duty. 

Mr. President, it is the hothouse industry which has been 
pursued pursuant to law, encouraged by law, encouraged by the 
settled policy of the country, that should be gently treated when 
you are reducing the tariff, and it was with reference to just 
such industries that the Democratic platform declared that the 
tariff had been inseparably associated with the business of the 
country, and that therefore reduction should be made in such 
ai way as not to destroy or injure any legitimate industry. 

So if sugar and wool are hothouse industries, as it is claimed, 
it is all the mere incumbent upon the Democratic Party under 
its platform to treat them gently—not to take away all the 
heat, so that the destruction of life may come, but to gradually 
reduce the heat, so that they may become accustomed to a nor- 
mal temperature and may live in it. 

The Democratic Party made no war upon hothouse industries. 
On the contrary, it expressly declared in terms of tenderness 
that the reductions upon such industries should be made in such 
a way as not to imperil or destroy them. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to say one word regarding the 
political aspects of this question. The Democratic Party, after 
years of effort, has come into power as the minority party—a 
plurality party. Had the forces of the stand-pat Republicans 
and the Progressive Party been united in the last campaign the 
Democratic Party would have been defeated. In that campaign 
there were four parties—the Socialist Party, the Progressive 
Party, the Republican Party, and the Democratic Party—and 
of all those parties the Democratic Party alone declared for a 
tariff for revenue. Vicious as I regard the protective system 
and harmful as I regard that system to the country, there can 
be no question from the party votes and the party platforms 
that the tariff-for-revenue policy is not the most popular policy 
in this country. All the country declared for was a material 
reduction in the tariff. The West stood for that policy, and it 
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stood against the exactions and the oppressions of 
lican Party. As the result of that propaganda. de 
Democratic Party, the region west of the Mi: 
few years ago only had one Democratic Senator, s\ 
Democratic ranks 14 Democratic Senators. 

The Democratic Party has much to accomplish. | 





many years to accomplish what it has before it. | 
of control at least are essential to put upon the si 
and in administration the reforms that it contem 
loss of four Senators from the region west of the \| 
turn the Senate over to the control of our opponent 
cratic opportunity would be gone for years. We | 
an overwhelming majority in the House of Represe 
if you scan the returns you will see how narr 
was in many cases—pluralities, and small plura 
Let this country drift during the next year into a 
pression and the great masses of the people w 
revenge upon the party in power. The voters 
economists. They simply feel results. They do no 
what causes the results, and they vote according to 

It is for this reason that I have been so anxious. | 
am in my views regarding the tariff, that the Den 
should proceed slowly upon the line of reform, w 
readjustments that would disturb the times and 
employment and turn against the party vast masses 
the coming election. 

The mission of the Democratic Party is a glorio I 
would be the height of folly to impede and to obstruct 
by precipitate and disastrous action upon matters « 
tail. With so many great questions of principle befo: 
try, shall we exalt the question as to whether two jn 
be upon the free list or shall have the average d 
upon them, to the position of a great issue pres 
American people—one involving morality and justi d 


eal loyalty? 
Mr. President, I feel sure that the Democratic I 


think; I feel sure that the three factors which sh 
that is of so much importance to this party in th: 
will see to it that by mutual consideration and by) 
cession a line of policy may be adopted not prej 
traditions of the party, but in line with those trad 
will bring in loyal adherence to the party every De 
voted with it at the last election; that there 
burnings, no feelings of sectional or regional inju 
plaint of discrimination; that, having a radical « 
shall advance to that end by gradual, not revolutio 
always having the goal in view, and determined to 
ing to swerve us from finally reaching it. 

I can imagine no greater misfortune to the 
imagine no greater misfortune that could occu 
than the temporary loss of power by the Dem 
either in the other House or in the Senate. Asa 
of one of the sovereign States of the Union, I beseech my fe 
Democrats to give that region no reason to fee! tl st 
victim either of discrimination or of injustice. 
Democrats out there may wish on the whole more r 
to be taken than that which we at present conte 
though they desire more radical action, they wil! 
criminatory action; and this danger is ove that 
sidered and met. 

Mr. President, I have spoken at considerable ler 
question, but I have not attempted to go into d 
western products. All I ask is that the Finance ¢ 
shall, regardless of the fact that the other House and the 11 
dent have come to some conclusions regarding this ! 
it on their oaths as representatives of sovereign Sfates 
to it, in the only body in which sectional injus' 
guarded against, that loyal Democrats all over the ry U 
no reason to complain of the justice of their party. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I had intended to vote as 
the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pyros! 
refer this bill to the Finance Committee with inst! 
hold public hearings. I had not considered it necessary (0% 
hearings. I had thought that the theory upon which the 
was framed did not require any action of that kind, : id 
we had abundant testimony taken a short time a2 
the information necessary to act on a Dill framed 
theory of this bill. I was prepared to state my resso's 
vote I had intended to cast; but the Senator from Nort’ 
lina [Mr. Simmons] has practically stated that the com’ 
has decided to hold hearings of a certain character. th , 
decided to call upon those representing the indust™rs 
country for certain information. 

I believe, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 14 
has stated, that whatever hearings are held should 
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hoorings. and that when the committee seeks information from 
' als it should have those individuals before it, so that it 
oss-examine them. By reason of that fact, and the fact 
committee does consider it necessary to ask for and 
ditional information, I propose to vote for the motion. 

SIMMONS. Mr. President, I wish to correct the Sena- 
, 1 presume he was referring to what the Senator from 
Coorg Mr. Smari] said and not to what I said. 

‘ir. JONES. No; I referred to the statement made by the 
g er that the committee had decided to send the interroga- 
tories submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin to those rep- 

different industries and to call wpon them for infor- 


SIMMONS. And ask them to 
ler oath. 

JONES. Yes. My point is that if the committee thinks 
ry to secure that informa‘tion it should call those 
luals before it so that they can be cross-examined and all 
timony they may give can be bro to the attention of 


answer those questions 


I ess! 


wht 
ight 


the fes 
1e il ittee, 
Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to say to the Senator that, as I under- 
| of the witnesses who were examined before the House 
Committee on Ways and Means were examined under oath; but 
from Wisconsin suggested certain questions which 
might throw light upon the subject, and I thought, to meet his 
restion, that it would be just as well to send those questions 


f Senator 


to them and let them answer them as they might see proper. 
Mr. JONES. I understand all that; but beexuse of the fact 
that the House had held hearings, such as they were, before 


rt of the membership of the committee and because of the 


DI us hearings, I had decided to vote against this motion. 
However, when the Senator stated, in effect, that the committee 
felt they ought to have some additional information and that 
they we coing to send these interrogatories out, it seemed to 


me that it would be almost a farce to have these people send 


written answers to these interrogatories, giving just what 
information they felt free to give and going no further than 
seemed to them necessary to sustain their contentions. It 


appeared to me that it would be better for the Senate and the 
Finance Committee that they should hold hearings, where 
these people could be cross-examined. 

Mr. WALSH obtained the floor. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I ask the Senator to yield to 
me, not to enable me to make a speech or to read anything, but 
to send up a page or two of remarks made by Senator Aldrich 
in 1909, touching the very subject matter we are discussing, 
which I should like to have inserted in the Recorp at this 
point without reading it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, would the Senator object if I 
had the remarks of Senator Daniel, of Virginia, inserted fol- 
lowing that? 

Mr. STONE. I would not. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then, Mr. President, I ask that the remarks of 
Senator Daniel be inserted to follow those of Senator Aldrich. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the matter will 
be printed in the Rrcorp, as requested. 

The matter submitted by Mr. Stone is as follows: 

[In the Senate, Apr. 1, 1909. 721, Recorp.] 


tm 


Page 


Mr \LDRIcH. The Republican majority of Congress will be properly 
ne dre ponsible to the people of the country for the character of the 
tarif legislation which is to be enacted at this session, and they also 


wil be responsible, in my judgment, to an equal if not a greater extent 
for any failure to act eromeeie upon this important subject. * * * 
government of parties the responsibility of the party in power for 
lation can not be evaded or avoided, and there is no disposition, so 
ar as I know, on the part of any representative of the Republican Party 
2 this Chamber te avoid er evade this responsibility. * * * I have 
recollection and personal knowledge with reference to the preparation 
and discussion and disposition of elght different tariff bills—four Demo- 
craticand four Republican. * * * In the preparation of each of these 
“is on the part of the committee of the House of Representatives the 
work was done by the majority members of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, without the assent er approval or without a conference with the 
Repu ican members of the committee in the ease of Democratic measures 
Me d wit tout conference with the Democratic members in the case of Re- 
& Hican bills. W hen the House bills reached this body a similar course 
an pursued here. The amendments to be recommended by the Finance 
ommittee in each case were agreed to or prepared by majority members 





of that committee, without conference with the minority members. 
Th y Were usually prepared by a subcommittee of the majority, who 
. why to their associates, then to the full committee, and afterwards 
ea 2 It will be evident upon the merest examination that this 


absolutely necessary in a country which has a government by 
A similar course is followed in every country of the world that 
resentative government by parties. * * * 

ting to the Wilson-Gorman bill, Mr. Aldrich said :) 

to this body and was sent to the Committee on Finance, of 


Darties, 
has rey 
(Refer 


it came 


Which ¥ car i t 
= I ras then a member. That committee was presided over by the 
tims — Senator from Indiana. Mr. Voorhees. * * * At that 


ever x. yout in the consideration of the bill was 
‘ isKe¢ 


. ‘in any Republican 
4S opinion as to what should be dome, and there was no 





Meeting wl yo ‘ c 
that ar of the Majority of the committee at which it was suggested 
el ‘ny Republican should be present, and no Republican was ever 


G into conference 
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I will confess that for myself If should have as soon thought of going 
to Mr. Voorhees and insisting that | shoulda be invited to ! ) 
dinner as that I should have insisted that I had a right to g 
the members of the committee and hear tl tatement yf t nen 1 
I knew were before the members of that committee every d 

* * ‘ * 

Mr. Danieu. Are there private conversations recited in tl 
delivered before the members of the committee, or is it 
mony, to be spread before the country? 

+. 7 : " . « 

Mr. ALtpricnu. I am trying to call the attention of the S 
practices of the past 

Mr. DaNret I understand. For gentlemen to go off and cor i 
privilege which is permissible in every country in e rid 

Mr. ALDRICH. These gentlemen were hav ng private conve 
you please, for the purpose of eliciting informa ti 
of the bill they were preparing to 301 t ‘ i 

fect right to do it is @ recog ed right rt 
has been for half a century, and it will be, in y 
end of time. 

3 ” . « «& » 

Mr. ALDRICH. The minority of the commit ire | 
their own. We do not ask wh 2s befor em. W 
before them and cross-examine their witness« I am ‘ 

100 men a day, so far as I have time, my time being tak 
this matter 18 hours out of the 24 Does the Senator fre 
think I ought to look him up every time a in t 
conversation, in order that he may cross-ex ne the man t 
whether he thinks the information is valuable? 

a me . . 

Mr. Bacon. * * * My contention is that th ; 
the Committee on Finance practically determine whethe1 
shall be a hearing. They have determined at t 
hearing 

Mr. ALpricw. No public hearing 

Mr. Bacon. They have had a hearing by the commit and 
cluded the Democratic members from irticipation t 

Mr. AtpricH. The Senator from Georgia is neither brief 1 
formed in that statement No such condition has arisen vd 
condition is likely to aris The committee announced ’ 
vately that they would not give any publie hearings here h n 
none There have been no hearings of any kind te nis 
members of that committee. I have had conversat d 
other members of the committee have id conversation 
pose of eliciting information that would help u » th < 
which has been devolved upon the members of that committ 
should undertake to follow the suggestions of the Senator from G« 
we could not pass a tariff bill for the next three years 

* * * The suggestion that all the precedents itn reference t 
matter should be disregarded and that the members of the min 
should be present for purposes of cross-examination at ty 
tion held by the majority of the committee with the peo; 
supposed to have, or do have, information is absurd 

» x * . . ‘ 

Mr. Daniten. What is the objection to Democrats being pi nt and 
heari@g a recital of those important facts? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because the responsibility is upem us and we d ) 


pass a tariff bill in this year of our Lord 


The matter submitted by Mr. Smoor is as follows: 


DEMOCRATS EXCLUDED FROM COMMITTER MEETIN¢ 

Mr. Danie. * * * This, Mr. President, is a prodigious | it 
contains 302 pages and carries about a million dollars a page 

The Democratic Members of this body never saw it or heard it id, 
for it was not read at the one meeting of the Finance Committ 1 
they attended. It was not brought here until April 12, when is 
reported by the chairman of the Finance Committee with over 0 
amendments. None of these amendments were we permitted to ! 
fore they were presented here, and not one of them did we have t | 
portunity to vote upon before they were brought here with th nmit 
tee’s approbation. Many witnesses appeared, as stated, before th ! 
ate Finance Committee We heard not one of them Net one of them 
were we permitted to cross-examine There were some of them. if the 
press be correct, whom I should like very much to have had the op 
tunity to cross-examine I should like to have asked some of tl 
pecially those interested in tron and steel, why one of the cor 
after their departure, put a duty on sulphate of ammonia, which t 
food for the plants of this country, and is a specific burden upon : 
farmers. But it was a closed shop. 

I can not regard the method pursued as either good or fair 
ment. Each one of us has at home constituents who are as mu 
ested as any other constituent body of any Senator Besides, we ll 
Americans. We are all as anxious for justice to be done to all 
country as any of those who assume the prerogative of exclud 
from the opportunities of which they avail themselves most elabo 
It is a disadvantage to the whole public, for, having the d ” lo 
the right thing and, so far as we may, the wise thing, we not « i 
but need all the light that can be found upon these important 4 
to guide us through these labyrinthian schedules rt idignit of 
such a course is toward the peeple of the United States It i ilso 
toward the Senate of the United States We have t 1omor t : 
Members of the only body in this country where there remains fr : 
bate and where the Members in their rules and in their conduct ha n 
nothing more distinguished themselves in the minds of the Am« in 
eople than by creating the reputation that here rybedy would be 
are We must be heard in committee as well as wpon the floor, and 
the invitation of our colleagues for light in al) things except in their 
exclusive conduct, that we could go into the Senat ind thrash t : 
things out. fs an invitation which we are forced to accept from having 
been denied a share in their eouncils 

The organization of the House of Representatives as an American 
institution does not permit any kind of free range to the Members of 
old was the custom of the fathers of this country and of their de d- 
ants for many generations It is not permitted in that body i 
Member to offer an amendment to a bill levying upon his const ts 
with others $500,000,000, and to ask and get a vote upon it I ll 
not forget the proper rule of the Senate that one House must { 
indulge in disrespectful allusions te another But the : 
organization of each House are upon an open page of Ar in t ; 
and I may advert to the existence of those » od i 
advise my people as to what their Representatives LV ‘ r 
under this free Constitution of the United Stat 
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I introduce a witness from that House. We is the chairman, or was 
! chairman at one time. of the Democratic organization there—the 
lon. (CHAMP CLARK, of Missouri, This is what he has to say as to 

ditions in that body: 

“The Democratic Members did as much work during the ‘ hearings’ 

did the Republican Members, and were as patriotic and conscientious 
as they In such a joint labor nobody wouid have placed if the bill all 
he wanted Nor is it at all probable that even a single Republican 
member of the committee or of the House is entirely satisfied with the 
Payne bill as reported, to say nothing of the Democratic Members. In 
uch a joint labor there could have been no danger of our outvoting 
them If the whole committee could have united on a bill, either in 
whole or in part, under the peculiar circumstances in which we find 
ourselves, it would have greatly expedited the passage of the Dill, 
thereby relieving the country of the long and wearisome weeks, perhaps 
months, of business uncertainty and suspense. If there is delay in the 
passage of the bill and business stagnates by reason thereof and finan- 
cial loss results from it, let the blame be placed where it properly 
belongs, upon the head of the Republican Party. 

‘Having spent nearly three months in framing their bill, they gra 
ciously called in the Democratic Members, and in precisely 12 minutes 
reported it back to the House without one moment's discussion, without 
changing a word, without even reading the title-—an astounding demon- 
stration of the fact that we live in a fast age and are traveling at a 
rapid gait. 

“This happened on March 18, and no member of the minority had 
ever seen the bill or any paragraph thereof till noon on Wednesday, 
the 17th of March, and had not the remotest idea of its provisions 
except by the merest guesswork. In fact, it was currently reported 
in the public press that so fearful were the Republican Members that 
the Democratic Members or some other American citizen might secure 
some knowledge of the contents of the Payne bill that its authors not 
only kept it under lock and key, but employed armed guards to keep 
watch and ward over their precious bantling—an absolutely superfluous 
performance, as many parts of it are utterly incomprehensible even 
after careful study. And yet this bill, which was too sacred for any 
eyes except the 12 majority Members and a few of their trusted friends, 
contains 234 large pages and deals with tariff taxes on about 4,000 
articles of everyday consumption, influencing the interests, prosperity, 
and happiness of 90,000,000 American citizens and involving our trade 
relations with the whole world. We have had only five days in which 
to consider and report upon a bill which they spent nearly three 
months in preparing.” 

No gentleman ever cares for the association of other gentlemen when 
his presence is not welcome. There is not a man in this House, I am 
sure, who would ever obtrude himself upon any assemblage. We are 


neither so vain nor so unreasonable as to conceive that the exclusion | 
in this body or in the other had any application to the personality | 


excluded. For what reason that can be proclaimed did the Senate 


committee exclude its Democratic confréres from holding meetings with | 


that body? It was not from any disrespect of them. It was not that 


they do not practice the amenities, the civilities, and the proprieties of | 


life in all companionship. What could it have been done for—that they 
wished to derive some information that they did not wish to impart to 
others? But I will not probe the matter further. It was certainly 
not for the convenience of this body. It may have served for the nonce 
the convenience of some of those members; but I can not think that 
those gentlemen would appropriate and monopolize to themselves for 
their own sake conveniences and benefits that they would not readily 
share with their colleagues, whether Democratic, Republican, or what 
not 

Therefore it is impossible to conceive of any motive save of some ad 
vantage to be gained, either in debate upon this subject or in its 
result, and, as I am no further concerned with it, I leave it as it stands, 
but commend the matter to the consideration of a body which was 
planned by the Constitution of this country to extend equality to every 
Member, which made that equality basic in the organic law. That 
equality sends here from New England 12 Senators to exercise properly 
those conferred faculties. They would not possess them in proportion 
to Inhabitants, but do rightly possess and energetically employ them. 
These facts should remind them, while in the enjoyment of their privi- 
leges, that a Senator in this body from the smallest State, whether in 
territory, whether in wealth, or whether in political influence or not, 
whether in the fashion of the times or:not, has exactly the same right 
that any other and every other Senator has. When any one of those 
Senators takes away from me or my people or from any other Senator 
in this body the right of equal communication, of equal opportunity, 
and of equality in all respects which:belongs to the positions which we 
occupy, it is a thing that should receive proper notice. 

Mr. CULBPRSON. Mr. President 

The Vice PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia yield to the 
Senator from Texas? 

Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure. 

Mr. CULBPRSON. I do not think the proposition of the Senator from 
Virginia needs any support in authority, strong as it is in itself, and 
yet if he will permit me I will read a short paragraph from Jefferson's 
Manual, which is published by the Senate as a part of its rules: 

“A committee meet when and where they please, if the House has not 
ordered time and place for them, but they can only act when together, 
and not by separate consultation and consent—nothing being the re- 
port of = committee but what has been agreed to in committee actually 
assembled.” 

Mr. Danren. Mr. President, I thank the Senator from Texas for read- 
ing so apposite an illustration and declaration of the law of the matter 
to which I have referred. But, Mr. President, the average American 
has studied, and if not studied has observed by instinct, the funda- 
mental principles of fair play and square deal. We need not go to any 
law Soa to find the vindication of my assertion. It is instinctive to 
the American man, and I leave it to his contemplation. (CONGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD, proceedings of Apr. 19, 1909.) 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I desire to address myself for a 
few moments to the question before the Senate, the amendment 
offered by the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 
Foivette]. 

The agitation to which the present measure has given rise, as 
has been the case in nearly every general revision of the tariff 
in a generation, has centered about the two commodities of wool 
and sugar—coincidentally enough, two of the leading industries 
of the great State which I have the honor in part to represent. 
Down to the present time the people of my State have done me 








oa a a me 


the honor, apparently, to believe that as the oceans 
arise I would exercise a reasonably sound judgment 
position of questions that come before the Senate for 
tion, and have not aided me nor troubled me with aq 
them. I am now, however, in connection with ih 
before the Senate, the recipient of a large number of 
asking me to vote in favor of public hearings before t! 
Committee. Most of these come from people intere 
production of sugar, and in my lack of acquaintance 
procedure in those matters I am led to believe that the 
me as the result of a campaign inaugurated by so) 
that end. I am entirely confident that most of these ; 
people genuinely concerned, and perhaps more or less 
hensive, about the action of this body with referenc 
pending measure, who are entirely ignorant of what } 
pired in reference to the collation of information 
subject. 

So I take the time of the Senate to say that I have 
my desk before me the report of the Hardwick Com: 
pointed by the House of Representatives in the sumn 
year 1911, and charged with the duty of investigating the 4 
can Sugar Refining Co., popularly known as the Sugar 1 
It contains all the testimony taken upon that hearing, the 
mittee having sat from the month of June, 1911, to t! 
of January, 1912. 

The investigation covered the whole subject of the ; 
of sugar. Witnesses were called from all parts of the 
and the committee pursued not only the line of inquiry 
organization of the American Sugar Refining Co. and « 
panies engaged in the production of sugar, but into e 


| and feature of the production of sugar, including its 


the general facts in relation to it. The testimony 
about 4.000 pages of printed matter. 

I have likewise on my desk before me the hearings 
by the Senate Finance Committee upon the same sub 
month of April, 1912, the hearings stretching over : 
nearly three weeks, when the whole subject was again 
by the Senate Finance Committee. 

It has been said that the investigation first referred 


| conducted by a hostile committee. Be that as it may 


have been developed, and they are here for the use of « 
who desires to make use of them. 
I likewise have upon my desk a third volume, being 
port of hearings conducted by the Ways and Means (Cor 
of the House of Representatives in the month of J: 
upon this schedule. In this is testimony in relation to t 
try in my own State. The Senate committee heard Mr. fl 
Mendelson, an eminent scientist connected with the I 
factory, and as well informed upon the subject of suga! 
out the world as perhaps any man in the United States 
the expert for the company operating the factory 
Before the House committee Mr. W. S. Garnsey, jr.. | 
ger of that factory, was heard, and submitted a brief 
the same time the other side of the question was hea 
Mr. I. D. O'Donnell, a farmer of great skill and 
and as well informed about conditions as any fa 
State of Montana. He is a scientific farmer, a le 
development of farming in my State, a teacher of 
methods all over the State through the instrun 
farmers’ institutes and the like. He speaks with eu! 
edge of the subject, for he is engaged in the business 0! 
sugar beets himself. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I know the Senator's time 
limited, and I shall not break in upon it but for just : 
if I may do so. 
Mr. WALSH. I shall be glad to hear the Senator. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I should like to inquire if the > 
has read the hearings upon sugar? 
Mr. WALSH. I have. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Can the Senator inform m 
they disclose the amount of profit which the beet-sus*! 
derive from the tariff? 
Mr. WALSH. They disclose—— 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That specific fact is the on T am 
after. ah 
Mr. WALSH. The answer is a mere matter of inference’ 
They disclose the cost, and they disclose the amounts rece!y" 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But if the Senator has been able © 
figure out just exactly what the profit is, I should be & “gh 
have him give it; and one thing more: What percentvce O° '" 
total cost of a unit of production, say 100 pounds of Sus#! 
goes to labor? 
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I 


ei bal 
I 


should like 
it. 
j ort 


are just one or two questions. to cover 
le subject, but time does not } 
WALSH. The fact is given; th 
» amount paid for labor. 
FOLLETTE. It \ 
you come to fix duty 
it is just the trouble with all these hearings, if the | 
will pardon me; you can not figure out from the 
* stuff that there is there the thing that you need to 
the duty. 
ir. WALSH. I must answer the question by saying that I 
le to understand how you can demonstrate the fact by | 
any witness again when he has given you the cost, and 
n you the selling price, and has given all the elements 
er into each item. It seems to me the matter the Sen- 
ks for is a mere matter of deduction that can not be 
trom any witnesses. 

\ FOLLETTE. Mr. President, if the Senator intends 
me time to answer, that is just exactly what you can 
from any of these tariff hearings—the specific data 
it is necessary to know, as applied to a unit of produc- 
on which the tariff is levied, in order to determine how 
ch of it goes to labor, how much of it goes to capital, and 
i ch of it represents profit. 
Mr. WALSH. However, Mr. President, I desire to continue 
by simply saying that after a careful study of this matter I 


unal 


t of the testimony 


uy 


= = 


amount paid in wages; 
the pound or hundred 


L, 


( 


\ 
n 
that 


1X 


oo 
ae 


--=-: 


l 


I 
te 


1 
bee 
I with reference to the subject of wool, the Tariff 
Board only a very short while ago went into an exhaustive in- | 
vestigation of the subject, and gave us the results of its inquiry. 
That at the command of everyone. 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time is up. 
Mr. WALSH. I may add if, in my judgment, any further 
ation could be elicited from anybody concerned in either 

industries in my State that would tend to shed any 
n the subject, I should be glad to have the inquiry go 
: it is, it occurs to me to be entirely useless. 
CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, the limited time re- 
will probably more than suffice for what I shall have 
because I doubt if anything that can be said in this 
» will change the prearranged program in regard to this 
riff bill. 
[ had hoped that there might be hearings before the com 
ttee. I had hoped that the great mass of business in this 
all of which is to be affected by the legislation which 
ilied upon to enact, would be given at least the poor | 
ge of a hearing before the Houses of Congress and letting 
and views be known. But I have little hope that 
if that should be granted, it would make any difference 
result. 

eve the edict has gone forth. I believe the Underwood 
as much a } w now for all practical purposes as it will 
er the vote of the Senate is registered. I believe the real 
on the Underwood bill will be taken in this body, where 
taken in the other, behind closed doors, in a secret party 


le to conceive of a single fact in relation to this par- | 
ar industry that could be elucidated that has not already 
: presented upon either the one side or the other. 


1 


ewise, 


is 


‘ \ 
Mr 
\ 





mts 


fy 


iow men on that side of the Chamber who would gladly 
away from political domination. I know men on that 
the aisle who believe that this bill is not just and 
us altogether, who believe that industries in their State 
threatened—aye, and who believe that interests in their 
ire doomed; but, as said by the eminent Senator from 
“sissippi yesterday, they are going to bow their heads to the 
ands of the caucus. They are going to obey the lash of 
itty expediency. There is no question about it. 
I wish there might have been hearings. Whatever has been 
(d about hearings, open hearings or closed hearings, before 


SY 
M 
der 


1 


I 


te 


Ss) 


‘ory of tariff legislation, since tariff legislation began, was 
a successful attempt made to railroad through. a secret 
cal caucus a great measure affecting every item of our 
ly life, in a great country that is the peer of any country on 
the face of the earth. 


: - r. President, I hoped that the things might be otherwise. 
nl¢ 


entit 


da 


I 
intended to say that I believed these great interests were 
led to come before the committee of the Senate, although not 
Hecessarily for the sole purpose of giving information to the com- 
ae ‘ilone. Undoubtedly the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. 
“iTH] and the other Senators on the majority of this commit- 
te are perfectly competent to frame a tariff bill without infor- 

1 ndoubtedly they have so studied the intricate ques- 
a _iiffecting our tariff and our economic life that they are 
‘petent to sit down behind closed doors and, without other 


nation. 
tions 





inmittees in times past, I venture to say that never in the | 
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information to work out a tariff that s ve the e ‘ 
| salvation of this country. 

But I believe, further, that there is a rigl il of 

| these great interesis themselves. I believe t! \ Li s 
interests and his business are threatened or are | issed 
upon by Congress, whether it be by the tariff o1 othe 
he has a right to come to the doors of committ r ( 
gress to be heard 

There are Members on that side who have preached the « 
door. There are Members who have pre ed tl i] 
mittees of this Llouse must ulways stand with open «de 
There are Members upon that side who in their p ife | ‘ 
detested down deep in their hearts and have « “lL on 
floor of the Senate their abhorrence of the se v ca s 
Yet there are very few but that within a few w s of t 
time will come upon this floor and vote not th ( ‘ 

| but what they have been told to vote, and what they 
beforehand by the secret party caucus to yote 

Is it right? Do you believe it is right Do y elie 
is the right way to legislate? I know you do 1 \« 
great Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WILLiAMs], | 
views upon the economie questions that confront us LN 
own knowledge and views of right and wrong, li Vesti ily 
upon the floor of the Senate that he should take his views | i 
the tariff from his party associates. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I should like to ask th 
Senator 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyom 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming L wish to yield the Senato 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming subsequently said Mr. President, I 
rose just before 4 o'clock for the purpose of putting into the 
Record a short extract, consisting of 10 or 12 lines, which give 
my views upon the subject matter under discussion. | 
unanimous consent that I may now put in that extract in cor 
nection with the remarks I then made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and permission is granted. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. In connection with this motion 
for open hearings, I may be permitted to call the attention of 
my Democratic friends to a work recently published, The New 
Freedom, in which the leader of your party, the President of 


the United States, whose influence is most potent 
ber and at whose slightest wish tariff schedules 


this Cham 
written and 
followed 


in 
are 





by the Democratic Party in this body, makes use of the follow 
ing words, which I commend to your careful consideration 
before this vote is taken. The words are found at page 143, and 
are as follows: 

The moral of the whole matter is this Ihe it United 
States is not, as a whole, in contact with the ¢ it o I ed 
States. So soon as it-is,.the matters which n you na 
give you, cause for uneasin« will disappear J On s thi 
ness of this country has general, e, welcom to the « 
of Congress all friction between business and | disa 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. With the consent of the Senator 
from Wyoming, I desire to send to the desk a telegram I have 
just received, bearing upon the question of the hearings re 
cently held before the Ways and Means Committee, and as 
that it be read for the information of the Senate 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the S« 
retary will read as requested. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The telegram interferes with the qu 
and its appropriateness, so I shall not ask it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

HOLLAND, MIcit., Me 
Hon. WM. ALDEN SMITH, Washington, D. C 

In behalf of our company and the beet-sugar ind y of M gan, 
we ask you to use your utmost endeavors to secure hearing efore 
the Finance Committee for this great Michigan ind ry The yal 
hearings before the House committee were worse than a far the 
Michigan interests, with an invstment of over $20,000,000, being given 
less than five minutes’ time to present their case rhe representative 
of our company was denied a hearing before that committee in January. 
He appeared in Washington in April, just before the opening of the 
present session of Congress, but was denied by the President and his 
advisors the privilege of presenting our views to them, and was told 
that the matter was foreclosed. 

Not a man from Michigan, representing this industry, was allowed 
to talk to the President; and now the claim is set up that independent 
beet-sugar factories of Michigan do not oppose free igar as provided 
in the House bill, since they have not protested. This is adding insult 
to injury. Free sugar will kill the beet-sugar indu destroy a 
| $2,000,000 investment which we have made in good faith, and give the 
eastern refiners a monopoly of the business without pe inent hue 
ing the price to the consumer. We believe we can establish thi ‘ft 
the satisfaction of the members of the Senate Finance Committ: i 
given an opportunity. May we urge you to insist that 1 ! 
the right which has been denied us elsewhere 

Board oF Direcrors HoLLanp-Sr. Le Ss ‘ 


c. M. 


McLEAN, 


President 
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VICE PRESIDENT (at 4 o’clock p. m.). The time is up. Mr. LEA (when his name was called). T hay 
. on the motion of the Senator from North Caro- | pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Is! nd 
s] to refer House bill No. 3321 to the Com- |} If I were at liberty to vote, I would vote “ nay.” 
ice, to which there is an amendment proposed Mr. OLIVER (when Mr. Pennose’s name was 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose] as amended colleague [Mr. Penrose] is necessa ‘ily absent fr 
1m Wisconsin [Mr. La Fotierre], the Senator| ton. If he were present, he would vote “ vea.” 
curring in the amendment of the Sena-| with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. W; 
he question is upon the amendment. Mr. POMERENE (when his name was ealled). 
Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. | with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr 
» ordered. am not advised how he would vote. If I were { 
‘ that the amendment be read as | would vote “ nay.” 
Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was call 
The Secretary will read the amend- | on this question with the junior Senator from Rh 
{Mr. Corr]. If he were present, I should vot 
imendment offered by the Senator from Mr. SMITH of Arizona (when his name wa 
:08E] is to a he motion of the | Junior Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Carron] 
rolina [Mr. Sra he following | of my pair with the senior Senator from 


-—_ 5 


FatL}. I entered into a general pair with that 
iblic hearings | Withheld, by telephone to his honse and to his off 
tion now before the Senate, retaining my right to 

reference with instructions; and on 

vy the Senator | I feel at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” 

fter the word Mr. SMITH of Maryland (when his name 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from 

ittee on Finance is further structed to sul [Mr. McCumber]. If I had the privilege of voting, I 


» shall appear bef: sa committee, or | “ nay.” 


Iment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. question of 
to the amendment, and accepted b 
[Mr. Penrose], is to inse 


W 


ny of the provisions of said bill or briefs Mr. THOMAS (when his name was called). U 


I I ting to any of its provisions, t oll ing interroga : . . . . . 
same to be answered separately and s} ifically, the answer | tion I am paired with the junior Senator from Ma 
tion to be under oath and to be numbered orrespond | LEIGH]. If he were present, I would vote “ nay.” 
the question. propounded Mr. CLARK of Wyoming yhen Mr TARREN’ 
| Chat ta tae teatene kl ve a ommodity which you | .. Li RIK of Wyoming (when Mr. W ARRE: 
es called). My colleague [Mr. Warren] is detained 
cond. What are the raw materials used in its production? Chamber by important public business. He is paired 
d What is the amount of the production of this commodity in senior Senator from Florida [ Mr. FLETCHER] If 
a ¢ ntrv? w ° 
‘onrth. What is the amount of the consumption of this commodity were present, he would vote “ yea. 
his conntry ? : Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). 1 
ift Bo. many concerns ate engaged in the manufacture of the | with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penn 
moairy nnaer considera on , se > - 
xth. Who are the principal producers? that, [ would vote nay. 
eventh. What are the ruling market prices of this commodity in rhe roll call was concluded. 
this country? Mr. SHEPPARD. My colleague senior Ser 
‘hth. What are the ruling market prices of this e mmodity in iS wt} We . , tI . s ly ce lleague 7 the seniolr 
competing countries? Texas [Mr. CuLnerson], is necessarily absent. He 


Ninth. What is the total cost of production per unit of product in | eral pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu P 
this country? my colleague were prese 2 Ww , “nay.” 
Tenth. What is the total cost of production per unit of product in " x re present, he would vote “naj 


competing countries ? Mr. GALLINGER. I was requested to announ 
: ye coon is the percentage of the labor cost to the total cost | Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Liprirr] is paired 
of a unit of product in this country? Senator fre Te —_ » 
Twelfth. What is the percentage of the labor cost to the total cost bom = ; “vg re — (Mr. Lea}. , 
of a unit of product in competing foreign countries? The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 41, as f 
Thirteenth, What is the cost of transport tion to the principal YEAS—36. 
markets in this country from the principal point of production in this ; ik 
country ? rah Crawford McLean 
Fourteenth. What is the cost of transportation to the principal = eee Nelson 
markets in this country from the principal points of production in com Di lingham Norris 
peting foreign countries? . Gallinger Olive r 
Fifteenth. What part of the existing duty represents the difference aweneve Goff Page 
in the cost of production between this and competing foreign countries? oa Jones Perkins 
Sixteenth. What part of the existing duty represents the profit of the oa Kenyon Ransdell 
American manufacturer? me f La Follette Root 
p a Lodge Sherman 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania NAYS—41. 
consented that the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin | Ashurst Johnson, Me. Owen 
should become a part of his amendment to the original motion. | Bacon Jot nston, Ala. Pittman 
The vote will be upon the amendment, considered as one amend- pee — oem 
. . . 66 ” . ‘6 °” ry: a e eC 
ment. Those in favor will say “ yea” and those opposed “ nay.” | Chamberlain Lewis Robinson 
The Secretary will call the roll. Clarke, Ark. Martin, Va. Shafroth 
Mr. GORE. Mr. President, if it is in order, I should like to Goines k —-* N. J. oe 
. - ° ce . ‘ cK 3 rer iields 
ask the Senator from Wisconsin if he would not add three other | pojllis Newlands Shively 
interrogatories. Hughes O'Gorman Simmons B 
Mr. GALLINGER. That can not be done now. James Overman Smith, Ariz. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand that the yeas and nays NOT VOTING—19. 
have been ordered upon this amendment. ae te . a, 
1" "ICE PRES “NT. The veas ;: avs havea hea ‘ Chilton fletcher McCum 
rhe VICE I RESID! N r. The yeas and nays have been or- | G5); Sonne, Senvese 
dered, and the Secretary will call the roll. Culberson Jackson Pomerene 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. du Pont Lea Saulsbury 
Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). I announce my So the amendment was rejected. 
pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Jackson]. The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now re 
If I were permitted to vote, I would vote “ nay.” motion of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. * 
Mr. SMOOT (when Mr. pu Pont’s name was called). The] that the bill be referred to the Committee on Tina 
senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont] is unavoidably The motion was agreed to. 
detained from the Senate. He has a general pair with the ; st ane 
: - : on ns PAINT CREEK COAL FIELDS, WEST VIRGINIA. 
senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLperson]. If the Senator rr e c : : the s 
from Delaware were present, he would vote “ yea.” The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays befor — 
Mr. CATRON (when Mr. Fati’s name was called). My | the unfinished business, which is Senate resolution 3: 
colleague [Mr. FaL.] is unavoidably absent from the Senate. | ing for an investigation into the conditions in the | 
He is paired with the senior Senator from Arizona [Mr. Suirn). | coal fields, West Virginia. dll 
If my colleague were present, he would vote “ yea.” Mr. KERN. I ask that the unfinished business be en 
Mr. PRYAN (when Mr. Fiercrer’s name was called). My | laid aside. and I will ask that it be taken up on _— 
collengue [Mr. Fiercner] is necessarily absent from the city. The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection ¢ 
He is paired with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. | hears none, and the unfinished business will be temp 
WarreN]. If my colleague were present, he would vote “nay.” | aside. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE IOUSF. A bill (S. 2089) granting a pension to Abraham W. Howard 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, (with accompanying papers) ; ane 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the A bill (S. 2090) granting a pension to Elizabeth 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes accompanying papers) ; 


of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, and A bill (S. 2092) granting a pension to George W. Smith (with 


of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill A bill 
(H1. It. 2441) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses | ‘ with accompanying paper) ; 
for other purposes; insists on its disagreement to the amend- | ee oy a ge 
ment of the Senate numbered 2 to the bill, agrees to the further | Be - (8. 2093) granting an increase of pension to . 
conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of re ~~ a accompanying papers) ; 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ['1rzceravp, Mr. A ball oy 
SuerLey, and Mr. GILLETT managers at the further conference ‘A bill (S. 
n the part of the House, A bi 
ones A Dill 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. A bill 
Mr. KERN. I have received two telegrams, in the nature of A bill 
resolutions. They are very short, and I ask that they lie on A bill 
the table and be printed in the RrEcorp. A bill 
There being no objection, the telegrams were ordered to lie A bill 
the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: A bill 
(Telegram. ] A bill 
Sr. Louis, Mo., May 12, 1913. son; 
I Joun W. Kern, A bill 
United States Serate, Washington, D. C.: A bill 
1 Central Trades and Labor Union of St. Louis, Mo., representing A | il] 
65,000 organized men and women, heartily indorse your West Virginia 4. DL 
st investigation resolution. Such investigation we know will result | A bill 
i iging to light the outrageous treatment accorded the struggling | A bill 
miners and friends of West Virginia. . | Hilfinger: 
Davip Kneyiine, Secretary. | **UUneer; 
[Telegram. ] A bi 
Port Antucr, TEX., May 12, 1913. A bill 
Hon. Jonn W. Kern, | Hess: 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: A bill 
; Federation of Labor, in sixteenth convention assembled, unant- A bill 
y instructs us to wire you that its 70,000 members appreciate \ bill 
fight you are making for the workers of West Virginia. A DUI 
Cc. W. WoopMan. Holdren; 
T. C. JENNINGS. A bill 


A. C. SACTHAUSEN. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented memorials of the Central 2 see 
Labor Union of Woodland, of Dirigo Lodge, International A bill 
Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Augusta, and of sundry citl- | prownfield: 
zeus of Presque Isle, Princeton, Woodland, Baileyville, Fort A bill 


Kent, East Fort Kent, St. Francis, and Frenchville, all in the | pac; - 


State of Maine, remonstrating against any reduction in the duty A bill 
on print paper and pulp, which were referred to the Committee | prown- 
l’inance, A bill 
FOURTEENTH INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON ALCOHOLISM, A bill 
Mr. SWANSON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, A bill 
to which was referred the bill (S. 1620) to provide for repre- A bill 
sentation of the United States in the Fourteenth International A bill 
Congress on Alcoholism, and for other purposes, reported it | A Dill 
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 41) thereon. Ake ? on 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 7 bin 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous A bill 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: A bill 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: A bill 
A bill (S. 2075) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 8S. A bill 
Henderson: and A bill 
A bill (S. 2076) granting a pension to Annie Farnsworth Mer- A bill 
ritt; to the Committee on Pensions. } Matheny ; 
A bill (S. 2077) for the relief of Augustus A. Gibson and A bill 
thers; to the Committee on Claims. Woods; 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine (for Mr. Bureau): A bill 
A bill (8. 2078) granting a pension to Etta A. Stanchfield; to| A bill 
the Committee on Pensions. A bill 
By Mr. CHILTON: A bill 
A bill (8. 2079) for the relief of J. B. Johnson: White; 
A bill (S. 2080) for the relief of Mrs. C. A. Smith; and A bill 
A bill (S. 2081) for the relief of Celicia Jordon; to the Com- A bill 
mittee on Claims, A bill 


2094) granting a pension to J. A. 
2095) granting a pension to George P 
. 2096) granting a pension to John A 

2097) granting a pension to Harriet Roeck; 
~098) granting a pension to A. 
. 2099) granting a pension to Silas Bradley; 


rhompson ; 


. 2100) granting a pension to Adam Ake 
2101) granting a pension to Williat 
. 2102) granting a pension to John Hammons; 
2103) granting a pension to Edgar EF 
. 2104) granting a pension to Alexander 


RRR LR 


. 2105) granting a pension to John Devim 
. 2106) granting a pension to Harriet 
. 2107) granting a pension to Mary 
. 2108) granting a pension to Elijah Hemmings; 

granting an : 


hh Te 


LR 


TF 


. 2110) granting a pension to Gideon Hill; 
. 2111) granting an increase of j 


TL. 


2112) granting a pension to Ida L 
2113) granting a pension to Sarah Hunter; 
2114) granting an increase of 


th Th th 


. 2115) granting a pension to Cynthe Harrah; 


2117) granting a pension to 
granting an i 


granting an 


2121) granting a pension to Rich 
2122) granting a pension to G. C. 
. 2125) granting a pension to John B 
. 2124) granting a pension to Harvey 
inting a pension to Sila 
§. 2126) granting an increase of pe 


LT 


$. 2127) granting : 
. 2128) granting a pension to 
s. 2150) granting a pension to Jan ; 
a pension to Warner P. Price; 
granting a pension to 8S 


a pension to George 





. 2136) granting a pensi 
7) granting : 
. 21388) granting : 
granting an 


. 2140) granting a pension to W 
. 2141) granting a pension to Har: 


A bill (S. 2082) to correct the military record of Cumberlain | W. Waters: 


Smith: A bill 
m. bill (S$. 2083) to correct the military record of George | Toney: 
S111er: $] 

i A bill 


* bill (S. 2084) to correct the military record of John A.|B. Keith: 
Patterson ; and A bill 
A bill (8. 2085) to correct the military record of William A bill 


Dunatord, alias William King; to the Committee on Military | Bachtler; 
ADAIrS, 


. 2145) granting a pension to Florence Harmon; 
an increase of pension 


A bill ( 


. A bill (8. 2086) granting an increase of pension to Ella A. A bill 
yler (with accompanying paper) ; A bill 


A bill (S$. 2087) granting a pension to Charles L. Boggess | Walton; 
‘wth accompanying paper) ; A bill 
__* bill (8. 2088) granting a pension to William Ginter (with| A bill (S. 
®ccompanying paper) ; A bill (S. 





2147) granting a 
2148) grantin 


pension to Clarinda Cain; 
pension to J. B. Conley; 
an increase of pension 


2150) granting a 
2151) granting a 
) granting a 


pension to John D. Pearson; 
pension to Mary E. Putney; 
pension to Mary M, Pollard; 
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2153) granting an increase of pension to James ADDRESS BY HON, WILLIAM C. REDFIELD (8. boc. 
Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I have in my 
1 pension to B. F. Morrow; | dress delivered by the Secretary of Commerce. 
ra pension to Charles McCarthy; | Redfield, on May 14, 1913, before the National A 
ng an increase of pension to John | Employing Lithographers in this city. This speec 
; | referred to a number of times in the course of the a 
increase of pension to Charles T. | the Chamber and has excited a great deal of con 
that it be printed as a public document. 
a pension to Myrtle Jackson ; The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
‘an increase of pension to Bettie F. | pears none , ; 
| Mr. POMERENE. There have been a grest many 
(S. 2160) granting an increase of pension to Marshall | for copies of this address, and I ask that 10,000 additi, 


Abit 


be printed 
(S. 2161) granting an increase of pension to Isaac; Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator mean 10.000 conies 
| tion to the regular number, or does he mean 10.000 
(8 2162) granti a pension h J. M tchell; | the regular num! er? 
a S200) Gran an IDCTe’se sion to George A. Mr. POMERENE. I did not express myself as 
: . . . | think it should be 10,000 copies in addition to 
ra pension to Kate . Morris; | number. 
a pension to Harrie iers< > Mr. SMOOT. I do not know what the paper is 
a pension to Cornell andy; Sant » ¢ R Te aalig racea rv af ‘ } 
v3 senitor says it is really necessary, I will not ol 
an i » of nsion to Henry printing 
' re i ee or ‘ ; ; : ‘ | Mr. POMERENE. TI know there is a very great ck 
l 9) granting ncrease ol msion tO AMOS | ; ; 
d 1 (} al ) gr yz an increase olf pensi to 108 | it. and the person with wkom I have conferred |; 
Hoy; vested } 
+7 » mene ; ‘ v ; gested it. 
A bill (S. 2169) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Mr. STONE. What is the usval number? 
ter; “ mn tr » a « es 
el (8. 9170) erantine ; A aie li aieaeiiis nid Mr. SMOOT. The usual number is 1,764. I will st 
d rill = = ) £1 ae iw if : on to a . vey . yt ° | Senator that out of that number. of course copies are 
1 ¢ . pie gran ing a pens on to Nettie Hu tler: . | the libraries and the different departments. and so 
(S. 2172) granting an increase of pension to Allen | each Senator and ench Member of the House of Repres 
an¢e . ; : yr The VICE PRESIDENT. It is so ordered, if 
2173) granting an increase of pension to Thomas | objection. 


BUREAU OF WOMAN LABOR (S. DOC. NO, 38). 
Mr. SMOOT. I have a letter addressed to Hon. VW 
Wilson, Secretary of Labor, United States Deporte 
signed by Mrs. Flora McDonald Thompson. It 
| and as it is in the shape of a petition to establish a bi 
Wilson: woman lnbor I ask that it be printed as a public docum 
A bill (S. 2178) granting an increase of pension to Austin B. rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? Th: 
Wells: hears none. 
A bill (S. 2179) granting a pension to Jacob H. Wetzel; COMMITTEE ON POST OFFICES AND POST ROADS 
A bill (S. 2180) granting a pension to George W. Smith; Mr. BANKHEAD. I offer the resolution which I se 
A bill (S. 2181) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. Ryan; desk, and = ask for its present consideration. 
A bill (S. 2182) granting a pension to Barbara J. Reed; The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alab 
A bill (S. 2183) granting an increase of pension to George W. | unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of 
Parsons: tion, which the Secretary will read. 
A bill (S. 2184) granting an increase of pension to George The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 85), as fi 
Vindings;: Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and ! ost Re 
A bill ( 2185) granting a pension to Mollie C. Warren; Sees tae Gas Cae teen te cee eat, aoe a 
A bill ¢ 2186) granting a pension to Isaac Wharton; nographer, at a price not to exceed $1 per printed page, to 1 
A bill (S. 2187) granting a pension to Lucinda Traub; a = oe ae Se ry = aoe eres waren! 
A bill (S. 2188) granting an increase of pension to Alexander i caaiieen ae recennes of the Senate sae the expensi th 
Thacker ; paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 
A bill (S. 2189) granting a pension to Taylor Garrison ; The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution is not noy 
A bill (S. 2190) granting pensions to Daisy M. Watson, | to be considered. It will have to be first referred to 
Frank L. Watson, Robert L. Watson, Dana B. Watson, Miran B. | mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expen 
Watson, and Owings Watson; Senate. 

A bill (S. 2191) granting an increase of pension to James A. Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, was there objectio 
Mahaffy ; consideration of the resolution which I submitted? |! 
A bill (S. 2192) granting a pension to Charles McCarthy; care to have the resolution referred, because if we ca 
A bill (S. 21983) granting a pension to John F. Kendall; the resolution passed so thnt the committee may have 
A bill (S. 2194) granting a pension to A. T. Landress; mission by Monday we shall not need it. The res 
A bill (S. 2195) granting an increase of pension to Samuel W. | not require to be referred at all. We have very inj] 

Harden: ings set for Monday. 
A bill (S. 2196) granting an increase of pension to John S. Mr. SHAFROTH. Does not the Committee to Audit 
Hall; trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate meet to-m 
A bill (S. 2197) granting a pension to John A. Harden; and Mr. BANKHEAD. The Senate does not meet to-1 
A bill (S. 2198) granting a pension to Edward D. Hamrick; Mr. BACON. Mr. President, it is not a n 
to the Committee on Pensions. cretion of the Senate. The reference of such a 
\ bill (S. 2199) authorizing the President to appoint Andrew | Prescribed by statute law. 
Summers Rowan to be a colonel in the Army; to the Committee Mr. STONE. I should like to have the resolutio: 
on Military Affairs. F The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
THE TARIFF. resolution. i 
The Secretary again read the resolution submitt 
Mr. BURTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- | BANKHEAD. 
posed by him to the bill CH. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and Mr. STONE. Mr. President, almost exactly a si! 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, | lution to the one just read was presented to the Sen 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to | week ago by me under the instruction of the C 
be printed. Indian Affairs and referred to the Committee to Aud't ; 
Mr. BRYAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- | trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. I asked 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties | ate consideration for the resolution, but some Senat 
and to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- | gested that it must go—and I think he was right—to U 
poses, which was referred to the Committee on Finance and | mittee. Notwithstanding that, I desire to say to the Senat 
ordered to be printed. the Committee on Indian Affairs, practically without au 


s. 2174) granting a pension to Ida P. Duffy: 
. 2175) granting a pension to George W. Tyler; 
2176) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 


. 2177) granting an increase of pension to George J. | 


‘ 
‘ 


Ss 
s 


mi 


uli 
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te, has been going on holding what the majority of | that this joint resolution came 
rs of the committee consider important hearings, and ier of Education. 
they are important. ‘To-morrow the committee to | Mr. NORRIS. It does not 
resolution wis-referred will meet, as I am informed SO 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. Wittrams], but the res Mr. BURTON. 
not be reported before Monday. I do not know | in view of the 
e Senate will ever authorize the work that is now | State Departmen 
by the committee. If they do not, as I have told Mr. NORRIS 
rs of the Committee on Indian Affairs, we will have | resolution specifically 
1” and pay it, and it will amount to several hundred | provide that the P 
for the payment of 
‘oOT. The Senator can have an item to cover the} is of suflicient imp 
nserted in an appropriatio ill, and there is no} good deal of sy 
it will be passed. | ought not to 
It is a small matter. | own exp 
Not much—a few ir lolilars. But my | acter of 
what I have said is that, in view of what i 
¢ and what I said at that time of the im P 
* the resolution, the situation being exactly 
r from Alabama Ww presents, the Senate de 
' immediate considerution of the resolution 
The Senate couk t allow it under the law 
(continuing). Because the statute law requires 
i ll be referred to the Committee to |’ 
‘ontingent Expenses of the Senate. I 
the Senator from Mississippi for a 
solution ; but is so very busy with other 
mbers of his committee are so busy with 
could not get them together until the 
ing, which will be to-morrow. So we men 
e Indian Affairs Committee are taking our chances as 
the Senate will approve what is being done. Other- 
nbers of the committee will Lave to contribute to | 
| limitation 
under the rule and under the law, the resolution of | President 
tor from Alabama will have to go to the committee. | ments, it 
enid this so that my friend from Alabama will follow | that subject 
ruished example that I am presenting and go on with | selected w 
ngs having an inte 
VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to | body, particular 
ttee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses Mr. SMOOT. 
ite, | history repeats 
INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON EDUCATION. | cases, there w 
tation of the d 
Mr. NORRIS 
in favor of | 


pay the expe 


BURTON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the | 
to have considered House joint resolution S82. 
VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks unani 
onsent to take from the table and have considered House 
resolution 82, the title of which the Secretary will read. 7 
Secretary. A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 82) authoriz- otherw Seton tad 
President to accept an invitation to participate in an | Mr. SMOOT. MM 
itional conference on education. | Propriations, t = 
VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request | M¢¥eT Know of it. 
Senator from Ohio? |, Mr. NORRIS . 
e being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the to prevent it; but, so far 
roceeded to consider the joint resolution. | ; : 8 
CHILTON. What is the resolution? owe a. cent ea tee : 
‘hk PprReRrS wT Ih Sonora — ri] ros a ini © nbdel nat cou e al 
7 i PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint | Mr. SMOOT. I rather 
| ’ ’ . , 
» Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: | Senator has made. I simply 
a need be any worry about the 


be appointed, 


f 


concerned, it would be a 


te., That the President is hereby authorized to accept an | : oe 
nded by the Netherlands Government to the Government | CHE CAPCHses 
1 States to participate by delegates in an international con Mr. \ : li 
education to be held at The Hague in the year 1913: Pro- Mr 
at no appropriation shall be granted at any time for expenses 2. CON rite 
ites or other expenses incurred in connection with said con “Pr, ACK . A AnLS 
ment, with corresponde 


BURTON. Mr. President, I will state that a joint reso- | ment and the officials 
1 almost identical in language is on the calendar, being hension of the Sen 
dar No. 25, Senate joint resolution No. 32. I take it that |! 
proper procedure is to pass the House joint resolution and th c the money b 
ask that the Senate joint resolution be indefinitely post nt we these expel 

med. | conference. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow} Mr. SMOOT. Thi 
me ; | statement that was ! 

Mr. BURTON, Certainly. | course, I had not read 

_ air. NORRIS. I notice a provision in the joint resolution to} Mr. BACON. ‘The reso! 
the effect that no appropriation shall be granted for the ex- | papers which have come 
be of delegates. i from the State De; 

Mr. BURTON. It is carefully guarded so that there will be | matter and show that : 
ho expense to the Government. $5 . if I recollect corr 
P aa NORRIS, I was wondering what the object was in omit- | th purpose of meetit 

iS 40 appropriation. I should like to ask who will appoint | statement of the amou 


hese dolac: ‘ oanee , y e 
these delegates? Mr. BURTON. I am not sure of the exact 


dame BURTON. I suppose they will be appointed on the rec-| Mr. KENYON. Deposited by whom, Mr. Py 
unendation of the Commissioner of Education. I wil! state Mr. SWANSON. Miss Andrews, of Bosio 


ather, it will- not 


} 
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BACON, Yes, I 
‘came. and I saw her personally. 
ASHURST Mr. President ~ 
VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
Senotor from Arizona? 
BURTON. Certainly. 
ASHURST. I thank the Senator. I was unable to ascer- 
what Senator had the floor, as six or seven Sena- 
were standing, and I wish to ask for a moment of time. I 
was unable to tell who bad the floor. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Bur- 
TON] has the floor. 
Mr. SWANSON. 
just a 


Mr. 


will say, furthermore, that the lady 


tain exactly 
tors 


If the Senator from Ohio will permit me 
minute 

BURTON. I did not understand the interrogatory of the 
Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. ASHURST. At the appropriate time I wish to secure 
the floor for a moment. I simply rose to ask the Senator who 
had the floor if he would not yield to me, not knowing who had 
the floor. 

Mr. BURTON. There is a resolution pending which we desire 
to have disposed of, I will say to the Senator from Arizona. 
I now yield to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, this resolution was reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations. Miss Andrews, of 
Boston, has agreed to furnish all the expenses incident to this 
educational meeting. The resolution was passed through the 
Hlouse of Representatives with the distinct understanding and 
assurance given by Mr. Loop that no appropriation would ever 
be expected to be asked to defray the expenses incident to it, 
and I am satisfied that none will be asked. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I called up the House reso- 
lution. I take it that is clearly understood at the desk. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
House resolution is before your committee. 

Mr. BURTON. It is marked on the resolution, “ Referred to 
the committee,” but the Committee on Foreign Relations has 
reported favorably an identical resolution. House joint resolu- 
tion S82 is the one which I have asked to have taken from the 
table and considered, and Senate joint resolution 32 has been 
favorably reported. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Ohio that the Chair is informed that this is the method of 
procedure, if the Senator will adopt it: To report this House 
resolution, put it upon its passage, and, when it is passed, in- 
definitely postpone the Senate resolution. That will keep the 
record straight. 

Mr. BURTON. I have not so understood the procedure. 

Mr. BACON. I want to suggest to the 
that if it is a fact, to which my attention has not previously 
been called, that this House resolution has already been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, of course it can 
not be acted upon now by the Senate until there is a report 
from that committee. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, would not unanimous consent 
make it possible to consider this? It is in a position where the 
objection is a technical one rather than otherwise. There is on 
the calendar here, Order of Business No. 25, a resolution re- 
ported which is absolutely identical in substance. I take it that 
by unanimous consent it could be considered. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, 
why not make a motion to discharge the Committee on Foreign 
Relations from further consideration of the matter and have the 
bill reported to the Senate, and then ask that the Senate sub- 
stitute it for the Senate resolution? 

Mr. BURTON. I make that motion, Mr. President—that the 
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations be discharged from fur- 
ther consideration of House joint resolution No. 82. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
discharged from the further consideration of House joint reso- 
lution No. 82, which the Secretary will state. 

The Secretary. <A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 82) authoriz- 
ing the President to accept an invitation to participate in the 
international conference on education. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHIVELY. Let me ask whether this resolution was not 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes; it was. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Then, why discharge the committee? 

Mr. BURTON. It could have been taken from the committee 
immediately when it came over from the House, but it seems a 
reference of it was made to the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


Senator from Ohio | 
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Mr. SHIVELY. Oh! The Senator’s proposition jis +, » 
charge the Committee on Foreign Relations from 
consideration of the House resolution? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes; and then to pass the House res 

Mr. SHIVELY. I understand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. by unani: 
sent, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the thira 
and passed. 

Mr. BURTON. 
ness No. 
postponed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
be taken. 


I ask unanimous consent that Order of } 
Senate joint resolution No. be 


o” 


Or. 
awd, Ve, 


Without objection, that a. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. KERN. I move that when the Senate adjourns | 


| it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 

ARMOR PLATE FOR NAVAL VESSELS, 

Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I presume that moti 
debatable, and, of course, I could not be heard now e 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BACON. I wil withhold the motion, Mr. Presi: 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, heretofore, to w ( 
17th of March, 1913, and again on May 8 I introduced 1! 
lowing resolution (S. Res. 78) : 

Whereas bids were opened by the Secretary of the Nay) 

1913, for furnishing armor plate for the dreadnought 

and 
Whereas the representatives of three firms manufacturing ar 

in the State of Pennsylvania, while pretending to bid 

after a conference submitted bids which did not 

per ton; and 

Whereas the then Secretary of the Navy, notwithstanding : 
tion made on the floor of the Senate of the United Stat 
alleged there existed collusion among different manufac 
vance the price of armor plate and divide the profits of | 
awarded the contract on March 3, 1913, by dividing, for 
purposes, the award of 8,000 tons of armor plate amon 
companies; and . 

Whereas it is alleged that this action of the said firms reve: 
comprise an Armor Plate: Trust, and that the price 1 
contract awarded by the Secretary of the Navy is in th 
of about $25 per ton higher than the previous award 
ment of the Navy for armor plate: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is | 
to forward to the Seriate at as early a date as practica 
the amount of armor plate ordered by the Department 
during the past 25 years, the prices paid in each award 
of the firms or corporations to whom the contracts we 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I thought the Se 
wished to make a statement. 

Mr. ASHURST. I shall occupy only three or four! 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator desire action on t! 
this time? 

Mr. ASHURST. No; I shall not ask action on th 
this evening. 

Mr. BACON. I withdraw my objection, then. 
Senator wanted to take it up for action. 

Mr. ASHURST. I thank the distinguished 
Georgia; I am indebted to him for many favors, : 
tesy in withholding his motion at this time is es}. 
ciated. 

Doubting, as I do, an opportunity to secure the ear!) 
of this resolution, I therefore lay before the Senate 
the country the following facts: When the bids were 
or proposals were published asking for bids for furn 
tons of armor plate for the dreadnought Pernsylran! 
were submitted—one by the Carnegie Steel Co., wht 
sidiary to the United States Steel Co.; one by the 
Steel Co., of Bethlehem, Pa.; and the third by U 
Steel Co., of Philadelphia, Pa. These companies W 
sented in this city by President Dinkey, of the Cam 
Vice President Johnston, of the Bethiehem Co.; and \ 
dent Petrie, of the Midvale Co. These gentlemen 
at one of the leading hotels here and were frequent!) 
ence. As a consequence, when the bids were opene: 
sioned no surprise to find that the bids did not vary 
a ton among these three companies, 

When the bids were opened not only was it ascer(s : 
the bids did not vary a dollar a ton among the three co 
pretending to be competitors, but the bids were, 0 fa 
$34 per ton higher than the price received for armor 
these three companies on the last previous contract ates ae 
28th day of February, 1913, before any of the bids had been 4 


vary 


I tl 


QS; 


1? 4 


e bY 


On the 











r the contract approved, and when the United States 
an item in the naval appropriation bill 


i” 


S . was considering 
ows: 
. of the Navy; armor and armament: Toward the armor and 
for heretofore and herein authorized, to be available 
nded, $11,508,309— 


se } 
vessels 


I duced an amendment to that item in the naval appropria- 
as follows: 

1, That the Secretary of the Navy shall forward to Congress 
iest practicable date a full report of all bids received by him 
to the purchase ef armor, ship plates, and structural steel for 
ship or dreadnought purported to be named, when completed, 
wwevivanta;: and that the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
directed not to award any contract for the purchase of steel, 

t, armor, or ship plates until further directed by Congress. 
troduced this amendment in view of the apparent collusion 
three companies, which companies, I might add, com- 
ie Armor Plate Trust, as it certainly seemed inadvis- 
that the contract should be awarded without some investi 
especially in view of the fact that it requires about 
three or four years to construct a battleship, and the armor 
niate for these ships will not be required for nearly a year. It 
, “l ebvious that no harm could come by a delay of a few 
itil the matter could be investigated. But a point of 
s made against the amendment I proposed, which point 
of order was sustained by the then presiding oflicer. 
not especially complain about the ruling of 
ve some doubt as to whether the amendment was cogni- 
r the rules at that time, and I find no fault with the 
ugh in that particular case it happened to defeat a 





wet u 
‘ er Wi 


the Chair, 


wholesome modification in the proposed law. Notwithstand 
intimation made on the floor o° the Senate that there 
nt collusion among the thiee pretending competi 


d notwithstanding the complaint that the bids were 


34 per ton higher than the price received for armor plate | 


last previous contract, the then Secretary of the Navy, in 
piring hours of a defeated, not to say discredited, admin- 
epted the bids, and on the 3d day of March, 1913, 

the contract by dividing, for all practical the 

0 tons of armor plate among the three companies pretending 
competitors. Without further emphasizing the unex- 

i and peculiar haste on the part of the retiring Secretary 

( » Navy to facilitate these companies comprising the Steel 
I desire to state that the result of letting such contracts 

wis 2nd is that this Government, if the contract shall be en- 
forced, will be required to pay $454 per ton for class A armor 
plate when heretofore this Government has never paid a higher 


purposes, 


I than $420 per ton for class A armor plate. But, Mr. 
President, the apparent collusion among the pretended com- 
] rs and the additional $34 per ton to be paid by this Gov- 
‘ ent for the armor plate are not the only facts relating to 


that transaction which should be exhibited to the Senate and 
the country. 

iking upon this subject in the Senate on May 14, I stated 
llowing: “ Our Republican friends on the other side of the 


» have recently fulminated very much and thundered in the | 


ex over public hearings, and if they be sincere they will all 
‘to adopt the resolution I have introduced, so that the Amer- 
li people may see where their money goes. You claim you 
Want ‘light. If you assist in passing this resolution, you will 


» how the Steel Trust mulcted this Government to the tune of | 


1,600,000 in furnishing the armor plate that is to be used in the 
building of the superdreadnought Penasylvania.” 

A Senator subsequently said to me that he hoped I would 
explain just how and in what mauner the Public Treasury had 
been muleted to the amount of $1,600,000 with respect to the 
armor plate for the Pennsylvania, and I am sorry to say it is 
4 fact that the armor plate for the Pennsylvania, under these 
bids as accepted by the former Secretary of the Navy, will cost 
this Government just $1,600,000 too much, and for the following 
reasons : The price to be paid by the Government under these 
racts is $454 per ton for 8,000 tons of class A armor plate. 


} . . +: 
I have no funds at my disposal with which to employ experts to 
re ertain at what precise figure armor plate may be purchased, 


reover, the best experts in armor are not to be expected to 
— before Congress and give their knowledge of the cost of 
Tnor piate or to prove the inferiority of armor plate furnished 
Ul or for any battleships, when in so doing they would lose 
usands of dollars, would be discharged from their present 
itlons, and could obtain no further employment from large 





tee! ; : : 

~ manufacturers; but I have obtained information from 

off, : I conceive to be a reliable source that if Cengress will 
we 


the proper compensation and protection to experts, they 
le to and will furnish evidence showing conclusively that 
at large profit 
If this be true, and many persons 


are al 


this clase 
oa ‘ass A armor plate may be manufactured 
at the price of $254 per ton. 
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\TE if 
4e at 


believe it can be substantiated, this Government | in 
actly $200 per ton too much on the 8.000 tons of 21 r . 
to be used in the Pennsylvania, which 1 eX ‘ 
$1,600,000 that we are paying for the armor plate in th 


battleship. 
No Senator will forget it matter of record that the C 
negie Steel Co. has heretofore furnished defective armor plate, 
was convicted of defrauding the Government of nearly $500,000 
in an armor-plate contract, and finally compro 


isa 


by paying, as I remember, about $160,000 as a penalty f 
fraudulent transaction. 

Therefore the following deplorable situat ! 
Only three companies in the United States 1 


plate, namely, the Carnegie Co., the Bethlehem (Co., ult 
Midvale Co. They pretend to compete, when in 

in collusion among themselves. They submit bids for 8.000 t 
of armor plate at $454 per ton—which is $34 per ton 


' 
than has ever heretofore been paid for such armor plate 


in fact it would be possible to demonstrate that this s: 
plate should cost the Government but $254 per ton. ‘4 


lowing figures will be found interesting: Eight thousand tons « 
armor plate at $454 per ton equals $3,632,000; but if this a1 1 
plate can be furnished at $254 per ton, the Government s! I 


be paying $2,032,000 instead of $3,632.000, which would b 


clear saving to the Public Treasury of $1,600,000 on one 1) 


alone. In addition to the fact that these companies are furn 


ing armor at an extortionate price there exists also an u 
tainty as to how much defective armor has been furnished « 
is being furnished. There exist grave doubts as to whether 
these companies have furnished good armor plate to the Goy 
ernment and not armor that will prove treacherous and d 
fective in the time of the Nation’s greatest need. 

Although the Navy Department some 12 or 14 years ago used 
considerable care in attempting to conceal the information 
nevertheless a fact that from certain tests made—which tests 
were not made voluntarily by the Navy Department, but u 
pressure from Congress—it was ascertained that armor plaie 
which was supposed to be the heaviest and strongest was «¢ 
stroyed by an outside explosion of a single Gathmann high-ex 
plosive shell, and no recognition of the result of such t wis 
ever definitely or adequately reported to Congress. I therefore 


make this statement at this time and feel that nothing should 
preclude my laying these facts before the Senate and before the 
American people, to the end that the day may soon come when 
the United States shall not be obliged to submit to the extortio 
of this grasping Steel Trust, which extends its hungry and 
cenous fingers into the Public Treasury and from the people’s 


! 
revenue extracts on one contract alone $1,600,000: a1 


id e 
then no man knows whether these companies furnish d 
armor plate or defective armor plate. 

I see around me Senators earnest and honest in trying to per 


form their public duties. They observe, as they should. every item 
in an appropriation bill. I had the pleasure recently to se 
on one of the great committees of the Senate (I will 


ho ( 
| what oceurred before the committee, because that is agnir 
| the rules) where Senators closely scrutinized every it » in 
} an appropriation bill. That was proper and as it should 
but why not chase large game also? Why rutinize the sal 
| of some overworked and underpaid postal employee and 


the fact that a defeated administration in its last hours. o 
protest and with what I might characterize as suspicions haste 
executed a contract on the 3d of March which provides that tl 


Government should pay $454 per ton for class A armor | 
when the Government, beyond doubt, conld manufacture it wn 


armor plate at about $254 per ton, and, in addition thereto, | 
that there was no defective material in these great ships, which, 
eastward and westward with sheen of crystal 1 we send 
forth upon the ocean to guard well the gleaming strand of 11 


our native land? I have laid these facts before the Sena in 
the hope that they might attract attention to tl idvisal v 
of the Government making its own armor plate and thus be 
relieved from the extortions and larcenies of this Steel Trust. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. ASHURST. Iam just abont to con I hold the fl 
only by virtue of the kindness of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon], and I feel that I can not yield to anyone so long as I 
hold the floor by his kindness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair inquire whether the 


the Senator from Arizona 


1 
Inde 


or 


Senator desires the resolution to lie on the table or to be 
referred? 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I can not at this moment ask 


for the adoption of the resolution, because it has always been 
my training never to ask for action on a proceeding, motion, oF 
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natter to which there is objection unlesa the persons 
resent. Observing that the Senator 
other day is not in his seat at 
not ask for the adoption of the 
not ask for action on the reso- 
tained the floor upon the under- 


for the adoption of the resolution 


ms are 
ion ft 

I dk 

I can 

for I ol 


hot ask 


I 
} 
ue 
) 


wants the resolution to lie 


it ] table. 
may 
the 


on the 
ori unity I 


ask for 


have ie 
om 


shall 


BACON. 

oft ex 
iotion was { 
‘ration of e 


ceed to the con- 
ecutive 

roceeded to the 

minutes spent 

rs were re 


Senate adjourned until Monday, May 


pened al 


NOMINATIONS, 

by the 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

of West Virginia, to be col 

sceriet of West Virginia, 
superseded. 

DrerpcTy COMMISSIONER, BUREAU 
st Lester Jones, of Virginia, to 
Shee be Fisheries, Department 

h, appointed C issioner of Fish and Fis 

UNI! ATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 

George Hutchins Bingham, of New 

circuit judge for the first 
Colt, resigned. 


nominations received Senate 


May 16, 19138. 


uel A. Hi 


» for the d 


LFS, lector of 


in place of George E. 
OF FISHFRIES. 
be Depu 


t ioner 
of Comm 
} 


y Commis: 
ee 
erie 
ED ST 
Hampshire, to be United 
States judicial circuit, vice Le Baron 
B, 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
of Oklahoma, to be United States 
the eastern district of Oklahoma, vice William J. 
Gregg, whose term has expired. 
APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, 
md Lieut. Burton Y. Read, 
ond lleuten¢ of Cavalry, 
1912. 
Second 
second 
1912. 


D. Hayden Li 
attorney for 


nehangh 
nebanugh, 


IN THI 
Eleventh 
with rank 


ARMY. 
Infantry, 
from 


Sec 


to be 


se November 30, 


Lieut. William T. 
lieutenant 


be 


30, 


Pigott, jr., Second Cavalry, to 
of Infantry, with rank from November 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
nd Lieut. Alexander H. Jones, Thirteenth Cavalry, to 
eutenant from May 10, 1918, vice First Lieut. Har 
Third Cavalry, detached from his proper command. 
PoOSTMASTEBS. 
ALABAMA, 
Green E, Bankhead to be postmaster at Sulligent, Ala. 
‘ame presidential October 1, 1912. 
Mary Eugenia Cain to be postmaster 
Jace of Spencer J. MecMorris. 
— February 27, 1912. 

Villiam E. Crawford to be postmaster at Decatur, 
ca of William Moseley. Incumbe 
February 1, 1910. 

J. B. Sinquefield to be postmaster at Lockhart, Ala., 
of Robert H. Trammell. Incumbent’s commission 
December 16, 1912. 

John R. McCain to be postmaster at Lineville, Ala, 
came presidential January 1, 1908. 

Hamilton B. Ralls to be postmaster at Piedmont, Ala., in 
place of Charley N. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 16, 1912. 


be 
at Wetumpka, Ala., in 
p Incumbent’s commission ex- 
j 

Ala., in 
nt’s commission expired 


in place 
expired 


ARKANSAS. 


Flora A. Hall to be postmaster at Pocahontas, Ark., in place 
of Mrs. L. H. Hall, to correct name. 

Earl Harrison to be postmaster at Beebe, Ark., in place of 
T. J. Camp, resigned. 

P. G. Henry to be postmaster at Texarkana, Ark., in place of 


Lyman 8. Roach. Incumbent’s commission expired March 8, 
1913. 


1d (at 6 o’clock | 


internal | 


_ Vice H, M. 


Offic 


|of J 





| Henry G. Jones. 


VATE. 


N. H. Mitchell to be postmaster 
Martin 8. Lefors, resigned. 

Eduard Screeton to be postmaster 
Charles H. Tisdale. 
28, 1913. 


at Gentry, Ark., 
at Hazen, Ar} 
Incumbent’s commission ex 


CALIFORNIA. 
Thomas Fox to be postmaster at Sacramento 
Robert M. Richardson, resigned. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Harry 


W. Potter to be postmaster at Glast 
niora 
piace 


William E. Gates. Incumbent’s ¢ 
January 20, 1913 

Ashniun P. Prickett to be postmaster 
in place of William A. Smith. 
March 1, 13. 


of 


at Hazard 
f Incumbent’s cor 
19 

FLORIDA. 

P. S. Coggins to be postmaster at Madison. 
James A. Zipperer. Incumbent’ 
1913. 

Samuel J. 
of Samuel 
9, 1012. 

Willi 


Fin 


$ commission expil 


Giles to be postmaster 
J. Giles. Incumt 


at Carrabelle, 
ent’s commission expire 


m R. Roesch to be postmaster 
e became presidential January 1, 1913. 

Eva R. Vaughn to be postma at Century, Fl 
came presidential April 1, 1913 


GEORGIA, 


at Eau 


ster 


Jan 
of John 
27, 1913. 

Fannie T. 


place of 
27, 1913 


January 27, 
Lee to be postmaster at Concord, G 


ies Park 
R. 


3owie to be postmaster at R 
Barclay. Incumbeu 


me, G 
t’s commission expir 


Elmore to be postmaster at O 
Thomas M. Scovill. Incumbent’s c 


Richard E. 
came presidential January 1, 1913. 
Merida L. Moore to be postmaster at 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 
R. B. Moore to be postmaster at Mill 
James L:; Sibley. Incumbent’s commission ex} 
» 1918. 


yy 
‘y “illiam 


> , 
»OW de } 


ledgevilie, ¢ 


» 


L. Watterson to be postmaster at J: 


| Office became presidential July 1, 1912. 


IDAHO. 
L. A. Wisener to be postmaster at Grangevi Id 
of Nettie B. Carpenter. Incumbent’s commission 


lle 


| ceniber 17, 1912. 


ILLINOIS. 

William F. Hagebusch to be postmaster at Okawy 
place of George F. Tacharner. Incumbent’s « 
April 8, 1913. 

Harry Holland to be postmaster at corres 
Incumbent’s commission expire 


mn 


| 1912. 


Office | 


| 


Office be- 


George Kirkbride to be postmaster at Vermont, 
of Henry C. Bo Incumbent’s commission expire 
14, 1912. 

J. P. McPherren to be postmaster at Homer, 
Moses C. Thomas, deceased. 

H. Poffenberger to be postmaster at Freeport, Ill., in 
Smith D. Atkins, deceased. 

B. E. Prater to be postmaster at Cowden, IIl., 
Edward Cosart. Incumbent’s commission expired 
1913. 

George Reuss to be postmaster at Bethany, IIl., in 
Leander W. Niles. Incumbent’s commission expired J 
1913. 

O. Cammie Seeders to be postmaster at Palestine, I! 
of Harry K. Alexander. Incumbent’s commission ex] 
24, 1012. 

J. H. Sipe to be postmaster at Tremont, II1., 
W. Barkdoll. Ineumbent’s commission expired 
1918. 


gue. 


in place « 
Jal 


INDIANA, 


Oscar H. Cravens to be postmaster at Bloomington, 
place of Walter Bradfute, resigned. 

James M. Driver to bespostmaster at Arcadia, Ind., 
¢ W. G. Pettijohn. Incumbent’s commission expired 

, 1918. 

aria B. Fox to be postmaster at South Whitley, 
lace of Cash M. Graham. Incumbent’s commission 
ebruary 12, 1911. 





Iil., in 











CC 








iH. Martin to be postmaster at Newburg, Ind., in place | 
1» Schumacher. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- | 
1915. 
|. Reblyer to be postmaster at Flora, Ind., in place of 
Rell, resigned. 

J. Shriner to be postmaster at Brookville, Ind., in 
H. 


Jobu Kimble, 


1019 


Incumbent’s commission expired 


4. Terry to be postmaster at Laporte, Ind., in place of 


O. Small. Incumbent’s commission expired December | 
\{. Whitaker to be postmaster at Morgantown, Ind. Of- 
e presidential January 1, 1913. 
( d D. Williamson to be postmaster at Ridgeville, Ind., 


* Russell W. Addington. Incumbent’s commission ex- 


26, 


1913 
IOWA, 
O. Booth to be postmaster at Prescott, Iowa, in place 


n S. Grouse. Incumbent’s commission expired January 


J. Donahoe to be postmaster at Gilmore City, Iowa, in 

Frank J. Tishenbanner. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
DecemLer 14, 1912. 

Gauthier to be postmaster at Corning, Iowa, in place of 


iE. Westrope. Incumbent’s commission expires June 9, 


Hi. MeElroy. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
rd J. Mitchell to be postmaster at Graettinger, Iowa. 
me presidential January 1, 1912. 

Price to be postmaster at Indianola, Iowa, in place of 


L. H. Surber. 


G. Kruse to be postmaster at Vinton, Iowa, in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 


George M. Waterman to be postmaster at Sidney, Iowa, in 
f Eugene Stiles. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
EANSAS. 
| * E. Dye to be postmaster at I 


Richmond. 


| 
gan, Kans., in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expired January | 


VY. Grattan 
. Baum. 


to be postmaster at 
Incumbent’s commi 


Kans., in 
ed Decein- 


Burden, 
ssion expit 


pman to be postmaster at Lucas, Kans., in place 
rson. Incumbent’s commission expired February 


C. Hopper to be postmaster at Pratt, Kans., in place of 
n, deceased. 


; to be postmaster at Wichita, Kans., in place of 


Edwards. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 


‘xton to be postmaster at Augusta, Kans., in place 
\V. Hawes. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 


\ 


Walker, jr., to be postmaster at Goodland, Kans., in 


Gertrude Stevens. Incumbent’s commission expired 
20, 1913. 
KENTUCKY. 
] Hf. Grimes to be postmaster at Harrodsburg, Ky., in 
place James P. Spilman. 


Incumbent’s commission expired | 


rebi é, 1911. 


J. M. Richardson to be postmaster at Glasgow, Ky., in place 
\ ni If. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ry 0, 1915. 
LOUISIANA. 
' Joseph Abadie to be postmaster at Rayne, La., in place of 
W. Lyman. Incumbent’s commission expired April 9, 
i} 
Gnigou to be postmaster at Donaldsonville, La., in 
P un J. Lafargue. Incumbent’s commission expired 
J , 1913. 
( aM ing to be postmaster at Cheneyville, La. Office 
a sidential January 1, 1913. 
= Sample to be postmaster at Lecompte, La., in place of 
__ cis S. Norfleet. Incumbent’s commission expired January | 
¥, 1913, 
Z MAINE. 
a W. Coombs to be postmaster at Castine, Me., in place of 
irles H. Hooper, deceased. 
lrenee Cyr 


enete wei to be postmaster at Fort Kent, Me., in place of | 


14, 19] 


V. Mallett. Incumbent’s commission expired Docemner | 
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of 


| December 





Reuben A. Huse to be postmaster at Kingtield 
came presidential January 1, 1913. 

Milford A. Waite to be postmaster at Cant 
came presidential October 1, 1912. 


Me. 


of 


Ale 


MASSACHIUSETTS. 
Walter E. Clarkin 
place of Charles W. 
January 26, 1913. 
John J. Haverty to be 
Francis D. Dunbar. 
ruary 9, 19138. 


to be postmaster at F 
Bemis. Incumbent’s com sion @X 
at Cantor 


COMILISSION ¢ 


postmaster 


Incumbent’s 


MICIIIGAN, 


Russell A. Lee to be postmaster at Harbor Spri . 
place of R. F. Lemon. 
uary 11, 1913, 


Incumbent’s 


comm 


MINNESOTA. 


Harvey Hildebrand to be postmastes 
of Burton J. Robertson, resigned. 

A. J. Lovestrom to be postmaster at 
of John F. Lundin. Incumbent’s commission 
12, 1913. 

Fred Von Ohlen to be postmaster at 
of Iver Bondy. Incumbent’s 
1915. 

George H. Smith 
place of Frank E., 
Jaiuary 14, 1913. 

©. C. Vaaler to be postmaster at Spring Grove, 
of Ole B. Tone. Incumbent’s commission expired Janua 
1912, 


Step! 


Henni 


commission ex} 


Minn.. 
ired Jul 


to be postm: 


Bardwell. Ine 


isier 


at Excelsior, M 


imbent’s comumiissio 


MISSOURI. 


Wilbur E. Austin to be postmaster at Trenton, M: 
Benjamin C. Nichols. Incumbent’s com: 
11, 1913. 

Lant Campbell to be postmaster at Prince Mo 
William P. Brown, deceased. 

J. B. Davis to be postn 
came presidential October 1, 1912 

Edgar Jones to be postmaster at Frankford, 
Leonard D. Kennedy. Incumbent’ 

26, 1915. 

Alfred H. Long to be postmaster at Festu 
William E, Osterwald. Incumbent’s commission e 
10, 1912. 

Robert M. Morton to be postmaster 
Oflice became presidential January 1, 1912 
Roscoe C. Murphy to be postmaster at St. Cl 
James S. Weldon, resigned. 
John S. Siuith to be postmaster at 

of A. H. Doermenn, Inc 
March 2, 1913. 

Francis Elmer Thurston to be postmaster at K 
of Jennie A. Mahan. 
1912, 


nis 


ister at Schell Cit 


S colli Olh ¢ I 


of 


Eldorado §& 


imbent’s 


in place 


15, 


Incumbent’s commissic 


MONTANA, 
J. S. Kelly 


Lottie M. Conyngham, resigned. 


to be postmaster at Kendall, Mont., 


NEW YORK, 


Edward Blackwell to be postmaster at Pear! 
place of A, Serven. 
January 18, 1913. 

Johu H. Bullock to be postmaster at Cohoes, N. ¥ 
William B Le Roy. removed. 

Harry M. Fisher to be 
of William Hutton, jr., 

Willis H. Ilawkins 
place of Henry E. 

16, 1912. 


Robert B. Irwin to be postmaster : 
of William H. Clark. Incumbent’s com 
ber 16, 1912. 

Albert B. Taylor to be postmaster at 
of Horace B. Fromer. Incumbent’s 


N. ¥ 


SSionl ¢ 


River, 


Williom Incumbent’s comn 


postmaster at Nanuet, N. ¥ 
resigned 


to be 
Corwin 


postmaster I 
Incumbent’ co SSIOll ¢ 


liu r 


COMMLDISS! 


| ruary 9, 1913. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


P. J. Caudell to be postmaster at St. 
became presidential April 1, 1913. 

Howard C. Curtis to be postmaster at Southport, 
place of Robert W. Davis, resigned. 


Pauls, 


N. C. 


N. C 
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Pearce. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 


Green to be postmaster at Wilmington, N. C., 
EE. Wallace. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
2é, 1912. 
Gwaltney to be postmaster at Taylorsville, N. C. 
“ame presidential April 1, 1912. 
all to be postmaster at Black Mountain, N. C. Office 
sidential July 1, 1912. 
thel to be postmaster at Spencer, N. ©., in place of 
Dorsett, resigned. 
o C. Rollins to be postmaster at Rutherfordton, N. C., 
ce of Thowas O, Smith. Ineumbent’s commission expired 
28, 1912. 
Nettie G. Rowland to be postmaster at West Raleigh, 
Oflice became presidential January 
bh S. Stallings to be postinaster at 
e of Mack Brantley, deceased. 
I. Stearns to be postmaster at Tryon, N. ©., in place of 
: Brownlee. Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 


ican L. Webster to be postmaster at Siler City, N. C., in 
P Lossing L. Wrenn. Incumbent’s commission expired 


hitehurst to be postmaster at Beaufort, N. C., in 
of William A. Mace. Incumbeut’s commission expired De- 
r 19, 1910 
H. Yarborough to be postmaster at Clayton, N. C., in 
of Zach Stephenson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
lary 13, 1913. 
OHIO. 


yon OG, Allison to be postmaster at Ashville, Ohio, in place 
mes H. Long. Inecumbent’s commission expired February 


Frank T. Campbell to be postmaster at Marion, Ohio, in place 
of Milton B. Dickerson. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 10, 1913. 

W. W. Daniels to be postmaster at Leroy, Ohio. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1913. 

Stewart D. Hazlett te be postmaster at Ada, Ohio, in place 

iter Elliott. Incumbent’s commission expired January 26, 


ry W. W. Spargur to be postmaster at Bainbridge, Ohio, 
place of William C. Newell. Incumbent’s commission ex- 

ired December 17, 1912. 

John E. Taylor to be postmaster at Crooksville, Ohio, in place 
of Granville W. Springer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 27, 1913 

Benjamin ¢ 


t. Trew to be postmaster at Shawnee, Ohio, in 


of Gomer GO. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- | 


vary 27, 1915 

, FF’. Uhle to be postmaster at Attica, Ohio, in place of Alva 
G. Sutton. Ineumbent’s commission expires June 22, 1913. 

Cc. A. Weidaw to be postmaster at Bloomville, Ohio, in place 
of Frank A. Chatfield. Incumbent’s commission expires June 
14, 1913 


if G. A. Gessner. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
9, 1913. 
OKLAHOMA. 


Samuel C. Campbell to be postmaster at Enid, Okla., in place 
of F. Everett Purcell, removed. 

Milton B. Cope to be postimaster at El Reno, Okla., in place of 
Charles G. Wattson. Incumbent’s commission expired June 28, 
1910. 

W. M. Davis to be postmaster at Okemah, Okla., in place of 
Peter J. Becker, resigned. 


presidential October 1, 1912. 


Hattie Gore to be postmaster at Nowata, Okla., in place of | 


Frank McCartney, removed. 
Ira B. MeCrary to be postmaster at Dewey, Okla., in place of 
James M. Lusk, resigned. 
OREGON. 


L. R. Van Winkle to be postmaster at Weston, Oreg., in place 


of Merritt A. Baker, Incumbent’s commission expired January 
20, 1913. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 
William 8S. Clegg to be postmaster at New Bloomfield, Pa., in 


place of A. B. Grosh. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 9, 1913. 


| Elmer D. Carl. Incumbent'’s 
19138. 
John T. Sl: 


i 
became presid 


ttery to be postn 
i eC 


ntial October 1, 
SOUTH 


Mary Brennan to be postmaster at Lake Pr 
place of Lyman J. Bates. Incumbent’s « 


April 9, 1913. 


commission expired 
waster at Port Cart 
1912. 

DAKOTA, 


UMS 


TEXAS. 


W. J. Beck to be postmaste 


r at Kaufman, Tex.. 


Robert H. Armstrong. Inecumbent’s commission « 


28, 1912. 


James G. Burleson to be postmaster at Lock) 


place of Maurice C. Kelly. 
April 9, 19138. 

W. H. Clement to be postma 
Christian Doss. Ineumbent’s « 
1912, 


Incumbent’s conn 


ster at Palacios, ’ 


-olmmission expired 


i. L. Correll to be postmaster at El] Can 


Carl E. Ericson, resigned. 


W. D. Daniel to be postmaster at Hu 


place of John J. Bartlett. 
April 28, 1912. 


ughes 


Incumbent’s < 


S. M. Davis to be postmaster at 


William N,. Merritt, resigned. 
S. G. Dean to be postmaster 
B. Baker. Incumbhent’s commi 
A. M. Gosch to be postmast 


at Haskell, Tex., in 1 


sston expired Anr 


er at Flatonia, Te: 


Fred W. Laux. Incumbent’s commission expired 


S. J. Holchak, jr., to be pos 
of Rudolph L. Reuser. Incun 
28, 1912. 


tmaster at Runge, 
ibent’s commissi« 


Mrs. W. F. Holmes to be postmaster at Jasper 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 

A. S. Jarvis to be postmaster at Troupe, Tex 
James A. Butler. Incumbent’s commission ex] 


16, 1911. 
R. H. King to be postmaster 
8. French. Incumbent’s comm 


at Alvin, Tex., in pl 


ission expired Apri 


Nora Lemmon to be postmaster at Garland, Tex 
George W. Crossman. Incumbent’s commission « 


29, 19138. 


R. A. Motley to be postma 


ster at Overton, Te: 


came presidential January 1, 1912. 


J. M. Price to be postmaster 


at San Augustine 


of Lafayette Sharp. Incumbent’s commission ex 


1973. 


G. H. Riddle to be postmaster at Omah: 


presidential January 1, 1912. 


E. P. Shands to be postmaster at Mesquite, T 


Americus C. Nafus, removed. 


Billie W. Simmons to be postmaster at Mexia, 7 


| of Isidore Newman. Incumbent’s commission expi 
| 1913. 


William S. Strain to be postmaster at Lan 


ps | place of William S. Strain. 
non Wensinger to be postmaster at Fremont, Ohio, in | 


February 11, 1913. 


Incumbent’s com 


C. Herbert Walker to be postmaster at Dalhart, 


of Wesley J. Clarke, resigned. 


B. Wildenthal, jr., to be postmaster at Cotu!! 


of Caroline Cotulla, deceased. 


Joseph E. Woods to be postmaster at Teague 


VER 





| J. Wed Davis. Ineumbent’s commission expired 


MONT. 


Allan T. Calhoun to be postmaster at M 
place of Lewis A. Skiff. Incumbent’s comn 


: , | ary 22, 1913. 
L. D. Flint to be postmaster at Fairland, Okla. Office became | 


Robert J. Orvis to be postmaster at Manc! 





of David K. Simonds. Incumbent’s comumiis 


ary 11, 1913. 


WASHINGTON. 


Edgar Battle to be postmaster at Seattle, Was! 
George F. Russell. Incumbent’s commission eX} 


9, 1912. 


WISCONSIN. 


William BE. Cavanaugh to be postmaster at Ii 


place of Thomas McKinney. 
December 12, 1911. 

William R. Stephan to be 
place of Erik N. Anderson. 
December 12, 1911, 


Incumbent’s commis 


postmaster at Sawyer 


Incumbent’s commiss! 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 16, 1913. 


at 12 o'clock 


Rev, Henry N. 





ouse inet 

aplain, 
¢ prayer: 

l te Spirit, everywhere present, working in and through 

ts of men, grant that we may ever be in a receptive 

at the kingdom of heaven may be ours to enjoy, to 

the goal of which is perfection for the individual, the 


noon. 
Couden, D. 


D., offered the fol- 


that evil may depart that good may triumph, and Thy | 


earth as it is in heaven. For Thine is the 
and the power, and the glory forever. Amen. 


Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 


done on 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


4 message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks, 

ed that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 

ttee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 

, king appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 

Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, and for 

r purp had further insisted upon its amendment No. 

disagreed to by the House of Representatives; had asked 

er conference with the Honse on the disagreeing votes 

» two Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. Martin of 

Vir i, Mr. OVERMAN, and Mr. WARREN the conferees on 
rt of the Senate. 


SES > 


as 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I call 
report on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fitz- 
ap} calls up the conference report on the sundry civil bill. 
Does the gentleman desire the report to be read or the state- 


up the conference 


Mr FITZGERALD. Both. They are very short. 
fhe SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will read both 
the report and the statement. 


There was no objection. 
The conference report and accompanying statement are 
follows 


as 


CONFERENCE REPORT (NO, 17). 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


2441) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, and for 


other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 3. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same. 


rm 
ile 


amendment numbered 2. 
JouHN J. FITZGERALD, 
SwaGaR SHERLEY, 
FrepK. H. GILcett, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
THoMaAsS S. MARTIN, 
Lee S. OVERMAN, 
F. E. WARREN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


< 


ATEMENT OF MANAGERS ON THE PART OF THE HOUSE. 


rl Anagers on the part of the House at the conference on 
ie disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 2441) 
aking appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year 1914, and for other purposes, sub- 
mit the following statement in explanation of the effect of 
ion agreed upon and recommended in the accompanying 
rence report: 


On amendment No. 1: Makes a verbal correction in the bill. 
Vi amendment No. 3: Restores the title “ Department of 
Commerce and Labor,” as proposed by the House. 
Ps vendment No. 2: Relating to the Board of Managers for 
» N ttlonal Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, the com- 


of conference have been unable to agree. 
JOHN J. FITZGERALD, 
SwaGark SHERLEY, 
Frepk. H. GILLettT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. 


ence report. 


FITZGERALD. 
adoption of the conference 
The SP™AKER. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


The question 


Mr. Speaker, I 


report. 


The conference report was agreed to. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 


Mr. Speaker, I 


Senate amendment No. 2 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would | 
agreement was reached, excepting th ‘ 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes: except the ame 

The SPEAKER. Che Clerk y re 
No. 2. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Ilereafter vacancies occu 
agers of the National Ho \ 
filled until the whole nu vf 
fiv and thereafter the n 
shall not exceed five. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I mo 
ther insist on its disagreement with es 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ne 
GERALD] moves that the Louse { Lie 
ment with the Senate amendment fhe q 
to that motion. 

Mr. HINDS. Mr. Speaker, I would like t 
concur. 

The SPEAKER The gentle f Mi 
makes the preferential motio ecede 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. §S l 
gentleman desire? 

Mr. HINDS. About three n S 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield five miu 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from M 
recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. HINDS. In moving to coneur in the 
| I desire to present the views of t eter 
| the homes and also their friend mong the 
others who are interested in One « 





committee of conference have been unable to agree on | 





cated in Maine, and the department ml 
Army of that State has protested against the 
ment, 

The management of the various branche 
home has been successful, and, wl 


real homes for the unfortunate veterans w! 


Zin 


homes. When the misfortunes of those 
been obliged to go to the homes are. consid 
ment has been wonderfully s sful \\ 
from their own comrades, with an organ 
that of the volunteer army of which they 
are now at the close of a career of usefu 
nature of things, can not now last more 
Such being the case, why can not the « 
tinue with the local control and th ! “al §& 
demonstrated that a change in the number 
induce grenter efficiency, and it cel \ 
pathy between the inmates and the ors 
Speaking especially for the soldiers of t! 
may be said that the manager is a disti: 
cer who went out in 1561 and served th 
assoclates are of the same distinguish 


their more 


unfortunate 
and a desire to so manage the homes that 
inmates may be as happy and peaceful 
I hope that the amendment of the Senate wi 


amendment ? 


Mr. 
vision. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


GOULDEN. 
now in the law? 
FITZGERALD. 
managers olf Soldiers’ 
Under the statute one 
or Territory west 
by Congress. 
all must be residents of States which furn 
of soldiers to the Governn 


FITZGERALD. 


How 
the 


of 


They m 


the 


comrade 


have 


f 


Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, I would 
league, the chairman of the con tte jus 
tion is between the Senate and the House 


The Senate has s 


What is the pres« 


Mr. Speaker. the 
Homie 

of th 1} my! 
Rocky M 
be ci 


ist izens of the 


nt in the ¢ 


1861, and no two of them shall be residents 
No person who gave aid or countenance 


ever be eligible. 


The 


term of each of th 


years, or until a successor is elected 


Mr. 


GOULDEN. 
cept to the president and treasurer. 


As I 


understand, no s: 
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Mr. HAY e secretary-treasurer. ‘The president 


Mr. GOULDEN. ‘The only one ho receives a salary is the 


( { ry-ti i 
Mr. HAY. Ye 
Mr. MANN Iny irge ¢g lemet talk loudly enough so 
y } 11 uuld not hear 


e 


it is in ref 


RALYD 
I thi 


RALD. Tl are three expired terms, but un- 


members hol ) ht their successors are 


» of the things we could not hear. 
i erm of ice ’ these managers 
e ror s : or until a or is elected. The 
; of three of them expired in 1912. Their successors have 


tional Soldiers’ 
ed up to this 


wie 


the board is assigned as a local manager for 
fhe result is that in the administration of the 


rs of these various homes there is practically no board | 


tion. The manager assigned to a particular home presents 
in the meeting of the board the matters affecting the home to 


taken adverse to his recommendation; so that instead of the 
benefits of board action there is practically a manager elected 
for each home, and his administration is not controlled by the 
other members. 


Within the past few years there has been some complaint of | 


the management of the homes. There has been complaint at 


times of the character of the food and of the treatment accorded | 


to the members of the’homes. After investigations covering 


the Committee on Appropriations, several times adopted a pro- 
vision providing for a reduction in the size of the board, so 
that there would no longer be that local attachment or senti- 
ment about each member and so the board might conduct its 
affairs in a more businesslike manner. 

In the first session of the last Congress the House adopted 
such a provision, but because of the vacancies that were about 
taking place in 1912 the Senate refused to agree to the pro- 
visions. 

In the sundry civil bill as it passed Congress in the last 
session this provision was inserted in the House, and the 
Senate agreed to it, and it was in the bill when it went to the 
President. It now appears, however, that there will be four 
vacancies in 1914. and there is on the part of those whose terms 
will expire at that time some opposition to this provision going 
into effect. The provision will not affect the election of suc- 
cessors in the place of those whose terms expired three years 


‘ancies in which will exist in 1914. 

I have no personal interest in anybody who is on the board 
or who desires to be on the board: but, as a result of the in- 
vestigations that have been made into the 2dministration of the 
homes, investigations connected with the estimates for the 
money required for the homes, I was convinced and I am still 
convineed that in the interest of good administration and in the 
interest of the old soldiers themselves who are the beneficiaries 
of the maintenance of these institutions, that it is very desir- 
able to reduce the membership of this beard 

The time is very near at hand when some of these branches 
must be discontinued. The question to be thrashed out in the 
board will be one that will not be easy. It will be somewhat 
difficult to decide as to the particular branches that must be 
nbandoned first. If the board is to continne with each home 
having a representative, it will be very difficult to have such 
action taken as will represent the very best thing that should 
be done, while if a board is so constituted that no one member 
ean be said to speak for any particular branch, then, in the 
interest of the eld soldiers, when the homes must be aban- 


| take an interest in them 


| GERALD] is the correct one, that we must sooner or 





doned and transfers made, it is quite likely that 
doned first will be those which are most undesi: 
suited for the purposes of the homes 


Mr. GOULDEN Mr. Speaker, will the gentk man 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 
Mr. GOULDEN. What are the expen 
‘ managers? Do they tray 
tive homes and supervise ai 
pers nally? 
and about what is that expense? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. do not recall. 
tached to the maintenance of the bo 
character that it makes any differe: 
raveling expeuses, but the amount is 
ta matter to be considered in ce 
Mr. GOULDEN. If my colleague will pern 
one of the managers of the New York State 
Sailors’ Homes I will say that our members have 
ishing very rapidly. Two years ago we had 2.250. 
are down to 1,600. and the death rate is such that 
question at the outside of about 10 years when t! 


| bave to be turned over to other purposes. So, I t 


position assumed by the gentleman from New Yor 
or combine some of these homes. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘There is an additional r 


| population of the various branches will be red: 


| because of the excessive death rate, and that is 


2s a result of the pension legislation which was « 


‘ 
president, and | mavy men who otherwise would have remai: 


wil! now be able to remain outside. That has bes 
quently, and that is the belief. 
Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, that has not had 


effect that we expected or anticipated. It bas hod 


very much less than was expected at the time the S 


which he is assigned, and it is very rarely that any action is | ¥"S passed. 


Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. SLOAN. Has the gentleman any infor 
whether there has been a general decrease in 
homes, speaking collectively, during the last five ve: 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not recall the figures 
eall just at present whether there has been 
decrease. It has ‘aried. A year or two 


" . : . | populati ‘ p very high. inve t >} 
several years the House finally, upon the re ‘commendation of | pore — 5 - os ry high I have — lo« 
| recently with sufficient care to be able to m 


statement. 
Mr. SLOAN. In the progress of the government 
has the work in supervising these homes been 


| duced so that 5 men can do as well as 10 or 11? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. The conviction of the 1 
committee who looked into the matier is that th 
Mr. SLOAN. Has tue plan heretofore been 


eral members have had charge or oversight of the 


institutions somewhere near their own residences‘ 
Mr. FITZGERALD. That has been the pol 
Mr. SLOAN. One of the effects of this ch 
isolate the membership somewhat fro:: the instil 
Mr. FITZGERALD. One of the differences 
stead of having 1 man responsible, oe his judg 
by the other 10, 5 members would : feel suffi 
ble themselves to be informed ccd Reg ench 


; ; : “es , : | would thus exercise his own judgment in dis 
three in number, but it will eliminate four places the | 


ness connected with it. 
Mr. SLOAN. Has the board itself made any 
tion as to the reduction of its own membership? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the board itself a: 
tions recently opposing this change, Lut they 
mously adopted. The president of the board has | 


lof the change. Last year, if I recall, Mr. Cox, of 


considerable interest in the Dayton Home, in his ow! 
made a number of speeches about it both in the | 
and in the previous one. During the ex xaminati 
matter, Mr. Wadsworth, the president of the board 
the Committee on Appropriations, and Mr. Cox e: 
Wadsworth as follows: 


Mr. Cox. The question I am going to j 
scope of this hearing, but inasmuch as it a 
the homes I think it is proper. I would like for 
committee, if you will, your opinion as to what sh 
the board , 

Mr. Wapswortn. Looking at it from a business po! 
entirely too large. , 

Mr. Cox. From my observation, and I have given 
tion, at least, to the administration of the homes, I 


‘ 


take has been made in designating some man as the re sident 


() 
















CS 


ru. There is no provision in the law for a “local 


\ AU 


condi 


interposing). As a result of that, might not this 
y might have an incompetent governor; you might 
ondition of Inefficiency in the br and 
satorial ~ rtesy, the d might not make 
in the opinion and judgment of the board, ought to 


uay 
oue oO inches, 


this “se co 


which, 


Hu. I think thar nas been the case 

arge ought the beard to be, in your opinion ? 

It should cor t f six mem s, and no more 
eir president, and then there would be five me! 
} so to speak 

would remove all local considerations? 

1. Yes, sir .- q 
it would not operate to the detriment of the board? 
That Is my own individual idement, and I think 

if the board concur tn that view also 

sti te nt that has been made At diff nt times 
: ‘ pac 
mewhat similar character have been made rhe 






be ed that these local 


infor1 






ECK, ve en men 
the different localities throughout the country, are 
nt for the old soldier who would make applica- 
hese homes in that he would get bis reply that 
r. the local man being in the neighborhood where 





re 


‘ZGERALD. Oh, there is nothing in that at all. The 









re ttered all through the United States, and 
narticnlar advantage in writing to a man, for 


St rather than Chicago, in making their 
rgul abol 


rgencies pensions 


Louis 
Phat 


the pension 


wus tsed against the 


and the payment of 


and nobody gives it serious consideratic 


sume a ent 
“ ton, 


KR. 


LOBES There has been some complaint of that out in 














or 


ERALD. I think that is one of the reasons su 





in my opinion, it is of no importance, because if 
na town 25 miles away from the place where 






eated 
t is to be made it 
away. 


little differ >» whether 
The application would probably be by 


on makes ‘ene 





“) miles 





Mr. McGILLICUDDY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
time? 
FITZGERALD. I yield the gentleman five minutes. 
MceGILLICUDDY. Mr. Speaker, 
mv State It covers not only tl 
le of all New England, and our people are very 
ested in this proposition. As I look at it, there 
cutting down the membership of this board 
5. The members of the board get no salary what 
le of the president and trexnsurer, who would be re 
e smaller board, consequently there would be no 
tting down the board from 11 There would 
uy even in the matter of traveling 
en now constitute the board, and man located 
ty of each of these boards and in close conmuni 
with the home, so that his travel is very small, and if 
der the proposed management, have to travel all 
‘ountry, of course it is very easy to see that their 
more than exceed that of 11 men, as the board 
ed. Now, the old soldiers are very much interested 
tter. It ts true, of course, that in time these homes 
be abolished, but I beg to say to the gentleman 
New York [Mr. Firzceratp] that that time has not yet 
rhe old soldiers in the home in my State now practi- 
mch 2,000. They love that home much as you 
e our homes. All of the association in the world that 
the heart and the memory of the old soldier is located 
home, the only home he has got on the face of this 
| I say it is too early now to give them notice to quit 
them from the place where they have so long lived. 
der the present arrangement each home has a local 
man who is in direct sympathy with the inmates of 
a man who will lend a sympathetic eye to their con 
& sympathetic ear to their appeals for justice and 
se of suffering. Remove that man from them and 
have to appeal to a distant board and not to one of 
1 comrades who is in direct communication with them. 


one of these homes is 


1e people of my State 








is 


y il 











to 5. 


expenses 








one is 


is 









u8 










rl 



















w, I hi ve in my hand some letters which have been sent to 
; a% | not take the time of this House to read them, but 
Jit to read one, because the gentleman writing it is so 
7 . ent in this country that I know his words will weigh 
re y on the Members of this House. This ts a letter from 


Warner, of Missouri, an ex-Member of this House and 


“n ex-United States Senator, and it was directed to Gen. Joseph 





as convineed, us result of the hearings upon the | 
s that the bourd should be reduced in the interest 
ad nistr: tion. 
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S. Smith, the local mar t . i ds 
us follows: 
VW 1 ( ‘ 
Gen. J ro S. Sm 
The Richmond, W hington, D 
My Dear GENBRAL: In re y t is to 
to Ww t r rr not i oO a. 
the National Home r Disa i \ 
ip of the board of 1 n t t I t i 
that such a inge wo t t : 
i bourd as now ¢ “i l I t 
es : United States t ‘ ef . 
United Stat ind t Sec \ \ tow il : 
| nted ‘ I { rT 11 a) 
ne ers of ‘ ‘ ’ ’ 
the i« ul tf navet ‘ 1 . a 
v el I t ! ! ' 
isio of the ez i r 
nt it to 
» without sin i e ’ } { ul 
gers C the t } 1 
t ‘ f y t 
tentment of the tw t ] 1 t l 
f managers to ve we l . 
power at headquarters the urd N { My ex 
ght years’ ser e on the ! I t t 4 
lesirable In t view | ! ' 
adopted a few weeks sin itat he i t 
the Marion Brar 
In gi g ye t br  t ‘ asked. I , 
nl e p e ft § if t y 7 
re member } ( | t ' , 
5 ¢ of tft l, nol I . 
| 
h kine & ' ' et 
: ’ Yt 
Now, this is a letter fron ' 
1 member of the board, « rely d . | 
ipon that board for a teri f ¢ ‘ 
hi oe try to-d 5 s in « er tou \ { 
thre eeds of all k ds of tl old soldiers in tl a } es 





soldiers. twentv-odd the lof tl 1 t 
e ¢ tl to] ( I's « ' 
ature of things and in ¢ ls own ; 
ary for them to leave there [A ius I l 
insert the remainder of the letters I ] er ad. 
The letters are as follows 
LAFAY I I { 
Str: I have ft? honor to sta hat I 
take and an reparable { irvy to the welfare of t 
National Soldiers’ Home lu the n r 
Under the p nt arrar t ) ! { 
local Manager) is given ped ofa i t 
This enables him frequently t sit ft bran f 
manager, confer wit the go rnor nd t t in 
nmspect the quarters and all t peration ne } t 
In this way he icks up valuable info ation wl A 
gest to other managers in their meetings if t t r « 
is reduced to fi it would be ity ‘ o ha 
ted except at stated meetings of thi 1 t 
some of the other mana rs vo it ? it 
isit the branches during the inter ~ twen 
board, 
I 1 manager serves wit t co fon 
traveling expenses I ) or I de 
n f } the ‘ f i > 
eq I it it 
I in § tk of thi matter d f t ‘ my 
ibout a ir, and on a t even if a i 
available, | will not wis to ser ver 
Yours y truly 
Pow P. TAMM 
Manager National Home for Di led Volun 
NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLI € 
bangyo i i 
Dear Sir: Having 1 requ 1 to "ys ‘ 
proposed legislation to reduc f t ; 
the National Hot for I d \ S 
state: 
First of all it should be stated that t 
without having any consid m b } 
iflicers of the several brar f the i 
eration, it seems to me, t ime iment ould V é I f 
neans a change ‘tn the Imir t tior the { l 
branches, an administration t t na i ft t 
tional Home for Disabled \ inteer Soldi t t 
from a single branch In 1866 ft the nine , 
tain Sanitarium at tl present t t 
of the board is assigned as i M f ley 
of the position of the local ar r has , eat 
clency His residence is reasona I I » Heal , 
1dmit of frequent visits and a f ‘ if 1 
this means to its officers because of its o rtunities f ns 
and also to the members of t brancl thus come into pe ul 
ontact with the local manager, can be readily seen I a ‘ f 
that both the officers of tt everal brar s we is tl d 
themselves, would deprecate the prop sed chans It w ld ! 
largely the personal interest represented now In the loca i I 
centralize the affairs of the several branches at headg t 
board in New York This does not seem to me to! i 1 f 
on the ground of efficiency or economy As to effi ex 


has taught me that a single branch ts as large a field as a 
ber of the board can properly cultivate, while as to econ 


1620 


ficient to say 
without pay. 

If I were to summarize the advantages of the present arrangement, I 
should say: 

1. It secures to each branch of the National Home a very close and 
desirable relation between the officers of the branch and the board of 
managers in its zoverning capacity. The local manager, because of his 
frequent personal visits, has such an intimate acquaintance with the 
needs of the branch which he represents that the officers are assured 
that the interests of the branch will be sympathetically and _ intelll- 
gently presented to the board. ‘The action of the board also, whatever 
it may be, will be sure to reach the officers of the branch in such a way 
as to secure the fullest possible information. An intermediary of this 
kind can not but conduce to harmony and efficiency in the management 
of the affairs of the several branches, 

2. The present arrangement likewise provides an intermediary be- 
tween the members of the home in its several branches and the board 
of managers in its governing capacity. Of the board as a whole they 
see but little. There is an annual visit, it is true, but on these occa- 
sions the members of the branches do not come into such close personal 
contact with the members of the board as they do with the local man- 
ager of the branch with which they are connected. They see him often. 
They become personally acquainted with him and look upon him as a 
friend and a comrade with whom they have come into sympathetic 
relations. A change that would in any way lessen this feeling on the 
part of the old soldiers would not, in my opinion, prove otherwise than 
detrimental. What they crave above everything else is sympathy, and 
the local manager is the one to whom naturally they look for a sym- 
pathetic representation of their Interests at the meetings of the board. 

It is generally wise to let well enough alone. For nearly half a cen- 
tury the Government has cared for the disabled volunteer soldiers of 
the Civil War. ‘The history of the National Home provided for these 
disabled soldiers is one of which the Government has reason to be 
proud. ‘There is ne call for the proposed change either on the part of 
the board of managers or of any of the officers and members of the sev- 
eral branches, and until there is such a call Congress may well hesitate 
to take any action whatever. 

For these reasons I feel it my duty, in the interest of and for the 
welfare, comfort, and happiness of the old veterans committed to our care, 
to most earnestly and strongly pray that the amendment be not enacted. 

Very respectfully, JospPrPH 8S. SMITH, 
Manager N. H. D. V. 8., Local Manager Eastern Branch. 

Allow me to add that it would seem that the expenditure of more 
than $4,000,000 appropriated by Congress annually for the support of 
these homes would naturally be better looked after by a majority of a 
board of 1% (6) than by that of a board of 5 (3). This is simply a 


business proposition. 
mr J. 8: @. 


that the members of the board as now constituted serve 


CAMBRIDGE, Mass., April 17, 1913, 

To the CHAIRMAN OV THB COMMITTER ON APPROPRIATIONS. 
I have learned with surprise that it is proposed, by an amend- 
ment to the sundry civil bill, not to fill existing vacancies in the Board 
of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, or 
any vacancies hereafter occurring, until the number is reduced to five, 
and that this number shall thenceforward constitute the entire board. 

As an old soldier, and one who until July last (when I resigned on 
account of age) had served as chaplain of the Eastern Branch of the 
National Home, I sincerely hope that this amendment will not pass. 
I am sure that if the members of the home could have a voice in this 
matter it would be a unanimous voice against the proposed change. 
The present average of these old soldiers is about 71 years. What they 
need and what they most desire is sympathy. They have no use for 
merely barrack life. What they want is a home, and such a home as 
Congress intended the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldicrs 
should be. 

The present arrangement as to local managers gives to each branch 
a representation in the board. This means that each branch has its 
own local manager; that is, one upon whom rests the duty of looking 
after the interests of the old soldiers there, frequently visiting the 
branch, meeting the members personally, sympathizing with them in 
their varied experiences, opening his ear to their complaints and his eye 
to their needs; in a word, showing himself a friend in all his relations 
with them 

The local managers I have known have been 
gested changes would abolish this relation of the members of the board 
io the several branches of the home. The five members of the board, 
under the proposed arrangement, would be obliged to confine their at- 
tention to bu details wholly. As one deeply interested in the 
welfare of the old soldiers, therefore, and as one who has had an op- 
portunity of knowing how generously Congress has provided for these 
aged veterans of the Civil War, I trust that Congress will not now de- 
prive any one of the branches of the home of the service of a local 
manager. ‘To do this will be to deprive the old soldiers of a friend they 
love and to whom they look for that sympathy which they crave. 

Very truly, yours, ; 


Sir: 


such men. The sug- 


ine@ssS 


Henry §. 
Late Chaplain Ea 
National Home for Disabled 


BURRAGRE, 
tern Branch, 
Volunteer Soldicrs. 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman speaks of local managers. Does 
the gentleman desire to create the impression that there is a 
manager for each one of these homes appointed from and re- 
siding in the locality in which the home is located? 

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. Not necessarily. Each local manager 
is a member of the general board, and, as a rule, as I under- 
stand it, the local manager comes from the vicinity of his local 
home. It is not legally necessary that he should, but it is 
regarded as proper. 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the gentleman that it is not only 
not legally necessary that he shall be a resident of the State 
wherein the home is located, but that it is, in some cases at 
least, legally necessary that he shall not be a resident of that 
State. The law governing these appointments reads as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That the Board of Managers shall be com- 
posed of the President and Secretary of War and Chief Justice of the 
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LG, 
United States ex officio, during their term of office, together 
other citizens of the United States, not Members of Concres« 
whom shall be residents of the same State, but who shall 
of States which furnished organized bodies of soldiers to 
war for the suppression of the rebellion. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from M 
MCcGILLICUbDY] has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield two minutes more to 
man. 

Mr. JONES. Now, as a matter of fact, the most 
not the largest, soldiers’ home in the United States 
Hampton, Va., which is in the district which I have 
to represent. The so-called local manager for that | 
in the State of New Jersey, and the law will not per 
pointment of a resident of Virginia. 


Does not the 


think that the law ought to be changed in this res; 
are going to have local managers, as he thinks is 1 
the good of the homes, does he not think the Jay 
Han 


changed so that the local manager for 
should come from the State of Virginia? 

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. We will cross that pb 
get to it. That is not before the House now. 

Mr. JONES. If the gentleman be correct in bis « 
and I take no issue with him as to that—should 
manager for the popular home which is located in 
I represent be a resident of Virginia and not of Ni 
The Hampton Home is as much entitled to a Joes! 
any other home. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has half an h 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I have no «i 
into this discussion the individual members of the | 
letter read by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. McG 

was written by a gentleman who is at present a n 
board. His term expired in 1912. The House si: 
has passed a resolution proposing members for th 
It went to the Senate, and the name of Maj. Wa 
in the House resolution, but when the resolution y 
from the Senate his name had been substituted fo1 
names proposed by the House. And it must be bor 
that Maj. Warner, while he has been vigorously 
interested in the welfare of the soldier, is a n 
board whose actions during the last six or seven 
been such that, in the opinion of those who hay 
cated as not to have any particular interest ji 
home or manager, makes desirable the chance 
cluded among those members were one 
where a home is located, and another from Dan 
another home is located. The Members represei 
tricts—Mr. Cox of Ohio and Mr. Cannon of | 
the present system to be wrong and that the | 
reduced to produce proper results. Taking t! 
serving notice upon the old soldiers that they \ 
There will be no attempt in any way to take aw 
the comforts of the homes, but the conditions \ 
proved that these aging old veterans will rece 
ment under the new conditions than under the » 

I yield three minutes to the gentleman fron 
O’HArIrR}. 

Mr. O'HAIR. 


the 


Mr. Speaker, how much 


from | 


Mr. Speaker, I am unable to | 
good reason for reducing the number of man 
soldiers’ homes. It can not be economy, becaus 
salary. When this law was enacted, and as long 
in effect, it has been considered that 11 members 
dent and 1 member of the Supreme Court ex offi 
sary to constitute a proper body. There are 10 li 
20,000 soldiers in them. Now, these homes w 
abolished by the death of the soidiers, and 
enough to abolish some of the positions of ma 
home is needed no longer. 

The home in my district has over 3,000 sol 
seems to me that the argument that by eliminating 
bers of this board the management will be less 
not good. The fact is that by eliminating six, b) 
six, the management will be centralized, and it 
one-man rule, if that is the idea, than it is to-da, 

There are many millions of dollars being spent 
the maintenance of these soldiers’ homes. Her 
1 for each home, supposed to be managers. Now 
think, with probably one exception, are old soldi 
of the Civil War. I have heard no one say that tl 
not at heart the good of these old soldiers, and | 
these soldiers’ homes ought to have a man near 
quasi manager, at least, to whom the soldiers cal 
whom the soldiers can make appeals, instead of 4 


lio 
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‘amewhere—in New York or Chicago, or scattered very | amendments, and the House accey 
might be, because these homes reach from California | which were agreed to in conference 
scattered all over the country. | think the Senate is under ob! tion. 
LOBECK. That is what they do now. accept the propositions of the Ho 
‘ (HAIR. Iam unable to see—and that is why I speak | conference before. We have 
st this proposition—the virtue of reducing the number of | question and passed it throug 
nanagers. I think the home in my district bas 3,200 | I think we can afford oecesionally to redu 
<s in it, and it needs some man who has at heart the | of a board which will be more efficient and 1 
ts of the soldiers close at hand to look after them. and will furnish a better 
SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois | it does or can with the la: 
red. Mr. REED. Will the ge 
FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yleld three minutes to Mr. FITZGERALD. 
cue from New York, Mr. GouLpEN. from New Hampshire. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. GouL- Mr. REED. Mr. Sp 
ognized for three minutes. than a moment of th: 
)ULDEN. Mr. Speaker, with a practical experience as| of this amendment. 
ee of one of the largest State soldiers’ homes in the | adopt a penurious poli 
[ may be able to throw a little light on the subject. | kind. We should n 
rry I can not agree with my distinguished friend from | care of the grandest body 


{Mr. McGitticuppy] and the equally distinguished gen- | ever knew—the old soldiers—who, by t] 


sinaller number 


‘ eir ae us U1 
m Illinois [Mr. O’Harr]. The fact is that at the na- | made this the beautiful country it is, in which we live 
mes the men go to the homes in accordance with their | We have a soldiers’ home in the State of New Ham] ‘ 
feelings. New York State has at Togus, Me., some- | which State I in part represent, that is maintained by the State 
tween 100 and 200 of its old soldiers. Therefore they | itself. We have never asked the National Government t 
ng distance from a local managing member, so called. | tribute one dollar toward its establishment or maintenance 
rentleman who is supposed to represent the Hampton Sol- | almost every city and \ ge in the § e of New Han 
rs’ Home in Virginia lives, as my friend from Virginia [Mr. | there are Grand Army posts, and in my home city of Manch 
ves] says, in New Jersey, so that it is not required that they | the post headquarters is furnished by the city, and 
d be physically located so as to be able to meet these men. | and lighted and the janitor servi he 
In the State home in New York we had a board of 11 and | Manchester, who love the old so rs ; 
ed the number to 7, and it is working better now than | everything possible to make their declinin; 
the number was larger. I have every confidence in the It has been said here that we have no d 
ent of the board of managers, Maj. Wadsworth, who| riously the welfare of the old soldiers, and 
ig and creditably in this House, and his views, to my | sentiment of this splendid body of men whom I 
would go far as the number ts concerned. I heartily | pleasure of addressing. Let us do nothing that w 
» with him that the reduction from 11 to 5 would work | old soldiers one moment’s uneasiness or worry in tl 
‘esults, and I am willing to follow the suggestion of Maj. | days. Let us, on the other hand, do everything we 
rth every time, and I am therefore in sympathy with | their last days comfortable. It seems to me that, as 
support the amendment offered by the committee and | Legislators, we owe that much to these old soldiers. We s 
yy this House. I trust that the amendment known as | not adopt this recommendation for a change In the present 
o. 2 will prevail and that the House will insist upon it. which will bring about conditions that I am sure the mem 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the | ship of this House does not desire, particularly in view 
¢ nan from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. fact that no financial saving to the Government will be ef 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] is The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New 
nized for five minutes. shire has expired. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, we are “up against” the same old Mr. HAMMOND. I desire t 
proposition of how to abolish a job. One would suppose that | York a question. 
it would not be a hard thing to abolish a place which had no The SPEAKER. Does the ge 
saliry connected with it and where you did not oust the present | to the gentleman from Minnesota? 
incembent. And yet four gentlemen whose terms have now Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 
expired—or perhaps it is only three—have been able to work Mr. HAMMOND. MI should like to k 
up guite an agitation to keep those positions still in existence. | items in this appropriation bill appropriating 
Last year, when three of these terms had expired, and the} be used in the immediate future? 
House had passed a resolution providing for the naming of three Mr. FITZGERALD. There are 
managers, and making a change, I believe, as to one—possibly | as continuing appropriations. 
‘ven that effort to change the holder of the job from one Mr. HAMMOND. Is there a necessit 
in to another was held up. They could not pass the resolu- | bill within a very few days? 
Uon through the Senate, and it did not pass, except with an Mr. FITZGERALD. Not within the next 24 hours. 
imendment restoring the one who now holds the job holding | this matter will be settled by Monday 
ver, so that he would have a reappointment. Mr. HAMMOND. I have seen a statement I le new 
iverybody knows that 5 managers will do better work than/|if I am not mistaken, in connection with some appropri 
managers. A board of 5 will do the work better than a | included in this bill, indicating that there was an urgent 
oard of 11 who will not do the work. That is the case now. | sity that the bill should be passed at a very early date 
e very theory of having a man who is supposed to be the Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘There has been an n 
iger for each home is wrong. He does not manage the | that the bill should be passed since the 4th d 
ome. There is a superintendent to manage the home. I re-| it should have become a law. In my opinion 
ntly rend the report of the board of managers, which was | been vetoed. The House expr | 
lite a volume, and I also read the report of the investigation by its vote. If the gentleman ¢ 
tried on by a Senate committee, of the home in California. | it is more important that the Hy 
something ought to be done. No one is proposing to} ate amendment rather than that 
adversely the soldiers in the homes. There is no propo- | day, I can not accommodate bi 
on here to close a home and turn any old soldier out of a| more importance that this : 
ome, a8 suggested by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. McGILtI- | feated than that this bill be ea law to-day here are 
bby]. No such idea is carried here. The purpose is to secure | tinuing appropriations—appropriations for river and 


le] 








’ 


; work, for instance-—in this bill. 
took us & great many years to pass a law providing for the Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman thinks that this 
ishment of the seven Isthmian Canal Commissioners and | decreasing the number of members upon this board fi 
tt through the Senate of the United States. Every time a | to 5 is of so much importance that these appropriations 
‘roposition has come up for the abolishing or reducing of these | be delayed further than they have been? 
useless, unwieldy boards we have had the same kind of a Mr. FITZGERALD. I do. I hold in my hand, Mr. Sp 
a | the report of a Senate committee made last January 
oa the last Congress we passed the sundry civil bill, and it | gentlemen wish to bring such matters into this discussio 
~ ‘o the Senate and was there amended in many respects. | suant to a resolution of the Senate directing the Senate co 
‘ne bill was sent to conference. The House conferees agreed | tee to investigate one of these homes—to investigate 
‘ome amendments and the Senate conferees receded on some | cause of the innumerable complaints that had been made 
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treatment of the old soldiers in it, and I 
findings of the committee 
system. 

Mr. REED. 
question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like to finish this statement. 

Mr. REED. I just wish to say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I decline to yield at present. 
some of the findings made by this committee after investigating 
the Pacific Home, at Santa Monica, Cal., as a result of which I 
think the governor was removed. A member of the board lives 
in Pasadena, Cal., and he is the local manager of the home. 
I read from the tenth finding: 

The in the general homes 
food is often badly 
at ea meal, with 


during the 


siinll read some of the 


as to conditions under the present 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 


conditions are far from satisfactory. The 
cooked and badly served. There are two sittings 
about 750 men at each sitting. No water is avail- 
meal. No sugar or cream or milk is placed on the 


able 
table 

Then further along down in the report is the following: 

The bread is generally heavy, soggy, and unattractive in appearance. 
The bread pans did not appear to be suitable. 

The reguiations for the government of the home have grown until it 
requires quite a volume to contain them 

The old soldiers are expected to know and to obey these regu- 
lations. 

There 
regul were 
adapted to the ec 
ditions now. 


are now 662 paragraphs in the regulations. 
made 25 or 30 years ag They 


nditions then, but they are not 


Many of these 
may have been 
adapted to the con- 


itions o 


Under this present system with the local manager of the board 
having complete say as to what should be done, these are the 
conditions that were found. The committee makes a number 
of recommendations, and this is one of them, that this home be 
taken out of the control of the board of managers and turned 
over to the War Department. When a suggestion is made here 
to abolish conditions that produce such a report as this, and to 
make a board that will be efficient and to improve conditions, 
gentlemen complain that we are trying to hurt the old soldiers. 

Mr. Speaker, as to the Togus Home, in Maine, this delightful 
spot to which these old soldiers are yearning to go, I was never 
more surprised in my life to learn that it was built on a hill 
in the middle of a swamp, one of the most unhealthful places 
in the State of Maine. It was put there because somebody 
discovered a spring to which some unusual medicinal qualities 
were assigned. The old soldiers go to Maine and get malaria, 
and then they go traveling about the country to the homes 
known as sanitariums, trying to get rid of the malaria. The 
most active and most consistent antagonist of this proposition 
to reduce the number of the board of managers from 11 to 5 
is the local manager from Maine, whose term expires in 1914. 

Mr. Speaker, I am interested in the welfare of these old 
soldiers. I desire these homes conducted by an up-to-date, 
energetic, live board of men who will not take somebody’s 
statement as to conditions and as to policies, but who will travel 
about the country, from home to home, seeing for themselves, 
and basing their policy and action on information gained from 
personal observation and inspection. It is time that a change 
was made, and made in the interest of the men who are the 
beneficiaries of the homes. 

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. 
yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I 
do not know where the gentleman got his information about 
the swamps at Togus, but certainly it is misinformation. There 
is absolutely nothing of the kind at Togus, and the best possible 
proof that I know of the healthful conditions of the spot is that 
the genileman's own collexgue from New York, Mr. GouLpen, 
just said that 200 of the old soldiers in New York left 
New York and went to Maine to live, and are there in the home 
now. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I got my information from 
the members of the board of managers when they appeared 
before the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. I live there and I have seen it, and 
I know what I am talking about. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My recollection is that Gen. Smith, the 
local manager for the home, was present when the statement 
was made. I have neither anything to hide nor do I desire to 
conceal the sources of information. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Minnesota {[Mr. HamMmonp] 
asked a question designed, or perhaps not designed, to show the 
necessity of disposing of the sundry civil bill to-day. My recol- 
lection is it is about five weeks since Congress met. The sundry 
civil bill could have been passed the first week. Will the gen- 


Mr. 


Speaker, will the gentleman 


Yes. 


some 
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tleman say how long since the bill did pass the Hoys: 
bill, of course, will show. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think we passed the pill ea, 
session; I do not recall, however. 

Mr. MANN. The bill passed the House Apri] 22. | 
has been any such urgent demand for the funds provide, 
bill in the opinion of the Senate, the bill would | 
the Senate before May 7, as the only change made 
by the Senate was adding the letter “s” to some place 
to make it “departments” instead of “ Department of 
merce and Labor” and this one amendment, and if tly 
thought it necessary to wait two weeks in order to ins 
amendments, does the gentleman think there is an) 
to the House considering it for 24 hours? ' 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I do not. My opinion is 
of very great importance, Mr. Speaker, both for thy 
ment of the homes and the welfare of the men \w 
them, that the board of managers be reduced. I as! 
upon mny motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York 
the House further insist on the amendment repo: 
Clerk, and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hinps} 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. I want to ask the gentleman fro: 
if, in his opinion, these iniquities exist as shown | 
would they not continue perhaps quite as likely w 
of 5 as under a board of 11, and if the personne! of 
is not more responsible for it than the number of th 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think not, Mr. Speaker. If | 
that by reducing the number of members of the b 
increase the evils, I would not advocate reducing t) 
ship of the board, but I should favor abolishing th 
turning the control of the homes over to some oth 
tion. 

Mr. REED. If there is iniquity, why is it not 
to correct these evils existing under a board of 11 
board of 5? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have endeavored in the ho 
have more or less occupied on the floor to explain 
that make me believe 5 members would be better t! 
if I have not convinced the gentleman I can not 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Yor! 
further insist on the disagreement and the g 
Maine [Mr. H1tnps] makes the preferential moti 
and concur. The vote is on the motion of the g 
Maine. 

The question was taken, and the motion was re) 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
further insist on its disagreement. 

The question was taken, and the motion was ag 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move tha 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agr 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the fo 
ferees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. FIrzGERALD, Mr. SHERLEY, and Mr. GILLETT. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL TUESDAY NEX1 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Tuesd 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that t! 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 
1913, at 12 o’clock m. 


kel) 


(at 1 
Tuesd 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Se 
War, transmitting the eighth annual report of the 
National Red Cross (H. Doc. No. 49), was tike 


Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on For 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIA! 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, 
rials were introduced and severally referred as 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 5803) to amen 
act entitled “An act to provide for the examina! 
officers of the Army and to regulate promotions 
proved October 1, 1890; to the Committee on Military 















1915. 
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a bill (H. R. 5804) to increase the efficiency of the avi- 


Pes: service of the Army, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
5 \Iso, a Dill CH. R. 5805) to provide for the purchase of a site 
ond the erection thereon of a public building at Luray, Va.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill CHL. R. 5806) to erect a monument to the memory | 
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(H. R. 53350) 


| Also, a bill granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Marion Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid Pens S 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 5331) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Hicks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5382) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5833) granting an increase of pension to 


of Gen. Peter Gabriel Muhlenburg at Woodstock, Va.; to the | Levi H. Colburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Committee on the Library. | Also, a bill (H. R. 5334) granting an increase of pension to 
By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 53807) providing for carrying | David A. Tipton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
: the mails reply letters and postal ecards without prepayment Also, a bill (H. R. 5835) granting an increase of pension to 
of postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. | James Seaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Ry Mr. HINEBAUGH: A bill (H. R. 5308) to provide for a Also, a bill (H. R. 5836) granting an increase of pension to 
tax upon all persons, firms, or corporations engaged in inter- | James M. Woods; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
state mail-order business, and for other purposes; to the Com- Also, a bill (H. R. 5337) granting an increase of pension to 
mittee on Ways and Means. Henry Braden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Ry Mr. J. I. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 5509) for the erection of 
w buildings for the Golden Gate Life-Saving Station at San 
Francisco, Cal.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
ommerce. 
By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Joint resolution (II. J. Res. 
°5) authorizing the Secretary of War to accept the title to ap- 
proximately 5,000 acres of land in the vicinity of Tullahoma, 
in the State of Tennessee, which certain citizens have offered 
to donate to the United States for the purpose of establishing 
2 maneuver camp and for the maneuvering of troops, establish- 
ing and maintaining camps of instruction, for rifle and artillery 


ranges, and for mobilization and assembling of troops from 
the group of States composed of Kentucky, Tennessee, Missis- 


ppi, Alabama, Georgia, Floiida, North Carolina, and South 
Caro 


na; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Memorial of the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, relative to tariff legislation now pending; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Memorial of the Legisla- 
ure of California, urging banking and currency reform legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 5810) granting 


Mary Ellen Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 53811) granting a pension to Margaret 
Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to 
Moran; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5818) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Mason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH, R,. 5314) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton Trout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5315) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Alles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 5316) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oliver Cromwell; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 5317) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to enroll Isabell Richter, née Bell Cook, and her 
son Charles H, Richter as Cherokee Indians; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 5818) granting a pension to 
W. T. Mobley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 5319) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Gorman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5820) granting a pension to Albert Ramey; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5821) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 5822) granting a pension to Henderson 
Ramey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

, Also, a bill (H. R. 5323) granting a pension to William 
Praterer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5824) granting an increase of pension 
James M. Vansant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
oe a bill (H. R. 5825) granting an increase of pension t 
“vow tom Ridgway ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ont a bill (H, R. 5826) granting an increase of pension 
‘hes Hunter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


wine a bill (H. R. 5827) granting an increase of pension 
a 


sridget 


to 
0 
to 


to 


- nN, Perry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. 

Andrew Gall 
Also, 


James | 


R. 5828) granting an increase of pension 
Gallagher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 5829) granting an increase of pension 
3. Coyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to 


to 





a pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5338) granting 


an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Patton; to the Committee 


on Invalid Ven 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5339) granting an increase of | 
George M. Adkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5340) granting an increase of pension to 
Brice Vance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5341) granting an increase of pen to 
Charles W. Willis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5342) granting an increase of pen hn to 


l 
Henry C. Yates; to the Con on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5343) 


lmuittee 


for the relief of the heirs of Wi 

D, Jones, deceased: to the Committee on War C 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5344) for the relief of John W. Kineaid: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 5345) for the relief of Eli F. P : to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. Rt. 5546) for the relief of Be Nie] ‘ 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5347) for the relief of John A. Gribble 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5348) for the relief of Je ih i 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5349) for the relief of Carlos Sharpe: to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5350) for the relief of Town \ 


LI, Le ys 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (HH. R. 5351) for the relief of John Moore; to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 5852) for the relief of William G. Ander 
} son; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5353) for the relief of James Black: to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5354) for the relief of Isaac Mi el to 
| the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5355) for the relief of Solomon Lunsford; 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (FH. R. 5356) for the relief of Allen Con ey; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5357) for the relief of W. J. Flannery, jr.; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 53858) for the relief of W. S. Ad o the 
| Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5359) for the relief of William Woodmat 


see; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5860) for the relief of Overton Turner; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5361) for the relief of the est: 
Jackson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 53862) for the relief of the legal repress 


te of 


tives of H. Mack Whitaker, deceased; to the Committee WV 
| Claims. 
By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (HI. R. 5863) granting a 
pension to Charles W. Reeves; to the Committee on Pensions 
By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 5864) for the relief of Pierre ¢ 
Stevens; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 5865) to correct the military 


record of George Moran; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HELVERING: A Dill (H. R. 5366) granting an in 
crease of pension to Emory J. Millard; to 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5867) for the relief of Francis 
now ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 5368) to 
remove the charge of desertion against James Halloran; to the 


the Committee on 


A. Goode 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5869) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Michael Houlihan; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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A bill (HI. R. 5370) granting an increase | contribute their share of funds in the develop 
B. Daniel; to the Committee on Invalid | community; to the Committee on Interstute and l 
merce, 
5371) granting ar ‘rease of pension to | By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Memori; 
to the Com tee o ivalid Pensions. San Diego, Pasadena, Santa Barbara. Sa 
5372) for the relief of 8S. J. Miller; to the | Redlands, Long Beach, Alhambra, San Berna 
»on War Claims Santa Monica, Ventura, and Oxnard (Cal.) Bra 
bill (H. R. 53738) for the lief of the heirs of Drew ‘itizens’ League and Los Angeles Chamber of Co: 
»> the Committee on War Claim 


ediate consideration of currency-reform 
LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to ittee on Banking and Currency. 
Berry; to the Committee on Pensions. 


bill (H. R. 5875) for the relief of O. P. Ph lips; to in aes 
tee on War Claims. SENA I i. 

r. MAHER: A bill (1. R. 5876) granting an increase of ; ‘ ( 12 
to John Floc a: to the Committee on In\ lid Pensions. Monpay, May 19, 1913. 
a bill (TI. R. 5877) granting an increase of pension Prayer b: Cy 


iaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prett 
I Tie iD ae 41 n mittee on Invalid Pen- | on ; - I ’ Rey a re t I. I 
» Konoliman; to the Committee on Invalid rhe Je of the proceedings of Friday | 


nent 


approve 
LEY: A bill (H. R. 5378) providing for the| illite tie Daa 
Garden City (Kans.) Water Users’ Association, | ° VERN ME! PR GE ON LAND RANT RAI! 
1 purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation of 4 i ca _ $9). 
Land The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Ser 
Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 5379) granting an | Cation from the Secretary of the Tressury, t 
inerease of pension to Margaret F. Boyle; to the Committee on | TeSponmse to a resolution of the 15th ultimo, 1 
Invalid Pensions | from the Auditor for the State and Other D: 
By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 5380) granting an increase | Auditor for the rreasury Department, the Auditor 
' on to William L. Tarbell: 1e Committee on Invalid | Department, the Auditor for the Post Office De 
: Auditor for the Interior Department, and the A 
a bill (HL. R. 5381) granting an increase of pension to Navy Departinent, giving information relative to 
hn D. Traft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, made out of public moneys to express companies 
Also, a bill (11. R. 5382) granting a pension to Roy Bruner; | tion of property of the United States over | 
to the Committee on Pensions. 7 companies which received grants of land from the 
Also, a bill (H. R, 5383) providing for the presentation of a | UPO! the express condition that such lines shall be 
nedal of honor to William M, De Hart; to the Committee on | a public highway for the use of the Government of 
filitary Affairs. States, ete., which, with the accompanying p 
By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H,. R. 5384) granting ferred to the Committee on Public Lands and 
an increase of pension to Catherine Casler; to the Committee | Printed. 
op Pensions. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 





Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry 
PETITIONS, ETC. cigar makers, residents of Chicago, Ill, remonst: 
the importation of cigars free of duty from th 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid | Islands, which was referred to the Committee on 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: Mr. WEEKS presented a memorial of the Cig 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Jene B. Morrow, | ternational Union of America, remonstrating 
of Louisiana, Mo., against mutual life insurance funds in the portation of cigars free of duty from the Philip; 
income-tax bill: to the Committee on Ways and Means. | which was referred to the Committee on Finance 

By Mr. BARTON: Petition of business men of sundry cities He also presented resolutions adopted by the 
and towns of the fifth congressional district of Nebraska, | Exchange of Mussachusetts, relative to the ad 
favoring the passage of legislation compelling concerns selling | the provision in the income-tax clause of the pend 
goods direct to the consumer by mail to contribute their portion | relating to real estate, which were referred to the ( 
of the funds for the development of the local community, county, | Finance. 
and State; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of J. B. Kk 
merce. Hugo Mayer, of Huntingdon, Pa.; John Garland P 

By Mr. CURRY: Petition of the Pacific Association of Rail- | Richmond, Va.; H. G. McCormick, of Williamsport 
way Surgeons, favoring creation of a department of public | Reed, of Wilmington, Del.; Thomas E. Reynolds 
health with an officer in the Cabinet; to the Committee on the | of Johnstown, Pa.; and of George S. Washingto: 
Judiciary. Renninger, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 

By Mr. DALE: Petitions of Hogan & Son, of New York City; | mutual life insurance companies from the 0] 
the Buffalo Envelope Co., of Buffalo; and Merrill Bros., of Mas- | income-tax clause in the pending tariff bill, which 1 
peth, N. Y., favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on | to the Committee on Finance. 
the Post Office and Post Roads. Mr. NEWLANDS presented petitions of sundry 

Also, petition of Frank Rosenblatt, of Brooklyn, N. Y., pro- | Reno, Osceola, Goldfield, Elko, Carson, East Ely. Lo 
testing against mutual life insurance funds in the income-tax | hattan, Virginia City, Fallon, Austin, and Winne1 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means the State of Nevada, and of sundry citizens of \ 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of the Mercantile Trust Co., of St. | D. C., praying for the exemption of mutual life ins 
Louis, Mo., favoring repeal of the clause allowing American | panies from the operation of the income-tax pr 
ships free tolls through the Panama Canal; to the Committee | pending tariff bill, which were referred to the C 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | Finance. 

Also, petition of the Hilker & Bletsch Co., of St. Louis, Mo., Mr. SHEPPARD presented petitions of sund 
against assessment ef a fee for filing protest against assessment | Kopperl, Grand View, and Fort Worth, all in t 
of duty by collector of customs; to the Committee on Ways and | Texas, praying for a reduction fn the duty on sug 
Means. referred to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. MAHER: Petition of the Medical Society of the State| Mr. HOLLIS presented a petition of sundry citi 
of New York, favoring removal of the duty on surgical instru- | over, N. H., and a petition of sundry citizens of Cor 
ments; to the Committee on Ways and Means. praying for the repeal of the clause in the Panan 

Also, petition of the members of the provision trade of the | exempting American coastwise shipping from th: 
New York Produce Exchange, protesting against the duty on | tolls, which were referred to the Committee on I 
live stock; to the Committee on Ways and Means. Canals. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, I1., Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of the Cl al 
protesting against the dissolution of the United States Steel | merce of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against | 
Corporation and subsidiary companies; to the Committee on the | visions in the sundry civil appropriation bill pro! 
Judiciary. expenditure of money for the enforcement of the ant 

ty Mr. SELDOMRIDGE: Petition of sundry business men | etc., which was referred to the Committee on Appr 
of the State of Colorado, favoring change in the interstate- Mr. PERKINS presented a resolution adopted by 
commerce laws compelling concerns selling goods by mail to | Association of Railway Surgeons, favoring the est 


i 





i} 















‘ional department of public health, which was referred | 


mmittee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 


sf : 


‘iy JOHNSON of Maine presented a memorial of sundry 
vos of the State of Maine, remonstrating against the passage 
pending tariff bill, which was referred to the Committee 
1 so presented a memorial of the selectmen of East Liver- 
remonstrating against a reduction in the duty on 
‘and pulp, which was referred to the Committee on 
" \Ip. DILLINGHAM presented petitions of Woman’s Christian 
re we Unions of Chelsea, Washington, and Vershire, all 
. State of Vermont, praying for the enactment of legislation 
rovid for the closing of the gates of the Panama Canal 
Ex on Sundays, which were referred to the Committee 
Industrial Expositions. 
PAPERS IN THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
ure TONES. I have received a letter from Dr. J. Edward 
p relative to access being denied to secret papers held 
Department of State and requesting that certain com- 
ons and papers which accompany the letter be placed 
es of the State Department. I meve that the letter and 
ying papers be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relatic 
r) tion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. REED, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
g Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Senate 
solution 73, authorizing the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
employ an assistant clerk, reported it with amendments. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
' resolution 80, authorizing the Committee on Indian 
irs, or any subcommittee thereof, to hold hearings, etc., re- 


rted it without amendment. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (TI. R. 32) to provide for the ap- 
nointment of an additional district judge in and for the eastern 

of Pennsylvania, reported it with amendments and 
da report (No. 42) thereon. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public 
I to which was referred the bill (S. 60) to provide for 

ral entry of oil lands, reported it without amendment 
itted a report (No. 43) thereon. 
rHE COMMITTEE ON POST OFFICES AND POST ROADS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, From the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back favorably, 
without amendment, Senate resolution 85, authorizing the Com 

ee on Post 3 and Post Roads, or any subcommittee 
there to hold heaiings, and so forth, and I ask unanimous 
nsent for its present consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. PENROSE. Let the resolution be 
" dd. 

rhe Secretary read the resolution, submitted by Mr. Banx- 
iEAD On the 16th instant, and it was considered by unanimous 

it and agreed to, as follows: 

ed, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, or any 
£ i » thereof, be authorized during the Sixty-third Congress to 
l ooks and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a 
8 rat a price not to exceed $1 per printed page to report such 
| s may be had in connection with any subject which may be 
{ before the said committee; that the committee may sit during 
t ns or recesses of the Senate; and the expense thereof shall be 

paid f the contingent fund of the Senate. 

MRS. A. E. GRANT. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. From the Committee on Appro- 
tions, I report back favorably, with an amendment, Senate 
ut resolution No, 30, and I submit a report (No. 44) thereon. 
lt 's a very brief resolution, but a very important one, which, I 
“ink, will appeal to every Senator. I ask unanimous consent 


r the present consideration of the resolution. 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
ms deration of the joint resolution? 
ae being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Hole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

‘he amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
1, after the word “extend,” to insert “for a period not 


ey 


‘ceeding six months,” so as to make the joint resolution read: 
~~ ed, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
exceedir they hereby are, authorized to further extend, for a period not 


£ 


Grant Ss months, with pay the leave of absence to Mrs. A. HE 
“nt, a clerk in the office of the assessor of the District of Columbia. 


a amendment was agreed to. 
, he resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
™ le amendment was concurred in. 
reeds Joint reso'ution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
“cing, read the third time, and passed. 
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BRYAN. true, Mr. President. 


objected 


Of course, that is The 

ntative of the Post Office Department most 

muously to that provision being incorporated into bill. 

ertheless it was incorporated by the committee, but when it 

into Senate it was stricken out, an put back 

in conference. The prediction of the Assistant 

naster General is borne out by the necessity for this piece 
legislation. 

KKS. Mr. President, I like to say a word on 

When the Post Office appropriation bill came to 

last winter it was estimated that $3,000,000 would 


to provide 


the 
the 1 it was 
Second 


should 


House for that purpose. The probabilities are 
part of that money has been needed in providing for 
onal expense incurred in carrying on the parcel-post 

s, but there was never any doubt in the minds of either 

use or Senate Post Office Committees, I think, that sub 

intially $35.000,000 would be required to pay the clerks and 

carriers for the additional expense incurred in giving them 

sin 10. 

question whether that was justifiable or not is quite an- 

her matter. 

t. and that the provision should be repealed. My judgment is 

t "as Before the enactment of that law very 

ently clerks and carriers were required to perform what 

minted to 10 or 12 hours of service on account of the diffi 

in fixing their routes, so that they were obliged to remain 

lost office between the morning and afternoon service. 

estigntion as I made of the subject at the time made 

to the conclusion that this provision in the law is 

le; but, of course, you can not impose an additional 

igation of that sort without providing the necessary money 

to pay for it; and we can not incur the burden of the parcel 

post without paying for the expense of the service. Senators 

must expect, in my judgment, that such provisions in the law 

ill require additional appropriations; and this particular ad- 

ditional obligation was provided for in the bill when it was in 
the Senate, and agreed to in conference, 
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Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. 

| letter from the Postmaster General, which is incorp 

| the estimate certified to the Senate by the 
rreasury, may be printed in the Recorp. I 

| copy of that communication in my hand, but t 
is on the desks of Senators in its official shape. Th 

cation explains very fully the urgency of this appr 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of obj 
paper referred to by the Senator from Virginia wi! 
in the Rrcorp, The Chair hears none, and it is so « 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

Treasury Dep 

OFFICE OF THE Set 

Washington, 


President, I 


pecret 


ive 


' 
L 
he col 


ARTMENT 
Va 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

Sir: I have the honor to invite the attention of the Senat 
joint resolution 80, which passed the ‘House of Repr: 
10th instant, appropriating the sum of $300,000 for fel 
auxiliary clerks in post offices. and the sum of $300,000 for 
auxiliary, and temporary city delivery carriers, being deticie 
the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal y ur i 
In this connection I forward herewith the communicatio 

Postmaster General to the Seeretary of the Treasury, of the 6(b 1» 
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a l 
, h the immediate needs for these additional funds in order to | Seeretary to read section 5 of the a npr “dd Aug t 1919 
* barrassinen he service he Post Office Depart- a oa Oh vw OF The act approver gust 24, 1912, 
is embarrassment to the e of the Post Office Depart- | 9. | have interlined it 
lly, W. G. McApoo, Secretary. The VICE PRESIDENT rhe Secretary will read the amend 
— ment proposed by the Senator from | rida 
Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, The Secrerary. It is proposed to add 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER GENERAL, resolution a new section. to be ‘ 
Washington, D. C., May 6, 1913. a 65%. a . hew secuon, | = = v as 
u GO McApoo, o lt ow 
Secretary of the 7 reasury. Ss © That on and M 1 191 
C ‘ ion 5 of the postal-service act of August 24, 1912, pro- Delivery Services nd I n ’ 
7 be required Ww < t . 
at on and after Mareh 4, 1913, letter carriers in the City D« 8 |} rs of \ | 
. i and clerks in first and second class post offices shall be | secutive | 
4 to work not more than eight hours a day: Provided, That the | resul d 
! « of service shal! not extend over a longer period than 10 That in 
heurs, and the schedules of duty of the employees shall be tter I 1 
ne tog rdinaly.” second class t of 
Sotion & of the same act made provision for the establishment of a 1 day, and i 
. narcel-post service on January 1, 1915. tory tim » ) f 
"Bor ¢ yurpose of administering section 5 the estimate for tempo- | on which t I 
z iry clerk hire submitted by the Post Office Department 7 s 
; vear 1913 was increased $500,000 and that for auxiliary and Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Pre e , ‘ 
ry carriers $400,000, but no increase was made in either of these | tion of the CoNcai NAL KR » of 
ations for administering section 8 iinet «6h. oF : 7 
ons for temporary and auxiliary clerk hire and auxil- | "©! Sent the Fost ' v 
ary carriers have not been sufficient to carry out the | Section 5 umended exu y in ft words } 
, ection 5 and to provide for the parcel-post service and | ment I | off. j ‘ay ; 
d It is estimated that $300.000 additional will be needed ’ a: ’ 
ese appropriations to provide for the service during the tis aes ini would i ‘ 
mainder of this fiseal year. men for ove ( 
In t opinion of the Attorney General a deficiency can not be in A « t dea = ] ‘ | 
ed in these appropriations, and to avoid serious embarrassment to ae an 
a ervice the department finds it necessary to ask Congress for addi but th mitalion t : 
iar funds to meet the immediate needs of the service of overtime \ Zz el 
It Is therefore r commended that a joint resolution of Congress | ho dsax . = 
dying the following draft of legislation be passed ut the earliest aaa . 
, fo enable the Postmaster Gen ral to carry out effectively tl pro is not a ! vho 
j : . ns 5 and 8 of the act approv d August 24, 1912, making | would ) i 
at S the service of the Post Office Department for t . , . ! 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1913, and for otber purposes, there jis | ‘*" we ! = 
} nnropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise | dl lv | } l } 5 
ciated, the sum of $200,000 for temporary and auxiliary ¢ *k roc? nad bv hit to re 1) 
soat offices and $300,000 for substitutes, auxiliary, and temporary | .--,. > ee 
‘ lelivet riers, whieh shall be immediately available.” . mit to paying him for overtime to-day w 
0 » to the arent tthe case, may I ask that this matter | let him off an hour or two e 
y ri mpt attention ? ".. mieht ‘ MN he resen } ' 
Respectfully, A. S. Buriesoy, We might meee I _ , 
Postmaster General. engaged in the work of the post offi 
e i os carriers seek these positions hey are dk s 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. As has been stated by the Senator a 2 th me . me es \s 
. . . maerstanad, ‘re ms bard'y i! 
fi Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM], this law can not now be exe- riers. lt Sane th C ‘ ? 
: 7 : lers. nagine e Governme I Za 
cuted. Whether it was wisely enacted or not, I need not now | oe, ‘ks in t fli lo 1 : 
: . . ‘lerks in the office to d > nect ry Vv 
discuss; but it is the law of the land, and it can not be executed ble propesition for this ¢ oo 
without additional money. The communication from the Post- | ¢yain havi ens to be ha! 
master General which was sent to the Senate with the estimate | ojoric in the fic 
‘ - ae ( TK It * DOS blk - vVihg I 
not on'y explains the matter fully but makes manifest its ex- | the Goyer a oi sia a 
“a : » Government is g ey to y { 
treme urgency. The law officers have decided that it can not when. if on to-1 s , ; 
ot . . * . i*? l. tril . i rrow t 
be provided for as a deficiency, and the department is withoui | ;~ 1 within | than ! t ( 
a ieee , : ished within s than 8 hours, the Gov 
any way of obtaining the money to meet this exigency. About lowe for tt 
-? eo . . . a . : Cessiol IOP it. 
one half of it is due to this provision of the S-hours-in-10 law : 
: s . : i i 1 nt wa ( I e \ 
and the other half is due to the increased service under the } " aaa - a t * ; 
pi reel post system, nvuuset ry providing Cliat li ( il . & y 
; pam . ; 4 make good to you e time w » ¥ \ 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I quite agree with the} pours to-day b lowing you ap equal 4 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] as to the urgency of this! yon: work to-morre > withie @ days.” 
’ . ’ ‘1? ‘ ‘ . = e . e at , s palit i ‘¥ { ¥ t>) \ - i | t 
eppropriation, and I apprehend that there will be no objection | postmaster may not i 
to its being acted upon immediately. I asked the repres f the 
I want, however, to supplement what the Senator from Ver- | before the Com: on Pest ¢ nd PP I 
mont [Mr. DILLINGHAM] has said, Mr. President, by calling | section 5 was put into rd : . 
(tention to another change that was made, which I think was) wanted more money. The 
_ utely without rhyme or reason, and that is the inhibition | gate and see if they dese 
> Gehvering mail on Sunday at the post office when patrons | said that they did not < for Ol 
on there for their mail. I never discovered that there was any | them that was the only ef tive 
OD} ; § ® >») . ; roe $ , i+ J me 
: jection to that; there certainly was not in my own city; and | they would not be worked beyond tn 1") 
_ hess men were enabled to get their letters by calling for! this amendment w 
hem at the post office, and the clerks were quite willing to per- | for overtime, and the department 
; 1 that duty; yet in our great zeal to change the law, to| Postmaster General, says tl 
ence . — ota : . . : 
uce the hours, and do what had been requested of us by the | amendmeut is adopted, we seni b 
associ: . . . . S i rn at 
. lations of clerks and carriers we went to the extent of | sion covering the 2 ss . 
cenving » ‘ * . es m ‘ - : . : 
. t if the patrons of the office the privilege of going to the | by the conference co 
WSt office « ~ ‘ hon * 2 . 
iateen = , and getting their mail on Sunday. As 2 consequence | over the recommendation of e Co 
et toll lich come to the post office on Saturday evening are | Post Roads at the last sion of ¢ 
I ae “ere . : 
aaa a d until Monday forenoon. I believe that it has been | tion of the country again to tI 
aie aoe if ® patron hires and pays for a private box his mail | lessly bere, under the e \ 
Weill ) < - . 7 e I eu i 
sreat Dat into that box ; but I sincerely regret that in our ing more than 8 | rs a day. $3 oy 4 
| hime Oe to make these changes that uncalled for, as| Why. Mr. President, how n 
ae : ae was made in the law. The patrons of the office | ply to find out how many n sn o dav ¢ 
ts of a 5 privilege which they have always had and which! s hours and to send all that up here | Se Mae 
rains as value, particularly to business men. I do not | General? It would be a very simple matter for the ; 
Perna . Se is any remedy—there is no remedy now. cer- | ¢ write down if a clerk has worked ever oe a 
Roads will _trust that the Committee on Post Offices and Post | jn) compensatory time to-morrow, but ‘ 
a. )5 Ziv © ‘ > li N . : ‘ : . . per = . : Uw, vv ‘ ’ ‘ 
give that matter consideration before we are called | overtime are to be sent to the departm , 


Ube +t 
bon to consider another Post Office appropriation bill. 


Mr. BRYAN : : 
I belies Ge Mr. President, since this matter has come up, 


thon 
”, tO come im as section 2. I send to the desk and ask the 
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at I will offer am amendment to the joint resolu- | 


the first place, it would require an army of « 

werk: and, in the next place, we would be i 

men not to finish the work within 8 hours 

| a question of principle that men shall not be worked yn 


1628 


8 day, but it becomes a question of mere hire and 
for the money there is in it. That is all there is to the 
proposition as finally agreed to in conference 

I proposed at the time the bill was here the inclusion of the 
provision that was finally agreed upon, and the Senate on a 
yea-and-nay would not pay 
would allow compensatory time within six days. 
to conference 
provision was restore 
again the position ta 
position to maintain 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly. 

Mr. OWEN. I like to 
Florida, before he takes his seat, if it w 
to put an amendment this 


hours a 


Baiary 


vote decided they 


Hiere we have 


ml 
ken by the Senate—the sensible and right 


Senator from Florida 


should sugges the Senator from 


t to 


onto provision appropriating this 


money, so that in the future the system of compensatory time | 


will be established in lieu of money? 

Mr. BRYAN. That is exactly what my amendment proposes. 

Mr. OWEN. I have not heard the amendment. 

Mr. BRYAN. I offered an amendment to be 
tion 2, which was section 5 of the bill as pa 
at the last session. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, it does not seem to me 
amendment offered by the from Florida should pre- 
vail. This is a matter which has been considered by the Senate 
and the House, by the committees of House and of the 
Senate for many years. 
statement that in the last Congress a 
Committee on Post Offices and Post 
that provision of the law as it now stands. I have here a 
memorandum, made by the chairman of the Post Office Com- 
mittee, to the effect that a majority of the committee approved 
of the action of the House, but that a minority of the committee 
were opposed to reporting the bill without putting in a pro- 
vision for compensatory time instead of money. ‘Therefore 
not only the Senate Post Office Committee, but the Senate 
itself, were in favor of the law as it now stands. 

As this question has been considered in both the Senate and 
the House many times, and as the law has been in operation 
for only two months, and as it was understood at the time the 
bill became a law that this additional appropriation of $3,000,000 


known as sec- 


Senator 
the 


majority of the Senate 


would be required in order to carry out its provisions, it seems | 


to me this is a most inopportune time to reverse a policy which | Ports of committees, the introduction of bills and . 


is being tried, and which has not been tried a sufficiently long 
time to warrant changing it in any way. 

I therefore hope the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. BRYAN. 
from Massachusetts a question. It has been tried sufficiently 
long, has it not, to demonstrate that we will have to appropriate 
over $3,000,000 a year because of it? 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, it was fully understood at the 
time the provision was adopted that $3,000,000 additional would 
bé required; and the Senate itself added to the bill $900,000 to 


provide for that additional necessity between the 4th of March | 


and the ist of July of this year 

Mr. BRYAN. Does the Senator think, however, that the 
Senate ought to take its own judgment or the judgment of the 
committee, the Senate at the last session having refused to take 
the report of the committee, and having, on a record vote, de- 
clared itself in favor of the identical proposition now sent to the 
desk ? 

Mr. WEEKS. I do not think it is necessary that this Senate 
should take either the judgment of the committee of the last 
Senate or the judgment of the last Senate itself. I do think, 
however, that when a change of policy of this kind is involved, 
all the information obtainable should be in the possession of the 
Senaie before any action is taken, and I submit there is no 


information before us at this time as to the working of this | 


system. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. 
proposed by the Senator from Florida undertakes to reopen a 
question which engendered a sharp conflict between the two 
Houses, and which was adjusted only last March. The present 


proposition is to reopen that conflict by undertaking general | 


legislation on an urgent deficiency appropriation bill. If this 
law, which was enacted last March, needs to be reviewed, it 
should be reviewed after careful consideration, which can be 
had at the next regular session. I think it would be unfortu- 
nate to undertake matters of that sort on an urgent deficiency 
bill, and as it is plainly general legislation I make the point 
of order against it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 
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for overtime, but | 
The bill went | 
in the closing days of the session, and the House | 
an opportunity to state | 


ould not be practicable | 


on the 17th of April, as follows: 
ssed by the Senate | 


}; and 


hat the | 


I think the Senator is mistaken in his | 


Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator | 


Mr. President, the amendment | 





The joint 
amendment, ordered 


resolution 
to 


to 
reading, 


was reported 
a third 


the 


read 


San 
the 


|} and passed. 


Mr. SWANSON. 
bill 1620. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let us have the morning bus 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There being ol 
committees are still in order. 


I ask unanimous consent to ea 
The regular order. 
jection, 


HEARINGS BEFORE 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
amendment, Senate resolution 55, and I ask that it 
sidered immediately. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideratio, 
lution. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


THE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN 


Se 


Let it be read for 
The Secretary will 1% 


| lution. 


The Secretary read the resolution, submitted 


| ry 


Resolved, 
committee 


That the Committee on Woman Suffrac: 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized to 
papers and to administer oaths, and to employ 
report such hearings as may be had in connection 
which may be pending before said committee, and to 
printed for, its use, the expenses thereof to be paid out 
fund of the Senate, an that the said committee, or any 
thereof, may sit during the sessions of the Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to 


Roads were opposed to | consideration of the resolution? 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to 
resolution. 

The amendment was, in line 4, after the word 
stenographer,” to insert the words “at a 
a printed page.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. OWEN. I desire to call up Senate resolutior 


cost not 


| resolution, which is on the calendar. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
ness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
order is reports of committees. 


I object. Let us complete n 


There being objection 
If there are no f 


tions is in order. 


PANAMA-CALIFORNIA EXPOSITION. 


Mr. WORKS. From the Committee on Indus 
tions, I report back favorably, without amendment 
4234, and I submit a report (No. 45) thereon. | 


| present consideration of the bill. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ca 
unanimous consent for the present consideration 
ported by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill be read for the 
of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Let it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury 
hereby, authorized and directed to require the Panama- 


sition Co., of San Diego, Cal., to deposit with a depository, t 


by the Secretary of the Treasury, such sum or suuis of 
discretion of the Secretary shall be necessary to cover a 
certificates, prizes, and premiums, and all other obligatior 
said corporation with exhibitors at the Panama-Califor: 
which money shall be held by said depository as a pledge | 
States Government for a faithful fulfillment of the above 
or the Secretary of the Treasury may, in lieu of such 
accept a good and sufficient bond from said exposition « 


| approved by him and conditioned for the faithful pert 


liability or obligation incurred by said _—— company 
exhibitors at said exposition, to be held in San Diego, Ca 
year 1215. 

Sec. 2. That all articles that shall be imported from 
tries for the sole purpose of exhibition at the Panama- 
sition upon which there shall be a tariff or customs duty 
mitted free of the payment of duty, customs fees, or « 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall | 
it shall be lawful at any time during the exposition to 5 
at the close thereof, any goods or property imported for | 
on exhibition in the exposition buildings or on the gro 
such regulations for the security of the revenue and for t 
of import duties as the Secretary of the Treasury May pr 
vided, That all such articles when sold or withdrawn for 
or use in the United States shall be subject to the duty, 


‘ 


posed upon such articles by the revenue laws in force al 


¢ 


withdrawal; and on such articles which shall have suffered ( 
or deterioration from incidental handling and necessary ©¢* 


duty, if paid, shall be assessed according to the appraised \ 
time of withdrawal for consumption or use, and the = 
by law shall be enforced against any person guilty of any 
use, or withdrawal, 


The Secretary will read t 


t 


MAy 


r 


penalties | 


ill 









(915. 





VICE PRESIDENT. 
ation of the bill? 
eMOOT. I should like to have the last proviso read 
I did not catch the full meaning of it. 
Secretary again read section 2 of the bill. 
s\OOT. Mr. President, the latter part of the proviso is 
» tly the usual one, but I will not object to it at this time. 
~e is a chance of valuing goods after being handled at the 
f + such a low price that it would virtually be allowing the 
' free entry. 
-'vie WORKS. Mr. President, I have understood that this bill 
the exact form that has been adopted on other occasions. 
t that the case? 
“ue SMOOT. I think so, Mr. President, with the exception of 
o last part of section 2, As I said, however, I shall not object 
even to that. 
wr PENROSE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Cali- 
permit me to ask him a question? 
Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 
PENROSE. This is a bill which might have been re- 
with propriety to the Finance Committee, I suppose; but 
s immaterial. I should like to ask the Senator from Calli- 
f whether it has been referred to the Treasury Department, 
1 whether it has been favorably reported on by that depart- 


Is there objection to the present 


y } 
f ed 


Mr. WORKS. There has been no reference of it to the Treas- 
ury Department, fer it involves no liability whatever on the 
' of the Government, either in the way of money or in the 
way of responsibility. 
} PENROSE. I do not think we ought to pass a bill like 
ithout its being referred to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
SMITH of Michigan. Why not? 

PENROSE. Because it permits the bringing in of arti- 
bh are exempted from customs duties. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Only for exposition purposes. 

Mr. PENROSE. I know that; but I want to see that abuses 

t possible under it. I de not want to delay the bill, how- 
ever. Is there any haste about it? 

Mr. WORKS. Yes; there is. It is in exactly the form that 


1 en uniformly adopted. There seems to be no reason why 
it should be referred to the Secretarv -f the Treasury. I hope 
the Senator will not delay it on tha ‘ount. 


PENROSE. I will not persis 
Oo} n it certainly should have be 
ials for their examination and po 
he VICE PRESIDENT. Is there « 
sideration of the bill? 
Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, I ask t 


‘iv. President; but in my 
eferred to the Treasury 


jection to the present 


t the first section of 


the bill may be again read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secret will read as re- 
quested. 

(he Secretary again read section 1 of the bil. 

Mr. SHIVELY. May I inquire of the Senator from Cali- 


fornia whether this is the usual form which has been observed 
on the occasion of former expositions? 

Mr. WORKS. As I understand, it is precisely the same. 

Mr. PENROSE. The only difference is that every similar 

proposition has been referred to the Finance Committee, and 
examined by that committee and reported. This has been re 
ferred to a committee that is not supposed to have any familiar- 
ity with the laws involved. 
Mr. WORKS. On the contrary, Mr. President, it was re- 
‘rred to the committee that had these matters directly in hand. 
Mr. PENROSE. Yes; exposition matters, but not internal- 
reventie and customs matters. 

Mr. WORKS. This bill does not involve an expenditure of 
honey, and therefore it was not thought necessary to send it to 
the Finance Committee. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Finance Committee bas nothing to do 
with the expenditure of money. It has, however, everything to 
«0 W th internal-revenue and customs matters. 

Mr. WORKS. I may say that this matter is very thoroughly 
auerstood _by the Secretary of the Treasury, and it was 
‘i Pee unnecessary to make any reference of it to him. 
ine a ae I want to say now that I can see, in read- 
caine ill, considerable opportunity for defrauding the Gov- 
oe The Senator can see a long way, then, and can 
peat pa that others would not be able to see. I will say 
he sean that it is precisely the same form of bill that 
mafie be — in other cases. There has been no change 
df run ROSH. We have no evidence of that. 

“¢ VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 


¢ 


Cousideration of the bill? 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in C 
Whole, proceeded to consider the b (EF. ] }* 
tain legislation for the Panama-Califor : J 
held in San Diego, Cal., during the year 19 
The bill was reported to the Senate with 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, i 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTI 
Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read 


time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, l referred 
as follows: 
ty Mr. PENROSE: 


A bill (S. 2200) granting t | S 1 Not rn 
Pittsburgh, Pa., the right to use the origina 
of the First National Bank of VPittsbur I 
panying paper). 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. PENROSE. A similar bill was intro ed by 1 ! 
and it was referred to the Committee on | } 


I am not particular as to what committee it 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair vw state tl 
Finance Committee having been divide 
division on Banking and Currency, 
should go to the latter committee 

Mr. PENROSE. Very well. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 2201) to 
interstate commerce between the S ‘s in ¢ is, wit I 
merchandise wholly or in part manufactured, 
duced by convict labor or in any prison ref tory 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The b thin l¢ 
mitte the Judiciary. <A ir bill w before that « 
mittee at the last 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be refe if he 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 2202) for the preparation of a pl 
tion of a memorial or statue, to be furnished 
Pennsylvania, of Maj. Gen. George Gordon Meade; t re ¢ 
mittee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 2203) to prov 
the civil to the 
trenchment. 

(By request.) A bill (S. 
Sonnaffon, jr.; to the Comn 

A bill (8S. 2205) for the relief of Samuel F‘ 

A bill (S. 2206) for the relief of J and 

A bill (S. 2207) for the relief of Charles Mace; to the C 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 
Moore; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
McGinness; 

A bill (S. 
Axe: 

A bill (S. 2212) granting 

A bill (S. 2218) granting a : 

A bill (S. 2214) granting a pension to Annie R. Ne (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2215) granting a per 

A bill (8S. 2216) granting an 
Mehring; and 

A bill (S. 2217) granting an increase of pension to A 
ton (with accompanying paper); to the Comn 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 


session 


>=? 


ide for the retirems ( n 


service; Committee on Ciy S 


2°04) for the relief of S fer 


ittee on Cl] 


2208) granting an increase of | 


22090) 
2210) 


granting a pension 
granting an increa 
2211) granting an increase of pension 
a pension to Emma A. Da 
pension to Sarah Wood 


sion to Susan A. Gr 
increase of pe l zz 


A bill (8. 2218) for th > relief of Sylve ster P ] 
companying papers); to the Committee on M 

A bill (S. 2219) granting an incre of to Jol 1) 
McRae: to the Committee on lensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 2220) for the relief of J h A. Moy 1 other 


to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 2221) to promote the welfare of American seamen 
in the merchant marine of the United States 
and imprisonment as a penalty for desertion and to secure t! 
abrogation of treaty provisions in relation thereto, and 
mote safety at sea; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 2222) to create in the War Department and the 
Navy Department, respectively, a roll designated as “the Clvil 
War volunteer oflicers’ retired list,” to authorize placing thereon 


with retired pay certain surviving officers who served in the 


to abolish arrest 


to pro 
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Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in the Civil 


War, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 2223) to create the Crater Lake National Park 


revenue fund; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 2224) to amend section 4400 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2225) to appoint Col. William F. Stewart, United 
States Army, retired, to the rank of brigadier general on the 
retired list of the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\, bill (S. ) for the relief of Joel J. Parker; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2227) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Good (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
l’ensions. 

Ly Mr. JAMES: 

A bill (S. 2228) for the relief of Thomas B. Lawrence; 

A bill (S. 2229) for the relief of the heirs of Parks D. Brit- 
tain, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2230) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the claim of George E. Johnson, administrator of 
the estate of Leo L. Johnson, deceased (with accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama: 

A bill (S. 1) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Pritchard (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
lensions. 

Ky Mr. BANKHEAD: 

A bill (S. 2232) to amend the act approved June 1910, 
suthorizing a postal savings system; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LIPPITT: 

A bill (S. 2238) referring the claim of the State of Rhode 
Island to the Court of Claims for adjudication; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2234) granting 
Eldred; 
A bill (S. 


99or 
t 


noo 
“a? 


o- 


ae, 


an increase of pension to Abby F. 


2235) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor 


Briggs; 

A bill (S. 2286) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert A. 
Irons; 

\ bill (S. 2287) granting an increase of pension to Stephen A. 
Barker: 

\ bill (S. 2288) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Corcoran; 

A bill (S. 2239) 
Sweet: and 

A bill (S. 2240) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Makee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: 

A bill (S. 2241) granting a pension to Eliza F,. Andrews; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S, 2242) making it unlawful for any Member of Con- 
gress to serve on or solicit funds for any political committee, 
club, or organization; to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

By Mr. THORNTON: 

A bill (S. 2248) for the relief of David D. Johnson and 
others; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: 

A bill (S. 2244) to amend sections 680 and 686 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 2245) for the relief of Frederick B. McGuire, trus- 
tee fer Bessie J. Kibbey, owner of lot 75, square 628, Washing- 
ton, D. C., with regard to assessment and payment of damages 
on account of changes of grade due to construction of the Union 
Station, District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 2246) for the relief of John Glanzmann and others 
(with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 


granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


A bill (S. 2247) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Bennett; 
A bill (S. 2248) granting an increase of pension to John C. 


Clark; and 

A bill (S. 2249) granting an increase of pension to Emma S. 
Gere; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (8S. 2250) for the retirement of Henry R. Drake, cap- 
tain, Philippine Scouts; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES: 


A bill (S. 2251) granting an increase of pension to G. W. 
Boring; to the Committee on Pensions. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
















By Mr. CHILTON: 
A bill (S. 
to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. TILLMAN: 
A bill (S. 2253 
others; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. O’GORMAN: 
A bill (S. 225 


oa 


ore 


2252) for the relief of the heirs of Denn; 


Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. OLIVER: 


A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 34) authorizing the | 


certain former cadets of the 


give 


United 


Stati 


2253) for the relief of Joseph N. G. jw) 


$) to amend chapter 1, section 18, of 1) 


Academy the benefit of a recent amendment of the |: 


to hazing at that 


Affairs. 


institution; to the 


DRY 
Mr. OWEN. 
be read. 


Committee « 


FARMING CONGRESS, TULSA, OKLA. 
I introduce a joint resolution and 


The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 35) authorizing the 


of State to issue invitatiors to other nat 
tives to the International Dry Farming 


ions to se 


Congress te 


Tulsa, Okla., in October, 19138, was read the first 
title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of State is hereby 
issue invitations to other nations to appoint dele 
tives to the International Dry Farming Congress to 


Okla., during October, 1913. 
Mr. OWEN. 
the joint resolution considered now. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I must 
resolution go to a committee. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


If there is no objection, I should b: 
object to that. Ty 


The joint resolut 


ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. OWEN. 


I ask to put in the Recorp a t: 


authorities at Tulsa showing the urgency of this 


not take the time to read it. 


There being no objection, the telegram was 
£ ‘ 


printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 








TULSA, OKLA., 
Hon, Rospert L. OWEN, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C.: 
Correspondence thus far exchanged between Inte: 
ing Congress and Department of State havi ir 
ean not officially and formally send forward inte: 
to all nations to officially participate in Interna 
Congress, Tulsa, Okla., October 22—November 1, t 
special authority of Congress, you are hereby 


Tulsa Commercial Club, and Oklahoma 
if possible, within next 48 hours of concurr 
and Senate. 


acon jointly by officers of International Dry |! 
Board Contro! t 
nt reso 
All Members Oklahoma delegation b 
erate with you in securing authority for honcrab! 


} 


issue through his department official invitations 
which will be forwarded upon telegraphic requ: 


formal distribution. Invitations 


as 


current resolution should confer power 


engrave 
all nations to appoint delegates with power 
on 


d ing 
ad vot 
Depart 


accompany said invitations with formal letter sizned 


cellency the President of the United States 


or % 


of State, conveying to nations invited knowledge that | 
Government indorses that congress and has shown i 


propriation for Federal 
upon the following: 


exhibit here. We 


of loss in attendance will be serious. SS 
met in Canada last year and similar official 


without establishing an undesirable 


representing these Governments in the 


officers of the congress in several nations. 


countries. 


agricultural conference ever held. 


resentatives MONDELL and Murpock, asking 
ing passage of above-requested resolution. 


stenographic work to us. 


and unofficial exhibits are being arranged for 


Secretary Com! 
0. 


base 


First, time is important elem« 
vitations are in hands of foreign Governments wit! 
Second, this 





formal! in 


engrossed were forwarded to all nations by the Ix 
by authority of order of Privy Council and carryin 
signature of His Royal Highness the Duke of Connauz 
tions accepted these invitations and sent official de! 
the importance of this great educational propaganda 
the United States and to the world at large demand 
courtesy as extended by the Canadian Dominion Govern! 
extended by the Government of the United cones ane 
precedent. nird, ' 
assured that appropriations have already been made by the ‘ 
of Russia and China for the collection ont transportat 
nternational 


by the 
Canada | 


for a large amount of space, and the agricultural societies 
Mexico have secured indorsement of plans for ex! 
Diplomatic representatives of several nat 
ton have already addressed this office requesting inforn 
matter of official invitations and the delay of samme, | 
proper recognition of this matter in behalf of enlarse 
tural education will result in assembling here the ¢ 
Brief telegrams are | 
day to all other Members Oklahoma delegation, to sens 
Smoot, Dixon, SHAFROTH, NBWLANDS, POINDEXTER, PAc! 





ar 


coor 


them to 


Your kind off 
ing quick consideration special enactment and comp 
organization in this connection will be appreciated. | 
of this message to all above named, submitting item 


Pile 


Joun T 


Evecutive Secretary International Dry. Farming 


‘ 
‘ 


per 


( 


A. SAnvDe! 


D. Ht 


perctd 


NT, 


{ 


Chairman Board of Con’ 





h 
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AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, | Mr. SMOOT. I will state to the Senator that since the pas 
\fr, GORE submitted an amendment proposing to increase the | Sage of the bill I have looked up the Pan-Ame 1 Expos 
, of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs from $5,000 to net and also the so-called St Louis: Exposition aet and others 
<- -i4) per annum, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian and I find th: ta clause iS hot lh the resolution or Dill passe 
- : tion bill, which was referred to the Committee on | kor any of the exposition acts I have examin \ ; 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. | latter part of section 2 of the House bill. Beginning on page 
re THE TARIFF, | after the word “ withdrawal,” these words occur 
Mr. JONES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed | , ae i he — ee nn en ae ~4 “dl pment a 
to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and pro- | paid, shall be assessed according to the appraised val 
7 eyjue for the Government, and for other purposes, which Hele _ — a pene es — ~ - — es 
was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be | of withdrawal. a ee ee 
rinted. ry : ‘ . In looking up the other acts I find that those words were not 
\r, OLIVER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- cao nS Pt ) | 
vvcod by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and | cluded in them. =f think it is a very dangerous provision in 
sovide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, the bill, and I simply want to make a motion to strike out those 
oh was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered words, SO that the exemption clause will be in ord wit 1} 
"; . printed. exemption clause of the St. Louis, the Pan-America nd other 
\ir. KENYON submitted two amendments intended to be | CXPOS!Uon aets, 
sed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties | Mr. OWEN. Does the Senator mean that in case these art 
ond provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- | “i@S ®Fe found to have deteriorated, that fact having att 
cos which were referred to the Committee on Finance and | shown, it shall not be taken into account in assessing the du 
rdered to be printed. | Mr. SMOOT. It has not been taken into account in the past, 
= | and I think that if this were allowed there would be untold dis 
CHILOCOD CREEK BRIDGE. | putes, and it would lead to a great deal of confusion Phere 
Mr. BRISTOW. On the 21st of April I submitted an amend- | has been no trouble whatever under the past exposition acts 
ment proposing to appropriate $800 to be expended in the | This provision has not been used, and I think should not be 
ding of a bridge across Chilocco Creek where same inter- | jin the law to-day. 
epts the State line of Kansas and the Chiloceco Indian Reser-| Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, this bill ceme cver from the 
vation in Oklahoma intended to be proposed by me to the sundry | Hous». It is a House bill. I was informed that the bill had 
iy ppropriation bill, and at my suggestion it was referred to | been drawn exactly as it had been provided in other bills of a 
the Committee on Appropriations. I move that the Committee | like kind. I think likely the Senator from Utah will find that 
propriations be discharged from the further consideration | to be true with respect to some of the later exposition ts. Ii 


» amendment. seems to me to be a very just provision. 
The motion was agreed to. However, I am not going to insist upon it, so far as I am 
Mr. BRISTOW. I again submit the amendment, which I | concerned. I do not think it is a matter of grave importa 


d to propose to the Indian appropriation bill, and ask that | te the exposition itself, but I think it is a just provision wit! 


be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | respect to the exhibitors, and that there ought to be made son 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed | allowance for the wear and tear of the goods which come 
ul referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. under the provision of the law. But, as I said, it is a matte 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, that I am not disposed to insist upon. 


| 
Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res.{| Mr: OWEN. I will have to object. ; 
é 86), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit and | _,.“v. SMOOT. [ think the legislation for the pone Yukon 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: Exposition did have this or a similar Provison, but the reason 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or any subcommittee | given for that was on aa o the exceedingly long distan 
be authorized during the Sixty-third Congress to subpena | and the poor accommodations for handling the goods Phat, 


sses, send for books and papers, to administer oaths, and to | as I remember, was the reason why the clause was included 
| stenographer at a price not to exceed $1 per printed page, to that act 
such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject | oar ere 


which may be pending before the said committee; that the committee | Mr. WORKS. In the present case Japan and China have 
Sn Te aa eee eee eg etas SUgAtee CPE | already provided for an exhibit at this exposition: they have 
a . ‘ “y | to bring their goods a long distance, and if that is a reason foi 

THE TARIFF. | making a provision like this 
Mr. BRISTOW. I desire to ask the Committee on Finance,| Mr. SMOOT. Of course, they have better transportation 
which has the tariff bill under consideration, to send out these | from the interior than there is in Alaska, and I have not heard 


two questions, in addition to those suggested by the Senator | ‘ny complaint from Japan, from China, or from any other coun 
from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fotietre]. I do not see the chairman | try #gainst the provisions of laws as they have previously been 


of the committee here, but I see members of the committee | Passed. Therefore I think that this bill should conform to the 
present. I will read the questions: laws passed in reference to the St. Louis and to other exposi- 
_, First. What is the cost of raw material per unit of production in | UOMSs In this particular. 

Seek Gn ; Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I object to the reconsideration 

Second. What is the cost of raw material per unit of production in f the matter 

mpeting foreign countries? . _ 


thinl- P Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Preside ove » reconsi ition 
I think these two questions ought to be added to those sub- aoa perf ia ee nce ‘pb = 1 pan 
itted by the Senator from Wisconsin, and I would be glad if Mr OWEN * aie undoes , eee 

> , . . . . . I . 4a. 4 nur order: 
the Y would be given consideration by the committee in connec- Mr. SMOOT “The os aaa a a 
tion with the subject ad / ee oe eee 

Y , + YATE C ¢ - i i » Sen: »> rec si i , ote Db } ! OLS 
Mr. POMERENE. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas | ™otlen that the Senate reconsider the vote by which Hou 


: Pirie ese . 423 ras passed. 
a question. I take it it is intended by those questions that | 4-24 W4S passed 


they shall apply to the unit of production in each particular Mr. OWEN. Morning business being over, I think the regular 
han’s industry. order is the calendar. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. The questions are to be sent, I Mr. SMOOT and Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no. 
understand, to parties in interest, and this is information which Mr. SWANSON. Let the motion go over. “ 
I did not feel was perfectly covered. I think we ought to Mr. WORKS. I think it ought not to go over, the bill having 
have what information the parties may have in regard to it. been acted upon. 


Mr. SWANSON. It can go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, it does not seem to me 

the bill (H. } For the purpose of offering an amendment to | that the Senate ought to feel bound to change this bill to con 

ama-Calif . R. 4234) providing certain legislation for the Pan- form to some former precedent. We who are now in this body 

the “* i ornia Exposition to be held in San Diego, Cal., during | are just as capable of legislating as the Senate has beep capable 
year 1915, I move that the Senate reconsider the votes by | of legislating in times past. Moreover, conditions may have 


PANAMA-CALIFORNIA EXPOSITION. 
Mr. SMOOT. 


— - bill was ordered to a third reading and passed. changed which make necessary modifications of the former law. 
Utah ‘ WANSON. I should like to ask the Senator from | Besides that, it seems an extremely just provision to have at 
Mr “sNOon would take much time or not? the end of the bill, because I can conceive of cases where such 


ion I do not think that it will take more than a | depreciation has taken place in the exhibits that they might 
Mr CH minutes. s not sell for enough to pay the duties. This would safeguard 
=r. AMBERLAIN. What is the purpose? that in case there was such a depreciation. It seems to me that, 
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has passed, surely no serious damage can Wisconsin [Mr La FOLLETTE ] to the motion of the Senat 
I to the Government and that it ought to stand as it is. ee sehen tates =. R. ooo ate ‘es 
Mr. SMOOT., Mr. President, the purpos of bringing such Mr. PENROSE That refers. Mr est lent. ¢ 
ods into this country is to exhibit them with a view, of course, | questions which the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. 1 
of the American people becoming acquainted with what those | cyopected shi uld be asked to those appe rine oe os 
countries manufacture and perhaps becoming future customers | Gommittee. There are a gre:t ahinener Stina 3 
for those particular goods. . ‘ o , ‘ 2M . ers 
Mr. OWEN, Does the Senator from Utah desire to discourage | oe wee eee i GRO SPW) copies a 
that by imposing a harsh condition? 7 Mr. SHIVELY. I hope the resolution may be 
Mr. SMOOT. I have no desire whatever to do such a thing; Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I desire to «tat 
ut I do believe that when such goods come into this country | genator from Kansas (Mr. Bristow] suggested two 
they should pay whatever rate of duty is imposed upon similar | tions this morning, which ought to be included : 
goods at the time they enter the country. | Mr. PENROSE. I will accept the suggestion of 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. These goods are for exhibition | trom Ohio and modify my resolution accordingly. 
purposes while the others are for sale. There is quite a dif- , ‘ 


Ely. 
ference, 


ferred to 


vo 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to t) 
» Senator fr enusylvania for the present 

Mr. SMOOT. If these goods are not st ld, tl ey do not pay any pn an eee fe re hea ee scien 

duty. . S " . reac) > at * s 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. They may or may not be sold. ee et aa ne ee ae te 

Mr. SMOOT If they are returned to the country from The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
whence they came, they do not pay a cent of duty to the Govern- | (yr Penrose] has offered a resolution providin 
ment of the United States; but, if they are sold, they should | jng of 2.000 copies of the amendment proposed 
have no advantage over goods that come into this country | geq py the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. La FO 
directly for sale. It is a question, of course, for the Senate to | motion made by the Senator from North Caroli 
decide. : : = ; , MONS], to refer House bill 332 to the Committ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is, of the Senate, together with two additional questi: 
Shall the Senate reconsider the vote by which House bill 4234 by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow] this | 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as I remembe 
did not take action on the questions suggested by 
from Kansas. They ought to appear in print, 
questions suggested by that Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of ob 
Secretary will correct the resolution so as to c 
suggestion of the Senator from New Hampshire; 
read as so modified. 





was passed? 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 9, 
noes 30; no quorum voting. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I notice there is no quorum 
present. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest that the roll be called, no quo- 
rum being present. 

Mr. PENROSE. | I raise the point that there is no quorum, 
and that the roll should be called. The Secretary read as follows: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. Resolved, That 2,000 copies of the amendment offered 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- from Pennsyivania {Mr. Penrose} as modified by t! 


Ashurst Hollis Overman Smith, Mich. mittee on Finance, be printed for the use of the Senate, t 

acon Jackson Owen Smoot the two questions suggested as appropriate to be asked 
) } turers by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow] at to-d 

rady Johnson, Me. Penrose Sterling (May 19, 1913). 

Brandegee Johnston, Ala. Perkins Stone . « Drw a ‘ 

Se oneen Sona i ttenam Guthestand Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, as I understand, 

Burton Kenyon Pomerene Swanson tion merely comprehends that the series of questions 

Pah ” oe Nett — il sana by the Senator from Wisconsin be printed. 

mmberiain a olle e reec ho 8s . aN r ‘he a 

Chilton Faro nad Thornton Mr. PENROSE. That is all. 

Clapp Lea — Shafroth Tillman Mr. SHIVELY. Has there been any amendment 

Clark, Wyo. Lippitt Sheppard Townsend Mr. PENROSE. No: the Senate voted down 

( 

I 


: 


B 
Borah James Page Stephenson 
I 


‘arke r M cles Sherm: Taras 
map ne ete ahr = Sa ment; but there is a very large demand from the n 
Fall Martine, N. J. Simmons | Williams of the country for copies of the questions. 
ae ee + a a Works Mr. SHIVELY. But did I understand the & 
Witeheneic O'German Smith Md. New Hampshire to offer an amendment to the reso 
wn » a mean - is pi ce x ! = the Senator from Pennsylvania has proposed? 
1e CE PRESIDENT. Seve Senators have answered to onan . x ; 
hake oe cho oe oe eee , Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit | 
Mr SMOOT Mr. President, I have recorded my objections tor from Kansas (Mr. Bristow] suggested two other : 
to the provision and I really think that it ought to go out of and mi suggestion a that they should oo 
the bill "™ ieee at. tne: tart. nrever thas .tnere — other questions, not having been acted upon by the Senat 
- ne eee , Aad Mr. SHIVELY. There were 16 questions originally 
matters to be discussed to-day, I ask unanimous consent to with- and the request now is that 2 other questions | 
draw my motion for reconsideration. fm ay) that list. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair Mr. GALLINGER. Two more questions. 
hears none, and the bill stands passed. Mr. SHIVELY. May the proposed two additio! 
INVESTIGATION BY FINANCE COMMITTEE. be stated? 
Mr. PENROSE, I offer a resolution for which I ask present The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is inforn 
consideration. Secretary has not at the desk at this time the two | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania | proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 
offers a resolution, which will be read. Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I stated in the « 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 87), as follows: when the amendment of the Senator from Pennsy! 
ulved, That the chairman of the Finance Committee be requested PENROSE] as amended on motion of the Senator fro! 
to report to the Senate a full list of all nanatacnenees, gexperations, {Mr. La Fo.ietre] was pending that I proposed to « 
meeheen of ta’ Mier Commitee oF any. SRcodeenibeee thereof for ns of the full Finance 7 ommittee for the es 7 
hearing or conference relative to House bill No. 3321. ing whether those questions should be mailed by Un 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania | 0 manufacturers and otLer persons in interest wit! 
asks unanimons consent for the present consideration of the | that they should be answered under oath. On hh 
resolution submitted by him. suggested to the ranking member of the minority 
Mr. OWEN. I object. mittee then present, the Senator from Pennsy'v: al 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolu- | 20SE] being absent, that we might haye a mee ills 
tion will lie over. mittee this morning for the purpose of taking t 
Mr. PENROSE. I offer the resolution which I send to the | Consideration. It was suggested, as the Senator tty 
desk and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. vania was absent and might not be back . oe 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- | fr a meeting, that action be postponed on the matt 
lution. ; account I have postponed action. — Bee 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 88), as follows: Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, if the Sen ae . in o 
Resolved, That 2,000 copies of the amendment offered by the Senator I only want these copies of the joueenrene a yi a 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PeNRosp] as modified by the Senator from ' they may be sent toa large number of persons wh 


yale 
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‘yy. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I think the committee aul Mr. TOWNSEND. As I understand, the Senator from P 


on that matter at its meeting to-morrow, and can send | sylvania has asked to have printed aud sent out, as Ss 
these questions out if it is so ordered, and can give them to the | may desire to send them out, copies of a matter which w 
ace I do not see any reason why the Senate should authorize | tually pending in the Senate. Here was a_ pro) tic 
+ this stage the printing of a proposed amendment that has | mitted to the Senate, and it was considered. It seems to 1 
hoor geted upon by the Senate and acted upon adversely. I | people of the country who are asking for this th have a 
ik the Senator from Pennsylvania might very well await | to know what the Senate did. It does not interfere with 
the meeting of the committee to-morrow, and then we wil) | thing further that the Finance Committee may desire to do 
fo ate such rules aS may seem fair and proper in order | is simply a request on the part of one Senator that he 1 
that these questions may reach manufacturers, and that those | able to send out to his constituents. and I to my cons 
y » they are mailed may have notice that the committee | if I desire, the amendment which was offered by t mit 
wi! elad to have them answer the questions. side and voted upon here in the Senate I} Ss 
iy own idea in reference to this matter, Mr. President, was | asked for now—that this information be sent or 
and I so explained on Friday last when the Senator Mr. SIMMONS. All these questions have le \ 
Pennsylvania was not here, I believe—that I had no doubt | lished in the Recorp and th: ve also bee 
wittee would be glad to send these questions and such | press. 
questions as the committee may see fit to add to them, to | Mr. PENROSE. To incur the expense of the R 
manufacturer who has filed a brief or to every person in | to a thousand people would be rather an expens | 
who has filed a brief asking for an increase or a reduc- Mr. SIMMONS. They have been gi ‘ 
ti * the tariff rate; and, in addition to that—— far as that is concerned. 
Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, ¢ is the st t 
Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will permit me, in addition | congressional experience that I ever saw a d oO 1 
to that. it has been my idea that the committee might hand | the printing of an official document at l pen 
those questions to the press and state that the committee would | the information of the American people. 
«lad to have any manufacturer or any party in interest in | Mr. SIMMONS. I am not doing what the Sena 
United States send sworn answers to the questions. I do not | Mr. President. I am trying to avoid a nf n which 
think the committee ought to be confined, or will be confined, to | clear to my mind may arise. 
1 particular questions, because there has been no action Mr. PENROSE. Up to the present time the no 
f Senate directing the committee with reference to them. | sion; there is only dense ignorance on the part « pul 
I ik that the bulk of these questions ought to be asked, and | to what is going on at this end of the ¢ apite 
that certain additional questions deemed necessary to elicit Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator does not, | e 
further important information ought to be added, and I myself the fact that the Finance Committee weuld ha perf 
propose to-day, Mr. President, to frame some additional ques- | under present conditions to send out a part or f the 
tions. I have received from the Senator from Kansas [MYr. | tions, and to add such further questions as it may it 
Bastow], who I see is not now in his seat, two additional | would have a right to change these questions as it may 
qui is which he suggests should be propounded. I suggest | If these questions are published as the questions | “ 
to Senator that the matter can rest until the committee has | and the Finance Committee shall decide to ask different or 
questions, or to ask these q ions in a different way, it 
Mr. PENROSE. I desire to have the questions proposed by | be apparent to the Senate that the manufacturers of the ¢ 
the Senator from Kansas printed with that list. I have offered | may be misled as to what information the Finance Com 
th olution providing for this printing—which I think will | desires, and we may get answers that will not t! 
cost the Government about $25—for my own convenience and | jects of the inquiry. 
t] other minority members of this body. I received in my Mr. PENROSE. I take exception to the use | the S« 
his morning, I suppose, 200 letters from manufacturers, | of the term “the Finance Committee. If | l say 
asking me for copies of the La Follette amendment. Regardless | majorily members of the Finance Committees would be 
of what the Finance Committee does in the way of framing ; accurate. I want these copies printed for m ersonal 
additional questions or of holding informal hearings, it seems | a minority Senator. 
to me a reasonable request for the minority to have printed Mr. SIMMONS. If the Sen r will | i ! 
2.000 copies, at an expense of $25 or less, for their own use and | going to call a meeting of the full committee for the | 
ience and for the information of their constituents. | of considering these questions 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, when the committee has Mr. PENROSE. We all know what that \ 
d | what questions it desires to propound, I think it will be Mr. SIMMONS. I presume the Se rid He | 
lant time to publish the questions that are to be asked. | great deal of experience in past years when 
rhe Senator does not know whether these questions or some | majority, and I have no doubt he ku what it will } 
other questions are to be asked, whether these are all the Mr. PENROSE. I have had expel Mr. Pi 
questions that are to be asked, or whether there are more ques- | but I feel that I am learning every day. 
t an will be asked. After the committee has met and Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator needs ad O nf 
decided what questions it desires and proposes to ask in order | Mr, SMITIL of Michigan. I should like te the S 
{ information, I think it will be entirely proper to | from North Carolina a question, 
I “h those questions as a Senate document, if the Sen The VICE PRESIDENT. Do¢ he S 1 \ 
. shes, although I propose giving them to the press | jjna yield to the Senator from Michigan 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Will the Sen: fr Diianivatia eum i Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 
oe ee the Senator from Pennsylvania yield | Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like t h 
a PENROSE 7 S | Senator from North Carolina can ve the S« in 
oF. sea will. : =" | tion as to when he will be able to report tl 
ir. SIMMONS. The Senator from Pennsylvania will see how Senate? 
co s = of confusion might be created if these questions Mir. SIMMONS » auliiestnail 
nt out at this time. | Mr SMITH of Michigan. « a &, 
Mr. PENROSE. I can not see how there would be. It is the | time? ay apse aman ; 
Simplest possible thing. tie si 
Mr. SIMMONS. There has been no action taken on the part non SIMMONG. I ~ rag - eye as a We P 
of the Senate directing these questions to be propounded. On a _ op ae a am pols re ” ne 
the contrary, the action of the Senate has been adverse to that |. “": SIMMONS. [ have hoped that we might bx 
course, | finish the bill some time duri gy the first week in June 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Will the Senator from North Carolina I have hoped bee mignt De able ee 
yield to me? |} Mr. GALLINGER. Does that include the time to be 
ur. SIMMONS. Just one minute, if the Senator pleases. If | in the Demo ratic caucus to consi ler it? 
these questions are sent out, and the Finance Committee should | Mr. SIMMONS. I do not snow. I can not ans tha 
decide to ask a different set of questions, it is easily to be seen | tion. It has not yet been decided whether or not w 
that the manufacturers might get into a state of confusion as any caucus 
to the kind of questions that we desired them to answer. | Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senator oi 
Mr. TOWNSEND. If the Senator will vield—— ition, and then I shall be through. Is the Democratic 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- | to be open to the public or is it to be a secret proceed 
lina yield to the Senator from Michigan? Mr. SIMMONS. Has any Republican caucus in this co 
Mr. SIMMONS. I do. ever been open to the public? 
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Mr. PENROSE We were criticized for not having them | wee ya ge . of section 6 be referred to the Com; 
ie ; saeata th ili ail = Military and Naval Affairs. 
i, and we are now repentant, and hereafter they will be That subdivision (b) of section 6 of said resolution be re‘ 
a | Naval Affairs Committee, 
Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] tells Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask that the resolution be ref 
me the Republicans never have a caucus. I was under the im- | indicated in the report. 


pression that the Democrats always had conferences, and the The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 


Republicans caucuses. Mr. SMOOT. Do I understand the Senator to as! 
Mr. PENROSE. It is the other way. adoption of the resolution? . 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is the other way now. Mr. NEWLANDS. Oh, no. All I ask is that the re 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Any of you can come if you will be bound | jn jts separate branches, be referred to the appropr 

by the result. mittees as recommended by the Committee on Rules 
Mr. SMOOT. I should like to say to the Senator that I do | jytion has not come up for final action 

not believe a request of this kind was ever refused before in Mr. OVERMAN. The Committee on Rules recomn 
the Senate of the United States. This relates to something | each subhead of it be referred to the committees name 

that has happened in the Senate. The Senator from Pennsyl- report. 13 

vania now asks for his personal use and convenience a print Mr. SMOOT. 


of 2.000 copies of whut has already happened in the Senate, amended report of the committee recommends that ft}, 
at a cost of not more than $20. I do not believe a request like | ticular part of the resolution that has reference to pub 
this was ever denied in the Senate before. be referred to the Committee on Public Lands? I ha 
Mr. SIMMONS. I have stated, Mr. President, the reasons report before me. 
why I think it would be better to wait until the questions are Mr. NEWLANDS. That was my understanding. My 
prepared by the committee. standing was that the Committee on Rules amended thy 
Mr. SMOOT. After the questions are prepared by the com-| report pursuant to suggestions that were made on the | 
mittee, if the Senator from North Carolina wants any number | the Senate. 
of them printed he can have it done, of course; but this is Mr. SMOOT. In order that we may know, I ask for { 
simply to enable the Senator from Pennsylvania to answer his | jing of the report. 
letters. That is all there is to it. I think the Senator ought Mr. NEWLANDS. The report has just been read. bni 
to withdraw his objection. ; turn to the part of it to which the Senator refers. To w 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present | gdivision does the Senator refer? 
consideration of the resolution? ; Mr. SMOOT. I forget the subdivision, Mr. Presid 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I shall make no objection to| the Senator will remember that when his resolution 
its consideration. I simply wanted the Senate to be informed | the Senate before, and was recommitted to the Committ 
as to the situation that exists Rules, there was a question as to a certain subdivision 
Mr. OWEN. I object, Mr. President. resolution being referred to the Committee on Publie L 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the reso- desire to learn whether the amended report of the Con 
lution will lie over. Morning business is closed. The Calendar, | 9n Rules recommends the reference of that subdivision 
under Rule VIII, is now in order. Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Let the report be read. 
: Mr. SWANSON. It has been read once. I obj 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent | gecond reading 
that order of business No. 18, Senate resolution 4, providing for Mr. OVERMAN. I insist upon its being read again. 
a legislative program, be taken up. has a right to object to the reading of a report. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Nevada asks Mr. SWANSON. It has been read once. 
unanimous consent that Senate resolution 4 be now taken up. Mr. OVERMAN. It does not make any difference if 
Is there objection? , been read a thousand times. I ask that it be read ag 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Nevada if The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made to | 
he desires that it be taken up simply for the purpose of making | ing of the report, the question is, Shall the report be a¢ 
a speech on the subject?. [Putting the question.] The ayes have it, and the repo: 
Mr. NEWLANDS. My idea was to carry out the recommen- | again read. 
dation of the Committee on Rules and have the various subjects The Secretary again read the report of the Com! 
matter of the resolution referred to the appropriate committees. | Rules. 
Mr. GALLINGER. That is very proper. The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, th 
Mr. NEWLANDS. It does not cover any further action than | of the Committee on Rules will be agreed to, and the 
that. I do not ask that any decisive action whatever be taken | parts of the resolution will be referred to the several cor 
on the resolution. in accordance with the report of the Committee on Rul 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask that the resolution itself 
of the Senator from Nevada? The Chair hears none, and the! printed in the Recorp in connection with the report. 
Senator from Nevada is recognized. The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of obje 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I simply ask for the reading of the report. | may be done, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. The resolution (S. Res. 4) submitted by Mr. NewLan! 
The Secretary read the report, as follows: 13, 1913, is as follows: 
: . ; . ; ’ 1, Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that duri 
. RMAN i he Comr ee Rules, sul > sj : : ici 
? ae. On cman, From § o apes on Rules, submitted the following | proaching extra session for the immediate revision of th: 
Tie . een Slit eaak inane ee ines lil thie eile gress should not only consider and pass comprehensive legis 
rt _ Comnmnntte = Rules, to whom wom a nares d Senate resolution 4, garding all the schedules of the tariff but should also, th: 
having considered the same, report the resolution back to the Senate | °~*.. . : : : “ aaa eded legis 
with the recommendation that cach subhead contained therein be re- appropriate committees, consider other subjects of Tt 
’ 7 ™ . - . . — . € > ° > ow ps T f 
ferred for consideration to the proper committee having jurisdiction of | € t#ken up for final action at the next regular session 0 
the subject matter, to wit: TARIFF AND TAXATION, 
That all of section 2 except subdivision (k) be referred for considera- 2. Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Finance report 
tion to the Committee on Finance early a date as possible during the extra session upon the ! 
Chat subdivision (k) of section 2 of said resolution, which relates to | questions: 
a budget committee, be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. (a) Whether the prices of any farm products in the Unit 
rat subdivisions (2), (b), and (c) of section 3 of said resolution, | are raised above the international level of prices by the duti 
relating to interstate commerce, be referred for consideration to the | posed on such products; and if so, what products, and w! 
Committee on Interstate Comme ree duties on such products can be abolished or materially reduced 
That so much of subdivision (d) of section 3 of said resolution as injury to American industry, and to what extent. In such 
relates to the physical improvement and development of rivers shall | shall be included meats, cheese, wool, sugar, tobacco, wi 
be referred for consideration to the Committee on Commerce, and that | fruits, and dried and preserved fruits. 
so much of subdivision (d) of section 3 as relates to the establishment (b) What products now on the dutiable list should be pu 
of terminal and transfer facilities and the coordination of rail and | free list. 
water carriers shall be referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- (c) Whether it is practicable and advisable to change all dut 
merce, ice eu specific to ad valorem duties. , 

_ That subdivision (e) of section 3 of said resolution be referred to the (d) The average percentage of the duties imposed by. u 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. : tariff, and the average percentage to which it is desirable 
Phat section 4 of said resolution, relating to interstate exchange, be | the duties imposed under the proposed revision of the tari 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. maximum and the minimum duties which it is desirable to impo 
That subdivision (a) of section 5 of said resolution be referred to (e) Whether it is practicable and desirable to distribute the | 
the Committee on Territories. = = reduction over a period of four years. a 
That subdivision (b) of section 5 be referred for consideration to (f) Whether it is practicable and advisable after making the 
the Committee on Conservation of National Resources, plated reduction in the tariff to organize an administrative tar!t 
_ That subdivision (c) of section 5 be referred to the Committee on | which, acting under rules fixed by Congress, shall have tbe 

Public Lands, either upon its own initiative or upon the initiative of any 


| 


I will ask the Senator from Nevada 
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or consumer, to further inquire into complaints of excessive 
biting or unduly restricting importations, or of diminished 


nitting excessive importations to the prejudi of existing (c) 7 D : che : 
i ries and to the injury of the capital or labor em yed | of our publ ( ! 
of excessive duties prejudicial to domestic consu rs ich rant of the 


nt to the President and to Congress such recommendations | grar t ! < ’ 
deem advisable. | 
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is isable to organize an inte te trade cor Mr. SMOO1 Mr. 1 it Y di 
ill be merged t el nd 1 B « the committee 
f Corporations, with powers « | cit in igatior as — * _ vo 2 . ; 
nd recommendation regarding co! tions engaged in inte Mr. SWANSON. Here i i re 
r to those conferred upon e | ! te ( : Mr. SMOO' It j in il i i fer l « ) 
ng < rporatior sen ged in intet tate tr of j hiect unless I kn \ t | rol r te 
wer to fix pri ‘ de mi to ; See 
aid the courts in the ad tion of the Sherman SWANSON. The report was mi 
lation supplementary t to There has been ample time to « 
r it is advisable to provide for the creati board of SMOOT. I have looked in my file ind | report 
lo hich shall bring into cooperation thx nts and : 
National Government whose duties in any way re e to It see! to 1 inert ue it '. 
sing and carrying out con nreh« ve nN ins for the pri least to rend the report. 
te mmerce by the re tion of river Ulow, the Che VICE PRESII N1 1) a & te) | 
dest tive floods, by the promotion of storage above } : 
: . ; ; , Tos « ‘* P 4} ‘ 
protection below, the « abl ment o tel ina Mr. SMOOT. If SCil ri 3 1 
ties, the coordination of rail and water carriers, and not desire to t » up the 
of the Nation with the States, each within its jurisdiction, | Mr. SWANSON. I \ ot Ie ‘ ‘ ‘ 1 
KS for t full and, so far as practicavie, compe itor) - : ae . 
’ . . ‘ thie ’ ; re . , } 
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e present Interstate Commerce Commissio » « ti nas : . ut , , ‘ 
i of interstate transportation, the proposed interstate trad grant me til to make the ex l 
to constitute the board of inte-state trade, and t proposed 
ni sion to constitute the vaard of interstat exchange, PAINT CR C COAL 1 
to the board of interstate trade the present Bureau of Cor : ines ; ; 
d merging into the board of inte: te exchange the comp- | fhe VICE PI LDN ihe hour of 2 
rived, the ¢ lay efore f{ ~ i 1 1 
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ed, That the proper Senate committee report as soon as pos ‘i oa ; p 








g the extra session upon the followin f i into Lhe t Cre 
Vhether it is practicable and advisablk organize zinia. ine | ding ques 1 is on tl re 
in each State a national reserve association, in tion to the ¢ ‘ ba i | 
: ks engaged in interstate exchange and complying ; ‘ : 
islation as to capital and reserves shall be united with | TeC0s! tne Senator | = > ; , 


i! banks as members, such associations to have the powers | Mr. KERN. Ir. President, I ask t . 
to emergency currency now enjoyed by the con- | ; he nature neal 
national banks; such associations to have such of the powers | ; . 1 ia : ; 
the National Monetary Commission to be conferred upon a | The VICE PRESIDEN’ af ! mt ’ 
tional reserve association as are nece y and advisable; | ginia yield for that purpos 













St associations to have the powers of investigation and correc- | Mr. GOFF. WI! 3 the : ' 
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‘resident of the United States; such nati banking commis it Vat PRESIDEN Is there objection to f read 
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. ns, and to report to the President and Congress iually "] < ‘ } ~ he 
mendations as it deems advisable regarding legislation and | . . F : 
ation concerning monetary affairs. | CHARLESTON, W. VA, 4 » J 
. PUBLIC LANDS AND NATURAL RESOURCES | Hon. § ror Keen, | hin n, D. t 
ived, That the Senate Committee on Public Lands report at| Dear his is to certi that lo mo l 
' Gate as possible during the extra session upon the following | Joi: #3. W. Va., heartily indorse 
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"nether it would be advisable for the National Government to | such in will be made, Senaters CHIL ' . 


rail . © development of Alaska by the construction of a railroad or | contrary notwithstanding. 
operation’ and, if so, the probable cost and plans for construction and as a> o 
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WHEELING, W. Va., May 18, 1913. 
Joun W. KERN, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Twenty-five hundred citizens gathered in the auditorium here this 
afternoon in protest against martial law in West Virginia and to urge 
a Kederal investigation, and unanimously adopted the following reso- 
lution : 


Whereas the governor of the State of West Virginia has declared a 
state of war to exist within the State and has invoked martial law, 
setting aside the protection of the constitution and the laws; 

Whereas men and women have been arrested without warrant of law, 
without charge as provided by law, and have been thrown in jail and 
kept there without a trial or sentence, and prevented from seeing 
even their families or lawyers; and 

Whereas we believe that the disturbances that have existed throughout 
tle coal-mining districts seem to be confined to those districts, and 
would seem to prove that the disturbances must have their cause in 
the conditions under which the workers in that industry are forced 
to live and labor: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That we declare that martial law should be at once 
abolished and every person held in custody immediately released unless 
they can be proven guilty before a jury of their peers of having violated 
a law of the State or Nation; that men and women shall have the 
privileges restored to them under our constitution and our laws; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That we believe that a most thorough and searching inves- 
tigation of the coal-mining conditions in this State be made in order 
to determine, if possible, the cause of the unrest which has become so 
great among our people, and that we urge the United States Govern- 
ment to immediately make such investigation, under the oo given 
in the interstate commerce laws, to the end that the public may know 
the true conditions and take such steps as may be advisable to remedy 
the conditions, 


Ifon. 


8. Leo J. LAFLAM, 
Wma. WILSON, 
W. B. HITTON, 
J. B. Moors, 
Cuas. D. RYAN, 
L. F. SPROUSE, 
Committce of Ohio Valley Trades and Labor Assembly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NEtson in the chair). The 
Senator from West Virginia will proceed. 

Mr. GOFF Mr. President, the telegrams we have just heard 
read are quite similar to those heretofore offered and con- 
sidered, und while I have every respect for those who send 
such telegrams I insist, nevertheless, that the action they have 
taken has been without full information on this subject, and 
they should have but little weight with the Senate. 

The suggestion has been made that this matter should be 
referred to a committee. That suggestion comes to me this 
morning. If that had been suggested at the time the matter 
was first broached, before the atmosphere in this Chamber 
had become surcharged with the ludicrous, ridiculous, and the 
false information that has been presented, then it would have 
been entitled to more consideration. In order that I may be 

~nbsolutely understood I take my position as I state it now. In 
the first place, this matter has no business before this Senate. 
Speaking judicially, speaking relative to the judicial aspect, 
this is a matter that should be considered by the courts. What 
jurisdiction has the Senate of the United States or the Con- 
gress of the United States to go into West Virginia or any 
other State for the purpose of making an investigation of this 
kind? 

‘There are many matters that I can suggest to Senators just 
as proper, aye, even more so, for a senatorial investigation 
than is this labor strike in West Virginia. Lawyers on this 
floor, and the Senators generally, familiar with the legal his- 
tory of the country know that the Supreme Court of the United 
States has stated distinctly—I refer to the noted case of Kil- 
bourn against Thompson—that while the Congress of the United 

‘ States may make certain investigations, that this'is not of the 
character so authorized, and that the Senate would be abso- 
lutely without power to punish for contempt should its author- 
ity be defied. 

You send out your committee. Witnesses are brought before 
it. A witness declines to answer,.just as Kilbourn declined to 
answer. The House of Representatives imprisoned Kilbourn. 
The Supreme Court gave him his liberty and said the House of 
Representatives had no such power—that Congress has no 
such power. As to matters relating to the election and the 
qualification of its Members, as to matters relating to impeach- 
ment, as to matters concerning which there is a direct grant of 
power in the Constitution the Congress may investigate, but as 
to other matters it is absolutely powerless. 

Now, what good would come of this investigation if the wit- 
ness summoned before the committee should decline to answer 
the questions propounded by it? If you arrest them for con- 
tempt and try them, could you punish them? It is more than 
doubtful. I submit that this is a serious situation, worthy of 
the grave consideration of the Senate. 

Let us look at it in another way. What is there in this reso- 
lution, in the matters that have been reported back by the 
committee, that the Senate is to investigate? 


First. Whether or not any system of peonage is maintained in said 
coal fields. 
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The Senator who offers this resolution knows, as 4), 
other Senators, that that matter has been fuliy iny 
that the Department of Justice fully investigated {, 
the time these resolutions were drawn the Departime 
tice was advised of this charge, just as it is incorpariay 
this resolution. That department sent its represe1.; = 
this coal field. They sought all through that sect)..,, ; 
scintilla of evidence that would show there was pestis: jy 1). 
coal fields, and they reported that no such evidence dt te 
found. Why, then, is that to be taken up again? A) Why 
Mr. President, should the Serate of the United States poss, 
itself into a grand jury, for that is about what is projnseq 
here? ; 

The United States courts in West Virginia are ojo. (yy 
statutes make peonage an offense. The district stiornos i 
there, with all the power of the Government to susi.iy jy, 
The judge is on the bench, the jury in the box. Wiy, they, 
should not the investigation be made there, and not hut 

Second. ,Whether or not access to post offices is prevented; gnu, if so 
by whom. 

The same remarks apply. The Post Office Department of tio 
Government sent its inspectors there. They called upon ai! 
men who knew about this, “Come here and testify.” sid. they 
reported to the Post Office Department that there wos ejs.. 
lutely nothing in the charge. If any one can sustain it, jot jin 
go before the grand jury of the district of West Virginiy, 
That court is open, and that is the orderly procedure. 

Third. Whether or not the immigration laws of this country 
violated in the West Virginia coal fields; and, if so, by whom. 

Whether tHe laws are being violated! That is what the 
courts are there for. That is what the grand jury is emjaneud 
for. I am necessarily repeating points because of those sub- 
divisions of the resolution. They could all be investigain) after 
a charge by the court; such disposition of these muatiers siould 
be satisfactory to all. But, as a matter of fact, the exsiuiina- 
tions have already been made, and the reports in the oilics of 
the department of the Government in this city show that to be 
true. 

Fourth. Whether or not parties are being convicted and punisied in 
violation of the laws of the United States. 

So far that is really the only matter which has been dis. 
cussed before the Senate. 

Now, hastily, I want to recapitulate on the questions of law 
involved in this suggestion. I am going to concede, | |: 
fact conceded, that the Constitution and the laws : 
Virginia prohibit, as most of the States do, the susjeu 
the writ of habeas corpus. 

Many of those who favor this resolution take the position that 
under no circumstances should the writ be suspended. | Lave 
answered that by saying that the habeas corpus writ iis jiever 
been suspended in West Virginia. The zone has been drawn 
there in such a way that it includes no court having juris iiciion 
of that writ. The controversy has hinged upon whether or not 
the military commission sitting in that zone had the right to try 
people charged with civil offenses. The authorities that I isve 
cited, I insist, maintain the position that the military conimis- 
sion was properly established and properly tried those cus:s. 

Now, who did it try? There was no indictment, is : 
of course. The parties accused were brought before (ie court, 
after having been arrested by the military authorities. If not, 
there could have been no trial there. I am utterly unabie to 
understand the character of martial law that after it males a 
arrest of a man caught red-handed in insurrection, carries bin 
under guard to the portals of the blind goddess of justice, k ics 
at the door and asks, “Can I come in with this prisoit aud 
turn him over to you in order that the beauties of the civ!) sw 
may still be maintained?” It is a travesty; it is absolutely 
paradoxical. The very declaration of martial law carries we 
it the idea that the civil law is inadequate to maint te 
peace, and that the military authorities are in power. 


Many 
“tiated: 
that at 
art Jus 


are veing 


ein 
West 


on of 


snatter 
Pate 


You wih 
not find in the books a definition of martial Jaw that does let 
imply that it exists because of the inability of the civ!! iw to 
sustain itself. That is true through all the years before te 
organization of our Government, through all the years of vs! 
zation I am safe in saying. 1a als 
I do not think there is a Senator on this floor who wi! e 
that the governor of West Virginia had not the power to & 
clare martial law in a certain portion of the State at the a 
he so declared. Then he did that which has been the mre a 
years, a rule laid down by Vattel, by Halleck. and sus a 
by our Supreme Court. The rule gave him power (to appoint = 
military court and to give it specific instructions, to define “A 
character of the cases and the punishment that cowl > 
flicted. That was done. The governor of West Virei!'!! oo 
authorized to do as he did, and he exercised the power that - 
his so as to insure the peace of the community and oo ip 
protect the citizenship thereof. To me it is amazing tha 


' & 
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Lis honest efforts to suppress insurrection he should not have 
tl » cordial support of all those who love law and order. 

see in addition to what the Senator from Idahq [Mr. 
ronsit} read from Luther against Borden, I want to call atten- 
ti n to an extract from the argument of Mr. Webster in that 
Ta ill only draw attention to the subject of martial law; and in 
nect to that, instead of going back to martial law as it existed in 
end at the time the charter of Rhode Island was granted, I shall 
ee observe that martial law confers the power of arrest, of summary 
sal. and prompt execution ; and that when it has been proclaimed the 
ie ecomes a camp. and the law of the camp is the law of the land. 


na 


om Iustice Story defines martial law to be the law of wer, a resort to 
military authority in cases where the ciril law is not sufficient; and it 
mie summary power, not to be used arbitrarily or for the gratifi- 


! 


oaihal of persenal feelings of hatred or revenge. but for the preserva- 
tion of order and of the — peace, The officer clothed with it is 
to judge of the degree of force that the necessity of the case may 
jeniand: and there is no limit to this, except such as is to be found in 
the nature and character of the exigency. 

You will find that in the “ Works of Daniel Webster,” 
6, page 241. ss 7 i 

I find also in the “ Writings of Jefferson,” an authority both 
clos of this Chamber respect, volume 5, page 378, the following: 
‘eee are extreme cases where the laws become inadequate even to 
their own preservation, and when the universal resource is a dictator 
or martial law. 

This is in a letter of Thomas Jefferson under date of October 
97, 1808. to his personal friend Dr. James Brown. 

Thus we have what the Supreme Court has said and the 
language of Mr. Webster. which was in effect carried into the 
opinion of the Supreme Sourt in the case of Luther against 
sorden. We also see what the men who mace the Constitution 
and who founded the Government believed on the questions 
we now consider. 

While upon this point and referring to the makers of the 
Constitution I conelude it will be well to read other extracts 
from the writings of prominent men of that time now applicable. 
Hamilton, who was a wonderful man, an accomplished states- 
man, 2 thorough student of the science of government, who took 
part in all the discussions that preceded the Declaration of 
Independence, the forming of the Government, and the adoption 
of the Constitution, said: 

It is in vein to impose a constitutional barrier to the impulse of self- 
preservation. (No. 41, Federalist.) 

John Adams figured very prominently in these discussions 
and was President of the United States. He said, speaking of 
the Constitution: 

All the powers incident to war are, by necessary implication, con- 
ferred upon the Government of the United States. There are in the 
authority of Congress and of the Executive two classes of powers, 
altogether different in their nature and often incompatible with each 
other, the war power and the peace power. 

In order to make clear the point I have heretofore suggested. 
and to make applicable the authorities I have cited and the 
extracts I have read, I want you to bear in mind that the 
Supreme Court has said that when war is spoken of in those 
decisions it means also insurrection, so far as the Federal or 
Stite Governments are concerned, and therefore the power that 
exists in the Congress or in the Federal Government, if there 
be insurrection, exists also in the States. 

The peace power— 


Still reading from President Adams— 

_ The peace power is limited by regulations and restricted by provi- 
sions prescribed with the Constitution itself. The war power is lim- 
ited only by the laws and usages of nations. This power is tremendous. 
It is strictly constitutional, but it breaks down every barrier so 
anxiously erected for the protection of liberty, of property, and of life. 

There comes now and then such emergencies, when for the 
good of humanity, when in order to preserve our homes and 
our firesides, our lares ‘and our penates, the power must exist 
somewhere to resort to extreme measures, in order that society 
shall be protected and that government may still live. 
, In all the trials that were had by this military commission 
n West Virginia, there has not yet been stated to the Senate 
or developed upon this floor a single case wherein it has been 
made to appear that the defendant was improperly convicted. 
I admit there was no—— 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

pons GOFF. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 
dahl > tae he was the question that we were 

as were a roperly convicted—— 
Mr. GOFF. No. tsa 


Mr. BORAH. Because they were not convicted in any tri- 


— a et 


a 


volume 


bunal that ha 
Mr. GO = the right to try them. 


as T intimated 
Supreme Court 


If that Is the answer to it, then great men differ, 
the other day, and the Senator differs from the 
of the United States, of the State of Pennsyl- 
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vania, and of the State of West Virginia, last mentioned but not 
least by any means. 


The point I make is this: If as to these persons that we are 


told have been improperly tried, illegally convicted, and cruelly 
punished there could not be made out a case, the ingenious 
lawyers who have represented them in our courts in West Vir- 
ginia and the able Senators who have defended them on the 
floor of the Senate have been unable to show irregularity in the 
proceedings against them. 
for iustance, and the record will show all the charges, all the 
evidence, and all that was said, as well as the judgment entered. 
From the reading of it you ean see whether or not there was 
any 
There is a woeful lack of any such reference. 
favor of the passage of a 


Take the State against John Jones, 


testimony under which these men were properly held. 

If I were in 
resolution the object of which was to 
show that the military court in West Virginia had the power 
claimed for it and that it did not exercise that power cruelly 
and illegally, I would not want anything better than the tran- 
script of the record that was kept, the testimony offered by the 
military authorities, and that submitted by the parties accused. 

A great many of these people pleaded guilty. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. GOFF. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. IL ask are any of those cases pending on 
appeal ou writ of error in the Supreme Court of the United 
States? 

Mr. GOFF. No. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Not one? 

Mr. GOFF, Not one. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. So there is no possibility of having a de- 
cision there? 

Mr. GOFF. I will say to the Senator, in reply to that ques- 
tion, that a case is now being perfected in West Virginia for 
that very purpose. Those who represent the parties whom the 
court of appeals of the State held were properly in detention 
and sustained the military commission were under the impres- 
sion, I am advised, that the case as it was presented to the 
court of appeals of West Virginia did not contain certain 
propositions that they thought were really essential for the 
proper presentation of the matter for the final action of the 
Supreme Court. So they are making a case that will contain 
those points, and that will go to the Supreme Court, as every 
one there wants it to go. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
ginia yield to the Senator from Lowa? 

Mr. GOFF. Certainly. 

Mr. KENYON. It does not appear, at least to my mind, from 
the debate what some of the charges were against these various 
men who have been restrained of their liberty. Now. I ask the 
Senator from West Virginia, who is perfectly famillar with 
these matters, what were some of the charges? Were they vio- 
lutions of State statutes or were they merely offenses against 
the military code? 

Mr. GOFF. I will mention some. These men were charged 
with inciting to riot; they were charged with insurrection; they 
were charged with unlawfully gathering together for the pur- 
pose of impeding the administration of the law in the coal 
zone; they were charged with murder and convicted of murder 
on testimony overwhelming. ‘That is what some of them were 
charged with. 

Mr. KENYON. And they were all charges of the violation 
of the State statutes? 

Mr. GOFF. They were charged with violations of the laws of 
West Virginia, which were specified in the sections of the code 
that I have alluded to. 

Mr. KENYON. And they were tried in the military court 
for the violation of the State statutes? 

Mr. GOFF. In every instance. 

Now, it does not properly represent the condition in West 
Virginia to say that all the miners in that section of the State 
are in favor or were in favor of the course pursued by those on 


from West Vir- 


strike. Some of them did not want to strike; they wanted to 
work that they might live, while others wanted to strike. They 
had a perfect right to strike; everybody concedes that. Fre- 


quently strikes are properly inaugurated and properly conducted 
and result beneficially ; but those who wanted to strike had no 
right to prevent others from working who wanted to work; 
and it was the effort to prevent them from working, as well as 
the refusal of the mine operators to comply with certain de- 
mands made upon them, that brought on the strike and com- 
pelled those who did not want to strike to juin—sometimes to 
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join under coercion—or, if not joining, to be quiescent and keep to Sees tee toes eee Glen tet ene whe wort 
. > oer uP . ° v6 r - ae - rhO em) 
out of the way. So the strike was inaugurated under such | 214 contempt upon all those whose duty it is to enforce 1) 
circumstances; not all the people, not all the men, not all the That is th ti which I allud ; 
laborers, by any means, acquiescing in it. oo aan ae _— i: “ a ed a caged mor 
I xi not going to be misrepresented; I am not going to be | ¥ os “ith i et ‘a rike zone the people gene 
misquoted; I am not going, if I can prevent it, to have the — ~ with the misguided and those conducting 
State that I in part represent here maligned and held up as illegally. 
occupying a position that it has never taken. With them labor's interests are always secondary. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, will the Senator permit | g\orment no Wages ced ie Or yen have no Indust 
me to ask him a question there? : teh : 


bs there can be no common ground on wh employers and em), 
The VICE PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from West Vir- | mect, peace is impossible and progress is impossible. 
ginia yleld to the Senator from South Dakota? ‘Lhe I. W. W.’s purpose is avowedly destructive It is not so; 
Mr. GOFF. Certainly merely with the destruction of ae It destroys properi,. 
are? ana rr y- to intimidate capital. It terrorizes labor. It entertains a 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not want to be unjust to a State. | theory that it can destroy government. 
I may not understand the situation, and I probably do not, a so-called oo ae — omiion labor to } 
; tht : : } ta Ste at never makes peace, th efuses to arbitrate, that tex 
but is this prov ision in the constitution of the Senator's State, and crime, that has no known objective but riot. and that ia, 
article 3, section 12, referred to by Judge Robinson in his dis-| pulpy hands no standard but that of license, certainly bas ) 
senting opinion? this Republic. ' 
The military shall be subordinate to the civil power; and no citizen, one ee aa eh eee ss Tee et 
unless engaged in the military service of the State, shall be tried nt na 4 a a as oo ak enfiachingly.. Riches i 
- — by any Paes —- for any offense that is cognizable | jaior and rights and interests of capital as such must be lei. 
y the civil courts of the Btate. ance when the higher rights of society are menaced. 
It would seem that these offenses are offenses that are The brawlers of this organization represent no legitinst 


cognizable by the civil courts of the State. It would seem | They are avowed wreckers. They have no habitation. i. 
from statements made in the dissenting opinion that, outside — Grantee tee ae sittin dene a: 
of this limited zone, over in Charleston, a few miles away, the] Trey are not to be dignified with the title of rebels or , 
civil courts and criminal courts were actually in session undis- | They are desperadoes, and they should be dealt with as 
turbed in the courthouse, with the doors open, and that those The condition in New Jersey to-day is as bad as i: 
who had violated the law within the zone could be taken out-| in West Virginia during the coal strike, which is no. 
side the zone where the civil courts of the State would have | [ may read from newspapers, as the Senator from I: j 
full sway. Is it the Senator’s position that, even if this were | Kern] did when arraigning West Virginia, 1 notice: \ 
a matter of inquiry confined to the State of West Virginia | in the metropolitan journals that Quinlan, thonch . 
alone, and even conceding that we, as a part of the Congress wis able, nevertheless, to address large audiences, 
of the United States, might not properly investigate it, no one | citizen who speaks upon great governmental question 
could: inquire as to whether or not, notwithstanding what the | pe permitted to do; but the advice that was givew. 1h 
governor said, there was no fact justifying the necessity for | that were made, indicated that, unless the Judein:: 
invoking martial law and that everybody is estopped from | court—and I want to say that the judgments of \. 
making such an inquiry because the governor issued such a | courts have always been held in great respect— 
proclamation or order? Does the Senator maintain that that Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. Preside. 


position is sound? Senator yield to me for a moment? 


j 


Mr. GOFF. I will explain. In the first place, the Senator]. The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from \' 
has properly quoted the constitution of West Virginia. It is | ginia yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 


true also that it has been properly quoted as it refers to the Mr. GOFF. Certainly. 
writ of habeas corpus. But it is also claimed that that provi- Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. The Senator's : 
sion of the constitution must in certain exigencies be construed | conditions being as bad in New Jersey as they w: 
with other provisions of the constitution, with decisions of the | Virginia prompts me to advance this thought: I!) 
Supreme Court of the United States, and with that law that is| that the struggle of labor is bad in almost every > 
higher than any statute, or any constitution—the right of self- | greater or less degree, and the conditions recenily i) 
preservation, the inherent power of any government to protect | N. J., indeed are unfortunate; but New Jerse) 
and save itself. classed with West Virginia, in that she has not iivok: 
It is not the first time by any means that such a proposition | law. 
as that has been enunciated; but I hope to God it will be the Mr. GOFF. She ought to. If you had martial lnw i: > 
last. I hope that no such conditions will ever exist either in | Jersey to-day—— 
West Virginia or in any other State of the Union that will ren- Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. That is the Ser: 
der it essential to resort to such extreme measures. sumption, but New Jersey is able through its civil « 
We might as well look the situation squarely in the face; we | cope with every contingency that has yet arisen. 
might as well appreciate the circumstances under which West Mr. GOFF. Very well—— 
Virginia was, and other States now are, suffering; we might as Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. If our conditiv 
well concede that we are standing on the brink of a fearful preci- | bad as yours, or if yours were as bad as ours. I sii 
pice, the fall over which means certain death—death to the indi- | West Virginia might look up to the example of ' 
vidual, death to the government. We had better pause and take | Commonwealth of New Jersey that has not invoke! 
stock ; we had better look at this trouble and other troubles, not | of military courts-martial. We have tried offenders : 
in the light that it will help here or help there to gain a vote | our laws and can continue to do so. I pray you tet tv 
here or lose a vote there; but if we want to preserve consti- | with West Virginia the Commonwealth which | in jail ! 
tutional government on the face of the earth, we have got to | sent in methods of procedure of that kind. : 
properly handle these unusual strikes, riots, and insurrections. Mr. GOFF. Very well, Mr. President; I am oblizd to 
To show that I am not alone, that I am sounding no false | Senator. New Jersey, it seems, bas not resorted t) 1)! il 
chord, I beg leave to read and to incorporate in my remarks | law; New Jersey has tried offenses of this kind by & cic 
un editorial that was published in the New York World in its| court. The insurrection in New Jersey is still exiai Pein! 
issue of May 16. It is headed, “An issue that must be met,” | has not been restored in Paterson; property has been dein 
just as I have been trying to present in my feeble way—an | in Paterson; human life, I am told, has been taken in | an 
issue that must be met: son; and the court that is to sentence Quinlan—if | me) © 


Patrick Quinlan, of the I. W. W., comes into collision with what | go back to make reference to the journal to whi . ae a 
used to be called Jersey justice, and is convicted at Patersse of inciting | attention a moment ago—was Saves — og a ae 
to assault. e may go to the penitentiary for years. stice would go up} 

Sympathy with labor and with those who seek to assist labor in its judgment oe - a a om for New Jersey. and 
lawful purposes can hardly be extended to Quinlan. He was an in- | Smoke and ruin. say it wou shere the jaw is 
truder. He interfered in an industrial quarrel not as a coworker, not | it would be better even over in Obio to-day, where Uv: 
os 4 pee. nee 2 . geseiatee, not —_ 8 — i held at naught—— “it 
the other members of the I. W. W., he appeared on the scene to pro ase resident, Tas 
trouble, to intensify anger, and to eneounge violence. He is facing the Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Well, Mr. a Se s of our 
oe - {the cae ities al that show their bristles when the wont = ye ng —s - cess is to be 

t is no e authorities aione at show eir sties n such a process +5 * * 
1. W. W. appears. Every responsible labor organization in America ee ten Sno n & mockery. 
manifests similar sentiments. Why? Because the misguided men who | Te8O 0 mes a he argument I have 
have launched this piratical craft upon the industrial sea are avowed} Mr. GOFF. Well, Mr. President, if the argun ate of the 
enemies of peace, order, law, right, and justice. made; if the citations I have presented; if the —— i 

This editorial is not classifying all labor organizations in | Supreme Court does not answer the Senators que: ’ 


that way. utter folly for me to undertake to do so. The interrjto'™ 











1913. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





heccing the Senator's pardon—to which I yielded was not, in 
my judgment, for the purpose of sustaining the position that 
he euuneiates in reference to liberty and justice, but was made, 

... js intended and will have the result, whether intended or 

+ of aggravating the situation in his own State. 

“Mir. MARTINE of New Jersey. Will the Senator permit me 
ement ? 

7 ve ‘ ICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 

winia yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

vir GOFEF. I do. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I am as law abiding as the 
soator from West Virginia can possibly be. My prompting 
1) incentive was not to provoke or irritate strife, but rather 
» alloy it. The assertion upon the part of the Senator is utterly 
woeglied for and ungenerous. I believe in constitutional liberty, 
onl with the courts in West Virginia wide open, as has been 
croted by the Senator himself, I do insist that it was a step far 

+ yarianee with constitutional liberty to invoke the aid of a 
litre court-martial. No theorfés, no arguments, can convince 
me to the contrary. 

I bave been, in a way, a laborer all my life. The strife be- 
teen labor and capital is sad, and it will never stop until 
. aukind shall be prompted to avail themselves of and to ac- 
oniesce in the thoughts and teachings of the great Power who 
hics us treat mankind as brothers. 

vir, GOFF. I have no war or controversy with the matter 
ih t the Senator chooses to interject into this discussion. He 
monet be his own judge about that. 

Myr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I am responsible for it, too. 

Mr. GOFF. That is correct. But when the declaration of 
civil war is neecessary—and all the courts tell us that the gov- 
ernor is to be the judge of when it is necessary—for the Senator 
ta tuke the position that it is made for the purpose of destroy- 
ing liberty-—— 

\'r, MARTINE of New Jersey. But this, Mr. President, was 
bet a declaration of civil war. 

Mr. GOFF. I said “a declaration of martial law.” 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I understood the Senator to 
say “civil war.” 

Mr. GOFF. If I did, I used the wrong word. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
One is abeut as bad as the other. [Laughter in the galleries.] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant at Arms will main- 
iuin order in the galleries. 

Mr. GOFF. Very well. When a proclamation of martial law 
is issued under the circumstances that existed in West Vir- 
cinia, to claim that it was done for the purpose of destroying 
liberty, interfering with labor, injuring property, or doing in- 
justice to anyone is so extremely extravagant that it is best 
simply so to st¥le it and say nothing more. 

I want to call attention now to another editorial communica- 
tion, published in another great metropolitan journal, the New 
York Sun, on Friday last. 

Mr. I1UGHES. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the junior Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. GOFF. I do. 

Mr. HUGHES. I have no desire to interrupt the Senator’s 
statement. I do not wish, however, to let pass without com- 
luent 2 remark he made with reference to conditions in my city. 

the Senator spoke as though there was loss of life and 
creat injury to property in that unfortunate municipality. I 
Wish to eradicate from the minds of Senators any such idea 
that may have arisen owing to what the Senator from West 
Virginia said. I am, as he is, dependent upen newspaper re- 
borts for information as to conditions in the city of Paterson. 
here has been but one life lost, so far as I know, and no one 
lias charged the loss of that life to the strikers or to the mem- 
hers of the organization which has the strike in charge. My 
liformation is that that particular individual whose life was 
lost was killed by some representative of the constituted au- 
thorities there, or the strike breakers. So far as the destruc- 
tion of property is concerned, if there has been any, it has been 
immaterial in extent. 
iia By B. state, if the Senator will pardon me, although I 
wai - e to encroach upon his time, that the city of Pater- 
oe ? an unfortunate reputation which, in my judgment, it 
mes hot at all deserve. Its conduct and the conduct of its 
<cae ot present crisis should demonstrate to the Nation 
Nation. We tS People are peaceful, law-abiding citizens of the 
peente. sei en one recollects that there are 25,000 working 
againet upon the streets of the city of Paterson on strike 

conditions which, in my judgment, have become abso- 
hen one stops to think that in addition 
no loss of life chargeable to them, and 


lutely intolerable, and w 
has 


to that there been 
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that there has been no destruction of property worthy of the 
name, I can not sit still and have the Senator create the im- 
pression in the minds of the Members of this body, and send it 
out to the country, that there are conditions existing in that 
city or in that State anything like those which the Senator in- 
sists exist in his own Commonwealth. 

The strikers, the members of the Industrial Workers of the 
World, wherever they have offended, have been brought before 
the regular and duly constituted tribunals of that State and 
city. They have been tried before duly constituted judges. 
They have had able attorneys in their defense. They have 
been given the benefit of every privilege or right that any 
ordinary citizen charged with crime is given. A number of 
them were acquitted by a supreme court justice after a sum- 
mary conviction by a police court magistrate. In handing 
down that decision the justice of the supreme court, who holds 
that court in my home county, said, as an admonition to the 
justice below, that it was his duty and the duty of every 
magistrate and law oflicer to demonstrate to these people tht, 
as American citizens or as residents or inhabitants of a coun- 
try dedicated to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. the 
law in the city of Paterson and the State of New Jersey is 
wlike for the rich and the poor. 

They are now proceeding upon that theory. They are arrest- 
ing men, sometimes when they should be arrested. and, in my 
judgment, sometimes when they should not be arrested. But 
when they get into the courts they are given fair and impartial 
trials, and if there is error in the procedure they will be given 
a fair and impartial hearing above 

I cominend the conduct of the city of Paterson and the Coin- 
monwealth of New Jersey in this respect to my friend from 
West Virginia. 

Mr. GOFF. I am happy to know that evidently the state- 
ments that have been spread broadeast over the land relotive 
to the situation in New Jersey are not well founded; but it is 
utterly impossible to harmonize the statements that have just 
been made with the accounts that have been published in the 
journals. Again, if there is no strife in New Jersey, if there 
is no insurrection there, as a matter of course the governor of 
New Jersey properly and rightfully declined to issue a procia- 
mation of martial law. There is, then, a difference between the 
present situation in New Jersey snd the situation in West Vir 
ginia at the time martial law was declared. I have stated, and 
it seems I must repeat, that at that time thousands of inen 
were carrying arms and marching for an avowed unlawful 
purpose that does not, it seems, exist in New Jersey, and I am 
delighted that it does not. Insurrection was rampant. 

I am not saying who was wrong. I am not saying how that 
condition was brought about. I think both sides to the original 
coutroversy way have been at fault. But the situation existed, 
as I say. Would it not have been lovely under such circum- 
stances for an oflicer of the law, we will say the sheriff of the 
county, to march down where two or three thousand people 
were in arms and try to arrest those people and take them 
to a court for trial? 

It was the futility of that which caused the governor to issue 
this proclamation and to establish martial law. While the 
sheriff would be taking his prisoners down the 20 miles for 
trial, how many would he take—oue, two, three, or a thousand? 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. GOFF. I do. 

Mr. REED. ‘The Senator from West Virginia has stunted 
several times that he does not intend to go into the origin of 
this dispute. He takes the very lawyer-like position that he is 
now arguing the question with reference to the actual conditions 
that existed when this order of the governor was promulgeted; 
and of that I make no complaint. But I do want to ask the 
Senator to enlighten us to this extent: 

It appears that there were two armed bodies of men—I think 
the statement has been made that there were some two or three 
thousand men—divided into two hostile camps. One camp, we 
understand, was composed of strikers. Now, who constituted 
the other camp? How did it come into existence? Was it 
organized or unorganized? Were they citizens of the com- 
munity or men who had been brought in there? 

I should like to know these facts, because they have some 
bearing on whether or not there was war. Will the Senator 
kindly tell us? 

Mr. GOFF. The Senator evidently was not present when the 
explanation was made about this matter; or, if he was, he does 
not recall it. ; 

On one side of the camp or the field of disturbance were the 
strikers, and there were large numbers of them. There are a 
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great many mines in that locality. A great industry had been 
developed, and a great many men were laboring there. A great 
many men from all over the Nation had invested large sums of 
money there, and those men were banded together for the pur- 
pose of protecting their property, as men have done from the 
time that time began and as men will continue to do as long as 
time is. They were defending themselves, the civil law not 
being able to do it. Red-handed anarchy prevailed. I concede 
it. I never have dodged it in this discussion. 

Mr. REED. The Senator is not quite as clear—— 

Mr. GOFF. I am not yet through answering the Senator’s 
question. 

Mr. REED, Very well; I will wait in patience, of course. 

Mr. GOFF. I am not objecting at all to being interrogated, 
but I want to make a full statement while I am at it. 

These men had protectors or guards for their mines. They 
were given to understand that their mines would be destroyed. 
In fact, some of the machinery—the tipples—was destroyed. 
Who was there to prevent it? 

Senators, it is easy enough to talk about depriving people of 
liberty and making improper arrests. Are you to stand by 
your own home and let an infuriated desperado come to it 
with the avowed purpose of destroying it? There is not a man 
within the sound of my voice that would not, with his back to 
the wall in that way, shoot to kill anyone who so sought to 
destroy either his life or his property. 

Then these men who had made those great investments and 
had their guards employed others. Some of them were called 
detectives; some of them were called mine guards. They were 
the men from the stores and the shops and the team drivers. 
They were men that were brought together in an exigency to 
save the locality, to save the property, to save human life. 
They did not so congregate for the love of the thing, or simply 
because they could, but it was to show opposition and resist- 
ance: “Stand back and behave yourselves! Stand back and 
let our property alone, or if you come, you come with bristling 
bayonets before you, ready to meet you!” 

Those were the two camps. Those were the hostile legions 
that confronted each other and made the situation when the 
governor said: “ What can I do?’ How can I stop this? How 
can I prevent the collision that looks inevitable—-that will pro- 
duce such carnage, suffering, and death? I can send no posse 
with the sheriff. I can not cause these men to be indicted. It 
is instantaneous; it is now; it is to-night; or it is death in the 
morning!” That was the situation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield further to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. GOFF. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. If the Senator will pardon me, I want to say to 
the Senator that I am only seeking for light. 

The Senator says that some of these men on one side were 
guards in the mines. I take it that he means guards regularly 
employed, ordinarily employed about the mines, in ordinary 
times. I want to ask the Senator this question in just this 
way, whether it is not a fact that a large number of the occu- 
pants of one of these camps were detectives, or men calling 
themselves detectives, and known as Baldwins, who were 
brought into the State of West Virginia from the outside, and 
armed, and gathered under the command of leaders? 

I am asking that question to distinguish or get a line of 
demarcation, if possible, between the man who defended his 
owl property, the man who called to his aid the citizens of the 
community, and the man who employed a hired constabulary of 
armed Hessians brought in for a specific purpose. 

Mr. GOFF. If the Senator deems that material in an issue 
of this kind, I will restate it. 

Mr. REED. I do. 

Mr. GOFF. Did I not say that they were called detectives? 
Did I not say that they were guards at the mines? Did I not 
say that these people who were determined to protect their own 
property got aid and assistance here, there, and everywhere? 
They brought them into the field. I care not whether they be 
detectives or not. Is it a crime to be a detective? 

Mr. REED. No; but most of them are criminals. 

Mr. GOFF. That may be. That is a gratuity, though, that 
has no place in this discussion, in my judgment. 

Mr. REED. But I beg for a more specific statement. 

Mr. GOFF. Very well. In what particular? 

Mr. REED. The question I asked was whether the majority 
of the men in one of these camps were not men of this detec- 
tive organization, as distinguished from the owners of the 
mine, or the ordinary guards generally employed, and whether 
they were not nonresidents brought into the State of West 
Virginia? ‘ 
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Mr. GOFF. Some of them were detectives; some of , 
were Baldwin detectives, as | understand. ‘There is no |.\\ 
prohibits their employment in West Virginin. 4 
brought there for a purpose. The purpose wis to det 
erty and to ascertain who it was that was organizine . 
tinuing to organize and to incite insurrection. ‘They |. 
we know to-day, that there is a power behind the scy,.. 
issues orders that bring about these disturbances. 

Why, even since the discussion began in this Senate « 
some one touched buttons and flashed over the Inn 4; 
sage that the cause here was weak, with nothing to sij<; 
resolution but bare statements. “ We have no atlids: 
have no full and frank statement from anyone upon \; 
can base our application to the Senate and demand 2:1 | 
gation.” All along the line the wires went flashing, y 
distinguished Senator from Indiana advised us griveiy ti 
day, with his hands full of telegrams, “I have the if; 
now.” ; 

It is all right, I suppose, for those gentlemen to get jy), 
tion and to use detectives in getting it—as they did us. 
there—but it is a crime and the employment of crimiinsjs » 
the men interested in that locality find it necessary to 1 
the same thing. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to », 
ther? 

Mr. GOFF. Not just now; in a moment. 

I have stated distinctly that the men on both s 
armed. I have never dodged it. I have never tried t. . 

I would not if I could, and I could not if I desired. | 
fact. It was the thing that made the situation desper:: 

as I said a moment ago, are going to take the sivjps 1) 
necessary and essential to protect themselves, to projet ti 
property as well as their homes, if you wish to draw ti 
tinction; and that was all. That was the situation that. 

a situation that I have maintained justified the c.\ 
inaugurating martial law. 

I now yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I may have misunde: 
Senator. I understood him to say that the Senaiv: 
diana had employed detectives to get information. 

Mr. GOFF. I did not; i did not. I can not under. 
the Senator can intimate that he so understood me. 

Mr. REED. That is pretty nearly equivalent to six 
I have made a wrong statement here willfully. 

Mr. GOFF. No,’sir; it means that you have not u 
what I said. 

Mr. REED. I understood the Senator, in discussin. 
tion of somebody having touched buttons and sei! 
for information, to say in the same sentence that detec: 
been employed to get the information. I think if | 
will examine his remarks in the transcript of the no 
find that my construction was Lot a forced one. Bui i 
think the Senator meant to say that, and that is Ue 
rose at the time to ask him. He requested me tv \ 
now the words have grown cold. I am very glad to |. 
that was not his purpose; I ..a glad to know [ was 1 
but I Lope the Senator will not intimate that [I haved 
misconstrued his words. 

Mr. GOFF. I find myself required to repeat myse'f : 
ally, not that I like to do so, but that in answering the 4 
propounded to me I must necessarily do it. What | 
what I think I said, what I intended to say, was that tive 
flashed all over the land that this testimony was be 
have made the point on the floor of the Senate that « f: 
report from one of the great committees of this body lb 
made without a scintilla of evidence to support if, aii | © 
it. It was a wonderful thing to do. I do not know, ! 
uo doubt but that the Senator from Indiana did send «» 
asking for help, because it would be perfectly natrval Uni be 
should. He needed it, God knows. 

What I meant to say about detectives I intended t» 
to the men who were employed on both sides there int 
zone, the one to eliminate the strike and prevent it if |: 
and the other for the information that would enable \) 
defend themselves if defense became necessary. ae 

I have been trying to get some statements from tur \°" 
York journals into this case, but it seems like if is a se") 
thing to do. I am going back to it now just for a little wh-« 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President—— - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vr 
ginia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. GOFF. I do, with pleasure. lea ag 

Mr. KERN. I understood the Senator from West Virs'” a . 
say a moment ago that he had no sort of doubt but th! [ 
Senator from Indiana sent out word to people in various ed 
of the country to send fn messages of the kind that were Te" 


ay 
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to the Senate, if I understood the Senator correctly. I 
' it is but proper I should say that I sent out no such mes- 
—.o nor did I have any thought of sending such a message. 
‘Mtr. GOFF. I simply said that if I had been in your place 
I woukl huve done it; that is all. 

Mr. KERN. The Senator from West Virginia seems to for- 

- that the people of this country, even the working people, 
re: | the newspapers, and as soon as they learn in various parts 
o? the country of the kind of opposition that was being urged 
to this resolution, as soon as they learned the sources of the 
oppesition and the character of the opposition, the messages 
come by the hundred and by the thousand spontaneously, many 
of them from men who had themselves felt the heel of this 
despotism. Many of them came from men who had been driven 
out of West Virginia by the hired guards of the coal operators; 
still more came from the great humane element in this country 
that believes in fair play; still more came from a still greater 
eement in this country, thank God, that believes in the 
supremacy of the civil law and the subserviency of military law. 

here was no need to ask for messages. They came, and 
they nre coming yet. If the Senator listened this morning, he 
would have heard read an account of a meeting of 2,500 citizens 
ot his own State held on yesterday afternoon in Wheeling, in 
which they expressed in forcible terms their opinion of this pro- 
posed investigation. He would have read, again, of the proceed- 
ings of an independent body of workingmen in his own home city 
declaring in favor of this investigation. He would have read, 
if he had read the Recorp a day or two ago, where the repre- 
s-ntatives of 75,000 workingmen of Texas demanded this inves- 
tization and 65,000 more in the State of Missouri. From my 
own State came hundreds of these messages. 

Ob, no, the Senator from West Virginia is in error if he thinks 
it was necessary that anybody here need call for these expres- 
sions of the sentiment of people who felt outraged at this pros- 
titution of the executive authority of West Virginia to place 
the civil law underneath the military law. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, we have the usual beautiful dis- 
play of eloquent generalities. Now, who is taking issue with 
this wonderful method of stating propositions that no man con- 
troverts, except the statement the Senator made that the gover- 
nor had illegally issued his martial-law proclamation? It is 
claimed always, as a matter of course, that the people in a 
locality who do not necessarily bow to the demand of labor are 
oppressing labor, that the community are up in arms against 
labor. It is not true. It is not true in that locality. The 
people over there are not in favor, the people over there were 
not in favor of the strike. They are not in favor of this in- 
vestigation, not that they have anything to conceal. Everything 
lias been published to the world. I have stated it here on this 
floor, and I have stated it in its worst aspect. I have regretted 
the conditions there, but does it follow that the people are acting 
outrageously, that the governor has perjured himself and is 
taking a course not authorized, and that somebody has been led 
out or driven out of the State? I do not know about that. How 
“in 1? If some one has been driven out, I take it the chances 
ire nine out of ten that he was properly driven out. I do not 
‘now. I never heard of it. I do not doubt it. There are a 
<reat many who ought to have been driven out who were not. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

_The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. GOFF. Certainly. 

M '. REED. The Senator is continually appealing to the law. 
ae process of law is a man banished from a State in this 
‘ountry ? 

Mr. GOFF. I think there are a great many Senators on this 
floor who know of instances in which, for their own good, 
people have been advised to disappear between sundown and 
sunup, and a good many of them who feel in their hearts that 
the safest thing for them to do is to get away before daylight. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, that is a plea in confession and 
avoidance, but a very sorry one. ‘he Senator is standing here 
Ss his argument, not upon the question of right and wrong, 
be + the cold doctrine that under the law the governor 
roe e right to do what he did and that there is no recourse. 
a :, re to find a man who stands upon this rock of 
direearé af Ga the doctrine of mob law and mob rule and 
a — of all law undertaking to sanction the unlawful acts 

en who warn other citizens to leave the community upon 
re of life. I have not been here long, but it is the first time 
it ts proper en oe shauoeriae 4 aa aa aaleenaiee 
orce or a man of superior 

that Ky 2nd desperation be permitted to say to a citizen 
an ve the State upon peril of life or limb. It is 
Who 1g eno coctrine, sir, to be announced by the lips of a man 

Droclaiming himself the apostle of law and order. 


here 
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Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, if the Senator will reeall he will 
remember that I said there were people upon this floor, and 
probably a number of them, who knew just what such instances 
were that the Senator from Indiana alluded to, and that it was 
by methods of that kind, not the act of the governor and not the 
act of anyone representing him, that probably drove men out 
of the State. I did not say it was proper. 1 did not intimate 
it was proper. I simply said that those instances had taken 
place in the past, and they will take place yet. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GOFF. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would ask the Senator what he thinks 
the remedy is when men denounce the Constitution of the 
United States and carry through the streets the red flag of 
anarchy? What is to be done? 

Mr. GOFF. Does the Senator state that as a problem for me 
to answer? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; and if the Senator will permit me, 
before answering it, I want to read two or three extracts, which 
are very brief, that appear in the morning papers. 

Mr. Patrick Quinlan, the I. W. W. agitator, declared only 
a day or two ago: 

We will win this strike or the city of Paterson will be wiped off 
the map. 

And he continued: 

Paterson is a very dangerous place to be in at the present time 
We don’t know what will break loose there at any minute. If we don't 
obey the law— 

He admits they do not obey the law— 

If we don't obey the law, it is because we are following the example 
set by the Paterson authorities themselves. 

Mr. Frederick S. Boyd said: 

We've got this strike won, and soon all of you will be back working. 
But next year we'll demand 25 per cent more than we're asking now, 
and the year after that 25 per cent more than that. 
on seven hours a day. 

Mr. Haywood says: 

We're not going to ask the bosses to give us eight hours; 
going to take it. And next year we'll take six hours. 

I suppose the Senator from West Virginia noticed what hap- 
pened in Cincinnati not long ago. I want to read just one very 
interesting thing that occurred there. What did these men do 
who are being championed so ferociously in certain quarters, 
and who find their advocates and defenders in the seats of the 
mighty? 

While a riot that occurred at the Brighton barns this morning prob- 
ably proved the most serious, yet one a little later at Fourth Avenue 
and Vine Street was the more spectacular. Small steel beams, barrels 
of plaster, and bags of cement were hurled upon a passing car from 
the upper floors of the 34-story building of the Union Central Life 
Insurance Co. * * * The crew as well as the employees of the 
company riding on the first car out of the Brighton barns were as- 
saulted and some of them are now at the hospital in a precarious 
condition. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that there may have been 
conditions in West Virginia, in view of what is happening in 
other parts of the country at the present moment, that justitied 
the governor of West Virginia in resorting to any means that 
he could command to protect the lives and property of the 
people of that unfortunate community. 

Mr. GOFF. I thank the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia permit me to ask the Senator from New Hampshire a 
question? 


And we'll insist 


we're 


Mr. GOFF. You have my permission. The Senator from 
New Hampshire will speak for himself. 
Mr. REED. I should like to ask the Senator from New 


Hampshire under what rules of evidence he thinks that the 
conditions in Paterson, N. J., are pertinent to the conditions 
at Paint Creek, in West Virginia? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not talking about rules of evidence, 
Mr. President. I assume that the conditions are very similar, 
and I think if we had authorities in New Jersey that would 
put an end to the violence that exists there and the destruction 
of life and property, it would be well to have that authority 
invoked; just as I think when the mayor of Cincinnati ap- 
pealed to the governor of Ohio, when the police force of the 
city of Cincinnati proved utterly inadequate to cope with the 
desperadoes who were destroying lives and property there, 
there ought to have been relief furnished by the governor of 
Ohio by sending militia to that great city. That is my judg- 
ment. 

Mr. REED. Mr: President, the answer is so conclusive I 
will not pursue it further. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator can be as discourteous as he 
pleases; it does not affect me in the least. 
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Mr. REED. I would not be discourteous to the Senator for | there, figuratively speaking—I say, when those men 
anything in the world, because I rise to say that if there is | work in any State or at any point and another ms), 
one man in the Senate whom I completely and absolutely | them, “ You shall not,” and incites an insurrection to 
reverence, it is the Senator from New Hampshire. I asked his | his threat, the governor who will net call for the powes 
opinion because I thought perhaps there wis some mysterious | State, if civil courts are not able to keep the peace, is ii) 
law of general averages which had escaped my attention, | of the name of governor. 
which he could supply, by which he arrived at the conclusion Back to editorial now. I read from the New York Ss); 
that if there was violence in Paterson, N. J., it was conclusive INCITATION TO VIOLENCE, 
evidence there was riot at Paint Creek. Every thoughtful reader of the morning newspaper must ; 

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, if the Senator from West — oe = ee = eo news from laters. 
Sina _ oo me, nave a ae eee oe sndat dn Geaes end bes er Oe a ee ee 
question in the mind of any man who has read the newspape = mI : a ; sere 
or listened to the statements which have been made on this ae eee oe Jersey. I should like to ask i: 
floor that there was violence at Paint Creek, in the State of ‘Mr COFF. You éia met e@ioons the Pres 
West Virginia. I understand that the violence has ceased; that The VICE PRESIDENT . ies "the @ ‘resident. 
the strike is over; and we are now having a legislative post-| Jinia yield to the Senator f Ne , J a arom Vi 
mortem on things that occurred there some weeks ago. 6 M CONT. Ne : + ean i aa a ee : 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I think that the Senator] 4,1, Siaieivente Gi iioe oe ae <p 
from West Virginia is entirely too generous in giving up his M . GOFF ‘a ‘ll es ae hi _ ~ ee ‘ 
time here. Some of us are intensely interested in hearing the <a * wit never get this piece read if Sen: 
discussion and having it confined somewhere within the neigh- on interrupt oe f : 
borhood of its real purposes, For about an hour he has been ineuee ae ee — Speen Se a a aenricte’ of 
attempting to read an article from one of the New York news- | is aggravated by the fact that Quinlan is not a resident «i: 
papers. Ife has not been able to do it yet; I think the interrup- | city of Paterson or of New Jersey, and such incitation to 5 


: eel , ante " has been adjudged guilty of represents the intervention otf . . 
tions run so far from the mark that the rest of us have a right | the gomestic affairs of that State. 


to protest. Notwithstanding this fact it is now proposed by the : 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from West Virginia will | Quinlan, speaking from a public platform, that unless the « 
permit me, I have not taken any time in this discussion and very oie a eee 7 a eee 
little time in other discussions during the present session. The | be paralyzed by general strikes. ‘ = 
Senator from West Virginia very courteously yielded to me, o gratify a spirit of revenge or assert the complete si; 


: i sane gma says i ene the Industrial Workers of the World as an organization and 1 
and 1 was within my rights and within the rules of the Senate | munity of the individual members a great city is to be plun 
in making the observations I did. ness. Thousands of women and children, thousands of ben: 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I want to say to the Senator from New | working men are to be deprived of light, of water, of the 


Hampshire my reference was a general one; it had no more | t? Work Ti ee me te te bi 
relztion to his statement than it had to the general discussion Could anarchy itself, with incidental bomb and routine 1 


which has carried us so far away from the speaker’s purposes; | ther? This is neither the assertion of the dignity nor the righ: 

and I hope the Senator will understand it This is nothing less than a declaration of war upon all In. 
Mr G a <n. ca ~e whole power, work, and machinery of social _and_ politica! «. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator’s suggestion is a cor- | The members of the Industrial Workers of the World proclaim : 


rect one. for them there is no law. They reserve to themselve 


- COR : incite to violence, and if society seeks to protect itself, then : 
‘Me, GOFF. I am going back now to the article which has ust be punished by mete vielaees: 
been alluded to, that I have been prevented from reading be- It is perhaps pure accident that the news from Paterson { 


cause of the numerous inquiries that have been made of me. I a eegvees from anather now a oe which report t! 

ave ti ~ = xi 7 of armed rioters upon those charged with protecting the pr 
have no objec tion to Senators asking me questions. f I am — another corporation. But the relation of the incidents at I'at 
as are most men on their feet, to overlook points, to orget mat- | Wharton can not be mistaken. The right to destroy, to }: 
ters, and if anyone interested in the subject desires to suggest ae . asserted oe weeete a, one piece, by rioters at t! 

2 > . aj ati pu e principle at stake in eac s unmistakable. 

ann ie me to reply to and for their edification, : a ae alkenes TE Dae EE tte honest and | 
willing always to acquiesce; but I do think there are some Inter | industrious workman protect himself from the influence and ti: 
ruptions that have not been made at an auspicious time. How- |.ship of such men as Quinlan? Certainly there must be 1! 


: es ak z workingmen in Paterson alone who stand aghast at the a! 
T sh, ea ae — anything eye epee I take my seat few self-seeking and utterly selfish men to make use of the «i 
shall be glad to have my attention called to it. and ignorance of the least intelligent of the working class t» «! 


Last Friday, May 16, the New York Sun published what I am | the whole body while seeking their own discreditable ends. 


about to read. We may not all agree with newspaper publica- I will not detain the Senate in reading any more of 
tions or newspaper editorials, but in a great many instances | ggitorial, but I have one that I want to read that was} 
they are well received, published at the right time, and have a | }jcheq in the Washington Post this morning. It is headed ° ihe 
most laudable purpose. I read one from the World. I think | pq flag at Paterson”: 

it a superb editorial. It will be flashed all over the land, not ! 


only by the wonderful circulation of that paper, but in other | x $remiasd cutlawry's declaration of war to the bitter cul tI 


yays and through other papers, and I intend to give it the pub- | upheaval at that center of industry, ought to be met at the sti 
licity that a statement in the Senate of the United States and | counterstrike that would end the crisis. With the foes of our !'s 


our institutions rapidly forcing an issue of their own ma 
the publication in the Recorp will give it, because its words are | joncer temporize with the men who all along have boldly pr 


sound sense and it gives the warning that this country needs at | their purpose ultimately to bring about just such conditions : 
this time. A serious state of affairs confronts us. I am just | confront the authorities at Paterson? 


e as been rea 
as fond of human liberty, justice, and the rights of citizenship | ..7 ee nation ot tne oc aesabiy had Pe eetea ‘reaistat 
as are any of the gentlemen on the other side, who have pro- | so slight as was met at Lawrence, Salem, Schenectady, I’as=i'". | 


pounded the queries to me indicating that I am not. It is be- | Columbus, San Diego, and many other points where an aberr' 


. . ublic sentiment strengthened the hand of violence in forcins « mces 
cause I love justice, it is because I am in favor of the continua-  aoay Strikes were ended before a hopeless deadlock could b- con 
tion of constitutional government, that I want the violators of | trived, and the lawless leadership sought a new field of activity. | 
law punished, { care not who they are; or wrnere they come from | scat aitcxtion, but martial law supplied a soletion of thal ti 1" 

7 a SE Ee Tote 
or what are their names, what locality they live in, or in what | jem the processes and penalties of civil law having proved ina:lejio'° 
land God's sunshine first kissed their cheeks. If there are in | to deal with the machinations of the imported and more malignant ‘)! 
this land citizens, or men intending to become citizens, who have | of disturbers. 


t tlawry is decried hy 
complaints to make, they are entitled to be heard; they are |, a eae ae tea nak ee aes outlawry ts rt 


entitled to the protection of their property; they are entitled to | socialism have nothing in common, and that their standar 
all the guards of the Constitution, as it is interpreted both in | wholly incompatible that one or the other must give way. aes — 
war and In peace. But when they take the law into their own | S® pay homage to two flags any mors than they van tyax at [aie~ 2 
hands, when they say to either capitalist, laborer, merchant, or | divested of incidentals, is resolved into the vital question \ hether oe 
lawyer, va he be, “ You shall do this,” and “ You shall not a, i ee _ fan et pence and order, or the red tas. | 
do that,” when they say, as I have understood they said, for I > 5 r West Virginia 
was not there at Paint Creck, “ You shall not ran this conl mine | prefnine to'the sia fashioned doctrine that it is permissibie to fli 
unless you run it ns I advise you,” they are in insurrection, and | devil with fire, the threat to call a general strike and win’! |! 
I would be ashamed of the governor of a State who would stand | 2 in an attempt to keep the leaders out of jail, will not carry | - 
by and not exercise the power that is his. If the governor of Ohio and the governor of New Jem 
Now, the other side. When men in those localities and over | would take a lesson from the governor of West Virs'!! Ks = 
in Cineinnati to-day beg to be permitted to work, when men over | cerning those regions where strife has prevailed and ¥ . > 
in New Jersey—I know it is a danger zone for anyone here on | insurrection in fact exists in those States and issue Ue 


this side to get into, but Just the same I venture to put my foot | martial-law orders, there would be peace in the grevt city iu 


# 











1915. 

_yolley of the Ohio, as weil as in that industrial center in 
ew Jersey. at 
? \noeal has been made in behalf of the striking workmen in 
west Virginia that they have been mistreated. That is a 


coroment that has been repeatedly made and that I have a 
hor of times alluded to. The name of “ Mother Jones” 
nace been brought into the controversy. Well, I have no fight 
th * Mother Jones.” I am sorry that she feels aggrieved. If 

¢ the stories they tell about her in West Virginia in refer- 
» to this and other strikes there are true, she has certainly 

whatever else she may be; grand and good and a friend 
vo miners she may be—but she has certainly been inciting 
rot and urging insurrection. She does not deny it. She is 
the erandmother of them all; she takes pride in it; she is an 
oxpert: she is a good talker; she is effective in speaking to 
see audiences; naturally, she bas influence with them. I do 
not know how it may be in your locality, but in mine for a 

» on the public hustings, or a Woman either, to incite people 

on violence, to insurrection, isa crime; and anyone—man, woman, 
or -hild-——-who resorts to that fs liable to arrest. Mother Jones 
was arrested, She certainly was. Neither does she deny that. 
she was tried, yes; she was convicted, doubtless—although she 
om here now looking down from the galleries, as she has a right 
to do: it is perfectly proper—but I see no reason why West 
Virginia should be criticized for that or why the other people 
taken in insurrection should be criticized for being politely 
requested to behave themselves and to attend to their own 
affairs. 
" hat great section of West Virginia where this trouble existed 
is in peace to-day; the miners are back at work; most of the 
vrieypnees that they had have been adjusted; it is all over. 
What do you want to stir it up again for? Why does our dear 
vld “Mother Jones” want to stir it up again? Who is dis- 
satisfied? The people who live there, the officers of that State, 
ve going to make that section one of the greatest industrial 
levelopments in that or in any other State. God Almighty has 
provided that wonderful wealth, and it will be protected, and 
it will be saved for “ Mother Jones” and for all the rest of the 
wople there, whether strikers, rioters, or what not; it will be 
rotected for that purpose; and I hope that she and others will 
vo back and that she will live long years yet to enjoy the land 
that we are going to save for her. 

There never would have been any of this disturbance there 
but for the conduct and the character of the men who have 
heen alluded to in the editorials that I have quoted. They are 
the people who are always talking about human liberty, always 
talking about the rights of labor, but never intimating that the 
other people in the locality have any rights; always setting 
up, as has been done here to-day, these beautiful, glittering 
veneralities about “ the suffering people”; and yet if it were not 
for the people that I have described, if it were not for those who 
have systematically organized these controversies for the pur- 
pose of producing results that could not and would not have 
‘sen brought about but for their sinister designs. These men who 
preach so grandly, who appear so pleasant in their arguments, 
who are upholding the rights and the dignity of labor, the 
lien Whom these editorials truthfully depict, who, while they 
talk so glibly, nevertheless represent a cause and advocate a 
irinciple not represented or advocated by honest labor—a cause 
‘that “like whited sepulchers, seems outwardly fair, but that in- 
“wardly is full of dead men’s bones.” 

I siso have affidavits, telegrams, newspaper clippings, but 
| am not going to offer them; it is not necessary. It would 
Siply add fuel to the flame; it would simply produce confusion 
‘i a locality where the dove of peace now is, and it would 
bring into the limelight and subject to persecution those who 
‘ire how free from trouble. No good can come of it. If on the 
; ‘ls how before the Senate and the law applicable thereto the 
“chate concludes that it should resolve itself into a grand 


} 
i 
} 
i 


a and send for witnesses I shall have nothing more to say. 
— ouly interest that I have, the deep interest that I have, 


: earnestness that I have, is for the good, the peace, and the 
the Onion hot only of my own State, but of all the States of 
‘ a Want the Government at Washington to still live—and it 
oan I want the Constitution of our fathers to be still re- 
ion ae it will be. The people are tiring. Men who a 
eae since looked at least without alarm and rather in- 
sodas A on the situation that is found in a number of places 
pean vn how alarmed—are aroused. They are asking for 
_ gence quietly to be had, if possible; but peace at any 
tion erovelie Ga of all lands are in trouble, and commo- 
in confielon eeoush all the world, which, it seems, is involved 

‘sion and strife. No other land is threatened more than 
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this, and still the men who live in all over-sea lands are turn- 
ing their eyes hitherward. 

The Government of the United States is the beacon lisht of 
civilization and the hope of all other peoples. It is a Nation 
built on suffering; it is a Nation founded by men who, fleeing 
from persecution, sought the then wilderness here and made it 
what it is to-day—the hope of the world, the pride of civiliza- 
tion. It is the Government had in mind by the barons when 
they struggled at Runnymede. It is the kind of Government for 
which John Hampden died; it is the Government that Sydney 
longed for; it is the Government that our ancestors strove for 
and laid the foundation of: it is the Government that the 
mothers of the Colonies, grand old mothers of Israel, gave all 
that they had to give, the children of their love. to help 
establish; it is the Government thet Washington, Adams, Jef- 
ferson, and Madison helped to organize: the Government that 
the signers of the Declaration and the makers of the Constitu- 
tion, the fathers of the Republic, established for us. those who 
now pass before us in phantom form: it is the Government that 
was saved to us not only by the courage of our soldiery,. but 
by the will of a man. We z#re in no trouble with our military 
officinls, nor have we ever been; we have had great generuls, 
us great as any land or any era of time has ever produced, yet 
no one has ever intimated imperialism, ever thought of a dic- 
tatorship, or dreamed of a crown. 

No one yet. governor or President, has ever attempted mali- 
ciously to override the law or to deprive men of their privileges, 
as has been intimated here may be done. To intimate that any 
danger might arise from the military forces of the Nation is a 
reflection upon the officers of the Army and the soldiery of the 
country. I want to say that the fame of the American soldier 
is a jewel of inestimable value to this Nation. I cure not where 
that fame was won; I care not whether it was in the early 
history of the Colonies, or during the Revolution, or on the 
plains of Mexico—here, there, or anywhere—whether it was 
with the giant soldier of the century, Grant, when he seized the 
tiger of rebellion by the throat and strangled it in the jungles 
of the Wilderness; whether it was with Lee, wonderful chief- 
tain, when be led his matchless legions over the Potomac and 
fought his last great battle at Gettysburg. It makes no differ- 
ence. Was it with Sherman when he made his wonderful march 
to the sea, or was it with that brilliant genius of the war, 
Stonewall Jackson, or was it on other fields of heroie strife 
and sublime desth? No difference. ‘The fame they won we are 
all entitled to share in; it is our common heritage. They were 
not soldiers who usurped a place to which they were not en- 
titled; they were not soldiers who played the despot or: the 
dictator. When the war ended they all went back to their quiet 
avocations of peace, to the usual struggies of life. So it is we 
fear no usurpation and we hive no dread of the establishment! 
of a despotism, of the destruction of our liberties, of the death 
of our Republic. 

I once stood before that wonderful man to whom I alluded a 
moment ago. I heard him speak of the dire condition that con 
fronted him and the Nation. We must admit to-day that he 
did things which were then questioned, and which men on this 
side and on the other side of this Chamber said were not ex- 
actly constitutional, but he thought they were necessary. With 
Old Glory being trailed in the dust and an effort being niade 
to flont a new emblem in the land, with riot and insurrection 
rampant, he thought he could find a way in the Constitution to 
save the Nation. He did so; and there are but few, if any, 
who to-day say he erred. In that darkest hour of the country, 
dark also to me personally, he demonstrated the power of the 
Commander in Chief, the necessities of resorting to the ucaces 
of war. I lived south of Mason and Dixon's line; I was a 
Virginian born; I did not see the lines of my duty as some of 
my boyhood friends did, so I wore the blue, and it was my mis- 
fortune to be called a traitor to my State. because IT was loyal 
to the flag of the Union. I have always maintained that IT was 
right. When the vicissitudes of war threw me into 2 land that 
did not agree with me my situation was far from being com- 
fortable. My home was for some time simply a prison cell. 
But the great man of whom I have been speaking, by the power 
of his great office, which he never failed to exercise, opened the 
doors of Libby and brought me home to freedom. 

I stood before him and thanked him, and heard him tell! of 
some of the incidents that had transpired since I had been so- 
journing in the Southland. I then learned from him lessons 
that deeply impressed me, that have always been with me. Ile 
was a wonderful man. He was a man among men; a mariyr 
among martyrs; a statesman among statesmen; a hero among 
heroes; a President among Presidents; he was God’s grandest 
gift of a man to men—Abraham Lincoln. 
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Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, when this dis- 
cussion began { thought it was with reference to the disturb- 
ances at Paint Creek, W. Va.; but by some strange alchemy, I 
hardly know what, it seems to have been transferred to New 
Jersey. 

I feel that the Senator’s advice regarding martial law and 
other methods of governing our strikes in New Jersey and Ohio 
is utterly gratuitous; and I say to the distinguished Senator 
from West Virginia that he need wear no crape for the Com- 
monwealth of New Jersey. We are able to take care of our- 
selves and to allay the disturbances that may occur there. 

The Senator, in his remarks, used the words “if I should put 
my foot in New Jersey,” or “I will put my foot in New Jersey.” 
I know he is incapable of a wrong, but should he put his foot, 
or both feet, in New Jersey, and by the sheerest accident com- 
mit a wrong against the laws of our Commonwealth, I will 
gusrantee to him at least not a trial by court-martial but a 
trial by a jury of his peers in that Commonwealth. 

The Senator refers to the men who consulted with, who dis- 
cussed with, and who may have urged upon the strikers of 
West Virginia their wrongs, as being not coworkers but out- 
siders. I ask in all fairness and reason, Mr. President, what 
were the other men, the so-called defenders? Were they out- 
siders or were they insiders? They certainly were outsiders 
in the strictest sense of the term. They had no claim to a right 
there; they were worse than outsiders. They were a band of 
adventurers, a band of blacklegs, and, as a rule, ex-convicts, 
who sought to shoot down for pay, for money, the miners in 
West Virginia. 

I realize the discomforts that the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia has on his hands, and, God knows, I sympathize with 
him. If his State were contiguous territory I would make a 
proposition to annex it to New Jersey, and give you an oppor- 
tunity to know what real constitutional law and constitutional 
blessings might be. There is only one thing that would stick 
in my crop about annexing West Virginia, and that is it 
lawless and unconstitutional origin. ‘ 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. President, I have listened with much 
interest to the able legal argument presenied by the learned 
ex-judge, the distinguished junior Senator from West Virginia. 

But, in my judgment, there is something more vital at issue 
here than is involved in a discussion of the legal aspect of the 
case, as presented by the Senator. One is reminded of the 
advice of the professor of law to his students, when he said: 
‘“When you think the law is on your side, talk the law, and 
when you think the facts are on your side, talk the facts.” 

While I do not concede the correctness of the legal position 
of the learned Senator, he has largely evaded a statement of 
the facts and conditions as they existed in the State of West 
Virginia. It is not simply a question as to whether or not 
martial law was legally declared in the State of West Virginia 
by the governor of that State, but the vital question which 
demands our investigation, and which I believe we have a right 
to investigate, is, What was done—what wrongful acts, if any, 
were committed under the administration of the martial law, 
as declared in that State? 

This resolution should be passed in the interest of the people 
generally, and in the interest of the people of West Virginia 
in particular. Many people throughout this land are demanding 
the investigation. Like the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern], 
I have numerous telegrams and letters demanding that an in- 
vestigation be made, and. asking that I support the resolution. 
I presume most of the Senators have similar requests. The 
matter, therefore, has attained national importance; and the 
Nation, through the Senate, is required to act. 

It is charged that sacred constitutional rights of American 
citizens have been or were denied in a section of the State of 
West Virginia. The citizens of West Virginia are also citizens 
of the United States, and are entitled to the fullest protection 
of all the laws of the land. Gross outrages of oppression 
pressed to the very extreme, resulting in some instances even 
in murder and manslaughter and indignities and iniquities 
equaled only by the lawlessness in Mexico, are reported to have 
occurred in this territory. It is said that so common were 
these occurrences that human life was really worthless in that 
nilitary zone. 

If these charges are true, there is a remedy, and other reme- 
dies will appear. If they are not true, the people of West 
Virginia more than any other people in the land should be 
interested in establishing that fact. The case has gone too far 
to be dismissed by simply filing a general denial or to be de- 
termined by the decision of a court on some abstract question 
of law applied to an entirely different state of facts. 

When thé Constitution of the United States was framed, 
Patrick Henry argued for 24 long days to have contained within 
that document the provisions of the Bill of Rights. Many of 
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the leading men of that day argued that this was unneco< 
that they were contemplated by and included in thy, rener 
terms of the Constitution. But Henry argued and insisted acs 
they should be enumerated; and after this long sirnev\, 
resulted in including those vital principles in the 14 .,, : 
ments commonly referred to as the “Bill of Rights.” 1y,,...: 
ence has taught us that Henry was right in demandijc o., 
these vital principles should be included within the «cs... 
itself, that they might be understood by every citize;,. \.,.. 
and layman alike, and that they might not be miseunesy.u: 
any court. 

Article 6 of these amendments provides that one ; 
crime shall have the right to a speedy and public ¢; 
jury, fair and impartial, from the district in whic : 
is alleged to have been committed, and that he shai! jo a. :. 
of the charge against him and the full character ay ys, 
of it, and shall be confronted by the witnesses why po 
against him. 

Mr. President, the safety and perpetuity of our Gi:oy, 
rests largely upon this provision. It is such princiy), 
the very foundation upon which the governments! ~jpocj) 
rests, that are involved here. It matters not about the joprc 
of the people who claim to have been wronged by a yin sys 
of their constitutional rights, nor that they may be poor sy) 
common laborers, pitted against wealthy and more fortyyay. 
employers. The Constitution is no respecter of persons. |; 
they are poor and helpless, this fact makes it all the more i; 
portant that the Government should lend its strong ary, 
protecting them in their distress. 

All honest labor is honorable. We often give too tye 


to the general in the Army, instead of to the rank sil go 
While the general is entitled to great consideration for pis 
ability to plan and to carry his plans into execution, withow 
the rank and file his efforts would be fruitless. Both gre vs. 
titled to equal credit for the success of any battle. 

So it is with the business affairs of life. The manager of 4 
railroad or of a mining or other industrial enterprise ix entities 
to credit for his ability to organize and to carry forward ie 
work. But the common laborer, the trackman, the fireman. ; 
the engineer should not be overlooked; for if each perforns 
with efficiency his individual task all are entitled to eal 
credit for the final success of the enterprise. 

These poor, common laborers—miners, as they have bev 
referred to—go down into the ground on their hands and knees 
and bring to the surface and lay at the feet of their enmplovers 
wealth that gives to them pleasure and prosperity. ‘These eou- 
mon laborers are also entitled to the equal and full protection 
of the law with their employers, which this resultitiou secks 
to give. 

This investigation certainly can do no harm, and it may result 
in the greatest good. I hope the resolution will pass. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, befcre submitting a fev: 
marks on this question I desire to offer an amendne! 
resolution, and ask to have it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ciiifsraia pr: 
sents an amendment to the pending resolution which wit be 
read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the pend reser 
tion by striking out the portion of it commencing witli live --. 
on page 3, and extending down to and including lite 1% 0 
page 4, and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

The conditions under which employees in the mines are '\ 
work, wages paid, hours of labor, kind of contract under w 

rformed, the system of lighting, ventilation, and sanitation: eye 
n such mines, and the efficiency thereof, and any otier fits aoe’ 
the interest and well-being of such employees. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I should like to ask worm 
that is to be inserted. . 

Mr. WORKS. It commences with line 22, on page » 
tends to line 10, on page 4. 

Mr. President, we have spent a good many 
cussing the power and jurisdiction of the governor of West 
ginia in dealing with this question. The resolution invites J 
that kind of discussion, and, in my judgment, it falls fr ste" 
of calling for such an investigation as ought to be made in ac 
of this kind. ee 

Let me call attention, briefly, to the effect of the resoiuuen 
it is now before the Senate. The committee is directed ty a=" 
tain— ‘ : . Tin 

First. Whether or not any system of peonage is maintunes! 
said coal fields. : sis ain 

Second. Whether or not access to post offices is prevented." 
if so, by whom. ; ates 

Third. Whether or not the immigration laws of thls oo on 
are being violated in the West Virginia coal fields; «"™ ae 
by whom. 
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Fourth. If any or all of those conditions exist, the causes 
loading up to such conditions. ; 
~-ritth, Whether or not’ the Commissioner of Labor or any 
other cflicial or officials of the Government can be of service in 
adjusting such strike. 

““\ip, KERN. ‘That has been stricken out. 

Mr. WORKS. Very well. 

<isth. Whether or not parties are being convicted and pun- 

ished in violation of the Constitution and laws of the United 
S os. 
a les been said by the junior Senator from West Virginia 
‘Mr. Gorr| that as to the first two of these facts that are to be 
ascertained by the committee, they have been thoroughly investi- 
‘ted by the proper governmental authorities. But whether 
that be so or not, Mr. President, I myself am much more inter- 
ested in going back behind this strike and ascertaining, if we 
con. winit enuses led up to it. 

\e do not need any investigation to determine what the gov- 
ernor of the State has done. The facts respecting that miter 
iave been broadly admitted here. The order that he made is 
before the Senate. The proceedings that took place under thit 
order bave been admitted on both sides. There is no question 
at all about it. There is no necessity for any investigation to 
ascertain the faets with respect to that particular matter. 

Whether or not the order that was issued by the governor of 
West Virginia declaring martial law was in violation ef the 
Constitution of the United States is a pure question of law 
that arises upon the face of the order itself. It is not necessary 
to investigate that question, and if the Senate of the United 
States desires to declare itself upon that question it has before 
it every fact necessary to bring about that result. 

Whether or net access to post oflices is prevented, and, if so, 
by whom, is a matter that might very properly be investigated; 
but it could be done under the general provision that L aim 
secking to insert in this resolution. 

My objection to the resolution of the Senator from Indiana 
is that it is not broad enough; that it does not cover what 
ought to be reached in an investigation of this sort; in other 
words, that it limits it to certain specific things that, in my 
judgment, really need no investigation at all. As I have said, 
we have before us every fact that will enable us to act intelli- 
geutly upon those questions without going to the expense of an 
investigation. 

So far as I am individually concerned, I am greatly inter- 
ested in determining just how these mines are operated in the 
Stute of West Virginia. I want to know what ground of com- 
plaint the employees in these mines have. I want to know 
whether they are being properly treated, whether the mines are 
being ventilated and lighted as they should be, whether proper 
sunitaury conditions are maintained, and the kind of contracts 
that have been made by which these men are bound to their 
work, 

For that reason I have submitted this amendment; and to 
show the interest that I have in this question I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a bill that was introduced by me at the 
present session of Congress providing for the inspection and 
regulation of coal mines. ‘That bill went to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. These same coal operators in the State of 
West Virginia gave notice that they desired to be heard before 
‘iby bill of this kind should be passed. I desire that the bill 
lniy be read, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
retary will read the bill. 

"he Secretary. Senate bill 593, Sixty-third Congress, first 
Session, introduced by Senator Works April 9, 1913: 


A bill (8, 593) providing for the inspection and regulation of coal mines. 


' o it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby author- 
tone empowered, and directed to make and enforce such rules, regula- 
ao = requirements for the management, control, and operation of 
. coal mines and mining companies ene in producing, mining, or 
fztvacting coal in the Territories or possessions of the Uni States, or 
ne RY State. to be transported to, used, or sold in more than one State, 
meal or may be necessary for the protection, preservation, and con- 
a: — of the lives and health of persons employed In or about any 
much mines or mining property, and to determine what safety devices 
a app ances are becessary and proper to be used for such purposes, 
Se ce and compel their use in and about such mines. 
Ganmen hat the said Secretary shall from time to time ascertain and 
oan aa wi what are the most methods of managing, operating, 
ete a stiag mines, and the most approved and efficient devices and 
waren ances for the proper management of such mines, and for the 
health a = protection, and conservation of the bodies, lives, and 
deviecs sy, Be Workers and employees, and compel the use of such safety 
Soe 424 appliances in such mines. 
tion with That the said Secretary may cooperate and act in conjunc- 
officer aethnnt State mining bureau or commission. or other body or 
orized to act in the matter of ne or regulating the 
e 


operati 
Pa=poses of thie eee such State, in furtherance of the objects and 


See. 4. That im the performa 
the sai nee of his duties as provided in this act 
auaine anectetary is authorized and empowered to enter into and 
mines, at such times as he may desire, either in person 


If there be no objection, the Sec- 
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or by any officer or employee in his department, and to inspect and 
examine such mines and determine whether they are complying with the 
rules, regulations, and orders made by him respecting the operation and 
management thereof, and to ascertain 
management are necessary to insure the better safety of the 
in and about such mines; and the owners or lessees of such,mines or 
mining properties and their officers and agents shall permit such entry 
upon and inspection add investigation of the condition of the mine, and 
shall afford every facility therefor. 
employee, agent, or 
such entry, examination. or investigation, or fail or refuse to afford 
proper 
punished by a fine of not less than $100 nor more than $5,000, to which 
May be added imprisonment for not exceeding six months. 


ing the management or operation of any mine or the use or disuse of 
any device, apparatus, or appliance in the operation thereof, the owner 
or lessee of such mine shall comply with such order within a time to 
be fixed by said Secretary. 
or any oflicer or agent of such owner or lessee, shall fail or refuse to 
comply with any such order he shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and be 
fined not less than $100 nor more than $5,000, to which may be added 
imprisonment for net exceeding six nionths, and each day that he shall 
so fail or refuse shall be a separate offense, and the said Seerctary may. 
in his discretion, 
until such order is complied with. and may enforee such requirement by 
proper legal proceeding if not complied with. 





as may be 
be paid out of moneys appropriated for that purpose, as herein providert. 
his pleasure, such oillicers, expert 
clerks, and employees as may 
promptly and efficiently the duties imposed upon him by this act, to be 
paid out of funds to be appropriated for that purpose, 


is hereby appropriated, not exceeding the sum «cf $50,000, 


this bill to the attention of the Senate, it may at an early day 
receive consideration at the hands cf the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 
of West Virginia and its courts on trial. 
tuking on the part of the Senate of the United States. 
to my mind, a very serious question as to its propriety. 


ernor has the right to declare martial law. 
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What changes of operation or 


CM ploeyees 


Any such owner or lessee, or his 


offiver thereof, who shall refuse or prevent any 


facilities therefor, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and be 


Sec. 5. That when the said Secretary shall make any order respect- 


If such owner or lessee of any such mine, 


require that such mine be closed and not operated 
See. 6. That the said Secretary may employ such expert or other help 

Necessary to ca.ry this act into effect, the expense thereof to 
Sec. 7.. That the said Secretary shall have power to employ, during 
. Cneineers, statisticians, inspectors 


be necessary to enable him to perform 


Sec. 8 That a sum suflicient to carry out the provistons of this act 


Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I hope that, having brought 


We have for several days practically had the State 
It is a serious under- 
There is, 
The 
State of West Virginia and its officers are responsible for what 
has been done in that State. I have no doubt but that the goy 
My good friend, the 
Senator from Idexho [Mr. Boran}, when IT made that statement 
the other day, said that that simply meant the destruction of 
free government. 

Mr. BORAHL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. WORKS. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. If the Senator from California will look at 
the Recorp, he will see that the Senator from Idaho did not take 
issue with the proposition that the governor had the right to 
declare martial law. I teok issue with the preposition that after 
ne declared martial law there was no limit to his authority. 

Mr. WORKS. Then the Senator from Idaho entirely misun- 
derstood what I said with respect to it. His rather sensational 
and startling statement with respect to the effect of that sort 
of authority being vested in the governor of a State was with- 
out foundation. If the governor of the State of West Virginia, 
in whom that power is vested, has been guilty of malfeasance in 
office, he is responsible, just like any other officer. The power 
to do just that thing in protecting life and property within a 
State must be vested somewhere, and in whom better than in 
the governor of the State? What right has the Senate of the 
United States to question the authority of the governor of a 
State within his jurisdiction? 

I am free to confess that, in my judgment, the governor of 
West Virginia went beyond his authority in the order that he 
promulgated. He undertook in that order to determine the 
jurisdiction of the commissioners appointed by him. I think 
he had no such authority, and so far as that portion of the 
order is concerned I should regard it as a nullity. When the 
military court was established the law fixed its jurisdiction 
and its powérs, and the governor could not by a proclamation 
issued by him extend or limit that authority. 

But as I said in the beginning, Mr. President, my judgment 
is that it is a good deal more important, in the interest of this 
country of ours, and a great deal more important to the laboring 
men of this country, that we should inquire into the causes 
which have brought about these disturbances, not only in the 
State of West Virginia but elsewhere. We must get back of 
the mere conduct of the courts of West Virginia or its goverio” 
and ascertain what are the real conditions in the State of Wes 
Virginia if we are going to act intelligently and accomplisi: 
results. 

That is what I shall be glad to see done under this resolu 
tion, and for that reason I have offered this amendment. 1) 
gives the committee the power to go back of the strike to 
ascertain not only before but after and at the present time 
what the conditions are which are prevailing in those mines. 
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There must have been something that was unjust that brought 
about a strike of that kind. Men do not generally go to ex- 
tremes like that without some kind of a just provocation. 
Therefore what I want to know is what it was that brought 
this contention, the insurrection, the strike, and the bloodshed 
that followed it. 

I understand, Mr. President, it is understood that this reso- 
lution shall go to the Committee on Education and Labor; and 
I ask. if that be so, that the amendment I have proposed be 
also referred to that committee for its consideration. I do not 
want now to take up the time of the Senate, as that agreement 
seems to have been reached. 

Mr. KERN. It is the understanding that the resolution with 
the amendments offered may be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. It is also the understanding that that 
committee is to report out the resolution in a few days. 

Mr. WORKS. I ask the Senator from Indiana if the amend- 
ment [ have offered can be referred with the resolution? 

Mr. KERN. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I had intended to submit some 
further remarks upon the resolution, but in view of the stuate- 
ment which has just been made by the Senator from Indiana 
that it will go to the committee I shall not ask the indulgence 
of the Senate to discuss it until it comes out of committee, and 
perhaps not at all. That will depend upon how it comes out 
and what course it takes after it comes out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CH1ILTon] to refer 
the resolution and the amendments to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. KERN. That includes the resolution and its amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It includes the resolution and the 
amendments. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from West Virginia to refer. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. REED. Is any time fixed in the motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular hour is 12 o'clock. 

Mr. REED. To-morrow? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To-morrow. 
.Indiana moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 5 o'clock and 8 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 20, 
1918, at 12 o’clock m. 


— ee 


The Senator from 


SENATE. 
Tuespay, May 20, 1913. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of the preceding session. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, [ think there ought to be 
a quorum present to hear the Journal read, and I make the 
point that there is no quorum here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Ashurst Gore 
Bacon Hollis 
Bankhead Hughes 
Bradley Jackson 
Brady James 
Bristow Johnson, Me. Pomerene 
Burtou Johnston, Ala. Ransdell 
Catron Jones Reed 
Clark, Wyo. Kenyon Root 
Saulsbur 


Clarke, Ark. Kera 
La Follette Sheppar 
Lea 


Colt 
Crawford Sherman 
Cummins Lippitt Shields 

on ge 


Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
‘Thomas 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Townsend 
Vardaman 


O'Gorman 
Overman 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 


Shively 

a McLean Simmons 
Fletcher Martin, Va. Smith, Ariz. 
Gallinger Martine, N. J. Smith, Ga. 
Goff Nelson Smith, Mich. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I desire to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. Bryan] is unable to be present on account of illness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy Senators having responded 
to the roll call, a quorum is present, The Secretary will read 
the Journal of the proceedings of the preceding session. 

The Secretary read the Journal of yesterday's proceedings. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming.: In noticing the Journal as read 
by the Secretary there seems to be an fnac¢uracy in stating the 
title of Senate bill 60, which was reported by -myself from the 
Committee on Public Lands. It appears in the Journal as a bill 
“to provide for agricultural entry of coal lands.” The bill 
really is one “to provide for agricultural entry of oil lands.” 


Williams 
Works 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Journal will be correc) 
if there are no more corrections the Journal wil! s;., | 
proved as read and corrected. . =v 

GOVEKNMENT EXPRESSAGE ON LAND-GRANT RAILRO\p< 

Mr, CRAWFORD. Mr, President, I discover from the [2 ...0, 
that on yesterday the Vice President laid before the s, 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury j):),.. 
ting a report in response to resolution 49, which [ jyy pci, 
some time ago. and that the report was referred to tj). «, 
mittee on Public Lends and ordered to be printed. 1 4), .. 
know until I saw the Recorp that the report had cory. 5, 
Senate. 

I desire very much, having introduced the resojij)j.,, 
given some consideration to the subject, to have the pesos) 
on the table until I can examine it. I ask unanimons ..... 
that it be recalled from the Committee on Public Lauds 5); ; 
it lie on the table for the present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South) J):1.,,: 
asks unanimous consent to withdraw the report from {),. «.) 
mittee on Public Lands and to have the same lie oy the js), 
until he can examine it. ms 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am not objecting to its going po yn, 
committee at the proper time, but I should like to have »); ' 
tunity to examine it. 

Mr. SMOOT. What report is it, I will ask the Senstor: 
Mr. CRAWFORD. It relates to the charge of express 
panies for the transportation of property of the United Stair< 
over lines of railway companies which received grants of jy) 
from the Government. I offered the resolution some tiie as, 
and it was passed by the Senate, and this is the response ty jy, 

which I have not had au opportunity to see. 

Mr. SMOOT. I understand that the report was referred ; 
the Committee on Public Lands, and the Senator wanis ts | 
it lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is all; to let it lie on the ts!) 

Mr. SMOOT. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? ‘Tie Chai: 
hears none, and the report will be withdrawn from the © 
or on Public Lands and it will lie on the table fer firtie: 
action. 


t} 
‘ 
I 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNI} 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J.C. Sow 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the [Hoise | 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolutions. sid thes 
were thereupon signed by the Vice President : 

H. R. 4234. An act providing certain legislation for the ly 
ama-California Exposition, to be held in San Diexo, Cn... din 
the year 1915; 

H. J. Res. 80. Joint resolution making appropriations | 
ply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for 1! 
Service for the fiscal year 1913; and 

H. J. Res. 82. Joint resolution authorizing the resid 
accept an invitation to participate in the Internati: 
ference on Education. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. LIPPITT. I have two protests signed by 
and voting operatives in the Lorraine Mills, of Wesivr'y. li. ! 
I ask that the memorials be referred to the Commiitive + 
Finance and that the body of one of them be prini«! 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the memorials were referre i | 
Committee on Finance, and the body of one of (i 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

TARIFF PROTEST. 


To Members of the House and Senate assembled in Conyir>s ' 
ington: 


GENTLEMEN: The undersigned, overseers and voting operilives in! 
Lorraine Mills, of Westerly, R. I, employing 350 hands in ! 
times, hereby protest most earnestly against the wool and coltor 
ules in the ding tariff bill and ask your honorable body gee ee 
the rates of duty applying to raw material, yarns, and clot). s) (" 
we may maintain our present wage scale in competition wii!) tvteish 
manufacturers of textiles. ne 

Mr. CUMMINS presented petitions of sundry citizess of 
Cedar Rapids, Des Moines, Spirit Lake, Le Mars, Lew, EsseX, 
Muscatine, Lime Springs, Marshalltown, Fort Dodie. Suet 
Malcom, Newton, Centerville, Bradgate, Lansing. Wate! ecg herd 
lington, Turin, Fort Madison, Mason City, Ottumw:, Clear L. = 
Oelwein, Dubuque, Luverne, Webster City, Esiheryi!':. Laver 
port, Sioux City, Newell, Cresco, Winterset, Churcivine. | ” 
Ames, Denison, Sutherland, Slater, Keokuk. Chariten ae 
Dyersville, and Hartley, all in the State of Iowa, [rasily o 
the exemption of mutual life insurance coniatics ae bill 
operation of the income-tax clause of the pending tariff bu! 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


ee) avers 
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GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have had numerous com- 
cations from workingmen in my State protesting against 
ae woe schedule of the tariff bill now under consideration. I 
pa vnanimous consent that one letter may be read. 
iyrLe VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. i 
‘The letter was read and referred to the Committee on Finance, 


as follows: 


Mr 
The Chair 


FRANKLIN Locarn No. 31, 

INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF PAPER MAKERS. 
William White, president ; George Rayner, vice president; Silas Glines 
‘wopelal secretary ; Charles Tousignant, treasurer ; Archie T. Maban, 
-orresponding secretary. 
Whereas the paper-making industry in t 

‘sec pumber of wage earners, a fair 
-crylous and own their own homes; anc 

vas through the efforts of organized labor the hours of labor have 

on peduced in a large number of mills throughout the United States 
ight-hour day; and 
the endeavor of the organization is to try and secure a uni- 
ciz!.t-hour day throughout the entire country; and 
\ i< the bill now before the United States Congress to remove the 
1. from tke importation of paper would work a grave injustice 
‘hoe employees engaged in the paper-making industry and would, 
hort doubt, result in transferring a large amount of this busl- 
n= to a foreign country, and would compel the wage earners to 
} the country to follow their trade and sacrifice their citizenship 
i homes; and 

; if the duty is removed from paper no one would be benefited, 
th the exception of the — as the readers of the paper will 
no reduction in tariff on print paper: Therefore be it 

ved, That we call upon our respective Congressman and Sen- 
ntor. to use their influence and vote against the removal! of tariff from 
t! vortation of paper; and be it further 

I ired, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to our Con- 
in and Senators, also a —— be forwarded to our international 
nt, with request that he bring the matter before the Members 
Congress and United States Senate and President of the United 


te] 


he United States employs a 
aa of whom are in- 


W 


Wherea 


¢ 


| 
| 
| 


e 


pres 
of tue 
ms Arctiin T. MATIAN, 
Secretary Franklin Falls (N. H.) Lodge. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of W. W. King, of 
Philsdelphia, Pa.; Sherman Wiggins and Caryl J. Dodds, of 
Lawrence. Kans.: R. H. Williams, of Towanda, Pa.; and G. G. 
Roberts. of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the exemption of mutual 
lif urance companies from the operation. of the income-tax 
clause of the pending tariff bill, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON. I present a joint memorial of the Territorial! 
Legislature of Alaska, which I ask may be printed in the Rrecorp 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


> ins 
ik 


Senate joint memorial 17. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
Ntotes (n Congress assembled: 


your memortalists, the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the ‘Territory of Alaska, in legislative session assembled, do most re- 
spectfully and earnestly represent that— 


Whereas the Congress did, on the 25th day of June, 1910, enact a law 
entitled “An act to provide for the care and support of insane per- 
sons in the Territory of Alaska”; and 

Whereas the buildings provided for in said act to be built at Fairbanks 
and Nome have not been constructed for the reason, as stated by the 
governor of Alaska, given upon the advice of the Attorney General, 
that no provision was made in said act for the purchase of sites upon 
which to construct such buildings, and that the Government could not 
Accept the donation of sites; and 

Whereas all insane persons in the fourth and second judicial divisions 
are forced to remain in the United States jails, awaiting a conven- 
lent time for their transportation ; and 

Whereas the sum of $4,000 will purchase suitable sites in the towns of 
ee my and Nome for the hospitals provided for in said act: Now, 

rerefore, 

We, your memorialists, do most earnest and respectfully request 

that in appropriation be made ip the sum of $4,000 to purchase suit- 

able sites for the construction of detention hospitals at Fairbanks and 
ome, as provided in the act of Congress of June 25, 1910, entitled “An 
act to provide for the care 
tory of Alaska.” 
And we, your memo 
assed the senate 


\ 


and support of insane persons in the Terri- 


rialists, will ever pray. 
April 11, 1913. — 
y. Ray 


L. V. Ray, 
Passed the house May 1, 1913. President of the Senate. 


Earnest B. CoLuins, 
Speaker of the House. 
Territory of Alaska, ss: 
Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, 


Unirep STATES oF AMERICA, 
I, William L. 


certify that the do hereby 


fap above and foregoing is a true and complete copy of 
“: nee memorial No. 17 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 
great seal of Tt whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 

(seat). “taska at Juneau this 6th day of May, A. D. 1913. 


Wma. L. Distin, Secretary of Alaska. 


theese af ON. I present a memorial of the Territorial Legis- 
aa ‘ Alaska which I ask may be printed in the Recorp 
“ue reterred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


L—104 
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no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Military Affairs aud ordered to be printed in 
follows: 
Senate joint memorial 3 
To the honorable the President, the 
tires of the United States: 
Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 


Territory of Alaska, do respectfully sabmit the following to your kind 
consideration : 


There being 
Committee on 
the Recorp, as 
1. 
red Touse 


Scuate, of Representa- 


That the Alaska Road Commission, since its creation under the 
act of Congress approved January 27, 19805, has constructed approxi 
mately 900 miles of wagon road and many hundreds of miles of sled 


roads and trails in all seetions of the ‘Territory 


A of Alaska. 
That such construction has resulted in great 


benelit to the eountry 


and has aided more than any other instrumentality in developing the 
various sections of our ‘Terrifory. 

That these roads are not merely of local importanee, but they form a 
well-devised system of highways calculated to serve the entire ‘Ter- 


ritory. 
That the expenses incurred in such road and trail building are de- 
frayed by an annual appro 


riation made by the honorable the Congress 
of the United States and by a portion of what is known as the 
“Alaska fund.” The amount appropriated by the honorable the Con- 
gress of the United States tor this year amounts to S155.000, fifty-tive 
thousand of which, or so much thereof as way be required, is to be 


expended in the constryctlon of a dam to protect the property of 
the Government near the town of Valdez from destruction by near by 
elaciers; that the average amount per annum available from the 
Alaska funds amounts to $137,000, the total amount of which moneys 
is barely sufticient to keep the roads constructed in repair. 
_ In view of these facts we respectfully request that Congress increase 
its annual appropriation for the construction and maintenance of 
roads, so that a sufficient amount thereof may be set aside for further 
construction and extension of the road system now laid out. 
And your memorialists will ever pray. 
Passed the senate April 20, 1913. 


iL. ¥.-Rart, 
President of the Senate. 
Passed the house April 29, 19153. 
EanNvest B. CoLiins, 


Npeaker of the 
UNITED Srares or AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, 
I, 


llouse, 
80° 
William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska. do hereby 


certity that the above and foregoing is a true and complete copy of 
senate joint memorial 31 of the Alaska Territorial Lezisiature 

In testimony. whereof I have hereunto set my hand and aflixed the 
great@seal of Alaska at Juneau this 6th day ef May, A. bb. 1913 


[ SEAL. ] Wa. L. Distin, Neeretary of Alaska. 

Mr. WEEKS presented memorials of the Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of North Adams, Mass., remonstrating against the rates of 
duty relating to cotton yarns, cotton goods, and cotton manu- 
factures, also against the reduction of the present duty on 
boots and shoes, and the rates in the woolen schedule of the 
pending tariff bill, which were referred to the Commitiee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a resolution adopted by the local 
directors of the National Business League of America, of Tli- 
nois, requesting that they be given opportunity to submit their 
arguments against the objectionable administrative features of 
the pending tariff bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. KERN presented a telegram in the nature of a resolu- 
tion adopted at a meeting of 6,000 citizens of Vittsburgh, Pa., 
favoring an investigation by the Senate of the labor situation 
in the coal fields of West Virginia, which was referred to the 
Committee on Edueation and Labor. 

Ile also presented a telegram in the nature of a resolution 
signed by the city chairman of the Socialist Party of Shelby- 
ville, Ind., and a resolution adopted by Local Union No. 617, 
United Mine Workers of America, of Barnesboro, Pa., express- 
ing thanks for the interest shown to secure justice for the 
laborers in the coal fields of West: Virginia, which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS. 

Mr. SHIVELY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 852) granting pensions and incrense 
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
(No. 47) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
the following ‘bills, reported them each with amendments and 
submitted reports thereon: 

S. 833. A bill granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors (Rept. No. 
48); and 

S. 834. A bill granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors (Rept. 
No. 49). 


Dame 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE, CAL) FORNIA. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. From the Cominittee on 
diciary I report back favorably without amendment 


the Ju- 
the bill 
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(S. 485) to amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act to codify, Mr. WORKS. There were two district judges in the 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved | district of the State; but there is a vacancy in t) 
March 3, 1911, and I submit a report (No. 46) thereon. I call | now. 
the attention of the junior Senator from California [Mr. Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Then, if the addition 
Works] to the bill. authorized there will be four district judges in the s 
Mr. WORKS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- Mr. WORKS. We will have three—— 
sideration of the bill. Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Two now in com: 
Mr. GALLINGER. let the bill be read for the information | one vacancy, and if this additional judge is ere: 
of the Senate. the fourth one? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. Mr. WORKS. It will be the fourth one. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I think I will object 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, a very large part | sideration of the bill for the present, and I will Joo! 
of the bill is a reenactment of the law as it now stands. The | matter a little bit. 
part which is new simply provides an additional district judge The VICK PRESIDENT. Objection being made, 
for the southern district of California. go to the calendar. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let that part be read. Mr. WORKS subsequently said: Mr. President, in 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Very well, let that part be read. | the objection made to the consideration of the bil! r 
The Secretary read as follows: the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Crark]. I ask thot 
That section 1 of the act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and | accompanying the bill be printed in the Recoxp. 
amend the awe eetaaing 00 the pedhetery.” approved March 3, 1911, be, a PRESIDENT. In the absence of 01) 
and is hereby, amende¢ o read as follows ; ” order is made. 
ae ke re ak ae saa “oe ae oye The report submitted this day by Mr. Cran of \y 
pointed one judge, to be called a district Judze, wy! a =< as follows: 
Seen Giatrict = ‘lan tae geen at eemiaek the district of [Senate Report No. 46, Sixty-third Congress, first 
Minnesota. the d'strict of Nebraska the district of New Jersey. the ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE, SOUTHERN DISTRICT oF « 
eastern district of New York, the northern and southern districts of Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Commitice on the J 
Ohio, the district of Oregon, the eastern and western districts of Penn- | mitted the following report to accompany S$. 485: 
sylvania, and the western district of Washington, there shall be an The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was ref 
additional district judge In each. and in the southern district of New | (S. 485) to amend section 1 of the Judicial Code so as 1. 
York three additional district Judges.” an additional district judge for the southern district of « 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present | "S:ne‘necessity for this: hecleerhee ie aaomnmend that the 
consideration of the bill? munications from the Attorney General and certain ot! 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Unless there is some satisfac- | €¢¢, all herewith submitted and made part of this re: 
tory explanation made in regard to the bill, I shall object to ~ Revser eam 0 
i i i 4 gta 
its present consideration. I do not understand why there 18 | yon. Cuartes A. CULBERSON, ashington, D. C., 
need at this time for so many district judges on the Pacific Chairman Committee on the Judiciary, United Stat: 


const. Sir: This department fs in receipt of your communi 


_w ‘<< eek dae son aimee Biieae 14th ultimo, inclosing S. 485 entitled “A bill to amend 
tl Mr. w ORKS. i know from — oe sonal eae act entitled ‘An act to codify, revise, and amend the | 
ere is a very urgent need of an additional district judge in | the judiciary,’ approved March 3, 1911,” signed by the a- 


that particular district. said committee. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. How many district judges has In response to your request for such information as | 


mane ; “ z this department with respect to the volume of busi: 
the State of ¢ alifornia at this time? criminal, in the United States District Court for the Sou 
Mr. WORKS. We have two, one of them in the southern and =. Cee, ~ ay thereof, if any, in reeent yeu 
» » “ie They © other data as w tend to show the necd or lack of need « 
the other in the northern district. They are 500 miles apart | tional judge proposed, the following ts respectfully submit: 
and are kept more than busy. As I have said, I know from my Upon reccipt of your communication, letters were 4 
own personal knowledge of the necessity for an additional dis- | United States district judge, the United States attorney, 
trict judge at that point of se cares nae? ones court for said district. 
aa gy . - replies are herewith inclosed. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. What creates the necessity for The clerk of the district court shows the increase of | 
more litigation there than at other places in the country with | year to year, commencing with 1895, up to and inelui 
a similar population? letters from the United States district judge and the di 
Mr WORKS. TI aA i creat deal I think. I believ show that judges from other districts had to be called ji 
mae. LIAS. tere IS a great deal more unk. elleve | disposing of the business before the district court for 
the Senator has some conception of the increase of population | district of California. ‘ , 
and the increase of business in southern California in the last wsanaaae ete aon ae + ces Ag yr lage pt lah Pd 
10 years. It is utterly impossible for one judge to render the | of that city in 1890 was 50.295; in 1900, 102.479; and in i 
services that are necessary. I know that of my own knowledge. | Fresno and San Diego, the other places of holding court in si 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Let me ask the Senator if there "ike tas aueclaer Gael ber cent in the 10 years from 1! 
is a temporary congestion of the docket, or does the necessity : ‘ Jesse (A 
avise from conditions that are likely to continue? Assistant Alt: 
Mr. WORKS. The condition is ‘not temporary; it is per- - 
manent. In fact, we should have had an additional judge there Los ANGELES, CAr.., 
five years ago. The ATTORNEY GENERAL, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. What tangible, definite showing | | Siz: I am in receipt of yours of the 17th instant (init 


3.3 S-11-2 


wis nde in support of the proposition outside of the statement ee eons ied sethae auaaue thescine ie But 
the Senator makes upon the authority of other people? district of California, and requesting of me information + 
Mr. WORKS. The matter was referred by the Judiciary | Judiciary Committee of the Senate with respect to the \ 
Committee to the Attorney General to obtain the necessary Se ee ee or eee ae eee it ‘ 
information, and letters have been received showing what the years, and such other data as will tend to show th: \ 
necessities are. If the Senator desires, I should be glad to have | need of an additional judge proposed by said Senate bil! \ 
those 1 ~ares 1 Pressure of business in the court here since the recipi « 

hose letters read. has prevented an earller answer thereto 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am willing to concede much The clerk of this court, Mr. William M. Van Dyke, te’! 
to the judgnient of the Senator from California, because there | will by to-day’s mail forward you data gathered from | 
is no Senator on this floor whom I respect more highly than a eee ee tacsente the veluine of business at ( 
I do him, but the temptation to comply with the requests of ae the 2 ony of last Rad ng to Senator Works on 
lawyers for additional judges is so great that it is difficult to | ject, ee him a brief statement of the situation, 2°! 

e 


resist it. I happen to know that two district judges can do a | Present it better to you than by an extract from that I 


z “ 7 S { ze “as first 
lot of business if they undertake to do it, are willing to do it, a a te, destion of aiie Taser ante Gee ‘geeponition 


and are able to do it by reason of health and other qualifications. | or five years ago, however, the work here had increased 
Mr. WORKS. I will say unhesitatingly, Mr. President. for | extent that I did approve the movement, and so wrot» 


: i ° : the bu 
the information of the Senator from Arkansas, that there is an Seaciet hen Seonmsnd bush targe proportions that ‘an audit n 
absolute and urgent necessity for the appointment of this | absolutely aseeenety in order to dispatch it with anythin: 
judge. able a he pressure of a eee cener Le 
. 1 . n other disi 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, Why in the southern district | {28t.,), bare been compelled fOiping me for several weeks 
more than in the northern district? I assume there are more | November and Decemies, and also Goring a “ae oe 
people, and that, therefore, there ought to be more litigation, in | back to his own district, however, last Iriday., «lu... 
o al of an im 
the northern part of the State, which includes San Francisco, | Portland, re hy tg I il probably be here ts 
than in the southern part. weeks longer on that case.” 
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Indge Bean is still engaged on the case above mentioned, but, I un- 
qev-tand, Will conclude the hearing the latter part of next week. 
“rhe occasional assistance of a visiting judge, during the uncertain 
i limited periods for which the business of his own district will per- 
par him to remain with us, is a mere yoy ty and by no means meets 
tb exigencies of the situation created by the fact that the volume of 
businens in this district, which is steadily increasing, requires the con- 
vient services of two Judges for its prompt dispatch. 
rhe need for another judge in this district is urgent, and I feel that I 
can ‘not too strongly recommend the passage of a suitable bill for that 
ee hespectfully, OLIN WELLBORN, 
United States District Judge. 
Los ANGELES, CaAL., May 1, 1913. 
Tie ATTORNEY GENERAL, Washington, D. C. 
Under date of April 24, 1913, I have already acknowledged 
our letter of April 17, 1913 (initials J. J. G. No. 5 8 11-2), 
requesting me to furnish certain information desired by the committee 
vs to Senate bill No, 485, which provides for an additional United States 
district judge for this district. i s 
“TL have now the bonor to furnish the following information, which I 
trust will be of service to the department and to the committee. 
“The following table shows the cases, civil, criminal, and in bank- 
vptey. that have been instituted during each calendar year, beginning 
ih the year 1895, the year of the appointment. of the present district 
dee. the Hon. Olin Wellborn, to and including the year 1912. I have 
“separated the business of the circuit court from that of the district 
‘os Judge Wellborn from the time of his appointment down to 
tion of the circuit court attended to almost the entire business 


SIR: 


receipt of ¥ 


not 





court, 








of that court as well as to the business of the district court: 
ne | | 
| 
“a ‘“stminai| ‘Total Bank- | 5 
Year. = il = civil and | ruptey j ie 
nats. + leriminal.} cases. ciao 
| 

aa — ' 
180 36 | 81 | SOO hc onsawrs 117 
18) 59¢) 75 | NOG Doc ccanes 134 
18 7} 64 | Eis caenian 121 
1898 103 46 149 | 57 | 206 

76 | 45 | 121 | 138 259 
1K) 64 27 | 91 | 122 213 
191 46 | 36 82 | 111 193 
1002 62 | 47 | 109 | 114 | 223 
143 73 | 42 | m5} 6 | 231 
194 69 | 56 | 125 144 | 269 
1905 131 | 55 186 | 181 367 
iM 100 | 98 198 | 173 371 
1907 111 | 53 | 164 | 151 315 
1908 126 | 117 | 243 | 23 446 
100) 112 73 185 | 233 418 
1910 115 | 86 201 249 450 
Wil 145 | 131 | 276 | 268 544 
Wz 127 | 156 | 283 | 318 ol 











For the four months beginning January 1, 1913, and ending April 350, 
1 


191%, when this report closes, the new cases have been as follows: 
NE ee i Re ee 66 
CRI | ARMIN ae ities eit cece sneha nce ice ct 56 
_ POtal chelh Ci ais einen enncenccmnaiin 22 
aT lee UE, ei cirateaen eidieeiscaern ea ica ns ennai aceite ene 103 
Total of all cases for four months, 1913_.--._.___-_-___-_- 225 


While it has seemed to me unnecessary to ascertain and tabulate the 
number of cases that have been disposed of during all of the years just 
mentioned, it will be an aid to understanding the needs of this district 
if | state that in the year 1912 there were 241 civil and criminal cases 
disposed of, as against 283 begun, and that from January 1 to April 30, 
1515, inclusive, there have been 70 civil and criminal cases disposed 
of, as against 122 begun during the same period. 

,_in this connection it should be stated that during the period last 
f5ove mentioned, viz, the year 1912 and the first four months of the 
year 1913, besides and contemporaneously with the court held by Judge 
Weillorn, the following judges from other districts have, by designa- 
tion of the senlor circuit judge for this circuit, held district court at 
Los Angeles, viz, from March 12 to March 26, 1912, Judge Van Fleet 
of the northern district of California; from November 11 to December 
13, 1912, Judge Rudkin of the eastern district of Washington; from 
March 4 to March 28, 1913, Judge Rudkin; from March 20, 1913, until 
the close of this report Judge Bean of the district of Oregon, who will 
or oth ot the case he is engaged in trying here until the Sth 
cours, Putts, to call your attention to the fact that in addition to the 
br t held at Los Angeles the district judge for this district is re quiced, 
feet Act of May 29, 1900, and by the act of June 22, 1910, both now 
otras in section 72 of the Judicial Code of the United States, 
fan Dieep cach year two terms of the court at Fresno and two terms at 
b If further information from this office is desired, I shall, 
€ glad to furnish it, 
Respectfully, 


of course, 


W. M. VANDYKE, 
Clerk United States District Court, 
Southern District of California. 
TI Los ANGELES, May 2, 1913. 
1¢ ATTORNEY GENERAL, Washington, D. OC. 


Sir: On the 28th ultimo I forwarded to 
Sante, bill 485, responsive to yours of the i7th ultimo (J. J. G. 
necessit in which you requested of me information concerning the 

On e 3Ot, new and additional judge in this district. 
follows.” 2th ultimo I wired you in relation to the same matter as 


thie aerate you Monday concerning necessity for an additional judge 


ct, responsive 17th instant. Please hold and do not use 
i tier in forwading to-day another letter in its place.” 
uring a noon [coe on 28th ultimo was dictated hurriedly 


recess court and without an opportunit 
to go over the same after it was typewritten and correct it. 


you a letter concernin 


on my part 


EEE 


After writing it and before forwarding you the telegram, I read a 
copy of it carefully and have discovered several inaccuracies thereit 
which demand correction. I have carefully gone over the letter 


have redrafted the same and inclose you herewith a corrected copy 





agreeable to you, I would request that you forward to me the o 
letter sent you on the 28th ultimo. 
Respectfully, A. 3 et LEK 
United Stiuics Attorney, 
; Los ANGELES, {pril oc, 19193. 
The ATTORNEY GENERAL, Washington, D. C. 
Sik: I am in receipt of yours of the 17th instant (J. 7. G.5 8 11-2) 


concerning Senate bill 485, which bill provides for an additional United 
States district judge for this district, and requesting of me that L fur 
nish the information desired by the committee as far as is within my 


power. Request is also made for a prompt reply. 

I am still engaged in court on the argument on final hearing in the 
suit of United States of America v. May K. Rindge et al, invelying 
the roads on the Malibu Rancho. All parties concerned in this suit 
have been working day and night for the purpese ef expediting the 
hearing as much as possible. ‘The Government sed its opening arcu 
ment some 10 days ago, and the defendants have been occupying th 
time since, and will not close, according to aunouncement of their 
attorneys, for several days The reply for the Government w require 
four or five days thereafter. ‘This prevents me from giving te your 
request contained in your said letter the attention which [| believe it 
deserves. 

I had intended going over the entire records of this office for the } 

8 or 10 years and preparing an abstract of all the busin in Ww it 
the United States was interested transacted in the courts of this d 

trict during that time. showing the great and constant Increase thereof 
However. Mr Van Dyke, the clerk of the district court, who Is thot 
onghly familiar with the matter, informs me that he also has received 
a letter from you substantially similar to the one received by me, and 
that he is at present engaged in looking up the matter with a view of 


forwarding to you a general statement showing the immense in 


of business from the time of Judge Wellborn’s appointment down to 
date. UL have concluded, therefore, to lenve that end of it to hi and 
to call to your attention some specifie facts and instances whieh, to my 
mind, prove conclusively that an additional judge in this district is not 
only an absolute necessity. but that from a purely financial or business 


standpoint the Government will be the gainer by the 


rt) : appointment of an 
additional judge. 


In the first place, I think the attention of the committee should be 
called to the fact that the business transacted by the Federal courts 
in the southern district of California during late years has not onty in 
ereased tremendously in volume, but that in no other district in. the 


United States is there any more, if as many, varieties or kinds of Ped 





eral causes brought to the attention of the courts. To commence with, 1 
have at our very doors the Pacifie Ocean, with several harbors of p if 
nence, and by reason thereof there arises therefrom the numerous 
questions relating to interstete and international commerce and tmami- 
gration. In the next place this district is bounded on the sont! 
the international boundary line between Mexico and the United States, 
This. as you undoubtedly know. gives rise to numerous and imoertunt 
questions involving international commerce, the eustoms and tmmicra- 
tion laws, and also many violations of the neutrality laws exi-ting he 
tween this country and Mexico. these Iast-mentioned eases, as von 
know, having occupied a considerable portion of the time of this office 
and the local courts for the past three vears. In addition to the above, 
and by reason of the fact that Me ‘oO adjoins this di-tricet on the seuth, 
the district court of this district has in the past been compelled to devote 
a great deal of its time and attention to extradition cnse Experier 


has shown that this is a convenient and safe asvlum for fugitives from 
the justice of Mexico. 


Again there are still a vast amount of public lands of the United 





States situated within this district and there are at the present time 
now pending in this district seven suits of the utmost Importsane in- 
volving portions of these public lands, with values running up inte the 
hundreds of millions of dollars. I r in this connection to the tl! 

suits now pending against the Sout n Facitie Railroad Co.. Invelving 
the title to valuable oil lands in this district, and the three suits known 
as the withdrawal suits, having for their oliect the sustaining o we 


validity of the presidential order of withdrawal of September 27. 1909, 


and the recovery by the Gevernment of many acres of valuable ofl 
lands affected by sald withdrawal order. 

There are a vast number of Indian reservations within the uthern 
district of California, and the business of the tiovernment in connection 
with these Indian reservations and their inhabitants has in the nas 
entailed, and wili In the future continue to entail, a great amount of 
work upon the United States court in this district. 

Again, the vast Increase of the post-office business, resulting from t! 
increase in population and the use of the malls in connection with m 
ventures, has been productive of a large amount of work in the Federal 
courts, especially in connection with the presecution of criminals fox 
a violation of the postal laws. 

All this, together with the ordinary run of business in the Ped 
courts, it seems to me, will convince anyone of the necessity ‘1 ore 
than one Federal judge in a district of the size and magnitude of this 
one. 

You are, of course, aware of the fact that the district court of this 
district meets at three places. It meets twice cach your in Fresne to 
attend to the business of the northern division; it also meets twice each 
year in San Diego, and this in addition to the two terms of court here 


at Los Angeles. 

At various times in the past the fact that an important cause has 
been on trial when the appointed time comes for the court te go from 
Los Angeles to Fresno has resulted in tnconvenience, necessitating elther 
an adjournment and recess of the cause on trial at Los Angeles or 
the postponement of the opening of the session at Fresno. 

In addition to the above, I desire to call your attention to two or 
three specific instances that have come under my personal observation 
during the past two years, wherein, by reason of the court being com- 
pelled to continue one or more criminal cases for the term on account 
of the crowded condition of the calendar and the impossibility of trying 
such criminal cases, the amounts paid by the Government in witness 
fees and mileage alone would almost of themselves pay the salary of a 
judge for a year. 

It may be appropriate here to state that by the rules of the district 
court in force for the last seven or eight years the term trial calendar 
is called only twice cach year, to wit, at the beginning of the January 
term on the second Menday in eT and at the beginning of the 
July term on the second Monday in July. All attorneys interested in 























































































































any cause at issue, ineluding the United States attorney, are notified 
to be present at the call of the calendar, and every case at issue is then 
set down for trial during some day in the term, preference being given 
to criminal cases The result has been that for the last three or four 
years It has become necessary to set several cases for the same day, it 
being Impossible to find a sudiclent number of days to allow each case 
the time required for trial. In the event that each of the three cases 
set for a certain date is, on that date, ready for trial, the first one in 


order will go to trial, and in the vast majority of cases will require 
miore time for trial than has been allotted even for the total of the 
three cases. The result Is that two of them must be continued at least 


until the first one is finished, and then these two will either have to be 
continued for the term or else the next case in order must necessarily 
go over and perbaps off the calendar. 

The important case of United States v. Ricardo Flores Magon et al., 
in which the above named defendant and several of his companions 
were charced with conspiracy to violate the neutrality laws by organiz 
ng a tailitary expedition and enlisting soldiers tn this district in the 
revolution against Mexico, was at the call of the trial calendar in Janu- 
ary, 1912, set for trial on April 18, 1912. The criminal case of United 
States v. Tennant, an important post-office case, in which a former 
enplovee wis charged with stealing from the mails, had also been set 
fer trial for April 18, 1912. On the Iast-mentioned date counsel! for 
defendants in the Muon case moved for a continuance, and upon the 
showing made the Magon ense was continued to April 25, 1912. The 
Tennant case went to trial, and was not finished on April 25. Owing to 
the importance attached to the neutrality case against Magon et al., 


hoth Ly the department and Mexico, and the fact that the Government 
winesses were lirge in number, and being of nomadic habits were ex- 


tremely difficult to find and bring together, every effort was used by 
this office to procure a date for the trial during that term. The court 
set the trial for June 4 upon the understanding that the case would be 
shortened as much as possible and that other cases should be disposed 
of so 2s to earry no trial over the term. As heretofore stated. a large 
pumber of the witnesses in the Mazon case whose testimony was abso- 
Intely necessary to the Government were finnecunious, of nomadic hab- 
its. and had been located only with great difficulty. It was therefore 
necessiry to keep them in attendance where they could be constantly 
watched and accounted for, or the Government would be seriously 
embarrassed in the presentation of its case. The expense of keeping 
these witnesses In attendance up to June 4 was approximately $1.400, 
The case proceeded on June 4 to trial, and the amount paid to witnesses 
for attendance during the two weeks of the trial was only approxti- 
mitely $450 

At the call of said Januarv trial calendar in Jannary, 1912, the case 
of United States v. E. C. Redman, in which the defendant was charged 
with using the matis in a scheme to defraud, was set for trial May 23, 
1912. This case was likewise an important one, and a number of wit- 
nesses had been subnwenaed, some of them from distant States. Some two 
or three days previous to the 2d day of May, 1912, it became apparent 
that the Redman case could rot be tried for the reason that the civil 
enits entitled United States Consolidned Seeded Raisin Co. v. Dinuba 
Farmers’ Unton Packing Co. and 10 other defendants, the whole consti- 
tuting 10 important civil patent suits which had been waiting many 
years for final disnosition, were on trial en final hearing and then oceu- 
pied the attention of the court. It was plainly evident that the trial of 
these Seeded Raisin cases would he likely to continue for some time 
With the Magon trial set for June 4 and the Redman trial set for May 
23 the court requested the Government to elect whether to continue the 
Macon trial and allow the Redman case to wait from day to day, to 
follow the Seeded Ratsin cases, or to continue the Redman case for term 
and try the Magon cause on June 4. On account of the difficulties con 
nected with the Magon case, with relation to the securing of witnesses 
and the international character of the case, the Government concluded 
to allow the court to continue the Redman cese for the term. This was 
done, and ‘the same was set for trinl on Sentember 17, 1912. The 
expense of bringing witnesses together for the Redman case in May cost 
the Government approximately $2,260, which, of course, was absolutely 
lost. becnnse these witnesses were necessarily resubpeenaed for the trial 
in September following. 

On September 17 the Redman case was tried and occupied the atten- 
tion of the court for seven weeks, during which the expenses of the 
witnesses were approximately $6,000. This shows that the eost to the 
Government occasioned by reason of the necessary continuance in May 
was almost half as much as the entire expense of the seven weeks’ trial. 

At the call of the July calendar tn 1912 the case of United States r. 
Antonio Feliz et al., in which the defendants were charged with a con- 
spiracy to violate the Chinese-exclusion Inw, had been set for trial 
October &, 1912. On this last-mentioned date the Redman case was 
still on trial. it occupying the attention of the court for a considerably 
longer period than was at first anticipated. The Feliz case was con- 
tinued several times, finally going over to November 26, 1912 The 


expense of witnesses called and discharged on account of the continu- - 


ance of the Feliz case was approximately $600 

The cordition of the trial calendar and business of the court would 
undoubtedly have been still more complicated had not Judge Van Fleet, 
of San Francisco, assisted Judge Wellborn tn working off the crowded 
enalendar by trying the case of the United States vr. Woo Wal et al... 
another. Chinese conspiracy case, which occupied three weeks for trial 
during March, 1912, during all of which time JIndge Wellborn was 
himself oecunied daily in holding court and disposing of other business 

In addition to the above, Judge Rudkin, of the eastern district of 
Washington. at the request of Judge Wellborn and by assignment from 
the senior circuit judge of this cireuit, was present in Los Angeles and 
held court for about a month in November and December, 1912, dis- 
posing of numerous cases, while Judge Wellborn continued to hold his 
court at the same time. 

In March, 1913, Judge Rudkin again held court at Los Angeles, 
during which time he tried the important Indian murder case entitled 
“TTnited States r. Ambrosio Apapas and nine. other defendants.” and 
disposed of several other cases and numerous law and motion matters. 

As Inte as the 24th Instant, on aceount of the engagement of the 
court in the trial of a personal-infury case with a jury and the ap 

reaching trial of another criminal case to begin Tuesday, the 29th 
nstant, the Government was obliged to continue the case of the 
United States v. Sam Yick et al., charged with conspiracy to smuggle 
Chinese into the United States, as it would be tmpossible to complete 
the trial thereof before the court, in accordance with law, goes to 
Fresno for its reguiar spring term in the northern division. 

In addition to the above, District Judge Bean, of the district of 
Oregon, has been present in Los Angeles holding court constantly for 
the past five weeks, hearing the final arguments fn the sult in equity 
entitled “ United States of America v. May K. Rindge et al.,” during 
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all of which time Judge Wellborn has been constantly ocey 
trials in his court. ie 

Looking at the question from another viewpoint. it. ma: 
priate to eall your attention to the fact that the grand 
stantly in session, being appointed at or near the besoin: 
term and serving until the close of the term. The 1. t 
that indictments are being constantly returned into eourt |. 
of a term and after the trial calendar for the entire + 
called and the cases set. In the past it bas many tines. 
an indictment has been returned by a grand jur 
court and the defendant has pleaded not guilty. ane 
and the Government have been ready and anxious to try 4 
owing to the fact that the entire time of the ecurt h 
with cases already set for trial, it has become nee 
such criminal causes for the entire term, to the dicad 
the defendant and the Government. and tn some ea. 
in extreme hardship to the defendant by reason of his 
the necessary bail. thereby compelling him to remain j 
times for a considerable length of time. 

It is needless for me to add after what I have hereto? 
Iam not only heartily in favor of the pronesition te 
trict an additional judge, but to repeat again TE think it 
necessity, and that the gain of the United States, even 
money atone, wili more than compensate it for the ad 
conseyuent upon the appolatment of such additional ii 

Respectfully, 
A. I. MeCorvwre 


Onited Staics 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
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Bills were introduced, read the first time. snd. ty 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: — 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to John 'T. y 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen 


A bill (S. 2256) to cerrect the military record of 9 i 
Campbell (with accompanying paper); to the 


Military Affairs. 

iy Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 2257) authorizing the Secretary of the 
sell certain Indian allotments, and for ether |} 
Committee on Indinn Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 2258) to extend the proposed reorgs pizsti 
customs service for a period of two yeurs. 


Mr. FLETCHER. [I desire to say, in reference to J { 
regarding the customs service. that it is ideniieg) wih + 
amendment which was passed by the Sennvte ta 7 il 
28S58. It appeared 2s amendment numbered 10 cn | ° 
bill as passed by the Senate. The language is ideo: I 
understand that the Sen:te conferees, and at lest 
conferees of the House, favored the amendment. but it y 
went out in conference. This is a bill containing 1 
provision, postponing for two years the operation of 
reorginizing the customs service. 

“By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 2259) granting a pension to Amelin TI! 
(with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen 

A bill (S. 2260) for releasing and quitelaiming of 
of the United States to arpent lot No. 28 in the old 
Pensacola, Fla.; to the Committee on Publie Liuuis. 

By Mr. SAULSBURY: 

A bill (S, 2261) for the relief of George T. Haieil! 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FALL: ‘ 

A bill (S. 2262) to amend chapter 35 of the Stuti 
United States of America, passed at the third session 
Sixty-first Congress, approved February 38, 1911; to the 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BACON: 

A bill (S. 2263) for the relief of the heirs of Willi: | 
deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama: s 

A bill (S. 2264) for the relief of William L. : 
others; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WARREN: ; 

A bill (S. 2265) for the relief of Thomas Drury 1%! , 
(with accompanying paper); to the Conimittee on Chiutis 

By Mr. SHERMAN: : z 

A bill (S. 2266) authorizing the Secretary of War te cc Re 


to the city of El Paso, Ill, two condemned brenze of 
cannon, with their carriages and a suitable outlit 0! 
balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2267) granting an increase of pension | 
Kuehn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: ; 

A bill (S. 2268) granting an increase of pension 
Gour; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: ——* 

A bill (S. 2269) to fix the standard barrel for frul oe 
tables, and other dry commodities; to the Committee 0B > 
ards, Weights, and Measures. 


to Jsaae 
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By Mr. McLEAN: 


4 pill (S. 2270) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
c. Sturtevant (with accompanying paper); to the Committee 
. Pensions. 4 
, By Mr. ASHURST: 


4 pill (S. 2271) granting a pension to Margaret Gately; to the 
Cet mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: ; 

\ pill CS. 2272) providing for an increase in the number of 
‘ishipmen at the United States Naval Academy after June 30, 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 
WHEN CONGRESS SHOULD CONVENF. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, in’ the beginning of the 
present session of Congress I introduced a joint resolution pro- 
when Congress shall convene and when the terms of 


midshi 
1913; to the 


viding 
President and Vice President shall commence. I have written 
oy article on the subject, which has been published in Leslie's 





[ilustrated Weekly of May 22, 1913. Inasmuch as to insert the 
eeticle in the Recorp would save a speech, I ask unanimous con- 
sont that it be published in the Recoxp. 
“the VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and the order is made. 
The article referred to is as follows: 

{from Leslie's Illustrated Weekly of May 22, 1915.] 


The Chair 


WHBN CONGERSS SHOULD CONVENE. 
(fy Ilon. Joun B, Suarrorn, United States Senator from Colorado.) 
\t the opening ef Congress I introduced in the Senate a Joint reso 
lution providing for the adoption of a constitutional amendment, as 


wo. 
: “ ARTICLE XVUT. 
epion 1. The terms of the President and Vice President of the 
Thited States sball commence on the second Monday in January follow 


ing the election of presidential and vice presidential clectors, and such 
‘ < stall assemble at the capitals of their respective States and 
ir votes for President and Vice President on the first Monday in 





Le ber following their election. 
eit » The terms of Senators and Representatives shall commence 
oo the first Monday in January following their election. 
3. There shall be held two regular sessions of Congress, con- 
v « on the first Monday of January each year.” 


» the present system Congress is elected on the first Tuesday in 


Movenber of the even years and does not convene in regular_ session 
til the first Monday of December of the year following. What a 


travesty 


upon representative government is the meeting of Congress 13 
months after its election! What a delusion is the statement that Rep 


reontatives come fresh from the people! What an opportunity Is 
: led to torcet the pledges made at the election! It is true an 
es rdinary session may be called early, but such sessions are limited 


ily to one subject and are not usually favored by the people. It 
is «scsential to good government that the expressed will of the people 
be erystallized into law at the earliest practical moment. 

Th. terms of office of Senators and Representatives expire on the 
Sd day of Mareb, and now the second regular session is held during the 
three months Immediately preceding. This second regular session is 
leld after the election of the new Congress and after many of its 
Movohers Lave been repudiated by the people. To permit such Sepators 

11 Representatives, after they have failed of election, to still repre- 

nt their constituents is contrary to every principle of our Government. 

Offen there is a complete political change of administration, but 
under the present system we have the representatives of the old polit 
ienl party for three months after defeat passing laws directly in con 

t with the last expressed will of the people. Not even the legisla 
tive bodies of monarchies are permitted to so misrepresent their eon 


situents. An examination of the Statutes at Large will disclose that 
outside of the general appropriation and private pension bills three 
¢ ’ ; : 

fourths of the legislation of a Congress Is enacted during the second 
revnlar session, 


le record of each Senator and Representative should be completed 
lefore he comes before his constituents for indorsement. After he has 
ben turned down by the people he is not in a fit frame of mind to 
exislate in thelr behalf. f he is open to the temptation of a bribe, 
then is the time it is offered and received. Even those who are not 
‘ ‘t to temptation often lose interest in legislation after failure of 


‘ tien 


t It is well known that defeated Members. during the closing 

‘ion, often absent themselves for weeks and sometimes moaths. 
\ session should not be.held which is brought to a close by constl- 
tu ional limitation, Measures in behalf of the people are often de- 
By postponing many measures to the expiring days 


4 


feoted thereby. 
of the limited session such a congesticn of bills is effected as often pre- 
ences the consideration of measures most iniimately connected with 
are of the people. 
' meeting of Congress 13 months after the election produces a 
ssi inequitable result in contested-election cases. The term of a Rep- 
nsentative is nearly half served before the committee can enter upon 
Hens ousideration of his case, and it is not brought to a vote in the 
on until 15 te 24 months after the commencement of the term. 
7 : Government, in the meantime, pays the salary to the one who serves 
and also to the contestant, should he be seated. During all that time 
"i. ngressiora!l district. at least politically, is misrepresented. 
cope, time for the convening of Congress on the first Monday in De- 
Christ Is very tnepportans. An adjournment of two weeks for the 
bememas holidays always taken aud many Members go to their 
Tleretarting late. No real work is done until January. 
tae it has been deemed inexpedient to pass this constitutional 
the maida because Senators were not elected by the legislatures uni il 
Then (ree of January, and sometimes not until February or March. 
a ihe, warm Season would be too near to permit the holding of a 
but since Be of Congress for the consideration of general legislation, 
hee Senators hereafter are to be elected by the people at the gen- 


eral November : 
vene in w—_,- it becomes very opportune for Congress to con- 








1 


most 


This is one of the most im 
portant reforms needed in our Govern- 
ace it relates to the procedure by which all reforms can be 
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Equally strong reasons exist for the change in the terms of the Presi 
dent and Vice President. They should enter upon the performance of 
their duties as soon as the new Congress ean count the electoral votes, 
just as the newly elected governors of our States are inducted into offles 
as soon as the new legislatures of the States canvass the votes and de 
clare them elected. As it is now it is the old Congress which counts the 
electoral votes. 

After a very close election which changes the political complexion 
of an administration it is dangerous to permit the defeated party to 
retatn control of the machinery by which such important officers are 
declared elected. Under our Constitution, upon the failure of any can 
didate to receive a majority of the electoral votes, it devolves upon the 
Hiouse of Representatives to elect, the representation from each State 
having one vote. This at present is done not by the new Congress but 
by the old one. Thereby it is possible for a political party repudiated 
by the people to elect a President. This a clear violation of the 


‘ ‘ is 
principle of representative government. 





The Constitution further provides : “Tf the Tlonse of Representatives 
shall not choose a President whenever the right of ehoiee shall devolve 
upon them. before the 4th day of Mareh neat following, then the Vice 
President shall act as President, as in the case of death or other con 
stitutional disability of the President." What a temptation for delay 
and for the defeat of the true choice of the people! : 

The fact that the weather of Jnuuary would be inclement for an in- 
Augural parade is too tnstsnificant a reason to prevent the adoption of 
a constitutional amendment which promises so mueh for good govern 
ment, Why should we have in a Republic the great pomp and ceremony 
which usually attend the coronation of monarchs? f we must have 
them, why can not they be in the nature of celebrations at some sens 
able time? 

True representative government requires that Congress should con 
vene soon after the-election thereof, and the>executive officers should 





commence their administration without hindrance or delay, 


PRODUCTION OF SUGAR IN HAWAII. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I ask unnnimous consent to 
have published in the Recorp a brief letter by Mr. Sidney 
Bailou, the representative of the Hawaiian cir interests, 
Written for the purpose of correcting what he says are some 
inaccuracies in regerd to the cost of making in Hawaii 
which were published in the Recerp in tl speech of Mir. 
Harpwick, of Georgin. 


Si 


sucar 


1c 


Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to inquire of the Senator from 
Louisiana what it is that he asks to have printed? 
Mr. RANSDELL. It is a very brief statement in the form 


of a letter from Mr. Sidney Ballon, representing the Hawaiian 
sugar interests, giving what he says is the real cost of produe- 
ing sugar in Hawaii, and showing that it takes two yeurs to 


grow a crop of sugar in these islands. The statement is very 
brief. 
There being no objection, the letter was referred to the 


Commiitee on Finance and crdered to be printed in the Recoxp, 
as follows: 

Wasuincron, D. C., May 14, 1913. 

Iion. Josern FP. 

Senate Chamber, 


Dear 


RANSDELL, 
Washington, D.C. 


Sir: As illustrating the necessity of public hearings on the 
sugar schedule, permit me to call your attention to some misstatements 
concerning:Tlawati made by Congressman Harpwitk, of Georg a In 
his speech just published in the current CoNGressioNaL Recoup (May 


13, 1918, p. 1642) he 

pound of raw sugar: 
“In the Philippines it is 1.75 cents per pound, 

Cuba, and Hawaii about 2 cents per pound. There 


says, in speaking of the cost of producing a 


and in Porto Rico 
is no dispute what- 


ever about these facts, as wi'l be seen on examination of the evidence 
submitted to the special committee on sugar and from the report of that 
committee (p 25) and from the recent hearings before the Wass aud 
Mcanus Committee of the Mouse of Representatives. (flenrings, Sechod- 
ule KE, p. 2268.)” 

So far as this statement concerns Hawati, it is entirely ineorreect. 
The page of the Hardwick committee report from which Me. PLannowre: 
quotes contains no reference whatever to the cost of producing suger 
in Hawaii. The citation from the recent hearings before the Way 
and Means Committee proves, upon examination, to be rely oa 


eralization of Mr. Frank C. Lowry, who knows uothing of conditions in 






lilawail and whose statements or figures in the interest of tree su 
are notoriously inaccurate 

The cost of producing sugar in Hawaii is given on page 2t09 of the 
same hearings as follows: For 1908, 2.58 cents a pound or THO “ot 
cents a pound; for 1910, 2.82 cents a pound: for 1911, Lol cents a 
pound. For 1912, under an increased scale of wages adopted that year, 
the cost will reach 3S cents a pound, 

Later in Mr. HARDWICK’S speech, he says: 

“In the first place, the cost of production is not materially 4 
in Cuba and Hawaii. According to the testimony of the re 
of the sugar interest of Hawaii, in the past Hawaii hes boon , 
produce raw sugar at around 2 cents per pound, which ! t 
Cuban figure, and there is no doubt ghat they can do so again- 

As the euthorized representative of the gar ini ts of Lis i, I 
would say that I am not aware of any testimony) pport t 
ment here made. It is true that Mr. A. C. Spreckels, wie le inter 
est for many years has been that of a refiner, sometim purports to 
speak of Hawaii, based upon his experience prior to annexation to the 
United States, but even Mr. Spreckels wives bis ¢ at that time and 
under conditions long since passed at about 2A cents a pound ¢ilard 
wick committee hearings, p. 2250). 1 need hard!y add that In the 
sugar business, where every tenth of a cent means over $7,000,000, 


there is a material difference between 2 cents and 24 cents 
Mr. HaRDWICK’sS speech contains a turther illustration of the 1 
sity for hearings when he says: 
“According to the Crop Reporter of the United States, Febr 
the average yield of cane per acre in Hawaii fer the year I 


ry. 1915 
‘lo 11 


41.3 tons; In 1911-12, 42.3 tons. The average yield of can ‘ 

in Cuba is 25 to 30 tons. The average sugar contents of a ton «tf ’ 
in Hawalli is 13.16 per cent; in Cuba, 11 per cent. The averiee oxtrac 
tion per ton of cane in Hawail is 238 pounds for 1910-11 I sts 
pounds for 1911-12, against an average in Cuba of 250 pounds. Sv 
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at it appears that an acre pr ‘ “ane raii t is C rnosely misrenr 
that ff apare tat am acre produces more cane in await than. tt] in this Chamber—it has been purposely. mistepreso 
Kigar than a ich of Cuban sugar cane, and that the yield of the mills in | Guite sure that the distinguished Senator from New 


Ikiwall is more than the yield of the mills in Cuba.” [Mr. GALLINGER] joins with the rest of the Moy 


These figures mig ery we as restigator te ronclusio rj » ae ; . > whe _ ; 
auaed : + goa Reig Bhar! oauie pot Ra tee a a body - simply ‘ anting to know what the truth is 
explanatory fact that it takes sugar cane 18 months to mature in The VICE PRESIDENT. There being no obj 
Hawaii as against 12 months in Cuba, and that every acre in Hawaii | ticle submitted by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Poy 
is devoted for two years to providing the yield of cane and sugar which be printed as a public document. 

is here compared with the yield from Cuba in one year. 

These are merely examples of questions, a'l of which should be APBROGATION OF TREATIES (S. DOC, NO. 14), 
cicared up by any legislative bady whlch propeets to Coke IRCCS | ©, CHAMEMMEAIN. Sie. Presiiest, on the 2; 
Any publicity that you ean give to these denials of Mr. HWarpwick’s | last I had inserted in the Recorp the Hay-Pauyc 
re ee Clayton-Bulwer treaties. In connection with that 

ae eee See ine Catia there was an article, House Document No. 1313, pr: 
Representing Hawaiian Sugar Planters’ Association, Frank Feuille, the law officer of the Isthmian ¢. 
: vial sh — sion. I have since received a letter from him sii! 
BULLS OF LAMING (8. BOC. BO. 42). : were two errors made in the House document 
Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, some time ago I intro-| has asked me to have corrected. I therefore 2! 
duced a bill relating to the subject of bills of lading as applied House document printed as a Senate docuinent wii! 
to interstate and foreign commerce. I have before me 8D | tions which he desires to have made. 
article printed in the Traffic World of May 10, 1915, and written The YICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection: 
by Mr. Francis B. James, a prominent member of the W ashing- hears none, and the order is made. 
ton and Cincinnati Bar Associations, on the subject of the bill. : a laa a st 5 aed ee 
The article is important in that it carefully analyzes the bill eee BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN 
and presents the necessity for legislation of this character and Mr. STONE. I ask unanimous consent for the 
is of great interest to those who are favoring such legislation. | sideration of Senate resolution No. 80. It is Liity: 
I ask that the article be printed as a public document. should be acted on this morning. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio, | Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. To what does the yp 
in a word, again state what the article is? late? 

Mr. POMERENE. It is an article by Mr. Francis B. James | Mr. STONE. It relates to hearings before the ( 
analyzing the bill which was introduced by myself on the sub- Indian Affairs. The resolution has been favorably vy 
ject of bills of lading. the Committee to Avdit and Control the Contis: 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection, Mr. President, but | Of the Senate. 

I desire, in a word, to say that I notice by the Recorp that the | The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from \1 
Senator from Ohio a few days ago had a remarkable utterance | Unanimous consent for the immediate considers: 
of the Secretary of Commerce printed as a public document for | resolution 80. Is there objection? 
circulation throughout the country—the Secretary who, as There being no objection, the resolution submit: 
some of us have believed, was going to call to account all manu- | STONE on the 9th instant was read, considered | 

| 

' 


facturers who chose to run their mills according to their own | consent, and agreed to, as follows: 
notions. I was gratified to observe this morning that the | * Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs, or ay 
Secretary had modified that statement and had said that he did a peo dy ny ‘ar can wee te ee * st 
not mean what he was understood to say. It is a matter of | price not to exceed $1 per printed page, to report such 
gratification, also, to me to know that he is not going to adopt | be had in connection with any subject which may le 
those harsh and unusual methods that the country was given pda ot tet Gen; aa ts cee os 
to understand he was going to use in the event of manufac- | contingent fund of the Senate. 
turers reducing the wages of their employees or running their m a, 
plants according to their own notions. ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I fear the distinguished Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I move that the : 
Senator from New Hampshire received his information rather | to the consideration of executive business. 
from the newspaper reports of what that speech contained than Mr. SWANSON. I hope the Senator will wit!:! 
from the speech itself. It was in part for the purpose of cor- | tion for a moment. 
recting that misapprehension that I asked to have the speech | ~ Mr. BACON. Certainly. 
itself printed as a public document. Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 
Mr. GALLINGER. I was not present when the Senator made The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from © 
the request, but had I been I would not have objected to it. | that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ¢: 
I simply, however, want to put into the Recorp the fact that | ness. 
the Secretary has reconsidered the matter somewhat and has Mr. BACON. I withbold that motion for a ! 
said to the country that he was misunderstood, and that he | President, at the request of the Senator from Virsi: 
did not mean and does not mean to try to do what the country Mr. SWANSON. I ask unanimous consent tha! 
was given to understand he was going to do. take up Senate bill 1620, reported from the Conan 
Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I do not think that the | eign Affairs. It is important that that bill sheu'd 
speech that was made by the Secretary justified any such con- | of one way or the other. 
struction. I asked to have the speech printed simply to correct Mr. PENROSE. What is the bill, Mr. President: 
© misapprehension of what it contained, or rather a miscon- The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
struction of what it contained. It was simply a statement to | of the bill for the information of the Sen:te. 
the effect that if corporations saw fit to lower the wages of The Secretary. Order of business No. 27, 
their employees, and it was charged to be due to the passage | 1620-—— ; 
of the tariff bill, that department might find it incumbent upon Mr. PENROSE. I shall object to any bills coi 
it in the proper discharge of its duties to make some investiga- | my two resolutions can be considered by the > 
tions in order that the truth might be ascertained. It was not | properly should come up at the close of morning bu- 
made in the way of a threat. consider them just as important as any measure {« 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just one word more. A | this body. ‘ 
similar statement was made in the way of a threat in another Mr. SWANSON. Is the Senator's resolution on | 
place, in distinct and unequivocal language, and then it was Mr. PENROSE. My resolution was offered yer! 
followed by this utterance on the part of the distinguished | went over on objection. It simply calls for fiter 
Secretary. I think the country fully understood that an at-| the majority of this body are going to put thems 
tempt, which would have been futile and absurd, was to be | position of refusing information, I shall at least 0) 
made unless those distinguished gentlemen changed their minds. | bills coming up until I can get a vote on my resents 
I simply repeat that it is a matter of gratification to me to Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Sen: 
know that the statement has been sufficiently modified so that | his resolution will lead to any debate? ' 
the manufacturers of the country may go along transacting Mr. PENROSE. I do not know anything «! 
their business without the fear of being haled into court or | should not expect that anyone would oppose the tv 
being investigated by some department of the Government. a moment. = 
Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, again I must insist that the Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator that |! 
statement as originally made has not been modified. It is now | tion will not lead to any debate, I have no desire i | 
correctly understood in certain quarters where before it was | oppose the motion. It can be acted upon as far a»! 
misunderstood; and sometimes perhaps—though I do not mean | cerned. 
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ur PENROSE. Let the resolution be read. It comes up, 

i» fhe rules, immediately upon the conclusion of morning 

‘ue <[MMONS. TI will state to the Senator from Georgia 
.of the resolutions will lead to some debate. 

LODGE. I ask the Chair whether the resolution does 

t come over? 


? Je, PENROSE. It comes up under the rule automatically. 
‘he VICE PRESIDENT. It comes down at the close of moran- 
ing business. 


“\ir, GALLINGER. Let it be read. 

Vr. PENROSE. I ask that the resolution be read. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia 
Mr. Dac nN] asked whether these resolutions would lead to any 
deb I stunted that one of the resolutions probably would 
lend to debate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it seems to me it is not a 
onestion of debate. The resolutions come before the Senate 
automatically under the rules, and the Senate can do with them 
what the Senate pleases. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. 


INVESTIGATION BY FINANCE COMMITTEE, 


Mr PENROSE. Mr. President, I ask that Senate resolation 
ej he rend for the information of the Senate, and then we will 
. whether it leads to any debate. 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re 
quested, 

“The Seeretary read the resolution (S. Res, 87) submitted yes- 
iny by Mr. PENROSE, as follows: 

olved, That the chairman of the Finance Committee be requested 


te. 


St 


tert 
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ity of that 


members of the majority and members of the minor 


committee—and have conferences with them. L could net tell 
the Senate, for the life of me, how many of these ventlemen 
have been to ny rooms and Lave asked conferences with me. I 
have no list of their names. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President - 

Mr. SIMMONS. I bave no list of the number who have come, 


I took no memorandum of what they said to me. 
king for a personal conference. 
LODGE and Mr. CLARK of Wyoming addre 


They simply 
cume as 
Mr. 
Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certsinly. 

Mr. LODGE. [ feor 1 must have misunderstood the reselu- 
tion. -I do not understand that the resolution requires the 
names of those who have seen an individual Senater, but only 
those wio appeared before the majority members of the it 
tee or before the subcommittees thereof. if the S 
permit me, what possible objection can there be to 
hames ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. None in the world. There is no objection to 
siving the name of anybody that appeared and talked with me, 
if I had his name, and if it was information that the Sen 
desired. But this resolution, Mr. President, is intended by the 


sed 


the 


} 


ator will 
siving the 


ile 


minority members of this bedy to be a reflection upon the 
majority members of the Finance Committee. It is a reselution 


of a character that never has been presented before. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator trom North 
Carolina further yield to the Senator from Muasseecl: ts° 


to report to the Senate a full list of all manufacturers, corporations, | Mr. SIMMONS. I do 

orters, and other persons who have appeared before the majority | Mr. LODGE 7 Sa hens ac! i) Sin ; 

rs of the Finance Committee or any subcommittee thereof for | - r. i ais. It Scems to me the Senator is nnduly “sitive, 

hearing or conference relative to House bill No. 3521. | There is no implication in the resolution that the sub mit 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, is that resolution before the | tees or the majority members of the committee are ‘ing per- 
Senate? | Sons whom they oucht not to see We do net stevest that 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreetng to the | there is any impropriety in seeing these persons, ‘Phy neator 
resolution, ix defending it us if he had some names be wanted to conce ia 

‘ir. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I supposed the Senator from | 28 if he had seen somebody that ouzht not to be known, 
Pennsylvania probably would want his resolution No. 88 con- | Mr. SIMMONS. fhe Senator misnnuderstecd me. If the 
sidered first. | resolution was confined to briefs, or to the names of persens 

Mr. PENROSB. I desire Senate resolution 87 considered now | Who have appeared before the subcommittees of the Finynee 


by the Senate and voted upon, unless the chairman of the 
ance Committee will agree to it and accept it. 


i 


Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. President, I shall move that the resolu- | 


tion be referred to the Finance Committee. The resolution is a 

y unusual one. It is a request that the chairman of the | 
Tinance Committee report to the Senate “a full list of all | 
manufacturers, corporations, importers, and other persons who 
have appeared before the majority members of the Finance 
Committee or any subcommittee thereof for hearing or con- 


ference relative to House bill No. 3521.” 

I do not recall, since I have been a Member of the Senate, 
that an effort has ever before been made to require the Finance 
Committee to furnish to the Senate a list of everybody who has 
filed briefs with the Finance Committee or who has talked with 
any member of the Finance Committee or who has been before 
any subcommittee of the Finance Committee for the purpose of 
making any representations whatever. 

P Mr. PENROSE. That is not my resolution at all, Mr. Prest- 
ent. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is resolution No. 87. 

Mr. PENROSE. If the Senator will read the resolution again, 
he will see that it does not refer to persons who. have talked 
With every Senator individually. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It says, “and other persons who have ap- 
petred before the majority members of the Finance Committee.” 

Mir. PENROSE. “ Or any subcommittee thereof.” 

Mr. SIMMONS. “Or any subcommittee thereof.” 

Mr. PENROSE. That is very different from anyone who has 
meant with an individual Senator where there was no dicta- 
gray 1. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not know of any rule in 
the Senate that has obtained heretofore, or that obtains now, 
that whenever a gentleman interested in the tariff schedules, 
pending the making of a tariff bill, has had a conference with a 
member of the majority of that committee—— 

Mr. PENROSE, Or a subcommittee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Or a subcommittee—that that conference or 
convenes should be taken down, and that the majority mem- 
aa < the committee should be required to come into the Sen- 
oe file a list of the people who have talked with them with 
on to tariff schedules. It is well known, in connection 
ae ery bill that has ever been framed, that people who are 

rested in these bills do seek out members of the committee— 


1! 


Committee, if there is a record of those names in the posses- 
sion of the cominittee, I should have no objection to it.. But 


when this resolution calls for a list of the persons who have 


appeared before the majority members of the Finance Com- 
mittee, T understand it to menn the persons who have appe red 
before any of the majority members, and not before the ma 
| jority members in session. That is the part of the resolution 
| to which I object. 

It is well understeoe, Mr. President, that we have not lind 

| hearings of any kind before n full meeting of the majority mem- 
| bers of the committee. It is well understood thet som. ‘ks 
ago the committee was divided into subcommittees. and certain 
| schedules were referred to those subcommittees, and that there 
| have been no hearings or conferences of any kind between per- 
; Sons interested in the tariff and the majority members of the 
;} committee in session as such. The reselution cin net have 
reference to anything exeept conferences between individual 
members of the majority of the committee and S inter 
ested In the tariff. I do not think I can be mistaken about that 
construction of the resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, if the majority members as such 
have held no hearings or conferences, the resolution does not 
apply. We can not get information abeut what has never 
happened. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator did not unde and > to say 
that we had not had any conferences an ourse] 

Mr. LODGE. Oh. no: I do not mean that 

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 said we hed bad ne « 
sons interested in the schedules. 

Mr. LODGE. [ meen conferene with perse who destred 
to be heard. The Senator says wit TI unc ood to be the 
case—that these hearings or conferences, whatever you choose 
to enll them, were conducted by subconunittees of the mejority 
members. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That ts true. 

Mr. LODGE. In fact, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Surrit] 
told us that his subcommittee had been holding hearings, and 
that they were open—open to the newspaper press. I have 
been so unfortunate that I have not seen any of the press 
reports of those hearings, but I understand from the Seneter 
from Georgia that they are open and public. If the hearings 
before that subcommittee and others are open, which is ad- 


mitted, why should we not have the names of those who appear? 
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Why should we not have the names of those who file briefs? | are copies of briefs that were filed before the Ways ay yy. 
Some of us may want to examine those briefs. Committee. A large part of them were the same with... ,.. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator has not understood me as | concerns or corporations who filed briefs before the \y., nd 
objecting to that. Means Committee, and were given full and ample opj.))..,., 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. That is all there is in the resolution, | to be heard before that committee. Their testimony jj. )..” 
as [I understand. published and their briefs have been published. ‘} «+, : 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think the Senator is mistaken about that | been some additional briefs filed with the Finance (.),.,- 
being all there is in the resolution. and I am perfectly willing myself to have them j) 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President—— think they ought to be printed, and at to-morrow’s ;)). 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- | the committee I hope an order may be made directins 
lina yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? be printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. There is absolutely no disposition on the part of the , 

Mr. LIPPITT. In connection with this matter I desire to | members of the committee to conceal these briefs. | 
ask the Senator before he takes his seat, if he will permit me, | that nearly every industry that has filed with the ), 
if he will not inform the Senate as to what has been done in | members of the committee a brief has also filed with ), 
connection with his promise that he would consider the ques- | members of the committee a copy of that brief, and te} 
tion of having printed the briefs that have been submitted to are in their possession. I doubt whether a Single bries 
the subcommittees? filed by anybody that is not either in the hearings |): 

. week ago, in-response to a question in regard to that Ways and Means Committee or is not in the possess’ 
matier, the Senator said that he proposed to take up that ques- | one or more members of the minority of the Finance ¢ 
tion with his committee the following day. I should like to say | But that fis no reason why they should not be pub:i 
to the Senator that it seems to me of great importance that that | shal] myself ask that they be published. 
matter should be not orly taken up but carried into execution. Mr. LIPPITT. If I may just at this point in. 
I know that I am being asked by people who are interested for | Senator 
copies of the testimony that is being given before these sub- Mr. SIMMONS. I only state that as a reason wiy | 
committees, and particularly for copies of any papers or briefs | think gentlemen on the other side are suffering frei 
that are filed in connection with the testimony. Many people | knowledge on this proposition. I imagine that you 
e:n not appear there intelligently without knowing what testi- | erally in possession of it as well as we are. \ 
mony has been given there already. I hope the Senator has gentlemen who have come to me with briefs have sid + 
already arranged to have those papers printed or, if not, that | haq copies of the brief and they were going to ist: 
he will tell us when he is going to do so. among members of the commit‘ee. ; 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island Mr. LIPPITT. I can only say to the Senator, if } 
that probably he was not in the Chamber on yesterday, when | these briefs are available, that within a few min 
I had a little colloquy with the Senator from Pennsylvania | opening of the Setiate I was approached by a geil) 
[Mr. Penrosk] about this very matter. I think probably it | was very anxious to obtain copies of some briefs i!i:1! 
was last Iriday that the Senator asked me the question that submitted to one of these subcommittees, and. in f 


he has referred to. I knew had been submitted, for I have myself seen ; 
Mr. LIPPITT. It was on the 14th of May. I was utterly unable to procure it for him. I bace : 
Mr. SIMMONS. It was about last Friday I had proposed myself. His demand simply emphasized the jiu 


to have a meeting of the full committee. I think it was Satur-| the request which I am making now, which I did | 
diy—I am not sure about that—when the Senator from Penn-| 9 week ago, and which up to this time no action of: 
sylyania [Mr. Penrose] advised me that he would not be in | peen taken on. I know how easy it is to mike i 
ihe city at that time. I then upon yesterday proposed to have | suggestions, but I think the maiter is too imporia: 

au meeting of the committee to-day, but I was asked by the | jn this way. 
Senator from Pennsylvania and the Senator from New Hamp- Mr. SIMMONS. 
shire to postpone that meeting until to-morrow. I have called 
a mecting of the full committee for to-morrow, when that ques- | part of the majority 

tion will be presented to the committee. Mr. LIPPITT. I can only say—— 

Mr. LIVPPITT. I understood the Senator last Wednesday,| yr. SIMMONS. I am sure the members of th 
when this matter was called to his attention, to say at that time | mittee on the other side of the Chamber wil! say (| 
that he was personally in favor of this policy, and I think he | jng has been postponed twice at the instance of 
suggested that it be carried out. I hope he is still in favor of | the other side. 
it, and that he will see that it is done promptly, so that the Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I should like to ask 
public generally or the people particularly interested may con- | question. Is it necessary under the rule we h::« ; 
sider the matters that are being brought before the committee. | resolution which the Senate has alrendy passe! 

Mr. SIMMONS. What is the Senator referring to how, the membership of the committee to be brought tose 
briefs or the questions? to publish the hearings before it? 

Mr. LIPPITY. I am referring to the briefs. I am referring Mr. SIMMONS. I think that is not absolutely we 
to the testimony that is being given before the subcommittee | 7 stated that I was going to submit that quesiiou ¢ 
from day to day, which involves a great many proposed changes. | mittee. 

I understand there are a great many statements being seriously Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think that never « f 
considered by the different subcommittees. I think they have | tee is brought together in order to pubiish what occn! 
already gone far enough with the study of the bill to have de- | the committee or a subcommittee. It goes to th» | 
veloped from their own standpoint that there should be many | matter of course. 

changes made. It is of great importance that the people inter- Mr. SIMMONS. I said, however, that I woul s 
ested should know what sort of information it is that is bringing | matter to the committee, and my reason for waniil. 
the subcommittees into this state of mind. No man can properly | jt to the committee is—— 

come before one of the subcommittees on any question without Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

knowing what other witnesses have said in regard to the Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will pardon me « 
subject, and without knowing the effect that that testimony | more, I should say that more than half of ties: | 
has had upon the minds of the subcommittee. The gentlemen already been published and are in the hearings be!or 
who are interested and all the general public have a right | and Means Committee of the House. 

to be informed about it. I think.there is nothing more im- Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have here # list \ 
portant for the fair discusssion of this whole question than | panded to the members of the minority, which | - 
that this information should be made public, and if it is going | correct: 

to be made public it should be made public promptly. 


+ mmittee No. 1: Stone, Thomas, James, and Simmon 
Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to say to the Senator that action omen cone to Subcommittee No. 1: Schedule ' 
with reference to printing these briefs has not been delayed | manufactures of; Schedule B, earths, carthen ware, aid 
on my account owe cree and ee a ere oe 

; goods ; t not connected with any particular sche: 
Mr. LIPPITT. I will say to the Senator that it certainly Subcommittee No.2: Williams, Shively, Gore, asd 5 
has not been hurried. officio). 


y, . edule FE, svat! 
Mr. SIMMONS. I have tried twice to get a meeting, and both teased 5, oe ares, and ot! 
times I have postponed it at the request of the minority mem- | table fibers; section 2, incomes; sections 3 and 4. adiwinixiri . 
bers of the committee. Subcommittee No. S: Johnson of Maine, Smith of Geors's : 

Now, with reference to these briefs, Mr. President, nearly | *¢ Simmons (ex otci®): subcommittee No. 3: Schedule, A. chemi 
all the briefs that are now on file with the Finance Committee | Schedule I, cotton manufactures; Schedule D, wool and 'anv 


ad eed 


I do not think the Senter ous 
the failure to furnish these briefs as dilatory iv 
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ule M, pulp, papers, and books ; Schedule N, sundries not con- 
th any particular schedule or schedules. 


of; Sched 


™ a count of the fact that there is very little change in Schedule F, 
, and cigars, and Schedule H, wines and liquors, these two s« hed- | 
7 ‘ore not assigned to any subcommittee. | 
rpere is a exreful arrangement of subcommittees for the pur- 
_.¢ considering these schedutes and the holding of hearings 


es .woys interested. The Senator from Georgia {Mr. Smit} 
zh the other day, as I have already remarked, that the hear- 

of Lis subcommittee were open to the public and the press. 
vafore, of course, there can be no objection to publishing the 


; ~< of these who appear before his subcommittee. Why 
“honk the others be veiled in mystery? They are probably 


. as reputable as those who appear before subcommittee 
Wa. & 


\lr. SIMMONS. I believe the Senator is speaking in my time. 
Ur. LODGE. I beg pardon; I thought the Senator had con- 


ed. But, at all events, what possible cbjection is there to 
- the names of the people who come before these subcom- 


- SIMMONS. I will state to the Senator I have no objec- 
and I have tried to make it clear. 

LODGE. If the Senator is ashamed of the people who 

» there and wants to conceal their names, that is another 


mitten, 
‘ly SIMMONS. The Senator is using a term that I think, 
when he reflects, he will regret that he used. Nobody is 


echamed, and the Senator does not think anybody fs ashamed 
t. publish the name of anybedy who his been before the sub- 
committee. 

\Mr. LODGE. Then what possible reason is the’e for object- 

sto the publication of the numes? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator would not let me finish, and 
he injected a word that I think he ought not to use in that 


connection. I stated in the beginning, and I reiterate the state- 
bit that I have no possible objection and the committee bas 


bo possible objection to giving the name, if the name has been 
i: down, of any person who appeared before a subcommittee. 
PENROSE. The name ought to be taken down in every 


\ir, SIMMONS. Mr. President, I take it most of the names 
beve been taken down where persons have made st:tements, but 
ery frequently a large number of them come, and! the name of 
's tuken dewn, who will make a statement, and the names of 
others will not be taken down. The Senator knows that is | 
mon course. What I was objecting to is that part of the | 

i tion which, according to my interpretation of the resolu- 
requires us to report the names of persons who had come 


is 


before any member of the majority for the purpose of confer- 
eioe with reference to any schedule in the bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. Will the Senator permit me? I do not ex- 
pect suyvthing unreasonable. Where, as is well known, Senators 


sitting as subcommittees, I think the Senate is entitled to 
cet the information. If a Senator happens to meet some of these 
‘non the street, I do not expect him to make a record 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I desire to offer an 
‘reidment to the proposed resolution, and with the amend- 
ment I favor the resolution as amended. The amendment pro- 


poses to edd: 

\nd that the minority members of the committee be requested to 
renort to the Senate the names of all man@facturers, corporations. it- 
port nd other persons who have appeared before the minority mem- 
‘rs of the committee relative to House Dill 3521. 

Mr. PENROSE rose. 

ir. SMITH of Georgia. In one moment. 

Mr. PENROSE. I was going to accept the Senator's amend- 
ment, 
P Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I am glad that the Senator accepts 
sae want it passed also. So far as we are concerned we are 


he ectly willing for the Senate to have the name of every man 

vho appeared before our subcommittee where we have a record 

“ it, und starting a few days ago we commenced keeping a 

reeese of all who appeared. We are perfectly willing for the 

Senate to have the names, 

a want to go further and say, replying to the suggestion of the 

s nator from Massachusetts, who says he has seen nothing pub- 

lished of these subcommittee meetings—— 

Mr. LODGE. In the press. 

ee of Georgia. That is what I supposed the Sen- 

= ueant— published in the papers. We are not responsible 
lat. They are welcome to publish anything that happens 


during these meet ; 
men wens tote ings that they wish to publish. Newspaper 


told the only 
before the 


out yesterday, and they published nothing. I 
hewspaper men who mentioned the matter to me 
debate several days ago that they were welcome to 
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om. 


DeDoD 


if 


They were with us yesterday, they were with us. the 





come, 


day before, 2nd they found nothing that they wanted to publish, 


Senitors have been invited to 
House have been invited to come, 
idea 


Cohe, 


nnd 


‘The effort made to crenie the 


Members of the 


that there is any secrecy about this investigation is uf 
terly without foundation. To oam glad that it exme before the 
Senate so that the Senate may publicly hear that there he 


secrecy about it. 

Since the sugyestion was made thet a record might be kept 
our subcommittee has had a stenographer, and we take a record 
of everything that said. Wei oa perfectly willing to have 
everything that teanspires before the subcommittee made a mat 
ter of record for the use of anybody and everybody who wants 
to use it. 

The subcommittee upon which Tam serving, as T said before, 
has stated freely to parties inquiring that they Weleome 
to come, and we have invited them to stay when anything was 
ccing on, when witnesses were , 


is re 


were 


present. 

I do net know whether they are going to publish our ines 
gations in the newspapers. We are having one now. Two 
ineuibers of the subcemmittee are down stairs now hearing a 
number of men who are discussing several schedules. If the 
newspaper men want to repert those hearings, they are weleone 
to report them. If they do net report them, TL want te sav to 
the Senator from Massachusetis that it is mot our fault. They 


have the fullest opportunity. 

Now, we expect.to go on all of this week and possibly a part 
of next week, while parties have informetion, or believe they 
have information, that they think we ought to have, with ref- 
erence to the schedules submitted to the subcommittee of which 
the Senator frem Maine [Mr. JomuNson] is chairmen, aud the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. HuGirs) and IT are menibes 
We propose to hear them. 
we enn. 

Now, as to the briefs, I do not think the briefs have been 
ready for publication. I think the chairman of the comm ‘ 
would have made a mistake if he had published them up te this 
time. I believe that the proper way to publish them is when 
we feel that all the briefs to be printed upon a particulsr I 


~ 


We want to get all the information 


ject have come in to us, then we should Rave them properiv 
Classified ond so published as to put them in a shane wl 

oue who desires to investigate a particular subject wil! find tie 
briefs ou the subject collected together. We have had the « 

of our subcommittee classify the briefs. We bave the! down 


Stairs in a room adjoining the Finance Commiitee reom 
mony Senator who wishes to do so cau see them. We keep 
door open and we keep the briefs there. We invite any Seucter 
who wishes to examine anything that we have received in i 


shape of briefs; and just as seon as we think the tine 
come when we shall receive no more upon a partfeular s 
I am in faver of completing the classification and yy 


them for the use of anybody who desires. 

Mr. LIVPPITT rese. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President— 

The VICE PRESIDENT’. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. LODGE. I thought the Senater had coneluded. 

Mr. SMITIL of Georgian. ‘The Senator from Rhode Islnd 
{[Mr. Lippirtr] rose, I think, to ask me a question. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I can not quite agree with the view the 


from Georgia 


Ss 

tor from Georgia takes of this matter, because it is utterly iim 
possible to have a complete understanding of the development of 
these questions as they are going on from day to day without 


the gentlemen who are coming down here to testify, and whose 
information upon these subjects is important, knowing 


SO 


what is being said by the different parties who appear before 
the committee. It is utterly useless to talk about printing 
these papers for such a purpose as that and having them ready 
for distribution a month or some other time from now. ‘ihe 


only importance of them is their immediate availability. As 
I said, this- very morning a gentleman who waits to testify 
before the Senator's subcommittee came to me and wanted a 
copy of papers that had been submitted there, and there was 
no way of getting them for him, and which I can see no way 
of getting in any way. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I want to ask the Senator if he 
applied to qny member of the subcommittee for them? 
Mr. LIPPITT. I did not; because the request was meacle 


while I was on my way over here. I have had similar requests 
from people in my own State for copies of the briefs that are 


being presented. It is manifestly impossible, when in the 
files of the committee there are only one or two copies, for 


information in regard to their contents to be sent to this part 
and that part of the country for the use of people who can not 
be here, or for the use of people who only propose to come here 
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after the development of information that has been presented 
on the subject. 

I do not understand the objection to having these briefs 
printed. ‘The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simmons} in 
the discussion of this question a few days ago said that so 
far as he was concerned be did not want any more light. It 
seems tome thereare other gentlemen on that side who seem to 
be taking the same position. Now, all I am asking in connec- 
tion with this matter is that information that is being poured 
in before the subcommittees shall be made available for the 
use of anybody who wants to consider it, or persons who for 
any renson think they have a good right to know what it is. 
Why should anybody object to it? It is a very simple matter 
to have these briefs printed. I ask for nothing unusual. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I think I have yielded to the Sena- 
tor long enough. If he wants to make a further speech, he can 
do it when I am through. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I was only answering a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The Senator spent a large part of 
yesterday with our committee and he understands how freely 
and fully the examination was going on. 

Mr. LIPPI’T’. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Wait a moment. He did not apply 
to any one of our committee for a copy of a brief. He could 
have had it if he had asked for it. I do not think it is at all 
necessary to furnish each witness that is coming down here the 
testimony by other witnesses on the same subject. It would 
lessen the value of the information furnished by the second 
witness. But if any Senator or any man wished to see a brief 
it has been ready for his use at all times. I say now 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. One moment. Each brief is now 
in the room downstairs, and the Senator can see them. I do 
not think the purpose of publication is so much to furnish an 
opportunity for witnesses to examine them as it is for the 
examination of Senators, who are finally to pass upon this 
question. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator from Georgia 
cause to be furnished to the Senator from Wyoming a copy of 
such briefs as have been filed before his subcommittee? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Not all of them; no; but if the 
Senator will name any particular brief which he desires, I will 
furnish it te him. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Wyoming is interested im all of the schedules that are being 
considered by the Senator’s subcommittee; he is also a member 
of the Finance Committee; and he thinks he is entitled to 
such matters as bave been filed before the committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will do this for the Senator from 
Wyoming: I will give him an opportunity to examine every 
one of them. I have not enough copies of all to distribute. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is just what we are asking 
for. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will favor the printing of all of 
them and furnishing the Senator a copy of all of them a little 
later on. 

Mr. LIPPITT. How much later? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. As soon as I think they have prac- 
tically all come in on the schedules. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Now, if the Senator will yield to me just a 
mintte—— 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. LIPPITT. The Senator from Georgia referred to the 
fact that I knew he had been very diligent in hearing people 
who wanted to testify before his subcommittee. I want to bear 
my testimony to the entire accuracy of that statement. I am 
perfectly aware that the Senator has been very diligent, that 
he has been very patient in listening to all the testimony, that 
he has given very fair consideration and due weight to all 
the statements that have been made, and I believe he himself 
will say that as a result of that consideration many opinions 
which he has had on some of the subjects that have been sub- 
mitted to him have been materially modified. 

The Senator says that any Senator can go to his committee 
room and consult his files. The Senator knows perfectly well 
that the time of Senators is in too great demand for them per- 
sonally to sit down in his committee room and consult his files. 
If I seek information contained in some document I want it 
brought to me in the most available way for me to read it. 
It is impossible if the Senator bas only one or two copies of 
that document for him to have it sent around to my committee 
room oF to some other Senator’s committee room so that I may 
take it to my house, perhaps, and study it in the evening or 
at some other time when it can be of the greatest use to me. 
There is only one way to do it, and that is to have copies made, 
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which is a very simple matter and 2 very tnexpen 
and that can be done very expeditious!ty if Seat 
other side are as anxious to furnish light on th 
Senators on this side are anxious to have it. 

‘Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, these } 
coming in about two weeks ago and have been sent! 
the past two weeks, frequently bearing upon the +: 
It would have been folly to have printed them for ai. 
as they came in. Nearly all of the briefs were alyo. 
and evidently the parties furnishing them were « 
them to Senators. Certainly, we had every reason | 
that the parties furnishing them to us in printed 
distributing them in single copies among the various 

To make the briefs on one particular subfect of 
they ought to be collected, classified, put in velum» 
indexed for ready reference. If we hed simply py 
one by one, they would have been of sesreely any 
briefs have almost completely stopped coming in: in 
I think the filing of briefs will have been eon) 
when properly classified and printed, they will be 
tial value; but unclassified, simply in a mass, any 
to look for a particular brief on a particular shi: 
required to take a large amount of time to bunt 
great pile of briefs to find what he wanted. 1 4 
that it would have been an intelligent course to pr) 
single numbers as they came in, but I think the jaite! 
to prepare them for the use of Senators and of the 
classify them and print them in volumes proper!s 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the Senstor wi!! : 
desire to ask him a question. The Senator is ht 
these hearings from day to day, and he bers all {! 
the witnesses. I do not know whether or not he r 
briefs that they file. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 
them. 

Mr. LODGE. The information, however, comes ti 
dlay to day, but it does not. come to the rest of us ft: 
day. When general public hearings before a fu!! 
have been held, as they were in the last Congress on 
ule bills, every day the testimony of that day was jy» 
were the briefs which were filed, so that the w! 
the information from day to day exaetly as did the 

The only distinction is that these hearings are by 
mittees and the others were by the full comini(tes 
see the practical objection to that system. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. To which system? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not see the practical ob 
system of printing what oceurs from day to dey. 
ist year on all the schedule bills, instead of maossi 
end in one great pile. I repeat the Senator f: 
getting his information from day to day. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. LODGE. Informution or misinformation, w! 
choose to ‘call it. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I am getting more 
the examination of existing records than I am f: 
nesses. I confess very frankly that my examines 
applies more to records already made than to tlic t 
new witnesses. - 

I can not agree to the statement of the Senator t 
Island [Mr. Lippitt] that views that I entertain h 
stantially changed. There were a number 
which I had no views, as to which TI had no deta! 
tion, until I began to investigate the various sche! 
not think any Senator has aceurate information : 
ule unless he takes a great deal of time to investi 
study it. 

Mr. LODGE. That is perfectly true, and that is ' 
ture to suggest that the Senator and other mem! 
committees have the advantage of getting their 
misinformation, or whatever it is, from day to ¢:ny 
the plan of the Senator from Georgia is follow! 
great mass will be thrown in on the rest of us 4 
and that, too, probably when the bill is up for consi: 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I would think that 1): 
Massachusetts were right but for the general condi 
mation with reference to the tariff question. For | 
examinations as to the tariff schedules have been sv 
not think we have obtained before our committee : 
tion of any value that was not already in priv 
thmk any of the briefs that have been furnished © 
any substantially valuable information that we ce | 
find—in most instances more completely furnishe:! 
reports. As to a number of matters that with 
cussed before us, I find more complete informa's™ 


I have not been able to 


° ’ 
Oris 
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records of the Tariff Commission; I find more complete infor- 
mation and more accurate information in numerous volumes 
wlpeady printed. I do not think that the new information we 
; votting really contributes largely to the present store of 
nformiation in print upon the subject. I think that is really 


j : 7 

truce; und while we have been having stenographie reports for 
1 

] 


are 


«) or three days past of the statements before our subcom- 
tree. we have had them because we felt that if any Senator 
| wish to read what we were hearing we desired to give him 
ue opportunity, So I am in favor of printing these briefs in 
vier that if anybody wants them he shall have them; but I 
colly believe that from the record heretofore made we can dig 
+ wore complete information than we are now getting. 
‘he special value, I think, of these briefs is that these par- 
ticular persons have put their finger on an exact schedule that 
criticize. As suggested by the Senator from New Hamp- 
{Mr. GALLINGER], they eame before us and objected to 
ie certain dyes on the dutiable list and called our attention 
. fact that derivatives from indigo as well as other dyes 
oeht to be on the free list. There are particular items of that 
d which have been called to our attention, as distinguished 
om the large volume of testimony that has been taken upon 
.teriff bill; and to that extent it is available. I am sure that 
is our purpose to print these briefs very shortly and in ample 
tie for Senaters to examine them in such a way as will be 
mest convenient. 
‘tr. LODGE, 
le statement of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. SMitit] as to 


s * 


ite correct, but I think all Senators would rather like to form 
their own judgment of them. If the Senator will forgive me one 
luoment. it reminds me of a gentleman in Boston many years 
called. Hearing that there was to be a college rebellion and 
that his son was to engage in it, he rushed out to Cambridge 
aud sent for his son, and said: “ My son, I beg that you will 
not enter upon this rebellion; I have been through one of them 
and I have seen the folly of it.” The son said: * That is just 
: | want to see the folly of it, too.” [Laughter.] We want 
tv see the folly of this, too; we want to see what these discus- 
sions amount to. 

The Senator has been very good-natured, and he will allow 
me to say that I did not mean to suggest for a moment that he 
wus desiring any secrecy. On the contrary, I referred to his 
subcommittee and to what he said and praised it. What misled 
us was that we thought this morning the chairman of the com- 
mittee was resisting the passage of this resolution, and that 
gave us the idea that he did not want these names published. 
If we have been misled about that and every Senator is ready to 
have the information published, I apologize for the time that I 
have wasted, and the sooner the resolution passes, with the 
uuendment suggested by the Senator from Georgia, the better. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Smitu]. 

Mr. REED. I understand the Senator from Pennsylvania has 
accepted the amendment? 

Mr. PENROSE. I have accepted the amendment. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment to 
the resolution as modified. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I should like to hear read the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Georgia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the reso- 
lution the following words : 


And that the minority members of the committee be requested to 
report to the Senate the names of all manufacturers, corporations, {m- 
— and other persons who have appeared before the minority mem- 
‘Ts of the committee relative to H. R. 3321. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I offer the following amendment 
to the resolution as it now stands: 
Said committee shall also, as far as possible, report the names of all 
we ‘lacturers, corporations, importers, and other persons who appeared 
— the Finance Committee or any subcommittee thereof when it 
Ly under consideration what are commonly known as the Dingley 
‘iil and the Payne-Aldrich bill. Said committee shall further report 
Whether at the times last aforesaid any clerks or experts employed or 
“ by said committee were furnished by or were in the employment 
of Manufacturers or associations interested in maintaining a high 


tariff tax. 
_Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Pennsyl- 
Vania will allow me, I hope he will accept that amendment. I 
— like very much to have printed the names which the 
enator from Missouri [Mr. Reep] suggests, so that we may 
oe site to form a comparison between them. 
' Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I will accept that amendment. 
am very glad the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep] has 


if 


. 
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« yalue or the lack of value of these new statements may be | 


: ; Senators will doubtless offer amendments to paragraph: 
Mr. President, I think it highly probable that | 
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offered it. It will be an enlightening contribution to the dis- 
cussion to which this matter is going to lead. The records, so 
far as the Finance Committee is concerned, are absolutely in- 
tact. Every letter received by Senator Aldrich when he was 
chairman of the committee is on file in the Oflice Building of 
the Senate, and I presume the journals of the committee are 
also there—they ought to be there. 

I want to say further, Mr. President, in regard to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgin—— 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

Mr. PENROSE. I did not know the Senator was going to ad 
dress himself to his amendmeut. 

Mr. REED. I was. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will wait until the Senator is through. 

Mr. REED. I do not object to the Senator going on, but I 
wanted to hold the floor: that is all. 

Mr. PENROSE. Has the Senator any objection to my yvoing 
on for a few moments? 

Mr. REED. No; I will take the floor when the 
through. 

Mr. PENROSE, T also want to say that Tam very gled the 
Senator from Georgia {[Mr. Sviru] las offered his amend: 
Of course the minority members of the committee are net or- 
ganized. I do not know that there will be any concerted action 
on tariff legistation on the part of the minority. Individuel 
sid 
perhaps amendments to schedules: but up to the present time 
there has been no effort at concerted action, and, in my opinion, 


is 


Senatol 


elit. 


there is no probability of such action. We do not need any; 
we know that any amendments which we may effer as a 
minority party will be voted down, and we do not want to 


| delay this bill. 


«. in the days when they had college rebellions, as they were | 


— eee SSS Se Ss Sr r''’''|;' Om 


Of course every Senntor will exercise his individual preroga- 
tive to offer amendments and to express his views. We have 
no subcommittees; but I want to inform the Senute thet, as 
former chairman of the committee, I directed my clerks on the 
first day of this session to keep a record of every person who 
called at my committee room on tariff levislation. T have that 
record, and I shall furnish it at the very earliest opportunity 
to the Senate as part of this report. 

Of course the minority is in an entirely different position 
from the majority. The majority are engnged in their inner 
recesses in framing rates. <All that my visitors do is to call 
upon me to ask me where the majority are; where they cnn 
get hold of the subcommittee. Sometimes they ask me whether 
I think they would receive a sympathetic hearing. IT ean assure 
them of the sympathy, but I can not predict the result. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, this discussion has been carried 
on in so serious a manner as almost to convince me that our 
brethren on the other side of the Chamber are really in search 
of information, but the last remark made by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] discloses what I have suspected all 
along, that they do not so much want information as to fill the 
air with dust, and if possible convince the public they have 
suddenly become the advocates of publicity. The remark of the 
Senator to which I refer was substantially that “the minority 
members of the Finance Committee do not need any informa- 
tion, and hence they do not meet.” 

Mr. PENROSE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
statement and kad no such idea in mind. 

Mr. REED. Well, Mr. President, the record of course will 


I made no such 


show. 
Mr. PENROSE. Let the record be read, Mr. President. 
Mr. REED. I was trying to quote the Senator correcily. 


That certainly is the way I heard the remark on this side of 
the Chamber. 

Mr. PENROSE. With all due respect to the Senstor, he is 
under such an entire misapprehension of the very insignificant 
remarks I did make that I should like to have the record read. 
It will take but a moment. 

Mr. REED. I am equally content: to have that done, and if 
I misheard the Senator, no one will more frankly right the 
matter than myself. 

Mr. PENROSE. Let the Recorp be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Reporter will read. 

The Reporter read as follows: 

Mr. Pexrose. I also want to say that I am very glad the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Smitu] has offered his amendment. Of course, the 
minority members of the committee are not organized. I do not know 
that there will be any concerted action on tariff legislation on the part 
of the minority. Individual Senators will doubtless offer amendments 
to paragraphs and perhaps amendments to schedules: but up to the 
present time there has been no effort at concerted action, and, in my 
opinion, there Is no probability of such action. We do not need any; 
we know that any amendments which we may offer as a minority party 
will be voted down, and we do not want to delay this bill. 
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Mr. REED. Mr. President, I insist that the spirit of the 
remarks of the Senator from Pennsylvania as they have just 
been read was fairly expressed in the statement I made. I 
now understand the Senator to say that the minority members 
of the Finance Committee have not organized; that they have 
not organized because it would be useless for them to do so; 
that they are making no effort in that direction; and the reason 
must be that they do net expect to gain any light that will be 
of value. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, we expect to be here from 
two to three months debating every paragraph of this bill; and 
the Senator will be convinced before we are through that we 
ure in the pursuit of light and knowledge on every line of it. 

Mr. REED. If the desire for information has not been suffi- 
cient to bring together the minority members of the Finance 
Committee, I strengly suspect the motives back of this clamor 
for information. 

In the second’ place, Mr. President, I call attention to a 
fact yell known to every Senator upon the floor, namely, 
that the representatives of the interests affected by this bill 
have not confined their attentions and solicitations to the sub- 
committees of the Finance Committee. On the contrary, they 
have visited Senator after Senator, and our time is constantly 
being taken up in listening to their arguments. 

But when was it that the Republican Members of this body 
became so solicitous for public hearings, such earnest seekers 
for the light? Truly, a change has come over the spirit of 
their dreams. It is 2 conversion so sudden that it could not 
have heen accemplished by anything except an unusual supply 
of divine grace—an attribute that is not often manifested upon 


tion. 
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connection with the Wilson-Gorman bill. 
it is true or not. 


Mr. REED. 


Mr. REED. 


I do not know » 


Mr. President, I do not like to have », 


tried by rumor, any more than the Senator would 
tried by rumor. 


May 


I have not heard the rumor referred :, 


It was pleasing. 


I think the Senator will be doomed ts.) 

same kind of news when we get through with this hi!) 

people sent to his party in the last election and tha: |. 
find out that there is a great difference between 4 tapis 
Democrat and a high-protection, stand-pat Republi 
Mr. President, every candid man must concede ths: : 
a great difference between the receiver of stolen hor. 

with the horse thieves for the purpose of regulatii. 

ness of horse stealing and that same receiver of «; 
being brought before »n antihorse-thief associntion 

for the purpose of suppressing the crime of larceny. 
is a great difference between the beneficiaries of 9 i.) )' 
meeting in friendly conspiracy with the men whose « 
they financed and whom they put into office and then 
agreeing upon the amount of loot to be exacted from 1). 
and those same beneficiaries coming before a body «: 
crats committed to an opposite theory for the purye “ 
mitting arguments and facts which may call for just « 
The two situations are as far apart as right ay 
as justice and injustice, as criminal conspiracy ani f: 


if the rumor exists, and is based upon fact, it musi }h-.. 
pleasing bit of news for the responsive ears of the Se, 

Pennsylvania. 
Mr. PENROSE. 


I next call attention to the kind of tariff hesrine 


publican brethren have hither 


the other side of the Chamber. 

I hold in my hand the Payne-Aldrich bill. 
Was passed, the present distinguished Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. PENRosE] wns a member of the Finance Committee. 
The Senntor from Utah [Mr. Smoot] was also a member of 
I want to contrast the hearings then bad with 
the hearings now being granted, and the discussion which then 
took place with the discussion of the present bill. 
repudiate the idea that the hearings now being held are, in 
their great essentials, at all similar to the hearings then held. 

At that time the majerity members of the Finance Committee 
were committed to the policy of a high protective tariff. They 
believed in building a legal wall around this country so high 
that goods ceuld not be imported from abroad. 
voted to that policy, and had been for years. 


that committee. 


When that bill 
debate; they lift up plaintive 


I utterly e 
What about the Payne-Al 


was read twice and referred 
that day. 
They were de- | back by the Finance Commit 
Their minds were 


They 


to given. 


voices; their eves 


lrich enormity. It 


they want light; they passionateiy cry for time fo 

eed oun 
tears; they cry aloud for time and still more time. My 
from Michigan a day or two since raised his i 
that I imagined I could see the old deadheads snd st 
lakes of Michigan bobbing up and down in unison 
Sweet cadences of his elocution. 


Dow dk 


. 


1 


Senate of the United States on the 10th day of Apr'l. | 
to the Committee on | 

On the 12th day of April, 1909, jusi two oo: 
it had been sent to the Senate from the House, it was i 


tee, and it had S47 simend 


grafted onto it—amendments that were written 
amendments that were prepared before the bill ever: 












made up on that side of the question. 

The men who came before them were the men who also 
wanted the tariff high. They were the beneficiaries of the sys- 
tem. They came before the committee to have schedules made 
to suit themselves, and the committee wanted to make schedules 
to suit them. The manufacturers knew what they wanted and 
the committee intended to give them what they wanted. Thus 
these gentlemen met with a common purpose—the committee 
representing the manufacturer’s idea and the manufacturer be- 
ing there to represent his own idea. They proceeded to make 
up a bill; and there was not a single man among the Republican 
majority members of the Finance Committee to represent the 
consumers of the United States. ; 

Observe, now, the contrast: When the manufacturer now 
comes before the Democratic majority members of the present 
Finance Committee be confronts men every one of whom is de- 
voted to a reduction of the tariff. He submits his case to men 
who are determined that there must be a reduction. He faces 
a committee the Democratic members of which intend to repre- 
sent the consuming population of the United States and see that 
justice is done to all the people. When he presents his case to 
that board it is a very different proposition from going before 
one that already agrees with him, but proposes and desires to 
assist him in plundering the people of the United States. 

Such is the contrast we observe as we enter upon this dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JAMes in the chair). Will 
the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. According to current rumor—I know that 
rumors, as a rule, ought not to have much importance attached 
to them—a very receptive mood is supposed to exist on the part 
of these subcommittees toward raising certain duties on pro- 
tective lines. I think the Senator overrates the stern way in 
which the subcommittees are guarding the consumer. I do not 
know whether he is fully aware of all that is going on in the 
inner circles. It is currently said that we are to have a repeti- 
tion of the performances of Senator Gorman in this body in 


Mr. President—— 
Does the Senator fr 


Mr. REED. Certainly. 
Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, knowing thie 


Mr. REED. 


Mr. PENROSE. 


Mr. REED. 


and then you can also hear me. 
double pleasure. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant 
serve order in the galleries. 


Mre REED. 


have? You now want all hearings recorded. 
then had might have been all recorded. 
the light poured in upon the back-room hearings held wl 
publican politicians secretly met and conspired wit) ther! 
ters. Who was then present? We asked that question 1! 

here upon the floor. The distinguished Senator from |! 

Smoor], the leader of all the forces which march fort! 
the walls of protection, admitted upon the floor of ( 
that they had had no reporters present when Ablri ‘how 
ing his amendments. Where was the press then? | 
‘then hear any Republican clamor for publicity. 7) 
and learned Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loin) 
then lift up his voice in demand for the admission «' 
porters. The eyes of my friends upon the other « 
Chamber were not so often turned toward the Press ¢ 
They were not at that time praying for the lisht. me 
took down in shorthand nor preserved in any other 800" 


which the Senator entertains for publicity, [ wa 
attention to the fact that at the hour of 2 
meritorious resolution will go over. 


oO¢ 


I have no doubt the Senator would 


time on me, but I do not intend that he shall sn 
Oh, no; I should like to have a \ 
resolution, and hear the Senator afterwards. 


We will vote on the resolution in 
You will 
[Laughter in the galleries.] 


Mr. President, what kind of heari 


Senate committee, amendments that were written ° 
semblance of hearing, except the private hearin 
manufacturer whispered into the willing ears of the: 
believed just as he believed. 
Mr. PENROSE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 


thus 1 
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peorings they bad before the majority members of the committee 
nie were, in fact, engeged then in writing a bill. They were 
ive in scrutinizing the bill passed by the House of Rep- 


tae 4i\es fer the purpose of rectifying its defects. They were 
: vyerence With the beneficiaries of the tariff system, ascer- 


tgining how much extortion the latter desired to practice upon 


the American people. 

1: firm now that when the Dingley bill was written—and I 
think he was continued until the Payne-Aldrich bill—the ex- 
rest 1 confidential adviser of the Republican members ef the 


Finence Committee was an en ployee of the Woolen Manufactur- 
ers tion This man ws in the pay of the woolen manu 
factnrers; he was sent to report the proceedings of the com- 
vittee: he sat with the committee to represent the men whe 

ved and paid him. I charge this servant of the woo'en 
! *eturers substantially wrote Schedule K, and did his work 
il, or so infamously—whichever term it is proper to ein- 


> Associ 


co We 

niov—that he received a gratuity of $5,000 from the woolen 
ionefacturers. That sum was handed to him beeause as the 
confidential man of the committee he had so successfully served 
the interests of his private employers. 


You clamor for publicity. You ought to hove it. and you ¢ ught 


ts have a large amount of it; but publicity, while bringing 
poioriety, will hardly give you fame. 
Mir. President, the gentleman to whom T have referred was 


ope S. N. D. North. He had been for a long time the seerettry 





of whet is knewn as the National Association.of Woolen Manu- 
facturer He was sent here by the president of that asso@in- 
tien to give private and confidential information which he woes 
te eain as the secretary of the committee. That fact is dis- 


closed in correspondence which I propose briefly to epitomize, 
and whieh I shall ask to have printed in full in the Rercorp 
at the close of my remarks. 

Here is a Jetter dated April 4, 1897. addressed to the president 


of the National Woolgrowers’ Association: 
Dear Me. Wuirman: Now, about the tariff. I ean not, after what 
! Leen said to me in reference to my confidential relations wiih the 
‘ tee, keep you posted as I would like to do, But if I find that 
it desirable that you should come on here | will telegraph you that 
{ tion requires attention, and you will doubtless have no trouble 
in finding out what is the matter. 
In the meanwhile let me ask this question: 
auld tops at a 24-cent line have the same compensatory duty as 
sat a J0-cent line? Should tops at a 24-cent line have a com 
atory duty of 274 cents? Putting that value line so low was 


tunate, in view of the appearance it presents of making the corm 
peusatory duty alone more than 100 per cent. [Loam aware ihnt the 
thing oceurs in cloths at the 40-cent line, but this fops is a new 





pa oh and will get closer scrutiny on that account. T do not want 
you to intimate to any Senator that I have written you on this subject, 
bit to consider whether you can not, when the time comes, suggest 
raising the value Mne in the top paragraph to meet this kind of 
criticism. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the morning hour has expired. 

Mr. PENROSE. TI ask unanimous consent thet the resolution 
miy be proceeded with until it is disposed of. There is no real | 
opposition to it now that the resolution has been amended, I 


underst 


Mr 


nd. and there is no unfinished business. 
SEMMONS. I had just risen to make that request. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to it? The 
Chair hears none, and the Senator from Missouri will proceed 
Mr. REED. This was the confidential sdviser of Senator 


Aldrich and the confidential clerk of the then majority mem- | 
bers of the Finance Committee engaged in writing a tariff bill 


for 100.000,000 people. 


_./ am well, although I am kept at work from 10 a. m. until midnight. 
rhere is an immense amount of detail, and I have not sufficient clerical 
a nee as yet. I am the only person whom the committee allows in 
me Mcetnge, and it makes it very hard, but I expect to pull through 


ht. 


eefst 





Wh t a spectacle for the American people! The only man 
permitted to know what the committee was doing was the em- 
pioyee of those gentlemen who are aggregated together to tax 
ile American people. And when that infamy was being perpe- 
trated upon the American people gentlemen upon the other side 
Sit iS mum as oysters and with about the same interesting cast 
of countenance. Not a protest came from their lips. Behold 
What 2 niarvelous change one sound licking has wrought! 

I proceed. Here is another letter. This is from Mr. Whit- 
— the president of the association. It bears date of April 6, 
a Notice the plaintive protest he utters because North 

*s been told “that what he receives is confidential,” and that 


"he can only advise him when there is danger,” and thus enable 
him to look out for himself: 


My Dear Mr. Nort: I have recetved your letter of the 4th, for which 


I ’ 
situation I suppose there is nothing for me to do but accept the 


regards r keepi ‘ 
tl ng me posted, although I had supposed 
iat, in reference to the interests you represent, you would be at iiberty 


° communicate freely with your associa 











-ulous 2s to entertain even a suspicion that 


present.” Revresent where? 


DuUbliCg nm members of the Hingane 
Represent when? At the time the 


“The interests you 
secret councils of the R 
mittee. 


re 
( 


iy) the 
sebedules that will fix the price of almost everyé « the Ameri- 
ean people use in their daily life. “ The interests you repre 
sent!” 

Mr. President, you may leok in vein in the hi \ Conuress 
for a darker chapter then is disclosed in that one statement 
Gentlemen upon the ether side \ t pub \ One of them 
a little while sgo told a huenioreus sters rpwhich the boy at 
school was pictured us seeking to ge ) rit 1 
row because he said he wiauted to exper! * the thee folly 
his aneestor had indulged "he These ¢ ! eo owho wri us 
now, and knowing the kind of private hearings they held wher 
they Were in power, uaterall pro ‘ : ' ter fre 
hy others lest their miserable exit plectuay be ¢ ed t i 
Injury of the Remublie, ; 

Lam in favor of public bearings. There bh been no denial 
of public hearings here, and there will be nen: Bit J i 
readily upderstand bow a Republienn whe bas by party snd 
privy to bringing fore a Finance Committee nejority the 
representatives of the pretected interests may, out. o his own 
conduet, suspect the motives of everybody else and ua ly 


Waut to be there to look on. 

Mr. President. re more of these lett 
continues as he writes to Mr. Nerth: 

I deme dou} 


re i 


' ; oh vou to look ont for my interests in this regard. You 
know how impertsant it not only to me, but to the whole worsted 
industry of the United States, that sueb rates of duty saould be im- 
posed on tops as will enable them to be made here and aot be im- 
ported from ferciin countries If there i bs point im rete ee 
to this that vou do not understand, you ought to communicate with me 
at ence, so that it may be oe Plained 


Agnin he calls upon his servant, agent, and employee, also 
at thot time servant. agent, and adviser of the Aldrich branch 
of the Republican Party, then dominant upon the Finanee 
Conituittee, to keep hin: constantly adviser! 

I come to June 2. 1897, and here Mr. Whitman writes 2 

My Dear Mr. Nonrit: We all depend upon sou to weteh ele 
Interests, e that nothing is overlooked or neglected | 
on the committee 


Who were “ 


gain: 
ely eur 


to friends 


y our 


our friends on the committee"? Was it not the 


stalwart Senator from Pennsylvania {[ Mr. Penrose} and the 
equally magnificent specinen from Utab [Mr Satoor]? Were 
they not all “our friends upon the committee.” boue of the 
Sime bone and flesh of the sume flesh, inspired by the same 
high iden and philosophy of government that the way to make 
a people rich is to get together in a back room and tax them 
to death? 

Mr. resident, on June 9 Mr. Whitman wrote agsin to Mr. 
North: 
. Rear in mind that IT am depending upen you wholly to look afte: my 
interests in connection with the tari bill. 

“Look after my interests.” Yet he wes in the employ of 
the committee and the committee was in the employ of the 
|} people of the United States. Ile was the only man’ who was 
permitted to be present all of the tite when the discussions 
Were going on. 

Do you think that the Republican members of that committee, 
!do you think the Senator from Pennsylvania, and the acute 
lleader upon the other side, the Senator from Utah, for oue 


moment did not know the relations of Mr. North with this asse- 
ciation of woolen manufacturers? If there be any here so cred- 
these astute gentte- 
men were in the dark, that their keen eyes had not pierced the 
veil of secrecy and discovered the esact truth, then that Sena- 
tor needs a guardian ad litem to conduct Lim from this Cham- 
ber to his own office. 

Mr. President. there is more of this. 
these gentlemen wrote to each other Never did “rts 
exchange lovesick billets with greater regularity letters 
passed each other on the way. Mr. North writes W hit- 
man: 

I have your letter and the memorandum for Senator Aldrich reg 
ing cotton yarns. 


Notice how regularly 
SWeet lit 
‘Their 
to Mr. 


ird- 


Now, what a convenient thing it wos for these woolen manu- 
facturers to heve their employee sitting at the right hand of 
the chairman of this committee, the then potential boss of the 
Republican Party, slipping to bim the private: communications 
that hud been sent the day before by his employer. Attend to 
what follows: 


I have your letter and the memorandum for Senator Aldrich regard- 
ing cotton yarns. I am semewhat at a loss to know what Is best to do 
these days. Senator Aldrich has been seriously sick. * * * %JFT am 
doubtful if be will appear again in tariff matters for some time, not 
merely because of bis health but because I suspect he feels keenly the 
manner in which the Republican Senators are treating the tari bill— 
so largely the work of himself. The general character of the bill Is 
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being changed at nightly meetings, which are more like town meetings 
than meetings of the Finance Committee, and it must be humiliating and 
galling to him in the extreme. 

Why, here was this echo of Aldrich, this connecting link 
between Aldrich and the woolen manufacturers, voicing the 
sentiments of the Republican majority of that day. Doubtless 
they were also the sentiments of some of the Senators who are 
protesting so loudly to-day. At that time publicity was such 
an unthinkable thing that public hearings so offended the dell- 
cate sensibilities of Aldrich that the good man actually fell 
sick of disgust. 

Ilow doth the leopard change its spots! It would appear 
that after rending the election returns last fall the Republican 
Party not only changed its spots, but it turned inside out, so 
now the grand old party makes virtuous companionship with that 
publicity it once sought to slaughter, 

Again, on June 20, Mr. North writes to Mr. Whitman: 

It is lucky I wes here and just in the position I am. It has given 
me a whole day to work on the matter and get it right, and, with 
Aldrich away, there is no one on the committee who knows anything 
about it. But Allison and Platt trust me, and I expect they will both 
agree to what I have asked. I went all over the matter with them last 
evening. 

And so the gentlemen of the other side who have vacated 
their chairs sre now douglty champions of publicity, albeit a 
few short years ago they were permitting this confidential clerk 
of the manufacturers to hobneb with Platt and Aldrich and fix 
legislation in private. I am glad you have been converted; I 
am glad you have come into the tabernacle of publicity; but I 
would like to know that your conversion will last after you 
cease to profit by its profession. You know it was said— 

When the devil was sick the devil a saint would be; 
When the devil got well the devil a saint was he. 

I do not mean to speak disrespectfully of my friends of the 
other side, nor exactly to compare them to Beelzebub. The 
couplet none the less has its applicability to the professions of 
the hour. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator has not given us the date as to 
the year, but perhaps he has overlooked the fact. 

Mr. REED. In each instance I have given it. 
gave it for the first two or three letters. 

Mr. WARREN. Very weil. Taking that for granted, the 
Senator, in alluding personally to Senators by name, alludes 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania, Mr. PENrose, and the Sena- 
tor from Utah, Mr. Smoot, Senators who were not on the 
Finance Committee when that tariff bill was being considered. 
The Dingley bill, with which the Senator from Missouri con- 
nects the name of Mr. 8S. N. D. North—— 

Mr. REED. I prefaced—— 

Mr. WARREN. In fact, there is not a Senator in this body 
now who was 2 member of that committee at that time. That 
does not necessarily change the course of the argument of the 
Senator, except as to his personal references. 

Mr. REED. The Senator need not be worried about my mis- 
stating the record. I said—wlHen perhaps the Senator was out— 
that Mr. North was the secretary at the time the Dingley bill 
was passed, and that I believed he sustained the same relation 
to the committee at the time the Payne-Aldrich bill was passed; 
but this correspondence bears relation more particularly to the 
Dingley bill. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator should not apply the proceed- 
ings and happenings of the Dingley bill to the Payne-Aldrich 
bill with respect to persons, because he is mistaken in thinking 
that Mr. North occupied any position with the committee at the 
time of the consideration of the Payne-Aldrich bill. 

Mr. REED. Well, Mr. President, if the Senator desires to 
plead the statute of limitations that is a right every man has. 
Upon July 10, 1897, Mr. Whitman wrote Mr. North: 


I am unable to go to Washington and have no one to look out for 
my interests there but yourself, and I depend upon you. Of course 
Messrs. Aldrich and Dingley will do all they can, but I depend upon 
your letting them know what I need. I depend upon you. Dress 
goods, yarns, and tops. 


ours, very truly, WM. WHITMAN, 

Now, consider the kind of atmosphere in which we lived then, 
when it was possible for a great manufacturer to assert with 
entire and complete confidence that Aldrich and Dingley, the 
two leaders of the party, could be depended upon to do what he 
wanted and to protect his interests and when his confidential 
clerk could in like manner get the ear and assistance of two 
other Senators, Platt and Allison (see letter of June 20). Even 
if this did occur some years ago, nevertheless it is an important 
fact for all of us to consider when men who, representing the 





Missouri 


I certainly 
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same philosophy and speaking for the same ideas ; 


for the same doctrine, standing pat for them, are |, 
suddenly clamoring for the light of publicity. 


The Democrats are all agreed to give forth 1} 1}, 
We agree to this because we regard 
that every man, woman, and child in the United s:.:, 
know who appears before the committees of Congres. 


tion desired. 


is highly proper to call attention to the faet ths 
last advanced to a point where the protected jnd 
no longer not only pack the committees but em 


trol the committees’ clerks. 
I depend upon you. 


knew his master, Whitman. 
other. 


It appears that in 1902 there was some kind of ; 
Mr. Whitman was cross-examined, ani 
ing to exculpate himself from the charge of Lavine | 
He first swore, as I interpret his testiny 
did not get any pay for being a lobbyist, but was ; 
forced to substantially admit the charge. 


in Boston. 


lobbyist. 


Dress goods, yarns, and tops. 
How well Whitman knew his man, North. Tiow 
How well they unis 


Q. Do you mean to tell me that you did not receiv. 
from other manufacturers when you first went to Washi: 
to tariff matters?—A. I will tell you all about it: bur {: 
the question in that form I will say no; I was never 


anything. 
Q. Very well. 


If the form of the question permits t! 
do you mean? What is your explanation?.—A. 
prise there was somewhere about 1883— 


entlemen got together and made up a small purse to ! 


t to me. 


I have forgotten how much it was. 


But T bad 


own expenses there, and had been there a great dea! 


back, 20 years ago. 


Q. You say you were paying your own expenses? 


those vere paid by the Arlington Mills?—A. What? 


Do you mean you were paying them—the Arline 
I don't remember n 


paying them ?—A. I don't know. 
expenses, 


1 
i 


W 


Ilere is t] 


Why, mn 1s 
I think it was i: 


Do 4 


Q. I thought you sald you had been paying your own‘ 


them myself; whether I was reimbursed b 


for my expenses I don't remember. 


You generally collected from the Arlington Mil's 


in 


that work that you did in the tariff was a waste of ti ‘ 
I have not collected my expenses I have been very remiss. 
So it appears now that Mr. Whitman was not only 
man of this manufacturers’ association, but he \ 
in Washington; that he was here frequently, +: 


penses at least were paid. 


Thus we have this lob! 


ington putting his man, his henchman, his too), 
mittee that he might know and report the secre: 
hearings; that he might guard the interests of 1), 


turers and assist them in levying tribute upon ¢! 
Nay, more, that he might be the go-bety 


people. 


ators seeming to protect the public and manuf 


to prey upon the public. 


Mr. President, how fared Mr. North, and how 


work? 
tions. 
Ways and Means Comnittee. 


Here is his letter of December 3, 1!4)s. 
It was written to Sereno FEF. 


It 
PAYNE, c] 


confession and avoidance, but it is principally 


shall not read all of it, but I shall ask to incorpor 


Recorpb, so that the Senate may once more hive 


this interesting document. 


He states: 


When the Wilson tariff bill of 1894 was about to : 
Senator Aldrich said to me one evening thai he wns 
expert clerical assistance in connection with the work 
and without any funds to pay for it, and that be urs 
I would remain in Washington and assist him while 1)! 


ing through the Senate. 


Thus he became the confidential man of this con 
request of its chairman, who then constitute! : 


was of the Republican Party in the United States > 


I consulted with the officers of the National 
Manufacturers, of which I was the secretary, and the) 

Accordingly I remained \ 

during the entire period that the Wilson bill was under « 


Senator Aldrich’s request. 


Ass 


in the Senate, occupying a desk in Senator Aldrici: 


Maltby Building. 


My duties were mainly the care of 


ence, the making of tables, percentages, etc. 


That was away back, when the Wilson bill was })" 


letter continues: 


Washington, didn’t you? You would not undertoke 1 


It is in the nature 


y the Arlington 
* 


in 


When the tariff bill of 1897 reached the Senate, S 


made the same request of me, and, again, after consuitine 

I went to Washington. From the 
arrival until the bill became a law I acted as the clerk © 
the subcommittee of the Finance Committee. 1! ms 
number of. clerks, who were loaned to the committee vy tr 


of the association, 


From 


Department and the General Appraisers in New York. 
Let all the gods at once bear witness to that declarit!). 


tool and employee of the lobbyist who represented (iv pone 
manufacturers’ association, then and there engace! in ("i> 
to tax the American people, was not only the confident’ 
of the chairman of the committee, but he was put yer * 


I was i 


the 


ite 


wen 





The 


en 


the 








-< who were brought there from the other departments 

he Gove ent. No wonder genticmen upon the other side 
who hive been privy to thiut kind ef legislative iniquity new 
i t the ne 
+ their performance may be repeated. But. sir, | do protest 
when ey stind here and lift their holy hands and ery for the 

lit thiey ought first to go to the confessional and admit that 


‘ir own palms need thorough purging. I do insist that the 
tonenes of such ‘nen should call for publicity in gentle accents 
wi with very modest intonation. 
I read on: 
toring the time that the subcommittee was going over the Honse 
on @y section IT sat with it, reading the old and the proposed 


tes paragraph by paragraph. 


hy. this manufacturer's agent had a seat at the table with 
the committee, 
we Arthur B. Shelton, now the clerk of the Senate Finance Com- 
. alternated with me in this duty. When this was completed the 
Smittee went into executive session and I was no longer present at 
os. but remained in the rear rooms of the suite which the com- 
occupied and in which the clerital force was located. 


\\ 


« ‘ 


1 tre 
rhen the writer states that be never gave any illicit informa- 
tien to anyone regarding the bill. He continues: 
atter of personal protection, however, I wrote President Whit 
appears from the published correspondence, that he mest wot 
: any information from me in view of my confidential relations 
wia the committee, and he never received any such information, 

And yet I have read you a letter where this gentleman, to 
use a slang expression which exactly expresses the meaning— 
apd therefore I beg pardon for using it—I read you the letter 
in which North had “tipped it off" to Whitman that he hid 
better get on the ground and look after his interests, and Iaid 
out a plan by which he woud call him there, letting him know 
when there was danger. Once on the ground, the writer de- 
cares, Mr. Whitman could easily get the facts. Doubtless the 
discovery would have been speedy once be had arrived at the 
hoarding place of the man to whose tender solicitude he had 
consigned “dress goods, yarns, and tops.” 

it is my belief that the wool manufacturers would have been in a 
much more favorable situation if their secretary had been free to 
advocate their wishes, 

And yet I read you a letter in which he was charged with 
“dress goods, yarns, and tops,” and another in which he states 
that he can talk to Aldrich and to Platt and to Allison and 
they will look after the wishes of the manufacturers. These 
Senators appear to have been charged with a portion of the 
“dress goods, yarns, and tops” trust and responsibility. So 
this letter does not even huve the grace of a reasonable regard 
fur truth. The letter proceeds: 

The fact that 1 was acting as clerk to the subcommittee of the 
Finance Committee was universally known In Washington at the time, 
both in and out of Congress, and no criticism ever reached my ears. 
lt was a frequent occurrence for some Member of Congress to say to 


me that the Finance Committee was fortunate in having been able to 
secure my services, 








And now in these hours when so many declare that our coun- 
try is a vast quagmire of corruption, when we are told that 
iuoris have sunk to the lowest level, when men bemoan the 
death of virtue and regret that the high ideals of « past age have 
ceased, it is indeed a refreshing, a soul-stirring thing to be able 
to so fortunately contrast our present mental and moral attitude 
with that which was observed in “ the good old days,” when it 
could be publicly known upon the streets of Washington and gen- 
erally understood in the Halls of Congress that the monopolistic 
Wool Manufacturers’ Association had not only put its con- 
fidential man into the very committee that was framing the 
bill that would tax every inhabitant of the Republic for their 
benefit, but that that man was actually framing the bill, and 
yet all men were so content and happy, that not even a single 
Vvolce was lifted in protest. Truly we have advanced a jittle. 
As I gaze back upon that dark hour of our country’s history 
When the Republican Party was in the saddle, when Aldrich 
Was astride the horse. when the Wool Manufacturers’ Associa- 
Uon's hired man was acting as groom, and at the same time 
wearing the livery of the Federal Government, and I remember 
iat this infamous spectacle brought never a protest from the 
lips of gentlemen upon the other side—when I contemplate that 
ecene I am almost content with present conditions, I am al- 
est constrained to agree with the old darky that “it is a 
God 8 truth that the world ‘do move.” 

But, Mr. President, I proceed with this remarkable document, 
a part of which I am omitting: 
the lowing my return to Boston, after the passage of the tariff bill, 


ts of the National Wool Manufacturers’ Association informed 
me that, in recognition of the arduous and responsible work which I 


had performed for the committee— 
Not for the w 
mittee; not for 


ool manufacturers, mark you, but for the com- 
those who were grafting upon the Government 
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ts of others shall be open to public serutiny, | 


ee 


| bill was framed and sent 


1661 


for 


und who had been grafting upon it 
ah, no; but in consideration of the 


formed for the conunittee; in cons 


WO yenrs: not for them; 
he had per- 


Ml he had 


irduous duties 


deration of th 


done his conntry and the public, looking after “dress goods, 
tops, and yarns” 
and the serious Injury to my health, which had resulted frem an 
assignment entirely apart from my duties as ary fo the a iM- 
tion, they beleved [Fo bad been und l, and, accordingly, as X- 
pression ol their personal ed Will aud re card, thev 4 ‘nied ane with 
the "of F5.000. Shortly afterwards my salary was Increased from 
£4,000 to §6,000 per anuu. 7 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Goxe] suggests that it 
would be inieresting to kuow how much of the $5,000 he got 


for taking care of dress goods, yarus, and tops, 


Mr, President, the only reason | have taken the time of the 
Senate to make these remarks is because TP have been somewhat 
disgusted at the recent performances on the other side of the 
Chamber. Here are mean who rise iu their seats and try to give 


an impression to the country that the Democ 


ritiec members of 
£°% ‘ . es 
the Finance Commitiee are meeting behind 


oched that 
they have excluded the press, while they are engaged in a foul 
conspiracy, for the purpose of doing what? up the 
taritv? Such is the they would gi the country, 
when they kuow that if there be a conspiracy it is a conspiracy 
on behalf of the American pe utd if there be a plot. it is 
not batching to reise the taxes upon the necessities of life, but 
has for its purpose a reduction of the cost of living. During 
the past week and to-day gentlemen have here shouted for pub- 
icity upon Whose lips the word was a complete stranger. "Phey 
thai ench word spoken shall tuken down in 
did vot erstwhile conduct their hearings, 
‘hey are chimoring for time for debate—these men who gave 
48 hours for the consideration aud report of the bill. They 
demand hearings now, but they did net give us hearings then. 
The Payne-Aldrich bill came from the House to the Senate on 


doors; 


Putting 


Wupression ve 


res 


wre declaring 


shorthand 


s he 
hy 
they so 





April 10.) It was rend twice aud referred to the conuniitee on 
that day. On April 12 it was reported by Mr. Aldrich with, 
as I have said before, S47 amendments. On April 15 it was 


recalled by the House. It was returned to the Senate on April 
i), and was on the same duy referred to Mr. Aldrich’s eom- 
mittee; and on the same day it was reported back to the Senate. 

What kind of public hearings did you have in comnniitece 
then? You did not have the bill there to consider; you had the 
sime kind of hearings that the subcommittee of the Finance 
Committee have been holding on this bill before it reached here, 
of which the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] so loudly com- 
plained; but the misteke was so thoroughly exposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fourerre| in his remarks the 
other day that I do not need further to refer to it. 

You were not clamering for publicity then; and when the 
here, instead of doing us the Demo- 
crats are now usking you to de, have the bill itself sent to the 
committee to the end that there muy be bearings, and that 
objections to the phreseology or the substance may be thrashed 
out, you reported the bill beck, in the first instance in 48 hours 
and in the second instance upon the same day and, | apprehend, 
within the hour. 


] 
aul 


I would not, and T do not, direct these remarks to the Mem- 
bers on the other side who were not responsible: I do not 
direct them to the Members on the other side who have come in 
since; but the two loudest to proclrim their virtues and to 
demand the publicity ure the two Senators who were members 
of the committee at the time the Payne-Aldrich bill was passed. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I think that all 
business of the public is publie business and should be publicly 
transacted. I think that no committee of this Senate bus a 
right to close its doors to ary man who comes there with a 
proper petition or remonstrauce. For my part, [ regret that the 
majority members of the Finance Committee. when they 
divided this work up, did not request the minority members to 
sit with them; but they pursued » course that is sanctioned by 
time und precedent of the past, if it be not sanctioned by the 
character of the performances of the past 

I recognize the fact that in these hearings the press ought 
to be permitted to be present, and [ am glad to know, that which 
every Senator knows, that there las been no secrecy and that 
the press were welcome to come if they thought the news was of 
suilicient importance. 

I am in accord with the committee in the theory that they 
probably get better results by requiring the filing of briefs than 
they do by long speeches, which generally consume the time of 
the committee without going to the point or arriving at the 
kernel of the discussion. I am in sympathy with the idea of 
printing those briefs, and of printing them rapidly, and I think 
the committee is in sympathy with it. 
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The Democratic Party has nothing to conceal in this contest. 
It is not representing special interests; it is not uere to add to 
the profits of manufacturers by taxing the people. It is not 
committed to the doctrine of laying burdens upon the great 
masses in order that money may be gathered into the pockets 
of a favored class, even though it be engaged in manufacturing. 
We are endeavoring to lift the burdens; but in taking them off 
we will have regard for the fact that the system, however 
iniquitous and however villainous in its origin, has been 80 
fastened upon the country that the work of reduction should 
be executed with care and patience. It will not be done with 
the strong arm. It can not be accomplished in a day’s time. 
We recognize the difficulties and will meet them to the best of 
our ability. Every man on this side of the Chamber is trying 
to solve the problem honestly and fairly. When our work is 
accomplished we will not have a perfect bill; there will be 
some mistakes; but there will be no “jokers” written into it 
by the paid employees of the woolen manufacturers or any other 
class of manufacturers. There are not in the employ of the 
Democratic Finance Committee men who are also in the pay of 
those who make a profit by the aid of the Government. 

We may make mistakes, but they will be honest mistakes, and 
in the end we will have taken the first great step in that ad- 
vance which will ultimately lead to that happy day when the 
American Government will not tax one class of men for the 
emolument and enrichment of another class of men. 

So, Mr. President, I am in favor of this resolution; I am in 
favor of it with all of the amendments which have been pro- 
posed. I am glad we have arrived at a time now when we can 
say that private hearings are at an end and when the employ- 
ment by-committees of men who are also employed by the pro- 
tected industries has finally come to its infamous end. 

Mr. President, I desire to have printed in full as a part of 
my remarks, and at the end of them, the several letters excerpts 
from which I have read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
mission is granted. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


In the: «bsence of objection, per- 


ELSMERD, April 4, 1897. 

DFar Mr. WHITMAN: Now, about the tariff. I can not, after what 
lias been said to me in reference to my confidential relations with the 
committee, keep you posted as I would like to do. But if I find that it 
is desirable that you should come on here I will telegraph you that the 
situation requires attention, and you will doubtless have no trouble in 
finding out what is the matter. 

In the meanwhile Pet me ask this question: Should tops at a 24-cent 
line have the same 1 duty as yarns at a 30-cent line? 
Should tops at a 24-cent line have a compensatory duty of 274 cents? 
Putting that value line so low was unfortunate, in view of the appear- 
ance it presents of making the compensatory duty alone more than 100 
per cent. I am aware that the same thing occurs in cloths at the 40- 
cent line, but this tops is a new ———— and will get closer et 
on that account. I do not want you to intimate to any Senator that 
have written you on this subject, but to consider whether 
when the time comes, suggeet raising the value line in t 
graph to meet this kind of criticism. 

I am well, aithough I am kept at work from 10 a. m. until midnight. 


_ can not, 
e top para- 


There is an immense amount of detail, and I have not sufficient clerical | UPOM you. Of course, Messrs. Aldrich and Dingley will do 
assistance as yet. I am the only person whom the committee allows in | but I depend upon your letting them know what I newd. 1 depend 
its meetings, and it makes it very hard, but I expect to pull through all | ¥P0D you. Dress goods, yarns, and tops. ; 
right. The retroactive provision of the House bill is an inexcusable Yours, very truly, Ws. W IAN, 
thing, and it can not stand an instant in the courts, nor, as things oe 
appear, in the bill as ae or oo a eee —— it will MR. WHITMAN AT WASHINCTON. 
ak (se 2 oak yet be How it will appear in comparison | tm « case which was on trial in Boston in April, 1902, Mr. Willi 
Truly, yours 8. N. D. NortH Whitman was cross-examined, with the following result : 
M1 : — a : ssa, ae Ss yon Ry paver a tombs ? > Lobbyist * & an 
Boston, April 6, 1897. elastic phrase. ou wen ° ashington; you nave een on t Wash 
My Dear Mr. Nort: I have received your letter of the 4th, for amen ar ae eee ae eee cert ine fslation?—A. I 
which I am obliged. I suppose there is nothing for me to do but ac- | have never solicited. I don’t know just what you mean. 
cept the situation as regards your keeping me posted, although I had “Q. Perhaps you can just listen to my question. [| think my: 
supposed that, in reference to the interests you represent, you would | tion admits of an answer yes or no. (Question read by tiv ston. 
be at liberty to communicate freely with your associates, It seems | ranher ]—A. I-have interviewed committees: yes ; 
to me only reasonable that you should have this right. nO “And Members of Congress outside the sessions of committees?— 
In my opinion the committee will find it impossible to modify the | 4. 1 don’t think I ever did 
duties on wool, but in the event of their succeeding in securing such “«“Q. How long were you in Washington at a time?—A. | | n 
modification there should be no change in the duties on goods. in wean on two oak teas weeks at a time 
Mr. North, no change ought to be made in the top schedule. It is “ And do you mean to tell me that ou never said anvt! ) 
right just as it stands. It is an enormous reduction from the McKinley natn of Congress outside of the committee room ?—-A. I never asked 
law. No possible legislation in connection with the woolen schedule anybody in my life, anybody connected with Congress, to vote fr ats 
could be so dangerous to the woolen industry as legislation that would specific thing in my life. , 
favor the ee of tops, and all the representatives of the wool- “ And that you are willing to say?—A. It Is the truth. 
growers would oppose legislation that would in any way favor the “@. Now, you yourself, haven't you been paid for your srviys i 
importation of tops. There was never any complaint of the top para- | connection with tariff matters when you first went on there: \. \ 
graph in the McKinley law. ‘There was never any complaint of the “ Do you mean to tell me that you did not receive compen! n 
construction of the tariff laws in reference to tops prior to 1890. There from other manufacturers when you first went to Washinsten in re 
should be no complaint now in reference to the proposed duties on tops, rd to tariff matters?—A. I will tell you all about It, hut if sou ask 
which are very materially lower than they have been at any time since jae the question in that form I will say no; I was never « neated 
1867. I depend upon you to look out for my interests in this regard. for anythin , 
You know how important it is, not only to me, but to the whole worsted y s- MERELY A SMALL PURSE 
industry of the United States, that such rates of duty should be im- ; bites es owas 
posed upon tops as will enable them to be made here and not be im- “Q. Very well. If the form of the question permits (0)! " 
rted from ye countries. If there is a single point in reference | what do you mean? What is your explanation?—A. \ i ag aig 
o this that you do not Sas ought to communicate with me | surprise, there was, somewhere about 1883, I think fe WSR By 
at once. so that it may be explained. There would be no difficulty in | few gentlemen got together and made up a small purse [0 ev nad beet 
my satisfying the members of the subcommittee on this point, and if | gave it to me. I have forgotten how much it was. !)'' "That 
there ix the slightest danger of any change I must see these gentle- | paying my own expenses there and had been there a sreut | 
men before it is too late. If they understand the matter properly the was wa ck 20 years ago. ae) Des oan 
will make no change. ‘The prosperity of the woolen industry in this “Q. You say you were pa own expenses‘ ; 


country depends wholly upon the ability of the domestic manufacturers 
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Ivy 20), 


to marufacture the tops here. 
be in under any legislation that 
continue making them here! * 


What a ridiculous position ws 
would favor importin 


} 
“£ tol ] 


Yours, very truly, We. W: 
To S. N. D. Nortnu, Esq., 
Washington, D. C. 
Boston, Jun. 


My Dear Mr. NortHu: We all depend upon you to wate! 
interests, to see that nothing is overlooked or neglected by . 
on the committee. [I have no doubt they will do all they . 
with so many interests to look after, our special represents! 
see to it that our interest receives proper attention. 


Yours, very truly, War. W 
To 8. N. D. Nortu, Esq.. 
Washington, D. C. 
Boston, Jui 


My Dear Mr. NortH: [After some discussion of other , 
Bear in mind that I am depending upon you wholly to look 
interests in connection with the tariff bill. I do not want 
that is not given to others, but it is of the greatest im), 
the Arlington Mills roducts have the full measure of 
corded to associated industries. 

Yours, very truly, > 

To S. N. D. Nortn, Esq., 

Washington, D. O. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., J) 


DEAR Mr. WHITMAN: I have your letter and the mom 
Senator Aldrich regarding cotton yarns. I am somewhat » 
know what is best to do these days. Senator Aldrich has |. 
sick, and he does not appear to be getting any better. | 
if he will appear again in tariff matters for some time, yo: | 
cause of his health, but because I suspect he feels keenly t)o 
in which the Republican Senators are treating the tariff fill. < 
the work of himself. ‘The general character of the bill is |x ( 1 
at nightly meetings, which are more like town meetings thi: ‘ies 
of the Finance Committee, and it must be humiliating and ei i,- >. 
him in the extreme. I have not heard him say a word, and 1 :... 
all wrong in my surmise. He has not read his mail for 10 
that is one reason for my thinking as I do—although j)i« 
doubtless sufficient to account for that. What will happen en t 
textile schedules: arc reached—which ought to be by next week 1, 
not say. I will do the best I can with Mr. Allison when the tin 
but he knows nothing about the understanding I have wi 
on the worsted-yarn schedule. The cotton manufacturers, | 
are coming next week to demand additional duties on cei 
graphs because of the 20 per cent duty on cotton. 
aa say nothing to anybody about what I have written 

rich. 


Peat 
prot 


Wa. W 


I have said it to no one else, and I may be a!! \ 


| trust I am. 





Sincerely, yours, Ss. 








WASHINGTON, D. C.. June %. BY 
DEAR Mr. WHITMAN: It is lucky I was here and just in the pos! 

I am. It has given me a whole day to work on the twatter end oot 
right, and with Aldrich away there is no one on the «i ttre ) 
knows anything about it. But Allison and Platt trust me. and 1. 


pect they will both agree to what I have asked. I went 1 
matter with them last evening. 
Truly, yours, am DR 
Boston, Jul 


My Dear Mr. Nontn: I am unable to go to Washington. end have 
no one to look out for my interests there but yourself, and 1 depend 




























ing your . . 
that those were paid by the rifagton Mills?—A. What: 
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“QQ. Do you mean pm were paying them, the Arlington Mills were 
p ving them?—A. I don’t know. I don’t remember now who paid the 
Cae thought you sald you had been paying your own.—A. I paid 
them myself ; whether I was reimbursed by the Arlington Mills or not 
for my expenses I don't remember. 

“q. You often pay the expenses of witnesses.—A. Well, in traveling, 
you know, and those kind of things, you hardly ever collect. 
ove eo You generally collected from the Arlington Mills all your ex 
ences in Washington, didn't you? You would not undertake to say 
vot all this work that you did in the tariff was a waste of time?—A. 
Well, if | have not collected my expenses I have been very remiss. 


— 


BUREAU OF TITE CENSUS, 
Washington, December 3, 1908. 
IIon. SereENo E, PAYNE, 
Chairman Ways and Means Committee, ; 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Str: If the Ways and Means Committee desires, I will be glad 
to appear before it and state, under oath, all the facts connected with 
my services with the Senate Finance Committee in 1894 and 1897, 80 
far us | can recall them. I-will recount these facts sesthat you may 
determine whether you desire to summon me as a witness. 

When the Wilson tariff bill of 1894 was about to reach the Senate, 
Senator Aldrich said to me one evening that he was entirely without 
expert clerical assistance in connection with the work on the tariff 
pill, and without any funds to pay for it, and that he urgently de- 
sired that I would remain in ashington and assist him while the 
bill was passing through the Senate. consulted with the officers of 
the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, of which I was the 
secretary, and they consented to Senator Aldrich’s request. Accord- 
ingly | remained in Washington during the entire period that the 
Wilson bill was under consideration in the Senate, occupying a desk in 
Senator Aldrich’s rooms in the Maltby Building. My duties were mainly 
the care of the conrenpeneeaes., the making of tables, percentages, etc. 

When the tariff bill of 1897 reached the Senate Senator Aldrich 
made the same request of me, and, again after consulting the officers 
of the association, I went to Washington. From the date of my 
arrival until the bill became a law I acted as the clerk, or secretary, 
of the subcommittee of the Finance Committee. I was in charge 
of a number of clerks, who were loaned to the committee by the 
Treasury Department and the General Appraisers in New York. My 
duties were to handle, acknowledge, brief,-and file the correspondence 
of the committee, which was enormous, sometimes reaching 2U0 letters 
a day, and to prepare such tables and computations as the subcommittee 
desired. 

During the time that the subcommittee was going over the House 
bill, section by section, I sat with it, reading the old and the proposed 
new rates, paragraph by paragraph. Mr. Arthur B. Shelton, pow the 
clerk of the Senate Finance Committee, alternated with me in this 
duty. When this was completed the subcommittee went into executive 
session, and I was no longer present at its sittings, but remained in 
the rear rooms of the suite which the committee occupied and in which 
the clerical force was located. I had no knowledge of a single rate 
on a single article agreed upon 7 the subcommittee until the night 
before the bill was reported to the Senate. On that night Senator 
Aldrich sent for me, and at his dictation, from a copy of the House 
bill, upon which he had made notes from time to time, and which 
never passed out of his possession, | wrote out the changes in the bill. 
When it was completed I took the bill to the Government Printing 
Office and read the proof of it as fast as it was put into type. It was 
about 5 o'clock in the morning when the work was finished, and the 
bill was reported at noon the same day. 

I was never in a position to give illicit information to anyone re- 
garding the terms of the bill. As a matter of personal protection, how- 
ever, | wrote President Whitman, as appears from the. published cor- 
respondence, that he must not expect any information from me in 
view of my confidential relations with the committee, and he never 
received any such information. 

_I told him also that if it should come to my knowledge that the 
situation was one that required his attention, I would telegraph him 
and that he “ would doubtless have no difficulty in finding out what 
is the matter.” I so wrote because I had already learned that Sen- 
ators Aldrich, Allison, Platt, and Wolcott, the members of the sub- 
committee, talked with the utmost frankness to all the representatives 
of manufacturing interests who personally called upon them. They 
made no secret of their personal views as to what the rates of duty 
on any article should be, and they talked to hundreds of people. 

As to the phraseology of the woolen schedule and the rates of duty 
to be given woolen goods, I was never consulted by the subcommittee 
and never communicated with except in writing. “My recollection is 
that on several occasions Mr. Whitman wrote me suggestions regard- 
ing this schedule, They were transmitted to the committee with hun- 
dreds of similar suggestions. It is my belief that the wool manufac- 
turers would bave ‘0 in a much more favorable situation if their 
secretary had been free to advocate their wishes. 

One does not know Senator Aldrich if he imagines that he is a 
a whose em on — question connected with tariff rates can 
: nfluenced in the slightest degree by the presence or the personality 
of any person employed to represent a Pago industry. I have 
~ known a man who was less susceptible to this sort a influence. 
Fi he fact that I was acting as clerk to the subcommittee of the 
ee Committee was universally known in Washington at the 
— —_ in and out of Congress, and no criticism ever reached my 
= * t was a frequent occurrence for some Member of Congress to 
“ty to me that the Finance Committee was fortunate in having been 
en cee my services 

. the correspondence which Mr. Bennett obtained from Mr. Whit- 
ote files, by order of the court, in the libel suit against a Lynn 
‘an paper, was published at the time of the suit, some eight years 
om and commen upon in the newspapers. I do not recall an in- 

hee in which it was suggested that it revealed anything which I 
—_— 4 reason to regret or to. explain. 
duties of clerk oe a. I Giecharged to the best of my ability the 
urgent! ked Senate subcommittee, which Senator Aldrich 
them (wiiee me to undertake. I kept inviolate, so far as I knew 
no hand whaterer fe quite), the secrets of the subcommittee. I had 

tever In the drafting of a single phrase or rdte in the 
shard work ~~ an comes ow to the. Senate. I did a jot of 
honora as a du whic ow 
public, and for which I expected ny reward.” — 
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Following my return to Boston, after the passage of the tariff bill, 
the officers of the National Wool Manufacturers’ Association informed 
me that, in recognition of the arduous and responsible work which | 
had performed for the committee and the serious injury to my health 
which had resulted from an assignment entirely apart from my duties 
as secretary of the association, they believed IT had been underpaid, 
and, accordingly, as an expression of their personal good will and 
regard, they presented me with the sum of $5.000.) Shortly afterwards 
my salary was Increased from $4,000 to $6,000 per annum. 

Very respectfully, 





S. N. D. Norrn 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I rise for one thing for the 
purpose of stating that Senators on this side are not in combina- 
tiot with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep] to fili- 
buster. I am very glad tc.see that there seems to be a unanim- 
ity of feeling as to the hearings and us to the publicity {hat 
shall be given. 

There is another matter, however, about which I desire to 
speak, and about which I think we ought to have some infor- 
mation. I believe it was the President who first stated that 
manufacturers—citizens of the United States—would be hung 
as high as Haman if they induced a panic. I also believe that it 
has been stated many times since by members of the Cabinet 
and by a leader in the House of Representatives that the kiw 
was to be invoked against manufacturers who reduced wages. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMierene] on Friday last at- 
tempted to correct the erroneous impression, as he called it, 
which has been created by the remarks made by Secretary Red- 
field, and had his speech ordered to be published in the Recorp. 

I should like to know from the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee, or from any other Senator, if he is prepared to give the 
information, whether there has been any attempt made to deter- 
mine whether wages have been reduced in the United States; if 
any attempt has been made to discover whether there has been 
an actual loss to business; whether there has been that appre- 
hension in the country which has manifested itself in the re- 
duction of pay rolls or the reduction either in the number of 
employees or in the wages which they have received? In other 
words, it seems to me so much has been made of this matter 
that there must be some foundation for the apprehension which 
Senators and others have felt as to the effect of the proposed 
tariff mexsure, or from the proposition to ennect it, even as to 
existing conditions. I should like to ask the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. SimMons], the chairman of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate, if anything has come to his knowl- 
edge along the line I have suggested? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I desire to say to the Senator 
that I have no information that there has been, up to this time, 
any reduction in wages in the industries of this country. I sup- 
pose, however, that the remarks of the Secretary of Commerce 
to which allusion has been mide grew out of the fact, not that 
reductions of wages have been made, but out of the threats 
which are constantly being made by the protected] industries of 
the country that unless they are permitted to retain the privi- 
leges and the favoritism accorded them under the Republican 
law they will reduce the wages of their employees instead of 
cutting off their profits. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Has the Senator in mind any such case to 
which he can ¢all the attention of the Senate? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Only, Mr. President. that in our conferences 
with representatives of the protected industries they have con- 
stantly asserted that if the duties on their products were re- 
duced they would have to cut the wages, and would cut the 
wages, of their employees. If the Senator will read the hear- 
ings before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of 
Representatives I think he will see that¢the testimony of the 
representatives of the favored industries is full of threats that 
if the Democrats should reduce the protection now accorded 
them to the slightest degree that they would reduce the wages 
of their laborers and recoup themselves in that way. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Does the Senator mean that any manu- 
facturers have appeared before the Finance Committee, or be- 
fore any member of that committee, and stated, as a threat, 
that they would reduce wages, or have they said that certain 
proposed changes would make it necessary for them to reduce 
their expenses? 

Mr. SIMMONS. They have done so repeatedly in private 
conversations with me. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Does the Senator object to naming some 
manufacturer who said that? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will say to the Senator that so many of 
these people have been to see me that I can not carry their 
names in my mind; but in conversation with me representatives 
of these industries—— 

Mr. TOWNSEND. What industries? 
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Mr. SIMMONS. Havre constantly intimated 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Could the Senator mention some par- 
ticular industry ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
reduced—— 

Mr. GORE. The blast-furnace people. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The blast-furnace people and others, too— 
that if the duties on their products were reduced they would 
have to reduce, and would reduce, the wages of their employees. 
If the Senator will read the House hearings he will have no 
difficulty whatever in finding scores of just such statements as 
that. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Did the Senator understand that to be a 
thrent or the statement of a fact? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator can construe that in whatever 
way he may see fit. He can construe it into a threat or he can 
eonstrue it into a statement; but I take it that the Secretary 
of Commerce in making this statement had reference to the con- 
stant warning, if the Senator prefers that word, by the repre 
sentatives of the protected industries that if there was a reduc- 
tion in duties they would not themselves suffer that reduction 
in their profits, but they would place it upon the shoulders of 
their laborers and empleyees. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Has the Senator from North Carolina 
any knowledge as to whether any steps are to be taken to de- 
termine whether the manufacturers have rightfully reduced the 
cost of labor or not? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have said to the Senator that I know of no 
reductions that have éaken place up to this time. I will state 
further to the Senator that I know of no arrangements that 
have been made in any direction for an investigation in case 
there should be a reduction in wages as the result of the reduc- 
tions which are likely to be made in the tariff bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Is it proposed by the Senator or his com- 
mittee, to his knowledge, to compe] manufacturers to continue 
doing business if they have to do it at a less? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator’s committee has not had any 
proposition before it ner under consideration with reference to 
what is to happen when the tariff duties are reduced. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Would it be possible for the Senator to 
furnish the Senate a list of the gentlemen who have made this 
threat, as he calls it? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ean furnish the Senator with the testi- 
mony before the House committee; I can furnish the Senator 
with the testimeny or such parts of the testimony as have been 
taken down before the subcommittees of the Senate Committee 
on Finance. I can furnish the Senator, too, with the briefs 
which these interests have filed, and if the Senator will read 
those briefs he will see running all through them this very 
threat or warning. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Does the Senator make no distinction 
between a threat and an expression of apprehension as to what 
may happen? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have said to the Senator that he could 
apply to this declaration of the interests whatever term of 
designation or definition he may see fit. I merely state to the 
Senator the facts. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. But the Senator from North Carolina 


That if the duties on their product were 


has seen fit to apply the threats" to an expression of | jority, as with members of the minority, whose names have net 


apprehension merely. 


The VICH PRESIDENT. The question is on the resolution. 


as modified. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, has an amendment been pro- 
posed to the resolution? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Two amendments have been pro- 
posed and have been accepted by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Penrosr]. 

Mr. BURTON. IT should like to hear them read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution as it has been modified. 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Reeolved, That the chairman of the Finance Committee be requested 
Serer Perec ke Sass amie pales Seraeaes 
anaes of the Finance Committee or any subcommittee thereof tox 
hearing or conference relative to H. R. 3321; and that the 
menibers of the committee be requested to report to 
names of all manufacturers, corporations, importers, and other persons 
— ners apvecned before the minority members of the committee rela- 

ve to H. R. 3321. 

Said committee shall also, as far as possible, report the names of all 
manufacturers, corporations, importers, and other who 
ie desk -sapher. cumciemaiian “aint one aaaneaniariaaiiie aaa 

bill and the Payne-Aldrich bill. - 
committee shall further report whether at the times tast afore- 


ap 

when 
Dias 
said any clerks or experts a oe by eaid committee 


furnished by or were in the emp a of manufacturers er associa- 
tions interested in maintaining a high tariff tax. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from North Carolina a question before voting upon the resolu- 
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tion. Can the Senator from North Carolina tell me to, 
of the experts employed by the subcommittee who }ya\, 
of the chemical] schedule? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not able to give the names or 4 
experts. The Senator from Maine |Mr. Jounson} is t)... ,\, z 
man of that subcommittee. I have not myself personsiiy ... 
with them at any time and do not know the nane« (¢ 5. 
experts, I will say to the Senator. i 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘The Senator from Maine [Mr. Joix 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Smitu], and the Senator f; 
Jersey [Mr. Hugues], as I understand, compose {| 
mittee on the chemical schedule. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will state to the Senator that in a\) « 
these cases I have simply, upon the request of the chairman of 
the subcommittee, asked the department to send us ay «4 et 
upon a given schedule. I am not able to tell the Senatoy 
expert has been assigned to the committee having chy 
the chemical schedule. 

Mr. SMOOT. I notice that none of the members of that sy). 
committee are in the Chamber. I will ask a further question 

Mr. PENROSE. I call the attention of the Seustor from 
Utah to the fact that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. ‘Pyjo\\. 
is here. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think the Senator from Colorado js 
member of that subcommittee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. He is not. 

Mr. SMOOT. The members of the subcommittee on the chem. 
ical schedule, I understand, are the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Jounson], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. SMiru], and the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. HucuHes]. 

I will ask this question: Does the Senator know whether he 
subcommittee has employed anyone outside of the Governinent 
service? 

Mr. SIMMONS. What subcommittee? 

Mr. SMOOT. The subcommittee that has the chemic:] s-hed- 
ule in charge. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator would know if there were such a 
thing? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think I would; yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. But the Senator does not know? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not know; I have heard of no sug 
gestion of that kind. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the resolution as 
modified. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, while I am of the opinion 
that the resolution ought to be referred to the commitive to 
which it relates, together with the amendments which have been 
proposed and accepted, I shali not insist upon that refer 
ence and I shall not oppose the passage of the resolution. | was 
opposed this morning to the passage of the resolution in the 
form in which it then appeared, because i thought that under 
the resolution—and I still think it is capable of that interpreta- 
tion—the committee was to be required to furnish Senstors the 
names of all persons who had conferred with any member of 
the majority of the Finance Committee. That, of course, us las 
been explained, is an impossibility. Numerous gentiemen have 
appeared and talked and conferred with members of the ma- 


heat 
ii 


ree of 
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been preserved and whose statements have not been preserved. 
But I am assured by the Senators on the other side that uo 
such purpose as that is embraced in the resolution, snd that ne 
such construction as that is to be given to the resolution. 

With that understanding, Mr. President, and with the smend- 
ments, I have no sort of objection to the passage of the reseli- 
tion, although in the future I think I shall insist upon these 
resolutions first going before the Finance Committee. | think 
it would save time and save discussion, and I think it would be 
the orderly way in which to deal with these resolutions. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I understand the resolution 1s 
still open to amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I offer the following amendment: 

And that all briefs that may have been submitted by suct parties, of 
that may hereafter be submitted, in connection with House pill 3321 
shall be promptly printed and made available for public use 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask that the Secretary may read that 
amendment, Mr. President. I did not hear it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re 

The Secrrraxy. It is proposed to add, at the end of the reso 
intion, the following: 

And that all briefs that have been submitted by snch parties, OF 


se bil! 3321 
that may hereafter be su ,. im connection with Honse ! 
shall be promptly printed and made available for public u~ 


Mr. PENROSE. I will accept that amendment. 
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Mr. SIMMONS. If that amendment is offered, I shall ask 
that this resolution be referred to the Finance Committee. I 
ave stated frankly that it is my purpose to-morrow, when 
the committee meets, to present that question to the committee; 
ad I have not the slightest doubt that the committee will order 
these briefs to be printed. I think it is unnecessary to be 
instructing the Finance Comunittee about all of its duties in 
this matter. If it is insisted upon, I sball ask that the resolution 
be referred to the committee, and we can bring it out in such 
form as the committee may desire to present it to the Senate. 

Mr. LIVPPITT. Mr. President, of course the only motive I 
hove in this matter is to obtain the information that is con- 
tvined in these briefs for public use and for the use of the 
Senste. If the Senator from North Carolina is willing to state 
that he will have these documents printed, and printed promptly, 
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and made available, of course it will give the matter an | 


entirely different aspect. 

Mr. SIMMONS. No; I do not make that statement. 

Mr. LIPPITT. One of the other members of his own com- 
mittee has been arguing here for some time this morning that 
there is no necessity for giving out this information, or that if 
it is given it ought to be given at some time in the remote 
future: that it should not be given until all briefs have been 
presented, and further than that, that it should not be given 
until the committee is satisfied that all briefs have been sub- 
mitted. For my part, I think that is not the attitude that 
ought to be taken in regard to these matters. If the distin- 
guished chairman of the Finance Committee agrees with that 
stutement of the case, I should like to have the judgment of 
this body upon whether that is or is not what they wish in 
regard to it. Of course, if the Senator is willing to say in behalf 
of his committee that this information will be given, and given 
promptly, I shall be very glad to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I am not willing to say any- 
thing except what I have said, and that is that I shall submit 
this question to the Finance Committee at its meeting to- 
morrow—not the meeting of the majority members, but the 
meeting of the full committee—and I will state to the Senator 
from Rhode Island that I do not know of any Senator on this 
side who is opposed to printing the briefs. Personally, I am in 
favor of it, and as far as I recall I have heard no expressions 
of opposition to it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I take it for granted that the 
resolution is before the Senate. Of course, if the Senate wishes 
to vote down the amendment, well and good. But before the 
vote is taken upon the amendment I should like to suggest to 
the Senator from Rhode Island certain amendments to it: 
First, that whatever number should be printed ought to be 
nimed in the amendment; and, second, that instead of being 
“for public use” it ought to be “for the use of the Senate.” 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I beg the pardon of the 
Senator from Utah. My attention was distracted and I did not 
catch his proposition. 

Mr. SMOOT. I was saying that I took it for granted that 
the resolution was before the Senate, and that if the amendment 
to the resolution was to be voted upon certain amendments 
ought first to be made to it, in my opinion. First, we ought 
to state the number to be printed, because unless that is done 
the Public Printer certainly will not know how many are desired. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not understand the Senator from 
Rhode Island to be insisting upon his amendment. Does the 
Senator insist upon his amendment? ; 

Mr. LIPPITT. The amendment has been accepted by the 
criginator of the resolution and has been made part of it. I 
Suppose it is rather beyond my hands at the present moment. 

Mr. PENROSE. I think by unanimous consent the suggestion 
of the Senator from Utah, which is a very proper one, could be 
embodied in the amendment. 

— SMOOT. I suggest that the number be 2,000 and 
att SIMMONS. Do I understand that the Senator from 
Rhone banal _ accepted the amendment of the Senator from 


Mr. PENROSE. Yes. The Senator has no real objection to 

the amendment, has he? 

on SIMMONS. In that event I move that the whole matter 
——— to the Finance Committee. 

‘i he VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon the motion of 
© Senator from North Carolina to refer the resolution to the 


mate on Finance. 
Mr. PENROSE. That is a debatable question. 
Mr. SIMMONS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
hays were ordered. 
the absence of a quorum. 
. The Secretary will call the roll to 
& quorum is present. 


The yeas and 

Mr. SIMMONS. I 

The VICE PRESID: 
determine whether or not 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the 
answered to their names: 
Ashurst llughes 


following Senators 


Overman Stephenson 


Bacon Jackson Owen Sterling 
Bankhead James Page Stone 
Brady Johnson, Me. Penrose Sutherland 
Burton Johnston, Ala. Perkins Swanson 
Catron Jones lomerene Thomas 
Chamberlain Kenyon Ransdell Thompson 
Clark, Wyo. Kern Robinson Tillman 
Colt La Follette Roct Townsend 
Crawford Lane Saulsbury Vardaman 
Dillingham Lea Shafroth Walsh 
Fall Lippitt Sheppard Warren 
Fletcher Lodge Sherman Weeks 
Galinger Martin, Va. Simmons Williams 
Gof Martine, N. J. Smith, Ariz. Works 
Gore Nelson Smith, Ga. 

Hitchcock Norris Smith, Md. 

Hollis O'Gorman Smoot 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-nine Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. The 
question is, Shall the resolution of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Penrose], and the amendments, be referred to the 
Committee on Finance? On that question the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I wish to say only two or 
three words in regard to this proposition. 

A resolution has been discussed here at some length to obtain 
certain information in regard to individuals who have appeared 
before the various subcommittees of the Committee on Finance 
for the purpose of testifying in regard to the tariff bill. Two 
amendments have been made to the original resolution, calling 
for additional information similar to that asked for in the 
original resolution. 

The original resolution and its amendments have been ac- 
cepted by the chairman of the Finance Committee, and he has 
announced his willingness to have them adopted. The resolu- 
tion having arrived at that stage, I have proposed that there 
shall be included in the original resolution an amendment ask- 
ing that the information filed with the committee in the form 
of briefs, in regard to which considerable has already been said, 
shall also be transmitted to the Senate. 

This matter was brought up before the Senate practically a 
week ago—on last Wednesday—at which time the chairman of 
the Finance Committee said that he proposed to bring the mat- 
ter before his committee the next day. At the same time he 
used the expression that he and the other Senators on that side 
of the Chamber were not asking for additional light on this 
subject, and that the information was being asked for by the 
Republican Members of this body. I quite agree with that 
statement of the facts; and it is in accordance with the posi- 
tion that we then took that I now ask to have this matter 
included in the resolution. 

The Senator from North Carolina now says that he may take * 
up this matter to-morrow. If he is inclined to take it up to- 
morrow and to favor it, it certainly will do no barm to have the 
request made in the resolution. There is in my mind a certain 
amount of doubt as to how far he may be able to influence all 
the majority members of the Finance Committee to sustain 
the position that he himself apparently takes. In either case 
I can see no possible reason for an objection on the part of 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber to having this matter 
discussed and settled. 

For my part, I believe it is as much to the interest of the 
Democratic Members of this body that this information shall be 
given as it is to the interest of the Republican Members, if not 
more so. I hope the resolution will prevail. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, the tariff is up for diseus- 
sion, and I should like to say a few words regarding the portion 
of the legislative program I have offered for the consideration 
of the Senate which relates to the tariff. 

It will be observed that the first inquiry which the resolu- 
tion I have offered makes of the Finance Committee, and upon 
which it calls for a report, is as follows: 

(a) Whether the prices of any fa-m products in the United States are 
raised above the international level of prices by the duties now imposed 
on such products; and if eo, what products, and whether such duties on 
such products can be abolished or materially reduced without Injury to 
American Industry, and to what extent. In such inquiry shall be in 
cluded meats, cheese, wool, sugar. tobacco, wines, citrus fruits, and 
dried and preserved fruits. 

I might have added to that list the cereals and other products 
of the farm upon which we now have certain duties and which 
are kept on the dutiable list by the Underwood bill. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that this is a very material 
inquiry. We all know that the Republican Party sought to 
maintain its high protective duties upon manufactured products 
by organizing a union between the manufacturers and the farm- 
ers under which, while maintaining for the manufacturers high 
duties, aggregating in some instances as much as 100 or 125 
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per cent, they also imposed duties upon imaginary imports of 
farm products, und thus sought to impress the farmer with the 
view that he was a beneficiary of a protective tariff, and there- 
fore should join the manufacturers in its support. 

So far as I know, we never have had any definite statistics 
presented to Congress as to what the effect of these duties 
was upon farm products in the way of raising above the inter- 
national level the price of farm products inside the United 
States. Of course we all knew that the effect of a protective 
iariff is to raise above the international prices the prices of 
domestic manufactured products similar to those on the dutiable 
list. That constitutes a subject of complaint and of indictment 
against the Republican Party—that it has sought, through this 
protective system, not simply to secure a revenue upon imports, 
but also to impose upon the consumers throughout the entire 
country added prices for the domestic manufactures. The statis- 
tics have been absolutely convincing that the high protective 
tariff has had this effect, and that wherever the Government 
would get $1 in duties the manufacturers were able to im- 
pose upon the consumers of the country enhanced prices to the 
extent of approximately $10. Thus the taxing power was exer- 
cised by the Government to the extent of only about one-tenth 
and by the manufacturers to the extent of about nine-tenths 

We all know that this nefarious system existed, and it has 
been proved by the statistics, but we never have had any show- 
ing as to whether or not these duties imposed upon farm prod- 
ucts had the effect of raising, inside of the tariff walls, the 
prices of domestic farm products to the extent of the duty. 
It seems to me that after submitting for so many years to this 
system of exaggerated taxation it is about time that we should 
know whether the farmers have been the beneficiaries of the 
duties imposed by the Republican Party, which they inserted 
in the tariff bill with a view to obtaining the farmers’ support 
for the high duties upon manufactured products. 

I hope the Finance Committee will take up this question seri- 
ously. I hope they will make use of the bureau in the Depart- 
ment of Commerce known as the Bureau of Foreign and Do- 
mestiec Commerce and the experienced and capable experts there, 
with a view of presenting to Congress and to the people of the 
United States a definite statement as to the effect of the duty 
upon corn in raising the price of corn, and as to the effect of 
the duty upon wheat, barley, oats, and other farm products 
in raising the domestic price of those farm products. I should 
like, also, to have a statement presented as to what effect these 
duties have had upon such products as wool, wines, citrus 
fruits, and dried and preserved fruits. 

Inasmuch as there are practically no imports of most of the 
farm products, and as to most farm products this country is an 
exporting country, I am inclined to think that the duties im- 
posed by our tariff upon such products have been simply fic- 
titious duties, without any substantial revenue return. If they 
are such, they ought to be taken out of the proposed tariff bill 
by the Democratic Party, which doubtless intends to deal with 
this great subject in all sincerity and candor toward the people. 

We have for years condemned the treaty between the manufac- 
turers on the one side and the farmers upon the other, between 
the wool manufacturers upon the one side and the woolgrowers 
upon the other, under which, by a community of interest, an 
exaggerated tariff has been maintained, to the injury of the 
American consumers. It seems to me the Democratic Party 
ought not to and will not be willing to maintain this system of 
deceit and of delusion. If, as a matter of fact, these duties 
have raised the domestic price of farm products, cereals, and 
others, we ought to know it. If they have not, and if they have 
been substantially without revenue to the country, these duties 
on farm products should be abolished. 

It seems to me the Democratic Party should not obtain favor 
for its system of tariff taxation by permitting the farmer to 
rest under the delusion that a Democratic tariff is imposing 
duties upon farm products, the alleged purpose of which is to 
raise the domestic price of farm products. 

We are complaining throughout the country of the high price 
of food. We are complaining throughout the country of the 
high price of farm products. The high cost of living is a ques- 
tion that is being considered in every household. We all know 
that farm products have increased in value and in price to a 
much higher degree than the manufactured products of the 
world. Therefore, in my judgment, we should remove all duties 
imposed upon farm products indigenous to the soil, requiring 
no stimulation in their production and none of the care essential 
to an infant industry. But the answer would be, if that is 
done, How can you contend for a duty upon sugar and wool, 
both of which are farm products? 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. NEWLANDS. In reply to that—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fro) \ 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if the eo oo. 
is not lodged as to the retail price of farm products rather ¢)., 
the price the farmer himself obtains for his productions: 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I think, Mr. President, the statisijcs o a 
that the prices paid to the farmers themselves hiy\. \. 
increased. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Undoubtedly, but 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And the prices which they have roeetyaq 
have advanced within the last 15 years in a much hich, 
than the products of the manufacturers. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not know pr. ely 
how that may be. Unquestionably they have advance, as every. 
thing else has advanced. But my investigation has sst)ocim) yo 
that the inordinate price of farm products is largely due to the 
fact that the retailer and the middleman can put about what 
value they please on them. If the duty was taken off youd 4 
little reduction came as a result, I am not quite sure jit 
middleman and the retailer would not simply add teu 
price, and we would be paying just the same. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. There is no question that owing to an 
imperfect system both of distribution and of retailing the peice 
of farm products and of all products has been raised very jorenly 
te the consumer. 1 think the investigations have shown thot a 
very large proport on of the high prices of which the poole of 
America complain is due to the system of distribution syd of 
retailing. But I am now speaking of the prices that the fa 
receive. I assert that they have vastly increased during the | 
15 years and have increased in a larger proportion (h:an the 
prices of the manufactured products of the country. All [sm 
contending for is that as to those farm products, the prices of 
which have not been raised to domestic consumers by duties 
imposed upon similar importations, we should aseortaiy the 
fact, obtain the report of a committee as to the fact. sud then 
exercise our judgment as to whether those products slii!! remain 
upon the dutiable list or not. 

I claim, Mr. President, as I was remarking a few moments 
ago, that in the case of farm products which may be called 
indigenous to the soil—the natural products of the conitry - 
which require no stimulus in order to insure their largest pro- 
duction, no duties whatever even under the protective sysien 
should be put upon similar products imported from abrond: 
that they should not be put on the tariff under the protective 
system because they do not protect, and they should not be put 
on the tariff under the revenue system because they produce no 
revenue. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask the Senator if he 
quainted with the comparative Minneapolis and Liverjou! | 
of like grain during all the year or substantia!ly «!! 

1910? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
instance. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No; I am not familiar with if. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will give the Senator one f: 
him for his conclusion as to the cause. 

The Minneapolis and the Liverpool price were almes! ox. UY 
the same during the entire year 1910 on what we esl! Ne. 1 end 
No. 2 grades of northern wheat. If the Liverpool price teas 
ured what you might call the world’s level of prices, then Wis 
was it, with a difference of about 18 cents in insurains d 
handling between Liverpool and Minneapolis, that te M wre! 
apolis prices were equivalent to the Liverpool procs > 
that entire year? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I want an ex} 
that fact from the Finance Committee, and that is ove st 
purposes of this inquiry. I do not pretend to be informed © 
these questions and to be able to give the information, © 
haps I would not have offered this resolution. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I agree with the Senator, 
I should like to have the information myself. and | 
fectly willing that the Senator should get it in any WwW) 
I thought I understood the Senator to state that from h .e 
the tariff did not affect the price of grain in any wiy WON’: 
and therefore it should be reduced. I can explain to the 5 
ator why the prices were nearly equal during that period. 
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\r. NEWLANDS. It is my view that it does not affect the 
ice of the cereals, I do believe—— ; 

Mr. McCUMBER. What, then, does the Senator say affects it? 
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Mr, NEWLANDS. I believe it affects the price of wines in 
this country, of citrus fruits, of dried and preserved fruits, of 
suit, and I am inclined to think it affects the price of wool. 

itight here I may say that if after a careful inquiry it is 
found that the imposition of these tariff duties has had the 
eifiect of raising the domestic prices above the international 
evel, and has thus stimulated production in this country, I 
believe that as to those things they should go gradually to the 
free list and not immediately to the free list; that as to those 
products the price of which is not raised above the international 
jevel there is no reason for the duty, because the duty neither 
gives protection under the Republican theory nor gives revenue 
mnder the Democratic theory, and therefore it should be abol- 
8 ° 
, = McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I simply want to ascertain the fact as to 
whether the tariff has stimulated any industry in this country. 
If I find that it has, then, so far as I am concerned, I shall 
propose to urge & policy that will deal gently with that product, 
that will withdraw gradually the stimulating heat of a high 
protective tariff, so that that particular production can grad- 
ually accustom itself to a normal temperature. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wanted to ask the Senator another 
question, because I assume from his argument that he is de- 
sirous of getting at facts to prove whether he is in error in his 
conclusion as to the effect of tariff legislation upon farm prod- 
ucts. The Senator will tind, if he will look at the daily reports 
in Winnipeg. that the: prices between Liverpool and Winnipeg, 
across the line, measure the difference between the cost of 
transportation, the insurance, and so forth, whereas on the 
American side we were just that difference practically above 
the Winnipeg price and the equivalent of the Liverpool price. 

Then I wanted to call the Senator’s attention to another fact, 
which was brought out in the Senate by a number of Senators 
from the reports during all of the winter of 1911, and when we 
were considering the reciprocity pact. During that time the 
average price of barley upon the American side wis nearly 
double the price, during the entire winter, of the Canadian 
barley. 

Mr NEWLANDS. It was nearly double? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. In other words, it measured just 
about equal to the 30 cents per bushel which was the tariff. 
Now, if the Canadian barley could have come in here free, as 
they had a very good crop in Canada that year, does not the 
Senator believe it would necessarily have lowered the price of 
the American barley, which was from 30 to 50 cents a bushel 
higher than the Canadian? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; I think it would prebably have low- 
ered the price. I think it ought to lower the price, and that it 
would be very beneficial to the country if it did lower the price. 

Mr. McCUMBER, I admit it would have been beneficial to 
the brewers. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the barley production has been so af- 
fected by a protective tariff that it commands a price high above 
the world’s level, I agree entirely with the policy that would 
reduce the level of the domestic price. 

Mr. MCCUMBER, Does the Senator believe that-——— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Because it would be an imposition upon 
(he consumers of the country to charge upon them a price very 
largely in excess of the international price. All the concession 
| wake to the Senator is that in dealing with that particular 
product we should deal with it not radically but gradually and 
cently, by a process of graduated reduction year after year 
until the production of barley is upon a normal basis. 

I wish to state to the Senator that I do not pretend to be 
as familiar as the Senator as to the facts regarding the inter- 
hutional price and the domestic price of these farm products. 
] ai unable to take up the discussion of those questions, and 
the Senator will exeuse me from a further discussion of them. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator allow me to make just 
one suggestion to him? 

Mr. NEWLANDS, Very well. sa 
. Mr. McCCUMBER, I agree with the Senator that the price of 
ar products has risen very materially in the last 15 years; 
= farm products have risen in value until within the lust 
nanan considerably greater than the rise in the value of 
ps een i products. But I ask the Senator this one ques- 
munition nae believe that the farming or agricultural com- 
edacae by reason of this advance in the price of their prod- 
ae ee with the rest of the people of the United States 

unduly prosperous? 
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Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, To am not prepared to 
answer that question. I really do net know enough of the coni- 
parative economic conditions of the different classes to be able 
to answer it. All that I say generally is, tirst, E want to ascer- 
tain not through the speech of 2 single Senator, net through the 
statistits he may present upon the tloor, but through findings of 
fact ascertained by a skilled committee of the Senate after in- 
vestigation as to whether or not these duties upon farm prod- 
ucts have really raised the domestic price of similar products 
produced in the United States. And then, if I tind that they do 
not, I would favor the obliteration ef such duttes from our 
tariff, whether it was a protective tariff or whether it was a 
revenue tariff. 

If they do raise the price above the international level. then 
TI should deal with them just as gently as [ would with the 
manufzcturing industries, and instead of bringing on a cata- 
clysm in production in this country in any industry L would 
gradually reduce those duties so that the production could be 
put upon a normal basis. The more stimulated the production 
was by an excessive tariff duty the more gentle I would be in 
the process of gradu:lly reducing the heat of the teanperature 
under which that industry bad flourished. I would net wish 
to withdraw the heat immediately so that the industry might 
be destroyed. I would wish to gradually reduce the tempera- 
ture by reduced duties in such a way as to enable the industry 
gradually to get accustomed to a normal temperature. 

Now, Mr. President, there is no question but that the duties 
imposed upon wines, citrus fruits, and dried and preserved 
fruits have bad the effect of largely stimulating these indus- 
tries in the United States, and particularly on the Pueifie coast. 
There is no doubt but that the production has vastly increased 
there, so much so as to bring ‘all these products within the 
reach of the masses of the people. ‘Ehere is no question but 
that all those duties are now too high. ‘The Democratic Party 
has very wisely reduced them by its action in the House. 

There is one industry, however, which I think they have 
attacked a little too vigorously. The duty on oranges, I be- 
lieve, has been reduced from 1 cent a pound to half a cent a 
pound, a reduction of 50 per cent, but the duty on lemons has 
been reduced from 14 cents a pound to half a cent a pound, 
making a reduction of considerably more than 50 per eent. 

So far as the duty on oranges is concerned, the reduction was 
warranted, though it was a very much larger reduction than 
is made, on the average, throughout the entire tariff bill. 
But so far as the duty on lemons is concerned, I am inclined 
to think that the temperature has been reduced too rapidly, for 
we all know that these are both hothouse industries; that the 
orange industry is here to stay, even at this very much dimin- 
ished duty, but there is vonsiderable doubt tn my mind as to 
whether the lemon industry {s here to stay at this very lurgely 
diminished duty, something far exceeding the reduction that has 
been made upon the manufactured products of the eountry. 
For, recollect, the average reduction made has been from an 
average duty under the Payne bill of 40 per cent to an average 
duty of 25 per cent, a reduction of a little less than 40 per cent, 
whilst the duty on lemons has been reduced about 70 per cent. 
We all know that the lemon industry has not been establishe«t 
as long as the orange industry, that it takes very many yeurs 
to perfect a lemon orchard, and that that industry is now 
in a critical condition. Is it wise simply because ultimately we 
have in view bringing lemons down to the free list, possibly to 
bring them down to a duty of 10 or 15 or 25 per cent under the 
revenue system, that we should now reduce the duty to a fur 
greater degree than we have reduced the duties upon the other 
articles upon the dutiable list? 

As to sugar, I would like to have the finding of the Finance 
Committee regarding the effect of the present duty of nearly 100 
per cent upon domestic prices, and the effect upon the doimestic 
industry of lowering this duty to zero. Would it have the effect, 
as I claimed in my remarks of last Friday, of transferring the 
industry of sugar raising from Louisiana and the Western 
States, as well as our insular possessions in Porto Rico, Hawaii, 
and the Philippines, to Cuba, and would it also result in the 
loss of $50,000,000 of annual revenue? Would it not be better 
to materially reduce the duty temporarily to 50 per cent. and 
later on to 25 per cent, rather than displace and destroy an 
industry upon which the prosperity of so large a part ef our own 
country, as well as of our insular possessions, depends? 

Now, I am in doubt as to the effect of the tariff on wool. I 
am in doubt as to whether the high duty imposed upon wool 
has really raised the price of the domestic wool above the inter- 
national level. We hear varying statements as to that. It seems 
to me it ought to be a fact that could be ascertained beyond 
peradventure, 
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If, as a matter of fact, the price of domestic wool has not] ties. We did not hesitate, under a rule fixed by Coneroc. , 
been raised above the international price by the very high duty | organize that commission as a servant of Congress too )p)\ |, 
imposed by the Payne tariff, then from the protective stand- | its will; and the time will come when the Democratic Part 
point certainly that duty is not required, and the only question | my judgment, will see the wisdom of organizing suc) . boar 
which remains is as to whether we shall maintain it as a reve- | which, acting under a rule fixed by the Democracy, w:}; ,,),, 
nue duty. With that duty we now get about $7,000,000 an-/| to a scientific and equitable adjustment of this questiiy. 
nually from raw wool, and certainly no Democrat should vote It is true that we have made progress by the org: niys:), Naf 
for the entire abolition of the duty if while securing $7,000,000 | the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce in the {).. ae 
of revenue from it it has not, as a matter of fact, raised the | ment of Commerce relating to this subject, but the ditimyy 
domestic price ef domestic wool. with the bureau is that the chief of the bureau is always a pur 

But, on the other hand, Mr. President, we hear it stated that | tisan; that the bureau chief changes with every adiminist yr. fon 
the effect of that duty has been to raise in a considerable de- | and that there remains no tradition, no precedent, yo 4: imu: 
gree the price of domestic wool over the international price. | lated and composite judgment such as exist in an adminisipyti-. 
If it has, and if the effect, therefore, has been to stimulate the | tribunal that can be handed down continuously :.| con 
production of wool in this country above the normal level, and | secutively as a guide to action. That has been the great yyy), 
people have been induced by the existing condition to go largely | with our Bureau of Corporations in questions relating to jyio 
into wool production, then I will say that very condition appeals | state trade and the trusts. Had we organized that bure.) just 
to Democrats simply to reduce that duty gradually, so that | as we organized the Interstate Commerce Commission :1) oy, 
ultimately the production of wool in this country will be put | them jurisdiction over the trusts and had appointed to ij fy.) 
upon a normai basis, and in order to act intelligently upon this | three to five capable commissioners from both politic:| pert 
matter it seems to me it is incumbent that some committee, act- | to hear complaints and to guide and control the prosecutioys 
ing with authority, should investigate the statistics, ascertain | under the Sherman Act, under rules made by Congress, we \ 
the facts, and report the facts to Congress. by this time have reached an adjustment of the interst: 

Of course we are told that every individual Senator can ex- | question, as we have reached an adjustment of the in: 
amine the statistics. It is true that every individual Senator | transportation question. 
can, if he chooses, inquire as to the statistics of every item Interstate trade and interstate exchange are just as ue 
in this tariff bill, and the items number 4,000; he can devote | part of interstate commerce as is interstate transportation, ay 
his entire lifetime to statistics to the utter neglect of his other | the wisdom which guided us in the creation of 2 commission to 
legislative duties; but it seems to me that there is an orderly | regulate transportation, under rules fixed by Congress, shou) 
way to go about it, and that is either through a tariff com-| have guided us with reference both to interstate trade oe: t) 
mission, for which I have always stood and for which I still | banking and exchange. Had that been accomp|ish«| 
stand, or through a bureau such as has been organized in the| time of the enactment of the Sherman Antitrust Ac. 
Department of Commerce, or through a committee of Congress, | such a board been charged with its administration si) 
which has all the sources of information open to it. As we have | ment, we would have been free to-day from almost :i!! the e's 
chosen to rely upon a committee of Congress charged with that | that afflict us with reference to interstate trade, jusi s< we are 
duty it seems to me that the Committee on Finance should | free to-day from almost all of the evils that have afflicted us 
present to us some reliable statement as to the facts gained | regarding interstate transportation. 
through investigations which it makes, with its opportunities So, I hope, Mr. President, that the Democratic Pariy. while 
to reach out to all the sources of information, and with its | felicitating itself upon the organization of the burean of fi) 
opportunities to secure the best expert assistance in both this| eign and domestic commerce, will supplement the cre 
and foreign countries; and that if we are to act scientifically | that bureau by adding to it a board similar to the Inter. 
not in shaping a protective system but in reducing the ab- | Commerce Commission, which, investigating questions. ! 
normalities of a protective system, we should do this upon in-| the complaints of importers upon the one hand anid « 
formation and net upon impulse. domestic producers upon the other, will, under a rule fixed }y 

Mr. President, we are dealing with a question which the | Congress—a Republican rule if the Republicans are in power 
Democratic platform declares is intimately connected with the | a Democratic rule if the Democrats are in power—lrinz :'» 
business of the country. The Democrats of the country in|a satisfactory adjustment of this great question of the vu 
convention assembled declared that this was intimately con-| Which the Democratic Party declares is and has worn 
nected with the business of the country; that it expected only | mately connected with the business of the couniry iid ove! 
the ultimate accomplishment, not the immediate accomplish-| to be taken out of purely partisan administration, sic. sto 
ment, of what it desired by processes that would involve neither | all, should be taken out of the juggling adjustinens whic. 
injury nor destruction to any legitimate industry. whether under Republican or Democratic administration. pre 

Of course, we are told that the words “legitimate industry” | vail in both Houses of Congress. 
mean economically .legitimate, not legally legitimate. I hap-| Mr. President, subdivision B of this resolution, i: regird ' 
pened to be upon the committee which framed that platform. | a legislative program, relating to tariff taxation, calls upon the 
I heard no such refinements there. I assumed, and I think the | Finance Committee to report what products now upon the ui 
committee assumed, that any industry was legitimate which | able list should be put upon the free list. Of course, il! 
was legally organized in this country and under public policies | mittee will do that in reporting the bill, but I show!d 
that permitted its organization. Under the administration of | report from the Finance Committee, outside of the }iil! its. 
both parties from time immemorial duties have been imposed | stating what products now upon the dutiable list show! bey" 
upon sugar and wool, and the industries of producing commodi- | on the free list, and the reason why. I think such infor 
ties were certainly legitimate industries. will enable every Member of this body to act upon this swiec 

Mr. President, I believe that if the Finance Committee will | and we will not be herded together, directed by the 
occupy itself in giving us the basic facts we shall then be in a | that has been given from this direction or that. 
position where each Senator can exercise his judgment; and I Subdivision C provides that the Finance Commitiee s'il s> 
hope that this opportunity, the first which the Democratic Party | certain and report whether it is practicable and advise % 
has had for many years, of basing its action upon the intelli- | change all duties from a specific to an ad valorem |s\s 
gence and the information of the members of the Democratic | far as I am concerned, I believe that we should cli: 
l'arty in Congress, instead of mere juggling adjustments made | yalorem duties, and the House of Representatives |: 
between industries and sections, will not be lost. main, carried out that rule. 

I have always believed that we could organize a tariff board, | 1 realize the difficulty in administration so far ss the 
which, like the Interstate Commerce Commission, proceeding | yajorem duty is concerned; that the ascertainment of \ 
under a rule fixed by Congress, would relieve us of much of the depends not only upon the knowledge and inform:tion of 1! 
burden of this work of adjustment, and could accomplish the appraisers, but oftentimes upon their integrity—always. |! 
work much more intelligently than we could accomplish it, not | .5,, ‘ ai » great opportuuities for 

y, upon their integrity—and there are ¢ VI Rei 
because this body would be inferior in intelligence, but because fraud, and yet, of course, the percentage basis is the 0!) 
a specialized board, devoting its entire time to a particular duty | }.:5 for revenue duties. We find that everywhere in our 
under a rule fixed by Congress, would be more likely to produce administrations. I should like the commiitee to state. 
a satisfactory result than could be accomplished by bringing to- the th ifie duti d do not change ‘ew 

'y preserve the specific duties and do n 
gether 96 minds in the Senate and 435 minds in the other House | ,i5ram duties, the reason for their action. 
ae and the nice adjustment, of 4,000 items in a Subdivision D provides that the Finance Committ 

We never hesitated when we came to the great and im- report— it he 
portant question of railroad rates which involves practically a (da) The average percentage of the duties imposed }5 


hich it is desirable to reduce the 
tax upon the transportation of the country, involving classifica- oe Seen pte es yae- of the tariff. and the 
tions and equitable adjustments between shippers and communi- | mum and the minimum duties which it is desirable to impose. 
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I may say with reference to that, that the other Mouse has 
alrt uly naeted. We know that under the Dingley bill the average 
oe gmounted to about 433 per cent; that under the Payne- 
‘Ald ‘-h bill they amounted to about 40 per cent; and that under 
th . Underwood bill they amount to about 25 per cent. The Re- 
ul ican tariff imposed duties all the way frem 5 to 10 per cent 
rn to 150 per cent. I do not know what the maximum tariff is | 
wnder the Underwood bill, but if any of its duties are in excess | 
ne Fay ner cent it seems to me that we ought to have a special | 
yt showing why. Fifty per cent seems to me to be a large 
tax to impose upon a consumable product and thus enlarge 
she price paid by the consumer. If we have such duties, as I 
* ‘i il we have, it seems to me that we ought to have some 
explanation from the Finance Committee. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President—— 

‘ho VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
“Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. KERN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Noyeds whether it would inconvenience him at all to postpone | 
jis remarks to a subsequent occasion, as it is desired to have an | 
executive session this afternoon. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state, Mr. President. that 
very gladly yield.. I hope I have not detained the Senate. 

Mr. KERN. I only asked if it would inconvenience the Sena- 
tor to postpone his remarks. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Not at all. I will be very glad to yield. 
I wish merely to add that later on I will take up subdivisions 
LF. G, H, and I of section 2 of this legislative program re- 
lating to the tariff and taxation. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
cent that on the next regular meeting day of the Senate, at the 
close of the routine morning business, the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Calendar No. 11—Senate resolution No. 19—and 
nroeeed to the final determination of that resolution and all 
uuendinents before the close of that calendar day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Indiana permit me 
to ask if we may not have a vote on the pending motion before 
we go into executive session? The yeus and nays have been 
ordered, 

Mr. KERN. I will be very glad if that matter can be dis- 
posed of, if the Senator from Nevada will consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senators permit the Chair 
to put the request of the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones]? 
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Wash- 
ington? 

Mr. ROOT. What is the request? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington re- 
quests unanimous consent that Senate resolution 19 be made a 
special order at the close of the morning business at the next 
session of the Senate. The Secretary will state the resolution. 

The Secretary. A resolution (S. Res. 19) to authorize the 
allowance of an additional clerk to Senators having less than 
three, 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I object to that. The Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. W1iLL1AMs] is in charge of the matter, 
ind he is not here. I object for the present. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, I trust we may have a vote on the 
pending motion, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
Mr. KERN. The Senator from Nevada has informed me that 
it would not inconvenience him to have that done. 

Mr. KERN. I have no objection. 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum having 
heen suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 


the Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


{ 


re} 


Senator from Nevada 


I will | 


However, Mr. President, I 
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MONS] to refer the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[ Mr. PENROSE) as moditied, to the Committee on Finance. On 
that question, the yeas and nays have been ordered. The See- 
retary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to eall the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alnbama (when Mr. BANKITEAD’S name 
was called). My collengue [Mr. BANKUFAD] is absent on busi- 





ness. He is paired with the Senator from West Virginia | Mr. 
GOFF |. 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (when his name was ealled). I am 


paired with the junior Senator from Penusylvania | Mr. O1viver}. 
I transfer that pair to the Senator from South Carolina | Mr. 
SMitH] and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 


Mr. JACKSON (when his name was ealled). IT have a gen- 


eral pair with the senior Sensutor from West Virginia | Mr. 
CHILTON]. IL inquire if he is recorded as having voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that that 
Senator has not voted. 

Mr. JACKSON. Then I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. POMERENE (when bis name was enticed). T have a 


pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. Gronna}. 


} I transfer that pair to the Senator from Illinois |[Mr. Lewis} 


and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was ealled). T have a pair 
with the junior Senater from Minnesota | Mr. Chiarr]. I trans 
fer that pair to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen], and 
will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland (when bis name was ealled) I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from North Dakota 
{Mr. McCumber] and tuerefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was conelnuded. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the senior Sena 
tor from Texas [| Mr. CuLperson] is necessarily absent. 
nu general pair with the Senator from Deliware {Mr. pu 
If present, the Senator from Texas would vote © yea.” 

Mr. JACKSON. As I have stated, I have a general pair with 
the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Cuicron]. I trans 
fer that pair to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Branprcre | 
and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. WEEKS. I am requested to announce that the junior 
Senator from Maine (Mr. Burieieu | is paired on this question 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina | Mr. Smuri |. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas (after having voted in the aflirma- 
tive). I have voted, but I find that the junior Senator from 
Utah (Mr. SuTHERLAND] did not vote. I have a pair with him, 
and I must, therefore, withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to announce—and I will 
repeat the anrouncement—that the continued absence of 
junior Senator from Maine [Mr. Burneicn] is due to illness. 

Mr. SIMMONS (after baving voted in the affirmative). After 
trapsferring my pair with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
CLapr] to the Senator from Oklahoma | Mr. Owen |. that Senator 
came into the Chamber and voted. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (after having voted in the aflirmative). 
There is some question about the transfer of my pair. I do 
not want to have any doubt about it. Instead of transferring 
my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLtver] to 
the junior Senator from South Carolina {Mr. Smiruj, I will 
transfer it to the junior Senator from Florida {Mr. Bryan] and 
allow my vote to stand. 

The result was announced 


Ile lias 


PON! a 


not 
the 


yeas 42, nays 29, as follows: 


YEAS-— 42. 
Ashurst Kern Poemerene Stone 
Bacon Lane Ransdell Swanson 
Chamberlain Lea Reed Thomas 


Martin, Va. 
Martine, N. J. 


Fletcher 
Gore 


Rebinson 
Soulsbury 


Thompson 
Thornton 


Hitchcock Myers Shafroth Tillman 
Hollis Newlands Sheppard Vardaman 
Hughes O'Gorman Shields Walsh 
James Overman Shively Williams 


Jolinson, Me. Owen 


a Smith, Ariz, 
Jcbnston, Ala. 


A Pittman Smith, Ga. 
Smmvet Jackson O'Gorman Smith, Ga. NAYS-—29. 
>ACOF ames verman Smith, Md. . 
Bu ° radle Fall McLean Smoot 
Catron saa, Me. Page Smoot Breas Gallinger Nelson Stephenson 
Chamberlai a aan, Perkins Stephenson Burton Jackson Norris ‘Townsend 
Clark ee Jones Pittman Stone Stem Scandal Pare waeeen 
Clarke 7 Kenyon Pomerene Swanson CH: k 'W 0 Ken ron Penrose Weeks 
Colt pene Kern Ransdell fhomas Colt i" La Follette Perkins 
Crawford ia ete Boog Zeeman Crawford Lippitt toot 
Dillinst sane Robinson Thornton iilinehs Lodwe Sherman 
a. a oot Townsend Dillingham — Scr 
Fletcher pabpitt . Baulsbur Vardaman NOT baggy init 
Salling rtin, Va. eppar: yalsh Bankhead Clapp owls Smith, 8. C. 
Gailinger Martine, N. J. Sherman Warren sorah Clarke, Ark. McCumber Sterling 
Gore Myers Shields Williams Brandegee Culberson Oliver Sutherland 
Hollis Nelson Shively Bristow Cummins Poindexter Works 
Hughes Newlands Simmons Bryan dn Pont Simmons 

The ¥ Norris Smith, Ariz. Burleigh Goff Smith, Md. 

¢ VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-five Senators have answered , Chilton Gronna Smith, Mich, 


2 = roll call. There is a quorum present. The question is 
u the motion of the Senator from North Carolina {Mr. Srm- 








So the resolution as modified was referred to the Committee 
{en Finance. 
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May 29. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BURTON. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLIVER]. 
I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Bryan] and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. JACKSON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CuiLton]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Con- | 
necticut [Mr. BraNDEGEE], and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. POMERENE (when his name was called). I make the 
same announcement as heretofore in respect to my pair and 
transfer, I will allow this announcement to stand for the 
day. I will therefore vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Owing to my 
pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crarr], I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCum- 
BER] and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was called). The Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Stmmons] spoke to me this after- 
noon about pairing with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Bryan], I think. I said at that time that I would pair with him 
on all votes outside of executive session, and I voted on the 
other roll call without thinking that I had that pair. 
in the habit of pairing. I do not know whether or not it is too 
late for me to withdraw it. If it is not, and this is a suitable 
opportunity, I should like to withdraw that vote. 

On this roll call I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Fiorida [Mr. Bryan], and refrain from voting. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I am informed that the senior Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] had transferred his pair to 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Bryan]. Therefore he is 
protected, and I will allow my vote to stand as originally cast. 
On this roll call I vote “ nay.” ; 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 27, as follows: 
YBAS—42. 

Pomerene 


Ransdell 
Reed 


Edward W. Exum, of Alaska, to be United States 
the District of Alaska, division No. 3, vice Harvey P 
whose term will expire at the close of June 20, 1012 

EXECUTIVE CoUNCIL oF Porto Rico. 

The persons herein named for appointinent as me; 
Executive Council of Porto Rico, provided for iy s« 
the act of Congress approved April 12, 1800, entit), 
temporarily to provide revenues and a civil 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes.” 

Tulio Larrinaga, of Porto Rico, vice Rafael del Vy 

Luis Sanchez Morales, of Porto Rico, reappoint; 

RECEIVER OF PusLic MoNreys. 

Abraham Hogeland, of Lewistown, Mont., to be ; 

public moneys at Lewistown, vice Wyllys A. Hodes 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFricr. 

Harry J. Kelly, of Lewistown, Mont.. to be regisi«; 

oflice at Lewistown, vice Clarence E. MeKoin, rene.) 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 

Col. John P. Wisser, Coast Artillery Corps. to | 
general from May 16, 1913, vice Brig. Gen. Walter s 
retired from active service April 26, 1913. 

Col. Thomas F, Davis, Eighteenth Infantry. to ty 
general from May 16, 1913, vice Brig. Gen. Frederic: 
retired from active service May 15, 1913. 

MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
To be first licutcnants in the Medical Reserve Coy), 

a 1 q 
I am not from May 16, 1913. 

Moreton Homer Axline, of Florida. 

Frederick Binder, of Nebraska. 

William Alexander Boyd, cf Georgia. 

Frank Emory Bunts, of Ohio. 

William McEwen Edwards, of Wisconsin. 

Alonzo Graves, of Alabama. 

Daniel Joseph Hayes, of California. 

Chevalier Jackson, of Pennsylvania. 

Daniel Ralph Lucas, of New York. 

Arthur Hugh Mays, of California. 

Edward Campbell Morton, of Illinois. 

Charles Howard Peck, of New York. 

William Martin Perkins, of Louisiana. 

Henry Stanley Plummer, of Minnesota. 


cove 


Ashurst 
Bacon 
Chamberlain 


Stone 
Swanson 
Thomas 


Kern 
Lane 
Lea 


Fletcher 
Gore 
Hitchcock 
Hollis 
Hughes 
James 
Johnson, Me. 


Martin, Va. 


Martine, N. J. 


Myers 
Newlands 
O'Gorman 
Overman 
Owen 


Robinson 
Saulsbury 
Shafroth 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Shively 


Smith, Ariz. 


Thompson 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Vardaman 
Walsh 
Williams 


Victor Eugene Putnam, of California. 
Harry Leach Schurmeier, of California. 
George Reese Satterlee, of New York. 
Harry Gardner Wood, of Minnesota. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Erccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate MMe 
AMBASSADOR TO JAPAN. 


George W. Guthrie to be ambassador extraorcins: 
potentiary of the United States to Japan. 


CoMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
Gaylord M. Saltzgaber to be Commissioner of Pe 
SoLicitorR, DEPARTMENT OF COMMER CI. 


Albert Lee Thurman to be Solicitor of the De 
Commerce. 


Smith, Ga. 

NAYS—?27. 
McLean 
Nelson 
Norris 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Root 

NOT VOTING—27. 

Goff 


Johnston, Ala. Pittman 


Bradley 
Brady 
Burton 
Catron 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crawford 
Dillingham 


Sherman 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Townsend 
Warren 
Weeks 


Gallinger 
Jackson 
Jones 
Kenyon 

La Follette 
Lippitt 
Lodge 


Bankhead 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Bristow 


Clap 
Clarke, Ark. 
Colt 
Culberson 
Bryan Cummins Oliver 
Burleigh du Pont Poindexter 
Chilton Fall Simmons 

So the motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 1 hour and 40 min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 


Mr. KERN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Thursday next at 2 o’clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 6 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, May 22, 1913, at 
2 o'clock p. m, 


Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, S.C. 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Works 


mecCumber MeMBER MIssissiPrt RIVER COMMISSION. 


Lansing H. Beach to be a men.ber of the Missi-- 

Commission. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Sinclair C. Townsend to be collector of customs at Si. Murys, 
Ga. 

John Purroy Mitchel to be collector of customs at New Yo 
N. Y. 

William C. Logan to be collector of customs at Aster). Ores 

Thomas C. Burke to be collector of customs at Porth toes. 

Andrew H. Evans to be collector of customs at Sali 

Frederick C. Peters to be collector of customs at (! 
8. C. 

James C. Congdon to be collector of customs at Ge 
8. C. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

NOMINATIONS. Warner 8S. Kinkead to be surveyor of customs at 1" 


E itive nominations received by the Senate May 20, 1918. Ky. ) 
re a hoe reer Charles R. Kurtz to be surveyor of customs at 1’! 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


Pa. 
Emmet R. Jordan, of Alaska, to be United States marshal for 
the District of Alaska, division No. 2, vice Thomas Cader 
Powell, whose term will expire at the close of June 15, 1918. 


UnNitep STATES MARSHALS. 


Lewis T. Erwin to be United States marshal for | 
of Alaska. 


» «lipt rict 














Andrew H. Hudspeth to be United States marshal for the dis- 
trict of New Mexico. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM .VESSELS. 
\illiam J. MacDonald to be supervising inspector of steam 
vavls for the fourth district. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Allen M. Cook to be commander. 

Liewt. (Junior Grade) Hollis M. Cooley to be lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert W. Cabaniss to be lieutenant. 

Melical Inspector Thomas A. Berryhill, to be medical director. 

Paymaster Donald W. Nesbit to be paymaster with rank of 
lieutenant commander. 

Paymaster John 8. Higgins to be paymaster with rank of lieu- 
tenant commander. 

Paymaster Ignatius T. Hagner to be paymaster with rank of 
lieutenant commander. 

Passed Asst. Paymaster Walter D. Sharp to be paymaster. 

Civil Engineer George A. McKay to be civil engineer with rank 
of lieutenant commander. 

Ensign Ralph D. Spalding to be assistant civil engineer. - 

Curpenter Robert H. Neville to be chief carpenter. 

Carpenter Joseph F, Gallalee to be chief carrenter. 

tontswain Harry T. Johnson to be chief boatswain. 

Capt. William M. Small to be captain, Marine Corps. 

First Lieut. Rovert B. Farquharson to be captain, Marine 
Corps. 

Virst Lieut. Walter N. Hill to be captain, Marine Corps. 

First Lieut. Epaminondas L. Bigler to be captain, Marine 
Corps. 

: APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

ASSISTANT SURGEONS, MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 


Judson Daland. 

James D. Morgan. 
Everett W. Gould. 
Worthington S. Russell. 
Robert G. Le Conte. 
Alfred D. La Ferté. 
David S. D. Jessup. 
Horace V. Cornet’. 
Hlenry. C. Macatee. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Second Lieut. James Albert Alger to be first lieutenant. 

Third Lieut. William Kirk Scammell to be second lieutenant. 

lirst Lieut. of Engineers Charles Francis Nash to be senior 
eng neer, 

Second Lieut. of Engineers California Charles McMillan to be 
first lieutenant of engineers. 

Second Lieut. of Engineers William Lindsay Maxwell to be 
first lieutenant of engineers. 

Third Lieut. of Engineers Charles Edward Sugden to be sec- 
ond lieutenant of engineers. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 


J. L. Thornton, Alexander City. 
0. M. Reynolds, Anniston. 

A. A. Leach, Dadeville. 

Charles S. MeDowell, Eufaula. 
W. L. Crew, Good Water. 
Elizabeth Simpson, Hartsells. 
Ed G. Caldwell, Jacksonville. 
Claude MeMillan, New Decatur. 
Oscar Sheffield, Pine Hill. 
David M. Scott, Selma. 

0. L. Woodfin, Uniontown. 


i ARKANSAS. 
W. F. Turner, Atkins. 


Earl Harrison, Beebe. 

U. B. Ingram, Conway. 
T. L. Pound, Danville. 

A. J. Stephens, Morrillton. 
P. G. Henry, Texarkana. 


CALIFORNIA. 


Alice T. Durnin, Colfax. 

©. W. Collins, El Centro. 
Percy B. Brown, Holtville. 
John M. Jolley, Oceanside. 
Albert E. Dixon, Point Loma. 
Joseph M, Hackett, Rocklin. 
Ellis T. Tanner, San Jacinto. 
Charles Whited, Willits. 
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CONNECTICUT, 
John TL. Eliot, Clinton. 
George F. Hammill, Georgetown, 
Edvard Perkins, Suflield. 
DELAWARE. 
KE. Pierce Ellis, Laurel. 
William Brockson, Middletown. 
John B. Mustard, Milton. 
Orlando W. Short, Seaford. 
GEORGIA, 
Ada Winslow. Manchester. 
Mary VP. Dixon, West Point. 
ILLINOIS. 
Claude Shaffner, Dallas City. 
James M. Nunamaker, Greenup. 
W. H. Harkrader, Hamilton. 
Robert E. Gamble, Kirkwood. 
M. O. Scott, Neponset. 
ID. M. Fullmer, New Athens. 
W. D. Hall, Port Byron. 
INDIANA. 
Charles I. Wood, Albany. 
Charles L. Haslet, Chesterton. 
Charles B. Donovan, Jr... East Chicago. 
James EK. Burke, Jeffersonville. 
Ilume L. Sammons, Kentland, 
Daniel Gantz, Odon. 
James W. Carroll, Otterbein. 
Fred G. Rice, Roachdale. 
I. R. Niceum, Swayzee. 
Levi A. Eaton, Wanatah. 
Robert IF. Dobbins, Wolcott. 
KANSAS, 
John MeKee, Clay Center. 
E. L. Pepper, Conway Springs. 
Madison D. Gallogly, Hoxie. 
Alfred D. Carpenter, Oswego. 
James A. Thompson, White Water. 
KENTUCKY. 
Robert I. Blagg, Benton. 
LOUISIANA, 
Augustus P. Windham, Merryville. 
Rene L. Derouen, Ville Platte. 
George A. Payne, Winnfield. 
MASSACHUSETTA 
William J. O'Brien, Kingston. 
Henry Ik. Madden, West Medway. 
MISSISSIPPL 
S. W. Pendarvis, Magnolia. 
MISSOURL 
Harlie F. Clark, Harrisonville. 
Richard B. Wilson, Montrose. 
J. W. Allen, Mountain Grove, 
De Coursey D. Hitt, Rockville 
Benjamin R. Lingle, Warsaw. 
MONTANA, 
J. A. Wright, Chester. 
J.P. Lavelle, Columbus. 
George S. Miller, Deer Lodge. 
Engene L. Poindexter, Dillon. 
Mordena C. Busey, Eureka. 
Charles Lepley, Fort Benton, 
Henry H. Smith, Joliet. 
Charles L. Beers, Judith Gap. 
T. A. Rigney, Laurel. 
Grant Robinson, Lewistown. 
George E. White, Manbattan. 
Alice Hensley, Moore. 
Thomas H. Rush, Wibaux. 
NEVADA. 
Jennie R. Backus, Golconda. 
J. R. Foreman, National. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Walter M. Miller, Netcong. 


NEW MEXICO. 
W. E. Foulks, Deming. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


J. D. Bivins, Albemarle. 
David J. Whichard, Greenville. 
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R. 8. Terry, Wamlet, 
Virgil I). Guire., Lenoir. 
Ii. EK. unt, sr., Mocksville. 
Richard A. Bruton, Mount Gilead. 
I’. M. Williams, Newton. 
James Gordon Hackett, Northwilkesboro. 
OHIO, 
John Q. Baker, Middletown, 
0. S. Earnest, Plymouth. 
David II. Heiby, Ohio City. 
OKLAHOMA, 
W. P. Madden, Cheyenne. 
T. HW. Hubbard, Cordell. 
Samuel R. Staton, Cushing. 
W. I. Parker, Davis. 
Tra B. MeCrary, Dewey. 
W. M. Davis, Okeinah. 
OREGON. 
Tlerman Wise, Astoria. 
Ira C. Mehrling, Falls City. 
FE. FE. Bragg, La Grande. 
H. Y. Kirkpatrick, Lebanon. 
I. kK. Mahoney, Oakland. 
August Iuckestein, Salem. 
Harry M. Stewart, Springfield. 
William A. Elder, Stayton. 
Ada H. Studer, Sumpter. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Ellsworth F. Giles, Altoona. 
H. D. Jackson, Freedom. 
A. R. Traugh, Hollidaysburg. 
George B. Richardson, Knox. 
Allen A. Orr, Lewistown. 
Matthew C. Fox, jr., Media. 
J. Frank Patterson, Mifflintown. 
Eugene L. Aldrich, New Milford. 
John H. Mitchell, Newtown. 
Oscar F. Weiand. Perkasie. 
Roy R. Rowles, Philipsburg. 
Patrick F. Campbell, Portage. 
Henry J. Lemon, Port Allegany. 
Russell T. Mogle, Rossiter. 
Cc. J. D. Strohecker, Zelienople. 
SOUTIL CAROLINA. 
Rachael H. Minshall, Abbeville. 
E. D. Raney, Beaufort. 
W. Clarence Clinkscales, Belton. 
Leila Jackson Huntley, Cheraw. 
Arthur G. King, Easley. 
Francis B. Gaffney, Gaffney. 
James IF. Hunter, Lancaster. 
John T. Lawrence, Seneca. 
SOUTH DAKOTA, 
William Brady, Beresford. 
Dennis Foley, Menno. 
TEN NESSEE. 
John E. Conner, Chattanooga. 
Samuel W. McKinney, Etowah. 
Eugene Blakemore, Shelbyville. 
TEXAS, 
James W. Davis, Alvord. 
G. P. Tarrant, Aransas Pass. 
S. A. Roberts, Blooming Grove. 
E. T. Oliver, Caldwell. 
E. F. English, Cameron. 
L. E. Haskett, Childress. 
Mina Daughtry, Chillicothe. 
Laura V. Hamner, Claude. 
S. R. Haynes, De Leon. 
R. S. Rike, Farmersville. 
M. A. Chancey, Hondo. 
Calvin C. Davis, Iowa Park. 
W. G. Carpenter, Kerrville. 
M. J. Kivlin, Kingsville. 
Marvin P. Gillis, Kosse. 
T. E. Van Landingham, Lone Oak. 
Charles C. Porter, Meridian. 
Frank W. Kirkland, Mount Calm. 
T. A. Fuller, New Boston. 
W. J. Harkey, Palmer. 
H. L. Brooks, Pearsall. 
Bessie Peterson, Port Lavaca. 
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John A. Shapard. Rockdale. 
J. S. J. Gober, Sanger. 
W. B. Smith, Shamrock. 
J. T. Fulcher, Thorndale. 

VIRGINIA, 
Leslie F. Ferguson, Appomattox, 
H. I. Tuggle, Martinsville. 
S. L. Cecil, Pennington Gap. 
E. M. Morrison, Smithfield. 
E. L. Wade, Vinton. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

David W. McConaughey, Cameron. 
Fred F. Jasper, Glen Jean. 
Herbert T. Davis, West Union. 

WYOMING. 
George Whittaker, Yellowstone Park. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuespay, May 20, 1913. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offeri 
lowing prayer: 

We thank Thee, our Father in heaven, that the line 
age ’twixt good and evil bas been clearly detined i 1), 
great commancments, “ Thou shalt not "—illumined, er 
epitomized, and strengthened by the two great cou 
“Thou shalt.” Blessed is the man who resisteth evi 
blessed is he who resisteth evil and dceth good deol. 
we beseech Thee, through unfeigned love for Thee. 61) 
and for our fellow men, to combine in our charactor | 


of resistance and the power of persistent energy, that wi 


be indeed disciples of the Lord Christ. Amen 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, May 16, 191: 
read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of | 
announced that the Senate had passed without amend 
resolution of. the following title: 

H. J. Res. 80. Joint resolution making appropriations 
urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for Uw j 
ice for the fiscal year 1913. 

The message also announced that the Senate had ps 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 4234. An act providing certain legislition 
Panama-California Exposition, to be held in San Jiez 
during the year 1915. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
resolution of the following title, in which the concurres: 
House of Representatives was requested: 

S. J. Res. 30. Joint resolution extending the leave «of +! 
of Mrs. A. E. Grant. 

The message also announced that the Senate had ps 
out amendment joiut resolution of the following title: 

Hi. J. Res. 82. Joint resolution authorizing the Presid 
accept an invitation to participate in the Internat 
ference on Education. 

PANAMA CANAL TOLLS. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous « 


Mr. TOWNER. 
Josepn R. KNowLanp, of California, a Member of this I 
recently at the Lake Mohonk Conference on the quest 
Panama Canal tolls. 

The SPEAKER, 
asks unanimous consent to have printed in the Conch 
ReEcoRD a speech made by the Hon. Joseru R. kyo! \N 
California, on Panama Canal tolls at the Lake Mohouk 
ference. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the address referred to: 


Tue RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES AT PANAMA—SIGN! 
THE OBJECTIONS OF GREAT BRITAIN TU THE PANAMA (4 


(Address delivered by Hon. Josern R. KNowtand, of (a! 

the Lake Mohonk Conference on International Ar. 

Mohonk, N. Y., Friday, May 16, 1913.) 

“No patriotic American would countenance (he Vi" 
this country of a sacred treaty obligation. On the ao ; 
would not the citizen be lacking in patriotism who weull ! 
and without most careful and painstaking investis ; 
accept an interested foreign nation’s interpretation © 


The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. To 


a 


puted treaty, a construction that would not only deprive re ‘ 


country for all time of most important commercial advan! 


‘ 


rN 


{ 


gation bil 


insert in the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD a speech delivered by ! 


‘ 
} 
a 


lic 
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put would be a surrender of invaluable rights affecting the very 
«ifety of the United States? 
“ « gREATY OBLIGATIONS FULLY CONSIDERED BY CONGRESS, 

“Tt has been charged that when the Panama Canal bill deal- 
ing with the subject of tolls was before Congress that the ques- 
tim of our treaty obligations was not given the proper 
eonsideration. The truth is, and I challenge a denial because 
the record bears me out, that no question has been before Con- 
«yess in years in which greater interest was manifested and 
upon which more exhaustive debate was had. 

“'The bill was reported to the House from the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce on March 16, 1912. I pre- 
cepted on March 20 the minority report which upheld the right 
of the United States Government to pass free of toll its own 
ships 2s well as American coastwise ships. Copies of both the 
majority and minority reports were placed in the hands of every 
Member of the House accompanied with a letter calling particu- 
jar attention to the toll section. It was not until May 21, two 
months later, that the toll provision was voted upon. While the 
pill was actually considered in the House but six days, the time 
allotted was longer than usually accorded measures other than 
great appropriation bills. The chief debate was upon the toll 
provision which naturally provoked a discussion of the con- 
comitunt question of our treaty obligations. The amendment 
providing free tolls for our American coastwise ships was 
adopted on roll call by a majority of 19. This vote carries with 
it a particular significance when we consider that the majority 
of the committee in charge of the bill opposed free tolls, which 
made the fight more difficult owing to the inclination of Members 
to follow committee recommendations as a matter of regularity. 
Let it also be borne in mind that this vote was taken before 
either the national platforms of the Democratic or Trogres- 
sive Parties had declared in favor of the policy of free tolls for 
American coastwise ships. 

“THE BILL IN THE SENATE. 

“The bill then went to the Senate, and on May 24 was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. It was not 
reported from that committee until June 12, and did not finally 
pass the Senate until Avgust 9. In the meantime this Govern- 
ment was officially notified of Great Britain’s protest. The vote 
in the Senate on the provision favoring free tolls for American 
coastwise ships was 44 in favor to 11 against, a decisive ma- 
jority of 32. ‘The debate in the Senate was even more ex- 
haustive than that which took place in the House, and both 
in the Senate and House there was not a Member who voted 
for the exemption who was not firmly convinced, after careful 
investigation, that the enactment of the bill into Jaw would not 
be in contravention of any treaty obligation. I know from per- 
sonal knowledge that in the House many voted against the ex- 
enjtion because opposed to the policy, but still held strongly 
to the belief that our treaty obligations did not prevent us 
from favoring our own ships if we saw fit to do so. 

“PROVISIONS OF THB PANAMA CANAL ACT TO WIICH GREAT BRITAIN 
OBJECTS 

“The Panama Canal act of August 24, 1912, which provides 
for ‘the opening, maintenance, protection, and operation’ of 
this American waterway is objected to by Great Britain— 

“ First. Because of certain language contained in section 5, 
which provides ia fixing tolls that the rate may be less for 
‘vessels of the United States and its citizens than the estimated 
proportionate cost of the actual maintenance and operation of 
the canal.’ The significance of this language is that it reserves 
to the United States the right to pass through this cana}, con- 
structed through what is practically American territory, and 
which will have cost our Government over $400,000,000 before 
completed, its own ships of war and other Government vessels 
free of toll. It also leaves open for the future determination of 
the President of the United States the question of favoring 
American ships utilizing the canal in thé foreign trade. The 
President, however, in his Panama Canal proclamation of No- 
vember 18, 1912, fixed the same rate of toll for American ships 
in the foreign trade as for foreign ships. 

Second. Great Britain objects to the language of this same 
Section by which we fulfill our treaty obligations with the Re- 
— of Panama in accordance with article 19 of that conven- 
tram permitting the Government of the Republic of Panama ‘to 
as port over the canal its vessels and its munitions of war in 
Such vessels at all times without the payment of tolls.’ 
os Third. Great Britain further objects to the exemption from 

u€ Payment of tolls of ‘American vessels engaged in the coast- 
Wise trade of the United States.’ 

Fourth. It is attempted to limit and restrict our power 





ow to remit tolls as is done by certain foreign nations using 


e Suez Canal, al x 
to the British though the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, according 


note of November 14, 1912, aimed ‘at carrying 
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out the neutralization of the Panama Canal by subjecting it 
to the same régime as the Suez Canal.’ 


“Tifth. Section 11 of the act, which seeks to prevent rail- 


road control of this waterway is questioned by Sir Mdward 
Grey because of the fear that its provisions may apoly, as 
they unquestionably do in my opinion, to the Canadian trans- 
continental railroads which have voluntarily placed themselves 
under the provisions of the interstate commerce act 
United States. 


of the 


“ SIGNIFICANCE OF BRITISH OBJECTIONS. 


“To sum up the British objections, we are denied the right 


to pass free of toll our own battleships and other Government 
vessels ; 
States, in which traffic the ships of England ean not now en- 
gage, must pay a toll in passing through this American water- 
way; we are virtually asked to violate our treaty obligations 
with the Republic of Panama; there is a practical denial of, 
or at least an attempt to limit, our right to follow at Panama 
the practice of foreign nations in remitting tolls to merehant 
ships through the Suez Canal, thus placing this country at a 
disadvantage, and finally, in reference to the excellent 
visions of section 11, we are threatened with a protest if Cana- 
dian steamships owned by Canadian railroads, which railronds 
have voluntarily come under the interstate commerce act and 
thus subjected themselves to the same restrictions and regul:- 
tions as American railroads, are to be amenable to the same 
laws. 

tency? 
owners in sharing benefits, but a protest against equal trent- 
ment when the act imposes restrictions applying to American 


ships engaged in the coastwise trade of the United 


pro- 


Was there ever a more striking example of Inconsis- 
Equality of treatment demanded foi British ship- 


shipowners! 


“T eall attention in detail to these British 


objections be- 


cause there are evidently many citizens who have been led to 


believe that the protest refers only to the exemption of Ameri- 

can coastwise ships. By this brief statement it can be appre- 

ciated that the protest is more far-reaching and consequential. 
“ BRITISH PROTEST INSPIRED BY CANADIAN RAILROADS, 


“Tt is generally believed in Washington that the British pro- 
test was due to the action of Canadian railroad oflicials. Prioz 
to the receipt of the first English note certnzin Government 
officials of Canada visited England, and we were informed by 
cable dispatches printed*in the newspapers that they took up 
this question with particular reference to the provisions of 
section 11, the railroad section. Of course, they had the sym- 
pathy and active support of American transcontinental rail- 
road interests, which interests are now engaged in urging 
the repeal of the objectional provisions of the canal act, namely, 
sections 5 and 11. I am fair and frank enough to admit that 
many excellent citizens, advocates of peace—and I am a peace 
advocate and in favor of arbitration, as I will show later 
favor repeal because of the belief, and in some instances solely 
upon the authority of certain Americans, that we have violuted 
a treaty. I am constrained to direct aitention to the fact that 
there are representatives of powerful interests favoring repeal 
who are crying ‘live up to our treaty obligations, but who 
are, I fear, far less interested in this phase of the question 
than they are in the more important consideration of prevent- 
ing the canal from becoming too great a competitor of the trans- 
continental railroads. 


“ANALYSIS OF SITUATION, 


“ Article 3, paragraph 1, of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, which 
it is claimed we violate, reads as follows: 

“That the canal shall be free and open to the vessels of commeres 
and of war of all nations observing these rules on terms of entire 
equality, so that there shall be no discrimination against any eh 
nation or its citizens or subjects in respect to the conditions or charges 
of traffic or otherwise. Such conditions and charges of traflic shall be 
just and equitable. 

“T have always contended that this section simply bound us 
as the owners of the canal to treat a!l foreign nations fairly, 
preventing discrimination in favor of one foreign nation as 
against another. The use of the words ‘ vessels of war’ to my 
mind is conclusive evidence that the word referred 
exclusively to foreign nations, for it is inconceivable and a 
reflection upon the patriotism of the framers of the treaty that 
the United States would foreclose its right to pass free of toll 
through its own waterway warships as well as lighthouse tend- 
ers, revenue cutters, transports, and other craft. Realizing 
the force of this argument the opponents of exemption now say 
that we must consider this section in connection with certain 
language of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty (which many had sup- 
posed was superseded by the Hay-Pauncefote convention), con- 
tained in article 8, which still compels us to carry the burden 
of that instrument. What is the meaning of neutralization? 
Many authorities contend, and I think rightfully, that neutrali- 
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zation can not, by any strained construction, be inferred to 
enn conditions of traflic, but relates only to conditions of war. 


*“ INTELPKETATION OF SENATORS PRESENT WHEN HAY-PAUNCEFOTB TREATY 
WAS PENDING. 


“The contention has been made that the Senate understood 
that the words ‘all nations’ included the United States, and 
with this conception of the treaty voted down an amendment 
which, in specific language, reserved to the United States the 
right to exempt American coustwise ships from the payment of 
tolls. They neglect to mention that several amendments were 
decisively rejected that permitted us to fortify the canal, their 
rejection being due to the belief on the part of Senafors that we 
had that right without such a provision. Evidence which I 
will now submit proves that the same opiniou prevailed touch- 
ing our right to exempt American coastwise shipping. 

“THE BARD AMENDMENT. 


“TI have here a letter from Senator Bard, who resides in 
California, which {s conclusive. IE will read the following ex- 
tracts from this letter: 


‘When my amendment was under consideration it twas generally con- 
ceded (the italics are his) by Senators that even without that specific 
provision the rules of the treaty would not prevent our Government 
from treating the canal as part of our coast line, and consequently could 
not be construed as a restriction of our interstate commerce, forbid- 
ding the discrimination in charges for tolls in favor of our coastwise 
trade, and this conviction contributed to the defeat of the amendment. 


“We will not rest our case in this particular upon the state 
ment of the author of the amendment, but will quote a Senator 
who voted against the amendment, no less an illustrious Mem- 
ber of the Senate than Hon. Henry Casor Loper, who was one 
of the 11 Senators who voted last year against exempting const- 
wise ships, so he must be regarded as a disinterested witness. 
I quote from the CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD of July 17, 1912: 


“Mr. Lopcz. Mr. President, it so happened that I was in London 
when the second EHlay-launcetete treaty was made, and, although the 
draft was sent from this country, that treaty was really made In 
london. I mention this merely to show that I had some familiarity 
with the formulation as well as the ratification of that treaty. When 
the treaty was submitted by the President to the Senate, it so happened 
that I had charge of it and reported it to the Senate. 

“The second Hay-Pauncefote treaty, as Senators will remember, 
embodied, in substance, the amendments which the Senate had made to 
the first Hay-Pauneefote treaty. England had refused to accept those 
amendments, and then the second treaty was made embodying in prin- 
ciple all for which the Senate had contended. 

“ When I reported that treaty my own pression was that it left 
the United States in compiete control of the’tolls upon its own vessels. 
I did not suppose then that there was any limitation upon our right to 
charge such tolls as we pleased upon our own vessels,.or that we were 
included in the phrase ‘all nations.’ ”’ 


“Again, on July 20, 1912, Senator Lovee stated on the floor of 
the Senate in reiteration of this view: 


“T voted against it in the belief that it was unnecessary; that the 
right to fix tolls, if we built the canal or it was built under our auspices, 
was undoubted. I know that was the view taken by the then Senator 
from Minnesots, Mr. Davis, who was at that time chairman of the 
committee. I certainly so stated on the foor. * * * 

‘‘T personally have never had any doubt that the matter of fixin 
tolls must necessarily be within our jurisdiction, and when I referre 
to our going to The = as useless I did not mean because our case 
was not a good one. meant because, in the nature of things, we 
could by no possibility have a disinterested tribunal at The Hague. It 
would be for the interest of every other nation involved to prevent 
our fixing the toils according to our own wishes. * * * JT know that 
was my opinion and the opinion of the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations at the time.” 

“Senator CLAPP, of Minnesota, who was present when the Bard 
amendment was voted upon, holds similar views, as here set 
forth, and I quote from the CoNGREssIONAL Recorp of July 17, 

912: 

“I know I was here ;t the time. although I do not recall all of the 
speeches. But while some of us voted insisting, in some instances, that 
these things should be explicit and in others voting with the majorit 
upon the ground that they were covered anyhow, believe, both wit 
reference to the coastwise trade and especially with reference to the 
question of fortification, that many of the votes cast against those ex- 
press provisions were cast upon the theory that without them we 
nevertheless had the right to do them. . 

**Mr. O’GorMAN. That the provisions were unrecessary? 

“Mr Cuapp. Yes; that they were unnecessary.” 

“Senator Perkins, then and still a Member, stated in the 
Senate on August 6, 1912: 

“IT wish to state that Senator Davis, of Minnesota, was at that 
time chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations. He was. as is 
conceded by all, an authority on international law, and took the view 
stated by the Senater from New York and that stated by the Senator 


from Washington. There is no question about it that the rules we did 
make were to govern other nations than ourselves.” 


“ SITUATION AFFECTING THB REPUBLIC OF PANAMA. 


“As I have already set forth, the British note of November 
14, 1912, protests against article 19 of eur treaty with the 
Republic of Panama proclaimed in 1904. For over eight years 
there was no protest on the part of Great Britain against this 
alleged discrimination in favor of the ships of Panama. Why 


this belated protest, might we ask? The answer is plain. The | the caial as a competitive route and narrow its benciis : 
contention of Great Britain would become untenable as to | graphically. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








May 


1) 


American ships if exception was not taken to tho I 
treaty. 
“Senator Roor, while Secretary of State, negotiate) 
with the Republic of Cclombia which permitted th. | 

to pass through the canal— 

“ Troops, material of war, and ships of war without piyin« 
to the United States. even in the case of an internation./ 
Colombia and another eountry.” oo 

“It was ratified by the United States, but rejom 
lombia. The point I wish to make is that the ti. 
guished Secretary of State presumably did not conc 
Colombian convention a violation of the Hay-Panneofur. 5 
although England now claims that a similar treaty wit! 
ama is in contravention of treaty rights. _ 

“ SIMILAR QUESTION PASSED UPON BY TUE SUPREME < 

“One phase of this canal controversy has bee) , 
passed upon by the Supreme Court of the United «: 
question of exempting coastwise ships. Mr. Justice W), 
Chief Justice, wrote the opinion. It is the ease of « 
Smith (195 U. S., 332), in which the eourt held that 1) 
law exempting American coastwise vessels from piloiae 
was not in violation of the treaty. which provided | 
higher or other duties or charges shall be imposed in siv ), 
of the United States on British vessels than those pyc! 
the same port by vessels of the United States’ Th. I 
this decision bearing upon the present question at issne. ; ‘ 
the contention that British ships would not be disering yo.) 
against by the canal act because they are now barred | 
from engaging in coastwise traffic, is as follows: 


“Nor is there merit in the contention that as the yvesw! jy , 
was a British vessel. coming from a foreign port. the Stat: 
cerning pilotage are in corflict with the treaty between Gyear | 
and the United States. Neither the exemption of coast ‘ 
vessels from pilotaze resulting from the law of the United So; 
any lawful exemption of coastwise vessels created by the S! 
concerns vessels in the foreign trade. and, therefore. any cen 
tions do not operate to produce a discrimination acsins! 1) 
engaged in foreign trade and in favor of the vessels of the Vryited s 
in such trade. In substance. the proposition but asserts (! ! 
by the law of the United States steam vessels in the const 
have been exempt from pilotage rerulations. therefore 16% 
power to subject vessels in foreign trade to nilotave rewula ion. 
though such regulations apply without discrimination to al! 
engaged in such foreign trade, whether domestic or foreicn 


“TOLLS JUST AND EQUITABLE REGARDLESS OF EXEMPYIO 

“The point raised by Great Britain that by exempting « 
wise ships we might be placing a greater burden njx 
nation has been fully answered by Secretary Knox. If we 
levied a toll sufficient to pay interest upon the invesiy 
well as cover expenses of maintenance and operstion © 
Britain might have had cause to complain, but in fram: 
act we had in mind a toll that would attract troffic sud at 
same time pay the expenses of maintenance and operation 
total cost of operation and maintenance. including sinit rand 
civil government, as carefully estimated by Col. Geet! will 
not exceed $4,000,000 annually. 

“The tonnage for 1914-15, when the eanol is opened 
mated at 10,500,000 tons. Of this but 1.160.000 net 9 
are estimated as coastwise. Deducting this frem thi 
leaves 9.340.000 tons. and with a toll of $1.20, which is 
cordance with the President’s proclamation, the annus! | 
will be $11,208,000, over seven millions in excess of fhe co 
operation and maintenance ‘The ecoastwise exemption 
way, either directly or indirectly, will affect the cl: 
Great Britain. We have been most fair in our dealing w: 
eign nations as to charges. 

“FOREIGN SHIPS TO RECEIVE CHIEF BENEFIT OF 


“Foreign ships will derive the chief benefit from the ca 
cause we have practically no American ships in the foreign tr 
Ninety-one per cent of our foreign commerce is carrie! iif! 
eign ships. Unless we grant some favors to our ow? =!) 
the coastwise trade oyr benefit will be small. [ know if is" 
tended that remission of the toll will be so insignificnn! as 
affecting a ton of freight as to be negligible. If so, then wo" 
great anxiety for repeal. Ifa ship with a 7,000 ton uel tes” 
capacity passing between New York and San Frane'sco [°'> 
toll of $8,400, some one must pay, and it will be hard to 0 
American consumers and producers believe that they \ 
assume the burden. If a ship ts half loaded the toll upon © 
ton of freight wil] double. because the ship pays in ace® 
with its tota] net register capa'city. 

“ PREB TOLLS A BENEFIT TO INTERIOR OF COUNTRY. 


“In my opinion it will be the great interior of the (i : 
States that will profit chiefly because of free tolls, ee 
ticularly those sections drained by the mighty navigable rive" 
Every. burden placed upon traffie will impair the usefu 0’ 


er 
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Every reduction forced by sea competition wil be 
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reflected upon rail rates throughout the entire country, as has 
always been the ease. The output of American shipyards, ac- 
narding to the Department of Commerce, wil! be greater during 
the current fiscal year than for many years past. Not one of 
t ships, I am informed, is for the foreign trade, but are all 
+, eneage in the coastwise traffic. This will bring about the 
| «st competition, particularly in view of the fact that rail- 
rent owned or conirolied ships are barred from the canal, and 
be a guaranty that to the American people will inure the chief 
penefit of free tolls. This great activity in shipbuilding should 
carry some significance. 
“AN IMPARTIAL ARBITRAL TRIBUNAL POSSIBLE. 

“While I am a Californian it does not follow, even in view 
of recent happenings in my native State, that I am particularly 
pelligerent. A serious contention with Gerat Britain over this 
question is not probable. A mere suggestion of war is abhorent. 
While many who hold similar views to mine upon the abstract 
question of our right to control the canal are strongly opposed 
to submitting this question—a question which I will admit 
largely concerns a domestic policy—to arbitration, I will 
frankly state I do not go so far. A fair arbitral tribunal should 
be possible for the determination of this question if it can not 
be settied by diplomacy. The Hague would not be such a body, 
in my opiniun, The common sense of the Americ:in and English 
people should enable these English-speaking nations to agree 
upon impartial arbitrators. Before such a body our case is so 
strong we have nothing to fear. 

“REPEAL OF LAW INADVISABLE. 

“To repeal the toll provision at this time would be a humiliat- 
ing acknowledgment that after expending $400,000,000 in the 
construction of an American canal, through what is practically 
American territory, this Nation was estepped forever from 
according a single advantage to an American ship. Other 
nitious might remit tells to their ships as they are doing at 
Suez and preparing to do at Panama, but our hands would be 
virtually tied. We would be compelled to pay a toll upon Gov- 
ernment ships. According to some very high authorities, we 
would surrender rights that might imperil our very existence 
as a nation. Repeal under present circumstances, when our 
Government, through the Department of State, has taken a 
position and negotiations are under way, would be most inop- 
portune. It would be an unwarranted, uncalled-for, and abject 
surrender of American rights, far-reaching in its effect, and 
disastrous to American interests.” 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS AND BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolutions and bill of the following titles, when the Speaker 
Sizned the same: 

Hi. J. Res. 80. Joint resolution making appropriations to sup- 
ply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the postal 
service for the fiscal year 1913; 

If. J. Res. 82. Joint resolution authorizing the President to 
accept an invitation to participate in the International Con- 
ference on Education; and 

H. R. 4234. An act providing certain legislation for the Pan- 
anii-California Exposition to be heid in San Diego, Cal., dur- 
ing the year 1915. 


MRS. A. E. GRANT. 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
= the Speaker’s table Senate joint resolution numbered 30 
and pass it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] 
isks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table Senate 
joint resolution numbered 30, which the Clerk will report. 

he Clerk read as fellows: 
oe eto., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
sovtae te monlaawhoper the ie at abate to feet 
Grant, a clerk in the office of the assessor of the District of Columbla, 
on he SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

havin hears none. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate joint resolution. 

_ the Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read a third 
Ulue, was read the third time, and passed. ge 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


oa SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
5 en the House meets on Friday I be permitted to address the 
“= = one hour, 
le SPEAKER. The gentieman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Sisson] asks unanimous consent that when the House meets on 


mi after the reading of the Journal and the transaction of 


hee business, he be allowed to address the House for one 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemnv will stote it. 

Mr. MANN. My attention was diverted for 2 moment. 
the House already decided to adjourn until Friday? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. SISSON. I will say to the gentleman that iny under- 
standing is that it will adjourn until Friday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER UNTIL FRIDAY, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unaninious consent 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet ou 
Friday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- 
GERALD] asks unanimous consent that when the Louse ndjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Lriday. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that we are 
to be entertained by a speech from the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Sisson] on that day, by previous order of the House, 
I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 

Mr. DYER rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the Recor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAVENNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recoxp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re- 
quest? 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 11 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, pursuant to the order 
agreed upon, until Friday, May 23, 1913, at 12 o'clock noon. 


Ifus 


The 


{After a pause.] The 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memoria!s 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 5385) for the erection of a 
public building at Cheraw, S. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (TI. R. 5386) to authorize the entry 
of lands chiefly valuable for sand, gravel, or brick clay under 
the placer-mining laws; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (HH. R. 5387) 
granting increase of pension to widows of the Civil War; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 5388) to amend ‘the provisions of 
existing law relating to the award of medals of honor to officers, 
noncommissioned officers, and privates of the Army, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 5389) for the reduction of 
postage on first-class mail matter; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 5890) for the erection of a 
public building at Winnsboro, S. C.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5391) for the erection of a public building 
at Yorkville, S. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5392) providing for the erection of a monu- 
ment at Cowpens battle ground, Cherokee County, 8. C., com- 
memorative of Gen. Daniel Morgan and those who participated 
in the Battle of Cowpens on the 17th day of January, 1781; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PROUTY: A bill (7H. R. 5893) for the further regu- 
lation of insurance companies organized in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STOUT: A bill (H. R. 5394) appropriating money to 
enable the Commissioner General of Immigration to gather in- 
formation regarding the resources, products, etc., of the Stutes 
and Territories, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 5395) appropriating 
$2,500 for the transportation of soldiers of the Civil War to the 
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celebration of the Gettysburg anniversary; to the Committee 
oun Appropriations. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (BH. R. 5396) to confer upon the 
United States Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear and adjudi- 
cate claims against the United States for damages arising out of 
the construction, use, and management of the Illinois & Mis- 
sissippi Canal; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAGGART: Resolution (H. Res. 107) to investigate 
the affairs, business, and transactions of the Western News- 
paper Union; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 86) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution providing for the nomi- 
nation and election of President and Vice. President by a direct 
vote of the people of the several States; to the Committee on 
Klection of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 87) 
authorizing the Secretary of State to issue invitations to other 
nations to send representatives to the International Dry Farm- 
ing Congress to be held at Tulsa, Okla., in October, 1913; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: Memorial of the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, in favor of maintaining a protective tariff; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETERS (by request) : Memorial of the Legislature 
of Massachusetts, in favor of maintaining a protective tariff; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 5397) waiving the age limit 
for appointment as cadet engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice of the United States in the case of John S. McKinney; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 5398) for the relief of 
Oscar Samuelson; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 5399) for the relief of the 
widow and children of Edward Edmonds; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5400) granting an 
increase of pension to Sylvester P. Warner; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5401) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar J. Kempinsky; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 5402) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of James W. Brabston and Roche H. Brab- 
ston; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 5403) granting a pension to 
Eleanor Bartels; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 5404) for the relief of 
the heirs of Mahaly Fields, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 5405) granting a pension to 
Henry Langley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GERRY: A bill (H. R. 5406) granting a pension to 
George H. Naylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5407) granting an increase of pension to 
William Stoehr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5408) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5409) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Chase; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5410) gtanting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Moan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5411) granting an increase of pension to 
Johanna Scully; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5412) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah Simms; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HELVERING: A bill (H. R. 5413) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mark Clark; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 5414) for the relief of 
James Duncan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5415) for 
the relief of Prof. E. J. McCaustland and Engineering Depart- 
ment, University of Washington; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 5416) for the relief of Eugene 
A. Freund and Alfred F. Roemmich; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5417) to indemnify Susan Sanders for 
expenses incurred and services’ rendered in behalf of the 
Cherokee Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
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By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5418) providins guy ) 
ment of additional per diem to certain witnesses |; a) 
of the United States v. A. L. Wisner & Co.; tu the ne 
NE ESI 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 5415, . : 
an increase of pension to William Woodhouse; to the (...” 
on Invalid Pensions. eae 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5420) to correct the military ) 
John S. Miller; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 5421) granting an jy. 
pension to John M. Davis; to the Committee on Inya)\) 
sions. a 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 5422) granting a pension t 
Anna A. Yule; to the Committee on Pensions. eon 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 5423) granting a per L 
Aaron P. Essex; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5424) granting a pension ty Piayy I 
Green; to the Committee on Pensions. eon 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5425) granting an incresse «of rt 
Miller Stocking; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5426) granting an increase of 1. 
Ambrose A. Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pos). 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5427) granting an increase of jw x; 
Daniel W. Spring; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5428) granting an increase of pos). ; 
Charles H. Eding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5429) granting an increase of pension to 
John McIntosh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensicns 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5430) for the relief of Willinm F 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5431) for the relief of Gerhard Heyer: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 5432) for the relief of Medad Spencer: 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5433) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Peter Duchane; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 424) groush 
a pension to John W. Alexander; to the Committee on fyotia 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5435) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Fossit; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5436) granting an increase of per- 
Reuben B. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Tensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5437) granting an increase of jensi: 
James T. Piggott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensinus 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5438) granting an increase of jw- 
Margaret J. Berry; to the Committee on Invalid Petsiors 
- Also, a bill (H. R. 5439) granting an increase of pension to 
George T. Caltrider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiou-s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5440) to correct the military record of 
William B. Lane; to the Committee on Military Affsirs. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 5441) granting a pen 
sion to Mary J. Hennessey; to the Committee on Invalid len- 
sions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5442) granting a pension to Patrick Hiaini- 
fan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5443) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 5444) for the relief of Martin 
Wilt; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 5445) for the revief of 
the legal representatives of Jonathan Morris, deceased; to the 
Committee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 5446) granting a pension 
Thornton Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5447) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Jenkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 544s) for the 
relief of Erastus Coyle; to the Committee on Military \f airs 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 544:)) for the 
relief of the estate of Lucy C. White; to the Committers on Wat 
Claims. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 5450) granting an in nant 
pension to Luthera J. Douglas; to the Committee Laval 
Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5451) granting a pension to Prude Bus- 
well; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5452) granting an increase of pension 
John Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3453) granting a pension to 
Woodward; to the Committee on Pensions. ‘on to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5454) granting an increase of pensiot 
John Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. sion to 

Also; a bill (H. R. 5455) granting an increase of pens 
William Foltz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Day id J. 
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Also, petition of Braun-Knecht-Hermann Co., of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., against fee of $1 for protests against the exaction of 
unlawful duties by the collector of customs; te the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THACHER: Petition of Smith Bros. (Inc.), New 
Bedford, Mass., favoring the removal of the tariff on wheat and 
barley; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Central Labor Union of New Bedford, 
Mass., favoring an immediate investigation of the condition in 
the coal regions of West Virginia; to the Committee on Labor. 


SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 22, 1913. 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
‘lhe Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION—RAILROAD IN ALASKA. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I rise to a question 
of personal privilege, and shall only occupy the time of the Sen- 
ate for a moment or two. 

Yesterday the Committee on Territories was holding hearings 
in reference to the construction by the Government of a rail- 
road into Alaska, and Judge WICKERSHAM, the Delegate from 
Alaska, was addressing the committee on the subject. In the 
ccurse of what he had to say he spoke of there being only three 
gateways into Alaska, and stated, in substance, that those three 
guteways were practically owned and controlled by the Alaska 
syndicate, composed of the Guggenheim Sons Co. and the J. P. 
Morgan interests. He said in substance that but for an acci- 
dent the same interests would have obtained a monopoly of the 
one gateway which was not then under the control of the 
so-called Alaska syndicate. I interrogated him upon that sub- 
ject and asked him how they were prevented from obtaining 
a monopoly of that one gatewsy and how they would have 
obtained the same, and he stated that I myself had introduced 
a bill—innocently, of course—which, in its effect, would have 
given the Alaska syndicate absolute control of that one gate- 
way. The Washington Herald of this morning makes this state- 
nent in reference to the matter: 

Mr. WICKERSHAM said: “I believe Senator CHAMBERLAIN was de- 
ccived as to the character of a bill he introduced in the last Congress, 
which provided for the ey by the Guggenheim interests of the 
littoral at Cordova. The bill as introduced by Senator CHAMBERLAIN, 
if passed by the Congress, would have delivered the last remaining 
chance for competition in the transportation facilities of Alaska into 
the hands of the monopolists. The bill was so drawn that they would 
upon its enactment, control the finest harbor on the Alaskan coast. 
succeeded in beating this iniquitous bill in the House after it had passed 
the Senate.” 

Then the paper adds: 

Senator CHAMBERLAIN sat by and listened to the criticism of his 
bill without comment. 

The latter part is measurably true. I did not care to inter- 
rupt Judge WICKERSHAM in the midst of his statement to the 
committee; but a little later on, and probably after the news- 
paper reporters had gone out, I asked him particularly about 
the bill which he claimed I had introduced, and desired that he 
should call my attention to the number of it; because I had no 
recollection of ever having introduced such a bill. He stated, 
in answer to those questions, that he might possibly be mis- 
taken in reference to the matter, but that he would look it up 
and report to me. This morning I again called his attention 
to the subject, and he advised me that he was entirely mis- 
taken about it, which I knew at the moment, but was not in a 
position to deny, because we introduce so many bills that I could 
not tell at the time to what particular bill he might have had 
reference. So he called my attention to the fact that the bill 
which he had reference to was not introduced by me at all, but 
that it was introduced by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
CLaRrK] “ by request.” The bill shows that the Senator from 
Wyoming very properly introduced it at the request of some 
one, probably a friend of his, or somebody else; but anyway 
it shows on its face that it was not even his measure, as he 
had intrgqduced it by request, and that I had never had any- 
thing to do with it in any shape, form, or manner whatsoever. 

I simply make this statement, Mr. President, because I have 
never been connected in any way with any of the people who 
want special privilege in Alaska. On the contrary, it has been 
my effort and my purpose at all times here in the Senate to do 
all in my power to release Alaska from the grasp that now 
holds it and to place its magnificent resources in the hands of 
the people of the whole country. I not only have insisted upon 
that all the time, but I introduced the bill for the construction 
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of a railroad in Alaska by the Government of the U))), 
which the committee now has under cousideration, ; ee 
do all in my power, at least, not only to place the eayi.) . t . 
transportation of Alaska in the hands of the Governyyo: io “ 
resources as well and their development. ; 

The bill to which Judge WickEeRsHAM referre| 4), ee 
frank enough to say that I do not believe he fntended 4... 
any injury; I think he was just as fnnocent about yeh e 
statement as he claims I was in introducing a bill tha: jog 2 
sleeper” in it—the bill to which he had reference {sg s.,.:;,. ‘om 
9163 of the Sixty-first Congress; third session, entitled © \ \.1 
to authorize the Copper River & Northwestern 1: \ Cn 
to maintain and operate a wharf in Orca Inlet, iu the [cys 
of Alaska, and for other purposes.” 

I merely make this statement in justice to myself, Mr 1, 
dent, because I did not want the impression to go out fy, jh 
Senate or from any committee of the Senate that I have go 
in a position at any time, or that I ever will stand {1 4 yc! 
tion, which would assist in placing the resources of this «. : re 
or any part thereof, in the hands of any syndicate or ayy puuiy 
of men who would undertake to throttle competition or dey vive 
the American people of what, in justice and equity. shorid ju 
administered as a sacred trust in their interest and fi. 
benefit. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does ihe 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, I yield. 


‘ ‘ 
' Ties 


i 


their 


Senator from ¢ 


paper stated that the bill had passed the Senate. sud tha 
Judge WICKERSHAM had caused its defeat in the other [onse 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. The bill did not even pass the S yon 

Mr. SMOOT. I was going to state that fact, but the yews. 
paper article said it did pass the Senate. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. The Dill did not pass the Senate 
The newspaper article so stated, or rather Judge Wie Ki nsiss) 
stated, that the bill had passed the Senate and had boon | 
by him in the other House. 

Mr. SMOOT. All I want the Recorp to show, Mr. President, 
is that the bill never passed the Senate, and that it never was 
considered in the Senate at any time. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, the bill te which 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] refers appenrs to 
have been introduced by me at the request of some purson. I 
do not know who and I do not know when. It wis probally 
introduced, as many bills are introduced, at the request of 4 
constituent or of somebody else, and I notice that for once in 
my life I was discreet enough not to father the bill which | 
introduced. Whether the bill is a good one or not I do not kiuow, 
but the bill shows upon its face that it was introduced by r 
quest. Who compose the Copper River & Northwestern Railway 
Co. I do net know, nor do I know what or where Orca Lilet is 
It was merely one of those instances where a Senator feels that 
he is not only justified but under some obligation to inti iuce 
a bill that is presented by those who have interests in fle tet 
ter for consideration by the Senate. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I so understand. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memoria! © 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the hoo 
ORD, as follows: 


of he 


DEPARTMENT OF THE IXTERIO 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRIC coe A ee 
AUNEAT, A 
UniTep StaTes or AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, 88: 7 
I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska a her 
certify that the annexed copy is a true and complete Sep glans 
senate joint memorial No. 26 of the Alaska Territorial leis! ature, 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand an affixed # 
great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 6th day of May. A. TD, 1fts 
(SEAL. } We. i. DisTix, 
Secretary of Alask 
IN THE SENATE, TERRITORY OF ALASKA, First §: 
Senate joint memorial 26. cA ial al 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United stale © 
America in Congress assembled: atl 
Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the Termite! 
Alaska, do most respectfully and earnestly represent that 


: van at Je- 
Whereas the fishing industry of Alaska, now in the carly stises eo 
ea as bids fair to be the greatest industry of its kind in the 
; and 
Whereas 


we believe the waters of Alaska and the fish therein (0 le 


a property of the people and the heritage of future 


. -ard the 
Whereas we believe it to be our “- to use every effort toward S 
conservation of this great natural foed Supls 
Nation; and 












1913. 








ion shows us that the 
depletion and destruction of migratory fish has been caused by_the 
of restriction and regulation of the methods of fishing; and 
the salmon fishery of this Territory is being prosecuted for 
purpose of obtaining dividends for the present and without due 
d to the conservation of the fish supply for future generations ; and 
c« we believe that upon the restriction and regulation of the 
“and methods of fishing now depends the future of this great 
--y: Therefore your memoralists earnestly and _ respectfully 
ion your honorable body that laws be enacted for the regulation 
+» salmon fisheries in accordance with the following recommenda- 


“yoreas the history of the fisheries of this Nat 


1 The abolishment of the contrivance known as a jigger in connec- 
-» wity all fishing traps, pound nets, or weirs. 

“The limiting of all leads on all fish traps to a length of 600 feet 
ntirety. : 

» That no fish traps, pound nets, or weirs be allowed within a dis- 
+occe of 1 mile of any salmon stream nor in any bay, estuary, inlet, 
or channe! which is less than a mile in width, and that traps now 
sstallisued within such limits be removed. 

4. That the Fisheries Bureau be instructed and authorized to estab- 
lish posts or monuments at the mouths of all salmon streams which 
chal! limit the distance from such streams at which any kind of fish- 
ug gear may be used, and that such marked limits be established by 
vractical fishermen who are familiar with all the conditions that obtain 

, localities in which such marked limits are to be established. The 
“mouth” of a stream shall be defined to mean the place where the 
f mean low tide meets and crosses the trend of the stream. 
» object generally to the whole bill prepared by and entitled 
“Tentative draft of bill — by the United States Bureau of 
Fisheries and the representatives of the various Alaskan fisheries, which 
hes been agreed upon and prepared by them jointly after numerous 
conferences,” and especially to section 1 thereof, reading “All of the 
license fees and taxes derived from Alaska fisheries shall be covered 
into the Treasury of the United States and there kept in a special 
fend,’ on the ground that the Territory of Alaska is entitled to a 
regsanable proportion of the revenue derived from the fishing industry 
of the Territory. 

(. We further recommend that it shall be made unlawful to take 
any salmon from any fresh-water stream by means of a spear or gaff 
except for personal, domestic, or family consumption; and it shall be 
unlawful to purchase any salmon taken by means of a spear or gaff 
from a fresh-water stream for use in canning, salting, or otherwise 
preserving for sale. 

7. That a closed season be established for southeastern Alaska from 
September 1 to December 31 of each year as to fishing for any kind of 
fish above the mouths of any and all streams and outside the mouths 
of any and all streams during said closed scason for sockeye and hump- 
back salmon. 

Further, that the Government operate all fish hatcheries of Alaska; 
and 

Further, that at the hearings held before the fishing and game joint 
committee of the Territorial legislature it was fully demonstrated 
that illegal fishing was carried on in nearly all of the localities and 
the inspection system as now inaugurated by the Fisheries Bureau is 
greatly inadequate to carry on proper inspection. 

And we further recommend that no law be enacted by Congress 

any right or title to the tide lands or waters now occupied by 
appliances in Alaska can be acquired for fish-trap sites nor any 
f tide land or water be in any way reserved for the operation 
certain kind of fishing contrivances to the exclusion of other 
hing gear. 
And your memorialists will ever pray. 
Passed the senate April 26, 1913. 









xy VV. Mas. 
President of the Senate. 
EARNEST B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 
__ The VICE PRESIDENT presented a Joint memorial of the 
lerritorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 


Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
orD, as follows: 


Passed the house April 30, 1913. 


Senate joint memorial 31. 


The honorable the President, the Senate, and House of Representatives 
of the United States: 


, our memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
amaiory of Alaska, do respectfully submit the following to your kind 
CONS eration ¢ 
, vat the Alaska Road Commission, since its creation under the act 
son ustess approved January 27, 1905, has constructed approximately 
: ) iniles of wagon road and many hundreds of miles of aed roads and 
rails in all sections of the Territory of Alaska. 
wane such construction has resulted in great benefit to the country 
and has alded more than any other instrumentality in developing the 
‘irious sections of our Territory. 
‘ a these roads are not merely of local importance, but they form 
Te —" system of highways calculated to serve the entire 
oa the expenses incurred in such read and trail building are 
a ee by an annual appropriation made by the honorable the Con- 
sleek the United States and by a portion of what is known as the 
gues os fund.” The amount appropriated by the honorable the Con- 
S Ad the United States for this year amourts to $155,000, $55,000 
A. ch, or so much thereof as may be required, is to be ex- 
ae aa in the construction of a dam to protect the aa of the Gov- 
cor _ near the town of Valdez from destruction by merry laciers ; 
amounts (eee, Smount per annum available from the A anka fun 
cleat 1. 12, 8137,000, the total amount of which moneys is barely suffi- 

in ve Beee the roads constructed in repair. 
tes cel of these facts, we tfully request that Congress increase 
ps ge “ppropriation for the construction and maintenance of roads, 
aie zs sufficient amount thereof may be set aside for further con- 

And ‘ and extension of the road system now laid out. 

Paccor wt memorialists will ever pray. 

assed the senate April 29, 1913. 


L. V. Ray, 
President of the Senate. 
EARNEST B. COLLINS, 

Speaker of the House. 


Passed the house April 20, 1918. 
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great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 6th day of 





Unitep STaTes OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaske, ss: 


I, William L, Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 


certify that the above and foregoing is a true and complete copy of 
senate joint memorial No. 31 of the Alaska ‘Territorial Legislature. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto sct my hand and aftixed the 
ay, A.D. 1913. 

M. L. DISTIN, 
Seeretary of Alaska. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 


M 
[SEAL.] W 


Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
orD, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THR INTERIOR, 
JFPFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA, 
JUNBAU, ALASKA. 
UNITreD STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

I, William L, Distin, secretary of the ‘Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
certify that the annexed copy is a true and complete transcript of 
house joint memorial No. 15 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

in testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 


great seal of Alaska at Juneau this Sth day of May, A. D. 1913. 
[sraL. ] We, L. Distin, 
Secretary of Alaska. 
IN THE Hows 


House joint memorial 15. 
To the Congress of the United States: 


The Legislature of the ‘Territory of Alaska respectfully presents to 
your honorable body this, its memorial; the purpose of which is to call 
aitention to the limited area for the exteasion and development of the 
town site of Juneau, and to the fact that under the laws of Congress 
and regulations of the Department of the Interior certain lands which 
would furnish an outlet for the growth and extension of said tewn are 
withheld from acquisition and settlement and to reques: your honorable 
body to grant certain lands to the town of Juneau for disposition by 
said town to home seekers under the conditions hereinafter stated: 


The town of Juneau is located on the mainland on the easterly shore 
of Gastineau Channel, a body of tidal water approximately 20 miles in 
length, separating the mainland from Douglas Island. On said Island, 
almost opposite the town of Juneau, is located the Treadwell Mine, 
one of the largest low-grade gold mines in the world. The mineral 
zone in which this mine is found is extensive in area, and a company 
subsidiary to the Treadwell Co. is actively engaged in the development 
of a similar property within said mineral zone, in the-immediate vicin- 
ity of Juneau, and will erect this summer a stamp mill and reducing 
ant within the corporate iimits of said town for the purpose of erush 
ing and reducing the ores of the mine. 

An independent organization known as the Alaska Gastineau Min 
ing Co. is spending several millions of do!lars in the development of its 
mining properties near Juneau and in building dams and Installing 
machinery for an electrical power plant to be used in its operations. 

Still other companies have invested in mining properties in the im- 
mediate vicinity of Juneau, and plans for their development haye been 
announced, but no work has yet begun on an extensive scale. 


The result of this activity Is that within the last year the town of 
Juneau has increased in population approximately 100 per cent, with 
every indication that the next few years will witness the development 
of an extensive mining industry, which must necessarily cause a much 
greater increase in population. 

Available building space to meet this growth is limited. In most 
places on the mainland side of the channel the mountains rise so 

recipitously as to leave no suitable space for the construction ef build 
ngs, and such buildings, if constructed, would be menaced by snow 
and landslides 

The available area within the town site of Juneau comprises approxti- 
mately 10 blocks square. In a northerly direction from said town 
and almost immediately adjoining it is an extensive tide flat which Its 
used for ne purpose except to convey across it an electrical transmis- 
sion line and a telephone cable and pipe iine. This tide flat, by means 
of the construction of bulkheads, could be filled in and made available 
for the erection of business, residence, and municipal buildings. 


Continuing in a northerly direction on the mainland side of the chan- 
nel the lard slopes back from the beach to the foot of the high moun- 
tains, and a large part of this slope, which varies in width from several 
huvdred yards to a half mile, might be made available for building pur 
poses and gardens. 

A portion of the land on this slope between Juneau and Lemon Creek, 
a distance of approximately 5 miles, has been entered under the public 
land laws of the United States, but because of the frontage of said land 
on navigable water intervening spaces between such elaims have been 
left, ia accordance with the provisions contained in Thirty sevond 
Statutory Laws, 1028, and the regulations of the Department of the 
Interior thereunder, which department has construed the act of Con 
gress to mean that between each entry of land on the shore of navi 
gable water a space of 80 rods is reserved to the Federal Government. 

Under this construction of the law the intervening spaces between 
the claims above referred to are not open for acquisition and settle 
ment. It is respectfully urged that the purpose of Congress in reserv- 
ing the space of #0 rods between claims was to prevent the acquisition 
of valuable and exteasive shore line by a single interest to the exclusion 
of others, and that it was never intended to hold title indefinitely in 
the Federal Government to such reserved spaces throughout the 25.000 
miles of shore line in Alaska and thereby strangle the normal growth 
and development of the Territory. 

IV. 

It is asked that the Congress of the United States do cause to be sur 
veyed the tide flats above referred to and all the land suitable for 
building and garden presen we on the easterly shore of Gastineau 
Channel in a northerly direction from said town of Juneau to Lemon 
Creek, and thereafter do cause its proper officers to investigate and 
determine the rights of all private claimants to any portion of such 
lands, and that pending such determination the said lands, title to 
which is now in the Federal Government, be withdrawn from entry 
and settlement, and that upon the determination of the rights of private 
claimants all of such lands, the title to which at the time of sucb 
withdrawal was still in the Federal Government, be transferred by 
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proper conveyance In fee simple to the town of Juneau, to be by said | tion we recommend the redemption of the Juneau or ¢: 
town disposed of in smell holdings under the directions of the eommon | flats. 

council thereof upon such conditions as may be imposed by the Federal By building a dyke of stone and brush at a height of | 
Government. feet in height along the line of low-water mark these 1 

It is further respectfully urged upon your honorable body— claimed at a cost of about $4,500, and the amount 1¢) 

Firet. That as the streets of said town of Juneau on and near the | claimed in this way will be over 77 acres in area. 4); 
water front are plank streets, built on wooden piles above the tide | claimed land into town lots the size of those now in tl 
flats, and since the large increase of traffic thereon the cost of main-]| site and we would have 616 lots 50 by 100 feet in area. |: 
tenance thereof is great, and said streets must, as rapidly as the re- | would recommend that at least 25 blocks be reserved f.; 
sources of said town will permit, be graded and made permanent. ublic buildings. This amount would give us a plot o{ 

Secend. That a few blocks from the water front the streets of said | feet square, which would be sufficient for a baselal] 
tuwn are precipitous, and the cost of construction and maintenance of | school ge an armory building, a school of mir 
said streets and sewers and sidewalks much exceeds the usual cost of | fisheries building, a Territorial university and the Territc; 
such work building. and other public buildings that may be required s< 

Third. That the rapid growth of said town has made inadequate the | of Alaska increases in importance. If the sugyestions | 
school facilities thereof, to meet which situation efforts are being made | mended should be carried out we would have left for buii 
to raise money by private subscription pending the action by_your | 62 blocks of 8 lots each which could be sold (at a very 
honorable body upon a memortal heretofore introduced in the Legis- | at $250 per lot, or the total of $104,000. This money 
lature of the Territory of Alaska praying authority for the creation | in defraying the expense of the reclamation and the 6: 
of a bonded indebtedness for school purposes. the aforementioned buildines. 

Fourth. That the mining and other Industries of Alaska give em- It is well known that in the near future Juneau must 
ployment to large numbers of technically trained young men, and it is | school building. ‘The one now in use is old, too central!\ 
desirable that educational facilities be created to fit the young men of | entirely too small for even the present demands and \ 
Alaska for such work. At the present time, after completing the ordl- | lack of playgrounds. ‘The lots now occupied by the pr 
nary high-school course, further training can be had only by goin buildings could be sold, and the sum realized (which «x 
great distances to points In the States. It is desirable to inaugurate a less than $12,000) should be used in the construction of » ». 
Juneau as soon as funds are available therefor a trade and profes- | and fireproof building, cost not less than $25,000, to be erecto; 
sional school oTeiing instruction covering a suitable period which will | claimed tide flats, where ample room could be had for piay. 
fit the young men taking advantage thereof for the better class of em- | recreation. 
ployment in the mining and other industries of Alaska. We ere informed and believe that the National Govern: 

Fifth. That if the request herein made is granted the said town | nually appropriated a sum of money fer the support of 
will be able to renlize from the sale and development of the lands | ritorial militia. Alaska has had none of this appropriat 
which vout honorable body is asked to grant a sufficient sum to meet | time of Gov. Knapp, about the year of 1890. We li 
the demands made upon it by reason of the facts herein recited and; ghare of this money could be secured for the purpose of 
to lay the foundation for the establishment of the trade school re- armory near the schoolhouse, and this armory could be 
ferred to school children as a playroom on rainy days, which a: 

V. in this part of Alaska. 

That in the absence of favorable action by your honorable body Second Street should be extended through the ridze m 
herein, and because of the restrictions placed upon_the Territorial | by means of a tunnel, which would not be more than 2.) 
Legislature and upon municipal corporations in said Territory, the | length. The rock taken from the tunnel could be used in ¢ 
proper development of said town will be retarded, and the maintenance | tion of the dyke which, under the ery plans, staris f 
of educational facilities for its children wil! be dependent upon private | north end of this street. This tunnel should be at leas: iv | 
enterprise, while the first steps in the creation and maintenance of a] and 8 feet in height, and could be built for about $3,600. 
technical training school can not be begun until Congress assumes a We believe that the débris carried down by Gold Creek wo 
more liberal policy toward education in Alaska. entire flat in the course of 12 months after the dyke was | 

VI. that buildings for homes could be constructed as soon ss tly 

That at the present time the support of public schools as provided a. see cee flat is not covered by water only at: 
hy the Peterel GCoverminent ts, 6 She meseeeetiin 6. the Gea Ss ive are informed and believe that in the near future : 
pean a omenent upon the revenues derived from the conduct of the ing will be constructed in Juneau for the use of the Terri 

, , VII lature -— +e vad ae aoe (in et Secretary 

: ’ elega YICKERSHAM have already recommended 1 

That action has heretofore been taken by the Juneau Commercial pine Bo ma of $500,000 for this very purpose). A seh ‘of 
Club with the purpose of securing title to said town of Juneau in said pnt ding and a Territorial university will also be const: 
tide flats, without reference to the shore land referred to, which action | gistant date. These should all be erected on the reciaine| 
is hereby indorsed, and it is respectfully urged that such lands not 


pa 
' 


1 certainty that the Government will short! 
being open to acquisition by any method except the grant of Congress ss Gee's 7 = 


operate a Government fish hatchery. This bullding showid 
that the grant thereof be executed as promptly as may be possible. erected on the tide flats or some place near Juneau, -Qw! gt 
and that the conveyance of said tidelands to said town of Juneau be] nigh values piaced on lands in this immediate vicinity. !t is 
not delayed as ~ oe by — Sevecmmnent with respect to the | q certainty that the Government will not erect these } 
shore lands refered to In this memorial. : unless cheaper land can yrocured. 1 for th 
At the request of the Commercial Club of Juneau, attached hereto Se ae > 2 a ¢ 


for no other, we believe that we could easily secure the 
is a copy of the report of their special committee on tidelands. an act by Congress allowing the city of Juneau to 1 


VIII. fiats, is Baha as much as may be required for the eo: 
Therefore be it further resolved, That the honorable Senate of the | aforementioned buildings. Laas 
United States and tbe honorable House of Representatives in Congress Owing to the circuitous beach line in front of June. 
assembled are respectfully urged to take action as soon as possible possible for the town to have ad uate docking facil 
as un urgent necessity for additional ground for the future growth of | vessels. In fact, most of the water front Is now control! 
the city of Juneau does now exist. by the great steamsnip companies that ply between \\a 
Further, resvived, That copies of this memorial be sent_to the honor- | Sound. By reclaiming the tide flats large w harves could 
able President of the United States Senate, the honorable Speaker of the | just north of the wharf now operated by the Pacifle Co 
House of Representatives in Congress assembled, and to the honorable | Co., which would afford dockage facilities for all ee 
James WIcKKRSHAM, Delegate to the United States House of Repre- | port ard greatly to the advantage of said vessels, as by | 
sentatives from Alaska. construction all vessels would be headed into the storms 
Passed the house April 22, 1913. here dvring the winter months. The steamship companies : 
Earnest B. Corus, in accord with these plans and will offer their holdines 
Speaker of the House. reasonable figures as soon as other lands are provided for t 
Passed the senate April 23, 1918. The logical route to Silver Bow. Basin ts up Gold Creek, \ 
; L. V. Ray, easy grade could be had. By the reclamation of the tide Mats | 
President of the Senate. road would be constructed up the creek, and all heavy 
Attest: dynamite would be landed north of the town and from t's 
Barry K&own the basin, thereby doing away with the transportation 
Chief Clerk of the House. and heavy machinery through the main streets of the cil’. 
= long been looked upon as a serious menace to the lives 
IN RELATION TO THE REDEMPTION OF THE JUNEAU TIDE FLATS. of the residents. 
To the Juneau Commercial Club: The redemption of the tide flats would not infringe wn 
y PO ne 2 
Your committee begs teave to submit the following report in relation - a ge Ly ee SS ee 7 mutts 
to the redemption of the Juneau or Gold Creek tide flats: of Soticen to the national and city governments. as wel! 
First. We call your attention to the following facts: city a chance to expand, which under the present cond 
There is now embraced within the town site of Juneau 1264 blocks, J ibte and at the present date we are unable to pr 
each block containing 8 lots of 50 by 100 feet each in area; or each | °° : , the great ™ 
block Is 200 by 200 feet in aren quarters for the men necessary to open up g 
Four of these blocks are reserved by the United States Government. | ew aoe ao She aie anoremainans ai Maine thould 1 
eatices lots are used for churches, hospitals, and other public authority to reclaim this land and that patent shou! 
or j * and their successors in office, an a e profits an 
ary sit Loe Sas ee ae aa from the reclaiming of this land should te held for!) 
Fifty-two lots are on the steep hillside and are unfit for building | [ATOUED, Us einy cient oc wnetract such buildings as ! 
purposes other than for cabins, making, all told, 1.012 lots for all | Rational Govormment, to of to said National Government. 
purposes. Dedueting the lots set aside as above specified, amounting a aoa w oa the right to reclaim these lon! 
‘to 191 lots, there is still left 821 lots sultable for residential purposes. Sh taaered 4 ae ae a special act giving us | 
As business grows with the town some of these lots will also be used | Prreseary Cok, :ONENCeS 1S Dale tid be done forthwith. 
for business purposes, and in the course of a year there will probably | t bt sh = a ent through the proper officers at \\ 
be not more than 750 lots left for residentia purposes, which means ae eiiices ane and thet we recommend the Con 
that Juneau can accommodate 750 families. If we allow 8 persons the alty aevemunent te take tammediate action. 
for each family—which is the average of the families of Juneau—we = ie fee wbmitted. 
will have room for about 2,250 persons, and, owing to the steep moun- espectiully su F. Wort 
tains and the water surrounding the Juneau town site, there is no T, Rai 
room for expansion. In making the foregoing estimates we have not BE. VA 
be gr ; ‘ e aot oH — e the = the saw mill, ( 
which would accom ate about more fam 7 ss 
There is now ‘about, 2,000 people within the corporate limits of the JUNEAU, ALASKA, November 25, 1912. Pate 
town of Juneau, an ere is-every reason to eve that our population a joint meme on 
will mcre then double within the next 12 months. More ud for The VICE PRESIDENT es - was referred (o te 
residential purposes must be secured in some way, and in connec- ! Territorial Legislature of Alaska, whic i 
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Committee on Territories 


1s follows: 


and ordered to be printed in the Rec- 


oRD, “ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Qrricb OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA, 
JUNEAU, ALASKA, 
[strep SYATES OF America, Territory of Alaska, ss: 


| William L, Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
rtify that the annexed copy is true and complete transcript of house 
ye nemorial No, 22 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 
Tn testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
svat seal of Alaska at Juneau this 8th day of May, A. D. 1913. 
ee Wa. L. Distin, 
Secretary of Alaska, 


[ sual. 


First REGULAR SESSION OF THR LEGISLATURB 
OF THE TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
House joint memorial 22. 
Ty the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, do 
most respectfully and earnestly represent that— 
Whereas there is much fishing for halibut by foreign vessels within the 
“nile limit of the waters of Alaska; an 
Whereas this is a gross injustice to the citizens of Alaska and is in 
contravention of the provisions of the alien fisheries act of Congress 
approved June 14, 1906: and 
Whereas fishermen from the above-named alien halibut vessels are ruth- 
lessly and illegally ——— deer; and 
Whereas the Federal. Bureau of Fisheries with its present limited 
facilities can not effectively patrol the region affected: 
Therefore your memorialists earnestly and respe:tfully petition your 
honorable body that a revenue cutter or other suitable vessel be 
rected to patrol the coastal waters of southeast Alaska during the 
« scason to enforce the provisions of existing law. 
And your memorialists will ever pray. 
l’assed the house April 30, 1913. 








‘ 
fish 
Hell 


EarNeEsT B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate April 30, 1913. 
™ * Y, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
Barry Keown, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
orp, as follows: 

IN THE SENATE, TERRITORY OF ALASKA, FIRST SESSION. 
Senate joint memorial 17. 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 

We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the Territory of Alaska, in legislative session assembled, do most re- 
spectfully and earnestly represent that— 

Whereas the Congress did on the 25th day of June, 1910, enact a law 
entitled “An act to provide for the care and support of insane per- 
sons in the Territory of Alaska”; and 

Whereas the buildings provided for in said act to be built at Fairbanks 
and Nome have not been constructed for the reason, as stated by the 
fovernor of Alaska, given upon the advice of the Attorney General, 
that no provision was made in said act for the purchase of sites upon 
which to construct such buildings, and that e Government could 
hot accept the donation of sites; and 

Whereas all insane persons in the fourth and second judicial divisions 
are forced to remain in the United States jails, awaiting a con- 
venient time for their transportation ; and 

Whereas the sum of $4,000 will purchase suitable sites in the towns 
of Fairbanks and Nome for the hospitals provided for in said act: 
Now, therefore 
We, sour memorialists, do most earnestly and penpoutnuty request 

that an appropriation be made in the sum of $4,000 to purchase suit- 

able sites for the construction of detention hospitals at Fairbanks and 

Nome, as provided in the act of Congress of June 25, 1910, entitled 
An act to provide for the care and support of insane persons in the 

Territory of Alaska.” 

And we, your memorialists, will ever pray. 

Passed the senate April 11, 1913. 

i. ¥.. Ray, 
7 President of the Senate. 
Passed the house May 1, 1913. 
EARNEST B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 

T NITED STATES oF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

cei liam L, Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 

aa y that the above and oy yt is a true and complete copy of 

7 Joint memorial No, 17 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

tA testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
Orat seal of Alaska at Juneau this 6th day of May, A. D. 1913. 

(SEAL, ] Wa. L. Distin, 

Secretary of Alaska. 


weil PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
i ‘torial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
“nimittee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
ORD, as follows: 
IN THE SmNATE, TERRITORY OF ALASKA, Finst SessIon. 
Senate joint memorial 28. 


To the honorable the P. 

tr es of the United & ne, the Senate, and House of Representa- 

©, your memorfalists, the islature of the Territory of Alaska, d 

Thay egeally submit the following facts: . es 

tory of Aina the United States mining laws, applicable to the Terrt- 

’ Alaska, it is required that $100 worth of labor be performed or 
on or in connection with each claim annually; 


The VICE 


improvements made 








That many claims in Alaska are deep, and of such a nature that the 
expenditure of $100 thereon in the way of labor, as required under the 
said United States mining laws, can not possibly result In any im- 
provement thereof; 

That it is a well-known and generally admitted fact that the con- 
struction of wagon roads and the building of trails in Alaska are of 
urgent necessity to the development of the resources of the Territory ; 

vow, therefore, in view of these facts, we respectfully urge that the 

United States mining Jaws, in their application to the Territory of 
Alaska, be amended so’ that it may be optional with any claim owner 
to either perform $100 worth of labor upon his claim, as now provided 
by said United States mining laws, or to pay to the recorder of the pre- 
einct in which his claim is situated the sum of $100, and that all sums 
thus collected be expended in the construction of roads and trails in the 
precinct in which the same is collected, under the supervision of the 
Alaska road commission. 

Passed the senate April 26, 1913, 


Ra ¥.. RAY; 
President of the Scnate. 
Passed the house April 29, 1913. 
Eaknesr B. Connins, 


Speaker of the Mouse. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
certify that the above and foregoing is a true and complete copy of 
senate joint memorial No. 28 of the Alaska Territorial Lezisiature. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and ailixed the 
great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 6th day of May. A. 1). 1913. 
[SEAL.] Wa. L. DISTIN, 
Secretary of Alaska, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
Comniittee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
orD, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY FOR THE Disinicr oF ALASKA, 
JUNEAU, ALASKA. 
UNITED Srates or AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, as: 

I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
certify that the annexed copy is a true and complete transcript of 
senate joint memorial No. 25 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and aflixed the 
great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 6th day of May, A. LD. 1913. 

[SEAL.] Wa. L. Distin, 

Secretary of Alaska. 
IN THE SENATE 
Senate joint memorial 23. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

The Legislature of the Territory of Alaska hereby memorializes your 
honorable body and respectfully represents 

First. That near the corporate limits of the town of Skagway. 
Alaska, a wagon bridge across the Skagway River is urgently needed 
to serve the needs of said town and of residents outside of the cor 
porate limits thereof, which bridge could be constructed at a cost of 

rom four to five thousand dollars. 

Second. That the Federal Government has not constructed any roads 
or trails for the benefit and advantage of citizens in the vicinity of 
Skagway, although the license moneys collected from industries ope: 
ated from said town and apportioned to road construction are exten 
sive, amounting to approximately $2,000 annually. 

Third. That your memorialists have been ame with a petition 
asking for the construction of the bridge referred to, signed by prac 
tically all of the adult male residents of said town of Skagway, and 
your memorialists believe that an appropriation for said work is ur- 
gently needed and should be made. 

Wherefore it is respectfully urged that this memorial be referred to 
the department of the Government charged with the construction of 
roads and bridges in Alaska, and that the construction of said bridge 
be authorized to be begun without delay. 

Passed the senate April 26, 1913. 

L. V. RAy, 
President of the Senate. 

Passed the house April 29, 1913. 

Earnest B. Couns, 
Speaker of the House. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rec 


ORD, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE: OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA, 
JUNEAU, ALASKA. 
Unitep States oF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
certify that the annexed copy is a true and complete transeript of sen- 
ate joint memorial No. 16 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of Alaska at Juneau this Gih day of May, A. I). 1913. 

[ SEAL. ] Wa. L. Distin, 

Secretary of Alaska 
IN THE SeENAtTR, TERRITORY OF ALASKA, FIRST SESSION. 
Senate joint memorial 16. 
To the President, Senate, and House of Representatives in Congress as- 
sembled, greeting: 

We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
realizing the great development that would follow the establishment and 
maintenance of a system of roads and trails connecting the post offices 
with navigable streams and with other established routes and admit 
the transportation of mails, supplics, and mining equipment into dis- 
tricts now inaccessible; and 
Whereas we consider the present lack of such roads. trails, and trans- 

portation facilities a most pressing and vital matter as resards the 

rospecting and development of the great interior of Alaska: There- 
ore be it 


Resolved, That the National Congress be, and hereby is, requested to 
set apart and appropriate all moneys derived from the seal fisheries 
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and the sale of public lands in Alaska for the construction and main- 
tenance of post roads, highways, and trails in that Territory. 

And for this relief we will ever pray. 

Passed the senate April 22, 1915. 


L. V 


. Ray, 
President of the 


Senate. 
Passed the house April 29, 1913. 
Earnest B. COLLINS, . 
Speaker of the House. 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of, the 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
ORD, 2s follows: 
DFPARTMENT OF THB INTERIOR, 
OrFice or THB SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA, 
JUNEAU, ALASKA, 
UNitTep Srates or AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, 8s: 


I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
certify that the annexed copy is a true and complete transcript of 
senate joint memorial No. 27 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 6th day of May, A: D. 1913. 

[SEAL.] Wma. L. DIsTIN, 

Secretary of Alaska. 


In TUB SENATE, TeERrriToRY OF ALASKA, First SESSION. 
Senate joint memorial 27. 


Qo the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, do 
most respectfully and earnestly represent that— 

Whereas the fishing industry of Alaska now in the early stages of 
development bids fair to be the greatest industry of.its kind in the 
world, if such is —— protected ; and 

Whereas we believe it to be our duty to use every effort toward the 
oe ane conservation of the great natural food supply of the 
Nation; anc 

Whereas at the present time the food fish of the waters of Alaska are 
—_ depleted by the use cf same for the manufacture of same into 
fertilizer; and 

Whereas we believe that the taking and using of any.food fish for any 
other purpose than for food and bait should be prohibited: Therefore 
Your memorialists earnestly and respectfully petition your honorable 

lody that laws be enacted prohibiting the use of herring or any other 

food fish for the purpose of manufacturing the same into fertilizer or 

oil after the Ist day of January, 1915; 

And we further pray that a law be enacted by Congress prohibiting 
the erection, maintenance, or use of any manufacturing or other plant 
in addition to those being now operated for said purposes. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed the senate April 26, 1913. 


L. V. Ray, 
President of the Senate. 


Passed the house April 30, 1913. 
Earnest B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 


The VICK PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the REc- 
OkD, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICES OF THR SECRETARY FOR THB DISTRICT OF ALASKA, 
JUNEAU, ALASKA, 
Unirep STATES oF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, 88: 

I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
ccrtify that the annexed copy is a true and a transcript of 
house joint memorial 21 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto sect my hand and affixed the 
great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 6th day of May, A. D. 1913. 

[SEAL] Wma. L. DistIn, 

Secretary of Alaska, 


First REGULAR SESSION OF THE LEGISLATURE 
OF THE TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 


House joint memorial 21. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Alaska, do most respectfully and earnestly represent that— 


Whereas the omnibus public building act of 1910 authorized the con- 
struction of a Federal office building, intended to provide quarters 
for the post office, customhbouse, governor's office, and other {mportant 
offices of the Government at Juneau; and, although an excellent site 
has been acquired for said building, the limit of cost of $200,000 for 
the building and site has been found wholly inadequate for the con- 
struction of a building suitable for the purposes of the authorization ; 
and 

Whereas this legislature has been created since the passage of the said 
act, necessitating additional quarters for the legislature and Terri- 
torial offices ; it will be necessary to construct a much larger building 
than was at first contemplated ; and 

Whereas the Commercial Club of the City of Juneau has heretofore 
presented to your honorable body a petition setting forth the needs 
of the Territory in this regard and explaining the situation as it now 
exists ; your attention is invited to said petition : Therefore be it 


Resolved by the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, That we 
earnestly and respectfully petition the Senate and the House of 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled that 
a total sum of $500,000 be authorized for the construction of a Terri- 
torial capitol building at Juneau, Alaska, for the accommodation of the 
legislature, all Federal offices except the courts, and all Territorial 
offices; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the President of 
the United States, the President of the United States Senate, the 
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Speaker of the United States House of Representatives, tie 1) 
WICKERSHAM, Delegate to the House of Representutives tf)... 
and to the Secretary of the Treasury. AP er 
Passed the house April 22, 1913. 
Earnest B. Cor:; 
Speaker of the 


Passed the senate April 24, 1913, 

Attest : resident of tie s+ 

Bakery Keows 

Chicf Clerk of the 1 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorisn) o¢ sy 

Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred so. 

Committee on Territories and ordered to be prinicd in ; 
oRD, as follows: 


4ABC, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FoR THE Disthicr or Assy 
JUNEA 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

I, William L, Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska. ¢, 
certify that the annexed is a true and complete copy of [| 
memorial No. 10 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and : 
great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 8th day of May, A. |) 

[SEAL.] Wm. L. Distry, 

Secretary 


aati 


First REGULAR SESSION OF THE Lerots: 
OF THE TERRITURY oj 
House joint memorial 10, 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of | 

States in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of 
gpectfully represent: 

That the ‘Territory of Alaska has a white population «of 
40,000, of which approximately 3,000 are children of sel! 
ing the public schools; that there are in the Territory 
white schools. Your memorialists further represent th 
at this time a Territorial board of education, examini 
superintendents to govern said schools. 

Ve, your memorialists, therefore most earnestly pray t! 
education and a board of examiners be created for the 
Alaska, and that not less than two school superintend:ni 
to visit and superintend all public schools for white ci) 
Territory of Alaska, and that the honorable Senate aid ¢\ 
United States appropriate a sufficient sum of money to d 
penses of said boards, together with the salaries of said + ? 
and further, that the school laws of Alaska be so amended 
elude amendments hereunto attached. 

And as in duty bound your memorialists will every pray. 

Passed the house April 23, 1913. 

Earnest B. Cons 
Speaker of th 

Passed the senate April 26, 1913. ‘ 

Y, 2 
President of th 
Attest: 
Barry K 
Chicf Clerk of 
Amendments to Alaska schov! laws. 
CHAPTER I, 

SecTion 1. That a_ board of education for the Terri 
shall be created, said board to consist of the governor, » 
treasurer of the Territory of Alaska, of which the ov 
president and the Territorial secretary shall be secre‘ 
ernor of the Territory of Alaska shall be ex officio svjx 
public instruction. 

Sec. 2. The board shall meet at the call of the secretary st | 
of the Territory not less than once in each year, and a « 
majority of all members of the board shall be necessary to | 
of any act of the board. ; 

Src. 3. The powers and duties of the board are as folio 

First. The board shall have power to appoint one » 
over all public schools within the first and third judicial ¢ 
the Territory, except the Indian schools now under Govern! 
vision, and one superintendent over all public schools wit!) 
and fourth judicial divisions of the Territory, except the Lud 
now under Government supervision. 

Second. To adopt rules and regulations, not inconsistent 
law of the Territory, for its own government and for ti 
of the public schools and school libraries. 

Third. To devise plans for the increase and manages)! 
Territorial schools. _ 

Fourth. To prescribe and enforce the use of a uniforn 
textbooks in the public schools: Provided, No change of t« 
be considered or made by the Territorial board of cduc 
its reguiar meetings or at some special meeting thereot be 
purpose, and notice of such intention shal] be commun: 
secretary of said board in writing to each divisional super.| 
least days prior to the time of holding such meetius: | 
That on the adoption of a uniform series of textbooks such > 
not be changed during the period of four years next : 

a ion of such series. y 
ifth. To prescribe and enforce a course of studies in Pp 
Sixth. To adopt a list of books for school libraries. 
Seventh. To t (1) educational diplomas, valid fu! 

and (2) life diplomas. a 

Eighth. To revoke, for immoral conduct or cvident 
teaching, Territorial diplomas. : ae 

Ninth. To adopt and use in the authentication of its « 


seal. 
Tenth. To keep a record of its proceedings. — 
Eleventh. To grant first-grade Territorial certiticates, — 
judgment it seems advisable, to graduates of universities 8 
colleges of similar rank. eee 
Sec. 4. Territorial educational diplomas shal! be issuc 
sons only as have held a first-grade certificate for at icast ° 


- 








1915. 


—— 


.. chal] furnish satisfactory evidence of having been successfully en- 
4 in teaching for at least five years, or who shall be of good moral 


> 





Ww 


yery application for a Territorial diploma must be accom- 
iy a certified copy of a resolution adopted by the Territorial 
a of examiners, recommending that the same be granted. 
life diplomas must be issued upon all and the same condt- 
cational diplomas, except that the applicant must furnish 
. evidence of having been suecessfully engaged In teaching 
+ 10 years and, in addition thereto, the applicant must pass 
nination in pedagogy, history of education, school economy, and 
} vove nent. 
s | diplomas issued by the board shall be signed by a majority 
nbers of sald board. 
ry person receiving a Territorial diploma must pay to the 


Spe 





< « Lve 


rd $10 to defrav the expenses of issuing said diploma. 
Cuarrer IL. 
TERRITORIAL BOARD OF EXAMINERS. 
cee 9. The Territorial board of examiners shall consist of the super- 


ent of pablie instruction and two competent persons appointed by 
} , matoritt of whom shall constitute a quorum. 
“10. The superintendent of public instruction shall be chairman of 
i 


‘ 
11. 


The board must meet at such times and places as the chair- 
1 i and must hold at least two sessions in each year. 
see 2. The board has power: j 
j ro adept rules and reculations governing the examinations 
icants for Territorial certiticates and to conduct the examination 
applicants for certificates. ; : 
To prepare questions for the examination of teachers and 
rd the same to the divisional superintendent for use in 
noual examinations, which qvestions shall be divided into four 
each lot to be inelosed in a separate enveloy whieh shall 
with wax bearing the imprint of the seal of the Territorial board 
saminers, and shall be forwarded to the divisional superintendent 
of each division. 
The division superintendent of each division, in the presence of any 
qualified members of a district school botrd and of the appliciats 
for teache certificates, shall open one lot of questions and distribute 
same to the applicants at each session of the examination, and there 
| be no interruption of said session until each applicant shall have 
ied in to the said division superintendent his or her examination 


S mid 


“, be 





rs 


ner 


Third. To grant recommendations for Hfe certificates and diplomas. 
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| received by him: to record all official acts in 
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schools and such other information relative to the educational Interests 
of the Territory as he may deem expedient. 
Sixth. To authenticate with the official seal of 


of educa- 
tion all writings and papers issued from his oeftice. 


the board 


Seventh. To deliver over at the exptration of his term of oMee to 
his successor all property, books, documents, maps, records, reports, and 
other papers belonging to his office, or which may have been received by 


him for the use of his office. 
Crapter IV. 
DIVISION SCIIOOL SUPERINTENDENT. 

Sec. 17. It shall be the duty of the division superintendent of each 
division : 

First. To conduct examinations of teachers 
cordance with the rules of the Territorial 
forward to said board all answer papers, 
applicants for certificates. 

Second. To certify to the Territorial board of examiners the names 
of persons who appeared before him for examination. 

Third. To distribute all laws, reports, circulars, instructions, 
blanks which he may receive for the use of school officers 

Fourth. To keep tin his office the reports of the superintendent of 
public instruction, the reports of the school trustees and the teachers 
a book to be provided for 
that purpose, and at the close of his term of office to deliver over to his 
successor such records and all documents, books, and papers belonging to 
his office, and to take a receipt for same, which shall be thled in the 


for certificates in ac- 
board of examiners and to 
unmarked, submitted by the 


and 


| Office of the Territorial treasvrer. 


the | 


| each school 


Fourth, To grant Territorial certificates of the first grade, valid for | 
four vears. : we 
Fifth. To grant Territorial certificates of the second grade, valid 


for three years. 

sixth. To revoke certificates of teachers who are guilty of immoral 
conduct or are unfit to teach. 

Seventh. The board may, at the expiration of time for which they 
were granted, renew certilicates for a like period for which they were 
originally granted. 

Sec. 13. Every applicant for a first-crade Territorial certificate must 
le examined »v written and oral questions in algebra, geography, his- 
tery, and civics, physiology. hygiene, with special reference to the 
nature and effects of aleoholie drinks and other narcotics and stimu- 
lants upon the human system, natural philosophy, orthography, defining 
penmanship, composition, reading, method of teaching, grammar, arith- 
metic, and the school laws of Alaska. Applicants for a second grade 
certificate shall not be required to pass an examination in algebra or 
natoral philosophy. 

Sec. 14. The standing in each study must 
certificate, otherwise it is not a valid certificate. 

See. 15. Normal-schoo! diplomas from any State normal school in the 
Thited States and life diplomas issued by the State board of examina- 
tion or edneation in any State of the United States must be recognized 
by this Territory as prima facie evidence of fitness for teaching, and the 
board may, on application of the holders thereof, issue, without ex- 
amination, Territorial certificates and fix the grade thereof. 


CHAPTER III. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION. 


16. It is the duty of the superintendent of public instruction: 
irst. To superintend the publie schools of this Territory. 

Second. ‘Te investigate all accounts of all school moneys kept by 
any Territorial or district officer. 
- third. To presertbe suitable forms and regulations for making all 
reports, for condueting all necessary proceedings under this title, and 
shall canse the same, with such instructions as he may deem necessary 
-_ proper for the organization and government of schools, to be 
transmitted to the division superintendents for distribution to the 
Gistrict officers and teachers, who shall be governed in accordance there- 
wit Ue shall prepare a convenient form of school rezister for the 
Purpose of sceuring aceurate returns from the teachers of public schools, 
= shall furnish each division superintendent with a number sufficient 
) Supply at least one copy thereof to each district or school of such 
istrict, He shall also supply such teachers’ blank certificates as may 





be indorsed upon the 






Spy 








With 


- rreseribed for the division superintendents. He shall certify the 
_ of printing such blanks, registers, and certificates, together with 


ae ease or eXpressage necessary to convey them to the division su- 
Oe renaeat to the Territorial auditor, who shall draw his warrant on 
bed erritorial treasurer, tn favor of the person to whom said amount Is 
se ane the treasurer shall pay said warrant out of the money in the 
in oy to the credit of the school fund: Provided, The cost of print- 
+ said blanks and books shall not exceed $600 annually. 
<_— h. He shall not be required to visit the public schools in the 
ae divisions, but shall communicate by mail with the several 
ve superintendents. 
sensi fo make printed reports on or before the 1st day of October 
e mp Aan session of the Territorial legislature and shall transmit 
Btatccont of to the legislature. Said reports shall contain a full 
senetiene of the condition and amount of all funds and property ap- 
schools ~ for the perpeses of education, the number and grades of 
es on n each di the number of children in each division between 
echoes aan 6 and 21 years, the number of such oteenene public 
the ait - the number of children between the ages of 8 and 14 years, 
during ae number of children that have attended the public schools 
ing Aus years is to July 1 of that year, the number at- 
Statemen 7. and the number that can read and write, a 
of the plans for the management and improvement of public 





lifth. To keep a record of his official acts, 

Sixth. To pas8S upon, approve, or reject accounts 
districts (subject to approval of the board of education). 

Seventh. To appoint trustees of school districts to fill all vaeancies 
caused by a failure to elect or otherwise. Such appoiutces shall hold 
office for the full period of the vacant term. 

Kighth. To make reports, when directed by the superintendent of 
publie instruction, showing such matters relating to public schools in 
his division as may be required of him on the blanks furnished him by 
the superintendent of public instruction. 

Ninth. To immediately notify the board of trustees of the several 
districts in his division, upon the receipt of notice from the Territortal 
hoard of education, of any meeting to be held by them for the purpose 
of examining or inquiring into the expediency of a change of textbooks, 
as provided in subdivision 4 of section 3 of this title. 

Tenth. He sball visit each school in his division at 
term to confer with the teachers and school 
methods of conducting schools and audit the 


against school 


least once in 
officers as to 
the best financial ac- 
counts. 


Sec. 15. If he fails to make a full and correct report required under 


| the provisions of this title at the time fixed by the superintendent of 


public instruction he may be recalled by the superintendent of public 
instruction and his successor appointed. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 


| Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
| orD, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF TIIF INTERIOR, 
OFFIcr OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE District oF ALASKA, 
JUNEAU, ALASKA. 
Unxrrep Sratres or AMerica, Terrilory of Alaska, sa: 

I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
certify that the annexed copy is a true and complete transcript of 
house joint memorial No. 12 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 6th day of May, A. D. 1913. 

[SEAL. J Wa. L. Drsrin, 

Secretary of Alaska. 
In THB HOUSE 
House joint memorial 12. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Conyress assembled: 


We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
do most earnestly and respectfully request that— 


Whereas the Kougarok mining district Is rich in placer gold and other 
resources, and that from the nature of the country between the said 
district and the ocean the transportation charges on freight are 
almost prohibitive; and 

Whereas it is feasible to construct a road from Davidsons Landing on 
the Marys River to Taylor Creck fin the center of the active mining 
now being carried on; and 

Whereas the said wagon road 
Kougarok mining district: 


We, your memorialists, do ever pray that Congress appropriate the 
sum of $50,000 for the construction of said wagon road, the same to 
be under the supervision of the Alaska road commission; and that 
copies of this memorial be sent to the President of the United States 
Senate, the Speaker of the United States House of Representatives, 
Hon. JAMES WicKkersHaM, Delegate to Congress from Alaska, and Col, 
W. P. Richardson, chairman of the board of Alaska road commission. 

Passed the house April 22, 1913. 


will be a trunk Hue for the whole 


Earnest B. Couns, 
Speuker of the Iouse. 
Barry Krown, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 


L. V. Ray, 
President of the Senate. 
Memorial on bill of the Alaska Legislature recommending that the Con- 
gress of the United States appropriate $50,000 for constructing a 
wagon road from Davidsons Landing to Taylor Creek, on Seward 
Peninsula, Alaska. 


Port Clarence is the only harbor on Seward Peninsula; in fact, the 
only harbor north of Dutch Harbor In western Alaska. Present freight 
rates from Seattle to ship's tackle, Port Clarence, on steamers, is 
approximately $12 per ton and on sailing vessels $7 per ton. [rom 
ship's tackle, Port Clarence to Davidsons Landing, the head of water 
navigation, freight is from $7 on sailing vessels to $10 on steamers. 
This difference rate is due to dispatch required by steamers. ‘The 


Passed the senate April 23, 1913. 
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freight rate on steamers to Nome from Seattle is $15 per ton. The | and regulation of the fisheries of Alaska,” approved Jun. >. 1 
rate from Nome to Shelton when the railroad was operating, which | wherein the owners of private hatcheries for salmon py., o 
now is discontinued, was $32.50 per ton, bringing the total cost of | Alaska have obtained undue advantage, also has result |! 
freight from Seattle to Shelton to $47.50 per ton, as against $22 via | dissatisfaction among the independent salmon packers wf \) . 7°" 
Port Clarence. Shelton. and Davidsons Landing are located equally | such system has become most obnoxious to the people of \ ; 
distant from Taylor Creek, the center of upper Kougarok operations. Therefore your memorialists pray the repeal of suid . 

The present cost of hauling = during the summer months from | said act, and that all fish hatcheries in Alaska be taken «. 
elther Shelton or Davidsons Landing is $140 per ton. During the] and maintained by the Federal Government. 
winter the rate is from $35 to $40 per ton. At the present time there And your memorialists will ever pray. 
is absolutely ne road from either point, the hauling being done over Adopted by the house April 22, 1913. 
the wild tundra. Earnest B. (0; 

In the hauling of all the ee supplies in the past to the upper Speaker of | 
Kougarok the Davidson route has been given preference by all Bakky Krows 
freighters; in fact, so much so that the Shelton route has been prac- Chief Clerk of 1 
tically abandoned. All freight going to the ey! Kougarok is now Adopted by the senate April 23, 1913. 
going over the Davidson route and has been so for the “se two years. Ce” Gale 

a a from Davidsons Landing to Taylor is where a road is President of the » 
asked for. 

—_ seoenel ns te oe ae will RO = anaes + mead — a The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resc!) — 
gradual rise em gravel bars for a stance of about 23 miles; thence ; aatr oe ’ aster 
over a low divide a distance of about 5 miles to the head of Henr by the Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was ref 
Creek; thence down Hlenry Creek on gravel bars to the Kougaro the Committee on Territories and ordered to be pri 
River, a distance of about 10 miles; thence up the Kougarok River | RecorpD, as follows: 
about 2 miles to Taylor, DEPARTMENT OF THE IN Tren 

‘he building of a road on Marys River and Henry Creek and Kouga- OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRICT oF A) . 
rok oe i. aw ew etmcrmee < and ss = a + but Juneau, Aluski. 4 
small cost, the 5 miles intervening between the heads o arys River Deities ns —— a le 
and Henry Creek being the main cost of construction over niggerheads Honorable PResiDENT OF THB UNITED rae? 1p 
and tundra. 7 ey 

The amount ef freight which has been hauled into the upper Kouga- Sin: In compliance with the request of the House of |; 
rok during the past eight years is about 12,000 tons. e amount | of the Alaska Territorial Legislature, I have the ijou 
of money that has been spent in building ditches and developing | herewith certified oor of house joint memorial 8. 
mines during the same period exceeds two and _ one-half million Very respectfully, . 
dollars. However, the operation of the mines and the development of Wa. LL. 1 
the country have been retarded owing to the almost prohibitive cost of HECK 
transportation. For example, coal at Taylor Creek has brought $240 a= 
per ton during the summer. ‘The present price of flour in summer 
or winter at Taylor is $160 per ton. This is the cheapest com- First REGULAR SESSION OF THE Lr 
wer ys this ae area . 0 io the E . OF THE Tirnrreny 

At the present time one dredge is operating in e ougarok at a » is 
cost of more than twice the cost of operation of similar dredges on \ House joint me morial °. 

Seward Peninsula, where transportation facilities are procurable, as | To the Senate and House of papeeee ntalives of the i 
well aside from the excessive cost of installation. America in Congress assembled: 

Owing te this high cost many good dredging properties are lying Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of 1 
Alaska, respectfully represent that— 

The act of Congress approved August 24, 1912. enii' 
create a Legislative Assembly in the Yerritory of Alask:. 
lative power thereon, and for other purposes,” with!.ol|:s 


eC, 

This section is known to contain very valuable deposits of gold- 
bearing gravels, and which are undeveloped solely on account of the 
lack of roads. The area of ground which is known to contain pay 
extends for more than 12 miles along the Kougarok River, centered at | from this legislature to alter, amend, modify, and rey 
Taylor, besides tributaries, which in some cases are being operated | yjaing for taxes on business and trade in the Territory 
during the summer and others which would be operated with reasonable | section 460, chapter 44, title 2, of the act of Congress 
cost of transportation. 3, 1899, entitled “‘An act to define and punish crimes in | 

Owing to the tremendous costs of operating at present many of the] alaska, and to provide a code of criminal procedure | 
mines where large sums have been expended are unable to operate, and | amended by the act of Congress approved June 6, 110 
the investment remains inactive, while only the very richest mines are | ejyj} code for Alaska). ; 
= to continue, and they are subjected to a tremendous handicap on That said taxes are in some instances inequitable and 
this account, Sed eae : : ae cmibae aust fae the 

The summer is the mining season in this section, and during that — panting tS mg day Ser ei vie aera 
time all supplies are needed, and the development of the country re- Wiseetiew ani orialist setfaliy pray that 
quires a good roadway and low transportation rates to make this trie-light - bay ae a econ apes a 
section the producer it is capable of being. ic-light plants furnishing light or power for sale be : 

There are several hundreds of mine owners in the Kougarok who | Pe) dmnum to a tax = — =. aa eS 
have spent many years of their lives in attempting to develop their al nus stenmiahen ng the erection of electric tis 
properties and who are dependent on the construction of this road to | 72 Small communities. 
enable them to actually operate. That a license tax of one-fifth of 1 er cent on capi 

While they are just about able at the present time to exist on the | 02 banks instead of the present tax of $250 per annus 
output of their claims, because they can not place machinery on the The tax on patent-medicine vendors of $50 per anni 
ground or open them:up to be worked on an extensive or a minerlike | against mercantile establishments who carry pateni 
manner owing to the excessive cost of transportation. incidental part of their stock. 

The present annual production of this section is approximately The tax on transfer companies be changed from 1 
$250,000. It is impossible to at present estimate how many times this | annum to a tax of $5 per annum on each rig operats:! |) 
would be redoubled with the aid of transportation facilities. The tax of $500 per annum on breweries be all's 

If this road be built, it will also material assist the development of a| that the breweries doing business in the ‘Territ« 
large area of promising mining ground on the Serpentine River, a | license and compete with breweries established outsid 
tributary of the Arctic Ocean, which lies from 10 to 15 miles from | Aiaska where such license is not imposed. 

Taylor, and which at the present time is almost inaccessible. It is The tax of $200 per annum on bottling works be 2) 
known to contain placer gold, and the coming season will see a dredge The tax on gas plants for heat or light for sale o! 
operating on Dick Creek, a portion of this last-mentioned section. The] pe abolished, for the reason that this tax operat: 
cost of placing this dredge on the ground is enormous, but it could be | establishment of gas plants in the Territory of Aj:s' 

placed at a reasonable figure if there were transportation facilities to That the tax on stamp mills of $3 per stamp per an 
Taylor. ' és , The tax of $15 per annum for cigar stores or sin 

Copper ore {s known to exist in paying quantities also in this sec- recular cigar stores or stands and not to the sale of cic: 
tion, and could be made to pay if the ore could be hauled to tidewater | octaplishments or barrooms paying the tax required 
at a reasonable figure. establishments or barrooms; and it is 

These are some of the reasons why this appropriation should be made. ; is eo 

c pucrane. ‘aii Stein a : Resolved by the Legislature of the Territcry of Al 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the | hereof be sent to the President of the United States xv! 

Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the | oi the United States House of Representatives, and fo | 


‘ 1" ; ‘ . WICKFRSHAM, Delegate to Congress, Washington, 1. ‘ 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rec- Passed the house April 30, 1913. 
orD, as follows: 


Earnesr Pf 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFica OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA, Passed the senate April 30, 1915. 
JUNEAU, ALASKA, 
Unttep States or AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 


I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby Attest : Bar I 
certify that the annexed copy is a true and complete transcript of Chief Clerk « 
house joint memorial No. 16 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. : 
In ne agen I have ae — ae sae the rT 
t f =, i ; 
i oual Cs ee ae OWL. hae Unitep STates or AmeERica, Territory of Alaska, ss: 
Secretary of Alaska. I, William L. Distin, secretary of the Territory of \) 
a certify that the above and foregoing is a full, true. an! 
IN THE House, ALASKA TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURE, First Session. of house joint memorial 8 of the Alaska Territorial 1-'- 
House joint memorial 16. In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band + 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress | great seal of Alaska at Juneau this 10th day of May, \ | 
assembled: [smaL.] i 
‘ Your memortalists, the Senate and Housé of Representatives of the S 
erritory o aska, respectfully represent : ; joi resOlUtingh [ie 
That expericnce has demonstrated the system of rebating permitted The VICE PRESIDENT presented a oe was referre 
by section 2 of the act of Congress entitled “An act for the protection | by the Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which wy ' 














——_—— 


‘tree on Territories and ordered to be printed in the | 
s follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE 
SECRETARY For 


INTERIOR, 
ib DisTRICT OF ALASKA, 
JUNEAU, ALASKA. 
or America, Territory cf Alaska, ss: 
» witoarm bL. Distin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
if the annexed copy j true and complete transeript of 
+ resolution No. 7 of the Alaska Territorial Legi-lature. 
ny whereof I bave hereunto set my hand and allixed the 
of Alaska at Juneau this Sth day of May, A. D. 1913. 
Wa. L. Disrin, 
Secretary of Alaska. 


OFFICE OF THE 


House joint memorial 7. 


ature of the Territory of Alaska respectfully presents to 
e body this its memorial, aud represents; 


I, 


notwithstanding the creation by your honorable body of a Ter- 
i) government for the Territory of Alaska, the Federal Govern- 
nrinnes to levy and collect direet taxes upon the resources of 
iv of Alaska, under the provisions of section 460 of the 

i] Code as amended, and to disburse the moneys so raised. 


II. 


your memorialists must necessarily resort to the same source 

tion of any revenue which may be raised to defray the 
of local government in Alaska, thereby imposing an additional 
non the industries already taxed. 


Ill. 


t for the better government of the Territory of Alaska the fol- 

tional offices should be provided, to wit: 

An aitorney general for Alaska, at a salary of $7,500 per 

whose duties shall be: - 

ro act as legal adviser to the governor of said Territory in the 
tration of the local affairs of said ‘Territory. 
i ‘4 imilarly advise and confer with the Territorial legislature 
on all matters concerning contemplated legislation which is likely to 
t with existing laws, and to suggest needed legislation concerning 
inistration of the local laws of Alaska. 

ofer with and advise the officers of the Federal Government 

harge of duties imposed upon them by the Alaska Code. 

perform such other duties as are usual and customary or as 

‘sion may from time to time demand. 

Second. A secretary of state for Alaska, at a salary of $5,000 per 
mi, Whose duties shall be those which generally attach to such 
eas well as such duties as may be required of bim by your honor- 

le body, by the governor of Alaska, and by your memorialists. 

\Vherefore your memorialists urge that your honorable body do make 
ision for the appointment and compensation of the officers hereinbe- 
nimed, together with a reasonable allowance for clerk hire and for 

cyuipment and supplies. 

Vassed the house April 19, 1913. 








) Tos 


in the dis 
1) To 


EAaRNeEstT B. Conuins, 


: Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate April 25, 1913. 


~_ mee, 


L. Vv 
i President of the Senate. 


Barry Keown, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of George A. Hart, 

of Claremont, N. HL, and the petition of Frances P. Osgood and 
ile! Keine, of Concord, N. H., praying for the exemption of 
util life insurance companies from the operation of the pro- 
posed income-tax Clause of the pending tariff bill, which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 
_ Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented petitions of sundry cit- 
zeus of Westbrook, Lisbon Falls, and Bangor, all in the State 
of Maine, praying for the exemption of mutual life insurance 
colupanies from the operation of the income-tax clause of the 
ren: tariff bill, which were referred to the Committee on 
inance, 

He also (for Mr. BurteicH) presented memorials of Local 
Lolge No, 23, International Brotherhood of Pulp, Sulphite, 
‘ul Paper Mill Workers, of Pejepscot; of Local Lodge No. 45, 
wtiernational Brotherhood of Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper Mill 

vrsers, of Riley; of the Board of Selectmen of East Liver- 
; und of the Board of Trade of Livermore Falls, all in 
e State of Maine, remonstrating against any reduction in the 
duty on print paper and pulp, which were referred to the Com- 
tuttee on Finance, 


js He also (for Mr. BurteteH) presented a memorial of Pomona 
Tange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Blaine, Me., remonstrating 
“sainst a reduction of the duty on potatoes, which was referred 
the Committee on Finance. 

jt, KENYON. I present a petition, signed by 700 citizens of 
State, favoring investigating the cause for martial law now 
“ing enforced in the State of West Virginia and conditions 


telative thereto. I move that the petition be referred to the 


more 


Committee on Edueation and Labor. 
The motion was a 
Mr. SHAF 

Fort Morg: 

mide in t 

ferred to 


to. 
ROTH presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
in, Colo., remonstrating against any reduction being 


he duty on raw and refined sugars, which were re- 
the Committee on Finance. 
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Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a memorial of sundry stock 
and eattle owners, residents of Arizona, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Lever lease bill relative to 
the leasing and fencing of the public domain in that State, 
which was referred to the Committee on Vublie Lands. 

Iie also presented a memorial of the Beard of Trade ef Phoe- 
nix, Ariz., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
for the construction of the proposed route for a national bigh- 
way through that State, which was referred to the Commitice 
ou Publie Lands. 

Mr. ‘TOWNSEND presented a petition of the Trade and Labor 
Council of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of 
legislation fixing the limit of S hours in 24 for service to be 
required of employees or the employees of subcontractors en- 
gaged in Government work, which wus referred te the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Quiucy, Mass., remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on 
granite, which was referred to the Committee on Finanee. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Los 
Angeles and Santa Monica, in the State of California, praying 
for the exemption of mutual life insurance companies from the 
operation of the income-tax clause of the pending tariff bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Bennington, Castleton, St. Johnsbury, Randolph, Bellows Ialls, 
Brattleboro, Ludiow, Moretown, and Morrisville, all in the State 
of Vermont; of sundry citizens of Ontario and Les Angeles, in 
the State of California, and of sundry citizens of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the exemption of mutual life insurance com- 
panies from the operation of the income-tax clause of the pend- 
ing tariff bill, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ASHURST presented a memorial of sundry stockmen and 
cattle owners, residents of Payson, Ariz., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Lever lease bill relative to the teas- 
ing and fencing of the public domain, which wis referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. CHILTON presented a petition from Dr. Mary B. Walker, 
dated Washington, D. C., May 3, 1913, praying that the report 
of the Womun’'s Suffrage Committee be laid on the table until 
its chairman has time to ask the Attorney General of the United 
States to give an opinion on tke constitutional argument that she 
was denied the conceded right to be heard upon, which was 
referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

MIDSHIPMEN AT UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the on Naval Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 2272) providing for an increase 
in the number of midshipmen at the United States Naval 
Academy after June 30, 1913, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report (No. 50) thereon. i 


i. 


Committee 
joo 


J. RANDOLPH HEMMING, 


Mr. BRYAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported the 
following order, which was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to: 

Ordered, That there may be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
the papers accompanying the bill for the relief of H. J. Randolph Hem- 


ming (S. 3288, G2d Cong., Ist sess.), there having been no adverse 
report thereon, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Bills and a joint resolution were intreduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 2273) to provide that petty officers, noncommis- 
sioned officers, and enlisted men of the United States Army on 
the retired list who had creditable Civil War service shall re- 
ceive the rank or rating and the pay of the next higher enlisted 
grade; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2274) to amend section 177 of the Judicial Code; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2275) for the relief of Lieut. 8. 
States Revenue-Cutter Service; 

A bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Capt. Edward T, Hartmann, 
United States Army; and 

A bill (S. 2277) for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Valentine Brasch and others; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. CATRON: 

A bill (S. 2278) granting the El Paso & Rock Island Rail- 
way Co. a right of way for its pipe lines and reservoir upon 
the Lincoln National Forest for the carrying and storage of 
water for railroad purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands, 


M. Rock, United 
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By Mr. PITTMAN: 
A bill (S. 2279) providing for the location, acquisition, and 

disposal of coal lands in Alaska; to the Committee on Terri- 

tories. 

by Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (S. 2280) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of George Roy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2281) granting an increase of pension to John 
Banks; and 

A bill (S. 2282) granting a pension to Arthur W. Martin 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine (for Mr. BURLEIGH) : 

A bill (S. 2283) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Rackliff; and ; 

A bill (S. 2284) granting a pension to Sarah J. Hamlen; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Byv Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A bili (S. 2285) for the relief of John Doyle, alias John 
Geary; 

A bill (S. 2286) for the relief of William Slater; and 

A bill (S. 2287) to correct the military record of Charles S. 
Wells; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2288) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Price; 

A bill (S. 2289) granting a pension to Anna Falls; 

A bill (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to John 
Doughty ; ' 

A bill (S. 2291) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Callaey ; 

A bill (S. 2292) granting a pension to Frank Boren; 

A bill (S. 2298) granting a pension to Nancy A. Bliss: 

A bill (S. 2294) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Banks; 

A bill (S. 2295) granting a pension to Emma Baird and two 
minor children; 

A bill (S. 2296) granting an increase of pension to Elmer H. 
Pond; 

A bill (8. 

A bill (S. 
Raymond ; 

A bill (S. 
Saunders ; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
Stephenson ; 

A bill (S. 
Thomas; and 

A bill (S. 2303) granting an increase of pension to Asa D. 
Whitmore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 2304) for the relief of Chris Kuppler; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2305) granting a pension to Henry Koehler; and 

A bill (S. 2806) granting an increase of pension to Ithamar 
Spurlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRYAN: 

A bill (S. 2307) for the relief of Stephen V. Benet and others; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 2809) to provide for the election by the qualified 
electors of the several political parties in the congressional dis- 
tricts and States of delegates, alternates, and national com- 
mitteemen for the nomination of candidates for President and 
Vice President of the United States, and to regulate the re- 
spective national conventions; to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

A bill (S. 2310) granting an honorable discharge to Arthur 
Wood; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2311) granting an increase of pension to William 
Hix: and 

A bill (S. 2312) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Goodyear; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VARDAMAN: ‘ 

A bill (S. 2813) for the relief of heirs or estate of John Wixon, 
deceased (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2314) for the relief of heirs or estate of William J. 
Milligan, deceased (with accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 2315) for the relief of heirs or estate of W. L. 
Johnston, deceased (with accompanying paper); to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MYERS: 


A bill (S. 2316) authorizing leave of absence to homestead 


settlers upon unsurveyed lands; to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


2297) granting a pension to Mary Nolan; 
2298) granting an increase of pension to Albert N. 


2299) granting an increase of pension to Florence M. 


2300) granting a pension to Serilda J. Shire; 
2301) granting an increase of pension to Annie R. 


on, 


2302) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
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By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 2317) for the relief of Herbert S. }F,, 
others; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BACON: 

A bill (S. 2318) authorizing the appointment of . 
traordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to each Pap. 
Uruguay; and 

A bill (S. 2319) authorizing the appointment of 
dor to Spain; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 


A bill (S. 2820) to authorize the entry under the yp)... 


ing laws of lands chiefly valuable for sand, grayc, 
clay; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUGHES: 

A bill (S. 2321) to limit the effect of the regulatic 
state commerce between the States in goods, wires. . 
chandise wholly or in part manufactured, mined, or ) 
by convict labor or in any prison or reformatory; ty | 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 2322) for the relief of James Miner: i 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 2323) granting an increase of pension to \\ 
Hallahan (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2324) granting an increase of pension to Mo); 
Whiting; and 


A bill (S. 2325) granting an increase of pension to Mar 


Read (with accompanying paper); to the Commitic 
sions. 

By Mr. O’GORMAN: 

A bill (S. 2326) granting a pension to Kate Sl. 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEA: 

A bill (S. 2327) for the relief of heirs or estate of I); 
Baker, deceased (with accompanying paper) ; 


A bill (S. 2328) for the relief of heirs or estate of Ji iy 


McKee, deceased (with accompanying paper) ; 


A bill (S. 2329) for the relief of heirs or estate of Wi)! 


Grant, deceased (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2330) for the relief of heirs or estates « 
Dungan and Rebecca Dungan, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2331) for the relief of Reuben I. Ber 
others; 

A bill (S. 2332) for the relief of heirs of estate « 
Sivley, deceased ; and 


A bill (S. 2333) for the relief of Edwin Moore; to the 


mittee on Claims. 
By Mr. WALSH: 


A bill (S. 2334) for the relief of S. W. Langhorne and th 


legal representatives of H. S. Howell 
paper) to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 2335) to provide for the register and enre!): 
vessels built in foreign countries when such vessels fi: 
wrecked on the coasts of the United States or her | 
or adjacent waters and salved by American citizens :11/ 
in American shipyards; to the Committee on Commer 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 36) proposing an amend 
the second paragraph of section 7 
tution of the United States; to the Committee on the | 


GOVEBNMENT ARMOR-PLATE FACTORY. 


Mr. ASHURST. I introduce a bill and ask that it}! 
The bill (S. 2308) to provide for the erection «! 


(with acco 


plate factory was read the first time by its title and Ue > 


time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $1,600,000 be, and t 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury ! 
ees riated, for the erection of suitable buildings and | 
of suitable machinery and materials necessary for the «-') 
and maintenance of a plant for furnishing armor plate !" 
the Navy of the United States. ; 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby ant 
point a board to consist of three officers of the Navy. ' 
amine and report what, in their opinion, is the most s!! 
the erection of a plant provided for in the foregoing sect 
and no money shall be expended until the site so select"! 
been eopres by the Secretary of the Navy. br 

Sec. 3. That the board so appointed shall report to ti > 
the Navy within three months after the passage of t!!< : 
work on the erection of the manufactory and plant shall 
six months after this act goes into effect and be continue! 
expedition until completed. 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, this bill is brief. | 
derstood, and is important. By introducing this ! 


pioneering any new movement or attempting to br : si oa 


notice of Congress a subject with which Congress ++ "' 


an alia 


of Article I of the Cons! 


J. 


v B. 
i Pon 











Lo. 


nena 


10) 
put I am simply endeavoring to put into law the conerete re- 
al of the valuable public services respecting this subject that 
were performed by a Senate committee in the Fifty-fourth 
aye been a pleasant task for me to read the tomes that 
make up the Senate reports and to find that in the early part 
of jenuary, 1896, the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs had 
pefore it and considered a bill of which the one I have just 
»iroduced is almost a rescript. It is with peculiar pleasure 
I find that the distinguished senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
acon] and the distinguished senior Senator from South Caro- 
aa |Mr. TILLMAN] were then, as now, engaged in rendering 
patriot e¢ and valuable services to their country. I find that the 
soumittee Which then considered the subject of the erection 
of an armor-plate factory was comprised of Senators Cameron 
(chairman), Hale, Perkins, McMillan, Chandler, Bacon, and 
TurMaNn. That committee, in addition to considering the bill 
for the erection of an armor-plate factory, had before it a reso- 
Iution, agreed to on December 31, 1895, which, among other 
things, directed the Committee on Naval Affairs to inquire 
whether prices paid or ee to = paid for armor for vessels 
of the Navy were fair and reasonable. 

On January 18, 1896, the committee began investigation by 
receiving a statement made in person by the then Secretary of 
the Navy, Hon. Hilary A. Herbert. Testimony was also taken 
from various sources, and hearings were granted to the Bethle- 
hem Iron Co. and the Carnegie Steel Co.. Owing to the rapid 
progress of Congress in dispatching its business, it was found 
impossible to conclude the inquiry and make a written report 
at the close of the session. During the recess of Congress the 
Secretary of the Navy proceeded to obtain information upon 
which to make conclusions necessary to enable him to form 
an opinion upon the question as to what was a fair price for 
armor. The committee made its report on February 11, 1897, 
and the testimony adduced and the statements made at the 
hearings were printed. No one may read the report of that 
committee and the testimony adduced at the hearings and fail 
to revch the conclusion that it is wise and salutary, indeed 
necessary, to establish a Government armor-plate factory. 

Indeed, Mr. President, the fifth recommendation of the com- 
inittee reads as follows: 

That a Government armor-plate factory could be erected for the sum 
of $1,500,000, and that it is expedient to establish such a factory in 
case the — — decline to accept such prices for armor 
as may be fixed by ° 

At the hearings before the committee naval officers made 
statements to the effect that armor plate could be furnished for 
S250 per ton. Among others, Lieut. Commander John A. Rogers 
stated: 

I am of the opinion that the average cost of labor and materials will 
not be more than $250 per ton of armor. 

Therefore, Mr. President, it seems to me that the Government 
of the United States should proceed to erect a factory for the 
ae of armor plate, and in so doing it could free itself 
rom the graspings and extortions of the Steel Trust, and I 
repeat that in these hearings that were had before the Naval 
Committee in 1896 it was demonstrated that this Government 
could manufacture armor plate at about one-half of the price 
charged by these companies that pretend to compete but in truth 
ire in collusion and are not competitors at all. 

Mr. President, I understand from the public press that it is 
the present view of the honorable Secretary of the Navy that 
the United States Government should engage in manufacturing 
‘rier plate, at least to such extent as might be necessary to 
force the private manufacturers to a competitive basis; and we 
must not forget that this system was followed with excellent 
results regarding battleship construction and the manufacture 
of smokeless powder. 

It Will be observed that the amount proposed to be appro- 
Driated by this bill for the construction of the factory is 
*1.600,000. If this sum should be ascertained to be inadequate 
7 further appropriation could be made; but I have named this 
~~ in the bill because that it is the sum which the Committee 
ae Affairs in the Fifty-fourth Congress found would be 
a6 f eae the construction and equipment of such a plant, 

~ lave named this sum for the additional reason that it is 
the amount of money that would have been saved to this Gov- 
oe on the superdreadnought Pennsylvania had the Gov- 

ee manufactured its own armor plate for that battleship. 
ame President, I ask that an excerpt from Senate Reports, 

olume 2, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session, 1896-97, at 
this time read by the Secretary. 

stad ICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 

ary will read as requested. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 

[Senate Reports, vol. 2, 54th Cong., 2d sess., 1896-07.] 

Conclusion of Secretary Herbert in his report of January 5, 1897. 
says: The Secretary called together a board composed of Lieuts. Karl 
Rohver, Kossuth Niles, and A. A. Ackerman, two of whom had been 
inspectors of armor at the Bethlehem Co.'s Iron Works; the other, 
Lieut. Ackerman, had been connected with the manufacture and use 
of steel in its different forms for a number of years, during which time 
he had spent several months at both the Bethichem and Carnegie Works. 
These gentlemen made an exhaustive report upon the cost of labor and 
material entering into a ton of armor, sbowing in detail every little 
item, beginning with the eost of the several ingredients charged in the 
furnace for casting the ingot preparatory to the forging process and 
ending with the work on the finished plate. The result of their calcula- 
tions was that the cost of the labor and material in a ton of single- 
forged Ilarveyed nickel steel armor, the Governmert supplying the 
nickel (nickel at 820 per ton), was $167.30. 

7” + * - + * ” 

Lieut. Commander Rodgers, who had been an inspector at Bethlehem 
Iron Works, was called upon to make an estimate of the cost of manu 
facturing armor, and his report, based upon observation in the manu 
facture of armor, makes the cost of labor and material in a ton of 
single-forged Harveyed nickel steel armor $178.59. 

* a a > 4 e * 

The inspector of ordnance at the Carnegie Steel Co., Ensign C. 2. 
McVay, was‘ also called upon for an estimate, and his report, though 
made separately without consultation with the other officers, is that the 
labor and material in a ton of single-forged Harvey nickel steel armor 
is $161.54. 

* . * 2 * * - 

Average for single forged of above estimate is $185.38, and $197.78 
for reforged armor. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, in conclusion I ask unanimous 
consent that I may incorporate into the Recorp as an appendix 
to my remarks, in order that I may have the record of the whole 
matter complete in one Rrcorp, the remarks I delivered in the 
Senate on the 16th instant, aud that an article which I have just 
clipped from the Washington Post, dated May 
included as an appendix to my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

ARMOR PLATE FOR NAVAL VESSELS 
[Speech of Hon. Henry F. Asittrst, of Arizona, in the Senate of 
United States, Friday, May 16, 1913.) 

Mr. Bacon. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. Asuvursr. Mr. President, I presume that motion is not 
debatable, and, of course, I could not be heard now except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. Bacon. I will withhold the motion, Mr. President. 

Mr. Asuurst. Mr. President, heretofore, to wit, on the 17th 
of March, 1913, and again on May 8 I introduced the follow- 
ing resolution (S. Res. 7S) : 

Whereas bids were opened by the Secretary of the Navy in February, 
1913, for furnishing armor plate for the dreadnought Pennsylvania ; 
and 

Whereas the representatives of three firms manufacturing armor plate 
in the State of l’ennsylvania, while pretending to bid as competitors, 
after a conference submitted bids which did not vary more than $1 
per ton; and 

Whereas the then Secretary of the Navy, notwithstanding an intima- 
tion made on the floor of the Senate of the United States that it was 
alleged there existed collusion among different manufacturers to ad- 
vance the price of armor plate and divide the profits of the contract, 
awarded the contract on March 3, 1913, by dividing, for all practical 
purposes, the award of 8,000 tons of armor plate among the three 
companies ; and 

Whereas it is alleged that this action of the said firms reveals that they 
comprise an Armor Plate Trust, and that the price named in the 
contract awarded by the Secretary of the Navy is in the neighbor- 
hood of about $25 per ton higher than the previous awards by the 
Department of the Navy for armor plate: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
directed to forward to the Senate at as early a date as ——- a 
report on the amount of armor plate ordered by the Department of the 
Navy during the past 25 years, the prices paid in each award, and the 
names of the firms or corporations to whom the contracts were awarded. 

Mr. Bacon. Mr. President, I 
wished to make a statement. 

Mr. Asuurst. I shall occupy only three or four minutes. 

Mr. Bacon. Does the Senator desire action on the matter at 
this time? 

Mr. AsHuurst. No; I shall not ask action on the resolution 
this evening. 

Mr. Bacon. I withdraw my objection, then. 
Senator wanted to take it up for action. 

Mr. Asuurst. I thank the distinguished Senator from 
Georgia; I am indebted to him for many favors, and his cour- 
tesy in withholding bis motion at this time is especially appre- 
ciated. 

Doubting. as I do, an opportunity to secure the early passage 
of this resolution, I therefore lay before the Senate and before 
the country the following facts: When the bids were called for, 
or proposals were published asking for bids for furnishing 5,060 


o» 


22, may also be 


objection? The Chair 


the 


thought the Senator simply 


I thought the 
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tons of armor plate for the dreadnought Pennsylvanic, three bids 
were submitted—one by the Carnegie Steel Co., which is a sub- 
sidiary to the United States Steel Co.; one by the Bethlehem 
Steel Co., of Bethlehem, Pa.; and the third by the Midvale 
Steel Co., of Philadelphia, Pa. These companies were repre- 
sented in this eity by President Dinkey, of the Carnegie Co. ; 
Vice President Johnston, of the Bethlehem Co.; and Vice Presi- 
dent Petrie, of the Midvale Co. ‘These gentlemen all stopped 
ut one of the leading hotels here and were frequently in confer- 
ence. As a consequence, when the bids were opened it occa- 
sioned no surprise to find that the bids did not vary a dollar a 
ton among these three companies. 

When the bids were opened not only was it ascertained that 
the bids did not vary a dollar a ton among the three companies 
pretending to be competitors, but the bids were, in fact, about 
$34 per ton higher than the price received for armor plate by 
these three companies on the last previous contract. On the 
2th dny of February, 1913, before any of the bids had been ac- 
cepted or the contract approved, and when the United States 
Senate was considering an item in the naval appropriation bill 
as follows: 

Increase of the Navy; armor and armament: Toward the armor and 
armament for vessels heretofore and herein authorized, to be available 
until expended, $11,508,309— 

I introduced an amendment to that item in the naval appro- 
priation bill, as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall forward to Congress 
at the earliest practicable date a full report of all bids received by him 
relating to the purchase of armor, ship plates, and structural steel for 
the battleship or dreadnought purported to be named, when completed, 
the Mennsylrania; and that the Secretary ef the Navy be, and he ts 
hereby, directed not to award any contract for the purchase of steel, 
urmament, armor, or ship plates until further directed by Congress. 

I introduced this amendment in. view of the apparent collusion 
of these three companies, which companies, I might add, com- 
prise the “Armor Plate Trust,” as it certainly seemed inadvis- 
able that the contract should be awarded without some tnvesti- 
gation, especially in view of the fact that it requires about 
three or four years to construct a battleship, and the armor 
plate for these ships will not be required for nearly a year. It 
seemed obvious that no harm could come by a delay of a few 
weeks until the matter could be investigated. But a point of 
order was made against the amendment I proposed, which point 
of order was sustained by the then presiding officer. 

I do not especially complain about the ruling of the Chair, 
as I have some doubt as to whether the amendment was cogni- 
zable under the rules at that time, and I find no fault with the 
rnle, although in that particular case it happened to defeat a 
wholesome modification in the proposed law. Notwithstand- 
ing the intimation made on the floor of the Senate that there 
was apparent collusion among the three pretending competi- 
tors, and notwithstanding the complaint that the bids were 
about $34 per ton higher than the price received for armor plate 
on the last previous contract, the then Secretary of the Navy, in 
the expiring heurs of a defeated, not to say discredited, admin- 
istration, accepted the bids, and on the 3d day of March, 1913, 
let the contract by dividing, for all practical purposes, the 
8,000 tons of armor plate among the three companies pretending 
to be competiters. Without further emphasizing the unex- 
plained and peculiar haste on the part of the retiring Secretary 
of the Navy to facilitate these companies comprising the Steel 
Trust, I desire to state that the result of letting such contracts 
was and is that this Government, ff the contract shall be en- 
forced. will be required to pay $454 per ton for class A armor 
plate when heretofore this Government has never paid a higher 
price than $420 per ton for class A armor plate. But, Mr. 
President, the apparent collusion among the pretended com- 
petitors and the additional $34 per ton to be paid by this Gov- 
ernment for the armor plate are not the only facts relating to 
that transaction which should be exhibited to the Senate and 
the country. 

Speaking upon this subjeet in the Senate on May 14, I stated 
the following: “‘ Our Republican friends on the other side of the 
aisle have recently fulminated very much and thundered in the 
index over public hearings, and if they be sincere they will all 


bids as accepted by the former Secretary of the Na\ y. W 


this Government just $1,600,000 too much, and for the ¢, 
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reasous: The price to be paid by the Government unto: 


contracts is $454 per ton for 8.000 tons of cinss A ary 


I have no funds at wy disposal with which te employ ex:, 


ascertain at what precise figure armor plate may be p 


moreover, the best experts in armor are not to be ex). 


come before Congress and give their knowledge of t)) 


steel manufacturers; but I have obtained 
what I conceive to be a reliable source that if (i 


offer the proper compensation and protection to exper 
are able to and will furnish evidence showing coneliisiv: 
this class A armor plate may be manufactured at [y)- 
If this be true. and nuany | 
believe it can be substantiated, this Government is pany 


at the price of $254 per ton. 


actly $200 per ton too much on the 8,000 tons of arn, 
to be used in the Pennsylvania, which makes an « 


$1,600,000 that we are paying for the armor plate in {i 


battleship. 
No Senator will forget it is a matter of record thst 1 
negie Steel Co. hus heretofore farnished defective ss: 


was convicted of defrauding the Government of nearly > 


in an armor-plate contract, and finally compromise: (i, 
by paying, as I remember, about $160,000 as a pens), 
fraudulent transaction. 

Therefore the following deplorable situation is i. 
Only three companies in the United States manuf: 


i 


plate, namely: The Carnegie Co., the Bethlehem Co., 5 
They pretend to compete, when in trut) ¢! 
They submit bids for S.1 
of armor plate at $454 per ton—which is $4 per ton | 


Midvale Co. 
in collusion among themselves. 


than has ever heretofore been paid for such armor p!n\: 


in fact it would be possible to demonstrate that this rame sr 


plate should cost the Government but $254 per ton. 
lowing figures will be found interesting: Eight thous: 
armor plate at $454 per ten equals $3,682,000; but if uJ 


plate can be furnished at $254 per ton, the Govermuert - 
52,000 instead of $3.632,000, which would | 


clear saving to the Public Treasury of $1,600,000 on one - 
In addition to the faet that these comynnies sre | 


be paying $2, 


alone. 
ing armor at an extortionate price there exists also 
tainty as to how much defective armor has been fur 


is being furnished. There exists grave doubt :s to » 
these companies have furnished good armor plate to ¢ 


erninent and not armor that will prove treacherous 
fective in the time of the Nation’s greatest need. 
Although the Navy Department some 12 
considerable care in attempting to conceal the inforinas 
nevertheless a fact that from certain tests made- w! 


were not made voluntarily by the Navy Department, bit 


pressure from Congress—it was ascertained that ar 


or 14 years a¢ 


t 


armor plate or to prove the inferierity of armor plate fi: 
for all or for any battleships, when in so doing they wo, 
thousands of dollars, would be discharged from their ; 
situations, and could obtain no further employment fr; 
inforniition 


which was supposed to be the heaviest and strongest \ 
stroyed by: an outside explosion of a single Gatbimann | 


plosive shell, and no recognition of the result of such | 


ever definitely or adequately reported to Congress. [ ther 
make this statement at this time and feel that nothing - 


preclude my laying these facts before the Senate and |» 


American people, to the end that the day may soon con 


the United States shall not be obliged to submit to the ox! 


of this grasping Stee? Trust, which extends its hungry ©! 


cenous fingers into the Public Treasury and from the |" 


revenue extracts on one contract alone $1,600,000; and | 


then no man knows whether these companies furnish s 


armor plate or defective armor plate. 


I see around me Senators earnest and honest In tryinz ‘> 
form their public duties. They observe, as they sheild. © 
I had the pleasure recent: 


item in an appropriation bill. 
serve on one of the great committees of the Senate—I wi 


late what occurred before the committee, because that is ss 


the rules—where Senators closely scrutinized every 


vote to adopt the resolution I have introduced, so that the Amer- 
ican people may see where their money goes. You claim you 
want ‘light.’ If you assist in passing this resolution, you will 
see how the Steel Trust mulcted this Government to the tune of 
$1,600,000 in furnishing the armor plate that is to be used in the 
building of the superdreadnought Pennsylvania.” 

A Senator subsequently said to me that he hoped I would 
explain just how and in what manner the Public Treasury had 
been mulicted to the amount of $1,600,000 with respect to the 
armor plate for the Pennsylvania, and I am sorry to say it is 
a fact that the armor plate for the Pennsylvania, under these 


an appropriation bill. ‘That was proper and as it should be. 
but why not chase large game also? Why serutinize the s ¥ y 
of some overworked and underpaid postal employee 1nd 
the fact that a defeated administration in its last hours" 
protest and with what I might characterize as suspicion 
executed a contract on the 34 of March which provides (1) : 
Government should pay $454 per ton for class A armer — 
when the Government beyond doubt could manufacture | 7 
armor plate at about $254 per ton, and, in addition thereto, knew 


that there was no defective material in these great sh'i's -_ a 
eastward and westward with sheen of crystal mail, we °" 
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to say to the Senator 
from New Jersey that I received by mail this morning three 
or four clippings from newspapers published in the State of 
Louisiana giving accounts of public sales of certain plantations. 
I desire to refer them to the Senator that he may in turn refer 
them to the gentleman whom he has quoted, so that he can be 
made aware of the fact that he can buy plenty of such land 
‘ight now. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I shall be very glad to have 
them; but I will say further, for the enlightenment of the Sen- 
ator, that even in my Commonwealth I can show him not only 3 
or 4 but I can show 44 parcels of farm lands in New Jersey 
that are offered for sale under the benign and beneficent bless- 
ings of the Republican tariff. 


THE TARIFF—THE AMERICAN BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if morning business is closed, I 
should like to address the Senate for just a few minutes. 

On the 15th of this month the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TITOMAS] delivered what I considered a rather sensational ad- 
dress in this Chamber. In it he referred particularly to a cir- 
culer claimed to have been issued on the 12th day of March, 
1898, and read from what he claimed—— 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senstor from North Carolina? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Utah will observe that 
the Senator from Colorado is not in the Chamber. I do not 
know whether or not the Senator wishes to go on in his absence. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I am only going to give the 
absolute history and facts. That is something that can not 
affect the Senator from Colorado in any way. I do not want 
the Senator to understand that I am going to reflect upon the 
Senator from Colorado in the least. 

The Senator read the circular and stated that it was from 
the March, 1912, issue of Pearson’s Magazine. In order that 
the facts in relation to this circular may be known to all, I 
wish to sny that I have taken up this question with the Amert- 
eon Bankers’ Association, for that article stated that the circu- 
lar emanated from that association. I want briefly now to 
review the history of this fraudulent circular. 

So that there may be no mistake about it, I want te read 
from the Recorp the statements that were made by the Senator 
from Colorado, or a part of them, 

He began by stating: 


President Cleveland was elected, and on the 4th day of March, 1893, 
took his seat. Eight davs afterwards, on the 12th day of March, this 
circular was sent to national banks in the United States: 

“Desr Str: The tnterests of national bankers require immediate finan- 
cial legislation by Congress. Silver, silver certificates, and Treasury 
notes must be retired and the national-bank notes, upon a gold basis. 
made the only money. This requires the authorization of $500,000.000 
to $1,000.000,000 of new bonds as a basis of circulation. You will at 
once retire one-third of your circulation and call in one-half of your 
loans. Be careful to make a money stringency felt among your patrons. 
especially among influential business men. Advocate an extra session o 
Congress for the repeal of the purchase clause of the Sherman law, and 
act with other banks of your city in securing a large petition to Con- 
gress for its unconditional repeal, as per accompanying form. Use per- 
sonal influence with Congressmen, eal, particularly, let your wishes be 
known to your Senators.” 


The Senator then goes on to say: 


Then, as now, the votes of Senators seemed to be of supreme impor- 
tance, perhaps of controlling importance, the House of Representatives 
being then, as now, too unwieldy and with a majority too great, coming 
o- then, as now, from the people, to be influenced in the right direc- 

on. ; 

= s oe a “ * s 


That circular acted, as a writer upon the subject has well satd, “like 
a bombshell in a glass factory.” A third of the bank notes were to be 
retired from circulation; in other words, millions of circulating money 
were for all practical purposes to be destroyed and money made as dear 
2s possible. On the other hand, one-half of all the outstanding loans 
vere to be called in. No enginery which the mind of man can conceive, 
Mr. President, is so powerful as those two agencies combined for the 
production of widespread and universal national disaster, and it came. 
And the interests which to-day are declaring their belief that disaster 
inny result from the enactment of legislation designed to reduce the bur- 
dens of taxation may, if it becomes necessary from their point of view 
precipitate pantie through their control of credits and exchanges. f 
said that that was a conspiracy. There can be no question about it. 


The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norers) interrupted and 
said: 


I would ask the Senator particularly if the banks did immediately, 
and for the reason that they were commanded to do so by the circular, 
call in one-half of all their loans? 

Mr. THOMAS. The bankers retired a good of their circulation 
and called in their loans, or a great many of them did. 


The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tuomas] then says: 


The pamphlet which I have in my possession is an article u 
pabject by Kilan L. Benson, which Sppen in Pearson’s Magazine = 
March, 1912, I shall be very glad to give it to the Senator, 
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Speaking to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Nox::;- 
LANE, during that speech, also said: 


I will say for the information of the various Senators. w) 
not taking any part in this discussion, that I heard rumors 1; 
was such a circular in existence, and inquired of a friend of ».- 
is and was a national banker and did see the circular. [fe 
ceived such a circular; it did exist; I read it myself, bit | 
say I have forgotten who signed it. It came from New Yo; 
that identical circular, and I was assured by this banker thst 
upon it, 

You may have that for just what it is worth. You are enti 
come to the information. F 


The Senator from New York [Mr. Root] said: 


I did not observe who signed this circular. I did not j, 
Senator read the name of the signer. 

Mr. Thomas. I did not give the name of the signer, becau 
no signer in the copy I have. 

Mr. Roor. Was this an anonymous circular? 

Mr. THomas. I do not know, but I do not think it was. 1 . 
perhaps the Senator knows better than I do where it came fr: 

I made this statement in answer to the Senator from (yp. 
(Mr. Lane]: 

Mr. President, if the Senator from Colorado does not know th) ; 
and the Senator from Oregon will give us the name of the }.; 
whom he refers, we can telegraph and find out; perhaps he ean p> 
ber the name of the gentleman who signed the circular. 

Mr. Lane. I must decline to give the name of the banker. [| 
friend of mine and is still in the banking business, and [ fear ; 
would be disastrous to him. 

Mr. THoMas. The Senator from Oregon is very wise. 


The following day I directed a letter to the secretary of the 
American Bankers’ Association, inclosing the statement made hy 
the Senator from Colorado, and asking whether there wes - 
truth in the statement that this circular was issued ty 
American Bankers’ Association, or if the cireular was [ssyed 
and signed by anyone else, so far as he knew. This morning 
I received a letter from Fred. E. Farnsworth, the eeners! 
secretary of the American Bankers’ Association, which I wii! 
read: 


ny 
\ 


the 


THE AMERICAN BANKERS’ ASSOCIAiI‘ 
New York, May xi, : 
Hon. Reep Smoot, 
United Statcs Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Senator: Acknowledging your letter of May 19, 191: 
the information contained therein regarding a part of a sperc| 
ered by Senator Tuomas, of Colorado, found in the Coverrs: 
RecorD of May 16, 1913, I am giad, indeed, to be given thi 
— to stamp the circular referred to as o fraud and a d 
attac oe upon the American Bankers’ Associ:tion 
bankers and financiers of the country. I am familiar with ty. 
referred to, which appeared in Pearson’s Magazine of Marl, 
headed “ That money difficulty.” 

We have had several inquiries since March, 1912, concerning +)) 
cular mentioned, but have not considered that it was woriliy 
or publicity on the part of the American Bankers’ Associa! io: 
ever, now that the matter has been brought up in Conc 
pleased to furnish you with documentary evidence as to (! 
perpetrated at the time named—1893. 

Under separate cover I am sending to you by express. « 
paid, the procecdinzs of the American Bankers’ Association 
— 1894 and 1896, so that you will have at first hand the 
enial of this circular and the action taken in regard thereto 

The controvers 
copy of the circular is printed in these proceedings, and you 
that it was unsigned and dated on the Sabbath. You wil! a! 
that under the signature of B®. H, Pullen, chairman of the es 
council of the American Bankers’ Association, the circular » 
clareqd a fraud and an authoritative statement made that it wa 
issued or countenanced by the American Bankers’ Associ: tion. 

This entire matter was brought to the attention of the exer 
council of the American Bankers’ Association, and the choiruan 
executive council, Mr. E. H. Pullen, was afterwards, in 1S%5. pr -' 
of this association, as well as vice president of the National luk 
the Republic of New York City, well known and respected in th! 
munity and now deceased 

In the proceedings of 1896, page 21, you will also find a « 
communication from W. J. Bryan, which, at that time was an- 
by Joseph C. Hendrix, chairman of our executive counci! and a | 
nent banker of New York City, as well as a Member of Consress | 
senting this section. ; 

As these two copies of the proceedings are taken from the 
the association and are the only copies we have, you will api 
their value to us and kindly return them when they shal! hay 
your purpose. i 

I trust now that this matter can be placed in its proper = 
repudiation given to the attacks made on the banks and bankers 
country and the American Bankers’ Association, and I notice w: 
satisfaction and pleasure your statement proving the asserti 8 © 
ator THomas untrue regarding the decrease of circulation (1! 
Democratic administration of 1893-1897. 

Very truly, yours, 


! 
i 


starts on pure 17 of the proceedings of 1 


Frep. E. Farnxsvo 
General S 
Mr. President, I have here the proceedings of t)« 
Bankers’ Association for 1894, and also the procee''—~ 
same association for 1896. On page 17 of the prece 
1894 Mr. E. H. Pullen, then chairman of the exec: 
in his annual report, referring to this circular, 1 
statement : oe 
On the 29th day of March, 1894, we received the followins 
dressed to the chairman: ; at 
GerMan NATIONAL Bays.) 
Little Rock, Ark., March "| 
clippin; from the Little Rock De uy 


‘Duar SiR; tant which explains itself. It <<«m™s 


Press in their 


erewith I inclose 
e of the 24th 
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5 ii le . grand master of the Knights of Labor, read what 
Les oP ~ circular issued by the American Bankers’ Association 
)v cre) upen which the officials of the two national banks of this 
i ore interviewed with the result as printed. 

‘our statements are incorrect, will you kindly so indicate in your 
eror? If it ts not objectionable to you, it might be to the advantage 
lett anks that your reply be published. However, if you would pre 
S chat this should not be done, you can so indicate In your answer. 
“Very truly, yours, 


our wishes be known to your Senators. The future life of national 

nks, as fixed and safe investments. depends upon immediate action, 
as there fs an Increasing sentiment in tavor of Government legal-tender 
notes and silver coinage.” 

You will observe that the circular !s unsigned, and dated on the 
Sabbath. The association never issued the said circular and is not 
i. 4 for it. 

ts language is the very best evidence of its falsehood as purporting 
to have been issued by the American Bankers’ Association. 

E. H. PULLEN, 
Chairman Evecutive Council. 
Henry W. Forp, 
; Secretary. 





t 






















Oscar Davis, Cashier. 
In answer to which letter the chairman sent the fotlowing telegram : 


New York, March 29, 1894. 
oy AN NATIONAL BANK, 
— Little Rock, Ark. ‘ 

r ter 26th with slip received. The American Bankers’ Asso- 
Pom aan issued such circular. It is a fabrication and forgery. 
March 12, 1893, was Sunday. The association repudiates the circular 
38 lie out of whole cloth. 1 write to-day. 

[le also wrote a letter to said bank under same date, as follows: 

“The circular ip question was never issued by the American Bank- 
rs Association. It bears no signature and {s dated on the Sabbath. 
It carries in its mandatory langua extraordinary suggestions and 
{diotlc theories, the evidence of its alsehood, and no sane man could 
cssibly accept it as genuine. I am very anxious to fasten upon the 
proper’ person the responsibility of this false circular. I shall write 
rand Master Sovreign on the subject and demand from him the 
roof of the genuineness of the circular (which I am sure he can not 
Praish ) or an acknowledgment that he has no proof to offer. It is 
questionable, however, whether I can trace the le to the party who 
orizinally uttered and published it. I should be glad if the Little 
Rek Daily Press would publish this letter.” 

‘This letter was signed by the chairman, who addressed the follow- 
ing Jetter under date of March 29, 1894, to— 


“J, R. Sovreren, Esq., 
“Gencral Master Workman, Knights of Labor, 
“ Dea Moines, Iowa. 


“Sm: At a meeting held at Little Rock, Ark., on Thursday, March 
99 1894 you spoke oS a large audience and embodied in your address 
what yon are pleased to call ‘The Panie Circular,’ which you stated 
wes issued March 12, 1893, by ‘The American Bankers’ Association.’ 
No such circular was or could be issued by the American Bankers 
"association. It carries on its face the evidence of its falsehood. It 
is unsigned, and dated on the Sabbath. Will you be good enough to 
inform me what proof you can furnish of your statement and send 
me one of said circulars, bearing the signature of one or more of the 
ollicers of said association. I take it for granted that you satisfied 
yourself. by careful investigation, as to the authenticity of the said 
circular before you declared it to have been tssued by ‘The American 
Bankers’ Association.’ Please give me the data you obtained. 1 also 
take it for granted that you will cheerfully give as wide publicity 
to our denial of the genuineness of this circular as you have in the 
statement that it was issued by this association. Awaiting your 
reply, I am, : 

“Very truly, yours, ete.’ 

This letter was signed by the chairman of the council 

Then follows the letter of J. R. Sovreign, grand master work- 
man, dated Des Moines, Iowa, April 4, 1894, in answer to the 
one addressed to him by the chairman of the council, dated 
March 29, 1894: 


Mr. Pullen continued: 


The attention of the chairman was called, in last June, to United States 
Senxte Miscellaneous Document No. 192, dated May 2, 1894, snid docu- 
ment being a menorial signed by John Cowdon, introduced by Senator 
Palmer, of Illinois, and finally ordered to be printed. In this docu- 
ment, printed by the United States Public Printer and mailed to all 
parts of our country, franked by United States officials—in this docu- 
ment that has been so a | and industriously circulated that the 
edition was soon exhausted—is incorporated the same fraudulent cir- 
cular and attributed to the bankers’ association, the word “American” 
being omitted. 

Under date of June 18, 1894, the following letter was addressed by 
the chairman to the United States Senator who introduced the said 
memorial : 

“Hon. Jonn M. PALMER, 
“United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 

“Dear Str: I_have been handed copy of memorial (Mise. Doc. No. 
192) signed by John Cowdon, presented by you to the Senate on or 
about May 2, ultimo, in which {fs incorporated on pages 2 and 3 a 
bulletin said to have been issued by the American Bankers’ Association 
on March 12, 1893, and called the ‘ Panie Bulletin.’ 

“I tnelose circular of the American Bankers’ Association, dated April 
10, 1894, which explains itself. 

“Do you not think it would be a simple act of justice to the Amer® 
can Bankers’ Association that this denial should be given the same pnb- 
licity in the Senate as the memorial containing the false and fraudulent 
bulletin ? 

“ Respectfully, yours, 


































“ CHAIRMAN EXecetTive CoUNCIL.” 

No reply has been made by said Senator to this letter, and after 
waiting a reasonable time for his answer we submitted the matter to 
Hon. Joseph C. Hendrix, Member of Congress from New York, coupled 
with our request that he would, in behalf of the American Bankers’ 
Association, deny the authenticity of this circular and denounce it in 
suitable terms. Mr. Hendrix kindly complied with our request, as 
shown by the following quotation from his speech delivered in the 
House of Representatives on June 22, 1894: 

“Mr. Chairman, I beg to avail myself of the privilege granted in 
this debate to nail a falsehood and expose a forgery. 

“The following circular has appeared in a number of newspapers : 


“ISSUED MARCH 12, 1893, BY AMERICAN BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION TO ALL 
NATIONAL BANKS. 


“* Dear Siz: The interests of national banks require immediate finan- 
cial legislation by Congress. Silver, silver certificates, and Treasury 
notes must be retired and national bank notes upon a gold basis 
made the only money. This will require the authorization of from 
sn.ece. 008 to $1,060,000,000 of new bonds as a basis of circulation. 

ou will at once retire one-third of your circulation and call in one- 
half of your loans, 

“* Be careful to make a money stringency felt among your patrons, 
especially among influential business men. Advocate an extra session of 
Congress for the repeal of the ponents clause of the Sherman law 
and act with the other banks o — city in securing a large petition 
to Congress for its unconditional repeal, as per accompanying form. 
Use personal influence with Congressmen, and particularly let your 
wishes be known to your Senators. The future life of natfonal banks 
as fixed and safe investments depends upon immediate action, as there 
is an increasing sentiment In favor of Government legal-tender notes 
and silver omnes 

“*In Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 192 the same circular ts 
printed with the word “American” omitted. The appearance of the 
circular in the literature of Congress has attracted the attention of 
the officers of the American Bankers’ Association, and they request me 
to give public notice in this House that the circular was never issued 
by the American Bankers’ Association; that it purports to be issued 
under the date of March 12, 1893, which was a Sunday; that the docu- 
ment, although repeated in print, never has a signature, and that “ its 
mandatory language, extraordinary suggestions, and idiotic theories” 
stamp it as a fraud and a falsehood.’" 

We shall take no: further notice of this transparent forgery and 
falsehood. 

We think we have exhausted all reasonable effort to expose this false- 
hood and forgery and to discover its author; but he, like his paternal 
ancestor, the Father of Lies, is invisible. 


That is the report which was made by Mr. Pullen, chairman 
of the executive council of the American Bankers’ Associ:tion, 
in their conference held in the year 18)4. 

It came up again in the proceedings of the National Bankers’ 
Association in the year 1896, and I wish to refer to those pro- 
ceedings and read from them. The chairman of the executive 
council] in making his annual report said: 


The spurious circular alleged to have been issued on March 12, 
1893, by the American Bankers’ Association to all the officers of the 
association has continued its rounds, and in correspondence the offi- 
cers of the association have repeatedly denounced it as a fraud and a 
forgery, and have sent to all persons making inquiry the following 
cireular, signed’ by the chairman of the executive council, now presi- 
dent of this association, and by the former secretary of the associa- 
tion, and circulated through the Associated Press on Apri! 10, 1894. 


T ask that this circular be printed without reading, because it 
incorporates exactly the same circular that was given before. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that will be done. 





























Des MOINES, Iowa, April 4, 1895. 


Deak Sir: Replying to your kind favor of 29th. ultimo, I beg to 
inform you that the ceceles letter issued in my address at Little Rock 
Ark., to which you referred, I cut out of a newspaper or magazine, I 
do not now remember which; I carried it in my soe for two or 
three months and never referred to it in any public way except at 
Little Rock, and by mere incident I happened to think of it and took 
it from my pocket and read it to the audience, and after the meeting 
I turned it over to the city press of Little Rock to copy, at their 
request. I saw the circular in several newspapers about the time it 
first appeared to the public, and I did not know until I received your 
letter that its authenticity was questioned. The circular does not r 
the signature of anyone. I assure you that I have no desire to misquote 
aty person or association, and your statement that that circular is 
false will be aecepted by me, and I will notify the press of Little Rock 
that the anthenticity of the circular ts denied by your association, and 
at the earliest possible time I will return to Little Rock and in a public 
address will correct the statement. I am of the opinion that the place 
to correct an error ts where the error is made; therefore, in justice 
to your association, I will return to Little Rock and make the correc- 
tion from that po and in my criticisms of our national banking 
system I will confine myself to the law and the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORDS, 
and concerning the cause of the recent panic I will use some private 
letters from leading lights in financial circles, the originals of which 
I have in my possession. 

Thanking you very heartily for calling my attention to the error 
= + Little Rock and pledging you all possible reparation at my 

ds, am, 


Respectfully, yours, J. R. Sovreten, G. M. W. 


Mr. Pollen, as chairman of the executive council on April 10, 
18, addressed this letter te Henry W. Ford, secretary: 


New York, April 10, 1894. 

: Dear Str: The following circular has appeared during the last year 
na number of newspapers : 
tional net Maree 12, 1803, by American Bankers’ Association to all na- 
“Desr Sm: * interest of national bankers require tmmedtate 
financial legislation by Congress. Silver, silver certificates, and Treas- 
aa a must be retired, and national-bank notes upon a gold basis 
$500, 000% only money. This will require the authorization of from 
You wit no”, £2 $1,000,000.000 of new bonds as a basis of circulation. 
of oon = once retire one-third of your circulation and call in one-half 
uke, ans, careful to make a money eens felt among your 
Seauten” by ecially among influential business men. dvocate an extra 
aan oh ongress for the =_ of the purchasing clause of the Sher- 
tition’ and act with the banks your city in securing a large 
= w Congress for its unconditional repeal, as U aceumpnnetns 
* U8 personal influence with Congressmen, and particularly le 
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The matter referred to is as follows: 
Duar Sik: The following cifcular has appeared during the last year 
in a2 number of newspapers: 
ISSCED MARCH 12, 1893, BY AMERICAN BANKERS’ 
NATIONAL BANKS, 


Dean Str: The interests of national bankers require immediate finan- 
cial legislation Ly Congress. Silver, silver certificates; and Treasury 
notes must be retired and national-bank notes upon a gold basis made 
the only money. ‘This will require the authorization of from $500,- 
000,000 to $1,000,000,000 of new bonds as a basis of circulation. You 
will at once retire one-third of your circulation and call in one-half 
of your loans. Be careful to make a money stringency felt among 
your patrons, especially among influential business men. Advocate 
an extra session of Congress for the repeal of the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman law. and act with the other banks of your city in 
securing a large petition to Congress for its unconditional repeal, as 
per ——ee form. Use personal influence with Congressmen, and 
marticularly let your wishes to known to your Senators. The future 
ife of national banks as fixyed and safe investments depends upon im- 
mediate action, as there is an increasing sentiment in favor of Govern- 
iment legal-tender notes and silver coinage. 


Mr. SMOOT. Under date of January 11, 1896, Mr. E. H. 
Puilen received from W. J. Bryan, of Lincoln, Nebr., the follow- 
ing communication: , . 


My attention has been called to the following circular which, it is 
allezed, was sent out by your association on or about the 12th day of 
March, 1893. I do net, of course, desire to ask for any papers which 
were confidential or which you are not willing to publish, but since 
the inclosed letter has been published as coming from your association 
I would be glad to have un admission or denial sufficiently broad to 
cover any letter of similar import. 

Yours, very truly, W. J. Bryan. 


Under date of January 15, 1896, the following reply was 
given: 
Ilon. W. J. Bryan, Lincoln, Nebr. 


Inarn Sir: In response to your letter of January 11, inclosing type- 
written copy of a circular purporting to emanate from the Amenrcan 
Bankers’ Association, under date of March 12, 1893, I beg to inclose 
you an official denial of its authenticity. 

Very respectfully, 


ASSOCIATION TO ALL 


Jos, C, HENDRIX, 
Chairman Evecutive Council. 


Mr. Bryan .apparently accepted the official denial as conclusive, and 
s0 far as we know has made no use of the fraudulent circular. 

At a meeting of the executive council, held March 11, 1896, in New 
York City, the following declaration was made by unanimous vote: 

Then follows a denial of the authenticity of the circular; 
and I will not take the time of the Senate to read the same. 

Mr. President, the authenticity of the circular has been denied 
by the American Bankers’ Association every time it has been 
brought to their attention, and denied in the strongest possible 
terms. I think if our Democratic brethren had believed the 
American Bankers’ Association was the author of the circular 
or responsible for its circulation they would have referred to 
it in every campaign in the United States since 1896. But the 
thing was dead until Mr. Allen resurrected the forgery and 
published it in Pearson’s Magazine. Then from that magazine 
article it was brought into this Chamber and referred to as 
evidence in support of a certain contention. 

It is true the Senator from Colorado stated that he did not 
know whether the circular was signed by anyone or not, but 
he believed that it was. I am not going to say one word against 
his action in bringing it into the Chamber, for it has given me 
a chance, at least, to record in the Senate of the United States 
the facts showing exactly what happened respecting this cir- 
cular and the false and the fraudulent attempt to impress the 
people of this country with the belief that the American Bank- 
ers’ Association, an association not only composed of repre- 
sentatives of the national banks of the country but the State 
banks as well, was the author of this fraudulent circular. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, the occasion of my remarks the 
other day, which, among other things, resulted in the produc- 
tion of the circular to which the Senator from Utah has just 
referred, was the assertion a few days before then by the Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. Sm1tTH], in substance, that all attempts 
to enact the Democratic financial policy—I think that was the 
expression used—into legislation had resulted in industrial dis- 
aster; and he made specific reference to the Wilson bill of 1894 
and the panic conditions which that bill was held responsible 
for. 

My purpose in replying was to emphasize the fact that long 
before that bill had been formulated, long before it had become 
a law, the panic of 1893, as it was called, had occurred and had 
practically run its course, and that it was a bankers’ panic 
duced for the purpose of relieving the statutes of the United 
States of an obnoxious law known as the Sherman silver-pur- 
chasing act. 

In support of that contention I referred to an article which 
appeared in Pearson’s Magazine of date March, 1912, which con- 
tained this circular and which discussed some of the conse- 
quences of the panic which was then inaugurated. That maga- 
zine has one of the largest circulations in the country. It is an 
old magazine. It is financially a responsible magazine. It is 
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one which justly commands the attention and the | 
the readers of public and current topies throughon 4) 

March, 1912, preceded by 15 months the cession 
erence to that letter. During that time I saw no 
authenticity, notwithstanding the fact it had cipe)., 
cast over the country under the sanction of the pres 
that magazine. 

I referred to it in connection with a number of , 
cumstances that I intended to speak about, but I did , 
at that time because of the desire of my associates oy) | 
of the Chamber to reach & vote upon the pending in 
scon as convenient, but to which I shall refer 
hereafter. 

When I was asked what signature the cirewlar bore. ; 
by the Senator from Utah, I could not answer that 4). 
ture was attached to it. I gave it as it appeared in 4)! 
zine, and I am not conscious of Laving chareed jt 
American Bankers’ Association. I did say in substi 
was a part of the conspiracy, because I called it s«. ; 
such a condition of business distress and disaster as yy. 
to the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sher) )), 

During the discussion the Senator from Oregon [\!y 
who I believe to be absolutely worthy of credence, a \1, 
this honorable body, made the statement that be hed 
identical circular in the year 1893. I referred to jhe 
it had reached my knowledge during the course of {| e 
at the special session of Congress in 1893, caulied by ij). ( 
dent for the purpose of securing and which resulted in (iy. 
of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law 

Now, Mr. President, one thing is certain-——at least 1 tyiy) 
is certain—that this circular, from some source, did) tai. 
appearance in the year 1893. The fact that the date f.: 
Sunday is, to my mind, immaterial. It may be that nolv ‘ 
responsible for it; it may be that it was designed (6 carry os 
and effectuate a fraudulent purpose; but it did in foc 4: 
in that year. 

I have a letter from a man by the name of A. I. Tev!s 
lives at Niles, Mich., and who writes me that if wa: 
his attention in 1898. This letter bears date 
March, 1913. 

In 1900 a small volume was published in the city «of « 
entitled “Business without money,” by William Li: 
Ornum, Ph. D., and on page 30 of that work aj 
identical circular. To what extent this book bas lied : 
tion I do not know, but I do know that it was (hen « 
book form, and was not denied, or if its authenticiiy 4 
lenged after thus appearing, the fact has not been br 
my attention. 

I have yet to be convinced—although perhaps ¢! 
matter of no concern to anyone but myself—thit (hi 
did not in some way form a part and parcel of the 
purpose to force public opinion and the hands of the ¢ 
of the United States in the repeal of the silver-jou 
clause of the so-called Sherman law. 

I do not care to say anything more about this at presen 
Mr. President, except to renew the statement that before Co 
gress udjourns I shall attempt to prove or to estall’s! ste) 
by step the great truth that the panic of 1893 was as cone’ 
dissociated from the Wilson bill of 1894 as anything + 
be, and also that the panic was brought about by co t 
action between the great financial powers of this ceuniry aod 
the then so-called Democratic administration. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not know how ii wis \! 
other Senators, but the impression which was made wpe ie) 
the speech of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Thiowas) “ss 
that there were two reasons for the panic of 1896. One ws 
this circular letter; the other, that through this Ittr | 
national-bank note circulation was reduced and thet the lous 
ers of this country had followed out the insiruciions « [He 
circular. 

I say, Mr. President, without hesitation, that the cireusr ss 
a fraud and was never issued by the American Bankers As 
ciation. I also say without hesitation that the maven” 
note circulation of this country increased frem the yer iS" 
up to and including the year 1897. There wis not a since fen 
during that time when it did not increase. As I cate) 
tion to it the other day, I want to call attention fof ho 

The circulation in 1891 was $162,220,646; in Is) Wi 
$167,271,517 ; in 1893 it was $174,600,786; in 1894 if w 
718,200; in 1895 it was $206,903,601; and in 1S it wee 
168,122. 7 , 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I do not think the S 
from Utah will contend that this great volume of © 
increasing notes was in circulation during the year 1S!) 0" 
ing the year 1894. On the contrary, he knows, ** ('"~ 
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. who avas then living, that there wus a constantly con- 
- circulating medium. There are more ways to retire 


pm viation than one; and one of them is to pile it up in the 
ae . of the banks. The Senator knows, as does every con- 
he i orury of his who was living at the time, that the depositors 
of mieney in the banks and entitled to it could not get it out, 
end thet the clearing house in New York, in violation of the 
oe iad resort to the issuance of clexring-house certificates 
fi r the purpose of supplying the want of money with which to 
tral <set the business of the country. 


\ie SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator is wrong. 

Mr, THOMAS. And while that circular, of whose spurious 
character the Senator says he is convinced. may have some ear- 
marks of a fraud, it certainly outlined the situation as it after- 
wards developed; because there is no time in the history of 
this Nation when money was so difficult to obtain as it was then, 
when the value of debts increased appallingly, when ruin and 
hankraptey and disaster attended the business of the country 
as they did during that frightful period in which the Senator 
now, years afterwards, complacently assures us that the na- 
tionalbank circulation was actually expanding. 

Mr. SMOOT. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. THOMAS. I am not. 

Mr. SMOOT, I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will yield if the Senator desires to inter- 
rupt me. ; 

Mr. SMOOT. 
he concludes. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will give way to the Senator. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Sonator from Colorado a question right here for my own in- 
formation. Does the Senator himself believe that the Ameri- 
can Bankers’ Association ever sent out sucb a circular? 

Mr. THOMAS. I have never said so; but I believe that that 
circular was issued at the time from some source that was con- 
nected with the general purpose of bringing about a repeal of 
the statute. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Can the Senator imagine that any society 
supposed to have the intelligence of the American Bankers’ 
Association, with their vast numbers, would have been guilty 
of so simple and so unbusinesslike an act, even had they been 
so criminally inclined? Would it not be so foolish to send out 
a circular of that kind that the Senator could scarcely conceive 
of a possibility of its being done? 

Mr. THOMAS, Oh, yes, Mr. President; I can conceive of an 
association desiring to secure the repeal of an obnoxious law 
doing a great many things; and while I am casting no imputa- 
tion upon individual bankers, I expect hereafter to show the 
mecting of some of the members of this association, shortly 
after the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland, with the Treasurer of 
the United States and with the Secretary of the Treasury, out- 
lining a system or a plan—I care not what you call it—which 
broke in full force shortly afterwards. It was accentuated by 
the suspension of silver coinage by the Indian mints in June, 
which was the straw that broke the camel’s back and accelerated 
the tremendous disaster of that year. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado asked 
ne the question whether I did not know that the national bank- 
hote circulation was held in the vaults of the banks and was 
not put in circulation by the banks in 1893 and in 1894. National- 
bank notes were not counted as a part of the reserve required 
to be held by national banks. Mr. President, national banks do 
not take out note circulation and pay an amount equal to 2 
per cent interest on it unless they are going to put the notes in 
circulation. No bank in this country would be so foolish as to 
have a note circulation and put the circulation in their bank 
vaults when they were compelled to pay an amount equal to 
2 per cent interest on it. The mere proposition on its face can 
hot be true. A man standing at the head of a national bank 
and who would do such a thing would not be worthy of the 
Position as teller in a bank. 

I was going to ask the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THomas] 
nea question that was asked him by the Senator from 
: akota (Mr. McCumserr}. 
os mar Do you want the question answered the sec- 
oon Well, I was going to ask the Senator if he 

7 eved that that circular was issued by any responsible 
Person in the United States? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; I do. 


If the Senator is not through, I will wait until 


oe SMOOT. I am glad I secured a direct answer from the 


nator. 

Mr. THOMAS. The 
by asking the question. 
of the Senator; at least, 


Senator could have got it at any time 
I have never sought to evade a question 
I hope I have not. 
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Mr. SMOOT. But does the Senstor think that any responst- 
ble man or anyone who has any influence at all in the financial 
affairs of the Government would issue such a circular and not 
sign it? 

Mr. THOMAS. I think that when the money power of this 
country mikes up its mind to enrry out its purposes it is enpable 
of doing whatever is necessary to accomplish its end. That is 
my opinion, and the: history of the country proves it, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The Senator is somewhat inclined not to accept, at least at 
its full currency value. my assertion that this money was net in 
circulation—-I mean this tremendous bank-note issue for which 
the Senator says the banks paid the munificent sum of 2 per 
cent—but the Senator can not deny the fact that there never 
was such a time of currency stringency in the history of this 
country as that from the spring of 1893 until the latter part of 
1Sh4. Where was this money, if the banks did not have it con- 
cenled?) Did the neople borrow it and then stuff it in their 
boots? Where wus it? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; they did not borrow it—— 

Mr. THOMAS. It was not in circulation and a man could 
not borrow it; you could not get a cent for love or money; 
you could not borrow $5 upon a $20 gold piece. 

The Senator hus referred to the lack of business involved 
in paying 2 per cent upon a money issue and then not louning 
it out, but think, Mr. President, of the enormous profit that 
comes after the purpose is accomplished for which the strin- 
gency is created. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
Colorado yields too much to the Senator from Utuh in ad- 
mitting that national banks pay 2 per cent on their circulation. 

Mr. THOMAS. I am quite willing to make it anything: I 
have got the everlasting fact behind me that there never was 
such a stringency at a time when it is claimed there was 
an increase in circulation. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The national banks do not pay a tax 
of 2 per cent. The tax upon the bank currency of the country, 
as I recall, is one-half of 1 per cent, and not 2 per cent. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think the Senator [Mr. Smoot] refers to 
the interest on the bonds. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No; the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] 
argued that the bankers would hardly be willing to pay 2 per 
cent on their currency and then allow it to lie idle. The fact 
is that they do not pay 2 per cent; they pay one-half of 1 per 


cent, and they receive the interest on the bonds which they 


deposit, to secure their currency. 

Mr. THOMAS. The estublishment of the gold standard 
through the repeal of the silver-purchasing clause of the Sher- 
man law brought its harvest of fortunes to these gentlemen 
manyfold in the succeeding years. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I am in full accord with the 
Senator that during the years 1893, 1894, 1895, 1896, and 1897 
the conditions in this country were most distressing, and I 
want to say to the Senator now that if he and his Democratic 
colleagues pass the House tariff bill without any changes, and 
if the same conditions existed in Europe to day that existed in 
1893, you would have the same conditions among the working 
people of the United States as existed then. 

The Senator says that the banks put the money in their 
vaults. I want to refer him to the published statements of 
many of the banks in this country during that period. They 
will show that many of them had searcely 5 per cent of their 
deposits in cash in their vaults. It is true that the people were 
sexred; it is true that they withdrew their money; it is true 
that it was hoarded; and the deposit boxes in every bank 
which had them were filled with hoarded money placed in boxes 
rather than deposited with the banks. The Senator ought to 
know that fact. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah is not 
only an apostle, but a prophet. He now prophesies a recur- 
rence of the-same unfortunate conditions into which this coun- 
try entered in 1893 and continued in a long course of travail 
if the Democratic Party dares to keep its plighted faith to the 
people. 

Mr. SMOOT. Well, that is a question. 

Mr. THOMAS. I tell him that if his prophecy proves cor- 
rect it will be because the same interests and influences oper- 
ating through the same methods will again reproduce the dis- 
aster of 1893; and I interpret his prophecy as being made 
perhaps upon information that, in order to get rid of or make 
unpopular a law which is designed to shift the burden of 
taxation from the shoulders of the consumers to the wealth 
of the country, the successful tactics of 1893 will be repeated, 
and then, perhaps 20 years from now, another Senator from 
Utah will rise in his seat and make a similar prediction when 
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the burden again becomes so heavy that the people refuse 
longer to bear it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want the Senator to be 
accurate in quoting what I say, and I want him to mark what 
1 say specifically, because I am ready to stand by it. If 
history is to repeat itself, I have no question what the result 
will be, and I am willing to be judged by it. If the Senator 
is right, I shall be only too pleased to acknowledge it; and if he 
is wrong, then I think that he ought to do the same, 

Mr. THOMAS. May I say a word? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will mark carefully what the Senator says, 
because I think he speaks not only as a Senator, but semi- 
officially. 

Mr. SMOOT. Well, Mr. President, so far as any information 
is at my command, it comes from no different source than the 
one from which the Senator gets his; but I have read the his- 
tory of this country; I have studied it; I have seen that cer- 
tain causes have brought about certain results; and I believe 
they will do so again. I say this—and I do not hesitate to 
sav it with all the power at my command—that if conditions 
in Kurope were the same to-day as they were in 1893 we could 
look for a panic in this country shortly after the tariff bill be- 
came a law. I say it without a question of doubt in my mind. 
Am I wrong? Perhaps I am; and, if I am, I will only too 
gladly acknowledge it when the demonstration has been made. 

The Senator refers to the question of the Democrats living up 
to their plighted faith with the people. Did the Democrats say 
in the platform at Baltimore that they were going to have free 
wool? Did they not indorse the House bill revising the tariff in 
which a duty on wool was provided? Yet the present House of 
Representatives has passed a bill placing wool on the free list. 
Is that living up to the pledges of the party to the western 
people? I might go on and enumerate other instances of the 
same kind, but I do.not want to enter this discussion from a 
political standpoint. I simply brought this matter to the aiten- 
tion of the Senate this morning so that the facts may be known 
to the country. I know it is very, very popular, I might say, 
for men in public life to berate the endeavors of men who stand 
at the head of the great industries and the banks of this country, 
but the day will come when it will not be so popular. I believe 
that they are just as loyal, just as patriotic, and just as good 
American citizens as many of the men who berate them upon 
the platform and in their lecture courses in this country. I do 
not say that they are all angels; I do not say that they are 
all honest; but I do say, taking them as a class of men, taking 
them as a whole, that they are just as good American citizens 
and will sacrifice just as much for this country as many other 
people who profess so much and do so little. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think, Mr. President, they ought to sacrifice 
a good deal more. I think that their atonement will only be 
complete when their sacrifices equal the extent of their ex- 
ploitation of the consuming and producing masses of the 
country. 

The Senator appeals to history now in support of his asser- 
tion that herd times are ahead of us provided conditions in 
Europe change. I think I state his proposition correctly. If 
not, I hope he will correct me. 

The Senator is a student of history. He is a very industrious 
man. His power of persistent effort and accomplishment has 
always commanded my admiration. But the Senator has read 
history in vain if he has so read it as to conclude that industrial 
convulsions have been consequent upon tariff reform. It is not 
the modification of tariff schedules, it is not the reduction of 
taxes upon the people, that have ever operated as a cause of 
panic, and they never will. Every panic in the history of this 
Nation has proceeded from other causes than the one which is 
always assigned afterwards as a basis of prophecy of what is 
to come by those who fear a change in those laws which confer 
privileges upon some and burdens upon others. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, I 
should like to suggest that he is not strictly accurate in stating 
that panics are always attributed to that cause. I do not think 
the panic of 1907 was attributed to that cause. 

Mr. THOMAS. Let me ask the Senator just to wait and give 
these panic-prophesying gentlemen time and he will learn from 
them that the panic of 1907 was based upon an apprehension 
that President Taft would be defeated in 1912. [Laughter.] 
There is no question but that these gentlemen have other ar- 
rows in their quivers to be used hereafter. Yet it is just as logt- 
cal to attribute the panic of 1893 or the panic of 1873 to dis- 
turbances consequent upon attempted tariff reform as it is now 
to make these predictions of coming disaster and base them 
upon the same cause. 
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If we must continue with the present system, wij.) 
ready resulted in transferring to a few thousand joc), 
of SO per cent of the property of this Nation, until} 41. 
it shall also be transferred or absorbed, I do not knoy 
such a panic would be preferable. I am not afraid «: 
even if I were, Mr. President, I should stand here ;.) 
a change in the present fiscal system of the Nation.  \ 
tlemen promised to make it in 1908. You did not ds ;: 

Talk about hearings! The Republican Party had its 
upon the Payne-Aldrich bill. They not only heard, pis \:, 
tened. They not only listened, but they practice:||; 
these great interests to write ‘their own items and 4) 
schedules in that bill. When they did it they wrote 4). 
mene, tekel, upharsin” upon the banquet walls of {}), 
and when, in November of last year, the people had - 
tunity to say what they thought of your antipanic;. 
tariff they spoke so loudly that only the murmur of ; 
ot Utah and the State of Vermont survived it. | Uany): 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, am 1 mist:i, 
recollection that the President of the United States }),« 
said that he belongs to a minority party, and that (jo , 
the last election was not a Democratic victory ? 

Mr. THOMAS. He said it was not 2 Democratic , 
the sense that we obtained a majority; but will the s; 
that the Progressive-Roosevelt bolt was an indorsei 
Payne-Aldrich bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. They certainly were in fayor « 
tion. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is not the question. Wil! {! 
say that the Bull Moose vote was a vote which fay: 
dorsed the Payne-Aldrich bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. They certainly never fayoredd 
the Democratic policy. 

Mr. THOMAS. That does not answer the quest’ 
matter of fact, their platform, and the Senator w 
denounced that enactment just as we have 
Moreover, gentlemen upon the other side, gentleni: 
to the Republican Party, who voted perhaps for Mr. 
self, did not lend the sanction of their approval te 
which is known throughout the country and able 
Payne-Aldrich tariff law. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, will the Senator ; 
ask him a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator expect and be: 
present tariff bill will meet the commendation « 
Moose Party of which he has spoken? 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not know. The Democratic |’ 
never associated with the Bull Moose Party. ‘The Ss 
Wyoming used to be in close association with it: 
He can answer the question, probably, better than |. 

Mr. WARREN. That is the first disavowal } hic 
and the Senator has my thanks for it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is it? 

Mr. WARREN. It is the first one. 

Mr. THOMAS. It will not be the last. 

Mr, WARREN. I hope not. 

Mr. THOMAS. No; it will not be the last. ‘Th« | 
Party is a party that tries to take care of itself, 
manifested a good deal of vitality. 

Mr. WARREN. Still, when the Senator disavew- | 
Moose Party, and goes back to the election, he his 
that he is a member of a minority party, and (ha! 
minority of the Republic that gave its consent to (l) 
tariff bill that the Senator proposes; and, if I am 1 
that minority will grow smaller when they. come to #) 
the results of that tariff bill, if it ever passes. 

Mr. THOMAS. God knows it will never get s» 5) 
minority party that the Senator represents. That is. 
impossible. It is now a negative quantity. I lave =" 
miration for the Progressive Party myself. It mi 
protest against the influences that have so long conir: 
dominated the great Republican Party in this Nation tt 
turned it away from its purposes and objects and mi 
political ally and slave of those enormous interests 110 . 
tions that control every department of industry and domi 
every opportunity of the American citizen. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRIN) 
Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 


the present consideration of Senate resolution 66. authorizing 
the Committee on Banking and Currency to held hearins 


Senator from 


t. the 
Ww th 
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nas been on the calendar for some time, and I should like to 
pave it disposed of. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma asks 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of Senate 
resolution 66— ah 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to have the resolution first 

add. é 
. Mr. OWEN. It has been reported by the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and also by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
Jution. : 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res, 66), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to 
make investigations of banking and currency matters and to compile 
and prepare statistics relative thereto, such as may be necessary, and 
to report from time to time to the Senate the result thereof, and for 


this purpose they are authorized to sit, by subcommittee or otherwise, 
during the sessions of the Senate, or recesses thereof, at such times and 





































Mr. GALLINGER. And our Democratic friends did not come 
to our rescue. 

Mr. BACON. That may be true; but we are proposing to do 
so now. I have not stated my proposition. I said there had 
been the most remarkable and noted unanimity, not simply of 
opinion but of expression, on the Republican side of this 
Chamber, that the matter ought not to be delayed. The thing 
that has struck me as very remarkable is that in public utter- 
ance in this Chamber, and in private expression in personal in- 
terviews, it has been apparent to my mind that the Senators 
on the other side hive all at once become opposed to any 
immediate action in regard to this matter. Now, why is that? 
I should like the Senator to tell me what has brought about that 
change of opinion on the part of Republican Senators. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator desires to apply that to 
me, I disclaim any purpose of that kind on my part. A few 
days ago the Senator took me to task and read me a very 
pleasant little lecture on the importance of Senators remain- 
ing here and performing public business. The Senator will, 


laces as they may deem advisable, to send for persons and papers, and | ; i : ee 

Piminister soths and to employ such stenographic and clerical assist- | if he gives the matter a moment's consideration—— 

ance, or otherwise, a8 may necessary, the expense of such investli- Mr. BACON. No; I certainly. did not apply that to the 
gation to be paid for from the contingent fund of the Senate; and the | Senator from New Hampshire, because he is one of the most 


committee is authorized to pay for such printing and binding as may 
be necessary for its use. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The word “otherwise” was 
stricken out, I think. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And the word “ clerical” was stricken out. 

Mr. OWEN. The word “ clerical” was stricken out, also. 

The VICE ee a The oe has —— read the 
resolution as propo . ere are several amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not propose to enter Mr ‘ON . 

. : aa Mr. BACON. I do not know it; I want to say that to the 
an_ objection 7 a a prmen eee eae little | senator. If my views have any influence or prevail, we will 
INOrRATIOR. Sates tae. Senos _—" gry we e com- | have it at the present session. As I said the other day, if this 
mittee may sit at such times and places as in its Judgment may i é ee aca 
be deemed necessary. That means that it may go to Europe, I matter is of the importance that the business men say to us it 
ve dee as . . Ma > a . ssa " is ae stead 
sist oF to Aftien, of fo the Orient; that it may sit in this| ‘ate have’ been Wiaibg: upon us it ier Kite see certeraly 
ee Se other country and take testimony. Am I ought not to delay in the effort to give them the relief which 
a : they say is required. 
ee OWEN, Ce seeune the Senator recognizes the fact that) Mp, GALLINGER. I will join the Senator from Georgia in 

Mr cats tence : any. reasonable effort, at any reasonable time, to secure cur- 

Mr. GALLINGER, I am not quite sure on that point. ; ; s q : 

: aa, 2 : rency legislation. I think the Senator is right in the sugges- 
Mr. OWEN. Then I will reassure the Senator. tem that we eusht te have currency iesisiation at the cariics 
Mr. GALLINGER. I recall the fact that not long ago we had pet eam ave currency legislation at the earliest 

a very industrious commission that traveled the worl rer, 7 : 

onan ene large cnaaan of Sane and ane pecontngine — Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 
lected a very valuable library, and that a bill was introduced Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Minnesota will pardon 
as a result of that very expensive investigation and unanimously | ™€ for just a moment. I want to say to the Senator from New 
reported; but the bill has received scant consideration on the Hampshire the statement is made, and is very frequently re- 
part of the Senate. Now is the entire ground to be gone over | Peated, that our present financial system is one which puts the 
again and several hundred thousand dollars more used, or can | business community in constant danger and peril, because of the 
the Senator give us some reasonable degree of assurance that | inability of those who have the direction of our financia! mat- 
there will be a more economical investigation than the one that | teTs cern car aeuae nee eameumennte ay a ara — 
Was made? no ma rhe ose e zencies will arise. lit be 

Mr. OWEN. I can give that assurance to the Senator with- | true, can there be any greater duty devolving upon the Con- 
out any breach of confideace. gress of the United States than the duty to enter upon legisla- 
_Mr. GALLINGER, Can the Senator, supplementing the ques- | tlon which will guard against such a danger as that? And, as 
tion I asked him a few days ago, give us a reasonable degree of | I said the other day, should the question of a little personal 
assurance that after we get through with this troublesome tariff inconvenience on the part of Senators stand in the way of the 
bill the work of the session will probably end; or are we to have | performance of so great and so urgent a duty as that? 
an illy matured and hastily constructed currency bill to struggle Mr. GALLINGER. It has always seemed to me, Mr. Presi- 
with here during the latter months of the summer? dent, that the necessity for this legislation has been consider- 

Mr. OWEN. The Senator is asking a good many varieties of | ably exaggerated. I do not think that because of our currency 
questions in one remark. In the first place, he desires to know | system we have had the cataclysms in the business world that 
what will be done by the Congress of the United States after | some people are in the habit of suggesting. Yet doubtless we 
the tariff bill ig disposed of. With my limited knowledge I am | can improve our currency system, and I am quite in favor of 
unable to inform the Senator on that point. the effort being made at the proper time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is it the Senator's purpose to introduce I regret that I have taken so much time. I shall not object 
= press for consideration at this session a currency measure? | to the Senator’s resolution. It is a proper one, and I have no 
Pg OWEN. When this matter came up before I stated to | doubt the money will be wisely expended in getting information 
a Senator what are my personal views with regard to it. I | which we all desire to have. 

Mr. GALERIE to speak for anyone except myself. Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

;., GALLINGER. I notice the Senator has been in consul-| The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
tati 

on with the President on this subject more or less fre- | yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 


“a. Oe mee ° Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 
; - I decline to submit to a cross-examination upon Mr. NELSON. As a member of the Committee on Banking 


“i oe with the President. and Currency, I think I can safely say that the Republican 
all the nea Mr. President, I think we have gotten | members of that committee are anxious to proceed with finan- 

Mr ‘on t we can get on this question. cial legislation at this session. Several bills have been intro- 
I have we I should like to ask the Senator a question. | duced and are before the committee, one of them being the 
years nh very much struck by one remarkable fact. For | product of the Monetary Commission, but the Republican mem- 
ean — the Senators on the other side of the Chamber have | bers of the committee are unable to move any faster than the 
the aan insistent that there should be legislation to reform | Democratic members of the committee will allow them to move. 
on t Here I think there has been a remarkable unanimity | We are ready to go on with this matter of financial 'egislation, 

ee and will take it up as speedily as possible. 
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regular in attendance of Senators on either side of this 
Chamber. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to remark on that; and I 
regretted that the Senator’s language did seem to apply di- 
rectly to me because I had suggested that I thought we ought 
not to be kept here until winter time, sweating ourselves over a 
currency bill that is not going to become a law at this session, 
and everybody knows it. 
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I want further to say that while a bill has been introduced, 
and is pending before the committee, to establish and create a 
national currency association—a single central association for 
the entire country—lI understand our friends on the other side 
can not approve of this, because the’ Democratic platform 
adopted at Baltimore condemned it. They propose instead of one 
central currency association to have fifteen, or from a dozen to 
twenty, but in all other respects, as I understand, they practi- 
eally adopt the plan of the Monetary Commission. In other 
words, the plan is to segregate and separate the matters into 
from a dozen to fifteen or twenty currency associations, but oth- 
erwise the associations are to be on the line prescribed and out- 
lined in the report of the Monetary Commission and in the bill 
that was prepared by that commission and introduced in Con- 
gress. 

Now, such a bill as I have indicated has been introduced by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Weeks]. I want to say 
to the chairman of the committee and to the members on the 
other side of the Chamber that we Republican members of the 
Banking and Currency Committee are ready to proceed with 
that work immediately and to go at it faithfully and to the best 
of our ability. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour has closed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I trust the Senator from Oklahoma may 
have action upon his resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the ques- 
tion will be taken on the amendments reported by the com- 
inittee. The first amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 1, line 11, strike out the words 
“and clerical” before the word “ assistance.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, before this resolution is 
passed by the Senate I should like to say a few words. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NeL_son] has declared that 
the original Aldrich plan provided for a great central reserve 
association with 16 branch organizations or associations, and 
he intimates that the Democratic Party is now prepared to 
abandon the central organization and to establish the regional 
system by practically creating 16 independent reserve associa- 
tions in the banking zones covered by the branch associations 
of the Aldrich bill. 

I wish to say a word to the Senator from Oklahoma, who 
leads this committee, and suggest to him that that committee 
should seriously consider not the question of the economic 
division of the country into certain banking zones and creating 
in each zone a reserve association, such associations numbering 
16 or 17 in all, but that it should consider the wisdom of 
following in the banking organization the organization of our 
Government, which consists of independent States, 48 in num- 
ber, bound together by a union as federated States. 

I wish to call the Senator's attention to the importance of 
organizing these reserve associations within the boundaries of 
each individual State, one in each State, so that in such 
reserve associations can be grouped not only the national 
bunks in that State but the State banks in the State, and then 
the system they shall organize will cover a federation of the 
various State reserve associations in such a way as to make 
their union effective In the prevention of the interruption of 
interstate exchange and of national panics. 

I wish, in this connection, to call the Senator’s attention to 
the fact that one-half of the deposits of this country are in the 
State bunks, that about one half of the loans made by banks in 
this country are the loans of State banks, and that we may per- 
fect our national banking system so that tt may be the most 
perfect in the world and yet, if we leave the other half of the 
banking system organized under State laws in an imperfect 
condition, we will fail of the accomplishment of that which we 
desire, and it will be in the power of the State banks, through 
inefficient administration and inefficient management, to embroil 
not only themselves in difficulties but the entire national bank- 
ing system. 

If we will organize a reserve association in each State we can 
invite the State banks to come into those associations, giving 
them equal privileges as to the issue of emergency currency, a 
power which they desire, conditioned upon their complying with 
the national laws regarding the relation of capital to deposits 
and the relation of reserves to deposits. 

Thus we can, through this persuasive power, secure the pre 
cautions that will insure good banking upon the part of the 
State banks—such precautions as we deem essential regarding 
the national banks. Each State reserve association will be 
organized, of course, to prevent local panics, for ft will unionize 
all the banks of the State’ for their prevention, and so mass 
together the reserves of the banks, both National and State, 
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within the boundaries of the State as to transfer thos 
to the point of attack, just as the militia itself is mye, 
a similar purpose. 

Then we can, by a system of federation of the St. 
associations, analogous to that of the National Go., 
have a great central organization, to be called a bayk 
or banking commission, and by a gradual process bri; 
reserve associations in such communion as to make 4! 
lutely effective in the prevention of interstate panics 
interruption of interstate exchange. 

It seems to me that such a system is eminently de 
in character, and it likens the economic system of bb 
that of our system of government, maintnining the - 
of each State complete in itself, associating al! the | 
each State together for mutual protection and suppor:, ; 
facilitating their union for national and interstate puyy. 

I have regretted very much of late to see that in « 
nouncement regarding the possible action of the eo); 
the Democratic House attention seems to be directed 
line of the creation of economic zones regardless of S{s1o | 
aries, instead of the preservation of the political zo 
existing as sovereign States. I do not believe ths! 
organization is democratic in character. I believe : 
tendency is toward an absorbing nationalism, which \ 
further weaken the autonomy of the States. 

I believe that by following the analogy of our sy; 
government and making the administration of onr oo 
and our banking harmonize with our system of yvover 
the maintenance of State lines as to the creation of 6: 
and financial zones we will strengthen our system of < 
ment, we will preserve the autonomy of the S);' 
strengthen that system of cooperation which, I am elad | 
fis gradually increasing, a cooperation which on omett 
mutual interest is now being so generally indulged beiwi: 
Nation, the Union of the States, on the one hand, snd : 
dividual States upon the other. 

It was not my purpose, Mr. President, to speak so |): 

I found it impossible to express what I had to say in 1 
words. I do trust that the Senator from Oklahom: wii! 
very initiative give some consideration to this view, fer if 
get headed in the other direction, the direction in which, | 
sorry to say, the House committee seems to tend, we wi 
my judgment, accomplish the creation of a system not so den 
cratic in form, not so inclined to preserve the autonomy of i! 
States, not so serviceable in the exercise of State powers : 
purely domestic banking and exchange and of the mi 
powers regarding interstate exchange as a branch of inter 
commerce. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, being 2 member of {lic ( 
mittee on Banking and Currency I desire to svy thet I am 
perfectly willing to do whatever the best interests of 11 
public service require. My judgment is that a Senator | 
Representative in Congress can do better work if he em 
trates his attention upon one important mesure at 2 ti 
I think the revision of the tariff that is now proposed) 
most important measure, and it is of such importance |! 
ought to command the most careful consideration a! 
most industrious effort of every Member of the Senate. 

When that is through, when that work has been cen 
if we have the time and strength to enter upon anotiicr | 
of legislation I am perfectly willing to do it, but I do no 
it would be wise to undertake to carry along tariff levis!iton 
and currency legislation at the same time. I think while ‘le 
chairman of the committee is disposed to push the matier with 
as reasonable expedition as possible he has pursned 2 ‘ery 
wise course in not insisting upon the immediate considerion 
of a currency bill while the tariff bill is before us anc or" 
manding our attention. 

I do not pretend to be an expert In financial matters. I have 
an impression that the evils which are complained of = 
arise from the banking system more than the currency sy!" 
and that a few changes in the banking system could be mice 
and then the country would not suffer if Conzress ee 
considerable time to study any contemplated changes 6) 0" 
currency laws. ee 

I felt like I wanted to make this statement beeanse oF 
statements that have been made by members of the com 
with which I agree in the main but not completely. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will st! 
second amendment of the committee. : 

The Secretary. On page 1, line 11, after the word © 
ance,” insert “at a cost not to exceed $1 a printed pace. 

The amendment was agreed to. Be i laa 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 2, afte! <p Pacha 
“ printing,” to strike out “and binding”; aud in !ive «. 


<1 








11>. 


word “use,” to strike out the word “its” and insert “ the,” 


the is ; 
i after the word “use” to insert the words “of the com- 


alte 
w Mr OWEN, After the word “Senate,” on the first line of | 
paige | move to strike out the remainder of the resolution | 
in the following words: 

{ud the committee is authorized to pay for such printing and bind- 

is may be necessary for its use. 

fhe committaze will not expect to have any occasion for that 
part of the resolution. 

Vhe amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. SMOOT. L understecd the Senator to say that on page 1, 
line I2. the words “ or otherwise” were to be stricken out. 
“Mr. OWEN. That is right. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Secretary has not reported that as an 
-wendment, aud it is not so marked in the printed resolution. 

Mr. OWEN. On page 1, line 12, after the words “at a cost 
not to exceed $1 a printed page,” I move to strike out the words | 
“or otherwise.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRISTOW. May I inquire of the Senator from Okla- 
hom if striking out the clause on page 2 will prevent the com- 
mittee from having the hearings or the information collected | 
printed in document form for the use of the committee? 

Mr. OWEN. The Secretary of the Senate has the right to 


bave any binding done that may be required by the committee. 
Mr. BRISTOW. I did not want the committee to be fore- | 
losed from having the hearings printed and bound in the usual | 
cae | 
way. 
Mr. OWEN. No; it is not intended to prevent the binding in 


the usual way. 

My. GALLINGER. For the purpose of getting rid of un- 
necessary language, I call the attention of the Senator to lines 
7 sud S, the words “ by subcommittee or otherwise.” It is pro- 
vided in lines 2 and 3 that the investigation shall be conducted 
}: subcommittee or otherwise. I move, after the word “ sit,” in | 
line 7, to strike out the words “by subcommittee or otherwise.” | 

Mr. OWEN. I hope the Senator will not insist on that amend- 
It may be necessary to use a subcommittee. We are | 
using a subcommittee now for the purpose of framing certain 
questions desired by the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The reason why I made the suggestion 
‘vas that the resolution provides— 

That the Committee on Banking and Currency be, and they are 

rely, anthorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to make 
inve: tigations— 

Anl so forth. 

It secins to me that it is unnecessary to repeat the language. | 
If the Senator wants it in I have no objection. 

Mr. OWEN. It is the usual form, and the committee may 
prefer to have the work done through a subcommittee. They | 
are doing that now with regard to framing certain questions, 

Mr. GALLINGER. They have that power under the general 
terms of the resolution, but I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I understand one of the | 
reasons for urging the consideration of the currency bill at this | 
sessiol Inay be possibly to divert attention from the effects of | 
ihe (uriff. It has occurred to me that it would be quite enough | 
‘{ this time to deal with the tariff, in order that the responsi- | 
bilities, whatever they may be, which shall follow can be rightly 
cated, If it shall so happen that a business disturbance shall 
occur and currency legislation is enacted immediately after the | 
vvision of the tariff, the present announced plan to prosecute 
the business men of the country for causing such disturbance 
iy be attended with difficulty; for is it not possible that the | 
bunkers may be chargeable with causing the panic, if one occurs? 

In the old days of Rome it is recorded that the emperors, 
ifter they had brought disaster to their subjects, engaged in 
“ike Hew and exciting enterprise in order to divert the atten- 
‘ton of the populace from their unhappy condition. But we have 
passed from those times of deception, and will it not be better 
tnd safer to try one experiment with business at a time? The 
‘ccts of these two great measures should be tried separately, 
= that there will be no confusion as to causes, whether those 
vente Cate or bad. The money question was invoked 17 
Dement as the cause for the evil times which followed the 
fn ‘Tatic rev ision of the tariff in 1894, but the people knew, 
ee thing should not be tried again. The issue should not 

© confused now. 
i that the country may analyze both these propositions 
ughly, I sincerely hope that the committee will be content 


ment. 





at this session 
like unduly to acquire information, but that it may not feel 


least not to 
revision, 


hastening the consideration of the currency bill—at 
the extent of trying to becloud the effects of tariff 
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of committees of the other House. 


| by a reasonable consideration of this subject, 


| senting such a 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


resolution as amended. 


Mr. LIPPITY. Mr. President, before the question is put, I 


should like to ask the Senator in charge of the resolution if he 
has some definite plan of an investigation that is to be under- 
taken under the authority that is proposed to be given by the 
resolution # 
has spent enormous sums of money recently in investigating 
similar subjects. 
by 


Of course, we are all aware that the Government 


There was a very large sum of money spent 
the Monetary Commission and a most exhaustive report 
made upon all of these subjects, covering not only this country 
There has also 
been a very elaborate investigation made under the authority 
I do not suppose that the 
Senator from Oklahoma intends to duplicute those investiga- 
tions. I also can not suppose that he is asking for this author- 
ity unless he has some definite plan of action. L should be very 
much obliged if, before the motion is put, the Senator would 
tell us in a definite way just what the intention is that is 
meant to be carried out by the resolution. : 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, this question, of course. is not a 
partisan question, as has been suggested by some of the re- 
marks which have been heard on the floor; nor is this matter a 
new question, as has been suggested by one of the Senators. 
On the contrary, this question has been under the most active 
study and consideration for five years. It was in 1908, five - 
years ago, that we established a national Monetary Commis- 
sion. They have done a vast work, they have xecumulated a 
great fund of information, and incidentally accumulated quite a 
valuable library on the bibliography of the question of banking 
and currency, a library consisting of nearly 2,000 volumes. 
Their work is of great value, of great use, of great importance; 


, but here is a new committee taking up this question and under- 


taking to digest these matters. ‘Therefore they are impelled, 
to hear the ex- 
perts of the country before the committee in order that they 


may be cross-questioned, and so that the committee may advise 


| itself as fully as possible. 


So now to ask the chairman of the committee what he pro- 
poses to do in the way of legislation, assuming that he repre- 
sents the entire committee in the matter, is going beyond the 
point of reason, I think, because the committee has not in- 
structed the chairman with regard to the matter nor has the 
committee itself given such consideration to the question nor to 
any bills before it—although there are several bills before it, 
including the bill prepared by the Monetary Commission—that 
I could answer that question, except in a general way, by say- 
ing that I shall expect the committee to consider the question 
in its various aspects, to hear expert opinions upon it. and mak- 
ing a proper record of them, so that the Senate itself shall be 
informed with regard to what is said by experts upon this topic. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I had supposed, Mr. President, that in pre- 
resolution it would be something more than 
merely a digestive powder. I scarcely supposed that the com- 
mittee who authorized a report of this resolution would have 
done so without considering pretty precisely the steps that they 
wanted to take and the precise information that they wanted to 
acquire. Of course, the duplication of investigations of this 
sort by Congress is something almost beyond the belief of any- 
one who has not been in this body and seen them actually 
performed, 

I do not know that I am going to object particularly to this 
investigation being made, but I had hoped that the Senator had 
some definite plan, some particular forin of knowledge that he 
wanted to bring out and make public. If it is simply a dragnet 
investigation in the hope of discovering something thot is not 
at present known, why, that puts one view upon the matter. I 
am sorry that the Senator from Oklahoma is net in a position 
to state definitely what he wants the investigation for. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, not to protract this discussion 
unnecessarily, I should like to ask the interpretation of the 
Senator from Oklahoma of the last two lines of this resolution, 
which reads: 

And the committee is authorized to pay for such printing as may be 
necessary for the use of the committec 

Mr. GALLINGER. Those words have been stricken out. 

Mr. BURTON. Do they mean that these publications are to 
be for the exclusive use of the committee or would they be 
available for each Member of the Senate? 

Mr. OWEN. I might explain to the Senator that IT have 
moved to strike out those two lines, and the motion has been 
agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. BURTON. Then, they have been stricken out? 
the intention? Is it the intention to print the hearings? 


What is 
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Mr. OWEN. 
of the Senate, 

Mr. BURTON. Is it the intention that those hearings shall 
be available for any Member of the Senate who is desirous of 
rending them? 

Mr. OWEN. Of course. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from 
Ohie that under the resolution there is no direct provision for 
the printing; but I take it for granted that the Senator from 
Oklahoma will be content with the printing of a thousand 
copies, which every committee of the Senate has a right to have 
printed under the printing law. 

Mr. OWEN, That wus the intention of the resolution, of 
course. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is as I understood it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON ALOOHOLISM. 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate bill 1620. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be read. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1620) te provide Jor representation 
of the United States in the Fourteenth International Congress 
on Aleoholism, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations with an amendment, 
on page 1, line 10, after the word “ ports,” to strike out: “And 
the President is hereby authorized and requested to extend an 
invitation to the said cengress to hold its fifteenth biennial 
meeting in the United States in 1915;”’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $6,850 to defray the expenses of delegates, to be designated by the 
resident of the United States, to the Fourteenth International Congress 
on Alcoholism, at Milan, Italy, September, 1913, including secretarial 
and stenographic work and transcription of reports. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I move that the sum of “ $6,850” 
be stricken out of the bill and that the sum of “$4,500” be 
inserted. I will say to the Senator from Virginia that the rea- 
son I do that is that these international congresses on alco- 
holism are held every two years, and two years ago in the 
approprtation bill for the Diplomatic and Consular Service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, a provision was inserted 
as follows: 


lor —— of dele 
Thirteenth Internationa 


Yes; the hearings will be printed for the use 


tes to be designated by the President to the 
Congress on Alcoholism at The Hague, Hol- 
land, September, 1911, $4,500, including secretarial and stenographice 
work and transcription of reports. 

That is identically the wording of this bill, with the excep- 
tion of the amount and the name of the piace in which the 
congress is to be held. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
from: Utah that one of the delegates infermed me that the 
amount appropriated on the former occasion turned out to be 
quite insufficient. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator from Texas that 
if we give $6.850 at this time, two years hence we shall be 
called upen for another appropriation, and it will net then be 
$6,850, but it will be $10,000. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I do not think the Senator is correct in 
that statement. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think that in appropriating for all these 
junketing trips we ought to hold them down te just as low a 
level as it is possible, and I shall ask for a vote upon the ques- 
tion if the Senator will not accept the amendment. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, it is not a junketing trip 
in any sense whatever, and I resent the statement that it is. 

Mr. SMOOT. Perhaps, Mr. President, I designated it rather 
harshly, and I will withdraw the expression; but I want to say 
to the Senator that this is net the only request of this kind 
that we have had. Hardly an appropriation bill passes but that 
some appropriation is made to enable somebody te go to Eurepe. 
I will appeal to any member of the Appropriations Committee 
as to whether that is not so. I think that if we are going to 
send delegates to the Fourteenth Congress on Alcoholism we 
onght to provide for their actual expenses, but the expenditure 
ought to be kept within reasonable limits. 

I am perfectly willing, inasmuch as we have embarked on this. 
business and the precedent has been established, that we shalt 
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not draw a line in the case of this particular congress, | 
pose if there is any congress for which we ought to ayy)... 
for a trip to Europe, perhaps this is as good a one as «; 
this is one of dozens of similar instances, and I think 
has arrived when this sort of appropriation should «; 
regulated and a limit placed on them, if possible. 

I move, Mr. President, that “ $6.850” be striken out - 
“$4,500” be inserted, which is the amount approj 
the same object in 1911. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah pro} 
amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 1, line 5, it is proposed to vty) 
“ $6,850” and in lieu thereof to insert “ $4,500.” 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, in reply to the Senste 
Utah [Mr. Smoot] I will say that he has entirely miseopoi. o 
the purpose of the appropriation and the history of the Coyep.e 
on Alcoholism. The junketing expeditions which he abyss «, 
extravagantly, and properly, and with such zeal, yen ty 
originate in Congress. In this case the Italian Govern en) 
has extended an invitation to the United States to send o., 
gates to the Fourteenth International Congress on Aleotio) <), 
which will be held at Milan. These meetings commener| jy 
1846. They were discontinued for awhile, but they are now joi 
every two years. Scientific men interested in temperance 
there to discuss the effect of alcoholism in its varied | 
They consider to what extent alcohol is injurious, t 
extent, if any, it should be used, and all kindred subjects. 

This is the first time I have ever known of an invitation 
tended by a foreign government to send delegates to : « 
held within its borders to be met in such a parsimonious spirit, 
As I understand, $6,850 is the estimate made to cover only th 
actual expenses which will be incurred by the delegites, 
we are going to send any delegates to the congress, [ ¢:1 seo 
no reason why we should not pay their expenses and Jet yen 
go in a proper manner. I understand that $4.500 appropriate 
two years ago for a similar purpose proved to be iusifficien! 

The Italian Government has forwarded to the State Dey .rt- 
ment an invitation for delegates from the United Stites ¢ 
attend the congress, and the usual comity of natiois, the 
courtesy becoming nations, generally requires acceptance of 
invitations. I hope the Senator will not insist on his : 
ment, because the amount propesed by the Dill is very 
and was estimated to be needed to defray the expenses of thi 
delegates. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I desire to say that the «ues- 
tion is not so much the difference between $4.500 and So 
as it is the first step in the direction of a constantly incr 
appropriation. I will say to the Senator here and now 
is not any extraordinary thing for delegates from the 
States to be asked to attend congresses and cenvenii: 
foreign lands. It is of common occurrence, and I am net 
ing to that. As the Senator has said, there have been | 
of these congresses on alcoholism. When was the firs 
that the Government was ever asked to py anything t 
delegates. to such a congress? 

Mr. SWANSON. I can not remember the first time. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I requested my clerk | 
up the matter for me, and I am informed that the [irsi : 
priation for this purpose was made in 1911. I have he 
time personally to look it up; but they tell me that th. 
the first appropriation ever made for this purpose. If U 
the case, then there were 12 of these conventions hei \ 
there was not a cent appropriated by the Government for (oe 
gates from this country; but I will say to the Senator that woe" 
this question came up two years ago I voted for the >). 
appropriation, which was the estimate made to p:y tle : 
expenses of the delegates to the convention held at ‘The 1) <1" 
Holland, at that time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator 
Virginia permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield to the Senator from New Hams 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am warmly in favor of this :))! 
tion, but I want to ask the Senator from Virginia if ||) >" 
not be well to specify the number of delegates? [ thins ©) 
were 12 at the last convention; and, of course, we mis!!! 
priate $25,000 and appoint 30 or 40 or 50 delegates. It s 
to me that 10 delegates would probably be sufficient. 

Mr. SWANSON. It would seem to me, Mr. President. |’ 
we do not limit the number of delegates, but simply spe’. 
amount to be devoted to this purpose, we will incur uo ©! 
in excess of that amount. If we were to name 10 delezst" 
the President should appoint 10 delegates and their ex" ”" 
should be in excess of $6.850, they would come and ask tor more 
money to pay the expenses. I think the better course is to! 
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the amount that we are willing to appropriate, and to pay the 
~pepses of the delegates not to exceed that amount. 

Mr GALLINGER. The Senator says that at the last con- 
vention they spent more money than was appropriated. Has a 
report ever been made showing precisely what amount they did 
a SWANSON. This bill was introduced by the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. SuepparpD], and I think he is probably familiar 
ith the matter. 

de IEPPARD. Mr. President, I will say that I was as- 
gored by Dr. Dinwiddie, the legislative representative of the 
An eaJoon League and the National Temperance Bureau, that 
the mount furnished two years ago proved to be insufficient. 
I xm sure that he made a report to the State Departme t. aud 
that report has either been communicated to Congress vr is in 
yocess of transmission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does not the Senator from Texas fear 
that if we make this additional appropriation of two thousand 
and some odd dollars, a larger number of delegates will be ap- 
pointed? Will not the fact be urged upon the State Depart- 
ment that they have more money and ought to have more 

Jegates? 

“— SHEPPARD. I hardly think so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And there will be another deficit. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. If there should be another deficit, there 
will be no request made to Congress to supply it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The request would be made when the next 
appropriation bill comes up and the same argument would be 
mave that they spent more money than they got from the 
Government, 

Mr, SHEPPARD. 
fully estimated. 

Mr. SWANSON. This is a congress of scientific men. It is 
to be attended by good, creditable, and splendid delegates from 
al] the nations of the earth. 

Mr. SMOOT. If it were not so, 
appropriation of any amount. 

Mr. SWANSON. Let me get through and then I will yield to 
the Senator. This is an important convention; it is not a 
suul affair; nor is it a mere junketing expedition, as the 
Senator from Utah would have the Senate believe. The dele- 
gates are scientific men of ability and character. Their pro- 
ceedings are printed; they discuss all the phases of alcohol— 
its relation to tuberculosis and other diseases, its relation to 
social conditions, and so forth. 

If there were but 10 delegates, $6,850 would only be $685 
apiece, and within that amount one could hardly pay the 
expenses of going there and returning, covering a six weeks’ 
trip. I have no doubt that the delegates always expend a 
greut deal more than is appropriated. As 1 have said, the 
amount proposed was estimated for, as I am informed by the 
Senator from Texas {Mr. SHEPPaRD], in view of what it cost 
for the delegates to attend the last congress. If we are going 
to send delegates to this convention, if it is an important 
gathering, as I submit it is, inasmuch as the Government of Italy 
has asked us to send delegates, and we are responding to that 
invitation, it seems to me that we should pay the amount re- 
quested for this purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SMOOT. In answer to the Senator from Virginia, I 
desire to say that when I used the expression “a junketing 
trip” I spoke, of course, in general terms covering many com- 
missions and delegations that go to Europe. Further, the Sena- 
tor no doubt heard what I stated in answering the Senator 
from Texas—that I withdrew the remark as to this particular 
cominission, But the Senator must remember that delegates 
have been going abroad for a quarter of a century; and, of 
course, other men seeing that they were going to Europe and 
that the Government was paying their expenses to go as deic- 
fates to these conventions and congresses to all. parts of 
the world, I did not blame those interested in alcoholism for 
Pa to Congress and asking that Congress appropriate for 
reir expenses for similar purposes. But I do believe an appro- 
Priation of $4,500 to send delegates to this convention or con- 
a a8 it is called, is sufficient. 
oe a full reportwof the proceedings will be made. 
ome we S no one in the United States interested in the subject 
that hs can secure a copy of the report. It does seem to me 
= we increase this appropriation now to $6,850 and 10 

60, next year it will be $10,000 and 12 men will go, and 


next year $15,000 and 15 men will go, and I do not know what 
the end will be. 


W 


I think not; the amount has been care- 


we would not make an 
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Therefore, Mr. President, I think it is preper fer us now 
to say to those interested in the iniernationsl Congress on 
Alcoholism, no matter where it is held. that the Congress of 


the United States is willing, for the good that may come frein 
those congresses and for the information that will flow to the 
American people, to give $4,500 every two years, and no more. 


I will promise the Senator that if the $4,500 approprintion 
is made the same information will be given to the Amer- 


ican people as if $6.850 were appropriated. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, of course the number and 
character of the delegates sent to these conventions is fixed 
With some relation to the number and character of those sent 
by other nations. When this Government appoints delegates it 
makes inquiries; it tries to ascertain the character and num- 
ber of de'egates sent from other nations. 


One man could go, 
but usually they bave larger delegations. ‘The number of dele- 
gates sent to a convention of this charncter is estimated in 
relation to what the other nations send. Consequently, it 


seems to me it is not excessive to usk that this estimate that 
has been made as to what is needed for this purpose should 
be given. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, before the vote is taken upon 
this amendment I should like to amend it by the 
word “ten” on line 5, page 1, so that it will read: 

That there be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of 
the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $4,500 to de- 
fray the expenses of 10 delegates, to be designated by the Dresident 
of the United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not exceeding 10 

Mr. SMOOT. Not exceeding 10 delegates. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the two wmend- 
ments submitted by the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. One other word, Mr, President. I will make 
one more appeal to the Senator. It is not simply a question of 
an appropriation for delegates to this convention, but as svon 
as this convention is given $6,850, all of the other interested 
parties in other conventions will come to Congress and ask 
for an increase; and how are we going to differentiate between 
them ? 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, an investigation will show, 
I am satisfied, that less is asked for this convention, considering 
the character of the delegates and the character of the meet- 
ing, than almost any that comes before the Senate and House 
for consideration. If the Senator from Utab has such a fund of 
information and knows more than the people that go there, 
more than the people that have charze of this matter—- 

Mr. SMOOT. That statement is uncalled for. 

Mr. SWANSON (continuing). And is satisfied that 10 dele- 
gates are all that are needed and all that other nations send, 
of course he has information that I do not possess. I know that 
in considering the delegates that are to be sent, reference’ is 
had to what other nations send, their character, their number, 
and so on, 

If this is a “ junketing expedition,” do not vote for it at all; 
do not make any appropriation for it. I do not want to vote 
any money out of the Treasury for junketing purposes. If it is 
something worthy to be considered, if the cause is commendable, 
if the purpose is high and proper, and Congress desires to accept 
the invitation of another nation, the Italian Nation, submitted 
to us through its foreign department in Rome to send delegates 
there, it seems to me the best thing to do is to take the estimate 
of those who are acquainted with the situntion and leave to the 
President the determination of the number of delegates to be 
sent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, upon further consideration, I 
will withdraw the second amendment I have offered, as to the 
number of delegates, and leave it to the President to use his 
own judgment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is wpen the am 
ment offered by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


inserting 


ud- 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. KERN. 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next at 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL DISTBICT JUDGE FOR PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. CHILTON. I ask unanimous consent to take up for im- 
mediate consideration House bill 32, to provide for the appoint- 
ment of an additional district judge in and for the eastern dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania. 


I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
2 o'clock p. m. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of House 
bill No. 32, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. The bill had been reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 9, after 
the word “therein,” to strike out: “ Provided, however, That 
the President shall make public all indorsements made in behalf 
of the person appointed as such district judge.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 5, to add as a 
new section, the following: 

Sec. 3. That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint an additional 
circuit judge for the fourth circuit, who shall receive the same salary 
as other circuit judges now receive, and shall reside within the said 

' fourth circult: Provided, That the office of circuit judge to which 
Robert W. Archbald was originall cppsintes is hereby abolished and 
bo successor shall be appointed to fill said office. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I should like to know some- 
thing of the necessity of this additional judge up here in Penn- 
sylvania. I should like to know something about the bill. 

Mr. CHILTON. This bill refers to the eastern district of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. President. The present judge in that district 
is very ill. It was stated, and it is not contradicted, that he has 
tuberculosis, and is in the last stages of that disease. He can 
not live more than a few months, as his friends and his physi- 
cians state. That was known to the House Committee and the 
Senate Committee on the Judiciary. The business there is get- 
ting very much behind, and the docket is piling up. There is a 
demand to have this Judge appointed at once. That is why the 
bill was passed by the House, and why it was recommended by 
the Senate committee. ‘ 

Mr. BRISTOW. Does it create an additional judge, so that 
from now on there will be two instead of one? 

Mr. CHILTON. Oh, no. When that judge dies there will be 
no one appointed in his place. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It simply provides for a judge during the 
illness of the present judge? ; 

Mr. CHILTON. It provides permanently for a judge, but 
when that judge dies or is retired no one will be appointed in 
his place. 

Mr. BRISTOW. That is all right, then. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for 
the appointment of an additional district judge in and for the 
eastern district of Pennsylvania, and for other purposes.” 


ENLARGED HOMESTEAD, SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, there is a bill of interest 
to my State alone which passed the Senate at the last session, 
and which has been reported favorably without amendment, 
and is on the calendar. It is Senate bill 1027. I want to get 

















































I have no objection. 


unanimous consent that it be considered at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 1027) to provide for an 
enlarged homestead, and there being no objection, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not want to interfere with 
the Senator’s bill, if I understand correctly that it is a matter 
which concerns only his own State. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It is.* I will say to the Senator that 
Idaho, Utah, Wyoming, and all the adjoining States now have 
this identical law. We are not changing a line in it, except that 
we enact it so that it applies to the State of South Dakota. 
There is not a change in it from what exists in half a dozen 
surrounding States. 

Mr. BACON. What is the effect of it? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. In the case of lands in semiarid regions 
not susceptible of cultivation, where a settler is already living 
upon 160 acres of land—and God knows he can not make a 
living on that acreage under the circumstances—it permits him 





the provisions of the bill. 
Mr. BACON. He has to pay the same price for it? 
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it over into the House at as early a date as possible, and I ask | 


to take a contiguous tract of 160 acres more by complying with |. 


May 29 
) 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Exactly. It is indentically the «.; 
the law now applicable to half a dozen Surrounding Stij¢< 

The bill was reported to the Senate without sieiijnoy 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the thiry ; i. . 
and passed. i, 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTFE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate resolution 73, which has been fay. ‘bie 
reported with an amendment and is on the calendar. re 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississipi 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resotition 
which the Secretary will read. ; 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. \ 
LIAMS on the 1st instant, as follows: ¥ 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and jt j« }., 
authorized to employ an assistant clerk, at $1,440 per annin 
paid from “ miscellaneous items”’ of the contingent fund of {)\. 
until otherwise provided by law. ‘ 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the py 
consideration of the resolution? 5 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider tho 
resolution, which had been reported from the Consuithes yy 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Seite yi: 
amendments. 

The amendments were, in line 2, before the word “ jesieyy:” 
to strike out “an” and insert “a temporary”; and, in ine 4, 
after the word “Senate,” to strike out “ until otherwise pro. 
vided by law,” and insert: “Said employment shill te:iinace 
on May 31, 1914, unless sooner terminated by eorder «f the 
Senate.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS TO SENATORS. 


Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent for the prese:: 
sideration of Senate resolution 19, to authorize the allow: 
an additional clerk to Senators having less thin three. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah asks yiyyi- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution wie) 
will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read the proposed substitute which hod jen 
reported from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin. 
gent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved, That all Senators now having less than three «: ees, 
as chairmen of committees or otherwise, be allowed an additi.: 
loyee, to be paid at the rate of $1,200 per annum frow thie contin 
und of the Senate until otherwise provided by law. 


| 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 


© as 


SKS 
Il- 
to be 


lite 


sent 
i 


nee oY 


consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The resolution is reported adversely, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the resolution was 1 
ported from the committee adversely. There are seyera! Senu- 
tors not now in their seats who I know wish to be heard upon 
the proposition when it comes up. I suggest that the resolu 
tion had better go over for the present. 

Mr): SMOOT. Then I will ask the Senator if he wi! 
that immediately after the conclusion of the morning Itisiiess 
| next Monday we shall take up the resolution for considers tion 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not think it would do any good fer 
| me to agree. I think there would be objection. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senate will agree now to vote upon the 
resolution and all amendments that may be pending at tht 
time, well and good. It will at least dispose of the mati one 
way or the other. All I ask is that next Monday we my )rll= 
the matter before the Senate, and let the Senate decide | 
I wish to say to the Senator that a good many Senators how 
think that if they are to be given any assistance at 2! — 
need it more at this particular time than at any otlier [er 
of the year. aie 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I shall feel compelled to object. |! - 
Senator urges the matter at this time, for reasons thet it : 
unnecessary for me to state, but which are very well huow!: 

Mr. SMOOT. I understand, of course, there was 0l« 
made to the resolution, but it was made, as I also am inf _— 
upon the theory that there was not sufficient money |" poe 
credit of miscellaneous items in the contingent fund \ 1") 
the additional clerks. ‘aici 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; that was not the ground of obje aa 
The ground of objection was that we had resolved Wen 0 
side to do for the other side just what they had done say 
That was the utterance of the party and we abided yy That 
So it is a broader question than the Senator imazines. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then I simply want to give notice =e ee 
Monday after the conclusion of the morning business * °™ 
move to take up this resolution for consideration. 


ieree 
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EEE nen Een anersem 
FLLEN M. STONE RANSOM FUND. COMMISSIONER GENERAL OF IMMIGRATION. 
Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am going to ask con- Anthony Caminetti. of Californin, to be Commissioner General 
gideration for a bill which has been reported on four or five | of Immigration, Department of Labor. 
diferent occasions from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and hus passed the Senate fuur or five times. It is the bill 
iS, 1864) for the relief of the contributors to the Ellen M. 
Stene ransom fund, reported by the junior Senator from New 
| 


PROMOTION IN THE Navy. 
Roatswain Thomas F. Greene to be a chief boatswain in the 
Navy from the 3ist day of Janunry, 1915. 


York [Mr. O’GormMAN] from the Committee on Foreign Rela- POSTMASTERS., 
ms. 
w tbere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to return to such contributors, or in the event 
of the death of any such contributor to the legal representative 
thereof, as may file their claims within one year from the pas- 
sage of this act, the money subscribed by such contributors to 
pay the ransom for the release of Miss Ellen M. Stone, an 
American missionary to Turkey, who was abducted by brigands 
on September 3, 1901, said total sum not to exceed $66,600. Lutie M. Anderson to be postmaster at Roseville, Cal, in 
The bill was reperted to the Senate without amendment, | place of Homer C. Trippett. Incumbent’s commission expired 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | January 28, 1913. 
and passed. Luke F. Morgan to be postmaster at East Auburn, Cal., in 
SALARY OF CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY, place of Samuel G. Watts. Incumbent’s commission expired 
Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- | January 22, 1913. ee 
sideration of executive business CONNECTICUT. 
Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator yield to me for a request? John J. Bohl to be postmaster at Stamford, Conn., in place of 
Mr. OWEN. I ask the Senator from Georgia to withhold | Nelson R. Jessup. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
his motion just one moment. I should like to dispose of Senate | 14, 1912. 


ALABAMA, 

H. T. Brown to be postmaster at Calera, Ala. in place of 
James W. Pilgreen. Incumbent’s Commission expired December 
16, 1912. 

Dora G. Wendel to be postmaster ai Tallassee, Ala., in place 
of Dora G. Wendel. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
11, 1911. 

CALIFORNIA, 





| 
resolution 67, providing for the clerk of the Committee on Bank- | W. S. Clark to be postmaster at Milford, Conn., in place of 
tug and Currency, reported by the Committee to Audit and Con- | A, B. Gardner. Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 
tro! the Contingent Expenses of the Senate some time ago 1912. 
favorably. | Peter J. Prior to be postmaster at Plainville, Conn., in place 
Mr. BACON. TI yield for that purpose. of Edwin F. Tomlinson, deceased. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma asks wean 
for the present consideration of a resolution which will be 2 ae 
stated. John W. Alvarez to be postmaster at Starke, Fla., in place 
The Secretary. Senate resolution 67, increasing the salary | of Newell B. Hull. Incumbeut’s commission expired December 
of the clerk to the Committee on Banking and Currency. “17, 1912. 
Mr. JONES. I think the resolution had better go over. GEORGIA. 


Mr. OWEN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution notwithstanding the objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma moves Charles Beaty to be postmaster at Moultrie, Ga., in place 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate resolu- | of Hugh M. Pierce. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
tion 67 notwithstanding the objection of the Senator from Wash- | 97, 1912. 
ington, . 

Mr. JONES. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington sug- 
gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Seeretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Jackson C. Atkinson to be postmaster at Midville, Ga. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1913. 


Minnie E. Hogan to be postmaster at Collegepark, Ga., in 
place of William T. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
‘ebruary 27, 1912. 

Charles Jackson to be postmaster at Palmetto, Ga. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1912. 

Jobn F. Jenkins to be postmaster at Ashburn, Ga., in place 


oe aan a = coe 8.C. of John F. Jenkins. Incumbent's commission expired May 7, 

2ACOT i FOC ‘rms x 0 

Bankhead Hollis Owen Sterting 1912. fla 

sorah Jackson Perkins Sutherland William F. Jones to be postmaster at THlegansville, Ga., in 

enews ll Ala ee Scan place of Mary L. Darden. Incumbeut’s commission expired Jan- 
sto d , Ala, re D s 

Bryan Jones Ransdell Thornton uary 26, 1913. P ‘ i . 

Burton Keryon Saulsbury Townsend Vivian McCurdy to be postmaster at Stone Mountain, Ga., in 

iain pone Seen Vardaman place of Vivian McCurdy. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 

Chilton McLean Sherman Warren uary 27, 1913. = E 

Clark, Wyo. Martin, Va. Shields Weeks B. A. Parker to be postmaster at Whigham, Ga., in place of 

+ a Ark. oo N. J. ——. a Walter M. Quinn. Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 
” pers ; ’ ¢ 

Crawford Nelson Smith, Ariz. 1913. . 

Fletcher Newlands Smith, Md. Adiel R. Scott to be postmaster at McDonough, Ga., in place 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-two Senators haye answered | of Samuel E. Dailey, deceased. ~ ; : 

to the roll eall. There is a quorum present. Jumes P. Stewart to be postmaster at Tallulah Falls, Ga. 


Mr. OWEN. I am not willing to detain the Senate at this | Office became presidential April 1, 1915. 
late hour. The resolution is a very small matter and can J. L. Wells to be postmaster at Smithville, Ga. Office became 


easily go over, I therefore withdraw my motion. presidential January 1, 1913. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. HAWAII. 
Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- M. J. Borges to be postmaster at Schofield Barracks, Hawatlh 
eration of executive business. Office became presidential July 1, 1912. 
The motion was agreed to, ami the Senate proceeded to the H. H. Plemer to be postmaster at Waialua, Hawaii, in place of 


consideration of executive business. After 25 minutes spent in | Charles A. De Gew. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
ae Session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock | 18, 1913. 
'd 43 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May ILLINOIS. 


26, 191; , 
18, at 2 o'clock oe James E. Caley to be postmaster at Mackinaw, IIl., in place 
of Fred G. Whisler. Incumbent’s commission expired January 





, NOMINATIONS. Ta i its acai ee tinea aii te 

scoutive ; am ampion to be postmaster at Granite City, Ill, ir 

nominations received by the Senate May 22, 1918. place of J. W. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
CoLLector oF INTERNAL REVENUE. cember 14, 1912. 


“ann A. Skinner, of Colorado, to be collector of internal Daniel A. Grady to be postmaster at Waukegan, IIl.. im place 
H a for the district of Colorado, in place of Frank W.| of Charles G. Watrous. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
Owbert, superseded. cember 14, 1912. 
































William A. Reeds to be postmaster at Oakland, IIl., in place 
of Edgar N. Carter. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
29, 1913. 

A. O. Rupp to be postmaster at Chenoa, IIl., in place of Fred- 
erick H. Ballinger. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
20, 1913. 


Cecil E. Ewing to be postmaster at Rising Sun, Md, jy. -). 
of Samuel Hambleton. Incumbent’s commission expired |. 


came presidential October 1, 1912. 
MICHIGAN. 

William J. Gleason to be postmaster at Ludington, M 

place of Frank P. Dunwell, deceased. 
MINNESOTA. 

Martin Christensen to be postmaster at Barnum, Minn. «4 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

John Flynn to be postmaster at Carlton, Minn., in 4) 
James A. Gillespie. Incumbent’s commission expired A, 
1913. 

C. E. Jude to be postmaster at Maple Lake, Minn, «©; 
came presidential January 1, 1913. 

Paul D. Mitchell to be postmaster at Brooten. Minn. | 


INDIANA. 

Oliver J. Chapman to be postmaster at Eaton, Ind., in place 
of Samuel Morris. Incumbent’s commission expired April 26, 
1915. 

lavid D. Corn to be postmaster at Petersburg, Ind., in place 
of ©. ID. Houchin, deceased. 

Warren L. Dick to be postmaster at Pierceton, Ind., in place 
of Henry F. Radcliff. Inecumbent’s commission expired April 26, 
1913. 

Frank Fletcher to be postmaster at Wakarusa, Ind., in place 
of George W. Kilmer. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
26, 1913. 

Walter D. Hunt to be postmaster at Gas City, Ind., in place 
of James FE. Leonard. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
26, 1913. 

Harry Hunter to be postmaster at Ossian, Ind., in place of 
Charles H. Bell. Incumbent’s commission expired April 26, 
1913. 

Charles C. Leisure to be postmaster at Earl Park, Ind., in 
place of Joseph S. Vanatta. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 25, 1913. 

Ixrastus C. Palmer to be postmaster at National Military 
Home, Ind., in place of Albert Boley. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 26, 1913. 


t 


1913. 

Emanuel Yngve to be postmaster at Cambridyve, Mis) 
place of William H. Smith. Incumbent’s commission ¢ 
January 12, 1913. 

MISSISSIPPI, 

W. W. Cain to be postmaster at West, Miss. Office | 

presidential January 1, 1913, 


in place of Jasper F. Butler. Incumbent’s commission © 
January 29, 1913. 


Fred J. McDonnell, jr., to be postmaster at Okolona, M 

Charles M. Snepp to be postmaster at Kewanna, Ind., in place of Irene F. ee ae art 
place of John P. Russell. Incumbent’s commission expired Rosa Mayers to be postmaster at Shelby, Miss.. in | 
a «< . , . ar < * a? . Te iti ' 


April 26, 1913. 

William J. Ten Barge to be postmaster at Poseyville, Ind., in 
place of John B. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 1, 1913. 

Lewis Walker to be postmaster at Loogootee, Ind., in place of 
W. K. Penrod, resigned. 


Rosa Mayers. Incumbent’s commission expired J: 
1913. 

Fielden H. Mitts to be postmaster at Tupelo, Miss. j 
of Dozier Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired 1 
ber 16, 1912. 

Marshall Spiva to be postmaster at Ackerman, Miss.. 
of Henry L. Rhodes. Incumbent’s commission expired A 
1913. 

Mary E. Tubb to be postmaster at Aberdeen, Miss., in | 
Harvey E. Fitts. Incumbent’s commission expired Fe! 
1913. 


KANSAS. 


E. J. Buckley to be postmaster at Marion, Kans., in place of 
David D. McIntosh. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 9, 1911. 

M. V. Dunlap to be postmaster at Osawatomie, Kans., in place 
of C. C. Clevenger, deceased. 

Elmer H. Epperson to be postmaster at Scott City (late 
Scott), Kans., in place of James B. Morris, to change name of 
office. 

S. J. Hampshire to be postmaster at Overbrook, Kans., in 
place of Henry A. Platt. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
21, 1913. 

William McHaley to be postmaster at Toronto, Kans., in place 
of Frank W. Carroll. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
23, 1912. 

R. H. Miles to be postmaster at Lyndon, Kans., in place of 
Joel H. Buckman. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
11, 1911. 

Martin Miller to be postmaster at Fort Scott, Kans., in place 
of Griffith R. Hughes. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
14, 1913. 


MISSOURI. 


C. W. Brady to be postmaster at Independence, Mo... 
of William Bostian. Incumbent’s commission expire |! 
ber 17, 1912. 

Alvin Chapman to be postmaster at Senath, Mo. in} 
Zach P. Caneer. Incumbent’s commission expired Ji! 
1913. 

P. L. Connolly to be postmaster at Norwood, Mo 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

Walter L. Cox to be postmaster at Osceola, Mo., in | 
Alansan H. Dent, resigned. 

Harry R. Culp to be postmaster at Alton, Mo. Office | 
presidential January 1, 1913. 

S. D. McMillen to be postmaster at Lockwood. Mo.. in 
of John H. Harris. Incumbent’s commission expired 
22, 1913. 

James E. Phillips to be postmaster at Meadville, Mo.. i: 
of Alfred K. Bailey. Incumbent’s commission expired 
10, 1912. 


KENTUCKY. 

Jordan W. Crossfield to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, Ky., 
in place of George W. Hutcheson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 1, 1913. 

D. B. Fields to be postmaster at Olive Hill, Ky., in place of 
H. G. Hicks. Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 
1912. 

E. F. Thomasson to be postmaster at Livermore, Ky. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 


LOUISIANA. 


J. W. Bouanchaud to be postmaster at New Roads, La., in 
place of Ernest Morgan. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 2, 1913. 

Carl C. Brown to be postmaster at Haynesville, La. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

George D. Domingeaux to be postmaster at Breaux Bridge, 
La. Office became presidential January 1, 1913. 

MABYLAND. 

William M. Brown to be postmaster at Chesapeake City, Md., 
in place of William B. Coleman, deceased. 

Washington F. Collins to be postmaster at Millington, Md., 
in place of Rose E. Walls. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 11, 1913. 


M 


came presidential January 1, 1913. 

H. J. Von Gremp to be postmaster at Dixon, Mo., im ps 
James F. Rhea. Incumbent’s commission expired Mire) 
1913. ° 

M. J. Watkins to be postmaster at Bourbon, Mo. ‘: 
came presidential October 1, 1912. 


MONTANA. 


William Krofft to be postmaster at Chouteau, Mont. | 
of William Crofft, to correct name. 


NEVADA, 


place of Fred L. Littell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
cember 14, 1912. a lil 
J. M. Slopansky to be postmaster at Ruth, Nev. °' 
came presidential January 1, 1913. ye 
Philip 8. Triplett to be postmaster at Wells, Nev.. = 
Herbert Badt. Incumbent’s commission expired Decen™ 
1912, 
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of O. R. Hatton. Incumbent’s commission expired Fel u: ry ' 


C. E. McAlexander to be postmaster at Holly Springs, ic 


G. W. Summers to be postmaster at Hartville, Mo. («| 


Mason E. McLeod to be postmaster at Yerington. \"\- 






‘ 
— 


ice 


bru 
ary 21, 1912. = 
Mary W. Stewart to be postmaster at Oxford, Md. Opti... | 


lee 


of 


1) 


in 
]e- 


he- 


e of 
14, 











1913. 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Grace E. Emerson to be postmaster at East Rochester, N. H., 
ju pluce of Robert F. Emerson, resigned, 


NEW JERSEY. 


Joseph Atkinson to be postmaster at Freehold, N. J., in place 
of E. I. Vanderveer. Incumbent’s commission expired May 7, 
1913 
~ John \¥. L. Booraem to be postmaster at Milltown, N. J., in 
place of William H. Kuhltbau. Incumbent’s commission expired 

pril 19, 1913. 

Paes bh B. Cornish to be postmaster at Washington, N. J., in 
plice of Joseph E. Fulper. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 16, 1911. 

Frank Hampton to be postmaster at Sea Bright, N. J., in place 
of Peter Hall Packer. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
#3, 1913. 

° Ree IH. S. Hendricks to be postmaster at New Brunswick, 
x J.. in-place of Charles W. Russell. Incumbent’s commission 
expired January 13, 1913. 

Hurrison C. Hurley to be postmaster at Asbury Park, N. J., 
in place of William H. Bannard, deceased. 

Frank Pittenger to be postmaster at Red Bank, N. J., 
of Louis Y. Manning. 
raery 9, 19138. 

Charles Rittenhouse to be postmaster at Hackettstown, N. J., 
in place of Leslie I. Cooke. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 10, 1912. 

John F. Ryan to be postmaster at Woodbridge, N. J., in place 
of John Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 

Tia) 

Doniel W. Sheldon, jr.. to be postmaster at Franklin Furnace, 
N. J. in place of Uzal S. Haney. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 13, 1913. 


in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 


=i 


NEW YORK. 


Arthur B. Dewey to be postmaster at Tully, N. Y., in place 
of Judson S. Wright. Incumbent’s commission expired January 


), 1913. 


G. lt. Paul Engert to be postmaster at Dobbs Ferry, N. Y., 
in place of James L. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1911. 


Alphonzo E. Fitch to be postmaster at Cazenovia, N. Y., in 
place of Iferbert J. Rouse. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 29, 1913. 

John J. Glynn to be postmaster at Valatie, N. Y., in place of 
Nathan P. Wild. Incumbent’s commission expired March 29, 


1S. 


James Ilogan to be postmaster at Marcellus, N. Y., in place of 
Edward V. Baker. Incumbent’s commission expired April 8, 
193. 

J. . Metoskie to be postmaster at Hillburn, N. Y., in place of 
David Akers, deceased. 

Delbert M. O’Brien to be postmaster at Fayetteville, N. Y., in 
place of Arthur C. Agan. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 16, 1912, 

Frederick W. Piotrow to be postmaster at Hamilton, N. Y., in 
— of James W. Welch. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 5, 1918. 

Clarence A. Talbot to be postmaster at Edmeston, N 
plice of William L. Cooke. 
March 29, 1913. 

James M. Tuohey to be postmaster at Medina, N. Y., in place 
of Frank E. Colburn, deceased. 

Mabel B. Williams to be postmaster at West Hampton Beach, 
N. Y., in place of Elijah P. Raynor, resigned. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 
Faison to be postmaster at Roanoke Rapids, N. C. 
ve became presidential January 1, 1911. 
R S. Galloway to be postmaster at Winston-Salem, N. C., in 
place of Charles A, Reynolds. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 24, 1913. 
oa k. Gary to be postmaster at Henderson, N. C., in place of 
— Il. Jenkins. Incumbent’s commission expired June 22, 
‘ Ira T. Hunt to be postmaster at Kittrell, N. C., in place of 
me E. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired February 12, 
_J. E. Ligon to be postmaster at Lillington, N. C. Office be- 
SE ena January 1, 1912. 

. lijah B. Perry, jr., to be postmaster at Littleton, N. C., in 
D — of MeMurray Furgerson, resigned. 

veorge L. Whitfield to be postmaster at Franklinton, N. C., in 


— of Willis P. Edwards. Incumbent’s commission expired 
ruary 11, 1912. 


> 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


M. M. 
Office | 


NORTH DAKOTA. 

Robert Hunke to be postmaster at Richardton, N. Dak., in 
place of Charles C. Hill. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 19, 1912. 

OHIO. 

John P. Bakle to be postmaster at Antwerp, Ohio, in place 
of Thomas C. Lichty, resigned. 

William H. Beam to be postmaster at Ansonia, Ohio. 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

Frank M. Carlin to be postmaster at Cleves, Ohio. 
came presidential October 1, 1912. 

Rolla N. Frysinger to be postmaster at Rockford, Ohio, in 
place of Grant Coats, resigned. 

William B. Meyer to be postmaster at Oxford, Ohio, in place 
of Philip D. Shera. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
11, 1913. 

H. M. Pomeroy to be postmaster at Maumee, Ohio, in place 
cf John K. Neisz. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 
1913. 

Albert M. Sigle to be postmaster at Calla, Ohio, in place of 
Thomas L. Knauf. Inecumbent’s commission expired January 
21, 1913. 

Charles E. Yost to be postmaster at Fayette, Ohio, in plece of 
Vernie E. Humphrey. Incumbent'’s commission expired May 12, 
1918. 


Oftlice 


Office be- 


OKLAHOMA, 

Cassius L. Byrne to be postmaster at Ardmore, Ok); 
of Stephen A. Douglas. 
ary 28, 1913. 

K. C. Cox to be postmaster at 
Erastus G. McRee. 
17, 1912. 

A. B. Cunningham to be postmaster at Tallequah, Okla. in 
place of Horace Gray. 
ber 17, 1912. 

Samuel M. Flournoy to be postmaster at Elk City, OkKla.. in 
place of Sam Flourney, to correct name. 

J. T. Holley to be postmaster at Stigler, Okla.. in place of 
James F. Long, resigned. 

J. F. Larecy to be postmaster at Hugo, Okla... in place of 
Enoch Needham. Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 
1913. 

T. I. Truscott to be postmaster at Olustee, Okla., in place of 
John B. Willeford, resigned. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

Leroy Alexander to be postmaster at West 
in place of Helen P. Howell. 
April 8, 1913. 

Edward J. Bernhardt to be postmaster at Northampton, Pa., 
in place of Frank J. Roethline. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 9, 1913. 

Arthur E. Brown to be postmaster at Osceola Mills, Pa., in 
place of John H. Warren, deceased. 

Frank P. Craig to be postmaster at Mercer, Pa. in place of 
David L. Barton. Incumbent’s commission expired Janunry 14, 
1913. 

Thomas A. Frazier to be postmaster at Butler, Pa.. in place 
of James B. Mates. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
9, 1913. 

W. A. Furlong to be postmaster at Roscoe, Pn., 
James R. Underwood. 
1913. 

John A. Kramer to be postmaster at Middletown, Pa., 
of John S. Longenecker. 
ruary 9, 1913. 

Thomas McGuire to be postmaster at 
place of Lyman L. Shattuck. 
February 18, 1913. 

Cassius M..McLaughlin to be postmaster at Unity Station, Pa. 
Office became presidential January 1. 1913. 

William L. Saylor to be postmaster at Annville, Pa., 
of Z. A. Bowman. 
1913. 

William BE. Schaak to be postmaster at Lebanon, Pa., in place 
of Alfred R. Houck. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
26, 1913. 

Frank C. Sites to be postmaster at Harrisburg, 
E. J. Stackpole. 
1913. 


. in place 
Incumbent’s cConunission expired Janu- 


Granite, Okla. in ploce of 
Incumbent’s commission expired Tecember 


Incumbent’s commission expired becem- 


Alexander, Pn., 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expired April 5, 


in place 
Incumbent’s Commission expired Feb- 


Pleasantville, Pa., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


in place 
Incumbent'’s commission expired January 138, 


’a., in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 9, 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Pierre H. Fike to be postmaster at 
place of William M. Floyd. 
April 23, 1913. 


Spartanburg. S. «.. in 
Incumbent'’s commission expired 
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Joseph M. Poulnot to be postmaster at Charleston, S. C., in 
place of Wilmot L. Harris, deceased. 

Louis Stackley to be postmaster at Kingstree, S. C., in place 
of Louis Jacobs. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
16, 1912. 

S. M. Ward to be postmaster at Georgetown, S. C., in place 
of Arthur L. King. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
12, 1913. 

Julius F. Way to be postmaster at Holly Hill, S. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

J. F. Kelley to be postmaster at Aberdeen, 8S. Dak., in place 
of N. Howard Wendell. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 11, 1913. 

TEN NESSFE. 

Margaret G. Elliott to be postmaster at Murfreesboro, Tenn., 
in place of Z. T. Cason, deceased. 

G. If. Rhodes to be postmaster at Whiteville, Tenn., in place 
of Susanah EK. Farley. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
3, 1913. 

TEXAS. 
Bronaugh to be postmaster at Edna, Tex., in place of 
Simpsun. Incumbent’s commission expired April 23, 


R. I. 
Harper 
1912. 

A. II. Buie to be postmaster at Ennis, Tex., in place of A. H. 
Culver, resigned. 

Cc. J. Davis to be postmaster at Madisonville, Tex., in place 
of Joshua C. Brown, resigned. 

A. Y. Donegan to be postmaster at Nacogdoches, Tex., 
place of Harry H. Cooper. 
December 16, 1912. 

Ada Duffey to be postmaster at Emory, Tex. 
presidential January 1, 1912. 

Henry Eilers, jr., to be postmaster at Schulenburg, Tex., in 
place of Joseph Stanley. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 16, 1912. 

LB. 'T. Gardner to be postmaster at Rogers, Tex., in place of 
Frank Leahy. Incumbent’s commission expired April 2, 1912. 

S. A. Hill to be postmaster at Bellville, Tex., in place of 
Josephine Chesley, resigned. 

Jean Hornbuckle to be postmaster at Venus, Tex., in place of 
Arthur EK. Foster. Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 
1913. 

G. D. Martin to be postmaster at Donna, Tex. 
presidential January 1, 1913. 

D. U. Ramsay to be postmaster at Gonzales, Tex., in place of 
W. K. Davis. incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1913. 

O. B. Slayden to be postmaster at Rusk, Tex., in place of 
Richard L. Coleman. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
27, 1913. 

W. W. Sloan to be postmaster at Fa!furrias, Tex., in place of 
W. A. Gardner. Incumbent’s commission expired April 28, 1912. 

John L. Spurlin to be postmaster at Hamilton, Tex., in place 
of Ernest R. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 16, 1912. 

Cc. C. Teas to be postmaster at Karnes City, Tex., in place of 
William A. Little. Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 
1913. 

W. W. Trow to be postmaster at Trinity, Tex., in place of 
John H. Hill. Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, 
1911. 

J. A. White to be postmaster at Goliad, Tex., in place of 
Thomas H. Danforth. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
29, 1913. 

J. C. Woodworth to be postmaster at Cuero, Tex., in place of 
BE. P. Butler. Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 1913. 

VERMONT. 


Emerson M. Kennedy to be postmaster at Milton, Vt., in 
place of Alton B. Ashley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 11. 1912, 


in 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


Office became 


Office became 


VIRGINIA, 


“Benjamin F. Foley to be postmaster at Berryville. Va., in 
place of John R. Elder. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
6, 1912. 

Ellis F. Harris to be postmaster at Crozet, Va. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1911. : 

R. H. Latane te be postmaster at Buchanan, Va., in place of 
Harry Fulwiler. Incumbent’s commission expired January 11, 
1912. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 


Sarah K. Rush to be postmaster at Newell, W. Va., in place 
of Sarah K. Rush. Incumbeuvt’s commission expired February 
9, 1913. 
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WISCONSIN. 


A. C. Bishop to he postmaster at Bloomington, Wis 


of E. K. Nevins. Incumbent’s commission expired J» 
1913. 

Robert Nash to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, \Wis 
of R. A. McDonald. Incumbent’s commission expired 
26, 1912. 

J. H. Paustenbach to be postmaster at Abbot(sfor! 
place of Myron W. De Lap. Incumbent’s commissi.); 
January 12, 1913. 

Richard B. Runke to be postmaster at Merrill, Wis. ; 
of C. N. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired June | j.) 

Fred A. Russell to be postmaster at Superior, Wis.. ;; 
of Ole K. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired JJ 
16, 1910. 


Harvey G. Smith to be postmaster at Maiden Rov ‘ 
place of Alfred S. Otis. Incumbent’s commission exjpire| 5 
ary 12, 1913. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Excculive nominations confirmed by the Scnate Vu) 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


John J. Bell to be collector of custems for the « 
Huron, Mich. 


CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE CoUrT oF CLAIMS, 
Edward K. Campbell to be chief justice of the 
Claims. 
ASSISTANT COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 
Walter W. Warwick to be Assistant Comptroiler 
Treasury. 
Dreruty COMMISSIONER OF FISHUERITSs. 
Ernest Lester Jones to be Deputy Commissioner in }rein 
Fisheries, Department of Commerce. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
Lieut. Col. Frank B. McCoy to be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Richard M. Blatchford to be colonel. 
Maj. John P. Finley to be lieutenant colone!. 
Maj. Frederick R. Day to be lieutenant colonel. 
Capt. Benjamin F. Hardaway to be major. 
First Lieut. Russell C. Hand to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Walter R. Wheeler to be first lieuten:t. 
Second Lieut. George F. N. Dailey to be first lieutenant. 
’ MEDICAL CORPS. 
Lieut. Col. Walter D. McCaw to be colonel. 
Maj. Paul F. Straub to be lieutenant colonel. 
Capt. James L. Bevans to be major. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
Second Lieut. Alexander H. Jones to be first lieutenant. 
APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY. 
CAVALRY. 
Second Lieut. Burton Y. Read to be second lieuten:snt. 
INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. William T. Pigott, jr., to be second lieutenant 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants. 


Coleridge Livingstone Beaven. 

Jobn Berwick Anderson. 

William Washington Vaughan. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Asst. Surg. William H. Connor to be a passed assistant 
surgeon. 
PoSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 
Green EB. Bankhead, Sulligent. 
Mary Eugenia Cain, Wetumpka. 
William E. Crawford, Decatur. 
John R. McCain, Lineville. 
Hamilton B. Ralls, Piedmont. 
J. B. Sinquefield, Lockhart. 
ARKANSAS. 


Flora A. Hall, Pocahontas. 


COLORADO. 
M. M. Sutley, Center. 








1915. CONGRESSIONAL 


a rrnrnnnnnEEEEEEEEEEEEE 


GEORGIA, 
James Park Bowie, Rome. 

ronnie T. Elmore, Oglethorpe. 
Richard E. Lee, Concord. 

Merida L. Moore, Bowdon. 

it. B. Moore, Milledgeville. 
William L. Watterson, Jonesboro. 


ILLINOIS. 
Katherine M. McClements, Park Ridge. 
INDIANA. 


Oscar Hl. Cravens, Bloomington. 

James M. Driver, Arcadia. 

William B. Fox, South Whitley. 

Adolph H. Martin, Newburg. 

John L. Roblyer, Flora. 

Atwell J. Shriner, Brookville. 

James A. Terry, Laporte. 

Ira M. Whitaker, Morgantown. 

Garland D. Williamson, Ridgeville. 
IOWA. 

Harry F. Chance, Redfield. 

B. W. De Vine, Livermore. 

Ss. A. Douglas, Adel. 

c. W. Remore, Northwood. 


KANSAS, 
Elmer E. Dye, Logan. 
Robert V. Grattan, Burden. 
Emma L. Hoopman, Lucas, 
Timothy Sexton, Augusta. 
William Walker, jr., Goodland. 


KENTUCKY, 


Sandy P. Cooke, Smiths Grove. 
John H. Grimes, Harrodsburg. 
Coney Kitchen Lewis, Grayson. 
Morgan Kuykendall, Kevil. 
William G, O’Hara, Williamstown. 
J. M. Richardson, Glasgow. 
LOUISIANA, 
Joseph Abadie, Rayne. 
Wilfred Guigou, Donaldsonville. 
Charles Manning, Cheneyville. 
H. H. Sample, Lecompte. 
MINNESOTA, 
Harvey Hildebrand, Lyle. 
A. J. Lovestrom, Stephen. 
George H. Smith, Excelsior. 
0. C. Vaaler, Spring Grove. 
Fred Von Ohlen, Henning. 
MISSOURI. 
Wilbur E. Austin, Trenton. 
Lant Campbell, Princeton. 
J. B. Davis, Schell City. 
J. Walter Hogan, Willow Springs. 
Edgar Jones, Frankford. 
Alfred H. Long, Festus. 
Robert M. Morton, Creen Castle. 
Roscoe C. Murphy, St. Clair. 
John S. Smith, Eldorado Springs. 
Francis Elmer Thurston, Knobnoster, 
MONTANA, 
J. S. Kelly, Kendall. 
NEW YORK. 
Charles J. Beams, Oneonta. 
George L. Brown, Elizabethtown. 
John H. Bullock, Cohoes. 
OHIO, 
Charles Warnke, Huron. 


OKLAHOMA, 
Milton B. Cope, El Reno. 
L. D. Flint, Fairland. 
Hattie Gore, Nowata. 
OREGON. 


L. R. Van Winkle, Weston. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 
William 8, Clegg, New Bloomfield. 
John T. Slattery, Port Carbon. 
Marion 8. Schoch, Selinsgrove. 
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RHODE ISLAND, 
James Brennan, River Point. 
TEXAS, 

W. J. Beck, Kaufman 
James G. Burleson, Lockhart, 
W. H. Ciement, Palacios. 
EK. L. Correll, El Campo. 

W. D. Daniel, Hughes Springs. 
S. M. Davis, Nocona. 

S. G. Dean, Haskell. 
A. M. Gosch, Flatonia. 

S. J. Holchak, jr., Runge. 

Mrs. W. F. Holmes, Jasper. 
A. S. Jarvis, Troupe. 

R. H. King, Alvin. 

Nora Lemmon, Garland. 
J. M. Price, San Augustine. 
G. H. Riddle, Omaha. 

EK. P. Shands, Mesquite. 

Billie W. Simmons, Mexia. 
William &. Strain, Lancaster. 
C. Herbert Walker, Dalhart. 
B. Wildenthal, jr., Cotulla. 
Joseph E. Woods, Teague. 





WITHDRAWAT. 
Eeecutive nomination withdrawn from the Senate May 22, 1918. 
POSTMASTER, 
KANSAS. 


E. P. Epperson to be postmaster at Scott City, in the State of 
Kansas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, May 23, 1913. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, we thank Thee for the light which 
shone out of the darkness and revealed unto men the soul life, 
with its wonderful possibilities of growth and expansion by 
thought, by prayer, by contact with Thee. Grant that we may 
come consciously nearer to Thee day by day and receive more 
abundantly of the heavenly gifts; that we may render unto 
Thee and our fellow men a richer, fuller service, to the honor 
and glory of Thy holy name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, May 20, 1915, 
was read and approved. 


LABOR IN THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. RAKER. I rise to ask unanimous consent to have printed 
areport made by the Commissioner General of Immigration Janu- 
ary 25, 1913, in relation to the Hawaiian Islands, to the Sec- 
retary of Commerce and Labor, and the report of the present 
Commissioner General of the Hawaiian Islands. I ask that it 
be printed as a House document. It never has been printed, 
and contains information that is of great value as to the condi- 
tions of labor in the Hawaiian Islands. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent to have printed as a House decument a report 
made by the Commissioner General touching labor in the 
Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. MANN and Mr. HARDWICK reserved the right to object. 

Mr. MANN. Is it an official report? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Has the gentleman ascertained what it will cost 
to print it? 

Mr. RAKER. I do not think that it will amount to more than 
50 pages. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARDWICK. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker. 
Has the gentleman from California consulted with the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing, as to the cost of this? 

Mr. RAKER. In response to my distinguished associate, I 
will say that there is no chairman of the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Well, the gentleman from South Carolina 
who was chairman in the last Congress. 
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Mr. RAKER. I 
there been any. 
object. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I shall object for the pres- 
ent until I ean ascertain what this is. 

Mr. RAKER. 1 will withhold it for a few moments until the 
gentleman from Georgia can examine it. 

BILLS INTRODUCED WITHOUT THE NAME OF A REPRESENTATIVE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the Clerk announce 
the titles of five bills that have been put in the basket without 
the name of any Member upon them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill granting a pension to Mary J. Brophy. 

A bill granting a pension to August A. Bemtgen. 

A bill granting an increase of pension to Frederick C. Hammetter. 

A bill for the relief of J. Will Morton and the estate of Clarissa FE. 
Morton, deceased. 

A. bill granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Morgan. 


would have consulted the chairman had 
I hope the gentleman from Georgia will not 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
tities, in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives wus requested: 

S. 1620. An act to provide for representation of the United 
States in. the Fourteenth International Congress on Alcoholism, 
and for other purposes; 

8.1027. An act to provide for an enlarged homestead; and 

S. 1864. An act for the relief of the contributors of the Ellen 
M. Stone ransom fund. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
with amendments bill of the following title. in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 32. An act to provide for the appointment of an addi- 
tional district judge in and for the eastern district of Penn- 
sylvania. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title: 

S. J. Res. 80. Joint resolution extending the leave of absence 
of Mrs. A. KE. Grant. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that this day they had presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the following bill and joint 
resolutions: 

H. J. Res. 80. Joint resolution making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the postal serv- 
ice for the fiscal year 1913; 

H. J. Res. 82. Joint resolution authorizing the President to 
accept an invitation to participate in the International Confer- 
ence on Education; and 

Il. It. 4254. An act providing certain legislation for the Pan- 
ama California Exposition te be held in San Diego, Cal., during 
the yeir 1915. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
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copies, would be $213.18. I desire to have 2,000 ex: 
printed, which will cost $48.70. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I would like to ask the gent!> 
contains information of interest to the general pub 

Mr. MANN. It is of great interest to all people in: 
prison reform. 

Mr. HARDWICK. 
copies? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; I have had quite a number. 7: 
of the International Prison Congress was held in i} 
on the invitation of the United States. It hes ; 
customary for the country in which the meeting \ 
print the proceedings, and this was transmitted to | 
but as it was a congress held on the invitation of (\; 
State Department thought that the cost of the pri 
to be paid out of the congressional funds and net 
State Department fund. But as we do not contre 
I know of no other way of getting it printed. 

I ask unanimous consent to have this report of | 
International Prison Congress printed as a House 
and that 2,000 additional copies be printed for the vu: 
document room. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilino!s 
mous consent to have printed as a House document | 
of the proceedings of the Eighth International Pris. 
and that 2.000 additional copies be printed for the u- 
document room. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

LALOR IN HAWAII (H. DOC. No. 53). 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Sperker, I renew my request 
mous consent to have printed the report upon ¢v) 
labor in the Hawaiian Islands, of date January 25, 1: 
by the Commissioner General of Immigration, the + 
printed as a House document. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California «s'! 
mous consent to have printed as a House document 


Tas the gentleman had many rv 


report of the Commissioner General of Immigration ©: 


conditions, and so forth, in the Hawaiian Islands. 
objection? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
object, will the gentleman state why it is not pri: 
departmental document? 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I have talked the matter 
number of times with the Commissioner General. a y 
two years ago. 


ditions there as to sugar and labor, also respecting i) 


tion, showing the different nationalities there nnd the } 


taken by foreigners. The Secretary of Commerce : 
did not think it ought to be printed. I again took i 
the Commissioner of Immigration and with the Se 
Labor, who has had it under investigation for j- 
months. The day before yesterday he granted the rm 
it was sent to me and I now have it. It has never be 


I understood the then Secretary of (o 
and Labor did not desire to have this printed. The ry 
made by men upon the ground and it shows the actn 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I simply wish to say this, that | 
appropriates annually for the different departinents tio: 
be used in printing different reports and documents. ; 
seems to me that printing of this character shou!d be c! 
to their allotment and not to te allotment of the il 
shall not object to this request, but I shall hereafter «) 
any request made to print as documents publicatious ti i 
be charged to the various departments of the Govern 
than to the appropriation for such purpose tnade i> 
of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. Wraver, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab- 
seuce, indefinitely, on account of fllmess. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Boowrr was given leave to withdraw from the files 
of the House papers in the case of H. R. 12364, Sixty-first Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Boouer was ilso given leave to withdraw frem the files 
of the House, without leaving copies, papers in the case of 
Hi. J. Res. 75, Sixty-first Congress, no adverse repert having 
been made thereon. 

REPORT OF THE EIGHTH INTERNATIONAL PRISON OONGRESS {H. DOC, 
NO 52). 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in the last Congress the President 
transmitted with a message to the House a repert of the pro- 
ceedings of the Eighth International Prison Congress. While 
the message was ordered printed and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, on motton of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Firzcrratp], the report itself was ordered to lie on the 
table pending the disposition of the question as te who eught 
to pay for the printing. The document has net yet been printed. 
I have conferred with the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- 
GERALD] with reference to having it printed as a Heuwse docu- 
ment. It is a report that ought to be printed. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Has the gentleman conferred with the 
Committee on Printing as te the cost? 

Mr. MANN. I ought to have conferred with the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Frxiry] as to the cost of printing 
it. I have ascertained myself, through the CoNcGRESSIONAI 
Recogp clerk, that the cost of printing the usual number, 1,320 


[After 21 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unaniinous cols” 
printed in the Recorp an article which appeaie! 
Bedford (Mass.) Standard on Sunday last, showin 
ence in prices between the English scale aud the tc 
under the proposed Underwood bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mass‘ . 
unanimous consent to print in the Recorp an artic ¢ 
New Bedford Standard upon the subject of the differ 
cost of production at home and abroad. Is there 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that ' 
man ask leave to extend his remarks in the Rrcox? 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to © 
that way. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mass" 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the §'' 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ny Tis 











Vr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted to extend 
wy rent irks in the Recorp, I print an article which appeared in 
The Textile World Record, of Boston, Mass., May, 1913: 

Wide gap between English and American yarn prices. 


























: Under- i Amer- 

Yarn. English wood. | English toon 

price. duty. | total. price. 

WARP COPS. Per cent. 
ops AMOTICAN 2.220 cece cece ee ee eeeeeeeees 18 10 20.3 Ba 
" sw AMOTICAN . 2. - cece cece eee eer eseenecces 20. 10 as ba 
ss AMG. ccocxocunscecctsanasdvececes 233 15 27. ih 
Te Uuee... <,cstendie sanaeeinn 32 174 38.2 47 
x Enclisht.... S6eGcbesaweeecceesas 35 20 2 54 
WS English... ...ceseeeeceeeceeesececeeces 4) 20 53.4 70 
18 10 19.8 24 
194 10 21.1 7 
204 15 23.6 36 
23 173 27 48 
273 20 32.7 65 
35 20 2 72 
COMBED RING WARP BUNDLES. 

MR AMETICATL.....ccccccccccccccceccccsces 20 10 22 29 
a AWMMIGM.,.<scascacesdeuddduaksacaoaud 234 10 25.6 ” 
403 American ......2ccceee 254 16 29.3 4) 
fs American... .cccceee 264 15 30.5 41 
WS English... cccccccccceccocs Cecceccess 32 15 36.8 5O 
ts Rath. cvaccasavacssseedgeecdaqsess 34 17} 40 56 
24S English... ccccccccccccccescccccccess 36 2 43.2 62 











To many who are interested in the prosperity of the cotton mills 
a large part of the tariff discussion is of too technical a nature to be 
nderstandable, but the accompanying table of actual present-day prices 
jor representative cotton yarns in England and the United States has 
. sicnifieance that Is easily seen. This table gives in American cur 
veney the most recent available English quotations on various yarns 
from 20s warp cops to 60s two-ply combed ring warp bundles, the ae 
cont duty proposed in the Underwood tariff bill, the total English price, 
including-the proposed duty, and the present prices of American yarns 
of corresponding grades and size. ‘The English quotations were fur- 
nished by one of the leading spinners of Lancashire. The English 
teruis are net cash 45 days. The American terms will average net cash 
20 days. The figures tell their own story. 


I also append the following dispatch, which appeared in the 
newspapers of Thursday, May 21, 1913: 


MULE SPINNERS ARE OPPOSED TO COTTON-TARIFF SCHEDULES. 


New Beprorp, May 20. 
The mule spinners’ union voted to-night to send its secretary, Samuel 
Ross, to Washington to enter a protest before the Ways and Means 
Committee against the proposed cotton schedule In the tariff bill. 
Secretary Ross is State senator from this district. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in that connection, also, at the 
request of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp, 
for the purpose of inserting a short letter of protest of mill 
corporations of New Bedford, Mass., addressed to him, I sup- 
pose, upon the same subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 


consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? 


There was no objection. 
The communication referred to is as follows: 


NEW BEDFORD’S PROTEST AND PETITION. 


lfon. A, P. Garpner, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


_ Dear Str: At a conference of representatives of all the mill corpora- 
tions of New Bedford, held May 2, 1913, the following resolutions were 
tnanimously adopted: 
ol Resolved, That we protest against the reductions in rates on cotton 
loth, cotton yarns, and cotton manufactures contained in H. R. 3321, 
te pending in Congress, as too radical and too drastic, and which, 
t finally adopted, will seriously affect the whole cotton-manufacturing 


industry 


“ The cotton manufacturers of New Bedford realizing the great 
ao of this proposed revision to its continucd prosperity, respect- 
sy Urge upon Congress the necessity of so amending these rates as 
e cnabte our industries to meet the competition of foreign countries 
i the manufacture of fine cotton goods. 
das ihe business is a highly competitive one, and for this reason, if 
sonal other, every effort has been made by our manufacturers to 
ahi pa Ray Saranaiecel 7 Somtannt = affort. 

— : e ern, equip with the best machinery sklilfuily 
taritt et and manned with competent operatives. No readjustment of 
vill tenon is needed to stimulate efficiency in our manufacture, nor 
consiaan — efficiency take fie plese of the proper and more favorable 
of thi, non of tariff rates which are needed to continue the prospexity 

this Industry im all its branches. 
theme whole community is deeply interested In this subject, and 
phase of ao alone in our own interest but in the interest of every 
to presene a, community life we respectfully petition for an opportunity 
New Bedford Congress and its committees the protest and views of the 


On behalf of the committee, 


Freperic H. Saper, Clerk, 
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ADJOURN MENT UNTIL 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourus to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was ho objection. 


TUESDAY NEXT, 


INTERNATIONAL 


Mr. DAVENPORT. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of House joint resolution 87, which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House joint resolution 87. 

Resolred, etc., That the Secretary of State is hereby authorized to 

issue Invitations to other nations to appoint delezates or representatives 


to the International Dry Farming Congress to be held at 'Fulsa, Okla., 
during October, 1913. 


The SPEAKER. 


DRY FARMING CONGRFSS, 


Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would ask my friend from Oklahoma what would have hap- 
pened to this dry-farming congress if there bad not been an 
extraordinary session of Congress? 

Mr. DAVENPORT. Mr. Speaker, my impression is, judging 
from the correspondence of the secretury of the International 
Dry Farming Congress, that there would have been ne effort. or 
could have been none, to have had extended invitations to other 
nitions to participate in the congress to be held in Oetober. I 
will say to the gentleman that the congress is te be held in 
Tulsa, Okla., in October of this year, and the ~eeretary, Mr. 
Burns, with whom a great many Members are well acquainted, 
made that request. As it is to be held in my district, I of course 
introduced the resolution. I would be gled if we could reach an 
agreement so that this resolution could be taken up and passed, 
and those otber nations who desire to send delegates to this 
congress would feel at liberty to do so. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in the preceedings of another body 
the other day I noticed a telegrim which indicated that the 
secretary of this dry-farming congress hid sent a telegram to 
my friend from Oklahoma and to all of the other Representa- 
tives from Oklahoma, to the Senators from Oklahomn, and, | be- 
Heve, the Representatives from Wyoming and possibly one or 
two other Stutes, in the same language, asking the immedi:te 
passage of a resolution. I wondered if the gentleman had just 
waked up. This congress hys been provided for how long? 

Mr. DAVENPORT. I will say this: So far as I know the 
message came, and I introtuced the resolution the next day 
that the House was tn session. 

Mr. MANN. Ob. I am not speaking of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Davenport] being awake; he is always awake 
and alive and very active; but I wondered whether the secre- 
tary had waked up. 

Mr. DAVENPORT. I can not tell the gentleman; but I know 
my friend from Wyoming [Mr. Monpe.t] can tell the gentle- 
mun that John T. Burns is one of those fellows who is always 
awake, but it seems that the Secretary of State prefers to 
lave some authority to issue these invitations, and that is as 
far as I can enlighten the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. It locks to me as though there had been no 
intention to have these invitations extended and no necessity 
for them, because if the secretary of the association had de- 
sired the invitations extended, certainly he would not have let 
the regular session of Congress go by and not have conimuni- 
cated his desire, and it Is so easy to make a proposition which 
involves the Government paying the expense of these congresses, 
but I suppose the gentleman finally got courage enough with 
the money that he bad in hand to send these long telegrams. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. DAVENPORT. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from, Wyoming, having 
dragged in: ought to have a chance to have the floor. 

Mr. DAVENPORT. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Wyoming had the 
bonor at one time of being president of the dry-farming 
congress and had some knowledge of the splendid work which 
it hus been doing; and, referring to the question of the activi- 
ties of the secretary, I join with my friend from Oklahoma 
{Mr. Davenport] in saying that the secretary of that congress 
is about as live a wire as I know. My impression is that the 
secretary thought that the invitations might be issued without 
action by Congress, or that possibly the dry-farming congress 
could be held this year without the necessity of invitations 
issued by the Department of State; but it sc happens that the 
congress last year was held in the Dominion of Canada, and 
the Dominion Government did issue invitations to other nations 
te participate. 


been 
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The secretary, Mr. Burns, has recently learned that some of 
the nations which participated last year, having been then in- 
vited by the Dominion Government, desire that our Government 
shall take the same official action with regard to the congress 
that the Dominion Government did last year. As a matter of 
fact, I am informed by Mr. Burns that there is some question as 
to whether there can be the same helpful participation on the 
part of some of the foreign nations that there ought to be 
unless these invitations are issued. It does not cost anything, 
as the gentleman from Illinois knows 

Mr. MANN. No; I do not know anything of the kind. 

Mr. MONDELL (continuing). ‘To issue these invitations. 

Mr. MANN. My observation and experience is that it always 
costs a good deal. 

Mr. MONDELL. The Congress has already made the appro- 
priation, a small one, to aid this dry-farming congress. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much? 

Mr. MONDELL. And the gentleman from Oklahoma was 
very active in that matter—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much has been appropriated? 

Mr. MONDELL. I think it is $20,000. 

Mr. DAVENPORT, Twenty thousand dollars or $25,000, I 
am not positive. 

Mr. MONDELL. A comparatively small amount. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much was appropriated for the 
last congress? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, not more than that; I think less. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not so certain about that. 

Mr. MONDELL, I think the amount was somewhat smaller. 

Mr. MANN. I think we appropriated $10,000 to send our 
delegates to Canada, and it was very hard sledding to get that. 
I would like to ask the gentleman whether the Dominion of 
Canada issued any invitations last year or the year before, or 
’ whenever the congress was held, or whether the British Govern- 
ment issued them? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I understand it was the Dominion 
Government; that is the way they do those things in Canada— 
the Dominion Government issued the invitations to the nations 
to participate. 

Mr. MANN. I think it is equally proper and entirely com- 
patible with the precedents that the State of Oklahoma should 
now issue these invitations. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, the State of Oklahoma, as the gentle- 
man knows, does not occupy quite the same position as a sov- 
ereignty that the Dominion of Canada occupies. 

Mr. MANN. The Dominion of Canada does not occupy the 
position of sovereignty; that is true. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is in itself a sovereign Commonwealth. 

Mr. MANN. We do not have a minister here from Canada, 
and the Dominion of Canada is not represented officially any- 
where. Canada is a pa~t and parcel of the British Empire, just 
as the State of Oklahoma is a part and parcel of this Govern- 
ment; and if Canada should issue an invitation Oklahoma could 
do the same. 

Mr. MONDELL. The fact is that the invitations on the part 
of the Dominion of Canada were issued by the gentlemen who 
represent the British Government in the Dominion, so that as 
n matter of fact the invitations were imperial in character, al- 
though they were issued under the seal.of the Dominion. 

Mr. DAVENPORT. If the gentleman will excuse me a mo- 
meng, replying to the question of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN], while this congress is to be held in Oklahoma this 
year, it is not a State affair by any means, and all the other 
States in the Union will participate, and I suppose, from the 
correspondence that we have received, that they have thought 
it was necessary that there should be some authority given to 
issue the invitations. I should be very glad to see some au- 
thority given, and I do not think it will cost the United States 
Government anything. With the appropriation that has been 
made I know from advices received from the department that 
they arc arranging to have their exhibits and their men on the 
ground there in October. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether or not it is 
important that an invitation involves an appropriation. I would 
not oppose an invitation simply because it involves an appro- 
priation, but I would like to ask the gentleman if he knows 
whether any invitation has been issued by authority of Congress 
in recent years that in the end did not involve an appropriation? 

Mr. DAVENPORT. I do not have any before me at the 
moment, but 

Mr. MANN. I have one very clearly in my mind. Although 
we have been repeatedly told that invitations would not in- 
volve an appropriation, yet we are always asked to make an 
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appropriation, and very properly; and at the Inst s<..., 
Congress the President of the United States—I suy.j.. 
instance of the State Department—transmitted a x). 


sage to Congress, stating that in his opinion Conerm.. ,.. 


not in any event to pass a resolution providing for iny.).: 
to be issued by the State Department to foreign (.\, 
unless at the same time we were prepered to see thiat ; 
priation was made to properly care for the delegates \ 


came here. 
Mr. COX. 

question? 
Mr. DAVENPORT. Yes. 
Mr. COX. 


I think that was good sense. 


Mr. DAVENPORT. 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 4). 


How extensive is this invitation to lhe 


representatives; any Government interested in the )) 


of dry farming. 


Mr. COX. Has the gentleman any idea 


Governments would participate? 
Mr. DAVENPORT. 


pr) 
), 






Is ther, 
un invitation to be issued to every Government on expt); 


I know the Canadian Goyeri\) 6): 


To any Government that desires 


at all as to 


} 


participated in past congresses of the kind, and some other cy : 


ernments also. We do not know what Governmenis 


ticipate or what Governments desire to 


participate: 


desire that Congress shall issue an invitation, so th: 


foreign Governments do desire to send represent:ti\ 
take part in the experiments and in the discussions tliey y 


feel at liberty to do so. 
Mr. COX. 
ernment will be represented? 
Mr. DAVENPORT. 
tions will take. 
invitations to foreign Governments. 
Mr. COX. 
Government on earth? 
to those Governments and they would 


Is there any likelihood that any Eur. 


respond bys 


\V 


I do not know what scope the 
The only desire is to give authority (. « 


Is it the intention to give an invitation : 
If so, and they should seni in 


bu 


es here 


representatives here, would those people be able to civ ; 


people any information at all as to dry farming 


people have been working on that subject for the |: 


25 years? 
Mr. DAVENPORT. 


ideas from different localities and different commun 
best way to educate men on any question, even thouzh 
think they have reached perfection on that subject yb 


have been studying. 


Mr. COX. How much does the gentleman think | 


this Government? 
Mr. DAVENPORT. 
penny, in my judgment. 
Mr. COX. How is that? 
Mr. DAVENPORT. I think that any 


It will not cost 


the representatives’ expenses. 
Mr. COX. Does the gentleman not feel 


4 


this Gove 


I think an exchange or inferc) 


Wile 


Goverment « 
to send representatives to the dry-farming congress \) 


that if we ~ 


responses to these invitations these representatives iio 


eign countries should be taken care of by 
Mr. DAVENPORT. 


our Govern: 


I will ask the genUleman if le Ki 


cf a case where the expenses of representatives wore : 


frayed by their home Governments? 
Mr. COX. 


where an appropriation of $25,000 was given to maiui: 
gation to attend a celebration in regard to an interna 


the naval victory of Commodore Perry. 


dollars was appropriated for that purpose, and that ii) 
was extended at the instance of the Secretary of Wa: 


I think there is a case right now out | 


Twenty-five thous 


iden was that we should participate in defrayinz the os 


of those people, and we have done it. 


Mr. DAVENPORT. I do not think there will be any st! 


priation asked for for the expenses of 

should attend. 
The SPEAKER. 

gentleman from Oklahoma? 
Mr. MANN. I object. 


the deles: 


Is there objection to the requ 


POSITIONS EXCEPTED FROM EXAMINATION UNDER CIV!) 
Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous colce! 


extend some remarks in the REcorp. 


The SPEAKER. The ‘gentleman from Illinois asks 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recor». 


objection ? \ 
There was no objection. 


Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit 
list of classified positions excepted from exal 





\ 


the follow ing 
ination under 


| shooting match. A meeting is soon to take place in reser! ') 


Is there 























le 2, cause 3, of the United States Civil Service Commis- 


r. elassified service does not include positions under the government 
ee Distriet of Columbia, the Library of Congress, legislative and 
“ial branches, Consular and Diplomatic Services, and the Pan 

*“smerican Union.) 

s “77. Below will be found a list of classified positions which are 
pated from examination by the commission. For information in 
a rd to appointment to any of the positions mentioned therein, appli- 
> should be made to the head of the department or office in which 

ition is located. 
<. office or position is excepted unless it is specifically named herein, 


ea 


Xur more than one position Is treated as excepted under the title of any 
<uch position unless a different number be indicated. 
I. 
THE ENTIRE CLASSIFIED SERVICE. 


1. Two private secretaries or confidential clerks to the head of each 
of the executive departments and one to each assistant head. 

“9 One private secretary or confidential clerk to each of the heads of 
hyreaus appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate in tae 
‘ itive departments, if authorized by law. 

\ll persons appointed by the President without confirmation by the 
senate. 

}. Attorneys, assistant attorneys, and special assistant attorneys. 

5. Chinese and Japanese interpreters. 

“. Any person receiving for his personal antay compensation aggre- 
eating not more than $300 per annum whose duties require only a_por- 
tion of his time, or whose services are needed for very brief periods at 
intervals, provided that employment under this provision shall not be 
for job work. such as contemplated in section 4 of rule 8. The name 
of the emptoyee, designation, duties, rate of pay, and place of employ- 
ment shall be shown im the periodical reports of changes; and in ad li- 
tien When payment is not at a per annum rate the total service ren- 
dered and the distribution of such service during the year shall be 





shown iu the report of changes at the end of euch year or when the 
employee is separated from the service. (As amended Oct. 14, 1911.) 

7. Any person employed in a foreign country under the State Lepart- 
ment, or temporarily employed in a confidential capacity in a foreign 
country under any department or office; but this exception shall not 
apply to any person employed in a foreign country contiguous to the 
United States in the service of the Bureau of Immigration, Department 
of Commerce and Labor 

S Any position the duties of which are of a quasi military or quasi 
naval character, and for the performance of which duties a person is 
enlisted for a term of years; also positions in the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice, where the persons enlist for the season of navigation only. 

9, All positions ia Alaska which can not be filled from appropriate 
existing registers, except these in the customs service. 

10. A person serving under temporary appointment continuously since 
May 29. 1809, may be permanently appointed, in the discretion of the 
appointing officer. 

11 A person holding an excepted position, which he entered prior to 
November 2. 1894, and in which he has since served continucusly, may, 
subject to the other conditions and provisions of these rules, be trans- 
terred to a competitive position. 

12. Mechanics and skilled tradesmen or laborers (this exception 
refers to skilled or classified laborers ; unskilled laborers are not within 
the scope of the ctvil-service act and rules). employed upon construc- 
tion or repair work in the field services, under such restrictive condi- 
tions that, in the opinion of the commission, they can not as a class be 
appointed from registers of eligibles. 

13. Cooks, when in the opinion of the commission it is not expedient 
to make appointment upon competitive examination. 

14. One driver (the commission holds that this exception applies to 
chanfeurs as well as to drivers of carriages) of carriage, each, for the 
personal use of the President, the head of any executive department, the 
Secretary to the President, and such other drivers of carriages as may 


from time to time be authorized by competent authority, may be 
inted without reference to the civil-service rules or the labor 
reculations, 





15. To itions of unusual character as to duties or compensation and 
for whieh qualified persons are so rare that in the judgment of the 
commission they can not tn the interests of good civil-service adminis- 
tration be filled through competitive examination. Prior consent of the 
conunission must be obtamed for appointments under this clause. 
(Amended by Executive order Aug. 26, 1912.) 

II. 
STATE DEPARTMENT. 
(See excepted positions in this department under heading “ The entire 
classified service.”’) 

1. Eight officers to aid in important drafting work. (As amended 
under Executive order Aug. 24, 1912.) 

-. Assistant solicitors, (As amended under Executive order Aug. 24, 


1912.) 
Til. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
(See excepted positions in this department under heading “ The entire 
classified service.” ) 

‘ 1, One confidential clerk, if authorized by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, to each of the following officers : 

"he collector of each customs district where the receipts for the last 
preceding fiscal year amounted to as much as $500,000. 

The appraisers at the ports of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia. 

One private secretary in the office of the naval officer of customs at 
the port of New York. 

=. Oue counsel before the Board of United States General Appraisers. 
om 7 ae York customs district: Stitch counters. (As amended 
4. Storekeepers and gaugers (Internal-Revenue Service) whose com- 
a does not exceed $3 r diem when actually employed and 
: This wees compensation shall not exceed $500 per annum. 
~ the hye ptlon from the uirement of examination shall not apply 

A . fth internal-revenue trict of North Carolina. 
ont ne private secretary or confidential clerk to the superintendent, 
to cashier in each mint, and one cashier in the assay oflice at New 


6. Any local physician employed for temporary duty as acting as- 
sistant surgeon . the Public Health Service at stations or localities 


Where, in the opi 
i impracticable nion of the commission, the establishment of registers 
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7. Any persons employed in the Public Health Service as quarantine 
attendants at stations at which, In the opinion of the commission, the 
establishment of registers is impracticable, and any person employed as 
quarantine attendant or acting assistant surgeon or sanitary inspector 
on quarantine vessels Or in camps or stations established for quaran 
tine purposes during epidemics of contagious diseases, for temporary 
duty {in the United States or elsewhere in‘preventing the introduction 
or spread of contagious’or infectious diseases. (Subject to this excep 
tion at present are the following quarantine stations: Cane Charles, 
Columbia River. Fort Stanton, Gulf. Key West, Mobile, Mullet Key, 
Reedy Island, San Francisco, and South Atlantic.) 

8. In the Alaska customs service all persons appointed or employed 
for the season of navigation only. 

9. One examiner of tobacco and one examiner of tea in the customs 
service at the port of Chicago, 

10. Mounted inspectors in the customs service on the Mexiean border. 

11. Civilian instructors in the United States Revenue-Cutier Service. 

2. National bank examiners and receivers under the office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

13. All persons actually employed in the Public Health Service at the 
leprosy investigation station, Molokai, Hawaii. 

14. Informers and posse men in the Internal-Revenue Service. 

_ 15. Laborers, at $480 per annum, in the customs service, district of 
alawali, who are to perform the duties of opener and packer. 
IV. 
WAR DEPARTMENT. 
(See excepted positions in this department under heading 
classified service.” ) 

1. All cable engineers and cable electricians. (Army paymasiers’ 
clerks were given _a military status by the Army appropriation act for 
the year ending June 30, 1912. The commission accordingly directed 
that the clause excepting them from examination as elassified civil 
employees be stricken from Schedule A and the clauses following be 
renumbered accordingly. This action was approved by the Vresident 
Oct. 25, 1911 (minutes of commission, Oct. 27, 1911).) 

2. All telegraph operators, telegraph linemen, and cable seamen, re 
ceiving 2 monthly compensation of $60 or less, serving on military tele 
graph systems or at military stations, and who perform their duties in 
connection with their private business or with other employment, such 
duties requiring only a portion of their time. Appointment to such 
positions shall be subject to noncompetitive examination as to practical 
shill in the work required therein by a signal officer or acting signal 
officer, whese certificate as_ to the professional fitness of the appointee 
shall be forwarded to the Seeretary of War, and a duplicate thereof to 
the Civil Service Commission. 

3. United States Army Transport Service: Longshoremen employed by 
the department at ports in the United States; trade and noneducational 
employees in the I'hilippine Islands; and all employees on transport 
ships other than clerks. 

. All commissioners and statutory places of secretary for the national 
military parks, and one assistant secretary to the Chickamauza and 
Chattanooga National Military Park Commission. (Superintendents of 
national cemeteries are appointed by the Secretary of War, under sec- 
tions 4873 and 4874, Revised Statutes, from soldiers discharged for dis 
ability inenurred in the line of duty.) : 

5. Consulting architect, for work of reconstructing the United States 
Military Academy at West Point, N. Y. 

6. All navigating positions on the torpedo and mine planters of the 
Quartermaster’s Department at large. 

7. One law officer in the Bureau of Insular Affatrs. 

8. One superintendent, one chief chemist and assistant superintendent, 
and one first assistant chemist, for service in connection with the 
operation of the Washington filtration plant, under the Engineer Depart 
ment. 

9. Caretakers of abandoned military reservations or of abandoned or 
unoccupied military posts when the positions are filled by retired von 
commissioned officers or enlisted men. 

10, Civilian professors, instructors, and teachers in the United States 
Military Academy at West Point. 

11. Superintendent of construction, Quartermaster’s 
large, Corregidor, P. I. 

12. Contract surgeons. 

13. Clerk qualified as translator of the English, Spanish, and Tagalog 
languages in the Bureau of Insular Affairs. 

Wa 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
(See excepted positions in this department under heading “ The entire 
classified sefvice.” ) 

1. Paymasters’ clerks acting as principal clerks to general storekcep- 
ers at navy yards and naval stations. 

2. Civilian professors, instructors, and teachers in the United States 
Naval Academy at‘ Annapolis. 

3. All positions in the island of Guam and in the Island of Samoa. 
(As amended Feb. 21, 1911.) 

4. One clerk actually on duty with each assistant paymaster of the 
United States Marine Corps. (Amendment of Apr. 3, 1911.) 

VI. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
(See excepted positions in this department under heading “ The entire 
a classified service."’) 


1. Wardens, chaplains, and physicians in the United States peniten- 
tiaries or prisons. 

2. One clerk to each United States district attorney. 

3. Examiners. a 

4. Any person onghest as field deputy In the office of a United 
States marshal, or whose chief duties are to serve process. 

5. All positions and employments deemed by the Attorney General to 
be legal or confidential in their character, and which relate to temporary 
service or which grow out of appropriation acts committing to the 
Attorney General the execution of some purpose of the law and the 
expenditure of the funds therefor, but not ereating specific positions. 

VIL. 
POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
(See excepted positions in this department under heading “ The entire 
classified service.” ) 

1. The Assistant Attorney General for the Post Office Department. 

2. One private secretary or confidential clerk to the Assistant Attor- 
ney General, and one to the purchasing agent of the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 
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3. One private secretary or confidential clerk to the stmaster, if 
authorized by the Postmaster General, at each post office where the 
aA of the last preceding fiscal year amounted to as much as 
$350,000. 

4. All employees on star routes and in 
fourth classes, other than postmasters of t 
in Alaska, Guam, Hawali, Porto Rico, and Samoa. 
tive order Oct. 15, 1912.) 

iH. One auditor at the post office in New York City. 

6. Clerks in charge of contract stations, appropriated for as such 
and so reported. 

ee Chief post-office inspector. 





st offices of the third and 
fourth class, except those 
(Amended by Exeeu- 


VIII. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


(See excepted positions in this department under heading “ The entire 
classified service.’’) 


1. The superintendent of the Hot Springs Reservation. 

”. Inspectors whose duties are of a confidential nature in the office 
of the Secretary of the Interior and who are appropriated for by Con- 
gress. 

3%. Inspectors of coal mines in the Territories. 

4. Yemporary clerks employed in the United States local land _ offices 
to reduce testimony to waiting in contest cases, not paid from Govern- 
ment funds. 

5. Indians employed in the Indian Service at large, except those em- 
ployed as superintendents, teachers, manual-training teachers, kinder- 
gartners, physicians, matrons, clerks, seamstresses, farmers, and indus- 
trial teachers. ; 

6. Special commissioners to negotiate with Indians, as the necessity 
for their employment may arise. 

7. One financial clerk at each Indian agency to act as agent during 
the absence or disability of the agents. 

&, Physicians employed in the Indian Service and receiving not more 
than $720 per annum salary, who may lawfully perform their official 
duties in connection with their private practice, such employment, 
however, to be subject to the approval of the commission. 

%. All physicians employed as pension examining surgeons, whether 
organized in boards or working individually under the direction of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, This paragraph shall not include medical 
examiners in the Pension Office. 

10. Five special pension examiners to investigate fraudulent and 
other pension claims of a criminal nature. 

11. Six special agents of the General Land Office to investigate 
fraudulent entries and other matters of a criminal nature. 

12. Consulting engineers of the Reclamation Service under the 
Geological Survey. 

13. One confidential clerk and one record clerk to the Superintendent 
of the Government Hospital for the Insane. 

14. One private rage yf to the Director of the Geological Survey. 

15. Superintendents of live stock, stockmen, stock detectives, and line 
riders in the Indian Service. 

16. Special officers to assist in the suppression of the liquor traffic 
in the Indian service. (Amendment of Apr. 21, 1911.) 

17. Superintendent of Indian Insane Asylum, Canton, 8. Dak. 

18. Special agent for the Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior. 

19. One Indian trade supervisor. 

20. Superintendents or officers in charge of national parks or reser- 
vations. 

21. Chief law officer in the Reclamation Service. 

22. Scouts, buffalo keepers, assistant buffalo keepers, 
rangers in the national parks. 

23. One histopathologist temporarily engaged in research work at the 
Government Hospital for the Insane. 

24, One specialist in higher education in the Bureau of Education. 

25. The assistant to the ~ omy | in the office of the Secretary of 
the Interior. (Amendment of Apr. 21, 1911.) 

26. All employees of the Neopit Lumber Mills on the Menominee 
Indian Reservation in Wisconsin. (Executive order, Nov. 19, 1912. 
The Neopit lumbering project is a commercial enterprise conducted for 
the profit and sole benefit of the Menominee Tribe of Indians, and its 
operation Is in competition with private enterprises of the same kind. 
It thus differs from any other enterprise conducted for the benefit of 
the Indians and it is believed that the work can be carried on more 
economically and therefore with more benefit to the Indians by except- 
ing these employees from the operation of the civil-service rules.) 


1X, 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


(See excepted positions in this department under heading ‘“ The entire 
classified service.’’) 


1. (a) Agents employed in field sitions the work of which is 
financed jointly by the department and cooperating persons or organiza- 
tions outside of the Federal service. 

(b) Local agents outside of Washington engaged in demonstrating in 
their respective localities the ee of scientific methods of agri- 
culture. Agents of this class must representative farmers whose 
aor and personality make them leaders in their respective com- 
munities. 

(c) Local agents, except veterinarians, employed outside of Washing- 
ton in demonstrating in their respective localities the necessity of 
eradicating cattle ticks, scabies, hog cholera, and animal tuberculosis, 
and other contagious or infectious animal diseases. 

(d) Agents employed in itions as such isolated places and requir- 
ing such knowledge of local conditions that they can not, in the opin- 
ion of the commission, be filled by open competitive examination. 

(e) Agents employed intermittently for short periods outside of 
Washington, the aggregate individual length of whose service during 
any one calendar year shall not exceed six months, provided that em- 
ployment under this provision shall not be for job work, such as- con- 
templated in section 4 of rule 8. The name of the employee, desig- 
nation, rate of pay, and place of eapmegment shall be shown in the 
periodical reports of changes; and in addition the aggregate individual 
service rendered and the distribution of such service during the year 
shall be shown in the report of Gangee at the end of cask year or 
when the employee is separated from the service. 

(f) Student assistants whose salary shall not exceed a rate of $300 a 


year each while employed ‘ 
Prior consent of the ae ont Be taint for the eeeint 
above; an mak a ts 
t), @ full shall be sub- 


ment of agents under clause é 
under. clauses (a}, b), c), e) = 0 - S 

n e comm 
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ment of the duties to which he is to be assigned, and of }\jc 
tions for such duties, in such detail as to indicate cles) 
appointment is er made under one of the above els; 
same procedure shall be followed in the case of the assiey 
agent to duties of a different character. , 
Executive order, Aug. 26, 1912.) 


An agent is one who is employed 
to act for or to represent the De- 


(All of see. 1 prom 


An expert is one wh.’ 
rare, pecullar, or uny 


partment of Agriculture in some experience in some dey 
locality or territory outside of branch of knowledges s-< ; 
Washington, and whose duties are his qualifications es<..: 
of such a temporary or special ferent from or superis 
character or whose compensation required of any elas. 
is so low as to render it imprac- ployees in competiti: 
ticable to adequately fill the posi- and not likely to be bo 
tion by open competitive exam- an equal or superior 
ination. other persons who miei 
able for appointment ' 
tions approved Apr. 17, } | 
minute of commission, 
1908.) 


. * One statistical agent in each State and Territory where » ized 
xy law. 

3. Guards, field assistants for reconnoissance parties, guile 
packers, teamsters, choppers, and skilled laborers employed | 
during the season of danger from fires, or when other special 
—_— additions to the regular Forest Service force. They < 
only as long as absolutely required and in no case more 
months in any one year, except in the case of forest euards 
employment shall not be so limited. So far as the commissio1 
practicable, such appointments shall be made from 
eligibles for forest rangers. x 


ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 


(See excepted positions in this department under heading “ 1) 


classifi service.’’) 


1. All officers and employees in the service of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission upon the Isthmus of Panama, except those re te 
perform the duties of clerk, bookkeeper, stenographer, typewri: 1 
geon, physician, trained nurse, or draftsman. Appointments 1» i} 
ae on the Isthmus of Panama paying not more (tas am niu 
July 17, 1906) than $75 in gold per month may be made withon o\ 
amination under the civil-service rules. No person appointed to t 
service on the Isthmus of Panama otherwise than through con) 
examination, or by transfer or promotion from a competitiv: rien 
shall be transferred to a competitive position, unless he was « ! 
by the Executive order of November 15, 1904, in a position w! 
then and is at the time of the proposed transfer in the con) 
service. 

2. One inspecting engineer and inspectors in the purchasing 
ment, xr 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LAPOR. 


(See excepted positions in this department under heading “ 
classified service.’’) 

1. All persons temporarily connected with the field operat 
Bureau of Fisheries who are paid from lump appropriations { 
cellaneous expense. No person employed in a position speci y 
vided for by statute at any station shall be regarded as exeeprd from 
examination hereunder. 

2. Shipping commissioners whose compensation for the ' ] ’ 
ending June 30, 1907, was, as shown *'y the records in the Ih yar t 
of Commerce and Labor, $2,500 or over. (This order applies to ty 
ports of New York, San Francisco, Fort Townsend, and Bost» 

3. Commercial agents to investigate trade conditions abroud 
the United States, including the insular possessions, wit! ¢! 
of promoting the foreign commerce of the United States. ( \inondnent 
of Sept. 4, 1911.) 


ther 


the rv 


Pin ont 


ScneDULE B. 
[Classified positions which may » a upon noncompetitis 
on. 


The noncompetitive examinations authorized under rile 
2, shall consist of the same tests of fitness as those anplied to 
persons ae appointment through competitive examination 
Noncompetitive examinations authorized under this » 
given only upon the request of the head of the department « 
which such positions exist. ' 


INTERIOR’ DEPARTMENT. 


1. Superintendent, teacher, manual-training teacher. kinds! 
physician, matron, clerk, seamstress, farmer, and industrial ' ' i 
the Indian Service at large when filled by Indians. 

2. Messenger, assistant messenger, and messenger boy, in t!i 
Indian Affairs when filled by Indians. 

3. Any competitive position at an Indian school when ! 
wife of a competitive employee at that school. 7 

4. Miners, whether employed in rescue or first-aid work 
stations, or on rescue cars, or at experimental mines. under ts 
of Mines: Provided, That should the Civil Service Commission 
time have reason to believe that the privilege so afforded is . tat 
may revoke it. I 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 
1. Not exceeding 20 special agents under the Division «! | 


tions and 10 inspectors under the Hours of Service Pivision, so" 
to such evidence of qualification as the Civil Service Commiuss i | 
prescribe after consultation with the Interstate Commer: (on! 
sion: Provided, That should the Civil Service Commission at ans | 
have reason to believe that the privilege so afforded is abu- d it n 
revoke it. 

2. Inspector of safety applianccs. 


Salary lst of officers and cmployecs in Washington, D.C. 0" 
pominente are not subject to civil-service eraminito! 


on 
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Whereas Congress has been called in extra session for the purpose, 
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, 000 
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among other things, of legislating for an adequate and safe banking 
and currency system; and 


Whereas it is to the interest of all of our members and to the country 


at large to have Congress pass a new system based upon the follow 
ing three principles: First, centralization and flexibility in the use of 
bank reserves; second, elasticity of the curreney; third. an 


open 
market for the discount and rediscount of sonnd commercial 


paper; 

an 

Whereas it is necessary to impress upon our national legistators at 
Washington the necessity of taking such action at this session of 
Congress as will give us the necessary change in our system; and 


Whereas we consider banking and curreucy reform to be as important 


as any legislation which might be proposed at this extra session of 
Congress: Therefore he it 
Resolved, That the Chicago Association of Credit Men will lend its 
aid wherever possible to further any legislation which will give the 
necessary banking and currency reform and also to encourage and 
assist commercial organizations and business men throughout the coun- 
try to do likewise. 
Adopted May 20, 1915. 
BANKING AND CURRENCY COMMITTEE, 
I. bb. Benc, Chairman (A, G. Becker & Co.). 
W. G. McLatrey, Cashier, 
National City Bank, Chicago. 
DAN NORMAN, A8sistant Cashier, 
Continental and Commercial National Rank, Chicago. 


TREATY-MAKING POWER OF FEDERAL GOVERN MENT, 
The SPEAKER. Under the special order passed last Tues- 
day, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson] is recognized 
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Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, on the 28th day of April I made 
fn speech in the House on the treaty-making power of the Fed- 
eral Government which occasioned some comment in the press. 
Some of the press comments were adverse, but the great major- 
ity of the adverse criticism of my speech was not for the posi- 
tion taken by me on the California land question, but because of 
ily opposition to the naval program as reported by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to this House at the last session, 

Mr. Speaker, just a word on my position on our Navy is nec- 
essury that my position may be clearly understood. I am not 
opposed to an adequate Navy, but I am opposed to the willful 
waste of public money. What becomes of the one hundred to 
one hundred and forty million dollars which we spend annually 
on our Navy? Has it been squandered? Have we nothing to 
show for this vast sum? Are we defenseless? If we are, then 
some investigation should be made to ascertain what goes with 
this vast sum. 

Congress ought not to spend another dollar until it has reor- 
ganized this department of the Government, if it is true, as 
some siy, that we have no Navy and that we are totally unpre- 
pared for national defense. [Applause.] If our Navy is so 
worthless as is contended in the “jingo” press, then there 
should be a most searching investigation to find out where this 
vast sum goes, Is it squandered on useless employees and places 
in the Navy Department; on high salaries to a lot of grossly 
incompetent officers and men who are incapable of getting value 
received for the money expended; on exorbitant prices paid for 
work done, by corruptly agreeing to pay more for steel plate 
and structural steel and other building material than is fair 
and just? Is the Navy Department honeycombed with graft, 
fraud, and corruption? If what my critics say of the present 
condition of our Navy is true, then one or all of the above con- 
ditions exist in our Navy Department. I simply do not believe 
that my critics are just in their criticism of our present Navy. 
Next to England we now have the greatest Navy in the world. 
In effectiveness per unit we have the best Navy in the world. 
The so-called friends of a big Navy just will not tell the truth 
about our present condition. 

But, Mr. Speaker, my critics should not hold me responsible 
for the present condition of the Navy, even if it is worthless 
and useless as they say it is, because if Congress had authorized 
20 battleships at the last session they could not be used for from 
four to five years because it takes that long to construct a battle- 
ship. It is also stated that it will require 20 years for the 
Naval Academy to train enough officers to man the ships now 
authorized and in commission. So in an impending conflict we 
are in no better or worse condition than if we had authorized 
20 battleships. Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied to leave to my con- 
stituents and to the people of the country my position on the 
Navy. 

I understand fully how a corporate-controlled press may con- 
demn the position which I take, especially these papers that 
represent in their news and editorial columns the interests of 
the greut industrial, transportation, mining, and land corpora- 
tions, and not the masses of the people. 

These great corporations purchase labor, and they desire to 
buy it just as cheaply as they can. Their profits are increased 
when they buy the cheapest units of labor. It has been this 
portion of the press which has misconstrued and misinterpreted 
the remarks which I made on the floor of the House a few 
days ago by segregating sentences from the context and making 
me say in their news items and in their editorials something 
that I did not say. 

Jefferson says that the most unfair treatment that he him- 
self ever received at the hands of an unfriendly press was 
when they would quote simply a part of what he said without 
taking the context. This is the favorite method of the infidel 
and the atheist in attacking the sacred Scriptures. 

There is not a sentence in that speech which I made on the 
California situation that will justify the headlines and press 
comments which stated that I made a “war speech.” On the 
contrary, I stated at the very outset that “the situation in 
California is a very critical one, and I trust ‘that I may not 
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May 


the Japanese Government, no great Government, will eyo, ; 
any other Government to dictate to her her land laws aust thy 
trol of her soil. Fcr that reason I simply state a ty) 

is admitted by every nation on earth. 
single authority on international law that differs fro) , 
that proposition. Why, gentlemen of the House, wo 


fu 


can not always be bound by the rules laid down by jini, 
tional law which arose back in a day when the contr.) 


thority in the nations of the world was vested with soye: 
and absolute control, denying the principle that the soy. 
rests with the mass of the people. Therefore many of {}). 
national principles laid down in international law es), ; 
made applicable to the United States Government. [\),;): 

It is no declaration of war for the United States Coy.» 
to decline to override the rights of a sovereign Stite - 
dictation of a foreign power. If the Government of the 
States should, with its Army and its Navy and with brite 
which it has superior to any one of these States. take 
from the State the right to control its domestie concer 
deliver such State over to the mercies of a flood of s liens 
any nation, then I maintain that the Federal Governor 
prostituted its authority. Is the mere announcement «of 
principle a declaration of war? 


Let the press quote all that I say on any subject and | 


a 


willing to abide by their headlines and editorial crific- 
I am unwilling that they quote a single sentence from wry 
and from such single sentence draw conclusions that . 
be drawn from the entire context. 


I do not care for the criticism of the press or for the « 


of some of the press to put me in a false light. 
and should be the great question with me. Have I spoke 
truth? This is the questicn I ask the American people. 
have, then I will have their approval. If I have not, I w 
should have their condemnation. 
the treaty-making power of the Federal Coustitution: 
have, then every true and loyal American should sisi! 
me on the question. 

Let my position be measured by this test. I only as! 
hearing before the American people, and after they have | 
fairly the facts as stated in that speech, then I am wiili 
abide their verdict and the verdict of posterity. 

I assume absolutely the sole responsibility not only for 


Am I rig 


remarks which I now make, but for the remarks made on M 


day, the 28th day of April, on this floor. 
The views expressed by me are my own views, ani! the 


ciusions reached are conclusions for which I alone am res}ous 
If my views are sound and if I have spoken the trn'! 
will receive the plaudits of my countrymen; if my views are 


ble. 


unsound and will not bear the test of reason, then [ aleve 
suffer at the hands of my critics. 

Nothing was further from my mind thin to embarra 
tend to render more difficult the peaceful solution of wh: 
differences, real or imaginary, that may exist 
friendly Government of Japan and our own Government. 


their wise and earnest effort to maintain peaceful relation 
tween the United States and Japan. 


You will not ti: 


Whatever criticism may have been directed against the sr» 


which I made, I think it will now be conceded by all that 


construction which I placed upon the treaty‘is the corr 
If the newspaper accounts of the contention of the two |« 


is correct, it is admitted that no treaty has been violated in 


enactment of the California land laws. 


The speech which I made is not one-hundredth part as i 


calculated to inflame the minds of the people as were thir 


rs 


Have I properly iuternrese 


between thy 
ihe 
President and the Secretary of State are to be conimiented for 


headlines and the unfair criticisms in the public press 6! 1) 


country ; and the same press that published in the head!ii 


I made a war speech were the very papers thet conden 


for doing something that I did not do. I bope the til: 


never come in my public life, whether it be long or short, wi" 


shall decline to utter the sentiments which my duty a"! | 


conscience tells me to do. I would be unworthy to repres' 
people in this House if I did. [Applause.] 


Say anything that will in the least tend to prevent a friendly 
settlement or embarrass the State Department in its effort to 
retuin the friendship of Japan.” This statement its not even 
referred to in any of the public press. In the entire speech I 
simply maintained the right of America to control her own soil, 
and I repeat that statement, and if any natiqn should decide 
that they will dictate to us our land laws, then we would be 
unworthy of national existenee if we submitted to such dicta- 
tion. [Applause.] Does anyone claim that this is a declara- 
tion of war because I announce this truth? 

I may say, gentlemen of the House, that the great English 
Government, the German Government, the Russian Gevernment, 


The discussion of the treaty-making power of the Federa 
Government by me at this time can and ought not fo mi any ; 
have any but a good effect upon the present controversy. * : 
I desire to repeat what I said in my former speech “tht L 
sincerely trust that no Word or expression which | stale’ 
will In any way embarrass or tend to embarrass our Goyer! = 
in a friendly settlement of the differences between the ('" 
nations. My judgment is that it only requires patience ail 
heads for both countries to arrive at an amicable, fair, 41" 
settlement of all differences. ae 

At this time, however, it is of the greatest importance _ 
the American people should have a clear understanding of 
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creat legal propositions involved. I do not think that it would be 
" ntended by many lawyers that supreme and unlimited power is 
vested in the President and two-thirds of the Senate of the 
United States. It shall not be my purpose on this occasion to 
repent any of the arguments which I made when I addressed the 
House before on this subject. I do want, however to assign 
some additional reasons for the contention that the treaty- 
waking power is one which is limited to international questions, 
and one Which can not invade the reserved powers of the States 
and overturn the State constitutions and State laws and regu- 
late our domestic concerns and quote some authorities substan- 
tiating this position. 

It is contended by some that under the second section of 
Article VI of the Constitution that the language “ supreme law 
of the land” gives to the President and the Senate an absolute 
aud unrestricted power to make any treaty that they may agree 
upon although it overturns all of our State constitutions and all 
of our State governments and destroys our Federal system en- 
tirely. : : 

Patrick Henry, in the Virginia convention, said that this 
would be the argument of every Tory living in America and that 
of every enemy of the Declaration of Independence and the 
establishment of a government based upon the will of the ma- 
jority of the people honestly ascertained, and that through 
this clause supreme power would be vested in the Government 
of the United States; and it was principally upon this clause 
that he opposed the adoption of the Constitution by Virginia. 
The friends of the Constitution knew that if the then powerfui 
State of Virginia, the home of Washington, should reject the 
‘Constitution it would fail of ratification. In that ‘Virginia 
convention was assembled the talent of that great Common- 
wealth, and eyery friend of the Constitution took issue with 
Mr. Henry and contended that his construction of that clause 
was erroneous. Mr. Nicholas, a leading mind in that conven- 
tion, said in part: 

The worthy Member says that they can make a treaty relinquishiag 
any right and a punishments, because all of the treaties are de- 
clared paramount to the constitution and laws of the States. An at- 
tentive consideration of this will show the committee that they can do 
no such thing. The provision of the sixth article is that this Constitu- 
tion and the laws of the United States which shall be made under the 
authority of the United States shall be the supreme law of the land. 
They can by this make no treaty which will be repugnant to the spirit 
of the Constitution or inconsistent with the delegated powers. The 
treaties they make must be made under the authority of the United 
States to be within their province. It is sufficiently secured because it 
only declares that in pursuance of the power given they shall be the 


supreme law of the land, cate etenns any thing in the constitutions 
cr laws of the particular States. (3 Elliott's Debates, 507.) 


MADISON. 


Mr. Madison seems to have closed the debate for the Consti- 
tution on this question, and said in part: 


! am persuaded that when this wer comes to be thoroughly and 
ceudidly viewed it will be found right and proper. As to its extent, 
perhaps it will be satisfactory to the committee that the power is pre- 
cisely in the new Constitution as it is in the Confederation. In the ex- 
isting Confederacy, Congress is authorized indefinitely to make treaties. 
Many of the States have recognized the treaties of Congress to be the 
supreme law of the land. Acts have passed within a year declaring this 
to be the case, I have seen many of them. Does it follow because a 
power is given to Congress that it is absolute and unlimited? I do not 
conceive that power is given to the President and Senate to dismember 
the empire or to allenate any great essential eet. I do not think the 
whole legislative authority have this power. The exercise of the power 
must be consistent with the object of the delegation. One objection 
against the amendment — is that by implication it would give 
power to the legislative authority to dismember the empire—a power 
that ought not to be given but by the necessity that would force assent 
frou every man. I think it rests on the safest foundations as it is. 
the object of treaties is the regulation of intercourse with foreign na- 
tions, and is external. I do not think it possible to enumerate all the 
cases in which such external regulations would be necessary. Would it 
be right to define all the cases in which Congress could exercise this 
authority? The definition might and probably would be defective. They 
might be restrained by such definition from exercising the authority 
where it could be essential to the interest and safety of the community. 
It is most safe, therefore, to leave it to be exercised as contingencies 
may arise. (3 Elliott’s Debates, 514.) 


I have carefully looked through all of the debates upon the 
adoption of our Constitution and I have been unable to find a 
single friend of the Constitution who contended that this clause 
conferred upon the President and a portion of the Senate un- 
limited power. On the contrary, they all hold that that power 

2s limited and restricted to our external affairs, and that it 
wae not by any reasonable construction affect, restrict, or 
uterfere with our internal domestic concerns or violate any of 
the reserved powers of the States. 
a —— all contended that it was the sworn duty of the officers 
: ie Federal Government under the Constitution to protect 

¢ States in their reserved powers, and that this duty was as 
duty devolving on them under the delegated 
the Constitution. This was the understanding, and 
of the contract between the States and the Federal 
- The people who were in favor of the adoption of 













sacred as any 
Powers of 
Was a part 
Government 
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or 


the supremacy no more subject within their respective spheres to the 
genera 


the Coustitution adopted the view expressed by Madison in the 


Federalist. on page 208: 
The local— 


Meaning the State authorities-— 


municipal authorities form distinct and independent portions of 


authority than the general authority is subject to them within 
its own sphere. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The distinguished gentleman will admit 
that the noncitizen, the rights of the citizens of other countries 
residing in the United States, would come within the category 


of external relations as described by Mr. Madison? 


Mr. SISSON. I do not know exactly what the gentleman's 


question means, but if I catch his meaning, I do not concede 


that principle at all, nor does the Supreme Court, although the 
Supreme Court in its first decision took a different view from 
the one that they now take. The Race Horse case is the one 
where they decide the contrary of the views of the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I want to say to the gentleman that 
I had not finished my question. Incidentally I should like to 
remind the gentleman that there are some matters covered by 
general principles of international law and not by specific 
treaty. I shall now come to my question. Suppose a State 
should pass a law which would get us into trouble with a for- 
eign nation because of the violation of the recognized principle 
of international law or treaty provisions. Supposing that to be 
the case; the United States Government would be obliged to 
make the cause of that State its own cause. 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If that is the case, should not the Na- 
tional Government have a voice in determining legislation of 
that character? 

Mr. SISSON. Absolutely not. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. When the action of a single State ean 
go so far as to involve the whole Nation in war it seems to me 
that the Nation and the National Government should have a 
right to determine that question. 

Mr. SISSON. Absolutely not. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Or to have a voice in the matter. 

Mr. SISSON. Absolutely not; because the Government of 
the United States is a government of deleguted powers, and 
the very purpose of the formation of the Government by these 
States was in order that they might be able to protect them- 
selves, and that the best protection against foreign aggression 
of their local rights would be by a union of the States. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. SISSON. I will for a question only. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I want to make this point—— 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I am not yielding for a speech; 
I yield for a question. 

Mr. MANN. We will give the gentleman all 
wants. 

Mr. SISSON. Very well; if I can get all the time I want, I 
will yield to anybody. 

Mr. BARTHOLDTY. I can not put this in the shape of a 
question. I merely want to state as an absolute proposition 
that one of the greatest functions of government is the preserya- 
tion of peace. The gentleman knows that. 

Mr. SISSON. I agree with the gentleman. ; 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In fact, that is the cardinal purpose for 
which governments were instituted among men—to preserve 
the peace. How can the National Government preserve the 
peace if any one of 48 of its component parts can pass Inws 
which will get us into trouble with foreign nations at any time 
the legislatures see fit to do so? 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, the answer to the gentleman's 
question is simply this: When a State is clearly within its 
constitutional rights in the regulation of its police powers, in 
the regulation of its marital laws, in the regulation of its 
land or any other matter that is reserved to the State, it is abso- 
lutely within the power of that State to do so, and no exigency, 
no contingency, can arise that will justify the Federal Govern- 
ment in prostituting those powers which it has; and when the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BArtTHo.ptT] takes the solemn ob- 
ligation when sworn as a Member of this House not to violate 
any clause of the Federal Constitution he binds himself just as 
much to protect a State under the Constitution in the exercise 
of her sovereign powers that have been reserved in tht in- 
strument to the State as he does to protect the Federal Gov- 
ernment itself, because this Government is made up of States, 
and each State is an integral part thereof, and it is absolutely 
impossible for the Federal Government under the Constitution 


the time he 
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to do those things which it has not been permitted to do under 
the Constitution. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I would call the gentle- 
man’s attention to what is apparent and has been known to the 
national economists for a long time, long before the California 
controversy arose, as a palpable defect in our scheme of gov- 
ernment, namely, that the National Government is completely 
impotent in matters of State legislation when that legislation 
u.ects the interests of other nations. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Spc.aker, I must decline to permit the gen- 
tleman to make a speech in my time. I want to say this, that 
if in the gentleman’s opinion that is the unfortunate condition 
of affairs. then the Constitution prevides a perfectly safe and 
legal method of curing the defect, and that is by amendment, by 
having two-thirds of these Houses of Congress submit to the 
States those propositions showing the incompetency and impo- 
tency of the Federnl Government to perform its functions, and 
that an amendment should be made, and it ought not to be ae- 
complished by assumption of authority on the part of the Fed- 
eral Government, because if the Federal Government can assume 
authority because it has the might, through the taxation of the 
people of these States for the purpose of maintaining an Army 
and Navy, then the very purpose for which the Federal Gov- 
ernmeut was organized, to protect these States, is lost sight of, 
ond the Federal Government is doing for the State what a for- 
eign power could do for each State singly, and the Federal Gov- 
ernment doing it would simply take the place of a foreign na- 
t.on—-the very thing the Federal Government was organized to 
prevent. So the remedy is to amend the Constitution. That is 
the way to get at it. 

Mr. MONDELL and Mr. BARTHOLDT rose. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. I yield to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MONDELL J. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I simply desire to say I have introduced 
an amendment to the Constitution to-day covering that point. 

The SPFAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. SISSON. I do not. I yielded to the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MOoNnDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi will allow me, is it not a fact that it is scarcely conceivable 
that any State government acting within its constitutional pewer 
shall do anything at which any reasonable foreign Government 
iy properly take umbrage or torture into an act of hostility? 

Mr. SISSON. If the gentleman puts his question in the form 
of a positive statement, I will adopt it as a part of my re 
marks. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman way put it in any form he 
desires, but it seems to me there is no possibility of the danger- 
ous situation that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT] seems to have in his mind, assuming foreign nations are 
re:ssonable and understand our form of government. 

Mr. SISSON. Now, I may say this, since the gentleman has 
raised that question, that I do not believe there is a civilized 
nation in the world that will take umbrage at the right of a 
people of a nation to control their internal and domestic con- 
cerns. I discussed that, however, when I last addressed the 
House. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, wili the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dies]? 

Mr. SISSON. I do; I yield with the understanding that if I 
do not complete my remarks I may have unanimous consent to 
have a little more time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. fpeaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
is the time of the gentleman from Mississippi up? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used “5 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. 
Mississippi desire? 

Mr. SISSON. I do not know; it depends upon the amount of 
interruptions. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Mississippi may proceed until he coneludes his 
remarks. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman ‘rom FiHnois [Mr. Mann} 


When 


hears none. 


Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, with that in my mind TF may 
my question with this statement’: That the total white 
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am Gaeeeeite to pane ¢ 
: that was as much 


How much more time does the gentleman from | (W» 


| decide on it. We concefve the constitutional doctrine to be 


preface | 
popula- 
tion of the South at the outbreak of the Civil War was about 


May 23. 
6,000,000; the total amount ; aid out in pensions to gy, 
been over $4,000,000,000; then I may .sk the gentley,.; 

go into this war suggested by the gentleman's argrityo,: 
does the gentleman estimate the pension experditures 
Government will be before we get through settling 
45,000,000 Japanese with whom we have to contend? 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the [[,; 
decline to enter into that field of speculation. On the eos. 
I feel absolutely sure that there is not going to be any ou, 
tion of that kind arising. . , 

But this constitutional principle which I was discenssine yo 
interrupted is clearly and distinctly stated after a jo. ‘iia 
found consideration in the famous Kentucky Resolution. ; 
1798, which are said to have been written by Mr. Jeffersey 
himself: 

Resolved, That the several States comprising the United s 
America are not united on the principle of unlimited submissini, ; 
General Government, but that by compact under the style ay. | 
a Constitution for the United States and of amendments 1¢})...: 
constituted a General Government for special purposes, d 
that Government certain definite powers, reserving each Stiio to 
the residuary mass of right to their own self-government, 9» 
whensoever the General Government assumes undelegated j) 
acts are unauthoritative, void, and of no force. 

Now, I may say that another clause of the Constitnyin 
gives to the Supreme Court of the United States the sie piv) 
to deal with treaties that it gives to deal with statutes, so 1) 
if the Federal Government should exceed its authority i py: 
ing treaties, the Supreme Court would be authorized to devisroa 
that much of the treaty unconstitutional. 

What absurdities would all of these resolutions and opinions 
of those who made our Constitution be if the old Ped 
contention was sound, that supreme and unrestricted power 
resided in the treaty-making power? Of what force is the 
sacred instrument that we are all taught to reverence as the 
palladium of our liberty if under one clause of that Constitn- 
tion the President and a few Senators can flit them away 
moment and that in secrecy? No, Mr. Speaker; 
subscribe to such a doctrine. ‘ 

Mr. Speaker, the words “supreme law of the land” siinply 
mean that when Congress shall enact a statute which it jis 
the right and power under the Constitution to enact, that thon 
such law shall be supreme; that is, it shall be im force snd 
binding upon all of the people of the States. It does not mean 
that any statute passed shall be the law of the land. bur sny 
statute that has been passed which is within the grant of power 
under the Constitution. This is clearly all that this «|: 
intended to do. 

Since the timely death of the Federalist Party no party bas 
been found to champion the view that the power to mike a 
treaty was absolute and unconditional. This question first 
arose under the Jay treaty. When the treaty wis ratified by 
the Senate it carried an appropriation of money, and the [Horse 
passed a resolution asking the President to transmit a!! of the 
papers to the House for its consideration. Washington at first 
refused, but his better judgment later prevailed and he sent 
the treaty and papers to the House and there the principle wis 
eontended for—and from that day to this became an esta)lished 
precedent, which has always been followed—that when s trevy 
required money to be paid, the House of Representatives should 
pass upon it. If the Housé refused, the treaty would fail. 

WHARTON. 


Of this debate, in 1796, in the House of Represenia'iv 
Wharton, in his International Law Digest, says: 

On one side it was maintained that the power of the President an 
the Senate as to treaties was absolute, and that the House of itepre 
sentatives, under the Constitution, was bound to make the aj" 
tions necessary to carry the treaty into effect. On the other si! 
was conte that under the Constitution the consent of the ! 
ropriations to carry the treaty into ele ind 
nown to the other contracting party > Was 
the consent of the Senate to the preliminary adoption of (he ti'y. 
arton’s International Law Digest, 17.) 


JEFFERSON. 


On March 21, 1796, Jefferson wrote to Monroe, thes 4 
France, as follows: 


British treaty has been formally at length laid before (on- re8Se 


The ise 
All. America is atiptoe to see what the House of Represeniati’® 0) 
athe at 


Viiat 
oy ? 
With 


Wers 


[ -can not 


and Senate have the general power of making (reail’ 
they include im a tre eotters confided by the Constit oe 


) t of legislation wil be 
asks unanimous mt that the gertleman from Mississippi } to the three branches of Legislature, an ac |b 


[Mr. Sisson] shall be permitted to continue until he concludes | 
his remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause.} The Chair 


to confirm these articles, and that the House of Repro \% 
one branch of the » are perfectly free to pa 
governing themselves by their own judgment whic) "t 

of their constituents to let the treaty go tite ve” 
precedent now to be set will depend the future (on 
Constitution, and whether the powers of —— 
from the President, Senate, and House of! 
Senate, and Piaminigo, or any other Ind) 


‘+ = 4 Jefferson’s Works, 134.) 


other chief. 
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GALLATIN, 


Henry Adams, in his Life of Albert Gallatin, says of the speech 
made by Gallatin during this same debate in the House of 
Representatives that— 


The debate began on March 7, 1796, and on the 10th Mr. Gallatin 
spoke, attacking the constitutional doctrine of the Federalists and lay- 
ing down his own. He claimed for the House not a power to make 
treaties, but a check upon the treaty-making power when clashing with 
the special powers expressly vested in Congress by the Constitution. He 
showed the existence of this check in the British constitution, and he 
showed its necessity in our own, for if the treaty-making power is not 
limited by existing laws, or if it repeals the laws that clash with, or 
if the legislature is obliged to repeal the laws so clashing, then the 
legislative power in fact resides in the Senate and President, and they 
can, by employing an Indian tribe, pass any law under the color of a 
cee argucient was irresistible; it was never answered; and, indeed, 
the mere statement is enough to leave only a sense of surprise that the 
Federalists should bave hazarded themselves on such preposterous 


greunds. Some years later, when the purchase of Alaska brought this 
subject again before the House on the question of appropriating the 


purchase mone stipulated by the treaty, the administration abandoned 
the old Federalist position. The right of the House to call for papers, 
to deliberate on the merits of the treaty, even to refuse ———- ations 
if the treaty was inconsistent with the Constitution or with the estab- 
lished policy of the country, was fully conceded. The administration 
only made the reasonable claim that if, upon just consideration, a 
treaty was found to be clearly within the constitutional powers of the 
Government and consistent with the national policy, then it was the 
duty of each coordinate branch of the Government to shape its action 
accordingly. (See speech of N. P. Banks of June 30, 1868, Congres- 
sional Globe, vol. 75, p. 385; Life of Albert Gallatin, p. 161.) 


Gallatin’s views prevailed in the House by a vole of 57 to 35. 
JEFFERSON’S MANUAL. 


Every Member has on his desk the House Manual and Digest, 
eentaining Jefferson’s Manual, which was prepared by Jetfer- 
son when he was Vice President for his guidance, and has been 
used and adopted by both Houses since his day for their guid- 
ance. On page 298 of this manual, as prepared by the Hon. 
Cuarrtes R. Crisp, now an honored Member of this House from 
the State of Georgia, will be found, under the subject of 
Treaties, the following: 


By the Constitution of the United States this department of legisla- 
tion is confined to two branches only of the ordinary legislature—the 
President originating and the Senate having a negative. To what sub- 
jects this power extends has not been defined in detail by the Consti- 
tution, nor are we entirely agreed among ourselves. 1. It is admitted 
that it must concern foreign nation party to the contract, or it would 
be a mere nullity, res inter alias acta. 2. By the general power to 
make trezties the Constitution must have intended to comprehend only 
those subjects which are usually regulated by treaty and can not be 
otherwise regulated. 3. It must have meant to except out of these 
the rights reserved to the States, for surely the President and Senate 
can not do by treaty what the whole Government is interdicted from 
doing in any way. 4. And also to except those subjects of legislation 
in which it gave a eae oe to the House of Representatives. This 
last exception is denied by some on the ground that it would leave 
little master for the treaty power to work on. The less the better, 
say others. 


Mr. Rawle, a distinguished lawyer of Philadelphia, in discuss- 
ing the treaty-making power, says: 


The most general terms are used in the Constitution. The powers of 
Congress in r to making laws we shall find are laid under several 
restrictions. ere are none in respect to treaties. * * * To define 
them in the Constitution would have been impossible, and therefore a 
general term could alone be made use of, which is, however, to be 
scrupulously confined to its legitimate interpretation. Whatever is 
wanting in an authority expressed must be sought for in principle, and 
to ascertain whether the execution of the treaty-making power can be 
supported we must carefully apply it to the principles of the Constitu- 
tion from which alone the power proceeds. * * * 

There is a variance in the words descriptive of laws and those of 
treaties. In the former it is said those which shall be made in pur- 
suance of the Constitution, but treaties are described as having been 
pete, or which shall be made, under the authority of the United 

ates. 

The explanation is that at the time of adopting the Constitution cer- 
tain treaties existed which had been made by Congress under the Con- 
federation, the continuing obligations of which it was proper to declare. 
The words “ under the authority of the United States” were considered 
as extending equally to those previously made and to those which 
should subsequently be effected. But, although the former could not 
be considered as made pursuant to a constitution which was not then in 
existence, the latter would not be “ under the authority of the United 
States” unless they are conformable to its Constitution (p. 66). 


Judge Story, in his Commentaries on the Constitution of 


a United States, says, in reference to the treaty-making 
wer: 


The power to make treaties Is by the Constitution gencral and it, of 
course, e all sorts of treaties, for peace or war, for commerce 
or territory, for alliances or success, for indemnity for injuries or pay- 
oun of for the recognition and enforcement of principles of 
gS ic law, and for any other purposes which the policy or interests of 
= ependent sovereigns = dictate in their intercourse with each other; 


t though the ts eral and unrestricted, it is not to be 
en construed as to destroy the mental laws of the State. A power 
Grae the Constitution can not be construed to authorize a de- 
a on of other powers given in the same instrument. It must be 
o ued, t tm subordination of it and can not supersede or 
obligatory and oF Gureiseent’ Setberitn ete ihe eope tne ually 

ority w S scope, and no one 
embraces a right fo annihilate any other. A treaty to change the 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—IOUSE. 


organization of the Government or annihilate its sovereignty, to ovcer- 



















turn its republican form, or to deprive it of its coustitutional powers 
would be void. because it would destroy what it was designed merely to 
fulfill—-the will of the people (See. t5O8.) 

Mr. Speaker, it is useless to further pile up authorities to 
substantiate the correctness of the position which I have taken 


on this question, but I want to call the attention of the House 


to a strong and convincing argument made by Judge Shackel- 
ford Miller, of Louisville. Ky.. before the Jefferson Law School, 
on this question. My attention had not been called to this mag- 


nificent argument of Judge Miller until after I had delivered my 


speech in the House on this question, but I will have it printed 
as an appendix to my remarks and invite the attention of the 
House to it. and assure you that it is worth your while to care- 
fully read it. 

I also call your attention to the very able speech made by 
one of the most distinguished lawyers in the present House of 
Representatives, the Hon. Swacar Siueriey, of the Louisville 
district of the State of Kentucky. This speech also came to’my 
notice after I had delivered the speech lust month. 

Mr. SHERLEY's speec.. was delivered on the 22d of. January, 
1907, and is found on page 1515 of the CoNnGRressionaL Recornp 
of that date. It is with a great deal of pleasure that I find that 
this distinguished and learned lawyer is in exact accord with 
the views which I entertain in reference to the treaty-making 
power of the United States Government. 

Mr. SHERLEY said, in part: 

“The proposition that is involved in the present case growing 
out of the controversy between Japan and California is that the 
treaty-making power is not only able to remove alienage, so far 
as it relates to residence and so far as it relates to inheritance 
and transmission of property, but that it ean go to the extent 
of conferring upon an alien every right enjoyed by a citizen of 
the United States or of any particular State. ‘That I deny. It 
is manifest that no treaty could undertake to confer upon an 
alien the right to hold office within a State, because, gentlemen, 
the treaty-making clause must always be held subject to the 
general purpose and scope of our Government, State and Na- 
tional. It is unthinkable that the makers of the Constitution, 
who were so careful to guard the pewers of every particular 
department, to offer check ngainst check and counterbalance 
against counterbalance, were yet so impressed with the neces- 
sity of having facility of contract with foreign nations that 
they were willing to give to one man and two-thirds of the 
Senate present—not even two-thirds of all elected—the power to 
make a law that could override all State enactments and rule. 
The National Government could, if it saw fit, as it did see fit 
in the Chinese treaty, give to the citizens of a foreign country 
the right to education in the public schools of the National 
Government, because that is a matter that rests with the 
Nation. The burden is upon the Nation in maintaining these 
schools, and it might be proper that the Nation should impose 
the additional burden of education of aliens. But how enn it 
be said, where the obligation is one that belongs to the Siate 
primarily, that is subject to the State's will, so subject that the 
State could to-morrow, if it saw fit, do xway with its publie- 
school system, make what appropriations it saw fit, or none at 
all, that the National Government could confer upon an alien 
such right? Once you concede that right, I see no reason, in 
a logical way, why you should not concede any other par- 
ticular right that may be desired in regard to the internal 
affairs of a State. 

“The Constitution provides thit the President, with the eon- 
sent of the Senate, may make treaties, and also provides that 
‘no State shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or confedera- 
tion.” Now, if this was all, it would be manifest that whatever 
agreement might be made with other nations would have to be 
had by virtue of a treaty made by the National Government. 
But this is not all. The prohibition upon the States to make 
treaties is contained in the beginning of section 10 of Article I 
of the Constitution, and in the last division of that section it 
is declared, that ‘no State shall, without the consent of Con- 
gress, * * * enter into an agreement or compact with an- 
other State, or with a foreign power.’ Of course, it is clear 
that the negative form of this declaration admits the aflirma- 
tive, and the State can, with the consent of Congress, enter into 
an agreement with another State or with a foreign power. But 
yesterday this House passed a bill giving the consent of Con- 
gress to an agreement between two of the States. Now, if an 
agreement can be made between a State and a foreign power 
it follows that such an agreement must be one not included in 
the scope of a treaty, because a State is, as we have seen, pro- 
hibited from making any treaty. That of itself is a further 
indication that the treaty-making power does not embrace all 
contracts of every kind which can be thought of between the 
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people of one country and the people of another. What seems 
to my mind to have been the views of the makers of the Con- 


jects naturally belonging to treaties—should relate to those 
subjects that pertain to the country as a whole. It was proper— 
aye, it was necessury—that one voice should speak as to its 
contracts with other nations wien it spoke on behalf of all the 
people, and it was further manifest that when that voice spoke 
Within its domain the voice of every State must be silent, that 
no discordant note might be heard to limit or deny the solemn 
compact of the General Government. But it is evident that 
there are many things that may pertain peculiarly to one 
locality, to one section of the country, and to its relationship to 
foreign nations that do not pertain to the balance of the country 
and should not be embraced within a treaty.” 

I can not refrain, Mr. Speaker, from quoting one other author- 
ity which very clearly states the correct principle to guide us 
in determining to what extent the President and Senate may go 
in making a treaty. I call attention to The Constitution of the 
United States, by John Randolph Tucker, paragraph 354, page 
725: 

“A grave question has arisen whether the exclusive power of 
treaty making, vested in the President and Senate, is unlimited 
in its operation upon all the subjects for which a treaty may 
provide. Can a treaty by compact with a foreign nation bind 
all of the departments of our own Government as to matters 
fully confided to them; can it surrender, or by agreement nullify, 
the securities for personal liberty ingrafted upon the Constitu- 
tion itself; can it cede to a foreign power a State of the Union 
or any part of its territory, without its consent; can it regulate 
commerce with foreign nations in spite of the power of Con- 
gress to regulate commerce with them; can it provide for the 
rates of duty to be imposed upon certain articles imported from 
foreign nations, or admit them free of duty, in the face of the 
power given to Congress to lay and collect taxes and duties; 
can a treaty appropriate money from the Public Treasury and 
withdraw it without the action of Congress; can a treaty dis- 
pose of any part of the territory of the United States, or any of 
their property, without the cbnsent of Congress, which alone 
has power to dispose of and make rules and regulations concern- 
ing the territory and other property of the United States? 
These important questions have several times arisen for discus- 
sion in our history, and upon them authoritative decisions have 
been made by other departments of the Government, which are 
based upon solid reason and sound principles of constitutional 
construction. 

“It can not be denied that very many of these questions must 
be answered in the negative, or the consequence would be that, 
under the treaty-making power the President and Senate might 
absorb all the powers of the Government. In favor of the ex- 
treme claim for power for the President and Senate it has been 
urged that a contract between the United States and a foreign 
nation must be conclusive against all departments of the Gov- 
ernment, because it is a contract; but the answer to this con- 
tention is obvious and conclusive. It involves the petitio prin- 
cipil by assuming that the contract is complete though it 
trenches upon the power of the other departments of the Gov- 
ernment without their consent. And if it be further urged that 
foreign nations know no party in the contract on the part 
of the United States except the President and Senate, the an- 
swer is equally conclusive that if our Constitution requires the 
consent of the departments to a treaty of the nature referred to, 
the foreign nation is bound to take notice of that fact and can 
not claim a complete obligation in the absence of the consent 
of the other departments. The maxim upon this subject is 
familiar—qui cum alio contrahit vel est, vel debet esse, non 
ignarus conditionis ejus. And if it be further urged that this is 
too refined a doctrine to regulate our delicate relations with 
foreign powers, the answer is that the treaty-making power of 
the Crown of Great Britain, where it involves a clear and abso- 
lute power of Parliament, has never been recognized as valid 
by the English Government, and has never been enforced. The 
Queen may make a treaty to pay $10,000,000 to the French Gov- 
ernment, but unless Parliament appropriates the money the 
treaty will be ineffectual. It is from the fundamental laws of 
each State that we must learn where resides the authority that 
is capable of contracting with validity in the name of a State. 

“A treaty therefore can not take away essential liberties 
secured by the Constitution to the people. A treaty can not 
bind the United States to do what the Constitution forbids them 
to do. We may suggest a further limitation; a treaty can not 
compel any department of the Government to do what the Con- 
stitution submits to its exclusive and absolute will. On these 
questions the true canon of construction, that the treaty- 
power, in its seeming absoluteness and unconditional extent, is 
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confronted with equally absolute and unconditio:, |. - 

vested in the judiciary. Therefore neither musi ie . 

as absolute and unconditional, but each must be corns); 
conditioned upon the equally clear power vested in ti, 

For example, Congress has power to lay and collect dsj, 
President and Senate have power to make and contr: 

foreign nation in respect to such duties. Can any cor. 

be given to these two apparently contradictory pow: 

that the general power to make treaties must yield to th. - 
power of Congress to lay and collect all duties; and \;j 
treaty may propose a contract as to duties on articles «. 
from a foreign nation, such an executory contract ex: ), 
come valid and binding unless Congress, which has «) 
authority to lay and collect duties, consents to it. If i; ‘ 
asked how are you to reconcile these two powers which: > 

to be antagonistic, the answer is clear. Congress his ; 
pacity to negotiate a treaty with a foreign power. ‘Thy «> 

of its membership makes this impracticable. The Consii:); 
therefore, left the House of Representatives out of 3}! oy: 
sideration in negotiating treaties. The executory contre: je. 
tween the United States and a foreign nation is therefore ey. 
fided to one man, who can conduct the negotiations, syd 1, 4 
select body who can advise and consent to the treaty jie jis 
negotiated. But this executory contract must depend for jis 
execution upon the supreme power vested in Congress ‘t.. |x) 
and collect duties.’ It is therefore a contract not compere, 
but inchoate, and can only be completed and binding whey Con- 
gress shall by legislation consent thereto and lay duties in 
accordance with the executory contract or treaty. he sine 
reasoning may apply to all of the great powers vested in Cop- 
gress, such as ‘to borrow money, regulate commer: 
money, raise armies and provide a navy, make laws ss to 
naturalization, bankruptcies, and exercise exclusive legis! tio’ 
in the District of Columbia and Territories of the country. If 
these are sought by the treaty to be regulated by the Presideus 
and Senate, it can be done only when Congress vested with 
these great powers shall give its constitutional consent. 

“Mr. Madison, in the reports of the convention which be hus 
left us, used an expression which is significant upon this jwint. 
He intimated that in making treaties eventual—that is, om- 
plete and final per se—the treaty-making power might be inde- 
pendent; but where they referred to matters that were incom- 
plete without legislation they would be incomplete until that 
consent was given. 

“The absurdity of any other construction as to the power to 
lay taxes, duties, and so on, is very palpable. We have seen 
from the Constitution that all bills for the raising of revenue 
shall originate in the House of Representatives, to wiih the 
Senate may or may not assent and the President may vero: but 
if the President and the Senate have the power to regulate the 
system of taxation and revenue by treaty without the consent 
of Congress, then the House of Representatives, which, }v the 
terms of the Constitution, is made the originating beoly for 
such bills, without whose primal action the President sid Sen- 
ate can have no voice whatever in the matter, is to be exc iuded 
from any consent to the terms of the treaty of the President 
and Senate, who, by the constitutional method, are net entitled 
to act at all until the House of Representatives has inwugn- 
rated a bill. 

“The reason, in the nature of our system, which mu! he 
conclusion absolute is that in the balance of power witicl was 
ordained by the convention the House of Representatives wis 
to originate all taxation upon the people. The pecy'!: irge 
dreaded the placing of the tax power in the hands of a nu ri'y 
of the States without regard to their size, and insisted thoi the 
power should be in the hands of the States according ' the 
numerical proportion of their population. To give the Ire! 
dent, with the advice and consent of two-thirds of the Svitors 
present, the power to regulate taxation is to reverse tls sie 
and destroy the equilibrium of the Constitution. For i 17M) 
two-thirds of the States, containing 1,685,360 people. coud 
ratify a treaty against the other third of the States, conn 
a population of 2,166,419; that is to say, that a minorty ol . 
tax at will a majority. By the census of 1880 two-thirds of the 
Senate, representing 19,755,532, could regulate taxation a-\ - 
the other third, containing a population of 29,615,818; #1d ! 
the late census of 1890 this disproportion would be frs'y 
increased. i 
oe Tt has been shown in previous parts of this work thst ( 
regulation of commerce by a majority vote of tle two asin 
instead of requiring two-thirds, was the result of a cl! sens 
made upon a compromise. But if this regulation of _ a a 
can be made by two-thirds of the States in the Semite. — 
under the census of 1880, shown above, two-fifths of the agstes 
tion of the country could regulate commerce against the 0) 
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three-fifths, instead of the original purpose to require a vote of 
twe thirds to do so. j 

~on5, These results demonstrate the fatal disturbance of the 
wibrium of the Constitution which would arise from any 


= 1, construction 28 would give the President and Senate the 
right by treaty with a foreign power to regulate the internal 
on ros of the country. We have hed several historic prece- 
dents on this subject, to which brief reference may be mide. 


president Washington negotiated Jay’s treaty in 1795, in which 
were general stipulations as to commerce and duties upon 
Britizh vessels, and so forth. It was insisted that this treaty 
was complete without any consent of the House of Representa- 
tives, The House of Representatives resolved by a vote of 63 
to 20 that while the House did not claim any agency in making 
trenties, yet when a treaty stipulated for regulations upon any 
of the subjects submitted by the Constitution to the power of 
Congress it must depend for its execution, as to such stipula- 
tions, on a law or laws to be passed by Congress, and it was 
the constitutional right and duty of the House of Representa- 
tives in all such cases to deliberate on the expediency or inex- 
pediency of carrying such a treaty into effect and to determine 
and act thereon a8 in their judgment might be most conducive to 
the jublie good.” 

Mr. Speaker, since the controversy over the Jay treaty the 
principle for which I contend has been recognized by all the 
Presidents and by both branches of Congress in all of the 
tre:ties since that day. Wherever a treaty involves the pay- 
ment of money, or a change of the revenue laws of the United 
States, before the treaty becomes operative it has been sub- 
mitted to the House of Representatives for its ratification and 
approval. So the principle that the treaty-making power is 
absolute, unlimited, and unrestrained in the President and the 
Senate has been repudiated, and the principle thoroughly agreed 
upon is that the treaty-making power is one which is delegated 
like all other powers to the Federal Government and is limited 
in its seope by the provisions of the Constitution; and, like all 
cther powers granted to the Federal Government, can only be 
exercised constitutionally when it does not trespass upon the 
reserve powers of the States. 

When Jefferson purchased Louisiana he submitted the treaty 
to the House of Representatives and asked them to appropriate 
the money, and if the House had refused, the treaty would have 
failed. When Johnson purchased Alaska this precedent was fol- 
lowed. This is because Congress alone can appropriate money 
under the Constitution, and the House of Representatives must 
be consulted. 

One other illustration with which we are all familiar is that 
Mr. Taft submitted the reciprocity agreement with Canada to 
Congress and not to the Senate alone, in order to make it 
binding. 

I have no doubt that it would be more convenient to foreign 
nations if they only had to deal with the President as with an 
absolute monarch, and it would sometimes be less troublesome 
if the President could close the contract; but human liberty 
has suffered too much in the past to intrust such power to one 
man, 

It would also be much easier if only the Senate had to be 
consulted as to all treaties, because they could be more easily 
entered into; but Americans are unwilling to be taxed by the 
President and the Senate alone. They are also unwilling to 
have the Treasury doors opened at the behest of the President 
and the Senate. 

These few illustrations clearly show ttt there is a limitation 
o the treaty-making power. If it is limited, is it not limited 
by the Constitution itself? If limited by the Constitution itself, 
cin 1t8 powers be larger than that instrument itself? To do 
this you must infer sovereignty from a delegated power. To 
deduce powers of sovereignty, unlimited, unrestrained, and unde- 
fined from delegated powers—that is, to get the greater out of 
the lesser and limited—is an evident inversion of reasoning 
Which necessarily terminates in the conclusion that the limited 
power of government substituted for the unlimited power of 
Sovereignty, supposed to have been abolished, furnish references 
which revive these same unlimited powers of sovereignty. 

In other words, Mr. Speaker, our Constitution is a mockery 
on unlimited and unrestrained power is vested in a portion 
of our Federal Government. If the ingenuity of man is great 
ee to thus distort the treaty-making power to this extent, 
Coane great philosophers and statesmen who invented our 
a = oo and placed the treaty-making power in the hands 
ane resident and the Senate for the benevolent purpose of 

‘izing intercourse between our Government and other 
softening the evils of war have only succeeded, as 
design, to increase the power of domestic oppres- 
of our local governments by dissolving re- 


nations and 
if by wicked 
sion and 
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strictions imposed by them for our security and liberty—the very 
protection which our States sought to secure by establishing the 
Federal Government. ‘Thus the Federal Government 
stituted for the foreign power and force and dees the 
thing that our fathers intended to prevent. 

GOVERNMENT BY SECRET METIODS, 

Mr. I call the attention of the House to another 
reason which is very strong te my own mind why our fathers 
did not vest this absolute power in the President and Senate. 
The statesmen of that day and time were learned as to. the 
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Speaker, 


strength and evils of all of the governments of the past. They 
knew oll. of the evil effects upon free government of “ back 
stair conferences” and “star-chamber proceedings.’ They 


knew the absolute necessity of having the public eve on their 
officers and servants. Every precaution was taken that the peo- 
ple might know what was going on. The Constitution provides 
that a Journal of the proceedings shal) be kept, which shall be 
published from time to time, and when one-fifth of the member- 
ship shall demand it the yeas and nays shall be eutered upon 
that Journal. This clause is for the purpose of allowing the. 
people to know how their servants are voting and what pro- 
ceedings are being had affecting them and their property. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, if the contention of some men is sound, this 
publicity may be avoided by taking the treaty-making route and 
behind closed doors the Senators, or a portion of them, with no 
one to hear except themselves, consider a treaty about which 
profound secrecy has been maintained, which affects the inter- 
nal affairs of every State of the Union and every citizen in 
those States, overturning their State constitutions and laws, 
affecting their most sacred property rights, affecting their mari- 
tal relations, their rights of trial by jury, their rights to the 
divine writ of habeas corpus, and, in a word, their right to “ life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness,” and the first intimation 
our people have the treaty is ratified, published as the supreme 
law, overturning the title to their lands and depriving them of 
every sacred right under their State laws and constitution. 
They awaken to find themselves living in a new government and 
under a new order of things and with two new masters—the 
Federal Government, exercising direct control of their land, 
property, home, person, family, school, and church, and, in part- 
nership with some foreign power, ready to enforce the new edict 
called a treaty. 

No, Mr. Speaker, our fathers did not fight and die for this 
sort of Government. They did not foster such a mockery as 
this. They did not practice this fraud upon their posterity. If 
the President and Senate can make such a treaty, let us tear 
down every door of secrecy. Let us require the President to 
publish every letter and telegram bearing upon a contemplated 
treaty on the very moment of its dispatch; let the public hear 
every word that he says to foreign representatives from the 
first to the last about all treaties; let the treaty as agreed upon 
by him be sent to the Senate and printed in the Journals and the 
Recorp; let the press have it when the Senate gets it; let the 
cloture of the Senate be removed; throw open the doors, let the 
people hear every word spoken in debate; let the roll eall be 
public and published; let the Senator's constituents know how 
he votes and how he speaks. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
for another interruption? 

Mr. SISSON. I -wvill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. SISSON. I yield. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. What is the purpose of a treaty, as a 
rule? In my judgment, it is to establish peaceful relations 

Mr. SISSON. Ohb,‘I do not think so; Mr. Speaker, I think 
there are thousands of questions, too numerous to mention, that 
are just as important. In other words, we do not simply make 
treaties about peace. We make treaties of commerce; we make 
treaties of all kinds and character that affect the great external 
affairs of our greaut Nation. I admit that the trenty-making 
power could be and ought to be used in enforeing. if possible, 
upon the nations of the world peace, because I think that noth 
ing is more cruel and savage than war. 

And that is the most expensive of all luxuries that can be 
engaged in. But however the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BARTHOLDT] might desire to have the form of the Government 
changed, he must live under the Government as it is. He ean 
not as a Congressman, nor can he 2s a private citizen nor as a 
Senator nor as President, transgress the Constitution which he 
swears to support. So I shall have to decline to enter into any 
discussion of that kind, because I am trespassing too much 
already on the patience of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi declines to 
yield further. 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. I hope the gentleman will not cut me out 
of this discussion by so construing the Constitution. 

Mr. SISSON. ‘The gentleman differs from me in his con- 
struction of the Constitution, but I will yield to the gentleman 
if he simply desires to ask me a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will ask the gentleman this question, 
the views of the gentleman to the contrary notwithstanding: 
Does he not believe that treaties between different governments 
are about the same thing and are to be compared with con- 
tracts made between individuals for the purpose of getting 
along peacefully? I will ask the gentleman whether that is not 
the real purpose of treaties. 

Mr. SISSON. It is the duty of both high contracting parties 
to a treaty to know the authority of each, and neither has the 
right to exceed that authority. If I had the time at my disposal, 
I would be glad to read to the gentleman other authorities which 
he may read in the Recorp, where other authorities, greater 
than I, have answered the gentleman’s question. It has been 
answered in the Senate, and on the floor of the House, and in 
the schoolroom, and in the courts. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman again 
yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In other words, what the gentleman 
coustrues as a menace, namely, the treaty-making power, I 
consider as a benefit. 

Mr. SISSON. Oh, I am rather inclined to believe with Mr. 
Jefferson that these “ backstairs conferences” result as often 
in bringing about wars as in bringing about peace. [Applause.] 
Mr. Jefferson, in discussing this matter, stated that if the 
nations of the world would just deal honestly with each other 
and not endeavor to gain commercial and political advantages 
over each other—if they only would deal honestly and frankly— 
all occasions for war would cease. [Applause.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not care to go into this matter further 
now, although I believe it is demonstrable that all wars have 
been unnecessary and have been brought about mainly to 
gratify the selfishness of a few men. 


LAND MONOPOLY. 


Mr. Speaker, the treaty-making power, if abused, can do 
infinitely more harm at the present time than it could have 
done in former times. International business has assumed 
enormous proportions. Men of great wealth, and especially 
the great corporate enterprises, having practically exhausted 
most of the safe fields of investment for their great surplus 
earnings, are turning their attention to land investments. All 
of the more progressive and more advanced States have, either 
in their constitutions or in their statutes, prohibited corpora- 
tions from owning land for agricultural purposes. Some of 
the States prohibit corporations acquiring lands for speculative 
purposes. These statutes are intended to prevent land monopoly. 

If the treaty-making power can overturn the constitution and 
statutes of a State, then a treaty could be made with a foreign 
nation permitting not only its citizens but land companies and 
land corporations to purchase and own land in the United 
States notwithstanding the constitution and laws of the State 
should forbid such ownership. It is therefore easy to under- 
stand why not only the great corporate interests of this country 
but why the great corporate and business interests of other 
countries should be desirous of establishing the right in the 
treaty-making power of the Federal Government to override 
these State constitutions and State laws. It is easy to under- 
stand why these great business institutions would endeavor, 
through the press, which they control, to destroy whatever good 
effect a speech of this character would have upon the country. 

Many of these large employers of labor would be delighted 
to have the Federal Government, through its treaty-making 
power, pull down the bars and let the alien come in. 

What would become of the American farmer if the great 
ccrporations of this country should enter the land market and 
buy all of the best lands of the country and then cultivate them 
with Mongolian, Chinese, Hindu, and other cheap alien labor? 
How long would the American farmer be able to compete with 
these great land monopolists in producing what our lands are 
adapted to? The great land corporation would establish its 
commissary and compel its horde of aliens to purchase every- 
thing which they consumed from the commissary, and would 
be able to-make enormous profits out of the land and drive the 
independent farmer out of existence. - 

In my own State foreign and domestic corporations have been 
purehasing large tracts of magnificent land, and in every in- 
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stance they so organize their business that they require , 
tenant on the place to make all of his purchases fro. 1}); 
missary. In the great State of California individuals »),; ,, 
porations owning great tracts of land are cultivating ti; 
Hindu, Chinese, and Mexican labor. It is this eliass , 
owners and land monopolists who are opposed to all pooh. 
tions upon labor importation into this country. These .).. 5), 
men who desire to lease their land for high prices to 1), 

of labor. It is the land speculator who has iarge tract. 

who desires to import Asiatics and other aliens and x: 

at high prices, the land which they own and centrol. 

Any man who opposes the importation into this coms), v¢ 
aliens of every kind will find arrayed against him aj) «; ;),. 
corporate influences of this country of this character, snd jjjuy 
will exercise every means of misrepresentation to destroy |i) 
politically, so as to teach all men in public tife in the futipe jv: 
tu oppose them in their demands. It is bad enough to jis. .y): 
copper, coal, iron, timber, oil, manufacturing, food, }).; 
other enterprises of this character monopolized by : 
controlled by them. God knows they extract enough fy. 
people and their toil; but who can picture the condition. ( 
will exist when these same monopolists shall reach out ::.) . 
trol the land of this Republic? The wickedness of py. 
has been recognized in every age of the common Inw. ge) jin s 
been instrumental in destroying all of the great gover ues 
of the past. 

Mr. Speaker, this question is therefore intimately ass. si: 
in my mind with the question of the alien ownership of Janu, 
The private corporation, as we understand at present, is of jiod- 
ern origin. The real good that results to a people fron 4 
private corporation is that a number of individuals 1. \ 
scribe a certain amount of money for the purpose of d«\ 
an enterprise, new and hazardous in its nature, whic! d 
not, in the nature of things, be so well developed by puis: 
individuals. If the corporation could not perform this fine 
then it has no right in morals to exist. No corporation 
ever be chartered which interferes with or hampers the: 
of an individual citizen. The citizen in every free gove 
in his individual capacity, has certain inalienable rights 
corporation has and can have only such rights as are « 
upon it by the State. A citizen entering a corporation « 
certain special privilege which the private citizen can not : 

His liability is limited to the amount of his subscrij): 
the stock, and he does not, upon the failure of the . 
enterprise, jeopardize his entire fortune. The death 
owner of stock does not necessarily affect the righi « 
corporation to continue to do business. The individu! «: 
convert his liabilities into assets and his assets into lis! 

The stockholders of a corporation may do this. The privat: 
vidual can not add water or fictitious values to his pr 

the corporation can. The stockholders of a corporat 

have in the past, and are now issuing stock far beyou! 
value of the property owned. The stockholders of a co) 
tion may convert stock into first-mortgage bonds anid tly 

and put upon the market more common stock than the + 
value of the property owned, and thus convert an ass! oa 
liability and a liability into an asset. Most of the grat‘ 
tunes have been made by deceiving the public in ths 
Stock jugglery is a common practice of the modern mi!!i: 

Through this stock juggling and stock manipulation ; \ 
men in the United States have appropriated to themse!\ es ja 
tically all of the railroad properties, all of the mining poy 
ties, all of the oil properties, and all of the market places wiere 
the necessities of life are sold, such as meat, corn, cotton, wan, 
and so on. These men who have thus enriched th ' 
through this channel by appropriating to themselves si) oi Us 
above properties now control almost every safe investine'! | 
money except the lands of the country. They are appr): 
to themselves all of the dividends of the above propert 
there is practically but one new avenue of investment lv | 
to them, and that is to invest their surplus earnings in tie! 
lands of the country. 

If they are permitted to organize great land compar: | 
absorb all of the lands of the United States they will bv)! 
reduce to serfdom not only those who work in the mines, )) 1h 
factories, in the countinghouses, and on the railroads. |! 1" 
will reduce to a condition of serfdom all of those whi | 
soil, It is idle to say that a private landowner can er wis 
land in competition with the corporate interests of the ott) 
Next to the alien ownership of all the land in the United Sire 
the most dangerous condition would be the corporate ow! ship 
of our lands. [Applause.] Hed 

If the corporation were a domestic one it could be contri’ 
by the powers in the United States. But if it is true that sen" 
have rights under the treaties, as some lawyers contend, {he we 
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ould have to deal with a foreign nation, and for that reason it 
is the more dangerous. 

If I can become a simple watchman upon the tower to call the 
attention of the people of the United States to the present 
danger of land monopolies, I will have done the people of the 
wutry a great service. Every State in the Union should at 
once Is <s the most drastic laws against the corporate ownership 
of farm lands and against the corporate ownership of all lands 
+) our towns and cities, as well as in the country, for speculative 
There at three things absolutely essential for the existence 
ef ihe human race on this earth. The first is air, the second is 
water, and the third is land. A human being can only live a few 
moments without air, and if some monster could invent some 
device whereby he could gather into many receptacles all of the 
ip sud dole it out to human beings at so much per breath the 
human family would be justified in not only destroying his in- 
fi rnal machine, but in destroying him, because if he were per- 
i itted to own such a device he would make the balance of the 
human family his slaves. 

If. on the other hand, some monster could devise a machine 
whereby he could catch all of the rain which falls from the 
henvens and store it up in receptacles and dole his water out to 
quench the thirst of the human family, he also should be con- 
sidered 2 monster and should be instantly destroyed. 

But the land of the earth is just as essential to human exist- 
ence as either of the above two elements. The bounds of the 
innd are fixed by the oceans—man can not add to its extent or 
reduce its area much. It was fixed by the Creator when He 
nade the world. Man must live on it. It is the common in- 
heritance of all. 

Every title to land is an agreement, and when a man by any 
corporate device or any system of legal jugglery should seek 
to appropriate to himself by government grant, by purchase. 
or otherwise the earth's surface he is equally as dangerous to 
human existence as either of the above mentioned if they se- 
cured the control of air and water, except that the human race 
would not be instantly destroyed by such acquisition of land. 
Int if the people of the country would tamely submit to the 
land monopoly it would as suecessfully reduce them to a condi- 
tion of serfdom as would a monopoly of the other two elements. 

The lind of a nation is the basis of all of its prosperity. 
From it comes our food, clothing, building material, and fuel, 
and the man er group of men who control the land of the coun- 
try necessarily control the people of that country. No people 
can be a free people where land monopoly prevails. If I am 
permitted to control the land of a country I will necessarily be 
able to control the people of the country. 

‘The United States Government within the last few years has 
done the posterity of the people an irreparable injury. The 
records of the Land Office show that about 200,000,000 acres 
of the most marvelously fertile land in the country has been 
given away to railroad corporations and other favorites of the 
particular administration in power at the time of the grant. 
There is but little now of this sort of property outside of 
Alaska for the United States Government to donate to her 
favorites, but the menace still is just as great as it formerly 
was, unless all of the States in the Union shall pass some 
(drastic laws to prevent the corporate ownership of land for 
farming or speculative purposes, No corporation should be per- 
mitted to own a foot of land except for the purpose for which 
the corporation was chartered. and then only so much as may 
he necessary to conduct its business. Not a foot of land in 
iny State should ever be permitted to be owned by a corpora- 
tion for farming or speculative purposes. 

The land should be preserved for the honest settler and those 
of us who now own lands should not be permitted to dispose 
of them except to individuals who expect to farm the lands 
themselves or have it done under their specific direction. The 
‘ndividual ownership of land can never result in a monopoly, 
ne ae the individual dies the land is divided up among 
a who inherit from him. His children will marry the chil- 

of other families; his land will be divided up and thus 
remain in the hands of the people. But if he is permitted to 
‘ ee his lands with other people into a corporation 
econ 7 his land will still remain in the corporation, and 
a . n the corporation will be dealt with as personal prop- 

''y, Dut the ownership of the land will not in the least be 
disturbed. 
a American people should erect a monument to the man 
on a conceived the idea of not permitting a citizen to enter 
buleastr aiten acres of land. The homestead entry has been the 
bested of our national strength [applause], and if in the very 

; ng the laws of our States should have limited not only 

Corporate ownership of land but the private ownership of 
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land to a few hundred acres we would have been stronger 
nationally than we are to-day. 

The traveler in France is not impressed by the beauties of 
Paris as he is by the strength of the French Nation when he 
travels among the peasant farmers. Napoleon Bonaparte is 
loved in France not so much because he was a great general and 
great Emperor of France, but he is loved because he broke up 
the Crown lands of France and divided them among the French 
peasants in accordance with the number in the peasant’s family. 
Europe to-day does not fear the armies of France nor the navies 
of France, but the nations of Europe are afraid of the people 
of France, because every peasant farmer when he fights for 
France realizes that he is fighting for his own home, fer his 
children, and for his fireside, and he is willing to die if need be 
for that Government which protects him in the ownership of his 
home. 

It has been the small farmer of the United States that has 
made it possible for our people to outstrip all the other people 
of the Western Hemisphere. If Texas had remained a part of 
Mexico, her condition would have been no better than are the 
conditions now in Mexico. If the States of Oregon, Washington, 
California, Nevuda, New Mexico, and Arizona had remained a 
part of Old Mexico, they would have been in no better condi- 
tion to-day then the people of Mexico. In that Republic there 
are a few grardees who own farms two-thirds as large as the 
State of Mississippi, and every human being that tills the soil 
on these farms is a peon and a slave. The trouble with Ireland 
to-day is that her lands have been monopolized by the English 
landlords, and the Irish have been driven by the thousands from 
that rich, happy is'and to the shores of America and other 
countries to escape that horrible condition of suffering. It is 
the history of every country taat where there is a land monop- 
oly there is woe and want and misery. It is equally the history 
of every country where the land is divided up into small farms 
and the man that tills the soil owns it that that country is 
happy and prosperous. 

Let me repeat, man must live and live on the land. If the 
land is monopolized by the few they will successfully control 
the business of the entire country. ‘They will be able to dictate 
the terms under which man shall live. They can fix the land 
rental, the house rental, and the entire wage schedule through- 
out the laboring world; and the men who produce the wealth 
with their labor will only be given just such amounts as the 
selfish monopolist is willing that they shall have. This problem 
overshadows all other problems. It matters not the kind and 
character of Government if this condition prevails. We may 
stagger along under burdens of protective tariff, but that law 
can be repealed at any time by the majority; but if the cor- 
porate interests of the country and our inillionaires shall ac- 
quire a vested interest in all of the best lands of the United 
States nothing but a revolution would ever divest them of this 
ownership. 

This condition, as I have pictured it, would be bad enough 
if none but American citizens were employed by these industrial 
and land monopolists, but what would become of the American 
manhood and womanhood if these land monopolists and indus- 
trial monopolists can be permitted to bring into competition with 
the American wage earner and the American farmer, through 
the treaty-making power, the cheapest aliens from all over the 
world and further reduce the share which they will give labor 
of that which it has earned? 

It is this condition which I fear that causes me to be so much 
interested in this great principle which I have discussed and for 
which I have been so severely criticized by certain portions of 
the American press; but I think the great majority of the 
people of the United States do not hold to this position of the 
corporate-owned press. I have received letters from all over the 
country, from men in every station of life, highly indorsing me 
in the position which I have taken, and if I can have with me 
in this fight for Americans and their rights the great laboring 
masses on the farms, in the factories, and in the mines, whose 
patriotic hearts beat for humanity, I am more than satisfied to 
be denounced and criticized for the position which I take. 
[Applause.] I am willing, if it must be so, to be driven from 
public life; but I am not willing, nor shall I ever surrender so 
long as I live the right to speak for the great inarticulate mass 
of American citizens—the great toilers who make possible every 
necessity, comfort, and luxury of life. 

The rich and the powerful who purchase labor will have their 
fortunes vastly increased by having all barriers to cheap labor 
broken down. They know that the quickest and surest route 
is through the treaty-making power, because they only deal first 
with one man, the President, and then one body, two-thirds of 
the Senate present. They know that their children will never 
have to compete for a livelihood with alien cheap labor. They 
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will not have to work side by side with these laborers, but 
they will employ this labor instead of the honest American 
labor because they can get it cheaper. They will weigh the 
palpitating human heart in the same scale that they weigh a 
pound of bacon. They will discharge the honest American- 
born son, who will be called upon to defend the American flag 
against all enemies of the world, and will employ an alien who 
owes no duty to America, who owes no duty to protect these 
multimillionaires’ property rights, solely because they can employ 
the alien cheaper than they can employ the American. It must 
follow, then, as the night the day that the cheaper the labor 
that they employ the more rapidly they can monopolize and ab- 
sorb all the property of the United States. 

I invite the attention of Congress and the attention of the 
people of the country to a magnificent paper prepared by Hon. 
Wayne MacVeagh, which is found in the North American Review 
of June 20, 1906. I agree in the main with this distinguished 
statesmen in all that he says in his “Appeal to our Millionaires.” 

I do not know whether the men who toil and produce the 
wealth of the world will ever be able to get their share or 
not. It is the same old battle that has gone on for all time. 
It is the same condition as pictured in the fifth chapter of St. 
James, who says: 

Go to now, ye rich nien, weep and howl for your miseries that shall 
come upon you. Your riches are corrupted, and Pg garments are 
moth-eaten. Your gold and silver is cankered; and the rust of them 
shall be a witness against you, and shall eat your fiesh as it were fire. 
Ye have heaped treasure together for the last days. Behold, the hire of 
the laborers who have rea down your fields, which is of you kept 
back by fraud, crieth; and the cries of them which have rea are 
entered into the ears of the Lord of sabaoth. Ye have lived in 
ears on the earth, and been wanton; ye have nourished your 

earts, as In a day of slaughter. Ye have condemned and killed the 
just; and he doth not resist you. 

[Applause. ] 

I might say, in parentheses, that if I had made in substance 
that statement as coming from me, certain portions of the press 
would be criticizing me as being a flannel-mouthed demagogue. 
{Applause.] Let them direct their criticisms to the sacred 
word of God. 

The supreme tyranny of wealth in the United States is as 
heartless as the tyranny in the ages past. This great wealth 
and these employers of labor may win in the contest, as they 
have won for the time being in the past, but they will reap the 
wrath pictured in this chapter of St. James. 

Let us as a Nation avoid this day of wrath by the passage of 
salient and safe laws that will enable labor to enjoy what it has 
earned. 

The next great step that must be taken is to be able to con- 
trol and direct by law the intellectual cunning and acquisitive- 
ness of those who are peculiarly endowed with a strength of 
intellect to absorb what others have earned. In former times 
there was no law against robbery but the man with the greatest 
physical strength would take by brute force from others what 
they had earned. But in the slow march of civilization it was 
found that it was detrimental to the best interests of society to 
permit the exercise of this God-given physical strength in the 
acquisition of property, and laws were passed denouncing physi- 
cal acquisition of property by stealth, either in the day or night, 
as burglary. If we shall preserve the equal opportunities of 
men on this earth it is absolutely essential that our lawmakers 
should turn their attention to the control of the manner and the 
extent to which man can acquire property by intellectual 
strength and intellectual cunning. I agree absolutely with that 
great Englishman, Judge Coleridge, a chief justice of England, 
in the principle which he lays down. He says: 

In the present day there is nothing perhaps as to which confusion of 
thought is greater and more mischievous than as to property itself—the 
idea, the principle of property, and as to the laws property, the rules 
by which the practical enjoyment of pr y is to be regulated. Now, 
what is the right of property? The of property is subsistence, by 
which end nature bas bounded our pretensions to it; hence, in a state 
of nature, we can not more than we can use nor hold it longer 
than we live and are capable of using it. The manner of acquiring 
property in a state of nature is by occupancy—all other modes of trans- 
mitting and acquiring property are acts of positive and civil law, which 
laws prevent the property of the dead from reverting, as it otherwise 
would do in a state of nature, to the common stock. 

All the complicated and conflicting systems by which in various 
civilized countries ihe powers of the possessors of property, even in 
various ways, are now na and now enla are systems of 
positive law, and the right of tie never e even in its 
most absolute form, without some restriction. The right of inberitance, 
a purely artificial right, has been at different times and in different 


countries very variously dealt with. 
The game power which tules for the end 
descent of pre aty can, of course, alter them, fer p 
would follow if this were not so; and the consent of 
eae have tong since established this simp! 
shown reason and upon authority that 
cent institution of private property rests only 
vantage. The particular rules by which the enjoyment 
regulated im «very country in the world : 
upon one and the same foundation, the general 
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defense of any such law of property must ultimately rest on ¢ 
it inures to the general advantage ; and in free countries. jy. 
not conceive any liw standing on any other basis. ‘I'l; 
restrictions placed in England for many centuries upon po 
tlement and devise is invariably stated to have been ty ), 
chievous accumulations of property in a few hands. [t seem: 
elementary proposition that a wa pe can deal as it thi: 

its common stock of property, and can prescribe to its ©; 
rules as it sees fit for its enjoyment, allenation. and trans: 

A very large coal owner some years ago interfered with » | 
in one of the coal strikes. He sent for the workmen 
clined to argue, but he said, stamping his foot upon tho om 
the coal within so many square miles is mine, and if you a 
stantly come to terms not a hundredweight of it shall be brow 
surface, and it shall remain unworked.” This utterance 
much discussed at the time. By some it was held up as a « 
panegyric and a model for imitation; the manly utterance «; 
would stand no nonsense and who was determined to assert | 
of property and to tolerate no interference with them. 1), 
was denounced as insolent and brutal, and it was suggested | 
few more men said such things and a few men acted on ther | 
very — result in the coal owners having not much rixi): 
erty left to interfered with. I should myself deny that t)) ; 
treasures paced by Providence under the soil of a country bel; 
handful of surface proprietors in the sense in which this e+: 
appeared to think that they did. That a few persons would 
right to ~ ay to shut the coal mines of Great Britain secs ; 
must frankly say, unspeakably absurd. 

The neral advantage was in former days absolutely and ayo 
regarded, and when rights of private property interfered with thor - 
rights were summarily set aside; and while property ijiseir » 
knowledged, the laws of its enjoyment were regulated according t) w) a 
was thought to be the general advantage. All laws of property must 
stand upon the foot of general advantage, for a country beloues to is 
inhabitants; aad in what proportions and by what rules its inhalitan:s 
are to own its ge! must be settled by the law, and the momen 
a fragment of the —— set up rights as inherent in them and por 
founded upon the = ic good plain absurdities follow, for | 
property are like all other laws, to be changed when the pil)! 
requires it. It would be well, indeed, that the owners of property j 
land and money, from the largest to the smallest, should recognize tha 
their title to the enjoyment of it must rest upon the same foundat; 
and that the mode and measure of their enjoyment of tl. 
stock of the State, if it injures the State, can no more be defendd 
and will no more be endured by a free people than any other pu 
mischief or nuisance. 


I quote what Judge Coleridge says, because I fesr tha: the 
corporate-controlled press would take issue with me in this 
statement and would endeavor to convince the people tint it 
was a new and radical doctrine. 

WEBSTER. 


Let me quote again and from.a great American who is known 
and honored throughout the world as one of America’s great. 
statesmen and constitutional lawyers. Daniel Webster, with 
great sagacity, looking into the future, said: 

The freest government, if it could exist, would not be long acespt- 
able if the tendency of the laws was to create a rapid accumuliton 
of property in a few hands. In the nature of things, those who lave 
not peseesy and see their neighbors possessed of much more than they 
think them to need can not be favorable to laws made for the protec 
tion of such property. When this class becomes numerous, it sro 
clamorous. It looks on property as its prey and plunder, and i 
naturally ready at all times for violence and revolution. [tf wou 
seem, then, to the part of political wisdom to found government on 
property, but to establish such distribution of property, by the laws 
which regulate its transmission ard alienation, as to interes! the great 
majority of society in the support of the government. 

The public press seemed to be amused at the posifion taken 
by Vice President MarsHALL in some of his late addresses in 
reference to property rights, but the announcement which lie 
makes is neither new, novel, nor revolutionary. In i site of 
nature the only right that a man has to property is the rmeut 
of possession, and the moment he left a piece of property Lis 
neighbor could occupy it, and he had as much right to it as the 
former occupant. This condition was well suited to Nonade 
life when the population of the earth was smal] and tlie ‘an! 
more than abundant; but for the good of man under «is: zed 
conditions it was agreed that man could be invested wil a 
title to a certain portion of the earth’s surface, and that !s 
title by this agreement should be a permanent title, i! 
his children should inherit the land, and it should be iis eve 
though he temporarily abandoned it or should actually (scize 
his domicile to some other place. This agreement was for “e 
good of society. ; 

After personal property became more abundant it bene! 
essary to make laws restricting the acquisition of pers: 
erty, but these laws were nothing more nor less (hi!) agree: 
ments made for the good of society. And just as these po’ 
had the right to make these agreements which were ! on 
them at that time, just so the people now have tle ' — Be 
change that agreement if it is not to the interest of!) tt 
that these particular property rights shall be maintue® | ss 
is not for the good of society that one man shall be oe 
to acquire too much of the other’s services, nor !s \' °" a 
best interest of mankind for one man to be permitio! \ a 
and control too much of our personal property. This !s sl" 
because no man should be permitted to own 2 piece of rea” id 
personal property unless he has given mankind or soci!) aq 
pro quo for such property. 
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if an individual should be limited in his right to acquire more | any other nation on earth was involved. and for the purity of 


than sf ot 

equally &s important that the artificial person called a corpora- 
tion shall be limited in its encronchments and in what it may 
- may not do, because in modern times men have associated 


themselves together and formed what is called a body cor- 
porate. given themselves a corporate name and the right to do 
jusiness under a corporate name, and have gone out into the 
field of industrial and all kinds ef business activities. The 
original purpose of the corporation was to enable men to 
yecomplish through organization those things which would 
benefit humanity and which could not be accomplished by one 
individual in his individual capacity. But that reason was 
coon lost sight of and the greed and selfishness of men has 
heen able to secure through legislative enactment corporate 
existence for the purpose of securing a vast advantage in the 
iysiness of mankind by having this special privilege granted 
to them. And so great has grown this corporate power that 
today practically all of the transportation, mining, and indus- 
trial properties of the United States are controlled through 
and by the corporations. These corporations, nothing but 
artificial persons, through their agents employ labor and the 
stockholders enjoy the fruits of their labor. Now, if these 
erent corporate institutions can have influence enough, not 
through the people of the United States, not through the House 
of Representatives, not through Congress as a whole, but 
through the Executive and a portion of the legislative branch— 
to-wit, two-thirds of the Senate—shall be permitted under the 
cuise of a treaty with some foreign nation to make them secure, 
not only in their corporate existence, but make them secure 
not only against the people of the States but against the peopie 
of the United States, then their influence is such that it is 
dangerous to the very existence of our Government. Because 
if the State laws shall make an effort to restrain them and to 
control them, if labor organizations for the protection of 
American labor shall organize for the purpose of compelling 
these artificial giants to give them a just wage, then it is only 
necessary for the corporate interests of this country to secure 
one President and two-thirds of the Senate to enter into a treaty 
or treaties with foreign nations permitting aliens to come into 
this country and to enter into competition with American labor 
that can destroy the right and privilege which labor has ip 
America to protect itself, and at the same time, through the 
treaty, give to the corporation, which is an organization of 
capitalists, rights superior to the rights of labor to organize, 
because if the Government permits the artificial person to so 
control the Government that they can have treaties passed for 
their benefit, then the Government has passed from the control 
of the people of the United States into the hands of the Presi- 
dent and two-thirds of the Senate, and in the enforcement of 
these international agreements they will have the effrontery in 
the corporate-owned press to traduce patriotic Americans by 
telling them that they must submit to this treaty or else such 
and such a powerful nation will make war upon us and destroy 
our Government, and this very thing these corporations will 
attempt when the American people shall make efforts to contro! 
them. They would infinitely prefer to pass into the hands of 
an alien Government that would be favorable to them than to 
live in a Government that made an effort to control them for 
the benefit of mankind and the benefit of humanity. Thus all 
republics and governments by the people have been destroyed, 
and unless checked, in this manner ours will be destroyed. 


The principle for which I am contending and for which I con- 
tended on the floor of the House of Representatives when I 
made the constitutional argument in reference to the treaty- 
miking power in the California situation is involved, as I con- 
sider, the very existence of this Government as a government of 
the people, by the people, and for the people. I do not want this 
Government to be destroyed through the treaty-making power. 
In the very early history of our Government certain aristocratic 
gentlemen who had a contempt for the people undertook to 
maintain that the treaty-making power was supreme, but all 
these aristocratic gentlemen were driven from public life, 
and the great Republican Party, with Mr. Jefferson at its 
head, became supreme, and the aristocratic Federalist Party 
died that the Government of the people might live. And 
there has not been a single political party from the death of 
= old Federalist Party down to the present time that asa party 
las ever maintained that the treaty-making power, which is 
vested in the President and two-thirds of the Senate, was the 
Tupreme law of the land over and above the Constitution of the 

uted States and to the complete destruction of the reserved 
on of the States. So, gentlemen of the House, I have taken 
- S$ position not because the Japanese are involved in this con- 

oversy, but I would take it if England, Germany, France, or 








certain amount of property for the good of society, it is | my motives and the sincerity of my purpose and the wisdom of 


my position I appeal to the country and to posterity. [Loud 
applause. ] 

Mr. DIES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. IT have concluded my remarks, but LI will be 


glad to yield to my frend. 

Mr. DIES. Tiow does the gentleman from Mississippi regard 
the nenace of 5,060 Japanese in Califernia with the total immi- 
eration from southern Italy of 250.000 of those who receive less 
wages in their own country than are-received by the laborers of 
our country? Tlow do they compare with the 8,000 permanent 
inhabitants of California? 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker. I do net want to go into a dis- 
cussion of that question, because I think it has been perfectly 
clear that I am opposed to alien immigration into this country 
that will reduce .the rate of wages in the United States. But 
the gentleman from Texas is mistaken in saying that there are 
$.000 Japanese in California; there. are about 56,000 Japanese 
in California, according to a census that has lately been taken. 

Mr. DIES. May 1 ask the gentleman this question: If these 
few Japanese determined to attend to their own business and 
migrate to California are.a menace, how much more is the mil- 
lion who come from the south and east of Europe every 12 
months to become a part of this Republie and settle in the great 
cities of this country? If the gentleman is so belligerent in 
regard to this sinall immigration from Japan, how does he feel 
toward the greater and stupendous immigration from the east 


and south of Italy? 
Mr. SISSON. The gentleman from Texas uses the word 
“belligerent.” I am not any more belligerent than the dis- 


tinguished gentleman has been in his sunti-inimigration speeches 
en the floor of the House. I will say that I was endeavoring 
to discuss two questions: First, the treaty-making power of the 
United States, in so far as it could affect the rights of States; 
aud, second, discussing another question which is clusely re!ated 
to that, the corporate ownership of land in this country, which 
our States have endeavored by local luws to prevent. If you enn 
overturn the laws with reference to alien land laws you can 
overturn them in reference to the corporate laws. 

Mr. DIES. Will the gentleman answer me—— 

Mr. SISSON. If the gentleman from Texas wants to make 
a speech on foreign immigration I am perfectly willing that he 
should do so, and he has the right to do so if he gets the con- 
sent of the House. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yield for 
a question? 

Mr. SISSON. I will. 

Mr. MANN. It is quite supposable that in sending abroad 
from this country Christian missionaries to different parts of 
the world the question might arise, as it has arisen in the past, 
whether these missionaries should receive the right of pretec- 
tion in possibly a Province or State of some great nation. It 
might readily happen that the particular Province had a law 
against Christian missionaries, and that in order to protect 
their rights this Nation and the foreign country should bave a 
war. Does the gentleman think that at the end of the war we 
would have a right to make a treaty with the foreign govern- 
ment, or that the foreign government would have a right to 
make a treaty with us which would protect the rights of the 
American Christian missionaries in this Province which had a 
law against them, and having a status which gave them the 
right to have such a law? 

Mr. SISSON. I will say to the gentleman thet if we were 
successful in that war we could enforce our demands upon the 
foreign government. If we were unsuccessful in the war, they 
would have the right to enforce it on us whether it wus in 
accordance with existing law or not. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman fairly and 
correctly answers that question. Suppose, then, we should 
have a war with a foreign power over the right of that country 
tc let its citizens acquire property in the United States and 
that we were not successful. Suppose that thut foreign power 
were in possession of our Capital with its army, or in possession 
of our seacoast with its navy. Would we then be powerless; 
would we be able to make no treaty, being unsuccessful in war, 
which would secure us peace or the possession of our country? 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, the supreme ‘court of all courts 
is the arbitrament of war. Your Government is absolutely de- 
stroyed when it is taken possession of by a foreign power. 

Mr. MANN. But treaties end wars. 

Mr. SISSON. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. All wars are ended by treaties. As I under- 
stand the gentleman’s position, it is that the Government of 
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the United States can not, under the Constitution, make a 
treaty at all which wou!d end a war, possibly, and which might 
be necess:ry to end a war. 

Mr. SISSON. If it is not within the grant of power in the 
Federal Constitution, it ean not do it. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is what I am trying to get at. The 
foreign government could not make a treaty with a State. It 
is prohibited. 

Mr. SISSON. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. Let us assume for the purpose of argument, 
though I hope it will never become a fact, that a foreign power 
be in possession of the Capital. 

Mr. SISSON. The gentleman should also state that a State 
may make a treaty with the consent of the Federal Government. 

Mr. MANN. That is another proposition. A State can not 
make a treaty of its own volition. 

Mr. SISSON. It can not, because that is forbidden. . 

Mr. MANN. The State might not be willing to make a 
treaty, in any event. The gentleman contends that in those 
conditions there is no power by which we can make a treaty 
which will turn a foreign army out of our country. 

Mr. SISSON. I contend that there is no such power in the 
Federal Government, if the Federal Government is able to 
maintain itself; but if we are overcome by war, then our 
Government has been destroyed, anyway. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; the Government is not destroyed, 
although its armies may have been defeated. The Government 
does not end; it continues. 

Mr. SISSON. I will state to the gentleman, frankly, that in 
that condition the only remedy would be to submit an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to the States for their ratification. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp by inserting two speeches, one by Mr. SHERLEY 
and the other by Judge Miller, to be printed as an appendix to 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unan- 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the House for 
its courtesy to me and for the attention it has paid to my re- 
marks. [Applause.] 

The speech of Hon. Swacar Snerrey, of Kentucky, heretofore 
referred to in my remarks, is as follows: 

“Mr. Snmertey. Mr. Chairman, there have recently been 
made in the House and in the Senate several interesting speeches 
on the extent of the treaty-making power conferred in the Con- 
stitution of the United States upon the President and the Sen- 
ate. In this discussion, however, there has been omitted one 
rather striking fact that I desire to call to the attention of the 
committee before preceeding to the larger discussion of the 
extent of the treaty-making power. There is to-day no law upon 
the Federal statute books that enables the National Government 
to punish violations of treaty rights of aliens. I hold it to be 
a position not to be controverted that to the extent that there 
is responsibility there ought to be power; and inasmuch as the 
National Government can and does confer rights upon aliens, it 
follows that it should have the power to enforce recognition of 
those rights and to punish any efforts to disregard them. If at 
any time some citizen of a foreign country resident in America 
should be injured or his rights violated, the foreign country 
would look not to the particular State where the injury oc- 
curred, but to the National Government for a redress of the 
wrong. That has been the history in the past and it will be so 
in the future. When this country was confronted by a claim by 
Italy, growing out of the disturbances in the State of Louisiana, 
Italy declined to receive the suggestion of the National Govern- 
ment that that was a matter that should be taken up with the 
State of Louisiana, and while the National Government did dis- 
claim responsibility it nevertheless made payment in satisfac- 
tion of that claim. During the term of President Harrison in a 
message to Congress attention was called to this absence of Fed- 
eral law. 

“He said: 

= L t for make 
aman ot ‘reat rights el 
States zable in t ederal courts. This has not, however, been 
done, and the Federal officers and courts have no power fn such cases 
to intervene, either for the protection of the foreign citisen or for the 
punishment of his sfayers. 

“ President Roosevelt has also called attention to the need for 
this legislation, saying that— 

“One of the t emb 
international obligations is 


ti 
by the use of the 


attending the performance of our 
that the atateten ted 


Arm: 
te them under 
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“So far as his message seems to call attention to ; 
giving jurisdiction to the Federal courts I am entire): 
with him. So far as he sugges s the need of giving 
the Army and Navy in the matter I disagree with jjjy). | 
that there can be given ample power to the Pelers) . 
control the situation, and I accordingly introduce j;, ; 
part of this session the following bill: 


“A bill (H. R. 20540) punishing conspiracy to injure or in: 
person in the exercise of a right under the Constitutio 
the United States. 


“ Be it enacted, ctc., That. if two or more persons consi: 
oppress, threaten, or intimidate any person in the free 
jJoyment of any right secured to him by the Cousiisution 
the United States, or because of his having so exirelsed jo 
shall be fined not more than $5,000, or imprivoced pot 1 
years, or both. 

“That is an exact copy of section 5508 of the Tho 
utes, except that it changes the word ‘citizen’ to 1, 
‘person.’ It was held by the Supreme Court, in ps , 
Baldwin against Frank, reported in One hundred avd sy 
United States, 678, that the word ‘citizen’ in that so 
not embrace an alien and that an indictment brouet: 
that section which charged certain men with a cons 
deprive Chinese aliens, resident in California, of 4) 
residence there could not be sustained, beennse @ 
‘citizen’ was used in the narrow sense of citizen of the | 
States or of the States and not in the brood sense of °; 
but the court said that, while there was no law enve: 
an offense, Congress had ample power to provide for | 
ishment of an offense against rights given by treaty 1, 

Now, it is manifest that this may become at any ; 
serious matter. I do not believe that we need to ; 
present any difficulties, but the fact that there ha 
discussion relative to the rights under existing tres! 
residing in America and that there have been, in « 
of the country, pronounced views relative to (he ; 

it evident that there may arise at any time a vit 
irresponsible men, disregarding the law and the o! 
posed upon us toward aliens residing in America, | 
some act of violence, might do something that + 
this Nation in a very serious controversy with 
power. For this Nation, then, to be put in the huni 
tion of being held responsible by another power for 
done upon an alien residing in America aid yet | 
punish the perpetrators of that wrong would be 
grave concern to us all and place America in a pi 

in the eyes of the world. I am not ene of those w! 
that the treaty-making power is unlimited. and | 
oceasion later on to state my views relative to that} 
I plant myself upon this firm proposition, that to the + 
we can confer a right upon an alien to that exte 
tional Government that confers it ought to bave thy 
by which it can punish any violation of that right. 
that very shortly this Congress will consider tie ad 
of passing this or similar legislation. ‘The bill i 
drawn in general terms, sv as to le:ve to the proper 
the power to determine what rights can be conferre| ! 
Under it any man indicted would have the right io) 
constitutional question of whether the right that ! 
to have conspired against is such a right as could 

by treaty, and it wonkd thus enable the Supreme 
given case to determine how far the treaty power 20 
rights are conferred under any particular treaty. |}. 
not believe that there is anyone now whow will sericus 
that the Federal courts have not the power to ‘1. 
unconstitutional, the same as they might declare 
Congress unconstitutional. 

“Tt is true that one of the most recent writers on (he tre" 
making powers, a gentleman who has gathered tosetii' | 
useful information and data concerning it. does do) 
power and bases the doubt upon the fact that Judee \" 
rendering the decision in the case of Ware against lly! 
that if the court had the power it would not exercise i) e"! 

a clear case; and upon that flimsy ground he contends | . 
court itself has disposed of the idea that it would hive *' : 
power, forgetful of the fact that that decision wis er’ 
at a time when the Supreme Court had not determine! i's =" 
to declare any law unconstitutional. And of course |! sb" 
fest that in regard to a treaty, as in regard to a law. eve he 
so perhaps, the courts would be very slow to declare "ie 
tional such a solemn compact. But that it has the woguesue’” 
power no thinking man, acquainted with the theory of ° 
Government, can long doubt. eile 

“And this brings me properly to a discussion of wha! "s"" 

can be conferred, because while I do not believe that (he on - 
may have as to the extent of the power ousii! al 
any wise influence their judgment relative to the pl’ 


rig’ 
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to give the Nations! Government the power to enforce treaty 
h still it is probable that some, dreading the extreme 
power that is claimed under the treaty-making clause, would 
hesitate to give to the National Government the power to en- 
force offenses against such rights, because they think that 
even though the right may exist it ought not to be exercised. 

“In the House but a few days ago a very elaborate speech 
was made by my friend from Vermont, Mr. Foster, dealing 
with this whole question I did not have the pleasure of hesr- 
ing it, but I have read it with great care. It is full of learn- 
ing, but it proceeds upon a theory of government to which I 
yiust give my most emphatic dissent. The gentleman in his 
remarks stated that he considered that the question of whether 
the treity-making power rests in sovereignty or rests in grant 
is an immaterial question, or, as he puts it, an academic ques- 
tion. To my mind it is a fundamental question. Once admit 
that the treaty-making power exists not by virtue of the grant 
in the Constitution, but as an inherent part of the nationality of 
the United States Government, and you then admit that there is 
no limitation that can be put upon that power. If it is true 
the treaty-making power arises from the sovereignty of the 
nition, aud if it be true that this Nation has all powers that 
any nation ean possess, then it must follow absolutely that the 
treaty-emaking power extends to every subject without regard 
to our division of powers among the States and the Nation and 
among the different departments of the Nation. It follows for 
this reason, because while the Constitution declares the power, 
the power is not born of the Constitution, but is born of a 
right inherent in national sovereignty. 

“Now, the fundamental mistake in that argument, as it is in 
many that proceed upon a similar theory relative to power in 
the Federal Government not declared in the Constitutivn. is 
that the sovereignty of the American people rests in the National 
Government. The sovereignty of the American people rests 
neither in the national nor State governments nor in all together. 
It rests in the people, and only to the extent that they have 
given to the State and to the National Government a part of 
that sovereignty do those governments possess it. I can not 
state the case better than to quote a statement made by Justice 
Brewer in an address before the Virginia Bar Association, in 
which he says: 

“I fully believe that this Nation as a Nation has all the powers which 
any nation pessesses, but I as fully believe that those powers are 
vested in the people and that only such as they have enumerated in 
the Constitution bave they granted to the Government 

“And again, in delivering the opinion of the Supreme Court 
in the recent case of Hodges against United States, reported in 
Two hundred and third United States Reports, he says: 

“The National Government still remains one of enumerated powers, 
and the tenth amendment, which reads, ‘The powers not delegated to 
the United States are reserved to the States, respectively, or to the 
people,’ is not shorn of its vitality. 

“In very truth it may be said that upon these two statements 
hang all the law and the prophets. They represent to my mind 
the right theery of this Government. The National Government 
has only the powers delegated to it. Now, it is true that the 
treity-making power is delegated in general terms; but ft is not 
the only power delegated in general terms. It says ‘that the 
President shall have power, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present concur,’ and it also declares that ‘this Constitu- 
tion and the laws of the United States which shall be made in 
pursnance thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall be made 
under the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme 
law of the land.’ In regard to treaties the phrase is used 
‘under authority of the United States,’ and some have claimed 
that the words ‘under authority’ give greater power thun if 
the Constitution had said, as it does in regard to the laws, ‘in 
pursuance thereof.’ But the reason for using the phrase ‘ under 
authority’ is easy to be ascertained. 

“At the time of the adoption of the Constitution there were 
many treaties in effect. It was desired to validate all of these 
treaties and give them binding éffect so far as they were in 
accord with the theory of the Government as set forth in the 
Constitution. If it had simply said ‘made under the Consti- 
tution’ or ‘made tm pursuance of the Constitution,’ it would 
have excluded treaties already in existence, and therefore there 
was used the phrase ‘under authority.’ It was not used in 
the sense of meaning that once you determine that the Presi- 
dent and Senate had acted in making a compact with a foreign 
nation the question of its validity could not be raised. To as- 


rights, 


Sume that was to assume that the great fight in the Constitu- 
tional Convention 
Steneetbalanice 
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had been waged fn vain. They undertook to 
the great States with the little ones. All the 
ates were given equal representation in the Senate. They were 
ven this as a safeguard against the fear that the great States 
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would soon swallow them up. But as covnteracting that there 
was given to the House of Representatives, which has its repre- 
sentation based not upon the State but upen population, the 
exclusive right to originate revenue bi'ls, snd it was further de- 
clared that no appropriation of menuey shall be made except by 
authority of Congress. Now, if the treaty-making power was 
given supreme power, it, in its power, could assert both of 
these prerogatives, snd then we would have the Executive and 
simply two-thirds of the Senate (who might represent a mi- 
nority of the people. because even to-day there can be found 
two-thirds which represent much less than a majority of the 
people) able to enter into treaties with other netions, by which 
this vital right given to the House of Representatives to hold 
the purse strings of the Nation would be abrog:ted and done 
away with. 

“Most students of the Constitution now agree that the treaty- 
making power is limited by this right in the House ef Repre- 
sentatives, though some insist that when a treaty requires an 
appropriation of money Congress is mcrally bornd to make the 
appropriation, but this House has ever maintained the right to 
freely decide for itself whether the appropriation should be 
made, and one has but to re:d the elaborate reports of the 
House Judiciary Committee, written by that great constitutional 
lawyer, Randolph Tucker (H. Repts. Nos 2680-2721) to bave all 
doubts removed. And it is also generally conceded that what 
is especially prohibited by the Constitution can not be done 
under the treaty-making power. It is manifest that no title of 
nobility could thus be conferred. It may ulso be considered as 
settled that where the right to do a given thing is given to Con- 
gress—as to coin money, regulate the militia, establish bank- 
rupt laws—Congress alone cun act, and the treaty-making power 
can not touch such subjects. But while these limitations are 
admitted by all save a few extremists, it is now being urged 
that the tenth amendment is in no sense a limitation upon the 
treaty-making power. The basis for this position I am unable 
to find. As said by Mr. Tucker, ‘ The instant it is admitted that 
the power has limitations, even as to what is rightfully subject 
to it, the question at issue is narrowed to determining all these 
limits on principles of justice and of fair interpretation of the 
Constitution.’ 

“There is no reason that is good in logie that I know of that 
justifies you in taking part of the Constitution as superior and 
above the rest of the Constitution. 

“The very fact that the tenth amendment was adopted after 
the treaty-making power was conferred would indicate that it 
was intended that that power, along with all national powers, 
was to be exercised subject to the reservation stated in the 
tenth amendment. When this amendment was proposed the 
friends of the Constitution declared that it stated nothing that 
was not already the law, but those who were fearful of the 
power that was being given to the National Government said: 
‘If that is true, it could do no harm, and we insist on an 
affirmative declaration; and inasmuch as you have got in the 
Constitution as already drawn many affirmative declarations of 
the rights of the people. we insist on this additional one; we 
insist that except to the extent power is expressly given it is 
reserved to the States and people, respectively.’ 

“Now, the treaty-making power is unquestionably a very ex- 
tensive one. It is unquestionnbly true that the very most pro- 
nounced evil in connection with the Confederacy as It existed, 
aside from its inability to tax, so necessary an attribute of a 
virile government, was its inability to enforce the treaties then 
made and existing with foreign nations. It is true that there 
was constant complaint on the part of the Federal Government 
that the States disregarded these treaty obligations, and it is 
true that some of the States claimed that, while the trenties 
might be morally binding upon them, they were not legiully 
binding, and claimed the privilege to regard or disregard them, 
as they saw fit. That proposition was effectually denied when 
it was put into the Constitution that not only the laws but the 
treaties should be the supreme law of the lund, anything in 
the constitutions or the laws of the States to the contrary not- 
withstanding. That clause determined that question, and only 
that question. It determined that a legs! treaty—that is. a 
treaty which is not ultra vires; a treaty made within the 
power—is the supreme law of the land. Nobody can dispute 
that. Nobody now claims that it is not. But it is the supreme 
law of the land in no other sense than any law made by Con- 
gress that is within its constitutional limitations the supreme 
law of the land. And the best proof of that fact is the fact 
that Congress can, by enactment, repeal a treaty. If a treaty 


possessed a power peculiar to itself, if the treaty rose superior 
to a law and was supreme in any other sense, then it would 
follow inevitably that, being superior to the lawmaking body, 
it could not be repealed by the lawmaking body, and only the 
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power warranted in making the treaty would be warranted in 
annulling it. And yet the Supreme Court decided, in the 
Chinese-exclusion cases, that the acts passed by Congress, in so 
far us they were in conflict with the treaty then in existence 
with China, abrogated that treaty, the rule being that a treaty 
of later date abrogates a law in conflict with it and a law of 
later date abrogates the treaty. 

* Now, if the treaty bas only the power and none other than 
the law, it becomes important to determine, as we have deter- 
lined many questions relating to the power of legislation in Con- 
gress, what are the limitations upon it? This is not an easy task. 
It is easy in general terms to recite limitations, but it is exceed- 
ingly difficult to determine the exact line and say, ‘Thus 
fur shalt thou go and no further.’ It is true that there has 
never been a treaty declared by the Supreme Court to be un- 
constitutional, although there have been very many reviewed 
by that court, and it is true that some of the decisions of the 
Supreme Court as to one subject matter would seem in their 
logic to carry the conclusion that the clause relative to the 
reserved rights of the States did not apply; because they have 
held that it is within the power of the treaty-making power to 
remove by treaty the alienage of a foreigner, so as to enable him 
to inhert and transmit real estate. I should have said, as an 
original proposition, that that was a matter that remained 
within the States. I should have said, as Mr. Bayard when 
Secretary of State said, that if the question was to arise anew, 
he doubted very much whether the Supreme Court would hold 
as it has held; but I am faced with the fact, I recognize that 
they have decided; and in Chirac against Chirac, and in many 
other decisions by that court, they have held that a treaty which 
conferred upon an alien the right to inherit and dispose of real 
estate overrode any State law or constitution. I realize that in 
the first great case of Ware against Hylton, the Supreme Court 
held that where the State of Virginia had passed acts escheat- 
ing the property of aliens who were British subjects, and had 
also undertaken to put impediments in the way of their right 
to recover debts, that the treaty overrode those acts of the legis- 
lature and the constitution of the State of Virginia; but I am 
unwilling to concede any more in that line than needs to be 
conceded. The proposition that is involved in the present case, 
growing out of the controversy between Japan and California, 
is that the treaty-making power is not only able to remove 
alienage so far as it relates to residence, and so far as it relates 
to inheritance and transmission of property, but that it can go 
to the extent of conferring upon an alien every right enjoyed 
by a citizen of the United States or of any particular State. 
That I deny. It is manifest that no treaty could undertake to 
confer upon an alien the right to hold office within a State. It 
is manifest that no treaty could confer upon an alien the right 
to the suffrage within a State; because, gentlemen, the treaty- 
making clause must always be held subject to the general pur- 
pose and scope of our Government, State and National. It is 
unthinkable that the makers of the Constitution, who were so 
careful to guard the powers of every particular department, to 
offer check against check and counterbalance against counter- 
balance, were yet so impressed with the necessity of having 
facility of contract with foreign nations that they were willing 
to give to one man and two-thirds of the Senate present—not 
even two-thirds of all elected—the power to make a law that 
could override all State enactments and rule. The National 
Government could, if it saw fit, as it did see fit in the Chinese 
treaty, give to the citizens of a foreign country the right to 
education in the public schools of the National Government, 
because that is a matter that rests with the Nation. 

“The burden is upon the Nation in maintaining these schools, 
and it might be proper that the Nation should impose the addi- 
tional burden of education of aliens. But how can it be said, 
where the obligation is one that belongs to the State pri- 
marily, that is subject to the State’s will, so subject that the 
State could to-morrow, if it saw fit, do away with its public- 
school system, make what appropriation it saw fit, or none at all, 
that the National Government could confer upon an alien such 
right? Once you concede that right, I see no reason in a logical 
way why you should not concede any other particular right that 
may be desired in regard to the internal affairs of a State. 

“ Now, I desire to draw the attention of the committee to an- 
ether argument, and I do it with a great deal of hesitancy and 
scme reluctance. What I am about to say may seem foolish, and 
I confess it is novel. I am not satisfied ii, my own mind, but I 
am unable to detect the flaw in the logic if it be there. The Con- 
stitution provides that the President, with the consent of the 
Senate, may make treaties and also provides that ‘no State 
shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or confederation.’ Now, if 
this was all, it would be manifest that whatever agreement 
might be had with other nations would have to be had by virtue 
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of a treaty made by the National Government. But thi. ;.,., 
all. The prohibition upon the States to make tre:tjox Le 
tained in the beginning of section 10 of Article I of the oc 
tution, and in the last division of that section it is declsy ro 4),,,, 
‘no State shall, without the consent of Congress, a 
enter into an agreement or compact with another State. op 
a foreign power.’ Of course it is clear that the negativ« f..,, 
of this declaration admits the affirmative, and a State es: y) 
the consent of Congress enter into an agreement with .:, ihe 
State or with a foreign power. But yesterday this House j..cj 
a bill giving the consent of Congress to an agreement betwee, 
two of the States. Now, if an agreement can be made |). ween 
a State and a foreign power, it follows that such an agrjiye): 
must be one not included within the scope of a treaty. boesys. 
a State is, as we have seen, prohibited from making sny tres; 
“That of itself is a further indication that the treaty-ims {iis 
power does not embrace all contracts of every kind which ey}. 
thought of between the people of one country and the people of 
another. What seems to my mind to have been the view of ti. 
makers of the Constitution was that the treaty power 
relate to those subjects naturally belonging to treaties: s)uy\q 
relate to those subjects that pertain to the country as a whole 
It was proper—aye, it was necessary—that one voice shoy)d 
speak as to its contracts with other nations when it spoke oy 
behalf of all the people, and it was further manifest tii wey 
that voice spoke within its domain the voice of every Site yjys: 
be silent, that no discordant note might be heard to limit «y 
deny the solemn compact of the General Government. [ut i; js 
evident that there are many things that may pertain pecitiarly 
to one locality, to one section of the country, and to its relation 
sbip to foreign nations that do not pertain to the balance of tho 
country and should not be embraced within a treaty. We have 
Staies adjoining Canada, we have States adjoining Mexieu, a: 
it might be proper—and I do not know but what it has been 
done; I was unable to find any case—for one of those States. 
by consent of Congress, to enter into an agreement with 
foreign nation relative to such matter local to it. Leven oe 
sider that this very subject matter that has given rise to this 
discussion is a case that would more properly fall into an sazre 
ment between a State and a foreign power than it would wider 
the treaty-making power. It might well be that one State woul! 
be willing to concede to the citizens of a foreign conutry 1 
right of education within the schools of that State in 
tion of the same right. for instance, being given to the ci 
zens of that State in the country with which the agreement 
made, but that the National Government should have tl) 
to confer upon a foreigner a right which imposes an olJisu 
not upon the Nation but upon an individual State, seems to ie 
utterly illogical. There is to my mind a distinction in an scr 
ment removing a disability from one creating an alliniat 
right. The Supreme Court has said, and therefore I acy 
that the treaty-making power can confer the right. or. te | 
more accurately, that it can remove the disability of « 
so that the foreigner may inherit what he would inert i 
were not for his alien birth. That is simply the re Loaf 
disability and confers no burden upon the State; if sinyjuy a 
clares an equity, does away with the old harsh view that the 
outsider, the barbarian, as the Greeks called all that lived on 
side of their borders, should have no right of property within « 
state. Modern international law does not recognize stil ire 
ment. It says foreigners should be treated in their rehis 
property as if they did not have the disability of alieies. 
hold, however, that our treaty-making power goes lo 
of giving an affirmative right that imposes an obligati: 
the United States, but upon a particular State—that rey. 
taxation not of all the people—seems, to my mind, t ry | 
very much too far. This I do know, that if that be tle ove’ 
of the treaty-making power, the sooner the people of the |! 
States demand of their representatives in the other !rs 
Congress a strict and careful limitation of the contracts tte" 
entered into with foreign nations the better. I hold very ! 
to the theory that the less of contact between nations «0d | 
more of contact between people the better. I believe t) .s 
treaty does not always help, but is very apt to hamper, 1" 
friendly relations between nations. Certainly if the consirier' 
that is being put by the administration upon this jar: 
treaty be the true one, and I shall not discuss that que’! 
though it seems to me to be open to much question, tli - - 
lows that a right that was not considered by the parties s) 0" 
time it was given, at least not considered to the exten! - h an 
ing an express declaration about it, is liable to be made te 
cause of disturbing relations that have existed harmonic’: 
for more than half a century between the two countrics. 
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ing power the most careful scrutiny of any treaty entered 
. \ly. Chairman, an examination of the decisions and the text 
on this subject will, I believe, confirm these views of 
It so happens that the debates at the time of the adop- 
{ of the Constitution are singularly silent in regard to the 
watter, bat when the Constitution came before the various State 
conventions for adoption there occurred considerable debate. 
particularly in Virginia. Patrick Henry, opposed to the Con- 
<ipition. believing sincerely thet it was robbing the States of 
all their rights and depriving the people of liberty, seized upon 
every pessible thing as an argument against ratifying the Con- 
Among other things, he took hold of the treaty-m:k- 
ing power. He made then the very claim that is made by the 
advocates of an unlimited power now. He declared that the 
ireityanaking power ws suflicient te swallow up all the rights 
of the States and of the National Government; that all they 

led to do was to enter into some agreement with a foreign 
country, and what they could not do by ordinary act of legis- 
lotion they then beeame empowered to do. He was answered by 
Madison, Randolph, Nicholas, and several others of the members 
of the convention, and in answering him they declared that such 
regsoning Was not warranted; that the treaty-making power 
was limited, must be considered as being subjeet to the express 
limitations in the Constitution, and further limited by the na- 
ture 2ud character of our dual form of government. The gentle- 
man from Vermont, Mr. Foster, quoted Calhoun as authority 
for his position. Some seem to think that because Calhoun 
epumerates certain limitations, therefore all other limitations 
not enumerated do not apply. This does not follow; because 
he does, in the enumeration of specific cases. also put as a limi- 
tation the nature and the character of our Government, and the 
Supreme Court, when quoting Calhoun in the ease of Goeffroy v. 
Riggs (183 U. S., 258), a case growing out of the trenty made 
with France, where the court again confirmed the power of a 
treaty to give an alien the right to inherit and transmit property, 
said that the treaty-making power was not only limited by 
these express provisions, but limited ‘by the nature of the Gov- 
ernment itself and of that of the States.’ If it be limited by the 
character of the government of the States. what conclusion can 
you draw other than that the reserved powers of the States 
are a limitation upon the treaty-making power? For if it does 
not mean that, it means nothing. 

“TIT might continue to cite cases and writers, and I bad origi- 
nally intended so to do, but within a few days a gentleman of 
my city, a distinguished lawyer, the judge ef our chancery court, 
and a professer in eur law school, has delivered an elaborate 
lecture upon this subject. He has summarized so well all of the 
opinions of the writers, from the adoption of the Constitution 
down, that for me to undertake it would be either to repeat 
what he has said or to poorly de what has been superbly done. 
So I shall eontent myself with filing as a part of my remarks, 
with the permission of the committee, this elaborate lecture upon 
that question, and I trust the House will read it most carefully. 
I have spoken without manuscript, save a few notes, and of 
necessity have not therefore been always accurate or concise, 
but there will be found the exact quotations from the men who 
inide the Constitution and from the great writers and judges 
who have construed it ever since. In conclusion, may I be pur- 
dened for saying that it seems to me that in this day, when we 
are told that if the exigencies of the ease demand it we must 
either give to the National Government more power or the 
National Government must in some way tzke it to itself, the 
House should view with particular care the claim that is being 
made that this power extends over all others. [I utterly abhor 
ile man whe is so narrow, whose leve of his State is so petty, 
that he can not rise to a realization of the obligations and duties 
iposed upon all of us as members of the Nation, but I abhor 
in-even greater degree the man who, out of pressure of the im- 
mediate moment, out of the exigencies of the case, is willing 
to twist and pervert the fundamental law of the land in order 
to have his way and in order to give the National Government 
unwarranted power. [Applause.} I beheve more. and more 
each day that the salvation of America and of America’s people 
lies in getting back to the old doctrine of self-dependence and 
independence [applause], of teaching the people that net by stat- 
ute can they be made upright, but out of themselves must come 
the grace that is to reform and redeem. I believe we must have 
the people check the constant tendency to put off somewhere else 
the doing of an obligation that rests at home. It has been my 
Sone in this House to frequently oppose the power of the 
aetee a Government. Sometimes it may have seemed that in 
oo - I would wish to take away from it all of its rea? 
Of ne bat this is in no sense true. If I had been a member 
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pronounced in my opposition to much of the legislation there. 
I believe that the States should only do those things that the 
individual can not do, and that the Nation should only do those 
things that the State and the individual can net de, and L always 
approach every proposition of legislation with a feeling of hos- 
tility. The burden is also on the wan proposing legislation when 
he asks me to suppert it. 

“I think we are a law-ridden Government. We have so much 
law that we have ceased to obey any law. Why, it has gotten: 
to the point where our very notices give an indication of our dis- 
regard ef the law. We publish not only that a thing is prohib- 
ited, but in order to make somebody really believe thit we mean 
it we say that such and such a thing is positively prohibited, as 
if there could be degrees of proitibition in a law-abiding com- 
munity. And it all grows out of the fact that we puss hiws 
that result in bringing about a condition that, being obeyed, 
would nt be livable under. It is one of the gre.t eternal truths 
of life that the remote results of legislation ure always greater, 
more far-reaching in their effect upon people, thin the inume- 
diate results. We pass some act for a particulir purpose, and 
after we Lave passed it for that purpose we awake to find that 
the effect of it is being felt in a hundred other directions that 
were never contemplated, and we are forced either to disregard 
the law or to repeal it, aud then the inertia of goverumeut in 
regard to the repealing of laws makes us disicgard them, and 
we become a nition of lawbreakers. 

“Therefore I believe that one performs no higher duty than 
when he insists on the strict construction of powers; not with 
the idea of detracting from the vigor of the Nation, but because 
he believes, as said by Justice Brewer, thit this Nation as a 
Nation has all the powers that any people have, but that those 
powers rest with the people, and only to the extent that they 
have delegated them do they rest in the Nutiotia Gove:ament, 
and that we have made provision for the extension of those pow- 
ers; und because it would be better to wait until that extension 
was legally given and suffer the particular evil that exists than 
to disregard the highest law of the land. 

“Gentlemen, if you permit the disregard of your Constitution, 
how, in the name of common sense, can you expect the people 
to regard the law supposedly made under the Constitution?” 
[Loud applause. } 

APPENDIX. 
In accordance with the permission granted me by the committee, I 


append the lecture delivered by Judge Shackleford Miller, of Louisville, 
hyy., before the Jefferson Sehoolk of Law: 


The recent disturbance in California, brought abeut by the action of 
the schoo) authorities of San Franciseo tn closing the dears of the 
publie schools of that city against Jupanese students residing there, 
naturally provokes a discussion of the treaty-making power under the 
Constitution of the United States. The Japanese claim the right to 
attend the San Francisco publle schools under the treaty of LIS94 be 
tween Japan and the United States, which provides as follows: 

“The citizens or subjecis of either of the two high contracting par- 
ties shall have full liberty to enter, travel, or reside im any part of the 
territoriess of the other contracting party, and sball enjoy full and 
perfect protection for their persous er preperty. In whatever relates 
to rights of residence and travel, to the possession of gouds and effects 
of any kind, to the suecession to personal estate by will o« otherwise 
and the disposal of property of any kind and in any manner whiatso- 
ever which they may lawfuily acquire, the citizens or subjects of each 
contracting party shall enjoy in territories of the other the same privi- 
leges, liberties and rights, aud shall be subject to no hizher imposts 
or charges in these respects that native citizens or subjects of the 
most-favored nation.” 

it will no doubt readily be conceded that the right of the Japanese 
students to attend the public schoois must be founded upon this treaty 
right of residence or tt does not exist. There is no other right or 
privilege mentioned in the treuty whieh could even be remotely claimed 
to embrace the right of attending the puplic seboois. It would seem, 
however, that a fair construction of the treaty would scarcely extend 
the privilege of the publie schools of a State to unnaturatized for- 
eigmers. If the Federal Government had so intended, it ts but reason- 
able to assume that the treaty would have so provided in express terms. 
It was careful to cover the rights of entry, travel, residence, the suc- 
cession of personality, and the disposition of property of all kinds, but 
it nowhere appears that school privileges were ever considered. 

Under the present treaty, therefore. it would seem reasonably clear 
that the Japanese residents of California have no right to have them- 
selves and their children educaicd at the public schools and at the 
public expense. ; : 

But the larger question arises: Can the President and Senate consti- 
tutionally make a treaty with Japan that would confer this right upon 
the Japanese residents of California? 

The answer to this question turns upon the extent of the treaty- 
making power granted to the Federal Government under the Federal 
Constitution. 

This power is found in the following provision: 

“He [the President] shall have power, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the 
Senate present concur.” (Const., Art. FI, see. 2, el. 2.) 

“This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall 
be made im pursuance thereof, and all the trenties made or which shall 
be made under the authority of the United States, shal! be the supreme 
law of the land; and the judges in every State shall be bound there)y, 
anything in the constitution or laws of amy Stute to the contrary not- 
withstanding.” (Ib., Art. VI, cl. 2.) 

It may be interesting to consider brieffy the origin of the clause and 
how it has been viewed im the light of American history. 
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NOT DISCUSSED IN CONVENTION. 


Strange though it may now appear, the question of the extent of the 
treaty-making power was not discussed at all In the Federal Convention 
of 1787. The right to enter into “ treaties and alliances,” under some 
slight restrictions upon treaties relating to commerce, was given to the 
Congress under the Articles of Confederation (art. 9). The clause re- 
lating to the subject of treaties originated in the ‘‘ committee of de- 
tail’ and in the later stages of the convention. Prior to that time 
the subject had not come up for action, but had only been referred to 
incidentally in the consideration and discussion of other subjects. It 
first formally appeared as the first clause of article 9 in the commit- 
tee'’s report of August 6, 1787, wherein ‘“‘ the power to make treaties ” 
was lodged in the Senate alone. (5 Elliott’s Debates, 379.) After a 
short consideration on August 23 the clause was referred back to the 
* committee of detail’; but as that committee made no further report, 
the clause went to the *“ committee on unfinished portions,” which re- 
ported it on September 4 substantially as we now have it, by transfer- 
ring = power to the President, with the advice and consent of the 

enate. 

At no time, however, did the convention discuss the scope or extent 
of the power; it merely considered the question as to where the power 
should be lodged—who should exercise it. The same is true as to the 
“ Fedcralist,” written in support of the proposed constitution while it 
was before the State convention for ratification. The authors of that 
able work confined their discussion of the subject of the treaty-makin 

ower not to its extent, but to an effort tending to show that it ha 
een pees lodged in the President and Senate. (Nos. 64 and 75.) 

But when the Constitution came on for ratification by the State con- 
ventions it was to be expected that its opponents would carefully scan 
it with the view of determining, if — precisely what powers the 
several provisions carried and what limitations they imposed. 

The scope and extent of the provisions of the Constitution were more 
elaborately discussed in the Virginia ratifying convention of 1788 than 
in any of the other similar conventions. 

In the Virginia ratification of 1788 it was strongly contended by Pat- 
rick Henry, William Grayson, George Mason, and the other leading op- 
ponents of the Constitution that the treaty-making power was unlimited 
and therefore unwise and inconsistent with the proclaimed theory of its 
friends that the proposed Federal Government was one of delegated 
powers, specifically defined or necessarily implied. In the course of the 
debate Mr. Henry said: 

“We are so used to speak of enormity of powers that we are familiar 
with it. To me this power appears still destructive, for they can make 
any treaty. 

“If Congress forbears to exercise it, you may thank them, but they 
may exercise it if they please and as they please. They have a right 
from the paramount power given them to do so.” 

It fell to the lot of Madison, Gov. Randolph, and George Nicholas to 
meet this argument, and in doing so Nicholas said: 


NOT REPUGNANT TO CONSTITUTION, 


“The worthy Member says that they can make a treaty relinquishing 
any rights and inflicting punishments, because all the treaties are de- 
clared paramount to the constitutions and laws of the States. An at- 
tentive consideration of this will show the committee that they ‘can 
do no such thing. The provision of the sixth article is that this Con- 
stitution and the laws of the United States which shall be made under 
the authority of the United States shall be the supreme law of the 
land. ‘They can by this make no treaty whica shall be sonnet to 
the spirit of the Constitution or inconsistent with the delega powers. 
The treaties they make must be made under the authority of the 
United States to be within their province. It is sufficiently secured 
because it only declares that in pursuance of the power given they 
shall be the supreme law of the land, notwithstanding anything in the 
constitution or laws of the particular States.” (3 Elliott's bates, 


7.) 

In closing the debate Mr. Madison said: 

“TI am persuaded that when this power comes to be thoroughly and 
candidly viewed it will be found right and proper. As to its extent, 
perhaps it wili be satisfactory to the committee that the power is pre- 
cisely in the new Constitution as it is in the Confederation. In the ex- 
isting confederacy Congress is authorized indefinitely to make treaties. 
Many of the States have recognized the treaties of Congress to be the 
supreme law of the land. Acts have passed within a year declaring 
this to be the case. I have seen many of them. Does it follow be- 
cause the power is given to Congress that It is absolute and unlimited? 
I do not conceivesthat power is given to the President and Senate to 
dismember the empire or to See great essential right. I do 
not think the whole legislative authority have this power. The exercise 
of the power must be consistent with the object of the delegation. 
One objection against the amendment proposed is this: That by im- 

lication it would give power to the legislative authority to dismem- 

r the empire—a power that ought not to be given but by the neces- 
sity that wou!d force assent from every man. think it rests on’ the 
safest foundations as it is. The object of treaties is the regulation of 
intercourse with foreign nations and is external. I do not think It 
possible to enumerate all the cases in which such external lations 
would be necessary. Would it be right to define all the cases in which 
Congress conld exercise this ena The definition might and prob- 
ably would be defective. They might be restrained by such a defini- 
tion from exercising the authority where it could be essential to the 
interest and safety of the community. It is most safe therefore to 
He ca exercised as contingencies may arise.” (3 Elliott’s De- 
ates, 6 

The views of Madison prevailed in the Virginia convention, as they 
have generally prevalied upon constitutional questions in the country 
at large. (Pomeroy’s Constitutional Law, sec. 34.) 


FIRST IMPORTANT DISCUSSION. 


The Constitution went into operation in 1789. The first eperent 
discussion of the treaty-making power arose in connection with Jay's 
treaty concluded with Great Britain on November 19, 1794. It was 
approved by the Senate on August 18, 1795; proclaimed by the Presi- 
dent on February 29, 1796, and this proclamation was communicated 
to both Houses of Congress on March 1, 1796. Money was necessary 
to carry its provisions into effect, and as money could be only appro- 
priated by both Houses of Congress, differences of opinion at once 
arose as to the extent of the treaty-making power and the obligation it 
imposed upon the House of Representatives: 

‘On the one side it was maintained that the power of the President 
and Senate as to treaties was absolute, and that the Ho of Repre- 
sentatives was bound, under the Constitution, to make appropria- 
tions necessary to.carry -the treaty.into effect. On. the other side, it 
was conten that, under the Constitution, the consent of the House 
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was requisite to pass appropriations to carry the treaty ints , 
that this was as much known to the other contracting yart, 
the consent of the Senate to the preliminary adoption of ;).. 
(Wharton's Int. Law Dig., 17.) 4 
On March 21, 1796, Jefferson wrote to Monroe, then in | 
follows: : 
‘ “The Pap me peotee a been formally at length laid jo; 
ress. America is a toe to see what the House of | 
tives will decide on ‘tt . en ae a 
“We conceive the constitutional doctrine to be th: I 
President and Senate have the general power of sonitee’ ae 
wherever they include in a treaty matters confided by tho «.. 
to the three branches of legislature, an act of legislation wi!! 
site to confirm these articles, and that ; 
as one branch of the Legislature, are perfectly free to pass tio 
refuse it, governing themselves by their own judgment w} 
for the good of their constituents to let the treaty go into ey 
On the precedent now to be set will depend the future con-:; 
our Constitution, and whether the powers of legislation sh+!| } 
ferred from the President, Senate, and House of Representa i; 
President, Senate, and Piaminigo, or any other Indian. \| 
other chief.” (4 Jefferson’s Works, 134.) ane 
Henry Adams, a grandson of that stout old Federalist. J. 
Adams, has written a life of Albert Gallatin, who was tien 
of Congress from Pennsylvania. In describing the debate jn : 
of Representatives, Henry Adams says: 


CHECK ON TREATY-MAKING POWER. 
“The debate began on March 7, 1796, and on the 10th \| 


spoke attacking the constitutional doctrine of the Federalisis ind 


down his own. He claimed for the House, not a power to mate 
but a check upon the treaty-making power when clashin 
- see powers expressly vested in Congress by the Conetiis: 
showed the existence of this check in the British constiti:t{.. 
showed its necessity in our own, for if the treaty-making po 
limited by existing laws, or if it repeals the laws that clash w 
the Legislature is obliged to repeal the laws so clashing, they | 
lative power in fact resides in the President and Senate, ani 
by employing an Indian tribe, og any law under the color of + 
“The argument was irresistible; it was never answered: 9! 
the mere statement is enough to leave only a sense of surpri-: 
Vederalists should have hazarded themselves on such 3 
ground. Some years later, when the purchase of Alaska | 
subject again before the House on the question of appro: 
purchase money stipulated by the treaty, the administratio) 
the old Federalist position; the right of the House to eal) { 
to deliberate on the merits of the treaty, even to refuse :), 
if the treaty was inconsistent with the Constitution or wit 
lished policy of the country, was fully conceded. The a:\ 
only made the reasonable claim that if, upon just consid 
(reaty was found to be clearly within the constitutional j). 
Government, and consistent with the national policy, then 
duty of each coordinate branch of the Government to shape 
accordingly. (See the speech of N. P. Banks of June 30, 1Ses 


Globe, vol. 75, appendix, p. 385; Life of Albert Gallatin, p. 161) 


Gallatin’s views prevailed in the House by a vote of 57 agai: 

While Jefferson was Vice President he prepared his no 
Manual of Parliamentary Practice. It has ever since re" 
naaoont autbority in this country upon that subject. The « 
published in 1800, and contains this note under the head of tr. 

“By the Constitution of the United States this departm 
lation is confined to two branches only of the ordinary !egisis 
President originating and the Senate having a negative 
subject this power extends has not been defined In detail ! 
stitution, nor are we entirely agreed among ourselves. (1) |) 
mitted that it must concern the foreign nation, pariy to th 
or it would be a merc nullity, res inter alios acta. (2) Iv | 


power to make treaties, the Constitution must have intend t 


prehend only those objects which are usually regulated !y 
can not be otherwise regulated. (3) It must have meant t) © 
of these the rights reserved to the States, for surely the I’'r- 
Senate can not do by treaty what the whole Government is | 
from doing in _ way. (4) And also to except those... 
legislation in which it gave a participation to the House of Ii 
tives. This last exception is denied by some on the ¢: 1 
would leave very little matter for the treaty power to wi 
less the better, say others,” 


REASON FOR RESTRAINT, 


“The Constitution thought it wise to restrain the Execnt) 
ate from entangling and embroiling our affairs with thos 
Besides, as the negotiations are carried on by the Executive 
subjecting to the ratification of the Representatives such ; 
are within their participation is no more inconvenient thon 
Senate But the ground of this exemption is denied as un! 
For example, e. g., the treaty of commerce with Frane:, ai! 
be found that out of 31 articles there are not more than smn 
of two or three of them which would not still remain «: 
treaties untouched by these exceptions.” (Jefferson's Work-. 1\ 

The first formal treatise upon the Constitution of the Vinit 
‘was published by Judge St George Tucker in 1803 as an ej) 
his edition of Blackstone. In that work Judge Tucker says 

“ Treaties, as defined by Puffendorf, are certain agree: 
by sovere : 
Of these there are two kinds: The one such as reenforce th 
of what by the law of nature we were before obliged to, as | 
exercise of civility and humanity, or the prevention of injuries» 
side; the second, such as add some new engagement to tie 
natural law, or at least determine what was before too xe! 
indefinite in the same, to something particular and precise. ‘' 
which add some new e ae 
imposes upon all nations, the most usual relate to, or in th” 
tion may affect, the een of the state, the unity of | 
its territory or other proper i 
vice-versa; the mutual privileges and immunities of the «\\' 
subjects of the contracting powers, or tie mutual aid of th 
ing patione, in the case of an attack or hostility from 
quarter. 


extends and is vested in the conductors of states, accord! 
opinion of Vattel. , 

“In our Constitution there is no restriction as to tlic 
treaties, unless perhaps the guaranty of a republican form 
ment and protection from invasion, contained in the tuts 


ments to those duties which nati 


To all these objects, if there be nothing in the fund 
laws of the state which contradicts it, the power of makiny | 


s 


ts 


s between one another, of great use both in war ai | 


, its commerce with foreign nat'o- 


pe) 
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the House of Represent t 
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1. construed to impose such a restriction in behalf of the several 
. .gainst the dismemberment of the Federal Republic. But 
op this restriction may extend to prevent the alienation, by ces- 
of the western territory, not ene S — of any State, may be 

1, more doubtful.” (1 Tucker’s Blackstone; appendix, 332.) 
‘the years 1790 and 1791 Mr. Justice Wilson, of the United 
o« Supreme Court, delivered a course of lectures on law before the 
of Philadelphia, These lectures were published in 1804, after 
ot. by his son. Part II of that work relates to the constitu- 
Cy the United States and of Pennsylvania, and chapter 2 thereof 
of the executive ———_ Justice Wilson dismisses the treaty- 

« power with the following scant consideration : 


MUST BE KEFT DISTINCT. 


rio President has power to nominate and, with the advice and con- 
ant of the Senate, to appoint ambassadors, judges of the Supreme 
court, and, in general, all the other officers of the United States. On 
: ‘yiect there is a very striking and important difference between 
.. Constitution of the United States and that of Pennsylvania. By 
‘oy the first executive magistrate possesses, uncontrolled by either 

of the legislature, the power of appointing all officers whose ap- 

: ints are not, in the constitution itself, otherwise provided for. 
iim a former oeeasion I noticed a maxim which is of much consequence 
» the sclence of government—that the legislative and executive powers 
i, preserved distinct and unmingled in their exercise. This maxim I 
shen considered in a variety of views, and in each found it to be both 
trys and useful. I am very free to confess that with regard to this 
nt the proper principle of government is, in my opinion, observed by 


f 


in 
tie constitution of Pennsylvania much more correctly than it is by the 
Constitution of the United States. In justice, however, to the latter, it 
micht be remarked that, though the appointment of officers is to be the 
ronenrrent act of the President and Senate, yet an indispensable prereq- 

he nomination of them—is vested exclusively in the President. 
,bserrations which I have delivered concerning the appointment 
of oft ; apply likewise to treaties, the making of which is another 
power that the President has with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate (2 Wilson’s Works, 191.) 

it seems strange that this total fallure to discuss either the nature or 
ext nt of the treaty-making power in a formal set of lectures which 
«vered the whole field of the Constitution, could be the omission of one 
whe was a @istinguished member of the Federal Convention of 1787, 
end a justice of the Supreme Court of the United States in 1796, when 

ourt decided the important case of Ware v. Hylton, reported in 
Third Dallas. In faet, Justice Wilson delivered a short concurrin 
ovinion in that ease. Nevertheless, he ignores a great constitutiona 
ouestion that had been ably debated in Congress when Jay’s treaty was 
itl and in the Supreme Court by Join Marshall, and before Jus- 
tice Wilson himself. 

In 1Sz1 Mr. Wert, Attorney General, gave an official opinion, in 
which he said: 

“The people seem to have contemplated the National Government as 
the sole organ of intercourse with foreign nations. It = to be 
armed with power to satisfy the fulfillment of all moral obligations, 
perfect and imperfect, which the law of nations devolves upon us as a 
nat In this respect our — seems to be crippled and imper- 
(1 Opins. Attys. Genl., 392.) 

In 1825 William Rawle, a distinguished lawyer of Philadelphia, pub- 
lihed A View of the Constitution of the United States. Mr. Rawle 
} n United States district attorney for Pennsylvania under Wash- 
and had been offered by him the Attorney Generalship of the 
States. He was a firm supporter of the administration of John 
Adams. In discussing the treaty-making power, Mr. Rawle says: 


MUST BE SOUGHT FOR IN PRINCIPLE, 


‘The most general terms are used in the Constitution. The powers 
of Congress in respect to making laws, we shall find, are laid under 
several restrictions, There are none in respect to treaties. * * *® 
To define them in the Constitution would have been impossible, and 
therefore a general term could alone be made use of, which is, how- 
ever, to be serupulously confined to its legitimate interpretation. 
Whatever is wanting in an authority expres: must be sought for in 
principle, and to ascertain whether the execution of the treaty-making 
power can be supported we must carefully apply to it the principles 
of the Constitution, from which alone the power proceeds. * * ® 

“There Is a variance in the words descriptive of laws and those of 
treaties. In the former it is said those which shall be made in pur- 
suance of the Constitution, but treaties are described as naving en 
m de, or which shall be made, under the authority of the United 

“The explanation {s that at the time of adopting the Constitution 
reriain treaties existed, which had been made by Congress under the 
Confederation, the SS. of which it was — to 
declare, The words ‘under the authority of the United States’ were 
considered as extending equally to those previously made and to those 
Which should subsequently be effected. But aioe the former could 
hot be considered as made pursuant to a constitution which was not 
‘hen in existence, the latter would not be ‘under the authority of 
= {inited States’ unless they are conformable to its Constitution” 

Pp. OO), 

{2 1833 Judge Story published his “Commentaries upon the Con- 
surution of the United States,” in which he says: 
it _ power to make treaties is by the Constitution general, and 
thera curse, embraces all sorts of treaties, for peace or war, for com- 
= tee or ds for alliances or success, for indemnity for injuries 
i Payment of debts, for the recognition and enforcement of prin- 
a of public law, and for any other purposes which the policy 
vite of independent sovereigns may dictate in their intercourse 
strieten a other. ut though the power is thus general and unre- 
«tee it is not to be so construed as to destroy the fundamental laws 
> oe ee A power given by the Constitution can not be construed 
ment erie a destruction of other powers given in the same instru- 
con het t must be construed, therefore, in subordination of it and 
vietous Trocraede or interfere with any other of its fundamental pro- 
o can Zach is ly obligatory and of paramount authority within 
treaty and no one embraces a ht to annihilate any other. A 
aty to ch organization of the Go 
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its sovereignty, te svete its republican form 
it monstitutional Powers would Y { 
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any ane - ed meosty to fulfill—the will of the people. 


the Government 


shall arise” will remain to be 
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Columbia College for many years. 


out enumeration or specification, in 
States, it is nevertheless subject to several important limitations. It 
is, in the first place, strict] 
to questions between us an 
to adjust them. 


more general and indefinite character. 
calculated to change the character of the Government, or to do that 
whichscan only be done by 
is inconsistent with the nature and structure of the Government or the 
objects 
that it can not change or alter the boundary of a State or cede any 
portion of its territory without its consent. 
questions which may arise between us and other powers, be the subject 
matter what it may, fall within the limits of the treaty-making power 
and may be adjusted by it. 







make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators concur. 
tution imposes no restriction upon this power, but it is subject to the 





vernment or annihilate 
or to deprive it of 
be void, because it would destroy what 
Whether there 
necessarily growing out of the structure of 
considered whenever the exigency 


Duer, of New York, delivered a course of 
res om the constitutional jurisprudence of the United States at 


In 1853 he published the substance 


of his lectures under the title of “ Outlines of Lectures,” ete.; and in 
1843 he published a revised and enlarged work on the same subject 
entitled “ Lectures on the Constitutional Jurisprudence of the United 
States.” In this last and most complete statement of his views Judge 
Duer said: 


CAN NOT DESTROY OTHER POWERS. 
“More general and extensive terms, also, are used in vi 


Sting the 


power with respect to treaties than in conferring that relative to law 
and while the latter is laid under several restrictions, there are none im 
posed on the exercise of the former, notwithstanding it is commiited to 
the President and Senate, in exclusion of the House of Representatives, 
and is executed through the instrumeniality of agents delegated for 
that 
veste 
negotiation with foreign powers which in thelr consequences may at 
fect important domestic interests, yet it would hay: 
to have defined a 
only were used. 
be confined to their legitimate signification; and in order to aseercais 
whether the execution of the treaty-making power 
any given case, those = of the Constitution 
power proceeds should careful! 

deed, be construed in subordination to the Constitution: 
in its operation it may qualify, it can not supersede or interfer 
any other of its fundamental provisions, nor can it ever be se inter 
pretes.s? to destroy other powers granted by that instrument.” (2d 
ed., 228. 


urpose. <And although the President and Senate are thas in 
with this high and exclusive control over all those subjects of 


been 
therefore, general 


These general expressions, however, oucht 


imposstole 
{ mn 
strict! to 


ower of this nature, and, 


stip pron te 
from which ih 
power must, in- 
find, lhowe 


with 


i 
an be doin 


y be applied to it. The 


Probably the best attempt at formulating a genera! rule for the exer 


cise of the treaty-making power is that framed by Mr. Calhoun, in 1851, 
= his e Discourse on the Constitution and Gevernment of the 
tates.’ 


United 
It reads as follows: 
“Although the treaty-making power is exclusively vested, and with 
the Government of the United 


limited to questions inter alios: that is, 
foreign powers which require negotiation 
All such clearly appertain to it. Sut to exiend it 


beyond these, be the pretext what it may, would be to extend it beyond 
its allotted sphere, and thus a palpable violation of the Constitution, 
It is, in the next place, limited by all the provisions of the Constitution 


which inhibit certain acts from being done by the Government or any 
of its departments, of which description there are many. It is 
limited by such provisions of the Constitution as direct certain scis to 
be done in a particniar way, and which prohibit the contrary, 
a striking example is to be found in that which declares that 
shall be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of appropriations 
to be made by law.’ 
on the power, but gives to Congress as the lawmaking power, 
the House of Representatives as a portion of Couvress, 
withhold appropriations; and thereby, one important conivol over th 
treaty-making power, whenever money is required to carry a treaty inte 
effect, which is usually the case, especially in 
much importance. 


also 


of which 
“no Money 
This not only imposes an important restriction 

and to 


the right te 


reference to these of 


MORE IMPORTANT LIMITATION. 


There still remains another and more important limitation, but of a 
It can enter into no stipulation 
the Constitution-making 


power, or which 


or which it was formed. Among which it seems to be settled 


Within these limits all 


(Calhoun's Works, I, 203.) 


This definition was used in Hauenstein v. Lynlam (100 U. S., 483) 


and in People v. Gerke (5 Cal., 381). 


Perhaps the ablest and most accurate law writer of the past 50 
fears was Judge Thomas M. Cooley, of Michigan. He always undertook 
o state the law as it had been settled by the decisions of the courts. 


Writing in 1880, he reached this conclusion: 


“The President has power, by and with the consent of the Senate, to 
The Consti- 


implied restriction that nothing can be done under it which changes the 
Constitution of the country or robs a department of the Government 
oc any of the States of its constitutional authority.” (Constitutional 
Law, 3d ‘ed., p. 117. 

A more extended discussion of this subject is found in the late work 
of John Randolph Tucker on “ The Constitution of the United Staies,” 
published in 1899. After stating the question to be “ Whether the 
exclusive power of treaty making, vested in the Presidcnt and Senate, 
is unlimited in its operation upon all the objects for which a treaty 
may provide,” he gives the respective contentions with respect to the 
power; quotes Vattel’s — that “it is from the fundamental laws 
of eac tate that we must learn where resides the authority that Is 
capable of contracting with validity in the name of a State,"’ and con- 
cludes as follows: 

“A treaty, therefore, can not take away essential liberties secured by 
the Constitution to the people. A treaty can not by the United States 
do what their Constitution forbids them to do. We suggest a further 
limitation: A treaty can not compel any department of the Government 
to do what the Constitution submits to its exclusive and absolute will. 
Or these questions the true canon of construction, that the treaty-mak- 
ing power in its seeming absoluteness and unconditional extent, Is con- 
treated with equally absolute and unconditional authority vested in the 
judiciary.” (Vol. 2, p. 725.) 

That a treaty can not invade the constitutional prerogatives of the 
aw is well illustrated by Dr. Ernest Meier, a German author, 
who, according to Mr. Wharton, has given to the subject a degree‘ of 
elaborate apd extended exposition which it has receive 
in our own tongue. 

Dr. Meier was a professor of jurisprudence in the University of Halle, 
and gave his conclusions as follows: 


POWER NOT ABSOLUTE. 


“Congress has, under the Constitution, the right to lay taxes and 
imposts as well as to regulate foreign trade; but the President and the 
Senate, if the treaty-making power be regarded as absolute. would 
be able to evade this limitation by adopting treaties which would com- 

1 Con to destroy its whole tariff system. According to the 

nstitution Congress has the right to determine questions of naturali- 


from no writer 


1728 


zation, of patents, and of copyright. But, according to the view here 
contested, the President and Senate, by a treaty could on these impor- 
tant questions utterly destroy the legislative capacity of the House of 
Representatives. The Constitution gives Congress the right of declar- 
ing war. This right would be illusory if the President and Senate 
could by a treaty launch the country into a foreign war. The power of 
borrowing money on the credit of the United States resides in Congress ; 
this power would cease to exist if the President and Senate could by 
treaty bind the country to the borrowing of foreign funds. By the 
Constitution ‘no mouey shall be drawn from the Treasury but in con- 
sequence of appropriations made by the law’; but this limitation would 
cease to exist if by a treaty the United States could be bound to pay 
money to a foreign power. * * ® Congress would cease to be the 
lawmaking power as is prescribed by the Constitution. The lawmakin 
ten r would be the President and the Senate. Such a condition woul 
vecome the more dangerous from the fact that treaties so adopted, be- 
ing on this particular hypothesis superior to legislation, would continue 
in force until superseded by other treaties. Not only, therefore, would 
a Congress consisting of two Houses be made to give way to an oligarchy 
of President and Senate, but the decrees of this oligarchy when once 
made could only be changed by concurrence of President and of sena- 
torial majority of two-thirds.” (Ueber den Abschluss von Staats 
vertragen.) 

As a conclusion to this résumé of the views of authors and pub- 
licists upon this subject the following review by Prof. von Holst, the 
_= known German-American historian, is both pertinent and instruc- 
ive: 

CAN NOT BE UNLIMITED. 


“As to the extent of the treaty power the Constitution says nothing, 
but it evidently can not be unlimited. The power exists only under 
the Constitution, and every treaty stipulation inconsistent with a pro- 
vision of the constitutional law is ipsi facto null and void. Simple 
and self-evident as this principle is in theory, yet it may be very diffi- 
cult under certain circumstances to decide whether or not it has been 
transgressed in fact. Indeed, the chief difficulty arises from the ques- 
tion of the relation of the treaty power of the President with the 
concurrence power of the Senate bears to the legislative power of 
Congress. The question is answered by saying that these powers must 
be coordinate, for treaties, like laws, are ‘sovereign acts,’ which 
differ from laws only in form and in the organs by which the sovereign 
will expresses itself. It follows from this principle that a law can 
repealed by a treaty (Foster v. Neilson, 2 Peters, 253) as well as a 
treaty by a law (The Cherokee Tobacco, 11 Wallace, 616). If a treaty 
and a law are in opposition, their respective dates must decide whcther 
the one or the other is to be regarded as repealed (Foster v. Neilson, 2 
Peters, 253, 314; Doe v. Braden, 16 Howard, 635). * *® * Neither 
the principle nor the correctness of these conclusions from it can well be 
disputed, and they are, at any rate, valid constitutional law. But in 
spite of this, it must be admitted that the doctrine has its doubtful 
side both in theory and practice. It must be called at least an anom- 
niy that, by the ex parte action of the President and two-thirds of the 
Senators present (who may be only a minority of the whole Senate), a 
law can be repealed the eye - of which required the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives with the Senate and President, or a two- 
thirds majority of each House of Congress. The repeal of a treaty by 
the enactment of a law may, however, lead the more — to serious 
consequences, because the incompatibility of the law and of the ar 
may not be so clearly manifest that the foreign wer concern will 
immediately take notice of the law. It is in nowise inconceivable that 
Congress itself might know nothing of what it had done, so that only 
after a long time would the fact be established by judicial decision that 
in this direct manner a treaty was overthrown, the repeal of which 
had not been contemplated by either of the two contracting parties. 
“On still another side of this question of the direct relation between 
the treaty power and the legislative power makes it difficult to fix the 
limits of the treaty power. It is certain that no authority granted by 
the Constitution to any of the factors of government can be drawn 
from it by ee for that would be a change of the Constitution, and 
as such unconstitutional. But Congress me be bound by a treaty not 
to exercise in a certain way a power belonging to it, although it might 
exercise it in that way if not bound by the treaty. The freedom of 
action of the Tlouse of Representatives can thus easily be restricted by 
a treaty to such a degree that the restriction must be admitted to be a 
violation of the Constitution, even if not strictly of its letter, yet still 
of its spirit. Thus, for instan the framers of the Constitution cer- 
tainly did not wish that duties should be fixed in a way repugnant to 
the views of the House of Representatives, and yet this might be brought 
about at any moment by a commercial treaty. Of course, it must not 
be inferred that, in general, there should be no commercial treaties. 
But Daniel Webster was certainly right in advising his countrymen to 
consider carefully before beginning to handle questions of duties in con- 
nection with treaties.” (Constitutional law the United States, 202.) 


CONFINED BY DECISIONS OF COURTS. 


The text of a sound treatise on any subject of law is based upon and 
confined by the decisions of the courts upon that subject. I have fol- 
lowed this historical treatment of the treaty-making power from the 
Constitutional Convention of 1787 to the present time, pu y quot- 
ing any direct mention of the decisions in order that we might see what 
effect those decisions had from time to time upon the definitions and 
descriptions of the power as given by subsequent writers. The result is 
interesting and peculiar. In 1802 Tucker, the first author, cited no 
authority except the text of the Constitution; 80 years later Story 
cited Tucker, Rawle, and Jefferson; while in 1880 Cooley cites Tucker 
and Story, as herein quoted, in support of his text. e reason for 
this is plain, since the judicial decisions have been only so many appli- 
cations of general-rule to specific statements of fact. For it is readily 
seen that while many of the decisions contain broad 1 statements to 
the effect that treaties are the supreme law of the d, there is always 
the accompanying qualification that it must be a constitutional treaty 
in order to be so considered. 

It is clear that there may be an unconstitutional treaty, just 28 there 
may be an unconstitutional act of Congress. This point illus- 
trated by the treaty negotiated in 1854 at Caracas by the United States 
minister and the Venezuelan Government, which provided, in its twenty- 
fifth article, that in case a citizen of either country should accept a 
commission in the service of an enemy at war with the other country he 
should be deemed a pirate and so hed. Mr. Marcy, of 
State, promptly re fated the treaty, which was sa in other 
respects, upon the ground that the Constitution 
shonld define the crime of 
not be made the subject of a treaty. If the wy been ratified, 
there can be do doubt that the courts would ve Mr 
Marcy’s view. 
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Cooley recognizes the right of the House of Represent: i; 
such a treaty in the following express terms: 

“An unconstitutional or manifestly unwise treaty, the 1 
resentatives _ possibly refuse to aid: and this. when 
needful, would be equivalent to a refusal of the Govern). 
one of its branches, to carry the treaty into effect. ‘T))j 
extreme measure, but it is conceivable that a case might ; 
a resort to it would be justifiable.” (Constitutional Lay. 
Some of the opinions go further and expressly declar 
like laws, are bound by the provisions of the Constitit 
1847, in the License Cases (5 How., 613), Mr. Justice Day 

“By the sixth article and second clause of the Const|: 
declared: ‘That this Constitution and the laws of th. | 
made in pursuance thereof and treaties made under + 
the United States shall be the supreme law of the land’ 

“This provision of the Constitution, it is to be feared. 
applied or expounded without those qualifications whirl, ; 
of the — to that instrument and its adaptation to ti, 
which it was created necessarily imply. 


IS COINCIDENT WITH RIGHTS OF STATES 


“Every power delegated to the Federal Government 
ounded in coincidence with a perfect right in the St.1 
ave not delegated; in coincidence, too, with the pos: 
ower and right necessary for their existence and pres: 
8 impossible to believe that these ever were, in intention 
ceded to the General Government. Laws of the United s;.,: 
to be binding, must be within the legitimate powers ves(od 
stitution. ‘lreaties to be valid must be made within the 
same powers, for there can be no authority of the United xs: 
what is derived mediately or immediately and regulariy 
mately from the Constitution. A treaty, no more than 
statute, can arbitrarily cede away any one right of a st» 
citizen of a State.” 

It therefore makes little difference whether the power | 
“in subordination to the Constitution and can not supers 
fere with any of its fundamental provisions,” is Judge <1 
or to “the principles of the Constitution from which al... 
proceeds,” as Mr. Rawle says; or we agree with Juds 
oe ee of the Constitution from which the » 
should carefully be applied to it;” or with Justice F 
power is limited “‘ by those restraints which are found in 
ment against the action of the Government or of its de 
those arising from the nature of the Government it 
the States;" for they, in substance, are all equiv: 
statement of the rule that the power “is subject to 1 
striction that nothing can be done under it whieh chs: 
stitution of the country or robs a department of ihe |: 
any of the States of its constitutional authority.” 

Since all the authorities agree that the power must, und 
govemmment, be limited in some way, it necessarily full. 
and must be limited only by tbe Constitution which created 

So we find the usual limit&tion in the late case of 1) 
Riggs (133 U. S., 258), decided in 1890. The couri, 
Mr. Justice Field, used this language: 

“The treaty power as expressed in the Constitution, fs i: 
limited except by those restraints which are found in that 
against the action of the Government or its departmen: 
arising from the nature of the Government itself, and 
States. It would not be contended that it extends so fa: 
ize what the Constitution forbids, or a change in the « 
Government or in that of one of the States, or a cession « 
of the territory of the latter, without ifs consent. I 
exceptions, it is not perceived that there is any liiuit ‘. 
which can be adjusted touching any matter which 
subject of negotiation with a foreign country.” 


TREATY-MAKING POWER. 


In the actual exercise of the treaty-making power i: | 
strued to extend to the a of property belonging | 
of each in the territory of the other (U. 8. v. Forty-ih 
Whisky, 93 U. 8., 197); provisions for inheritance by » | 
stein v. Lynham, 100 U. S., 489; Geofroy v. Riggs, 1:5 | 
Bohaud v. Bize, 105 Fed., 485; People v. Gerke, 5 Cal., os): 
lishment of consular tribunals (In re Ross, 140 U. 3. i605); 
aliens to purchase and hold lands (Chirac v. Chirac, 2 \\! 
to create a judicial system (Forbes v. Scannel!, 13 Cal., ~4- 
uisition of territory by the United States (Am. Ins. Co. | 
et., 511; Philippine cases, 182 U. 8., 197; I 
settiement of boundaries between States (U.S. v. Tex 

; R. I. v. Mass., 12 Pet., 725); the granting and 
awards for injuries (Frevail v. Bache, 14 Vet., 97; Bach 
son, 109 U. 8., ); and the conferring of citizens! ip 
(Cross v. Harrison, 16 How., 164; U. 8. v. Rhodes, Fed | 

I have not attempted to cite all the decisions in | 
some of the leading cases that support the statemen'! 
noticed thet all of these instances are properly within the 
of the power, and neither interferes with a departinent ©! 
Government nor robs a State—to use Judge Cooley's phris 
stitutional authority. ok 

It is hardly necessary to cite authority to show that the ! 
ernment is one of enumerated powers, and that the State 
of their domestic and local affairs. But if it be thousht m 
following la ge of Mr. Justice Brewer, in the current » 
advance of the United States Supreme Court Repor's 

. In referring to the effect of the thirteenth, fourt: 

teenth amendments, Judge Brewer said : io 

“ Notwithstanding the adoption of these three amendimen's 
tional Government still remains one of enumerated pow 
tenth amendment, which reads ‘the powers not delegated (> | ' 
States by the Constitvtion nor prohibited by it to the %! 
ottality SS vely, or to the people,’ is no' > 

e v. 
To what 


speak 
peas 


‘ 


183 U. Ss. 


nited States, 203 U. 8S.) ; 

extent, then, may a State control its public sc) 

admission or exclusion or ration of different races of pul 
In wv. Gerke (5 1, 381), and that class of «- 
: it alfens to inherit contrary to the provisions of State !\\ 
contended that the treaty, in effect, nullified the State laws |) 
in the Gerke case this objection was answered °- 

bar against the extent of [!' 

Federal vernment to contro! | 
the present case, to alter mal” 
¢ * I think, however, that n> 


The statutes of distribution : Arsabitity 


ried of the bl 


e not 
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-» of elvilization and which the enlightened advancement of modern Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

ve ee snd changes In the political and social condition of nations have 

ee - without force ot consequence, The disability to succeed to 

erty is alone removed, the character of the person is made po- 

| ‘oly to undergo a change, and then the statute of distribution is left 

t ‘all effeet, unaltered and unimpaired in word or sense.” 


FOREIGNERS MERELY TAKE THEIR OWN. 


Treaties of this kind do not confer any thing or right upon the for- 
. they merely permit foreigners to take that which is their own. 
‘» granting to unnaturalized foreigners the right to attend the 


eigne 


ae = nchools of a State, either with or without charge, is something 
ea lioes it, in Judge Cooley's language, “rob the State of its con- 
vytional authority,” and is it, in the language of Justice Field, 


and of that of the State"? Are the local public schools of a 
ty. maintained exelusively by local taxation and presumably for the 
prelusive use of citizens, “ properly the subject of negotiation with a 
foreign country” % (Geofroy v. Riggs, 133 U. S., 258.) The answers 
t 
1 


shin those cestrictions “ arising from the nature of the Government 


, these questions all turn upon the nature of our Government and 

. polation of the State governments to the United States Government 

under the Constitution. 
Tt may be considered 18 fairly well settled that the establishment of 
cenarate Schools for white and for colored children does not violate the 
~ netitutional right of either class to the equal privileges and immunt- 
ting enaranteed by the Federal Constitution, provided equal advantages 
ure provided for each class. (People v, Gallagher, 93 N. Y.. 438; 45 
\u. Rep. 222; Cory v. Carter, 48 [nd.. $27; 17 Am. Rep., 758; MeMil- 
lan r. School Committee, 107 N. ¢., 609; 10 L. R. A., S22; State v. 
\iecann, ZL Ohio St., 198; Martin v. Board of Education, 42 W. Va., 
sid: Levew v. Brummell, 103 Mo., 546; 11 L. R. A., 828; State v, 
\‘ervland Institute, ete. 87 Md., 643; Roberts v.. City of Boston, 5 
‘ st . Tus ) 

Equality, and not identity, of privileges and rights is what is guaran- 
sod to the eltizens. If the right claimed be not guaranteed by the Fed- 
erai Constitution, but is reserved to the States, it is difficult to see how 
the Federal Government can constitutionally control it either by treaty 
or othe rwise, 

Likewise it has been repeatedly decided that State laws requiring sepa- 
rate coaches for white and for colored passengers on railroad trains 
within the State violate no privilege or immunity of either class and 
places no badge of slavery upon the colored passenger. 

iL.. N. O. & T. R. Co. v. Mississippi, 133 U. S., 587; Ex pam Plessy, 
45 La. Ann., 80; 18 L. R. A., 639; Plessy v. Ferguson, 163 U. 8., 5387; 
Civil Rights eases, 109 U. S., 3; Ohio Valley R. R. Co. v. Lander, 104 
Ky., 481.) 

Cases of the class of Parrott’s Chinese case (6 Sawyer, 3549)—and 
there are many of them—are not in point and do not come up to the 
The laws of California prohibited the employment of Chinese 
by any corporation, and Parrott, the president of a mining company, was 
indicted for violating the law. Upon habeas corpus he was properly 
discharged, because he bad a perfect right to hire a Chinaman or any 
other kind of a man. Moreover, the court held that the Chinaman’s 
right to work was a property right protected by the fourteenth amend- 
ment, which extends not only to citizens, but to all persons within the 
jurisdiction of the United States. In Parrott’s case California at- 
tempted to act under an unconstitutional law; in the school cases she is 
quite within her constitutional rights. 

If the control of local schools can not be taken from the States and 
cities by a law passed by both Houses and approved by the President, 
because the power’ to do so is not granted, it would seem that the dis- 
cussion is at an end, for if the a is wanting it clearly can not be 
done in any way, much less by the President and the Senate only. 

And of this limitation of power all nations must take notice. 
lor's International Public Law, secs. 158, 361, 364.) 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BartuoLtpt] may address the 
IIouse for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible for me to 
answer extemporaneously a learned speech such as has been 
delivered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Srsson]. 
Much of it requires no answer. With much of it I agree, as, 
for instance, when he lays down the broad proposition, well 
recognized by international law, that no Government has a right 
'o interfere with the domestic affairs of another Government. 
ln all of these things we agree, but I wholly disagree with the 
‘hor and spirit of his remarks which are to emphasize the 
selfishness of nations. Selfishness does not look any more 
beautiful to me—and I am sure it does not to you—when prac- 
“iced by a nation than it does when practiced by an individual. 
Che position I take has nothing at all to do with the fact that 
1 ai a naturalized citizen, as the gentleman from Missis- 
“ppl has tried to insinuate by constantly throwing the Con- 
stitution of the United States in my face and by calling atten- 
tion to the fact that I had taken an oath of allegiance to that 
Constitution. 

. We are here to discuss constitutional questions from time to 
— and the views I hold are shared by an increasing num- 
er of the best and noblest of American citizens. 


ean SISSON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

wae SISSON. I want to state to the gentleman he entirely 

stile sen a my purpose if he thinks when I spoke of the Con- 

die on it was in any way reflecting upon the gentleman, 

this 7 = & Man or a citizen, or upon any man who comes to 
* country and becomes naturalized and who has all the 


rights and privileges of anybod 
y else, and who has the same 
_— for the Constitrtion and laws that my good friend from 





question. 








(Tay- 


issouri hag, 
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I desired to say in that connection, when 
during the gentleman’s speech he impetuously cut me off, that 
the Constitution of the United States, as we all know, was a 
compromise, and that that compromise was very vividly illus- 
trated by the defect to which I have called attention, namely, 
the defect that the National Government has no power to con- 
trol State legislation affecting the rights of noncitizens or aliens 
residing in the United States. According to the trend of his 
remarks, the gentleman from Mississippi seems to have left out 
of consideration the important fact that in this time and day 
no nation can afford to be absolutely isolated. The time of 
isolation has passed, and consequently we must cireumscribe our 
selfishness by considerations for other nations. When we pass 
a currency bill we always have in miud what the other nations 
will say and think about it. We do not go ahead independently 
and without consideration of what the effect of such legisla 
tion will be upon the financial markets of the world. We always 
consider the effect it might have in Londen, in Paris. or in 
Berlin. In other words we are no longer absolutely isolated 
or independent in that respect. We are moved by international 
considerations, and your revision of the tariff, too, takes account 
of international industrial conditions. You pay regard to what 
wages are paid in other countries, what the cost of production 
is. You do not go ahead according to your own wish and whiin 
in these matters, but you consider the average conditions in 
the world when you legislate on these great questions. Con- 
sequently there is no such thing as absolute isolation or inde- 
pendence. Now, that being the case it seems to me that a nation 
has the same mora] obligation as an individual has. When an 
individual enters civilized society he has to surrender certain 
natural and inherent rights. One of those rights was to take 
his neighbor's property, but he surrendered that in order that 
his neighbor may enjoy the same rights and privileges which 
he himself enjoys. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I would ask a few minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.}] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. And as individuals in entering civilized 





society surrender these natural rights, nations living in a fam 
ily of nations must surrender certain sovereign rights. In the 


case of the arbitration treaties proposed by President Taft we 
asked ourselves the question, Will England and France —one 
of them a monarchy, strenuously insisting on its prerogatives 
and on its rights of sovereignty—consent to a sacrifice of sov- 
ereignty as will be involved in the sanction of these treaties 
They did it for the purpose of a higher unity, for the purpose 
of preserving international peace; and, Mr. Speaker, when mon- 
archies are willing to inake such a sacrifice for peace, it seemed 
to me and many thinking people that this Republic, too, should 
have made the concession for a noble cause. But the Senate 
balked. Our own Senate proved a stumbling block in the way 
of the ratification of those great treaties, but I predict here and 
now, my friends, that there will be no Senate in the future that 
will interpose an objection to treaties of that kind, not if the 
people have a word to say—— 

Mr. DIES. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Texas? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I only have a limited time. 

Mr. DIES. Does the gentleman think the inconsequential in 
crease of our population from Japan is comparable with the 
250,000 who come from southeastern Europe 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to dis 
cuss the immigration question at this time 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
discuss the question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT (continuing). Nor do I propose to discuss 
the Japanese question, because my remarks are made in a gen- 
eral way, irrespective of any controversy we may have with 
any other nation at the present time. I called attention to the 
fact that the National Government, as a result of the compro- 
mise made when the Constitution was adopted, was impotent 
with regard to legislation by the several States affecting our 
international relations, and in order to cover that I have to-day 
introduced a joint resolution, to which I called the attention of 
the House, providing for a constitutional amendment, which 
reads in a few simple words, as follows: 

That the Congress shall have exclusive power’to legislate on questions 
affecting the rights and privileges of citizens of other countries resid 


ing in the United States and the relations of the United States with 
other countries. 


And in explanation of this resolution I should like to read to 
the House what I have jotted down here. It is very brief, 
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Long before the California trouble was even thought of the 
impotence of our National Government with regard to legis- 
lation by independent States affecting the rights and privileges 
of noncitizens or citizens of other countries or treaty rights of 
other countries was felt to be a serious defect in our scheme 
of government. 

The controversy with Japan has simply made this defect—a 
result of the compromise which made the adoption of the Con- 
stitution possible—an acute question. If we are really a Nation 
with a big “N” and not merely a federation of States, the 
power to legislate on such matters should be reserved to Con- 
gress exclusively, and the constitutional amendment which I 
propose provides for just that and nothing else. One of the 
most important functions of every Government is to preserve 
the peace; in fact this is one of the cardinal reasons why Gov- 
ernments are instituted among men. How can our own National 
Government succeed in this great mission when any State by its 
own independent action can cause trouble with foreign nations 
whenever its legislature sees fit to do so? There ought not to 
be any objection to the proposed amendment on the part of any 
State. The National Government is obliged to make the cause 
of any State its own, so that the action of an individual State 
can involve the whole Nation in war; and in return for this pro- 
tection it is but fair, it seems, that the National Government 
should have exclusive power of legislation in matters affecting 
our international relations. These are the reasons in a nut- 
shell why I have introduced my joint resolution, which, I hope, 
will become a subject of serious discussion by the press and the 
people. [Applause.] 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
de now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 
14 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, pursuant to the order 
agreed upon, until Tuesday, May 27, 1913, at 12 o’clock noon. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

by Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5481) for the condemnation of 
land in the interior of square No. 449, District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5482) for the condemnation of land in the 
interior of square No. 28, District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 5483) to create a revenue 
fund for Crater Lake National Park and to provide for the dis- 
bursement of the same; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 5484) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to 
the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 5485) prescribing the pro- 
cedure in the courts of the United States in actions at law; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R 5486) to amend section 1 of 
an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1913, and for other purposes,” approved August 24, 1912 
(37 Stat., pp. 589-560, ch. 389), relating to publications ad- 
mitted to the second class of mail matter; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 5487) to authorize an 
additional appropriation for the erection of the United States 
appraisers’ stores building at Milwaukee, Wis.; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 5488) providing for 
the establishing of a Weather Bureau station at Columbia, Mo.; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5489) to confirm New Madrid location and 
survey No. 2880, and to provide for the issue of a patent there- 
for; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 5490) to reestablish and cre- 
ate the Redding land district and land office at Redding, Shasta 
County, in the State of California ; to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 5491) to prevent violent fluc- 
tuation in the price of construction materials and thereby aid in 
preventing industrial depressions; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5492) relating to Navy retirements; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


\qI 
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By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 5498) to ani) 


payment of pensions monthly; to the Coiimitice , 


Pensions. . 
By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5494) 


to prev 


of boots and shoes ‘as of leather construction whey . 


rial is substituted therefor in manufacture 
poses; to the Committee on Interstate and 


» and for « 
Foreign « 


By Mr. SPARKMAN:;: A bill (H. R. 5495) to provi 


site and public building at Dunnellon, Fla 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


«> to the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5496) to amend section 4 of 3» 
titled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to rex 
construction of dams across navigable waters,’ appro...) 5 
21, 1906,” approved June 23, 1910, and to repeal sid ori 
tion; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Coy 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5497) providing for 
ponds and lowlands of the Fort Taylor 
Fla.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


the filling 
filitary 1 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5498) to provide for a site ; 


building at Fort Myers, Fla.; to the ¢ 
Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5499) to provide fe 


OMmittee 


rai site 


building at Brooksville, Fla.; to the Committee ou Py)! i 


ings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5500) to provide for a site sna, 
building at Arcadia, Fla.; to the Committee on Public |: 


and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5501) in relation to claims arisine 


the provisions of the captured and abanc 
and for other purposes, and to amend and 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5502) providing for the marking gyd pro. 
tection of the battle field known as “ Dade’s muss. 
Sumter County, Fla., and for the erection of x 


thereon; to the Committee on Military Aff: 


loned property 
revise the 


hike 
iirs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5503) authorizing the Secretary of 
to grade and fill certain ponds and lowlands on the 1 


reservation at or near Fort Taylor, Key 


West, Fla. : 


appropriate money therefor; to the Commitiee on Mili 


Affairs. 


By Mr. RAKER: Resolution (H. Res. 108) for an inves 
tion by the Committee on the Public Lands of the adiiliis 


of the public lands and the public-land law 
on Rules. 

By Mr. CARTER: Resolution (H. Res. 
special committee to be known as the spec 
affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes; to the 

“By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Joint resolution 


mS; to the Co 


109) author 
inl commit! 
Comnnittes 


(H. J. Re: 


posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United ; 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. CRAMTON: Memorial of the Leg 


islature of M 


favoring the passage of House bill 7661, relative to th 


of money by the Government on farms; t 
Ways and Means. 
Also, memorial of the Legislature of M 


o the 


ichigan, : 


Fort Brady, of that State, be continued as a full : 
post; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, memorial of the Legislature of Michigan, in f 


amendment to the currency or national b 
enable national banks to loan money on rei 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Mich 
ter supervision by the Government of the 
known as “ the inland route”; to the Con 
Harbors. 


anking lav 


il estate s 


igan, in fa 
Michigan \ 
nitiee Wil lity 


By Mr. CARTER: Memorial of the Legislature of © 


memorializing Congress to make the real 


estate iors 


basis of national currency in place of or the same as | 
ernment bond ; to the Committee on Banking and Curren” 


By Mr. L’ENGLE: Memorial asking for 
military post at Fort Clinch, Fla.; to ihe C 
Affairs, 


* establish 


yminittee + 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and ™ 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: in 
By Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 5504) granting 2 }) 


Esther McKean; to the Committee on Inval 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5505) granting a pension to Isaial 
sard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R, 5506) granting an in 


id Pensions. 


crease of pension © 


Helen June; to the-Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5507) granting an in 
Frederick A. Smith; to the Committee on 


crease of pension 
Invalid Pensio?s. 
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Also, a bill (HL. R. 5508) for the relief of Edwin Moyer; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. i 
{TON: A bill (H. R. 5509) granting a pension to 
n: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5510) for the 
relief of the heirs or estate of Joseph Sivley, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Olaims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5511) granting a 
sion to Jerry Fitzpatrick; to the Committee on Pensions. 
pill (H. R. 5512) granting an increase of pension to 
Worcester H. Morse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5513) granting an increase of pension to 
\ndrew Polston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ty Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 5514) granting a pension to 
Annie Oleson; to the Committee on Invalid Peusions. 

Also, a bill CH. BR. 5515) granting an increase of pension to 
Jawes Hurd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill CH. R. 5516) granting a pension to James P. John- 
son: to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5517) granting a pension to Mary Gannon ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 5518) granting a pension to 
Miverva J. Bastin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 5519) granting a pension to 
Laura Ann Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5520) granting a pension to Rawlin P. 
McLean; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CHL R. 5521) granting an increase of pension to 
Murray R. Marshall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill CH. R. 5522) for the relief of Bruno Nohle; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 5523) granting an increase 
of pension to John Backoff; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5524) granting an increase of pension to 
William Coleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 5525) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William J. Ahern, alias James Ahern; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HELVERING: A bill (H. R. 5526) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dennis Sullivan; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 5527) for the relief of 
Gillam Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5528) grant- 
ing a pension to William N. Ruggles; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 5529) granting a pension 
to lt. J. Jamison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5530) granting a pension to Emily E. 
Marcher; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 5531) granting a 
pension to Deborah Nash; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 5532) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Emilie Eckert; to the Committee 
ou Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5533) granting an increase of pension to 
Willlam H. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 5534) for the relief of the estate of Israel 
Folsom; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5535) granting 
a pension to Eliza J. Gay; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


_Also, a bill (H. R. 5536) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Doliman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURRAY of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 5537) 
Franting a pension to Hugh A. Kelly; to the Committee on Pen- 


4 bill (H. R. 5538) granting an increase of pension to 

erguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5539) granting a pension 

ye Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

oo a bill (H. R. 5540) granting an increase of pension to 
cory E. Garber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 5541) granting an 

fase of pension to Geneva E, Gray; to the Committee on 

alid Pensions, 

By Mr. POWERS: 


A bi . R. 55 
artha J. Watson; bill (H. R. 5542) granting a pension to 


_ aa oon on Pensions. 
granting a pension to Owen A. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


(H. R. 5544) for the relief of C. C. Logan; to the 
War Claims 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5545) for the relief of the heirs of Jesse 
Powers, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5546) for the relief of the heirs of Lidda 
Goff, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5547) for the relief of the heirs of Jolin 
Asher, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5548) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Roach; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5549) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin R. Dutton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5550) granting a pension to Sarah Scott; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 5551) granting a pension to Robert Stroug; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5552) for the relief of the heirs of Wash 
Well, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (IL. R. 5553) for the relief of the estate of James W. 
Tucker, deceased; to the Committee on War Chiims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5554) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William Smith; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5555) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of J, W. Hardwick; to the Gommittee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5556) to restore to the rolls in the War 
Department the name of Joel B. Ellis and to issue to him an 
honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 5557) granting an increase of 
pension to William M. Shrack; to the Committee on Invyuiid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 5558S) granting a pension to 
Cyrus R. Rand; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5559) granting a pension to Charles J. 
Esty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 5560) for the relief of 
estate of John Y. Jackson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5561) for the relief of estate of John M. 
Wright; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 5562) for the relief 
of the heirs of Henry Tumy, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claiins. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5568) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
8S. Sneed, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 5564) for the relief of Mount Zion Metho- 
dist Church, of Loone County, Mo.; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5565) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the trustees 
of the Christian Church of Sturgeon, Mo.; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (II. R. 5566) granting a pension 
to William Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5567) granting a pension to Sarah Whid- 
den; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5568) granting a pension to Frank EL. 
Saxon; to the Committee on Pensious. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5569) granting a pension to Bennett 
Whidden; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (11. R. 5570) granting a pension to James Duff; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5571) granting a pension to Herbert 
Green; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5572) granting a pension to James fF. 
Whitehead ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5578) granting a pension to Artie M. FE. 
Thomas; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BRB. 5574) granting a pension to John G,. 
Buehler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5575) granting a pension to Sophia 
Hendry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,’ a bill (H. R. 8576) granting a pension to Calvin 
Champlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5577) granting a pension to John Barnes; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5578) granting a peusion to Mary S&S. 
Ryan; to the Committee on Invalid lensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5579) granting a pension to Luvinia Joln- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid L’ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 5580) granting a° pension to Elizibeth 
Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5581) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Wood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 5582) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelia A. Mobley; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5583) granting an increase of pension to Also, petition of the San Monte Fruit Co., of W.;.., 
Deliah J. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. Cal., and 12 others of the State of California, agains: ;),, ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5584) granting an increase of pension to | tion of the duty on sugar; to the Committee 0 \ 
Susan T. Lisk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5585) granting an increase of pension to Also, petition of Thomas R. Weaver and 35 ot)yo)- 
Jcseph D. Hazzard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. fornia, against mutual life insurance funds in th. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5586) for the relief of J. M. Crumpton; to | bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 
the Committee on Claims. By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of J. R. Edghill ay. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5587) for the relief of Samuel B. Ried; to | Salt Lake City, Utah, against mutual life insurs).« 
the Committee on War Claims. the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways anid \ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5588) for the relief of James D. Butler; By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of ;) 
tu the Committee on War Claims. Association of Credit Men, Tacoma, Wash., fayoriy. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5589) for the relief of William R. Young; | diate reform in the present banking system of {| 
tu the Committee on Claims. States; to the Committee on Banking and Curren«, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5590) for the relief of Squire Simes; to Also, petition of sundry citizens of the State of \\ 
the Committee on War Claims. at Colfax, Wash., favoring an appropriation by (\, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5591) for the relief of C. W. Moffatt; to | the development of the Palouse irrigation and jo 
the Committee on Claims. to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5592) for the relief of C. J. Chason; to the By Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND: Petition of the Px. 
Committee on Claims. tion of Railway Surgeons, of San Francisco, (x). ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5593) for the relief of Harvey W. Lane; to | department of public health; to the Committee «| 
the Committee on Claims. and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5594) for the relief of the legal representa- By Mr. MANN: Petition of the Chicago Live st. 
tives of J. Hill Jones; to the Committee on Claims. Chicago, Ill., favoring the placing of live stock on 1); 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5595) for the relief of the heirs of Adam | to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
L. Eichelberger; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5596) providing for the payment to C. H. i 
Jewett, of Tarpon Springs, Fla., for extra work performed by SENATE. 
him for the United States on the Canal Zone, Panama; to the a > 
Cenumiitben en Chaieun. Mownpay, May 26, 1913. 

The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 
PETITIONS, ETC. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyi I). J) 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid “nue of the proceedings of Thursidi; 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


reihy 


By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the Chicago ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIUNtD. 
Association of Credit Men, Chicago, Ill., favoring an immediate A message from the House of Representatives. hy .j | 
reform in the present banking system of the United States; to | its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of ti) |! 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. signed the following enrolled joint resolution, aud ii \ 

Also (by request), petition of J. H. Burns, of Hannibal, Mo., | upon signed by the Vice President : 
protesting against including mutual life insurance companies H. R. 4234. An act providing certain legislation fi 


in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. ama California Exposition to be held in San Divs. | 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Hartzler & Slusler and 5 | the year 1915; ’ 
other merchants of Smithville, Ohio, favoring a change in the 8. J. Res. 30. Joint resolution extending the lei) 
insterstate-commerce laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. | of Mrs. A. E. Grant. 

Also, petition of James Marshall and 150 other citizens of PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Coshocton, Ohio, favoring an investigation of the West Virginia} wr. GRONNA presented petitions of sundry ciliy: 
labor conditions; to the Committee on Labor. ‘den, Fargo, Bottineau, Grafton, Doyon, Ruby. | 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petition of sundry citizens of the | and Taylor, all in the State of North Dakota, prs: 
State of Texas, favoring the passage of the Berger old-age pen- | exemption of mutual life insurance companies {y 
sion bill; to the Committee on Pensions. tion of the income-tax clause of the pending tirili | 

By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition of sundry citizens of St. Clair, | were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mich., favoring the passage of the pure fabric and leather bill ; He also presented a memorial of the Forschen (1) 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, N. Dak., remonstrating against the transfer of | 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of Charles F. Hubbs & Co., New| the national forests to the several States, which wo 
York, N. Y., favoring the passage of a 1-cent letter-postage rate; | the Committee on Forest Reservations and tlie |": 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Game. 

Also, petition of the J. Wilckes Co., of New York City, against He also presented a petition of Columbia [ile 
any fee for filing protest against assessment of duty by col-| International Association of Machinists, of Was!:! 
lectors of customs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. praying that an investigation be made into the }:}) 

Also, petition of the Russian Caviar Co., of New York City, | in the coal fields of the Paint Creek district. \\\ 
against reduction of the duty on caviar; to the Committee on | which was referred to the Committee on Education 
Ways and Means. Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of (:.: 

By Mr. DYER: Petitions of sundry manufacturers and busi- | Union, No. 24, International Brotherhood of Tul). * 
ness men of the State of Missouri, favoring 1-cent letter postage; | Paper Mill Workers, of Berlin; of Local Union Nv. -' | 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. tional Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Berlin: : 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the State of Missouri, | Board of Trade of Berlin, all in the State of New !! 
against mutual life insurance funds and funds of other organi- | remonstrating against the removal of the duty ©! | 
zations not organized for profit in the income-tax bill; to the| and wood pulp, which were referred to the ©) 
Cominittee on Ways and Means, Finance. ; 

Also, petition of G. X, Duther, of St. Louis, Mo., relative to He also presented petitions of C. H. Feitz, of \) 
the matter of the North American-Penn-Wyoming-United | Alexander Bros., of Philadelphia, Pa.; Hannah It. | 
Smelters’ series of swindles of the State of Wyoming promoted | Penacook, N. H.; and G. F. Wooley and (. (. |) 
by the Standard Oil people through aid of the interlocked banks; | Topeka, Kans., praying for the exemption of 1'! 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. surance companies from the operation of the incu 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of Samuel C. Barnes and 27 | of the pending tariff bill, which were referred to Ui! 
other citizens of Massachusetts, protesting against the creation | on Finance. va 
of a committee on public health; to the Committee on Interstate He also presented a memorial of Local Union \« 
and Foreign Commerce. Glass Workers’ Union, of Cumberland, Md., 1 

By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of the J. Pfister Knitting Co., of | against a reduction in the duty on glassware, w! 
West ‘Berkeley, Cal., and the Van Arsdale-Harris Lumber Co., | ferred to the Committee on Finance. Sa 
favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post Mr. NORRIS presented a petition of sundry cit'7" 
Office and Post Roads. Iowa, praying for the exemption of mutual life caer awe 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Atlanta, Cal.,| panies from the operation of the income-tax cin’ |” 
favoring a fair currency bill; to the Committee on Banking and | pending tariff bill, which was referred to the Cul’ 
Currency. Finance. 











1913. 


——— 


Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cla- 
rissa, Mankato, St. Paul, and Spring Grove, all in the State of 
yinnesota, praying for the exemption of mutual life insur- 
“jee companies from the operation of the income-tax clause of 
the pending tariff bill, which were referred to the Committee 

nance, 
— surrTu of Arizona. I present a joint resolution adopted 
~ the Legislature of Arizona. I ask that it be printed in the 
iircoxp and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
“rhere being no objection, the joint resolution was referred 

ho ommittee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 

conp, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE STATE 

OF ARIZONA, THIRD SPECIAL SESSION. 
House joint resolution 8. 





the Ri 


Whereas the Hon.eCaRL HaybDEN, Representative from the State of Arl- 
yova, has introduced Into the House of Kepresentatives of the Sixty- 


third Congress of the United States of America, first session, House 

tion No. 4825, entitled “A bill opening the surplus and un- 

‘od land in the Colorado River Indian Reservation to settlement 

ntry under the provisions of the Carey Land Acts, and for other 
ss and 





Weocas the enactment of said bill into law will enable the State of 
\rizona to enter inte a contract uncer the provisions of the Carey 
Act tor the purpose of diverting the water of the Colorado River and 
recisniming a vast area of land on said reservation; and 

VW the reclamation of such lands by the diverting of such waters 
t n will result in the bringing in of thousands of people who 
will become bona fide settlers and tend to develop the wonderful 


vericultural possibilities of such lands and will be one of the great- 
est factors In the building up of the State of Arizoua: and 
Whereas 


such lands in their present condition are practically valueless 
end are not wholly needed for the maintenance or support of the 
Indians thereon: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the —, of the State of Arizona, That we hereby 
pet'tion and memorialize the Congress of the United States to speedily 
eoct the provisions of said House resolution No. 4825 into law in 

ier that said lands on said Indian reservation shall be open to settle- 

nt and entry under the provisions of the Carey Land Act, and for 
ether purposes, and that said House resolution No. 4825 be enacted 
into a law at the present session of Congress now convened, believing it 
would be an act of greatest benefit to the State of Arizona at this 
tine; be it further 

xesolved, That the chief clerk of the house be instructed to transmit 
a copy of this resolution to the Hon. CHAMP CLARK, Speaker of the 
liouse of Representatives of Congress, for presentation to said House 
of Representatives, and that a copy of this resolution be forwarded to 
the Hen. Cant HAYDEN, Representative from this State, and to the 
jlon. Henry FB, AsHURST and Hon. Mark SMITH, Senators from 
Arizona. 

l’assed the senate May 13, 1913, by a vote of 18 ayes; 1 excused. 

W. G. CUNNIFP, 
President of the Senate. 

Read third time in full and passed the house by following vote: 

23 ayes, 4 absent, 3 excused. 
H. Fi. LINNey, 
é Speaker of the House. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a resolution adopted by the 
Federal grand jury at Phoenix, Ariz., at the April, 1913, term, 
juvering the adoption of an amendment to section 2139 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the trial and 
punishment of persons selling or giving intoxicating liquors 
to Indians, which was referred to the Committee on the Juii- 
ciary. 

Mr. SHEPPARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Blackwell, Tex., praying for a reduction in the duty on sugar, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JACKSON presented a memorial of the employees of the 
American Label Manufacturing Co., of Baltimore, Md., remon- 
strating against a reduction in the duty on lithographic prod- 
ucts, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
at CLAPP presented petitions of sundry citizens of St. Paul, 
“inneapolis, Grove City, Stillwater, White Bear, Duluth, St. 
Peter, Russell, Winona, Rush City, Hill City, Fergus Falls, 
M orhead, Hendricks, Hopkins, Clarissa, Lewiston, Garvin, and 
unkuto, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for the exemp- 
tion of mutual life insurance companies from the operation of 
the income-tax clause of the pending tariff bill, which were re- 
lcrred to the Committee on Finance. 

. - also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Minneapolis, 
otosky, Germantown, and Bricelyn, all in the State of Minne- 
*ula, praying for a reduction in the duty on sugar, which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 
oe also presented memorials of Local Union No. 294, of 
el Local Union No. 77, of Minneapolis; Local Union No. 
ee St. Paul; and Local Union No. 448, of Brainerd, of the 
: carmakers International Union of America, and of the Cigar 
‘inufacturers’ Association of Duluth, all in the State of Minne- 
oa remonstrating against the importation of cigars free of 
uty from the Philippine Islands, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 
aa presented a resolution adopted by the Minneapolis 
. Sociation of Credit Men of Minnesota, favoring the enactment 
Chae banking and currency laws, which was referred to the 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 
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Mr. PERKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Los 
Angeles, Santa Monica, San Francisco, and Alaimeda, all in the 
State of California, praying for the exemption of mutual life 
insurance companies from the operation of the income-tax clause 
of the pending tariff bill, which were referred to the Committee 
on Tinance. 

Mr. McLEAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hart- 
ford, New Haven, Vernon, South Glastonbury, and Clinton, «ll 
in the State of Connecticut, praying for the exemption of mutual 
life insurance companies from the operation of the income-tax 
clause of the pending tariff bill, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented memorials of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Rumford, and of sundry eitizens of Dan- 
forth, Cherryfield, and Calais, all in the State of Maine, remon- 
strating against a reduction of the duty on news print paper 
and weod pulp, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. GOFF presented memorials of Hf. 1. Heintzelman, presi- 
dent, and the employees of the Menongah Glass Co... of Pair- 
mont; of Local Union No. 97, Flint Glass Workers’ Union. of 
Buckhannon; and of Ideal Local Union, National Window Gi: 
Workers, of West Union, all in the State of West Virginia, 
monstrating against a reduction in the duties on ¢ 
ware, window glass, ete., which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Samuel C. Gist, president 
of the Tri-State Wool Growers and Sheep Breeders’ Association, 
of Wellsburg, W. Va., remonstrating against a reduction in the 
duty on wool, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a telegram in the nature of a memorial 
from the Master House VDuainters’ Association, of Wheeling, 
W. Va., remonstrating against the adoption of the so-called re- 
striction clause in the sundry civil appropriation bill prevent 
the use of money to prosecute labor organizations for vie!nifen 
of the Sherman antitrust law, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I present a joint memorial of the Legisia- 
ture of Florida, which I ask may be printed in the Rrcoxp and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in 
the Rrcorp, as follows: 

House memorial 2. 
A memorial to the Congress of the United States praying that 
tary post be established at Fort Clinch, Fla. 
Whereas Cumberland Sound, located at the northeastern extremity of 

the State of Florida, comprises a vast anchorage of more than 20 

square miles, being thoroughly landlocked and having a depth of 

water of from 40 to 60 feet in depth over a large part of iis area; 
and 
Whereas there is now a channel of ample width from said sound to the 

Atlantic Ocean, with a depth of water accommodating vessels of S0- 

foot draft, which depth of water could be increased to 36 feet witb 

very small expenditure ; and 
Whereas the United States owns a frontage of about 14 miles on Amelia 

River, a tributary to said sound, another frontage of about 1} miles 

on said sound, and another frontage of about 24 miles on the Atlantic 

Ocean near said sound; and 
Whereas the vicinity in which the Federal Government owns said land 

is exceptionally healthful, being near the famous Cumberland Island 

upon which many people of the country have winter homes; and 
Whereas the said sound, if properly protected by land forts, wonld fur- 


nish an impregnable anchorage for an entire fleet of battleships: 

therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Florida, That onr Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress are urced to do all in their power 
to secure a military post on said Cumberland Sound and to ha th 
said sound properly fortified. 

Resolved, further, That the secretary of State be requesied t 
a certified copy of this resolution to each of our Senators an 
sentatives in Congress. 

STATE OF FLOnIDA, office of secretary of statc, ss: 

I, H. Clay Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of house 
memorial No. 2 by the Florida Legislature, session 1915, as fled in this 
office. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida at 
Tallahassee, the capital, this the 2lst day of May, A. D. 1913. 

[SEAL.] H. Cray Crawronrn. 

Secretary of State. 


silane al 
glass, 


ine 
lie 


a mill- 


Now ° 


iti ! 
1 Repre- 


Mr. LODGE presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 1782) providing for the estublishment of a hospital ship in 
connection with the American fisheries, which were referred to 
the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
La Crosse and Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin, and of 
sundry citizens of Hancock, Mich., praying for the exemption of 
mutual life insurance companies from the operation of the 
income-tax clause of the pending tariff bill, which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. . 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Club of Fox 
Lake, Wis., praying for the adoption of the clause in the pend- 
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ing tariff bill relating to the importation of aigrettes and feath- 
ers, etc., Which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 


SELAH G. BLAKEMAN AND TIMOTHY E. HAWLEY. 


Mr. FLETCHER. From the Committee on the Judiciary I 
report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 1689) 
authorizing the accounting officers of the Treasury to allow 
in the accounts of the United States marshal for the district of 
Connecticut amounts paid by him from certain appropriations, 
and I submit a report (No. 51) thereon. ‘ 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I did not hear the Sena- 
tor from Florida. I assume that he asked unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I ask unanimous consent for the preset 
consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida asks 
unznimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. It 
will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Comniittee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It authorizes the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to allow in the accounts of the United States marshal 
for the District of Connecticut amounts paid by him from the 
appropriation pay of bailiffs, etc., United States courts, 1912, 
to Selah G. Blakeman, $192; and from the appropriation pay 
of bailiffs, ete., United States courts, 1913, to Selah G. Blake- 
man, $363, and to Timothy E. Hawley, $513, notwithstanding 
the fact that the payees also served and received compensation 
as field deputy United States marshals. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask that the report accompanying the 
bill be printed in the REcorp. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The report this day submitted by Mr. FLETCHER is as follows: 


{Senate Report No. 51, Sixty-third Congress, first session.] 


RELIEF OF THE UNITED STATES MARSHAL FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
CONNECTICUT, 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following report to ee | 8. 1689: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1689) authorizing the accounting officers of the Treasury to allow 
in the accounts of the United States marshal for the district of Con- 
necticut: amounts paid by him from certain appropriations, having had 
the same under consideration, unanimously recommend that the bill 
do pass without amendment. 

From the statements and pepere submitted it appears that in 1911 
the marshal for the district of Connecticut, with the authorization 
and approval of the Department of Justice, appointed two bailiffs of 
the United States district court special deputy marshals to serve 
process, These officers acted as such special deputies when the court 
was not in session and they were not in actual service as bailiffs. 
Their fees, in the amounts stated in the bill, were paid by the marshal 
and the expenditures allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department. Subsequently it was held that the statute (29 Stats., 

. 183, sec. 13) in force in 1911 forbade deputy marshals from receiv- 
ne compensation as bailiffs, and recoupment of the amounts paid to 
these officers under the facts stated, aggregating $1,068, is now de- 
manded by the Treasury Department from the marshal of the district 
of Connecticut, whose salary is $2,500 per annum. 

As is shown by the appended correspondence, which is made a part 
of this report, the appointments of these special deputies were author- 
ized by and made with the oe of the Department of Justice, 
which was fully cognizant of all the facts; and that department, in 
the letter of May 24, 1913, to Mr. FLetTcHeEr, chairman of the sub- 
committee appointed to consider this bill, strongly recommends its 

assage. 

D . DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
UNiTED STATES MARSHAL’S OFFICE, 
District OF CONNECTICUT, 
Hartford, October 23, 1911. 
fhe ATTORNEY GENERAL, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: Inclosed find oath of office of Timothy E. Hawley, whom I have 
this day appointed special deputy United States marshal at Hartford 
for the purpose of serving writs of which it was impracticable for my- 
self or my deputies to make service. 

Occasions are coming frequently when the marshal’s office has several 
subpeenas and processes to serve at once. A few hours’ delay in sum- 
moning witnesses may hinder the case on trial or be of serious injury to 
the Government or to the parties in interest. I would like to have the 
appointment of Mr. Timothy B. Hawley approved by you. It is my in- 
tention to use Mr. T. BE. Hawley —_ when necessity arises in the serv- 
ice of citations or of summoning witnesses. =e I a it my duty 
to send Mr. Hawley to Waterbury, as Mr. Parmelee, the field deputy, was 
busy in Fairfield County, Mr. Smith, the office deputy, in the cities of 
Hartford and New Haven, and the ground could not be covered by either 
of the regular deputies. 

Mr. Hawley is at present bailiff of the court, and hence is always 
available if wanted. 

Respectfully, Sipney E. Haw wey, 

United States Marshal. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, October 27, 1911. 
Sipney EB. HAWLEY, Esq., 
United Statcs Marshal, Hartford, Conn. 


Sm: Replying to your letter of the 23d instant, and in view of the 
atatements cnntain therein, the appointment of Timothy E. Hawley 


May ?i 


as a field deputy marshal, with ‘headquarters at Hartford. ; 
with the understanding, however, that he is to be empl: 
process only in emergencies and when it is imprectic:|)! 

your —. deputies to make the service. 
espectfully, : J. A. Fowr 
Assistant to the Attorney ¢ 

(For the Attorne, « 


DEPARTMENT OF JUsTicr, 
UNITED SraTeEs MARSHALL'S Orpic) 
DISTRICT OF CONN EW) 

- Hartford, Ma» 
The ATTORNEY GENERAL, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: Inclosed find oath of office of Selah G. Blakeman. y 
this day appointed special deputy United States marshal at \ 
for the purpose of serving writs of which it was impracti: 
self or my deputies to make service. 

My deputy, William L. Parmelee, who “has headguart+: 
is a very sick man and has been confined to his bed for <0; 
suffering from nervous prostration and heart trouble, ani 
some time before he will be able to perform his duties as «J 
shal, hence the appointment of Mr. Blakeman, which wii! p 
for the May term only. He is at present bailiff of the cous: 
is always available when wanted. His duties as deputy ; 
not interfere in any way with his duties as bailiff of tho «. 

The May term of the district court will come in here on ‘| 
28th, and Special Deputy Hawley is busy with writs to | 
the eastern part of the State. 

Respectfully, SIDNEY FE. TA 
United Stulis 3 


UNITED SLATES MARSHALL'S OFrics 

DISTRICT OF CONN i 4 

Hartford, Va 

FRIEND SELAH: The Department of Justice wants tho 
birth so as to complete the records of the department. 

Diease send it to me and oblige, 

Yours, truly, G. Brava 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
e UNITED STATES MARSHAL’S Orric) 
DISTRICT OF CONN i 
: New Haven, Conn., Mav 
G. BRaINARD SMITH. 

Dear Sir: I was born on the 23d day of May, 1841. in | 
Stratford, Fairfield County, State of Connecticut. [ lived 1) 
ing the three years that I was in the Army, until the spring 
since then in the town of Huntington. 

Yours, truly, S. G. Bt 
DEPARTMENT OF Jisti 
Washington, D. U., Mey 
Unitep STATES MARSHAL, 
Hartford, Conn.: 


The department is in receipt of your letter of the 21st in- 
mitting the oath of office executed on May 20, 1912, by Sela! 
man, whom you have appointed a temporary field deputy, ! 
at New Haven, during the illness of Deputy Parmelece. 

Please forward a copy of the commission issued appointing 
man a deputy. Also have Mr. Blakeman fill out the inclu 
then return same to the department. 

The department should be notified promptly when the : 
of Deputy Blakeman terminates. 

KNAEBEL, Assistant Attorics 
(For the Attorney | 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
UNITED States MARSHAL'’S Ovil: 
DISTRICT OF CONNIE 
Hartford, 3! 
The ATTORNEY GENERAL, Washington, D, C. 

Sir: In compliance with your letter of the 24th instant. | 
herewith a copy of Mr. Blakeman’s commission; also a card ! 
as requested. : 

Yours, respectfully, Sipney EF. Haw! 
United States M 
By G. Bratnanp Si 
Office 
DEPARTMENT OF JIS 
: Washington, D. €., Ap 
Hon. Fraxk B. BRANDEGER, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Sin: In accordance with your request, there is herewi' 
draft of a proposed amendment to the sundry civil appropr's 
1914, or to some other act If found expedient. With this }) 
islation the Auditor for the State and Other Departments 
enabled to allow the items mentioned therein, being items ¢ 
certain accounts rendered by the United States marshal for 
- renee Il ERNEST Kaper! 
- ” Assistant Attorney © 

(For the Attorney © 
. DEPARTMENT OF JUS?! 
Washington, D. C., Ma 
Hon. Duncan U. FLETCHER, 
hairman Subcommittee to whom 8. 1689 was referred, 
United States > 


Sin: In reply to your letter of the 22d instant, you pte stro 
that the of this bill for the relief of the marshal tyr 
trict of Ronnecticut is strongly recommended. It appes's [')" 
accounts of the marshal and otherwise that the services (' 
were were actually rendered and |!" 
paid for the 


‘ou are also advised if this bill shall become law the | 1' 
will have been to no additional expense, by reason 0 i : 
field deputy marshals acted also as bailiffs and were pil’ ©: 


t 
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bal therefor. The services rendered as bailiff were, of course, ren- 
- a ing the sitting of the court, whereas the process was served 
on The court was not in session. 


bas Respectfully, Jesse (. ADKINS, 
Assistant. Attorney General 
(lor the Attorney General.) 
HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee to Audit and Control | 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred | 
Sayate resolution 86, submitted by Mr. TirtMan on the 19th 
instant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered 


npanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

evolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or any subcommittee 
t! _ be authorized during the Sixty-third Congress to subpona wit 
; «nd for books and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a 


by 


: pher at a price not to exceed $1 per printed page, to report such 
hevpines as may be had in connection with any subject which may be 
nending before the said committee; that the committee may sit during 
t! -<ions or recesses of the Senate; and the expense thereof shall be 


it of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Lills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first time, 
and. by unapimous consent, the second time, and referred as fol- 
lows: 
iy Mr. OLIVER: 
A\ bill (S. 2386) granting an increase of pension to Franklin F. 
Fisher (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 


~ hy Mr. TOWNSEND : 
A bill (S. 2387) to create the Coast Guard by combining 


therein the existing Life-Saving Service and Revenue-Cutter 


Service: to the Committee on Commerce. 
Ry Mr. KENYON: 
A bill (S. 2388) granting an increase of pension to Sallie E. 


Masmar: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ry Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S, 2339) amending the laws relating to national bank- 
ing associations, enlarging their powers to issue circulating 
netes, regulating their reserves, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S. 2340) granting an increase of pension to Jane L. 
Starritt (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr. WORKS. I introduce a bill to fix and limit the sessions 
of Congress, and to provide for the time of electing Senators and 
Representatives, and for other purposes. The bill is a very 
short one, and I ask that it be read. 

The bill (S. 2341) to fix and limit the sessions of Congress, 

aul to provide for the time of electing Senators and Representa- 
tives. and for other purposes, was read the first time by its title 
and the second time at length, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Congress of the United States shall 
embie once each year, and such meeting shall be on the first Mon- 
day in October and continue until the first Monday in June following 
if the business thereof shall require it. 

Sic, 2. That United States Senators and Members of the House of 
Representatives shall be elected at elections to be held on the first 
Tuesday after the third Monday in August, and their terms of office 

commence on the first Monday in October foliowing their election, 
Sec. 3. That the term of office of any Senator or Representative 
which shall expire after the last preceding election and before the first 
Mendsy in October after his successor is elected is hereby extended to 
the said first Monday in October. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The Dill will be referred to the 
Conunittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. WORKS. I have another bill, which provides for the 
election of President and Vice Tresident at the same time, and 
providing that they shall take office on the 4th day of November. 
I will not ask to have the bill read, but I should like to have it 
printed in the Recora. 

rhere being no objection, the bill (S. 2342) to amend chapters 
1 and 2 of Title III of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Comtittee on Privileges and Elections and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


eon it cnacted, etc., That*section 131 of the Revised Statutes of the 
an foll. a Title III, chapter 1, be, and the same is, amended to read 


a 20, 131, Exeept in case of a presidential election prior to the 

cis TS, Beriod, as specified in sections 147 to 149, inclusive, when the 

of Devt, President and Vice President both become vacant, the electors 

the Lt and Vice President shall be appointed, in each State, on 

mel uesday next after the third Monday in August in every fourth 

; Nie ceeding every election of a President and Vice President.” 

to eat That section 135 of said statutes be, and the same is, amended 
Jead as follows : 

votes 135. The electors for each State shall meet and give their 

one a ie the first Monday in September in the year in which La 

State shall af x. such place in each State as the legislature of suc 
Sec. 3. That secti 

to read as Te 140 of said statutes 


“ Sec. 140, The elect 
them in the following poate dispose of the certificates thus made by 








be, and the same is, amended 































} 


, delivered to the judge of that district 
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“First. They shall, by writing under their hands, or under the hands 
of a majority of them, appoint a person to take charge of and deliver to 


the President of the Senate at the seat of government before the second 
Wednesday in October then next ensuing one of the certificates 
“Second. They shall forthwith forward by the post offiee to the 
President of the Senate at the scat of goverument 4ne other of the cel 
tificates, 
“Third. They shall forthwith cause the other of the certifiertes to ‘ve 


in which the electors shail ¢ 





semble.” 

Sec. 4. That section 141 of said statutes be, and the same is, amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sire. 141. Whenever a certificate of votes from any State has not 
been received at the seat of governmeat on the second Wednesda im 
October, indicated by the precedins tion, the Secretary of State shall 
send a special messenger to the distriet judge in whose custedy one 
certificate of the votes from that State has been lodawed, and such jude 
shall forthwith transmit that list to che seat of government.’ 

Sec. 5. That section 142 of said statutes be, and the same fis, amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sec, 142. Congress shall be in session on the last Wednesday in 
October succecding every meeting of the electors, and the certificate, or 
so many of them as have been received, shall then be opened. the votes 
counted, and the persons to fill the ofttees of President and View Presi 
dent ascertained and declared agreeable to the Constitution.’ 

Sec. 6. That section 148 of said statutes be, and the same is, amended 


to read as follows: 


“Sree. 148. The notification shall specify that electors of a President 


and Vice President of the United States shall be appointed or chosen in 
the several States as follows: 

* First. If there shall be the space of 2 months yet to ensue betwee 
the date of such notification ond the tirst Monday in September thea 
next ensuing, such’ notifieation shail specify that the electors shall 
appointed or chosen within 54 days preceding such first Monday in 
September. 

* Second. If there shall not be the space of 2 months between the 
date of such notification and such first Monday in September, and if 
the term for which the President and Vice President last in office were 


elected will not expire on the Sd day of November next ensuing, the 
notification shall specify that the electors shall be appointed or chosen 
within $4 days preceding the first Monday in September in the year 


next ensuing. But if there shall not be the space of 2 mouths be- 
tween the date of such notification and the first Monday in September 
then next ensuing, and if the term for which the Presiient and Vice 
President last in office were elected will expire on the Sd day of No 


vember next ensuine the notification shall net specify that electors are 
to be appointed or chosen.” 

Sec. 7. That section 149 of said statutes be, and the same 
to read as follows: 

“See. 149. Electors appointed or chosen upon the nolitications jn 
scribed by the preceding section shall meet and give their vy 
the first Monday in September specified in the notiticatior 

Sec. 8 That section 152 of said statutes be, and the same is, amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 152. The term of four years for which a President and Vieo 
President shall be elected shall in all cases commence on the 4th day 
of November next succceding the day on which the votes of the electors 
have been given: Provided, That if the 4th of November shall fall on 
Sunday said terms shall commence on the Monday following.” 

Src. 9. That the terms of office of the President and Vice President 
holding their offices at the time of the first clection under this act shall 
be, and are hereby, extended to the Sd day of November following 


By Mr. SMITH of South Carolina: 

A bill (S. 2348) to require any individual, firm, or corpors- 
tion doing an interstate transportation business to provide sey: 
rate sleeping accommodations for the conveyance of white and 
colored passengers; to the Colmmittee on Liters 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Daniel G. 
glias Robert Brown; 

A bill (S. 2845) granting a pension to John August Bohiman: 

A bill (S. 23 


» amended 


is 


tes upen 


rie Commerce, 


Velersen, 


2346) granting an increase of pension to Lorena 
Tyler; and 
A bill (S. 2347) granting an increase of pension to Eimil 


Hagler; to the Committee on Vensions. 
sy Mr. GRONNA: 
A bill (S. 2848) to amend section 24 of the Judicial Code, ap 
proved March 3, 1911; to the Commitiee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. GOFF: 


A bill (S. 2349) granting a pension to William Reedy; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 2250) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
condemned cannon and balls; to the Coimmittee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr.-WILLIAMS: 

A bill (S. 2351) for the relief of William IL. C. 
others; to the Committee on Claiins. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 2352) for the relief of the Oneida Indians residing 
in the State of Wisconsin; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (S. 2853) to authorize the President to appoint Col. 
James W. Pope, assistant quartermaster general, to the grade 
of brigadier general in the United States Army and place him 
on the retired list; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE: 

A bill (S. 2354) to perfect the title of the heirs of Jaines 8. 
Rollins, deceased, to bounty land warrant No. 58479, issued to 
George Iickum, teamster, United States Quartermaster Depart 
ment, War with Mexico; to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Whiting and 



























1736 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. May 2¢. 


A bill (S. 2355) to correct the military record of Patrick J. 2. Se oe ae Saseers, 16, 1883,” and amoena. 
Carmody ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. , < Pr dc dine te cee 

A bill (S. 2356) to carry out the findings of the Court of my Nag) Ky EE a BS ih os 
Claims in the case of the city of Glasgow, Mo.; to the Commit- | discretion without regard to the act, amendments, rules, 
tee on Claims. ° aforesaid. 

A bill (S. 2357) granting a pension to Tim McCarthy; to the Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I am not going {,, 
Committee on Pensions, speech on this subject. I desire to say, however, 1)):\; 
By Mr. BANKHEAD: been misrepresented, or rather that a statement has |, 

A bill (S. 2358) for the relief of George Killeen (with accom- | in the newspapers that this resolution would be intr: 
panying papers); and me after conference with the Secretary of the ‘Tre. 

A bill (S. 2859) for the relief of Rittenhouse Moore; to the | wish to say that I have had no conference on the su! 
Committee on Claims. the Secretary of the Treasury. He has never meutis, 

By Mr. McLEAN: me nor have I mentioned it to him or to anyone in {ly 

A bill (S. 2360) for the relief of Joseph Wygant; to the Com- | Department. I simply introduce the joint resolution. 
mittee on Military Affairs. I desire to say that I am in favor generally of ciyi! . 

A bill (S. 2361) granting an increase of pension to Gertrude | but I am utterly opposed to the extent to whieh i; |: 
C. Manross (with accompanying paper) ; carried by Executive order. I shall ask the comimitic 

A bill (S. 2362) granting an increase of pension to George D. | sider this joint resolution. I expect to appear before | 
Stebbins (with accompanying paper) ; I hope that they will treat me better than they hay« 

A bill (8. 2363) granting an increase of pension to Sarah H. | reference to the other resolution which I have intrody 
Alldis (with aecompanying paper); and which sleeps within the Committee on Civil Servi 

A bill (S. 2364) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca | trenchment. 

E. Squier (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in seeking igh) ; 
Pensions. subject, I would ask the Senator from North Cnre)is 
By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: OverRMAN] if he has had a conference, if he chouses | 
A bill (S. 2865) for the restoration of Alonza Burke, chief | with the Postmaster General, under whom this tii: 
carpenter, United States Navy, retired, to the active list of the | more directly than under the Secretary of the Treasury 
Navy as an additional number in his grade (with accompanying Mr. OVERMAN. I have had no conference with any «. 
papers) ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. officer, nor have I had any conference with the Presi: 
A bill (8. 2866) for the relief of William R. Cherry; and the subject. This is simply introduced on my own ini 
A bill (8. 2367) for the relief of Aden Carpenter ; to the Com- Mr. GALLINGER. I will not pursne my inquiry, |i: 

mittee on Claims. ask a further question. I have noticed that the I’ 

A bill (S. 2368) granting a pension to Elmer E. Dickey; to| General has ordered an examination of fourth. 
the Committee on Pensions. masters, and it seems to me that that ought to be ¢ 

By Mr. BACON: enough. Now, we are going to get rid of them with s. 

A bill (S. 2369) for the relief of the estate of Aaron Murdock, | it seems to me, if this joint resolution passes; but we 
deceased; and discuss it when it is reported, if it ever is. I think w 
A bill (S. 2370) for the relief of the legal representatives of | to go slow in disturbing the civil service. I feel \ 

the estate of Samuel Noble, deceased, and others (with accom- | that many statements that have been made as to the 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. tration of the civil service have been made upon misinfo 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: tion. Some facts of which I am in possession will « 

A bill (8S. 2371) granting an increase of pension to Porter E. | strate that when the debate occurs. The service can d 
Nash; to the Committee on Pensions. be improved, and it ought to be improved, and if the s 

By Mr. THORNTON: from North Carolina succeeds in improving it he will 

A bill (8. 2372) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Joseph | the thanks of us all. 

Block, deceased ; and ; Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, carrying out that ict 

A bill (S. 2373) for the relief of the estate of Philip Felix Senate passed a resolution requesting the Presideit 
Herwig, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. to the Senate the report of the Economy and Eflicic: 

By Mr. POMERENE: mission made to the President in March last, and t!: 

A bill (8. 2374) providing for the care of the Confederate | from New Hampshire will find that they report th:' 
Stockade Cemetery, Johnstons Island, in Sandusky Bay; to the | service Commission has been used as a cloak for thie « 
Committee on Military Affairs. system. 

A bill (8S. 2375) for the condemnation of land in the interior Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Before the Senat: 
of square No. 28, District of Columbia, and for other purposes; | North Carolina takes his seat, I desire to ask him if | 
and tive order all fourth-class postmasters were not a!» 

A bill (8. 2376) for the condemnation of Jand in the interior | the operation of the civil-service law? 
of square No. 449, District of Columbia, and for other purposes; Mr. OVERMAN. That is my understanding, and 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. reason I have introduced the joint resolution. 

By Mr. OVERMAN (for Mr. Lea): Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do not think ther 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 87) authorizing the Secretary | one who is familiar with the discharge of the duties 0! 
of War to accept the title to approximately 5,000 acres of land | class postmaster who ever contemplated that such 
in 'the vicinity of Tullahoma, in the State of Tennessee, which | would necessarily be kept under civil-service rules i: 
certain citizens have offered te donate to the United States for | the degree of competency that is necessary for the « 
the purpose of establishing a maneuver camp and for the | of the duties of such an office. Such action really \ 
maneuvering of troops, establishing and maintaining camps of | the civil service into disrepute and encourage th 
instruction, for rifle and artillery ranges, and for mobilization | thing which the Senator from North Carolina is ati 
and assembling of troops from the group of States composed | eliminate. 
of Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution wi 
North Carolina, and South Carolina; to the Committee on Mili- | ferred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrencli: 


tary Affairs. 
THE TARIFF. 
FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTEBS. 


t intended | 
Mr. OVERMAN. I introduce a joint resolution which I send| Mr. OLIVER submitted an amendment intenlo’ \ 
to the desk and ask that it be read, and when read that it be | Posed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) té a ee 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. | Provide revenue for the Government, and for othe! i 
The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 38) suspending the order of oo a to the Committee on Finance :)\' 
October 15, 1912, placing fourth-class postmasters under the | & be printed. lei 55 | 
civil service was read the first time by its title and the second Mr. BURTON submitted two amendments agony 


. y t, and for other pr! : 
solved, etc., That the order issued by President Taft, under date of | Provide revenue for the Government, Anau geal 
October 18: i913, placing fourth-class postmasters under <ivil service be, | which were referred to the Committee on Finance ai © 
and the same is hereby, suspended. ted: 

Sec. 2. That any officer or employee of the Government of the United to be pris VALORIZATION OF COFFEE. 
States, who may be required by aoe reguatiess to execute a bond to 
his superior officer, or any other officer Governmen secure a 
faithful performance of official duty, may be On motion of Mr. Noaris, it was a aces Sl 
who may require such bond Without regard to Ordered, That in accordance with the letter of the “ i aon 
of Congress entitled “An act to regulate and of May 6, 1913, in response to the request of the Senate 
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es dopted April 21, 1913, relating to the valorization of 
; papers ‘and documents accompanying said letter be returned 
to the Department of Justice. 


COMMISSION ON ECONOMY AND EFFICIENCY. 


Mr. OVERMAN ‘submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
9), which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

‘Resolved, That the President be requested to send to the Senate, if 
not incompatible with the ublic interest, a copy of the report submit- 
ted to him on March 25, 1 13, by the -President’s Commission on Econ- 
omy and Efficiency, on the apportionment of appointments made from 
the registers of the Civil Service Commission of the apportioned service 
at Washington. 


» 
TREATMENT OF TUBERCULOSIS IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. OVERMAN. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be 
read, and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The resolution (S. Res. 89) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, ond he is hereby, 
requested to institute, through the Bureau of the Public Health, an in- 
vestigation of the ge ma and methods employed by Drs. Karl and 
Silvia Von Ruck, of Asheville, N. C., in treating tuberculosis and in 
rendering persons immune from tuberculosis, and to report to the Senate 
as soon a8 practicable whether the vaccine used by the said Drs. Von 
Ruck in attempting to render persons in health immune to tuberculosis 
is successful in immunizing those thus vaccinated. 
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I wish to say to the Senator that there has been printed 
already a comparative statement which covers, L think, sub- 
stantially what he has just presented. 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I have seen the statement which has been 
already printed. It does not cover all the items. 

Mr. SIMMONS. What item in the Senator's statement is 
not covered in the comparative statement which has been 
printed? 

Mr. SMOOT. The items in the comparative statement which 
have been printed do not, I think, give House bill 23182 of 1912. 
That statement does not show the ad valorem duties of the 
bills that were introduced in 1912 on chemicals, metals, sugar, 
and cotton. This statement shows all those. 

Mr. SIMMONS. As far as that is-concerned, if that is the 
only difference, and the Senator had suggested it, we would 
have provided for a column of the comparative statement for 
that purpose; and when the committee finally acts, if the Sena- 
tor wants that put in the comparative statement, we will see 
that it is put in. But I shall make no objection to the printing 
of the statement, if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to have it printed as a public document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 





Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not rise to object, 
because we want all the light we can get on this important 
subject; but it occurs to me that this tuberculosis-vaccine con- 
troversy seems to be running riot. We have Dr. Friedmann 
making claims for a remedy that has been shown to be prac- 
tically worthless, and we have now a physician in Chicago, 
Dr, Dukeh, who assures the country that he has a serum that 
is a certain cure for vuberculosis. I have very grave doubts 
myself as to the efficacy of any of these serums; but the Senator 
from North Carolina thinks that the resolution ought to pass 
and I will not object, although I doubt the propriety of the 
Government officially engaging in such investigations. 

Mr. OVERMAN, Mr. President, I wish to suggest that with 
Dr. Von Ruck this is no new matter. He has a hospital in 
western North Carolina, and numbers of patients have been 
cured by him. There is a Senator on this floor who could rise 
and testify that he has been cured by this treatment. If we 
can investigate a foreigner and his methods, I do not see why 
we shou!d object to the examination of those of an American 
who, I think, has really the vaccine matter that will do the 
work. a 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I heard the resolution, Mr. President, 
I understood it to mean that this is a serum that makes persons 
threatened with tuberculosis immune from the disease. Is 
that it? 

Mr, OVERMAN, Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is it also claimed to be a cure for the 
disease when it actually exists? 

Mr. OVERMAN, It has really cured many people, and our 
leader, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern], I do not mind 
Stating, says that he was cured by it and that he would be 
willing to give testimony to that effect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We can readily get testimony that men 
have been cured of all sorts of diseases by all sorts of remedies, 
but that really proves very little. 

. Mr. OVERMAN. There is no harm in adopting the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no harm in it, except that it 
establishes a bad precedent; but I will not object. 

Mr, OVERMAN. There is no harm in allowing the Govyern- 
ment to investigate the matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

TARIFF STATEMENT (8S. DOC. NO. 45). 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have had prepared a com- 
Parison of the rates of duty levied by the tariff act of 1909 and 
House bill 3821 as passed by the House of Representatives, 
showing also the corresponding rates in the chemical, metal, 
sugar, cotton, and wool bills of 1912, and the equivalent ad 
Vvalorems in all these measures based upon the importations of 
the fiscal years 1911 and 1912, and also a complete index to 
the different bills in the comparison. 

T ask that it be printed as a public documént. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not desire to object to 


the printing, and, in fact, I do not think it is necessary to get 
I think the 


the consent of the Senate to print the statement. 
committee has ample authority, and I am sure if the Senator 


— su it the committee would have exhausted its au- 
Lhority to have had it printed. 





INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON ALCOHOLISM (S. DOC, NO. 44). 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 


message from the President of the United States, which was 
read and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and the House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of Congress, a report 


by the Secretary of State covering the report of the delegates of 
the United States to the Thirteenth International Congress on 
Alcoholism, at The Hague, in September, 1911, appointed in pur- 
suance of a provision in the diplomatic and consular appropri:- 
tion act approved March 3, 1911. 


Wooprow WILSON. 
Tue Wuite Howser, May 26, 1913. 


ALLEGED COTTON POOL, 


Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I send to the desk a resolu- 
tion which I ask may be read, and I ask unanimous consent for 
its immediate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 91) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to inquire fully as to the names of the party or parties or corpo- 
rations that sold the cotton alleged to have been bought in the year 1910 
by a pool of purchasers, who are now under indictment by the Depart- 
ment of Justice, and at what prices these parties sold this cotton to 
the alleged pool, and whether or not the parties selling this cotton 
owned the cotton at the time of the sale thereof, and the price of spot 
cotton in the markets of this country on the date of the making of 
these contracts cr the sale of these contracts for this cotton, and to 
report the same at the earliest possible moment to the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, in explanation 
of the resolution I will say that in 1910 there was alleged to 
have been a certain conspiracy entered into by certain individ- 
uals for the purpose of cornering the cotton market and putting 
up the price of cotton. In an indictment which was found 
shortly after that time certain individuals were alleged to have 
entered into an agreement with certain mill owners in this 
country who were to take part of this cotton from their hands 
as they bought it and to distribute it. It seems that when the 
time came for the delivery of the cotton the parties having sold 
these contracts claimed that under the Sherman antitrust Jaw 
those individuals who had bought this cotton were guilty of 
an infraction of that law. The truth of the matter is that 
under the operations of the New York Cotton Exchange those 
who had sold this cotton had hoped to deliver the old stock 
that they had accumulated in New York that no one would 
have. As everyone familiar with the conditions knows, in 1910 
we had a comparatively short crop—about 10,500,000 bales of 
cotton. At that time over in England the International Federa- 
tion of Spinners and Weavers met. The situation which con- 
fronted the mill people was freely discussed, and it was stated 
that on account of the increased business, on account of the 
increased demand for cotton on the market, and on account of 
the unprecedented or comparatively unprecedented short crop 
the probabilities were that cotton would go up rapidly. They 
agreed that in order to obviate this disaster to them in their 
profits, without regard to the grower, they would run on short 
time. I believe that was the universal agreement, covering 
every mill both in Europe and in this country. They agreed in 
their association that they would run on short time in order to 
curtail the consumption of raw cotton, so as to increase the 
price of the manufactured product, and to decrease the price of 
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raw cotton, also to preserve the stock to be carried to another 
year. 

During this time certain individuals in New York were sell- 
ing hundreds of thousands of bales of cotton under the spot 
price in the spot centers, expecting, by virtue of loading the 
murket with what is called short sales, to break the price to a 
point where they could buy the gpot cotton on a lower basis 
than that on which they sold and deliver this cotton to the 
European spinners. Certain men realizing that the crop was 
short and that the demand of the world was large profited by 
the experience of one Daniel J. Sully, who believed that the 
world had never set a proper estimate upon the value of 
American cotton and who undertook to corner the future mar- 
ket, not the spot market, and succeeded in demonstrating that 
the value of cotton was far beyond the prices ordinarily of- 
fered. But Sully failed because he had not made preparation 
for receiving and disposing of the actual cotton that might be 
tendered on his contracts. But he demonstrated one fact, and 
thet was that we had not nearly approached the real intrinsic 
value of American cotton as expressed in the terms of the 
world’s needs. Under the Sully boom cotton went to 173 cents 
a pound; the mills bought up hundreds of thousands of bales 
of cotton at that price, converted it into goods, and sold them 
in the market without any mills, so far as we heard of, going 
into bankruptcy. 

When this present combination of manipulators or specula- 
tors got together they took into their confidence, as is alleged, 
or into their agreement, certain mills threughout the country, 
saying to them: “ These parties are offering this cotton cheaper 
than you can buy it in your home market. Now, a8 the season 
has been open, the grade of this year’s cotton good, and it is 
almost impossible for the exchange to load up its warehouses 
with undesirable cotton and offer it on contract, if you will 
agree to take this cotton as it is offered or as we demand it, we 
will deliver it to you or force them to deliver it to you.” Under 
this arrangement when the April notices came due the parties 
having sold these contracts gave notice of delivery of the cot- 
ton. The buyers absorbed practically all the stock that there 
was in the warehouses at New York. The price at which they 
bought this cotton was lower than they could buy spot cotton in 
the South. Then the seliers stood face te face with one of two 
situations, either to pay the premium on their contracts de- 
manded by the parties that bought them, or to go inte the mar- 
kets of the South and buy spot cotton as best they might to 
fulfill their contracts. This meant an inevitable rise in the 
price of cotton throughout the cotton markets in the South. In 
place of that, however, they got a certain manufacturer in 
Alabama—I believe it was—to disclose to them what the agree- 
ment was, namely, that the men buying the contracts should 
demand the cotten and deliver the eotton to the spinners. The 
result was that in place of the contracts being filled these men 
who bonght the cotton were indicted for criminal practices 
under the terms of the Sherman antitrust law and haled into 
court. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from South Carolina allow me to ask him a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yicld to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. What effect does the Senator seek 
to accomplish by this resolution? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I introduced a similar reso- 
lution in 1910 and had it referred to the Department of Jus- 
tice. The then Attorney General informed me that he could 
not investigate the matter; that that was outside of his province. 
Having a new Attorney General in office at this time, I inter- 
viewed him this morning, and he said he was tnetined to take 
the same position taken by the previous Atterney General. I 
then interviewed the Department of Commerce, and they as- 
sured me that, if I could secure the passage of this resvlution 
by the Senate, they would investigate to find out all abeut the 
sale and those who sold the cotton. Here we are indicting men 
for putting up the price of an American product, two-thirds of 
which we sell abroad, and letting go scot-free the men whe have 
attempted to put the price down and to ruin those who produce 
the raw material. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think the Senator aid not munder- 
stand the purport of my inquiry. The inquiry was what prac- 
tical effect does the Senator ‘hope to accomplish by fhis reso- 
lution? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. The practical effect which 
I hope to accomplish is this: If the Department of Commerce 
does its duty thoroughly, and can find out who the parties were 
who sold to this alleged pool, hew much they sold, how much 
they owned at the time of sale, and what was the price at which 
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they sold as compared with the price of the acius) ; 
it would get data enough to indict them in the courts ;, 
the people of this country to understand that those wi: 
the raw material, the ordinary farmer and laborer of ; 
try, have as fair a show in the courts of this eouni, 
men who manipulate the other end. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator yield fi; 
question ? 

Mr. SMITH of South Cardlina. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am not at all familinr \ 
situation of which the Senator speaks. Are the indiciy, 
which the Senator has referred still pending? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. They are still pendine. 
reason I have brought the matter up is because it is ; 
that there were some flaws in the previous indict) , 
men who were attempting to make foreigners pay 2 |- 
price for an American product. There are witnesses w) 
been subpenaed to go before the grand jury of the dis:; 
New York in order that they might perfect the indic(yj.: 
hale these parties into court under a perfected indictme; 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, another o..- 
This matter is, then, still under consideration and activ, | 
Department of Justice? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Yes; so far as the ; 
conspiracy in restraint of trade by cornering the cotion ; 
is concerned; but that is as absurd as to talk about . 
the wind. ; 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Does not the Senator thin! 
the Department of Justice, having one branch of the cs. © 
hand, ought to be allowed to pursue its orderly course as |. : 
whole matter? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. The Departmeit of Ji)- 
refused to investigate the other side of the case. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I understand the Senator to 
that the present head of the Department of Justice is : 
accord with the Senator on this proposition? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. No; the Senator mis 
stands me. The Department of Justice in 1910 said the: i 
would not investigate; that this indictment that is now ;ond- 
ing was investigated by other parties; that the charges 
laid before the grand jury; and that they are simply pro 
under the law to the prosecution of the case. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator allow 
interrupt him right there? The Senator has the facts 
own knowledge, or thinks he has, in regard to the oper 
Does not the Senator think that, if he had presented 
facts to the Department of Justice and those facts shew 
stitute a cause of action against these parties, the De; 
of Justice would proceed? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I have not got the f 
want to get the facts. The Senator from Wyoming ki) 
no man can buy a thing unless somebody sells it: and | 
that that pool bought more cotten than was then on th: 
and somebody had to sell more than they had in or 
that. I want to know who sold the cotton. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am inclined to azree \ 
Senator in that; but it occurs to me that in invesii: ‘ 
offense against the Sherman Antitrust Act the Departs 
Justice has by far the better machinery aud is the bet! 
fied and equipped to investigate and to take advantic 
own investigation. I do not object at all to the 
resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Mr. President—-— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fru: 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I understand from \' 
Senator from South Carolina has said that he believes 
men whe attempted to depress the price, as wel! as tl - 
attempted to raise it, shonli be included in the prosecu! 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. To be sure. The whole: 
tion is, Who are the more guilty—the men who atlemjici ") 
raise the price of this commodity or those who attel 
depress the price below the legitimate value of tle ©! 
measured by the law of supply and demand; who were > 
contract upon contract, thousands upon thousands of bales. \ 
no such amount ef cotton was in sight? I have here @ 
to the effect that over 384,000 bales were sold and actus.) \" 
livered, and that that did not come near exhausting |! 
tracts. In other words, those who were interesied in“ ‘5 

Burepean exportation were selliic Ui! 
contracts without limit on the New York Exchange, ki\\'* 
that they could stand behind a bresstwork of undesiral!: =" ‘ 
and could sell the market far below fhe real value. a 
account of the splendid season and the unusually good 9 
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sabe cotton for the year 1910 the alleged “ pool” bought these 
weemets, demanded specific fulfillment, cleaned out the ware- 
ot os, left the men that had sold short without any breast- 
we vik (9 stand behind, and were in a fair way to put cotton up 
to its legitimate price during that season. Then, in order to 
stop them, these men were indicted as being in a combination 
ond coustiracy in restraint of trade; whereas those who had 
hoe, depressing the price of the cotton, who had been decreas- 
ing the balance of trade in favor of America, the men who were 
ysiug their money and their prestige and their power to put 
own an American product, were allowed to go scot free. 

"Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I suppose we all know, as the 
Senator from South Carolina knows, that there are plenty of 
neaple who are engaged day in and day out in the business of 
celling things they have not got. I am quite with the Senator in 
hopi ie that that sort of business will be broken up. My thought 
ne that the department of the Government that is charged 
with that very thing of breaking up unlawful combinations was 
the department to be intrusted with this investigation. That 
was the only reason for which I rose. It appears, however, that 
it is not. 

" Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I should like to state that 
while I did not bring it over with me I had before me this 
morning a transcript of the report of the Attorney General on 
my previous resolution, stating that all he could do was to give 
his opinion to the proper authorities or proper department, when 
asked, on a specific case; that he could not investigate. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, 1 suppose the 
Seyator has such a statement as that, because he says he has; 
but if he has such a statement as that, it is entirely without 
foundation, because the Department of Justice is bound to inves- 
tigate these allegations of violation of the Sherman Antitrust 
Act whenever they are brought to its notice. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Then, why did not the 
Atiorney General direct it to be done? 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. I do not know why he did not. I 
an not speaking of the past; I am speaking of the present. I 
believe the Department of Justice, as now constituted, will be 
faithful in the performance of its duties, as it has been faith- 
ful in the performance of its duties in the past as formerly 
constituted. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I am glad to hear the Sena- 
tor from Wyoming say that he thinks the present Department 
of Justice will come nearer doing its duty than the previous 
one, for I assure him that the previous head of that depart- 
ment said that this matter was outside of his jurisdiction, and 
he absolutely refused to have anything to do with it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator can find any more 
effective way of preventing the Department of Justice from 
pursuing its inquiries in this direction than his present reso- 
lution, I am unable to see it. He takes the investigation out 
of the jurisdiction of the Department of Justice and imposes it 
upon the Department of Commerce. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I should like to state to the 
Senator from Wyoming that I interviewed the Attorney General 
this morning, and he said that, without going into the matter 
or investigating it further, he was rather inclined to the opin- 
lon that the Department of Justice could not make investiga- 
tions which in turn would become the foundation for an indict- 
ment in that department; that they simply had to depend upon 
facts presented to them. But be that as it may, upon the state- 
nent of the Department of Commerce that they would thor- 
oughly investigate this matter-—— 

Mr. BORAH, Mr. President—— 

_The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. Did I understand the Senator to say that the 
Attorney General was of the opinion that the Department of 
Justice could not make an investigation of the conditions and 
then use the facts which they ascertained as the basis of an 
indictment ? That is, that the department could not initiate an 
ee nlenten and lay whatever facts it secured before a grand 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I will state to the Senator 
from Idaho that that opinion was set forth in detail by the 
Previous Attorney General, Mr. Wickersham. The opinion, as 
expressed by him, was printed in the report. I inadvertently 
left it in my office this morning. That was his opinion, how- 
ever, stated over his signature. 
ear CLARK of Wyoming. I understood the Senator to say 
o_o head of the Department of Justice told him the 
“ne SMITH of South Carolina. This morning, when I went 

nterview the present Attorney General, he was of opinion, 


without investigating this specific case, that the previous Attor- 
ney General was right. 

Mr. BORAH. Did he maintain that the Department of Jus- 
tice could not make an investigation and use the facts which it 
had for the purpose of prosecuting? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I am simply making a state- 
ment of what I understood the former Attorney General's report 
to mean. I will send and get, and ask the privilege of having 
incorporated in my remarks, the opinion expressed by Mr. 
Wickersham on this identical resolution. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Why can we not have the opinion 
of the present Attorney General? Mr. Wickersham has passed 
out of oftice. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. It has not been before him to 
pass upon. This was simply a private conversation. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I understood that the Senator 
wanted this investigation made by the Department of Commerce 
because the present Attorney General was of the opitiion that 
he had no authority to make the investigation. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. That was his tentative opin- 
ion. He did not know what was involved in it. I stated to 
him that the reason I came was that the previous Attorney Gen- 
eral had expressed this opinion, which I will have brought in 
and read before you, in which he cites case after case in which 
he is sustained by previous Attorneys Genergl, to the effect that 
the function of that office is not to investigate except under an 
order from the President. He cites the kind of investigation he 
can make, but holds that he ean not go in and investigate to 
find out facts for any other department, even at the order of 
Congress. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Then I understand the Senator 
from South Carolina wants this investigation made by the De- 
partment of Commerce, in order that the results of that investi- 
gation may be given to the Attorney General for the purpose of 
bringing an indictment against the parties if guilty? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I think the Attor- 
ney General himself should make the investigation. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do. 

Mr. KENYON. I am surprised by the statement of the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina. It is rather an amazing one, and it 
seems to me he must be mistaken. I can not believe that the 
Attorney General has laid down the doctrine that the Depart- 
ment of Justice can not investigate and then use the material 
it secures for the purpose of prosecution or suit. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Except on the order of the 
President. 

Mr. KENYON. If the Senator will permit me a moment fur- 
ther, I was connected with the Department of Justice for about 
a year, and I know that is not the practice. There is a corps 
of investigators especially organized for the purpose of making 
investigations, and those investigations are acted upon either 
by placing the facts before a grand jury or by starting a suit in 
equity. In the Cotton-Pool case, to which the Senator refers, as 
I remember, there was a plea of guilty entered by some of the 
gentlemen who I assume he believes were unjustly prosecuted. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. If the Senator will pardon 
me a minute, I want to correct his statement that I assume that 
those who are now indicted are not guilty. I am not making 
any assumption pro or con as to that, but I do claim that if those 
who bought this cotton were guilty of a restraint of trade those 
who sold it were guiltier still. That is the allegation I make 

Mr. KENYON. I should like to see them all prosecuted, and 
I was very glad to see these men prosecuted. The conspiracy 
was cold-blooded and it levied tribute upon everybody in this 
country who was compelled to buy cotton goods. As a matter 
of fact, some of these men themselves plead guilty and paid 
fines, acknowledging their own guilt. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. I suspect that if we could get the Attorney 
General’s opinion we would find that the Attorney General said 
no more than that the facts that were gathered by the depart- 
ment would have to be laid before a grand jury before an in- 
dictment could be found. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I prefer to get the opinion 
and read it, and that will set at rest all this controversy as to 
what he did say. Then we will all stand corrected. I will send 
and have it gotten. ' 
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Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not understand that the Sen- 
ator has the opinion of the present Attorney General. The 
opinion the Senator refers to is the opinion of former Attorney 
General Wickersham. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I have the opinion of the 
former Attorney General in printed form over at my office. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. But what we are interested in is 
the opinion of the present Attorney General. If the present 
Attorney General thinks he has not the power to make this 
investigation, then by all means let us give him the power, or 
give it to somebody else; but if in his opinion he has the power 
he can make the investigation, and no other department can 
make ft. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I should infinitely prefer a 
department where there would be no doubt as to its authority 
to get the facts I want than to refer it to one where there is 
already an adverse opinion, and where the present Attorney 
General has not had sufficient data to know whether his opinion 
would be adverse or not. This is a matter that needs to be 
attended to now. Therefore, if these facts can be gathered by 
the Department of Commerce as expeditiously as they can be 
gathered by the Department of Justice, and perhaps more so, 
when they are ascertained they can be laid before the Attorney 
General for such action as may be proper in the premises. 

I shall ask the privilege of reading the opinion as soon as it 
comes into the Chamber. In the meantime I ask that this reso- 
lution be acted upon, : 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, may we have the resolution 
read, again? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not desire to oppose this 
resolution, but does the Senator think this resolution is neces- 
sary in order to enable the Department of Commerce to make an 
investigation? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I think it is, I talked to 
the Secretary; we went over those points, and he said he would 
tuke them up and gather the facts and see just who the parties 
were, and all the circumstances surrounding the alleged sale. 

Mr. BORAH. If the resolution is necessary, it will be a 
source of great relief to the manufacturers of this country who 
are about to be investigated. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Yes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think it ought to go over, at 
least until we can find out about the difference between the 
two departments. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There being objection, the resolu- 
tion goes over. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina subsequently said: Mr. Presi- 
dent, I now have the opinion of the Attorney General, and I 
want to incorporate it with the remarks that I made in refer- 
erence to my resolution this morning. I gave notice while I was 
speaking that I would have it done. 

I will take this occasion to say, as there was some confusion 
as to what I did say in reference to the opinion of the present 
Attorney General, that he has given no opinion in reference to 
it at all. He only suggested that the former Attorney General 
was right, and he did say to me that on account of the press 
of business in his office he was afraid he could not give it 
attention; that later on he might do so. 

In view of this opinion of the former Attorney General, which 
I ask to have printed, I want to state that I took it upon my- 
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that sold the cotton alleged to have been bought by a poo! «+ 
who are now under investigation by the Department «f J; 
what prices these parties sold this cdtton, and whethey 
owned the cotton at the time of the sale thereof, and the ; 
cotton in the South on the date of the making of these ey, 
sale of these contracts, and to report the same at the « 
moment to the Senate.” 

The investigation now being carried on by this departin:n; 
a so-called “pool” in cotton is for the purpose of aseortsj; 
or not a crime against the laws of the United States |: 
mitted. That investigation is being conducted with the si: 
jury, whose proceedings are necessarily secret, and the | 
duced before it, under well-settled rules of law, is for | 
grand jury, whose functions are purely judicial and may » 
aid of legislative inquiry. (Re Summerhayes, 70 Fed. Rep. 760 
Kilpatrick, 16 Fed. Rep., 765; Fotheringham v. Adams [:\)); 
Fed. Rep., 646.) Nor can I lawfully conduct such an ij 
resolution describes, for the purpose of ascertaining and 1 
for the consideration of the Senate. . 

The powers and duties of the 
by law. 

He is required to give his advice and opinion upon ques: 
whenever required by the President, or by the head of an 
department. (U.S. R. 8., secs. 854, 356.) He may conduc 
any case in any court of the United States in which the | 
is interested. (Id., sec. 359.) y no statute is he reqni 
mitted to conduct an investigation in aid of the levislatiy 
the Government. While under the Constitution, and = jy.) 
of statute, the President may call upon the Attorney Ge. 
other head of one of the departments of Government for {.; 
“upon any subject relating to the duties of their respecsiy, 
(Const., Art. II, sec. 2; 23 Opin., 360), yet it has been 
by my predecessors that the laws do not permit the Atico: 
“to give advice at the call of either House of Congress. . 
gress itself, but only to the President or the head of :n «x 
partment’ (18 Op., 87), and that he can not undertake {o °» 
and report upon questions of fact, even for the head of one of ; 
departments of the Government (17 Op., 436; 19 Op., 465: 2) « 
384 ; 23 Op., 281). . 

As early as 1820 Attorney General Wirt, in reply to a r 
the House of Representatives requesting him to report. jis 
with respect to a certain petition and documents referred | 
the House, requested to be excused from so doing upon tis 
that there was no provision of law imposing upon him 1!) 
ance of such duty as would be required in order to comply 
resolution. (1 Op., 335.) 

In 1854 Attorney General Caleb Cushing advised the Secret 
Interior that he was not bound to consider a resolution of 1) 
neers a claim against the Government which, under t): 
within the jurisdiction of his department, as mandatory on | 
pelling him to liquidate the claim against his judgment «f 1 
the case. The Constitution, he said, “has not given to o!! 
of the Legislature the power, by separate resoluiion of 
construe judicially a general law or to apply it exeeutively « 
case. And its resolutions have obligatory force only so far . 
a or sings dependent on its own separate constliliution: 
(6 680, 4.) 


Attorne General Williams, in 1872, declined to exami: 
papers referred to him by the House Committee on Foreicy 
touching the claims of several insurance companies growiie 0: 
loss of a vessel in Chinese waters, and to give the commilti. 
ion concerning the same, upon the ground that it was not «© 
his duty but that he had no right to give his official «) 
respect to such matters (14 Op., 17); and the same Attorn 
fh advising the Secretary of the Interior with respect 1) 
report, said: 

“Several of my predecessors have decided, and on thr 
occasions I have affirmed their views, that the Attorney Ger 
not authorized to give his official opinion upon a ¢all of either ti 
Congress or any committee thereof as to any matter pendine |» 
Congress. * * * JI fully recognize the right of the head of a 
the departments to call upon me for an official opinion in r 
any question of law pending before the department by wi: 
the call is made and I consider it my duty promptly to ™ 
such a call; but I can not recognize the right of any comity 
Congress to call for such an opinion for their own use in mat! 
legislation.” * * * (14 Op., x78.) . ) 

n 1861 Attorney General Bates acknowledged the receipt of 
lution of the Senate, referring a petition to him and requestine 
to inquire into the facts and law of the case and report his © 
the Senate at its next session, but respectfully declined to com)! 
such request on the ground that, in the absence of any s{atui 
thority to give official opinions to the legislative department « 
Government, the assumption of such a power by the Atlorn y | 
would be in violation of his oath of office and of danverous +) 


on 


Attorney General are 


t 


n 


and that, moreover, he was not provided by law with the meins | 


obtaining the information desired. 


He said: 

“The statutory provision, and the only one which author e 
Attorney General to er opinions, is contained in the act of Seyi! 
24, 1789. By that act he is required to give his advice and opinio tps 
questions of law when required by the President of the United Sits 
or when requested by the heads of any of the departments, (\" 
any matters that may concern their departments. (1 Stat...) 
thus limited to the duty of giving ane upon questions of li, te 
Attorney General. has not been clothed with the power to inyvtss" 
matters of fact. He has no authority to compel the aticniiu’ © 
witnesses or to administer oaths to them; and, in short, has mr 
the machinery by which, through the control of persons ani pio 
truth may be elicited and falsehood ex . Thus deficient in 0 
means of ascertaining the facts, his conclusions upon the liw wor 
necessarily be valueless, since their accuracy would depend on | prod 
ness and certainty with which the facts were established. It Wi) ' 
fore be seen that however stronely my own feelings may aes i 
to accept the commission with which the Senate has honore’ to iv 
want of power to execute it effectively compels me to decline It) ah | 
trust that the Senate will find, in the reasons which | have a G4) 
liberty to suggest, a t justification for so doing.” (10 OP. Ul 

The views e in this opinion, so far as I am able to \ ry 
have been uniformly acted upon by my ecessors, and | mae y 
no case where an inquiry such as the Senate resolution of Apr - 
1910, calls for has been conducted by the Attorney General 


self to call upon the Department of Commerce to have them 
investigate and find the data that I am looking for. I think 
those who will read the opinion as coming from the former 
Attorney General will find that the position he took in refer- 
ence thereto was exactly as has been stated. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the opinion 
of Attorney General Wickersham will be printed in the Recorp. 
There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
DEALING IN COTTON FUTURES. 
Letter from the Attorney General, in se to a Senate resolution of 
April 29, 1910, directing the Attorney General to report to the Senate 


the names of the party, ——. or corporations that sold cotton 

alleged to have been bought by a pool, together with the prices. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
Washington, D. O., May 6, 1910. 
receipt of a resolution adopted by the Senate on April 
the following language: . 

the Attorney Sencral be, and he is hereby, directed 
to the names of the party or parties or corporations 


the 
: ft 
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*o reasons, with the greatest respect, I am constrained to 
: sau ena that it will be impossible for me to comply with the 
west contained in that resolution. 


in 
. Respectfully, 


7 Gro. W. WICKERSHAM, 
Attorney General. 


The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATB, 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. WORKS. A few days ago I asked for the present con- 
ciderstion of the bill (S. 485) to amend section 1 of the act en- 
titled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to 
the judiciary.” approved March 3, 1911, which was reported 
from the Judiciary Committee. The Senator from Ark:nsas 
[Mr. CLARKE] asked for an opportunity to look into it and ob- 
jected to its consideration at that time. The bill was read. I 
understand the Senator from Arkansas will not make further 
objection. I therefore ask unanimous consent that the bill may 
be placed upon its passage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

; Mr. WORKS. The bill has already been read. It is simply 
to add an additional judge for the southern district of Cali- 
ornia. 

, The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


The bill will be read for the in- 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I desire to ask a question of 
the chuirman of the Finance Committee, if he will give me his 
attention. 

The Finance Committee has recently published a compari- 
son between the existing tariff law and the proposed tariff law 
in which the specific duties in the existing law are converted 
into what are called equivalent ad valorems. I think it would 
be helpful to those of us who expect to give that subject some 
thought and study if the chairman of the Finance Committee 
would tell the Senate the plan that has been adopted under 
which these specific duties have been so transformed; that is to 
say. by what method is the equivalent ad valorem duty ascer- 
tained. 

I do not ask for this information in any captious spirit. It will 
frequently be referred to in the future, and I think all Senators 
ought to know how this has been done, in order that we may 
prepare ourselves for whatever observations we see fit to make 
upon the work of the committee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not know that I am 
able to give the Senator the exact method by which the specific 
and compound duties were reduced to ad valorem equivalents. 
The Senator knows that that has been done in connection with 
every revision of the tariff in recent years. It was worked 
out when the present tariff law was considered in 1909. It was 
worked out when we were attempting to revise the tariff in 1912 
by the schedule-bill process. 

These calculations are made by Government experts. I am 
not able to tell the Senator exactly the basis upon which the 
experts make these conversions. I think, however, I am cor- 
rect in the general basic statement that they calculate upon the 
basis of the actual imports of the specific article for the spe- 
cific year. In the comparative statement that the committee 
has caused to be prepared and printed I think they selected two 
years instead of one, the actual importations in 1911 and the 
actnal importations in 1912. 

Now, the exact mathematical process by which the expert 
reaches his conclusion as to what is the ad valorem equivalent 
of each specific duty I am not able to tell the Senator, but if he 
desires that information specifically I will have the expert who 
is doing the work furnish the Senator the information, or if 
he prefers I will have it furnished to me and I will state it to 
the Senate. 

I will state at this time that an expert assigned by the 
Treasury Department, an expert in whom I have great confi- 
dence, is going over the items. I think that he has assisted 
neirly all the committees who have prepared statements within 
the last four years in getting up the data showing the ad 
Valorem equivalents. 

I will say in this connection that the print we have had 
made is simply a tentative print. It is to be revised. There 
niay be errors in it. It was gotten up probably a little hur- 
riedly and probably in advance of some other facts that will 
hecessarily cause it to be revised. I am having this particular 


expert go over the calculations to be sure that they are 
accurate, 





Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I do not know that there has 
been a mistake made—— 

Mr. SIMMONS. None has been called to my attention. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not suggest that there is any error in 
the computation itself. I know that the information in this 
comparison is very misleading, just as similar information in a 
former comparison was very misleading. I know how the at- 
tempt was made a few years ago and I did not know whether 
the committee was pursuing the same plan. We will have oc- 
casion as we go through the bill to compare the two bills, | 
assume, very carefully, and every Senator ought to know how 
these equivalent ad valorems have been reached. 

For instance, take a little industry in my own State, known 
as the pearl-button industry. This comparison states (hat under 
the existing law the equivalent of the specific duty which is 
now imposed is 46 per cent, I think. I may be wrong, but !t is 
about that. It also states that the proposed duty is 40 per 
cent, showing a reduction of but 6 per cent. That does not 
state the facts substantially. These specific duties sre, with re- 
gard to many of these buttons, 100 per cent; with regard to 
ether qualities or grades possibly not 30 per cent, and when 
they are all grouped and an average ad valorem is given we are 
led to a conclusion that is not warranted by the facts. 

I would be very glad if the chairman of the committee would 
have the expert who has the matter in charge furnish, so that 
it will be accessible to ali of us, the plan that he has adopted 
through which he has worked out these equivalent ad valorenis. 
We all want the exact truth; nothing but the truth; and [ am 
sure the chairman of the Committee on Finance wants that 
quite as much as anybody. It will not be a great labor, and 
I hope the chairman will see that it is done. 


Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Iowa is correct in his 
statement. It is very important that these statements as to ad 
valorem equivalents should be as accurate as possible. 1 think, 
however, the Senator will recognize the fact that there is very 


great difficulty in securing an entirely accurate statement as to 
the ad valorem equivalent in respect to some of the paragrapls 
of the bill. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I quite agree with that. 

Mr. SIMMONS. For instance, where there is a paragraph 
grouping a great many different items, imposing upoiw some a 
specific duty, upon others a compound duty, upon others an ad 
valorem duty, it is difficult to ascertain exactly what is the ad 
yalorem equivalent of the duty imposed upon each -one of the 
separate items. In view of the fact that frequently in our 
reports they are grouped together and an average price of the 
imports is given instead of the price of the importation of the 
items in the paragraph, there is some confusion, and the sum 
becomes an exceedingly complicated one. I will state to the 
Senator that the expert in charge of that work has said to me 
that in some instances it was impossible for him to ascertsin 
and calculate accurately the ad valorem equivalent. 

But I will be glad, Mr. President, to furnish the Senator with 
a statement of the method by which our expert has reached this 
conclusion, and if the Senator has some other method that he 
thinks will be more accurate I shall be glad to take it into 
consideration. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from North Carolina will 
understand that I am not asking for this personally. I want 
it for the benefit of all Senators and for the enlightenment of 
the debate that is sure to follow. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I understand. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I not only agree with the Senator from 
North Carolina and his expert that it is very difficult, but I 
go further and say that it is absolutely impossible. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In some cases I think it is. 

Mr. CUMMINS. In very many cases; and when it {s re- 
marked here that the reduction in this bill, as compared with 
the present law, is 25 per cent or 33 per cent: or something of 
that sort it means nothing whatsoever from the standpoint of 
one who believes in the doctrine of protection. I do not want 
either the country or the Senate to be misled in the very 
beginning of the debate by a comparison that is necessarily 
misleading and wrong, because I do not believe that there is 
any person connected with the Treasury Department who can, 
from the records in the office, state the equivalent ad valorem 
of many of the specific duties in the present law. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, with the permission of the 
Senator from North Carolina, if I recall correctly, four years 
ago when we had the Payne-Aldrich bill under consideration 
the Finance Committee submitted to the Senate an elaborate 
comparative table embracing all the schedules in which spe- 
cific and composite duties, together with the ad valorem duties, 
were put down in columns, showing 2 comparison between the 
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ad valorem duties of the Dingley law, the then existing law, | ing importations of goods of different values and so). \:, 
und the proposed law. Am I not correct? The Senator from | slight importations and others with large importations. a 
Utah [Mr. Smoor] was on the committee then. Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, in the very situatioy ...) ,,, 

Mr. CUMMINS. That is right. dition to which the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] rf 

Mr. SIMMONS. We have had prepared and there has already | making these calculations these schedules are broke) ; 
been printed, subject to revision hereafter, almost an identi- a and where there are large importation. 
cal—-— valorem equivalent is given upon each item in each se)\..) 

Mr. BACON. I am simply predicating what I was going to Mr. SMOOT. No; not on each bracket within the ; 
say by what I have said so far. I was not in any manner Mr. SIMMONS. So far as it can be done. I say w! 
criticizing what was done or what is proposed to be done. are importations and the duties are different upon t}). 

Mr. SIMMONS. I understand. items or the different brackets, if the Senator will got 

Mr. BACON. But what I want to ask is this: The Senator | book, which is a comparative statement and which fi. 
now states as absolutely unreliable, not in any manner to be | same general plan, he will find that the paragraph is |); 
depended upon, what was presented to the Senate four years | as to a number of items, and the calculation of eac 
ugo as a statement which could be depended upon. based upon the actual importation of that item. Of , 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, just a moment. The Sena- | there are no importations of any item, then how you :1- 
tor from Georgia may remember, or may not, that I stated | rive at the ad valorem equivalent is a very difficult pr 
then precisely what I am stating now with regard to the Mr. SMOOT. Not at all. 
attempt to convert the specific duties into ad valorem equiva- Mr. SIMMONS. But, as the Senator says, while the 
lents. I do not want to begin the debate upon the bill before | ments can not be considered as absolutely accurate in ; 
us without a thorough understanding upon that point. I think, Mr. President, under the method of calculation thy.) 

Mr. BACON. After the Senator from North Carolina has | are substantially accurate. 
disclosed the method so far as he can do so under which they Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, the Senator from 
are now proceeding to ascertain the ad valorem duties, I was | SMoor] has not covered the whole difficulty. Where 1! 
proceeding to ask in what does that method differ from the - eee - a eo “oy ad valorem. «1 
method which was adopted then, e equivalent of the specific duty, is of no value what-«. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator from Georgia will permit me, | it is not a guide in another instance. I put an imegi: 
the same gentleman who made those tables before is making | of ge a ae dee of gees duty of 5 
them now. a yard on woolen cloth, an uring the year there \ 

Mr. BACON. I understood the Senator to say so, but the | ported woolen cloths of the value of from 50 cents a yar! 
objection having come from the other side, which had pre- | a yard. The Treasury Departmcnt keeps no such recor! ;s \ 
vicusly presented similar statements, I wanted to know in what | enable them to ascertain how much was imported at 50 
way what they then represented to us to be authentic differed | yard, how much at a dollar a yard, how much at a duo! 
from the course which is now being pursued. = a ae a ee . alii 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— r. e e ireasury Vepartment does keey | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from North Caro-| Mr. CUMMINS. On the contrary, [ have a specitic 
lina yield to the Senator from Utah? or had a few years ago, which I think was put into ‘he !: 

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield to the Senator. that the Treasury Department could not give me that infer, 

Mr. SMOOT. I oe want the statement to go out that | when articles were classified in one class and imported in ( 
it is impossible to find the equivalent ad valorem on goods | I have described. I do not say that there are not ii tli 
imported into this country. I will admit that ad valorem rates | ury somewhere invoices and matters of that kind fro 
are on their face misleading, but they are not incorrect. Let | the Secretary of the Treasury could eventually, by | 
me give an instance, and then I will explain to the Senator what ree 4 ascertain a = wanted ; there is 
I mean, and I think he will admit it. nformation there now ready for our use. is port 

Mr. CUMMINS. I know what the Senator means, and he | dent ce a agua —— Fo a. . thet 
is right. aggrega ani e amount o uty collected, venliss SX} 

Mr. SMOOT. I will explain by referring to the very item applied to those importations it affords no valuable or 1" 
that was spoken of by the Senator from Iowa—pearl buttons. mae mt gen. sg th gang a roe . 
The rate provided in the present law begins with the very : poea re 
cheapest button and ends with the most costly button; or, in we such duties when you attach an ad vali 
caine aaa ae ee I do 7 eee that - ee srg tee is 

Under the present law, under the rates provided, the cheap = eee ro : Mem ee Sen se ete 
button sometimes carries a rate of 200 per cent—more than the a cmeaitl ; ‘th: a a re cheut ee catnaes 2928 
goods cost to make in this country. There are no importations Bich _ A if oe aiaeatniine ae och a a 
of this class of goods to speak of to this country. But take the to th » bag hich = ific duties ve Ss oats ot Mil Pi 
expensive button, the large pearl button, the most expensive but- - saleniien ™ =e - seit ceils 
ton used in the most costly dresses for ladies, and the duty does ; ee 
pat amount to more than 28 per cet BO pe pn gee 

But it is a mistake to say that we can not find the equivalent | country and the naan per yard, it would be impossi!': 
ad valorem of all the goods that are imported into this country; | gna out what was the amount of the importatious 
but when we take the high equivalent ad valorem on items having | 9 weoynt is kept at the Treasury Department. On oork al 
slight Importations, such as the cheaper line of pearl buttons, | into the United States an account is kept of the 1 
ond average it with the low equivalent ad valorem on high- ards, not only of woolen goods but on all other tex! 
rriced pearl buttons, of which there are large importations, it a heat . Sah at which the goods ase invoiced and at v 
shows a very low equivalent ad valorem rate on cheap buttons | 4), eee count It is true that in each bracket 
nnd raises the actual rate on high-priced buttons. - y as ee a a 

‘ the bracket within the paragraph—the yards and pri 

Therefore in pearl buttons we find tat the equivalent ad | ana reported by the Treasury Department as falling 01 
valorem of all the buttons that are imported into this country | particular paragraph. We take the importations «1! \ 
under the present law is 46 per cent, whereas the Underwood unit of each of the brackets of the paragraph to arrive : 
bill provides a duty of 40 per cent on all classes of pearl but- i all the e 

equivalent ad valorem. All my calculations and a! 
tons, making no difference between the class of buttons, whether 7 Iv wayt 
rience I have had in the past prove this is the on!) 
they be cheap or whether they be high priced. The result is an can arrive at the different equivalent ad valorem ©: 
increase from the present duty upon the high-priced button, but | ¢5 rig bills. 
an immense decrease on the cheaper grade of button. INVESTIGATION BY FINANCE COMMITTEE. 

That is all there is in this question. The expert of the depart- The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the » 
ment is absolutely correct in his figures, as he takes into con- luti i f i day, which wi!! ! 
sideration only the importation to this country. In our com- oan te arene can Wher ee : e te «Ss de 88) submit! 
parisons we do not take into consideration the amount of goods Mr. PE tary rea ee foll ee es" 
made in this country; but to get the information the Senator | Mt- PENRose on the 19th instant, as follow: iia a 41 
from Iowa [Mr. Cummins] wants and what we ought to have, | ¢./c*pived. That 2.000 copies of the ameined by the Senate 
we mrss oe into consideration in fixing a rate the amount qasie oe ie Fousrre) to tee motion of ¢ e eee fi 

‘ 8 ntry, aro r. SIMMONS . R, 332 referred to the ( 
wor iu Sales what sate ckoud’ Se itetabed: ona not base on Finance be printed for the use of the Senate ; together \ 


=i coageee as appropriate to be asked of manttact\ 
the rate upon an equivalent ad valorem arrived at by compar- mator from Kansas (Mr Bristow] at to-day's session, Moy 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in the absence of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], I ask that the resolu- 
tion be passed over without prejudice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table. 


PAINT CREEK COAL FIELDS, WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I present the report of the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor on the West Virginia investigation 
resolution. 

Mr. KERN. I should like to have the report read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read the report. ; 

The Seeretary read the report (No. 52), as follows: 

The Committee on Education and Labor, having considered the reso- 
lution (S. Res. 37) authorizing the appointment of a committee to make 
on investigation of conditions in the Paint Creek district, West Vir- 
vinia, reports it back to the Senate favorably and recommends its pas- 
with amendments so as to read as follows: 
vcsolved, That the Senate Committee on Education and Labor is 
authorized and directed to make a thorough and complete in- 
tication of the conditions existing in the Paint Creek coal fields of 
West Virginia, for the purpose of ascertaining— 

“First. Whether or not any system of peonage has been or is main- 
tained in said coal fields. 

“Second, Whether cr not postal services and facilities have been or 
are interfered with or obstructed in said coal fields; and if so, by 

0 ‘ 
= Third. Whether or not the immigration laws of this country have 
been or are being violated in said coal fields; and if so, by whom; and 
whether or not there have been discriminations against said coal fields 
in the administration of the immigration laws at ports of entry. 

“Fourth. Investigate and report all facts and circumstances relating 
to the charge that citizens of the United States have been arrested, 
tried, and convicted contrary to or in violation of the Constitution or 
the laws of the United States. 

“Fifth. Investigate and report to what extent the conditions existing 
in said coal fields in West Virginia have been caused by agreements and 
combinations entered into contrary to the laws of the United States, for 
the purpose of controlling the production, sale, and transportation of 
the coal of these fields. 

“Sixth. Investigate and report whether or not firearms, ammuni- 
tion, and explosives have been shipped into the said coal fields with 
the purpose to exclude the products of said coal fields from competitive 
markets in interstate trade; and if so, by whom, and by whom paid for. 

“Seventh. If any or all of these conditions exist, the causes leading 
up to such conditions.” 

Said committee or any subcommittee thereof is hereby empowered to 
sit and act during the session or recess of Congress or of either House 
thereof at such time and place as it may deem necessary; to require by 
subpena or otherwise the attendance of witnesses and the production 
of papers, books, and documents; to employ stenographers, at a cost 
not exceeling $1 per printed page, to take and make a record vf all 
evidence taken and received = the committee and keep a record of its 
vroceedings ; to have such evidence, record, and other matter required 
ty the comraittee printed, and to employ such other clerical assistance 
as may be necessary. The chairman of the committee or any member 
thereof may administer oaths to witnesses. Subpoenas for witnesses 
shall be issued under the signature of the chairman of the committee 
or subcommittee thereof. Every person who, having been summoned as 
a witness by authority of said committee or any subcommittee thereof, 
willfully makes default or who, having appeared, refuses to answer any 
questions pertinent to the investigation herein authorized shall be 
held to the — provided by section-102 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

‘The expenses thereof shall be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate on vouchers ordered by said committee, sign -d by the chairman 
thereof, and approved by the Committee on Contingent Expenses. ‘ 


Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the report and resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the report 
and resolution. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The question is, Shall the report and the resolution as amended 
be adopted? Is there any objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the resolution is adopted. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I do not intend to object to the 
consideration of the resolution, but I desire to make this state- 
ment: At the time this matter was first suggested I was, and 
even now I am, under the impression that it was a matter which 
the Senate should not undertake to investigate. My reasons I 
have already given to the Senate. I see, though, from the re- 
port of the committee, which is a unanimous report, that there 
18 a disposition that this investigation shall be made. 

I desire simply to repeat what I said in the beginning, so as 
to emphasize it now, that there never has been any objection 
either on my part or on the part of the governor of West Vir- 
sinkt or any of the officials, civil or military, of that State as 
to the proposed investigation, except that it was a matter per- 
taining to the State alone, and that as yet the State has not 
exhibited to the country the fact that it can not manage its 
own affairs. Gov. Hatfield invites this investigation. 

I am still under the impression that the Senate is undertaking 
© do something that it ought not to do. I venture the asser- 
ion that before long, if this is to be used as a precedent, no 
the end will be; and I say that such a pro- 
hever yet has been resorted to by the Senate of the 
States. No one on this floor can put his finger on a 
nstance where such an investigation has been under- 
n one of the States of this Nation. Great industries 
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have been investigated, questions that are involved in matters 
that pertain to all the States and to the Nation have been 
investigated by committees of Congress, but not a question of 
this kind. In this case local matters are involved; local matters 
can be attended to by the courts, and have been attended to by 
the courts or by the executive, and they have been attended 
to by the executives of all the States. I simply want to euter 
my protest against this being considered, then, a precedent of 
that kind. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West 
ginia yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. GOFF. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. I have not refreshed my recollection as to the 
precise form of the resolution or just the nature of the in- 
vestigation undertaken, but I do recall that the Coevr d'Alene 
matter to which the Senator referred the other day was investi- 
gated by Congress. 

Mr. GOFF. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. I remember the fact that at the time the trials 
were proceeding we were honored by a visit from a committee 
of Congress, and I know that a very extensive investigation 
was made here after the trials were over. I have not looked 
into the form of the resolution to see precisely what its wording 
was, but I know that there was an investigation had of the 
domestic affairs of the State, based largely, I apprehend, upon 
the same allegations which have been made in this case. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, if the Senator from Idaho will 
make an investigation, he will find that it was not along the 
same lines. The Senator will look in vain, I say, for that 
which duplicates the proceeding that is now to be undertaken. 

Mr. BORAH. May I ask the Senator, as he has evidently 
looked into it, upon what theory did they proceed to investigate 
the conditions in Idaho at that time? 

Mr. GOFF. The theory was not that the State of Idaho was 
depriving anyone of his constitutional rights, not that the State 
of Idaho was by its military power or authority doing anything 
to deprive a citizen of the United States of his privileges under 
the law, but whether or not the conditions then existing in the 
mining regions of Idaho were of that character that survested 
to the Senate of the United States the importance of an investi 
gation relative to the labor difficulties then existing in that sec 
tion. The State of Idaho was not arralgned; the governor of 
the State of Idaho was not arraigned; the authorities of the 
State of Idaho were not arraigned. That is the position I am 
taking, and that is what I meant by the reference. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the governor of Idaho was ar- 
raigned most severely. 

Mr. GOFF. Well, I mean in the resolution. 

Mr. BORAH. All his acts were made the subject of inquiry 
at the investigation. He himself came here and went upon the 
witness stand; the attorneys representing the State eame here 
and went upon the witness stand; and all the matters such as 
tve are going into now were gone into at that time. Whether 
the resolution in the first instance seemed to cover the subjects 
that it is proposed to cover in the pending resolution, the result 
was that we finally entered into a consideration of the same 
class of facts that we are proposing to consider now. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I have no further objection to 
submit to the Senate relative to the proposed investigation. I 
hope the resolution as proposed to be amended by the committee 
will be adopted. I pledge that the authorities of the State of 
West Virginia will give due consideration and every attention 
to the committee that the Senate will send there. 

By the way, it may not be inappropriate for me to refer, us 
has been so often done in this discussion, to the morning jour- 
nals. I see in those journals that another committee has pre 
ceded the committee to be sent by the Senate into the mining 
region of West Virginin. At the head of that committee 1 find 
one who was lately a candidate for the Presidency of the United 
States, and with him a distinguished Member of the other 
House in the last Congress, and still a third member. I see the 
journals report that after they had visited the region and had 
advised with the governor they stated that they had been mis- 
informed by the false reports sent out from that section and, 
based upon that misinformation, that they had severely criti- 
cized the governor. I mean, of course, Mr. Debs, Mr. Berger, 
and another gentleman whose name I do not recall. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the junior Senator from 
West Virginia yield to the senior Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. GOFF. I do. 

Mr. CHILTON. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
to that interview. I have it and should like to send it to the 
desk and have it read as part of the Senator’s remarks. 
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Mr. GOFF. I yield for that purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reading? 
The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[from the Parkersburg Sentinel of May 24, 1913.] 
SOCTALISTS GUSH OVER HATFIELD—-BERGEK SAYS HE HAS A DIFFERENT 

OPINION NOW OF GOVERNOR—DEBS TELLS HATFIELD THAT HE WILL 

VRINT SOME GOOD THINGS. 

CHARLESTON, W. VA., May 24, 1913. 

Eugene V. Debs, Socialistic candidate at the last national election for 
the Presidency of the United States; Victor. Berger, of Milwaukee, 
former Congressman and member of the Soctalist Party; and Adolph 
Germer, a Socialist leader of Illinois, all representing the national 
Socialist Party, accompanied by John Moore, a labor leader representin 
Gov. Hatfield, and Pau! J. Paulson, member of the International Boar 
of United Mine Workers, left this city this morning for the Paint and 
Cabin Creek coal fields. It is expected that they will return to-night, 
and to-morrow they will visit the New River fields. 

Berger in a statement to-day said: “I have an entirely different im- 
Pa to the one I previously had of the West Virginia executive and 
nis attitude toward the workingman;”" while Debs told the governor: 
“ You have been placed in a false light. I have said some harsh things 
of you in print, but now I will correct them.” Much data and informa- 
tion was laid before the Socialist leaders by the governor. 

Mr. GOFF. That, in substance, was the publication to which 
I alluded, although not exactly the one that I first observed. 

I am not going to detain the Senate longer. I only hope that 
the fears I expressed at the beginning of this discussion, that 
the passage of this resolution would establish a precedent that 
before many days will open up a very Pandora’s box in the 
Senate may be groundless. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from 
Indiana if he will not consent that the resolution may go over? 
I do not know whether or not unanimous consent hus been 
granted for its consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent was granted, 
and the Chair announced that the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. KERN. The report and the resolution were adopted, as 
I understand 

Mr. BACON. Oh, no; not by any means. 

SEVERAL SeENAToRS. No. ‘ 

Mr. SMOOT. The Chair announced that the resolution had 
been agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes; the Chair so announced. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I desire te—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I thought I had the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The matter is one of immediate 
concern, in view of the announcement the Vice President made 
that the resoluntion had been adopted. It is true that the Vice 
President made that announcement; but while he was making 
it, and after he had asked if there was objection, the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. GorFr] was upon his feet and address- 
ing the Chair. 

Mr. KERN. And stating that he would not object. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That Senator afterwards stated 
that he would have no further objection, and hoped the resolu- 
tion would be adopted. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I understood that what the 
Chair submitted to the Senate was a request for present con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

Mr. KERN. The request was submitted very distinctly, and 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BACON. I do not think the Senate so understood; I am 
sure I did not. 

Mr. KERN. The Recorp will show the fact to be as I have 
stated. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to say that this is a most important 
matter. As I gathered from the reading, the report enlarges 
the scope of the investigation. I think we ought to have an 
opportunity, at least, to see what it is. We can not very well 
judge of a matter of this great importance by simply having 
the resolution read at the desk. I should like very much to 
have an opportunity to see the resolution as reported from the 
committee. Of course, there would be no special reason for 
that if the resolution had been reported back as it was referred 
to the committee, because it has been pretty elaborately dis- 
cussed; but I understand that additional subjects of inquiry 
are incorporated in the resolution as now reported. If so, I cer- 
tainly think that we should have an opportunity to consider 
them. I hope there will be no further objection to that. There 
is plenty of time for consideration of the matter and for action 
upon it; and I presume, after the elaborate discussion which 
has been had, even if it goes over, it will not be delayed by any 
great amount of discussion. It has already been discussed quite 
elaborately. 

I confess I do net now understand the full scope of the reso- 
lution. It is impossible, having so many subjects of inquiry 
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embodied in the resolution at one time, to consider ») 
them all properly on the moment. I hope the Senator . 
sent to the resolution being printed, so that we muy | 

It will be printed in the Recorp, of course. ; 

SEVERAL SENATORS, It has been printed. 

Mr. BACON. I understand it has been printed. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No, Mr. President: the ; 
as reported to-day never has been printed. There » 
three additional provisions entirely distinct froin 
tained in the printed resolution. So far as I 2a e., 
skould also be glad to see the resolution printed sy 
so that every Senator might have an oppertunity to ; 
carefully. 

I regard the passage of the resolution as a very seri 
sition, and one of somewhat doubtful propriety. 1 \ 
necessarily detained at the meetings of the Finance « 
and of subcommittees, but have reported the resoin 
fected. It seems to me that if any Senator wishes 
resolution and carefully study it, it should go «1, 
printed, and he should have the opportunity to examin. 

Mr. GOFF. I should like to say to the Senator #ry 
that upon an examination of the resolution as it 1 
in addition to the many separate and absolutely «iis: 
sitions that are embodied in it relating to the nffsirs of 4), 
State of West Virginia, he will find that in the concliusioy ion 
is a broad field for investigating any question, fro) } 
omega; so it is certainly broad enough for all purjws:s 
I have no further objection to present to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquir 
senior Senator from Georgia whether that Senator \ 
Chamber when the resolution was brought up? 

Mr. BACON. I certainly was; I was in my seat: ; 
state to the Chair that I was paying attention to evs) 
and that if the Chair submitted the question as to tho 
of the resolution I certainly was not able to hear him under: 
stood the Chair to be submitting simply the question of 4 
mous consent for present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair inquired as to whether 
there was any objection, and, hearing none, announced ¢} 
resolution was agreed to. It was not a matter that intercsied 
the Chair in the Jeast. 

Mr. BACON. I will state, with the permission of the Chair, 
that I think whenever a resolution is adopted in that way, which 
is not the usual way, and a Senator in his place says he did 
not understand it, he is entitled to have the question suluiciied 
to a vote. It is only sub silentio that it is permissille 1) juss 

1 


a resolution or a bill by saying simply that it is not olijecte 


to. That is not the way the rules provide. It is only iy wont: 
mous consent that it is ever done in that way, and when a Sona- 
tor says in his place that he did not understand tly 
te be submitted he has a right to have it submitted in th 
the rules provide. 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I distinctly heard w! 
Vice President said. The question was put, in the firs 
as to unanimous consent, and afterwards the resolution wos sub 
mitted, and the Chair announced the result. The «iti 
arises out of the fact that during the morning hour |. 
can not ascertain what is going on or know whit tlie | 
rules unless we have telegraphic communic:tion 
Chair. There is so much noise and confusion in the ( 
that the Chair would be without power to transact hus: 
all if he did not transact business as he transacted tlus | 
lar plece of business, Unless we are willing to hi: 
among ourselves in the Chamber we will often find « 
in just the predicament that we now find ourselves. T! 
doubt but that the Chair submitted the two proposiii 
Senate. 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me. I | > 
will also agree that the usual way of submitting ¢! 
of the passage of a resolution is to submit if to a ° 
that it is only by unanimous consent that the Chair + 
a matter passed as having had no objection to it. 
Senator rises in his place and says that he, did noi 
such a submission, that he did not understand s\' 
mission to be made, he has a right to have tlic > 
made in the way the rules provide, which is by :' \ 
Senate. That alone is the way in which anyt!!i- 
passed, unless everybody agrees to it. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, do I under''' 
the resolution has been adopted by a vote of the Seuuc. 
Mr. BACON. No. sh 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I understood the Senator fr") Id m 
[Mr. Bozau] to say that the matter had been put t” bie 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ut:!) prot 
stands that this resolution has been adopted as at least wie) 
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1.) have been adopted since the present occupant of the chair 
bean here; it was adopted by an inquiry as to whether any- 
oh abiected to the resolution. No one objecting, it was an- 
nounced by the Chair that the resolution was adopted. If we 
are to have the rule from now forward that everything is to 
he voted on, it will afford the Chair great pleasure to put the 
Wes tion in each case. 

‘ir. BACON. If the Senator from Utah will pardon me for 
ct » moment, I will add that Senators around me, like myself, 
‘id not understand the Chair to have ever submitted the ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I have not yielded the 





floor. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
the Chair's statement. 


I was in my seat, and I did not hear 
I think that is the case with very many 
senators sitting about me. I do not know what the resolution 
is. If it has been read, I have not heard it. I had intended 
to yote for the original resolution that was introduced and that 
was discussed for some time. I am personally in favor of this 
investigation, for reasons which I intend to give, if I have an 
opportunity, When it is up for discussion. Whether I am 
in favor of the resolution precisely as it has been reported from 
the committee I do not know, because I do not know what it is. 

] submit that when that is the case, and when there are 
senators bere upon the floor who say they are not aware of 
what has been going on, and that they are vot familiar with 
the resolution, the Senator in charge of the resolution ought to 
submit the matter to the Senate and have the resolution 
printed, and let the subject go over until we can see what it is. 
I hope the Senator from Indiana will consent to that course. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, there is one thing about which 
there is no sort of disagreement, and that is that unanimous 
consent was given for the immediate consideration of the reso- 
lution, All agree to that. That was distinctly heard and dis- 
tinctly understood. The only point of difference comes up in 
respect to those Senators who did not hear the Chair put the 
question on the adoption of the resolution, or ask if there was 
objection to the resolution, and declare it carried. 

lam entirely willing that the latter part of the action may 
be recalled: but after these weeks of delay I am unwilling 
that the unanimous-consent agreement which was entered into 
shall be set aside. I am willing that the matter shall be open 
for further debate, but I am not willing that the unanimous- 
consent agreement shall be set aside, because that was distinctly 
understood. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, there is no proposition to set 
aside the unanimous-consent agreement. Unanimous consent 
undoubtedly was given for the present consideration of this 
matter, but that does not in any manner conflict with the re- 
quest to have it go over. When it is before the Senate, there 
being no unanimous consent to vote upon it to-day, it is subject 
to disposition just as any other matter would be when it is the 
regular order. So there is no conflict in that regard. The 
proposition to have it go over is not at all in conflict with the 
unanimous consent which was given; and the Senator would do 
ime an injustice if he understood that I meant anything of that 
kind, because I did not, 

Mr, KERN, Mr. President, I only understood that the Sena- 
tor wanted further delay. The Senator’s attitude during the 
disctission was that of hostility, and I assume that he desires 
delay. 1 insist that any Senator here can, by listening to the 
reading of this short resolution now, understand it. It is plain. 
here is no ocvasion for further delay. 

Mr. BACON. I am not sure that I know upon what the Sena- 
tor bases his statement that in the discussion my attitude was 
one of hostility. I did not take part in the discussion. I think 
possibly I asked some question as to a matter of law, or some- 
thing of that kind; but I certainly did not discuss the resolu- 
tion in any particular; I took no part in the debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has no pride in his 
ruling; and as there seems to have been some doubt that Sena- 
tors heard what the Chair did rule, the Chair now announces 
that unamimons consent has been given for the present consid- 
eration of the resolution, and the resolution is before the Senate. 


Cl 


Which I was very much interested and which I had been dis- 


comet a Senator came and distracted my attention for a mo- 


the 
the 


















me or not. 
the chair. 


have been 
Hampshire. 


ever to discuss that matter. 
porary occupant of the chair I endeavored honestly to admin 
ister the rules of the Senate, and I am quite content to leave the 
matter as it appears in the Recorp. 


in mind the fact that that was not a parallel case. 
request for the entry of a unanimous-consent order. 
simply the question of the adoption of a resolution. 


Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I desire to congratulate the 
a upon his fairness. I remember distinctly that at the last 
Session of Congress, when a question was before the Senate in 


; and while the Senator was engaging me in conversation 
Senator who was then temporarily in the chair announced 
passage of the resolution in the same way the present occu- 
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pant of the chair did, and refused to reconsider it upon my pro- 
test. 
of 1, and the Senator who has made the greatest objection in 
this instance then voted to sustain the Chair. 


Upon a vote of the Senate he was sustained by 2 majority 


Mr. BACON. I do not know whether the Senator referred to 
I do not recall the incident. I was certainly not in 


Mr. BRISTOW. The Senator was not in the chair, but it was 


a case that attracted a good deal of attention, and We insisted 
on a roll call as to whether the matter would be reconsidered 
for the purpose of discussing it further and offering some 
amendment. 
think the Chair has done exactly the right thing. 


I simply wanted to call attention to the fact. I 


Mr. BACON. 
my 


The then occupant of the chair, I presume, must 
distinguished friend the Senator from New 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have no disposition what- 
It is ancient history. As the tem- 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I think we ought to keep 


That was a 
This is 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. 
Mr. ASHURST. 


That is correct. 
They are quite different. 
Mr. President, upon the question pending T 


ask for the yeas and nays. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Now? 
Mr. ASHURST. 1 ask that when the vote is taken it be taken 


by yeas and nays. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


The Senator from Arizona demands 


the yeas and nays upon the adoption of the resolution. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that I do 


not have the opportunity to know exactly what is in the reso- 
lutions. 
presented for our decision without 
them. 
about them. 


I did not anticipate that so grave a matter would be 
the opportunity to read 
I have heard them read and I have some general iden 


There has been no question submitted to the Senate since I 
have had the honor to be a Member of it which is quite as far- 
reaching in its influences in some directions as these reselu- 
tions, It may be that upon an examination of them, if I had 
the opportunity, I would find some things specified in them 
that I would be willing to have an investigation about. As I 
could catch the reading of them, there are some things that there 
may be properly an investigation of. There may be a question 
of investigation as to whether or not there was peonage in a 
State, with a view, I presume, not of correcting the evil by 
any decision which might be reached by the Senate. because 
it would have no power in that direction, but for the purpose 
of seeing whether or not any legislation was required to pre- 
vent that which has been agreed upon in this country as a vio- 
lation of law and a violation of publie policy. 

There may be other things, as to labor conditions. I do not 
mean to say that there are none. On the contrary, I think 
there are some things in the resolutions which can properly be 
investigated. But as I catch the reading of them there are 
some other things that I do not think those of us who have 
as high a consideration as I hope I have for my State would 
be willing to see pass, 

Mr. President, we have reached a very unfortunate stage in 
our political history if we have come to a point where it is to be 
a conceded fact that the States have no functions to perform 
that are not under the supervision of the General Government. 
The old fable of my ox and your bull is one which has a very 
great and solemn truth in it. It may seem to be a very simple 
matter for us to pass a resolution to investigate another Strate, 
but it is a, very serious proposition when we take it to ourselves 
whether or not our State is to be investigated. 

I am not speaking, Mr. President, as to whether or not condi- 
tions should be investigated in a State. I realize the faet that 
labor has a great battle, and I very largely sympathize with it 
in that battle, and I have testified to it on this floor not only by 
my speech but by measures which I have endeavored to have 
enacted. But for that reason, Mr. President, I am not willing 
that the great fundamental principles which underlie our great 
dual system of government should be utterly disregarded and 
trampled under foot. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 


Cieorgia 


yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
I do. 


Mr. BACON. 
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Mr. BORAH. What principle does the Senator allude to in Mr. POMERENE. It occurs to me that, while ft ys. ) 
reference to these resolutions? that one of the questions is as to whether the Stay. ‘ 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a few moments, | been complied with, immediately connected with {1 {s :). 

although I confess I am unprepared for this discussion, as I did | tion as to whether or not a citizen of the United x: ; 

not anticipate it, I will endeavor to state the principle, if the | been deprived of his rights and privileges in violnyi., 

Senator will give me the opportunity. Federal Constitution. As it seems to me, if it be cone 
Mr. BORAH. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but | we have a right to inquire Into the latter question, tie ):, 

the reason I asked was that I assumed from the Senator’s state- | that the inquiry may be so broad as to include with: 

ment he thinks we are investigating the State as a State. other matters incidentally should not in the least fiery. 
Mr. BACON. Yes; that is what I am going to try to call | the examination. 

attention to, if I can. Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I y 
Mr. BORAH. I do not think we are. answer him beffre I get through, but I wanted to « 
Mr. BACON. When you investigate the official acts of a | some degree of continuity in the line of thought w! 

coordinate branch of a State, you are investigating that State. | trying to present to the Senate. 

When you investigate the decisions of a court of a State, espe- Mr. GOFF. Mr. President—— 

cially when those decisions are, as has been represented here, The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f; 

bound up and included with executive acts, you are investigat- | yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

ing a State. What constitutes the State in that sense in which Mr. BACON. I do. 

I am speaking of it? There are three coordinate branches of Mr. GOFF. Did I understand the Senator from 

every State—-the legislative, the judicial, and the executive. If] mean that it is improper at all times for a wilitary 

you investigated the official acts of them all, you certainly | to try a civil cause? i 

would be investigating the State. If you investigate the official Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I wil! . 

acts of one of them, you are investigating the State. to state what my attitude is in regard to that matter. | 
It may be, Mr. President, and may very well be, that a State | stand the question propounded by him, and I think | y 

may be investigated if it relates to a matter in which it has | to it. 

impinged upon or violated something in which the Federal Mr. GOFF. Will the Senator from Georgia peri) ; 

Government is the superior, in which it has ultimate power and | call his attention, then, to one fact, and he can dice. 

control. If it is a violation of a law of Congress enacted in the | he elucidates his position? I will state the pos 

exercise of its constitutional functions, such for instance as] taken. Bear in mind the distinction between » | 

the peonage law, that may be a subject matter of investigation. | and a military commission. The court-martial tri: 

But when you come to investigate, under a Senate resolution, | people in the military service. The military com 

the question whether a State court has decided right or wrong | those not in the military service, but within the 7 

in the enforcement of a State statute it is another matter alto- | of territory where the insurrection exists. The ti. 

gether. martial law is that the civil law in that place is | 
Mr. President, if there were no other remedy for this alleged | suspended; otherwise there would be no marti«| |. 

wrong there might be some strong defense, if not justification, | then, in that place where martial law prevails our . 

for any interference on the part of the Federal Government | has been that the court-martial should try any « 

through its legislative branch. But come right down to the | party in the military service, but the military . 

point, what is the investigation proposed here with reference | court would try those not in the military service. 

to the decision of this court? Mr. BACON. I will put it on the broadest grow.) 
Before I go on with that, I want to say that I utterly dis- | tor may desire it. So far as that is concerned, | « 


agree with the decision of the West Virginia court. I want | tinction between a military court-martial and a milit: 


to go further and say I utterly condemn it. I want to say that | gion. They are all of them at last under martis! 
only my great respect for the distinguished former jurist and | operating as under military authority. ‘That is 10 
present Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] causes me to} object to. Whether it is a military commission « 
withhold even stronger terms. I do not think it can be justi- | martial makes no difference to me. 

fied at all, either in the forum of reason or of precedent, that Now, my proposition is this: There is a reason » 
when there has been domestic insurrection, and when order | certain circumstances civil offenses are taken eon! 
has been restored and the authority of the State reestablished, | mijitary authorities, but in every such instsince it is | 
that either through executive order or otherwise, although | the fact that conditions are such that the civil pov 
there is martial law, that the laws of a State can be set aside, | he prought into play. For instance, when an arn: 
that the civil authorities of a State can be subordinated, that | foreign country and takes possession of 2 certain 
the civil courts can be for the time abolished, and men can be country and is in control of it, there must be some 
put upon trial before a military commission and sent to penal | there must be some way in which controversies ean be 
servitude for a violation of civil law. I have no patience with | 9, well as in which order may be preserved. If ai 


that proposition, Mr. President. one country is in possession of the country of anothe 
Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President—— not set up civil authority unless it is going to ame 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia} try, It can not set up civil authority in the fore! 

yleld to the Senator from Ohio? because the civil authority can only derive its power f 
Mr. BACON. T do. country in which it is situated. The invading poo) 
Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I note that in this report cigners to them, and yet they have the responsibi! v 


the fourth paragraph reads as follows: taining order in that country where there can be no 
To investigate and poet = oa and Goeumetanen omens, thority 

the charge that citizens of the United States have been arrested, tried, . — aia 

and convicted contrary to or in violation of the Constitution or the Therefore it is that under such circumstances 


laws of the United States. rized in the books and by the universal practice in cass: 
Does that not present a Federal question under the Federal | the military authorities exercise control not only for |’ 
Constitution of which the Senate can take jurisdiction beyond | pose of punishing offenses, but for the purpose of kee; )< 
peradventure? in that country; for the purpose, if you please, of sili 
Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, the resolution may be so | controversies between parties in that country; for the ju! 
phrased as to make it technically within the suggestion of the | of doing justice between parties in that country so love «> lt 
‘Senator from Ohio, but we know the fact from the discussion | tary control continues. It is because of tle abselute lees 
which has been had here that the violation of law which is to | of the case that there can be no civil power there. Phe ae 
be investigated is a violation of the laws of West Virginia; not | authority which ceuld establish civil power has been + 
that there is any doubt about that, but the charge is that the | thrown, and when the military power asserts its authori = 
court which tried them had no right to try them for the infrac- | secures power it can only accomplish all these necessiry ©" 
tion of the laws of West Virginia; that the court which tried | through the means of military authority. ae 
them was a military court; that the authority of the State had But, Mr. President, in the case of a domestic insurr ction 
been asserted. and was being maintained; and that the civil | matter is altogether different; the reasoning does }0' *! 
courts should have tried them. That, as I understand, is the | Martial law is declared in a case-of domestic insurre:t! "" 
issue. cause the civil power is unable to cope with it; but hen — 
Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President—— tial law has been declared and martial power has —s ag prs 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia | there is then present the very authority to protect | a The 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? in the administration of the law. That is the distin = és 
Mr. BACON. I yield. same military power which would sustain the authorit) 


be- 
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ary court is present to sustain the authority of the civil 





miki 
; it. which can then resume its functions. 
What can be justified in the case of martial law in a foreign 


wutry and a military commission and military courts in a 
» country When it has taken possession of a certain part 

. territory of that foreign country can not be justified in 
..« where there has been domestic insurrection and where 
py meaus of military power and military authority order has 
} oy restored and where the civil court can be protected in the 
exercise of its functions. This is because the very power which 
j ros order can protect the courts in the exercise of their 
tious. Therefore there is no excuse whatever; and the 
‘oy which I take in opposing some of these resolutions 
no possible reference to any justification for what I under- 
~ nud to have occurred in that regard in the State of West 
\ ipeinin, for personally I utterly condemn what occurred in that 
“When the domestic violence was such in West Virginia that 
sie governor, in the exercise of his proper authority, declared 
artial law and when, in response to that declaration, martial 

nver was interposed and put down the domestic insurrection, 
and when it not only put dewn the domestic insurrection but 
had supreme power over it, the same power, Mr. President, 
which enabled it to call for a military commission enabled it 
» call to its courts to resume their function; and that alone, 
in my opinion, was that which could have been properly and 
ljoally done in the State of West Virginia. 

So that I come now to the point of condemning as fully as 
dees the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern] what occurred in 
the State of West Virginia. I say “‘condemning ”"—I mean per- 
sonally; I do not think it called upon the Senate officially to 
de it—condemning what the governor did in authorizing this 
commission; condemning what was done under and by that 
commission, Believing, as I do, it to be utterly illegal, believ- 
ing it to be utterly inconsistent with the genius of our insti- 
tutions, believing it to be indefensible under any reasoning or 
under any precedent, the only question is what ought we to 
do about it? 

Mr. President, if the time has come when the official acts of a 
Stute through its courts can not be depended upon to establish 
and do justice and maintain order, if the time has come when 
that particular function which the Supreme Court of the United 
States times without number has said to be the function of the 
State can no longer be left to the States, if the time has come 
when the States can no longer be relied upon to accomplish and 
perform that duty, then, Mr. President, we have reached the 
sid period when our dual system of government is a failure. 

Do not let me be misunderstood, Mr. President. I recognize 
the fact that there are things which can be adjudicated by 
State courts in which the act of a State court is not and should 
not be considered as final; I realize the fact that a State court 
may violate a right which is guaranteed by the United States; 
! realize the fact that it can and has frequently happened that a 
Stute court may decide a question arising under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States in a manner which I should consider 
wrong and which the Supreme Court of the United States finally 
decides to be wrong; but that does not call for or justify an in- 
vestigation by the United States Congress. Why? Because the 
law has not left the man remediless who has that injustice done 
to him, whether it be one man or a thousand men. The law 
has not left him to a State court if the State court violates a 
rigit under the Constitution of the United States or under a 
law passed in pursuance thereof, but it has provided a means by 
which the great tribunal which sits in this building can review 
the action of that State court and set it aside and annul it if 
Wrong has been done. 

Mr. President, when the Supreme Court of the United States 
eee such an action and determines that that action of a 
‘tate court or that judgment of a State court is an illegal judg- 
ment, what they say about it amounts to something; what they 
may about it corrects the evil; what they say about it remedies 
- Wrong. But, Mr. President, when we investigate the action 
cnouan tae and pass our judgment upon it, what does it 
inane al alleged—and I have no doubt it is true—that certain 
os aoe arrested in West Virginia; that they were tried 
sentenced poy court or a military commission; that they were 
Veena o the penitentiary for violation of the laws of West 
tenttane and that they are now in confinement in the peni- 

“ntlary under that sentence. I believe that judgment abso- 
I have not a doubt to-day that they are illegally 
that judgment. 
pass this resolution and the committee shall come 
usion that I have already reached, that it is illegal, 


lutely illegal. 

detained under 
If we shall 

to the conel 
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and they come back to the Senate, and the Senate passes a 
resolution affirming and agreeing with what that 


conunittee 


Says, and announces that their confinement is illegal; that the 
court which assumed to try them had no jurisdiction; that the 
court violated every principle of our Government: and thit 


those men should be released: dves our finding in that matter 


help those men? Does it release them? Does it unleck the 
prison doors? Certainly not. 

nit, Mr. President, if the course is pursued which the Con- 
stitution of the United States intends and prescribes shall be 


pursued; if from the judgment of the Supreme Court of West 
Virginia an appeal on writ of error is taken to the Supreme 
Court of the United Siates, and the Supreme Court of the 
United States says that that State court had ne jurisdiction; 
that that court violated every principle of Federal or State 
Government known to the United States, and particularily the 
provisions of the fourteenth amendment, and not only se, but 
violated the traditions and the principles which have come 
down to us from an ancestry of hundreds of years—which 
think they have done--when the Supreme Court of the Unit 
States says that, the prison doors are unlocked and the men 
go free. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the Senator from Georgia permit 
me to ask him a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I understand the Senator from Georgia 
vo take the position that the action of the governor in pro- 
viding for this military commission and the action of the 
nilitary commission in undertaking to try people for offeuses 
under the civil law is wholly unwarranted, and, if I under- 
stand him, constitute a violation of the due process of law 
clause of the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; I do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I quite agree with the Senator as to 
that. The Senator says, however, conceding that to be so, 
Congress has no function to perform in the mutter at all. as 
I understand him. The Senator says that these men hive a 
remedy; that they can go to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. That is quite true. He says that Congress can do 
nothing so far as those individual men are concerned; and I 
think that is true. We could enter no order here, we could 
enter no judgment, that would liberate those individuals. But 
may not Congress, after it has gathered the information upon 
this subject, have some other function to perform in connee- 
tion with it? 

Mr. BACON. I grant you that. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I invite the Senator’s attention to the 
language of the first section of the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution, which is: 

Nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property 


without due process of law; nor deny io any person within its juris- 
diction the equal protection of the laws. 


i 
’ 
a 


And the concluding clause of the fourteenth amendment is: 


Sec. 5. The Congress shall have power to enforce, 


by 
legisiation, the provisions of this article. 


appropriate 

May it not be that circumstanees may develop in this case or 
in some other case where the provisions of the fourteenth 
amendment are being violated, that Congress may have sone 
legislative duty to perform; and in that view may it not be 
valuable to Congress to procure accurate information with 
reference to these transactions in West Virginia? 

Mr. BACON. Oh, yes; Mr. President, there is no doubt bout 
it that under the particular provisions of that amendment there 
is scarcely anything affecting human personal rights that would 
not possibly give opportunity for some legislation by Congress; 
but there is a greater question than that in this. As IT have had 
occasion to say about other things, even if we have the power, 
it is not always expedient to exercise it. But, Mr. President, 
the Senator does not deceive himseif; that is not at all the 
purpose of this resolution. There is no thought that the laws 
of the United States are not now suilicient to protect, under a 
judgment of the Supreme Court, a man from illegal imprison- 
ment following a trial by a military court in a State. Does 
the Senator think there is? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does the Senator ask me that question? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. There is no doubt that the particular 
individuals who have been convicted by this military tribunal 
have a perfect remedy. They may by writ of error carry their 
case from the State court to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and if the Supreme Court finds that the action of the 
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military tribunal was in violation of the due process of law 
clause of the Constitution, it may order them released. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. Now, I hope the Senator will 
simply answer that question and not undertake to make a 
speech in the middle of my remarks, because it is very difficult 
to make a speech unless one can proceed with some continuity. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator did not want me to 
make a short speech in answer to the question, he ought not to 
have asked me the question. 

Mr. BACON. I asked the Senator the question if he thought 
there wis any doubt about the fact that there are now upon the 
statute books laws which would give a remedy and permit the 
Supreme Court of the United States to release any man from 
imprisonment in any State where he had been condemned to 
that imprisonment under circumstances such as those under 
which these men in West Virginia were convicted. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Not at all. 

Mr. BACON. And the Senator said “yes.” I wanted him to 
answer that question; and when he answered it I thought that 
I ought to go on. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The difficulty is that the Senator un- 
dertakes to say when I am through answering, instead of per- 
mitting me to say so. 

Mr. BACON. I understood the Senator to say that there was 
a remedy for these men. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. . 

Mr. BACON. That is the only question I asked him. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The answer might have been sufficient 
for the Senator’s purposes; but I had not completed it. If the 
Senator objects, however, I shall not proceed. 

Mr. BACON. I will not object to the Senator at the proper 
time elaborating that just as much as he wishes, but in the 
course of my argument I wanted to know whether there is any 
issue on that question. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. So far as these individuals are con- 
cerned, I answer the Senator that they have a perfect remedy ; 
but whether or not the laws are sufficient to deal with this 
whole subject matter, I do not know. It may be that we could 
enact laws that would deal with similar situations in the future, 
that would deal in some way with these illegal tribunals that 
are attempted to be set up. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have no possible sympathy 
with what has occurred in West Virginia. So far as I have 
heard the discussion and so far as I have heard the statements 
made by the Senator from Indiana as to what has occurred, I 
condemn it without the slightest qualification. I think these 
men have been treated with great injustice—and when I say 
“these men” I am speaking of the general mass. The particu- 
lar men who have been arrested and tried by the military courts 
I think have been tried in violation of law and in violation of 
every principle which underlies free government, and particu- 
larly our free Government. I can not be misunderstood about 
that. I want to see every remedy applied that is a proper 
remedy; but, Mr. President, we have no higher duty than to 
maintain the relative authority and the powers of the Federal 
Government and of the States. As I heard a Senator remark 
this morning, such a proposition as this a few years ago would 
have absolutely set the whole country in a ferment; but step by 
step we are proceeding to the utter overthrow of every power 
which it was sought to retain for the States. They had these 
powers originally; it was sought to retain them in the States, 
and the Constitution expressly provided that they should re- 
tain them; yet, Mr. President, we are confronted with a situa- 
tion here where as grave a matter as this was to be passed 
upon sub silentio, without a word. 

Sir, I feel the embarrassment which every Senator must feel 
when he knows the powerful sentiment there is behind these 
resolutions. Every Senator must feel an embarrassment when 
he stands up in antagonism to them. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. KERN. Has the Senator stopped to consider the power- 
ful influences that are opposed to this resolution? 

Mr. BACON. I will consider them, too. 

Mr. KERN. I will ask the Senator if he would weigh the 
rower of capital, the power of great organized wealth, on one 
side against the power of the workingman on the other as to 
which way the scales would preponderate? 

Mr. BACON. No; not at all. I will not be misunderstood on 
that point before I get through; I do not think my record in 
the Senate will cause me to be misunderstood on it; and I do 
not think the implication in the inquiry of the honorable Sena- 
tor will cause me to be misunderstood on it. 
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I repeat, Mr. President, that I fully realize the o)), I'TPas 
ment to which I have referred. I presume that I fos | _ 
much as any Senator here, but there are other thine: ;., ._ 
considered, not what the Senator from Indiana wou) <..., , 
imply, not that it is a question of the rights of the jyjo:., 
man on the one side and of capital on the other, but i; jc.) 
question of whether or not to accomplish what is a « onl 1 
pose on the part of the Senator from Indiana—one {}).; ¥,,,. 
credit to his heart and to every impulse of bis natyy. 
should recklessly or carelessly endanger the great j)<:)).:;,.. 
of this country. I repeat, Mr. President, that we are yo: y 
out a remedy for the existing evils. The laws are suiticjon: 
they stand, and, if not, circumstances are sufficient! know 
for us to enact other laws to remedy them. When 1 })).;;, ),.. 
suffered a wrong there ought to be a remedy for it, si) \ jy, 
man has suffered a wrong the right remedy should be :\))).1),. 
and who doubts, Mr. President, what that right remedy j< jo. 

I am not speaking about many of the subdivisions of {));. ». 
lution. I would vote for the resolution if it were coy). ) 
within the limits of some of its parts. I should have yy) «iy; 
tion to voting to find out whether or not peonage exis: 
West Virginia. I should not object to voting for any par; . 
resolution which relates to matters properly within Poder. 
jurisdiction and where a proper remedy can be applied os ; 
result of the investigation. It may be that a remedy is yo. 
sary in the way of further legislation in order to prote:) this 
people against peonage. Therefore I should not objet tt) 
and to some other parts of the resolution relating to Pode 
questions. 

There are other branches of the resolution to which [J doy. 
object. But the particular part of the resolution to whi) | 
do object is the part which undertakes to investigate the «ili 
acts of the officials of the State of West Virginia. That is wi: 
I object to, and that is all I object to. I object to an inves 
gation by the Senate of the official acts of the otti 
State. 

I do not mean to say that they should never be inyesticong 
Occasions may arise when they should be investigate): jy 
they should be very extreme cases to justify it, and tly 
be occasions where no other remedy could be apy lied 

Mr. BORAH rose. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Idaho rises. [ do jet bo 
whether he wishes to interrupt me or not. I shal! : 
if he does. I hope, however, it will not be for anything 
than a question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator frei 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

-Mr. BORAH. I was going to ask what more cri! 
tion could arise than that of trying citizens by military 1 
in time of peace and when the courts are open. 

Mr. BACON. Any situation where the law devs 
the remedy or does not provide for it. 

Mr. BORAH. Of course the law may apply the re 
vided the man who is in jail has a-sufficient amoun: 
tu hire lawyers and to get to the Supreme Court of 
States; but in the meantime he is in jail, and if he | 
be out of money he may remain there indefinitely. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, that is an argumen: 
should not have expected from the Senator.from Iida! 

Mr. BORAH. If the Senator will allow me to dev 
just a moment, perhaps I can win back his respect. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator would have to do a si 
forfeit my respect. 

Mr. BORAH. I undertake to say to the Senator that wiv 
a State has fixed and established the status of its 
the State of West Virginia seems to be doing. it } 
business of the United States Government to stand 1!) 
the individual citizens fight it out. It is the business) 0 
Federal Government as such to take note of it, and '<0l- 
the status of the citizens regardless of their individ '- 
It becomes a matter of protecting citizenship and n' ~ 
releasing a particular individual. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator has my unbounded rr) 
admiration as a lawyer, but I confess that what he 
said does not contribute toward increasing it. ae 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator says I had his respevt. |)" * 
still have it. ° ee 

Mr. BACON. The argument of the Senator is Just '''*.-"" 
President, that wherever a man in a State wis illesa 3 ja’ 
prisoned, wherever a court had acted without juris! a 
a man had been imprisoned as a result of it, the Cour" 
the United States could investigate the matter for the | ar 
of releasing him and finding out whether or not he had mone} 
to take his case to a higher court. 
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Vr. BRORAH. No, Mr. President; the Senator states it a 
‘eae bit strongly. What I mean to say is that where the provi- 
cane of the United States Constitution have been suspended— 
where men are being tried, as the Senator says, in violation of 
pvery principle known to our free institutions—it is not the bust- 
now: of the Federal Government to stand idly by and say to the 
citizen, “ You, in yeur individual capacity, shall fight out this 
oT ve are two citizenships in this country; there is a dual 
suzenship. There is one citizenship of the State and one of 
the Federal Government. Wherever the citizenship of the 
cera] Government is interfered with it is the business of the 
Coneress of the United States to find out what are the facts, 
and. if legislation is necessary, to legislate upon the subject. 

I de not contend that we can go there and release the citizen 
who is in jail in that individual instance. But there is a future, 
ond we investigate for the purpose of legislating with reference 
to the future. The court simply deals with the facts as they 
appear in the past. We investigate with a view of providing 
»cainst recurring incidents, if legislation can do so. 

Mr. BACON. It is simply a question of degree whenever a 
man is illegally confined. It is simply a question of degree 
whenever a man is confined under an alleged usurpation of 
nower by any tribunal. The case we have in view is one 
extreme in degree. The case of a man arrested and tried by 
a military tribunal is extreme; but that is no more illegal than 
the case of the incarceration of any other man by any court 
that did not have jurisdiction. It is simply a question of 
decree, as I say. One may be a minor matter which does not 
excite our indignation. Another may be a grave matter, an 
extreme matter, which does excite our i:.dignation to the highest 
point; but in each case it is simply a question of illegal impris- 
onment, In each case, to bring it down more directly to a 
Federal question, it Is a case of a man being deprived of his 
liberty without due process of law. And the Senator’s proposl- 
tion would justify Federal interference in the minor case as 
fully as in the extreme case. The principle is the same in each. 

The books are full of cases of men who were in imprison- 
ment and who raised the issue that they were deprived of their 
liberty without due process of law. I lave no doubt that every 
State in this Union has cases now pending where that ques- 
tion can be raised. But while it is a question of degree, the 
principle does not apply to one of high degree any more than 
it does to one of low degree. 

If it be true, as the learned Senator from Idaho says, that 
whenever a man is in prison in violation of law it is within the 
proper province of the Senate of the United States to investigate 
it, there is Just as much right to investigate a case where a 
man has been deprived of his liberty without due process of 
law under civil authority as where he has been deprived of his 
liberty without due process of law under military authority. 
One excites our indignation more than the other, but the prin- 
ciple applies to the one as strongly as it does to the other. 

I repeat, Mr. President, I realize the fact that this is an 
embarrassing thing to do. I repeat that it embarrasses me, and 
I am uot indifferent to that embarrassment. But I want to say 
that I consider that the obligation upon me is one which I 
can not ignore. If any man or any organization in the world 
has a high obligation, a Senator of the United States above 
every other is under obligation to see to it that the rights of 
the State he represents shall not be jeopardized, either by 
direct invasion or by giving consent to that which may there- 
after justify the invasion of his own State. Further than that, 
not only is he under an obligation to see to it that the rights 
of his State are not invaded, not only 1s he under an obligation 
to see that a precedent is not set which may thereafter cause 
or justify an invasion of his State, but he is under a high 
obligation to see to it, even where technically it may be justi- 
fled, that that right is not exercised unless it is absolutely 
- ‘essary for the purposes for which the Congress of the United 
States was organized, or for which the Government of the 
United States exeraises its powers. 
ieee stood on this floor endeavoring within my limited 
“sities to speak for the rights of labor. I believe in the right 
of labor to combine, I think the power of capital is so great 
= so easily exercised, concentrated as it is in the hands of a 
erie man, that this great army of laborers can properly protect 
msely es only by organizing and by having their representa- 
‘ves to speak for them, and by so arranging that when they 
pt for them they will be in a position to command the re- 
aa a the acquiescence of those for whom they speak. Not 
bie n the last Congress, but in this Congress, I introduced a 
anual to the extent of my ability I expect to press it to a 
oun = ul conclusion, which embodies the principle which is 

alned in the amendment which was put in the appropria- 








tion bill which we had under discussion n short time since and 
puts that principle in a practical and effective shape—that for 
laborers to meet together and to agree upon measures which 
shall protect their interests, which shall enable them to have 
more time for recreation and shorter hours for labor, and shall 
enable them to secure an adequate return for their labor, shall 
not render them amenable to any construction which may be put 
upon the antitrust law commonly known as the Sherman law. 

I have faced harsh criticism by some friends at home because 
I have thus stood for the rights of labor. I have had those, not 
simply at home, but in the large centers, visit their criticisms 
upon me because I would not do what the question of the Nen- 
ator from Indiana would imply that I should do—weigh the 
rights of these men against the power of eapital. I have not 
hesitated to stand for these men, although capital said “no.” 
I have not been one, either here or elsewhere, to weich the 
rights of these men against the power of capital and to give my 
judgment in favor of capital. I have weighed, Mr. President, 
und as a result of that weighing I have thought it to be my 
duty to stand in my place and see to it that these men have the 
right to combine. I do not think they have the right to combine 
to the extent of violence, to the extent of saying that another 
man shall not work if he desires to work. I do not approve 
of anything of that kind. But I do believe men should have the 
right peacefully to assemble and to agree upon measures by 
which they can more effectively cope with the great power of 
the concentrated capital with which they are engaged in pro- 
ductive enterprise. I do believe that they should have the right 
to do that which is necessary to contribute to their comfort, to 
their improvement, and to their having more time for recreation 
and for reading and for study and for shorter hours of labor. 

All that, Mr. President, I approve. I have weighed the con- 
test between capital and labor to the extent that I have come to 
the conclusion that they are to be justified in all proper and 
peaceful measures to bring about such ends. 

But, Mr. President, is the fear, the apprehension that I feel — 
I do not say anybody else feels it—that those whom I have 
thus sought to defend may be offended by what I now do, to 
cause me to fail to stand for what I believe to be not only 
the interests of my State but the interests of this whole Goy- 
ernment; that the line between Federal and State authority 
should not only be clearly drawn but observed; and that where 
one crosses the other we should be careful to do nothing which 
shall disturb the great fundamental principle that as to all 
local matters the State is supreme and has the responsibility, 
and that wherever it is charged that the State has invaded 
powers which the Constitution of the United States confers 
upon the Federal Government the test as to whether or not 
there has been a violation shall be made strictly in accordance 
with the provisions of law made for the purpose of correcting 
an evil of that kind? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. It seems to me the Senator’s argument finally 
reaches this result, and that is the impropriety of the Senate 
doing it rather than the invasion of the rights of the Stute. 
The Senator says there is a tribunal which may do all these 
things and set aside all these acts of the State ollicers? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. If it were done through the Supreme Court 
or the proper judicial tribunal, as I understand the Senator, he 
would not consider it an invasion of State rights? 

Mr. BACON. I certainly would not. 

Mr. BORAH. Then does not the argument of the Senator re- 
solve itself into the impropriety of the Senate doing it, rather 
than the proposition that it is an invasion of State rights? 

Mr. BACON. Not at all; it does not follow at all as the 
Senator suggests. 

Mr. BORAH. If the Supreme Court, in a case—— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, he has asked me 
a question, and I will submit to another interruption when I 
have answered it. 

The Senator from Idaho asked me the question whether I 
would consider the intervention of the Supreme Court, through 
regular processes, by which the act of a State should be re- 
viewed and overturned, an invasion of State rights. I said 
no. Then the Senator asked the question, if I understood’ him 
correctly, whether it would not be any more an invasion of the 
rights of a State if done through an investigation by the Senate. 
Am I correct in my statement of the Senator's position? 

Mr. BORAH. I did not hear the Senator, 

Mr. BACON. I think I am correct, and therefore I wil! pro- 
ceed, Mr. President, 
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It is not an invasion of State rights for any constitutional 
power to be exercised by the Federal Government in the way in 
which the Constitution and the laws provide that they shall 
be exercised. There are some things which can be done by 
courts which can not be done by legislatures. There are some 
things that can be done by courts or legislatures which can not 
be done by the executive. It would not be an invasion of State 
rights for the Supreme Court of the United States to declare 
illegal the judgment of the Supreme Court of West Virginia 
upholding the judgment of this court-martial or commission and 
to set these men free. That would not be an invasion of State 
rights. But for the President of the United States to send an 
army there to turn them loose would be; and for the Senate 
of the United States to send its marshal there and turn them 
loose would be; and for the Senate of the United States to make 
an investigation which can not even go to the extent of turning 
anyone loose is none the less an invasion of the rights and 
dignity and responsibility of the State. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. If the Senator will refresh his recollection of 
the arguinent which was made by the very able attorneys in 
the old case of Cohens against Virginia, when the Supreme 
Court of the United States had before it the question of re- 
viewing the action of the State court, he will find it was con- 
tended precisely as the Senator is now contending, that it was 
an invasion of State rights. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, yes; but, then, it has been settled the 
other way. 

Mr. BORAH. Exactly. Then, as I say again, it resolves 
itself into the proposition rather of the impropriety of the 
Senate doing it than the fact that the action of the State 
authorities is set aside. 

Mr. BACON. No, Mr. President; I do not think the Senator 
is logical. I do go to the extent of saying that. It is an im- 
propriety for us to do a great many things which we have the 
power to do, if perchance it is not necessary to be done and if 
the evil of doing it is great. I put my objection to this particu- 
lar part of the resolution—and there are some parts I do not 
object to—upon two grounds; first, that it is not a legal act, 
that it is not a proper act; and, second, that, even if legal and 
proper, it is not a necessary act, and no good can come from it, 
but great harm may come of it. I put it on both grounds, if 
that will suit the contention of the learned Senator. 

Mr. President, we ought not to shut our eyes to the possibili- 
ties which may flow from a precedent set here nem con. I do 
not know, if the yeas and nays had not been called, that I would 
have said anything. Possibly I might have yielded to my feel- 
ing of embarrassment, as uncourageous as that would have been; 
possibly I might have stood still and said nothing. I certainly 
would not have voted yes if there had been no yeas and nays 
ordered; I might have remained silent, as little as I would have 
been satisfied to do so; but when I am put to the responsibility, 
being compelled to either say “ yes” or “‘no,” I am not going to 
say something which in some future day may be presented to me 
when they seek to investigate my State; and I want my reasons 
known. 

Mr. President, I am never going to stand on this floor and 
either myself consent to an investigation of the authorities of 
my State nor am I going to consent to any investigation of an- 
other State and establish a precedent under which the authori- 
ties of my State can hereafter be investigated. 

I repeat, I do not say that I would never consent to any in- 
vestigation in my State. There are conditions which may arise 
that would justify an investigation there or in any other State. 
But I am talking about an investigation of the official acts of 
my State. I am not going to do it. I am not going to let the 
embarrassment that I feel in casting this vote induce me to do it. 

Mr. President, let every Senator stop and think. Do they 
want to establish a precedent by which congressional commit- 
tees are going to investigate the action of their courts and of 
their legislatures and of their governors, especially when it is 
not necessary and when the law points out the plain way in 
which the remedy can be applied? And, sir, the more especially 
as the Senator from Idaho rises in his place and says these men 
have already been released. You establish such a precedent 
when men have already been released which will come back to 
plague us. A time when the poisoned chalice is to be com- 
mended to our own lips may come; and, Mr. President, if so, and 
if I have to drink the bitter dregs, no man shall say that I first 
ressed it to the lips of another. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yleld to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
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Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have sometimes, Mr. Preside); 
that I am more of a State-rights man than many Se... 
the other side of the Chamber. I have listened wit|; ., al 
deal of interest and profit to the argument the Se).. +. 
Georgia has made. I now rise to ask the Senator froy, ¢:.., 
if he will not carefully examine the resolution and ,., 
strike out such portions of it as cover the gromudl ty 
traversed ? ; 

Mr. BACON. I would be more than delighted to 1, 
had time. It was for that reason I asked the Senotsy fo, 
Indiana [Mr. Kern] to let it go over. I would not have 
word if there had been an opportunity to examine the «i. 
able parts of the resolution and if the objectionable part 
have been eliminated. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some parts of the resolution 
vote for. 

Mr. BACON. Some of them I could vote for. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Others we ought not to vote f 
terpret them, and we ought to have an opportunity 
them and to have a separate vote on those purts. 

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator from [ij 
if the resolution goes over I will endeavor to contine jy : 
tions to certain features of the resolution and give iy 5) 
to others, although they may even be of doubtful 
but if those about which I have no doubt and thos 
think would be extremely dangerous should be ade:yo) 
established as a precedent, I must object. If I am cs: 
vote on the resolution as a whole, I must vote agai: 
whole, even if I stand alone in the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit 
formally ask unanimous consent that the further consi. 
of the resolution be postponed until after the morninc |) 
on the next day that the Senate meets. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Indiana \ 
to that course. There will be no delay about it. 

Mr. KERN. That would necessitate a meeting of 1h: 
to-morrow. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not necessarily. 
the next day the Senate sits. 

Mr. KERN. I can not consent to any further prom ation 
about the matter. The resolution was objected to. tt wa 
amended to suit the Senators from West Virginia, and they have 
both said that they have no objection to the considers tion of the 
resolution. I have no objection to having it go over nn 
morrow, but I must insist that the resolution sin)! 
posed of. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no disposition, the Senator! 
to procrastinate the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. KERN. Of course I do not attribute anything « 
kind to the Senator. If it is convenient to Senaters :) 
Senate to meet to-morrow—— 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator fr 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. KERN. If the Senator will allow me, I wil! !»! 
sense of the Senate on the proposition. I move tht 
Senate adjourns to-day it be until to-morrow at 2 0) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from !ndian: 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn until 2» 

p. m. to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, I ask unanimous cons: 
appeal to the Senator from Indiana—that the further ov 
tion of the resolution be postponed until after the merine! 
ness to-morrow. 

Mr. KERN. And let there be unanimous consent thie’ 
be the unfinished business. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; and it will be taken up in 
after the morning business. 

Mr. KERN. If there is unanimous consent. very wi 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be understood. | 
mous consent, that the resolution is the unfinished |" 
to-morrow. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in conformity to |): 
gave on May 22 I now move that the Senate prwe 
consideration of Senate resolution Noy 19, to eule 
allowance of an additional clerk to Senators havin 
three. thie 

Mr. BORAH, I have no objection to considering (i | 
lution, but if the Senator’s motion prevails the unis" 
ness will be displaced. 

Mr. SMOOT. Not necessarily, if we dispose of the tv>" 
to-night. 

Mr. BO oe 
and we do not dispose o. 


It would be tek 


If we “st of it; but if the motion pre 


then it becomes the unlus# 














» 
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pusiness and the resolution which we have had up to-day is 
isp: ced. 

“7 the Senator will ask unanimous consent that it be taken 
yp and considered, in that way it would not have the effect of 
displacing the unfinished business. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly aware of that, but I have 
already received notice I would not have a unanimous-consent 
agreement for the consideration of the resolution. 

“vr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Utah that 
he give notice he will move to proceed to the consideration of 
this resolution after the other matter is disposed of. 

Mr. SMOOT. Very well. Then, in order not to interfere with 
the unanimous-consent agreement that the resolution which has 
heen up shall be the unfinished business, I give notice that im- 
mediately upon the disposition of the unfinished business to- 
morrow I will make the motion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the Senator's notice? 

Mr. SMOOT. I simply gave notice that to-morrow at the 
conclusion of the unfinished business I shall move to take up 
Senate resolution 19. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator will move to take it up? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 15 minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened and (at 5 o’clock 
and ZS minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, May 27, 1913, at 2 o’clock p. 12. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 26, 1913. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

George E. Welter, of Oregon, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of Portland, in the State of Oregon, in place of 
Owen Summers, deceased. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

William C. Whaley, of Montana, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Montana, in place of Edward H. 
Callister, superseded. 

UnNITeD STATES ATTORNEY. 

Edward ©. Love, of Florida, to be United States attorney for 
the northern district of Florida, vice Fred. C. Cubberly, whose 
term has expired. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 

Walter Owen Rawls, of Alabama, late midshipman, United 
States Navy, to be second lHeutenant in the Coast Artillery Corps, 
with rank from May 21, 1913. 

PROMOTION AND APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Second Lieut. Alfred McC. Robbins to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 22d day of August, 1912. 

The following-named citizens ta be assistant surgeons in the 
— Reserve Corps of the Navy from the 14th day of May, 

913: 

Thomas C. Pounds, citizen of California. 

Jesse B. Helm, citizen of Tennessee. 

John W. Bovee, citizen of District of Columbia. 

Chanies I, Griffith, citizen of District of Columbia. 

Albert T. Weston, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant 


Surgeon in the Medical Reserve Corps of the Navy from the 17th 
day of May, 1913. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Erccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 26, 1913. 
CoLLEcToR oF CUSTOMS, 
John W, Martin to be collector of customs at Jacksonville, Fla. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


_Richard Strobach to be register of the land office at North | 
Yakima, Wash. 


CoLLectors oF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Louis Murphy to be collector of internal revenue for the third 
district of Iowa. 


Samuel A. Hays to be collector of internal revenue for the 
district of West Virginia. 


: PosTMASTERS. 


: ARKANSAS, 
N. H. Mitchell, Gentry. 
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CALIFORNIA, 
John A. Rollins, Tulare. 

FLORIDA, 
Samuel J. Giles, Carrabelle. 
Eva R. Vaughn, Century. 
William R. Roesch, Eau Gallia. 
P. S. Coggins, Madison. 


NEW JERSEY, 
Charles Rittenhouse, Hackettstown. 
Joseph B. Cornish, Washington. 


NORTH CAROLINA, 

W. C. Hall, Black Mountain. 

Lee H. Yarborough, Clayton. 

Plato C. Roilins, Rutherfordton. 

P. J. Caudell, St. Paul. 

William H. Etheredge, Selma. 

Duncan L. Webster, Siler City. 

Howard C. Curtis, Southport. 

W. D. Pethel, Spencer. 

Joseph S. Stallings, Spring Hope. 

John L. Gwaltney, Taylorsville. 

W. H. Stearns, Tryon. 

Hector McL. Green, Wilmington. 
SOUTIL CAROLINA, 

S. M. Ward, Georgetown. 

Louis Stackey, Kingstree. 

Pierre H. Fike, Spartanburg. 

Julius F. Way, Holly Hill. 

Joseph M. Poulnot, Charleston. 
SOUTH DAKOTA, 

Mary Brennan, Lake Preston. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Erccutive nomination withdrawn from the Senate May 26, 1918, 
COMMISSIONER OF CORPORATIONS. 


Joseph E. Davies, of Wisconsin, to be Commissioner of Cor- 
porations in the Department of Commerce, vice Luther Conant, jr. 





SENATE. 


Tuespay, May 27, 1913. 
The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I present a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Arizona, which I ask may be printed in the 
RecorD and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 
the REcorD, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial 1. 
To the Congress of the United States of America: 
Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Arizona in session 


assembled, do hereby memorialize and petition your honorable body 
that— 


Whereas a great hardship has been caused to certain occupants on 
school land who settled thereon before the survey thereof, and who 
subsequently discovered that they had settled on school land, and 
were unable to secure title to the land so occupied as a town site, 
and that the State is unable to select lands in lieu of the land so 
settled upon: Therefore 


Your memorialists respectfully pray that such legislation be enacted 
by Congress as to enable the State to select other lands in lieu of 
school sections settled upon and occupied as towns, to the end that the 
State may be able to make such lieu selections and leave the lands se 
occupied open for entry for town-site purposes, and that the occupants 
may thereby de enabled to obtain title to the lands occupied by them. 

he secretary of the senate is hereby directed to forward a copy of 
this memorial to the President of the Senate and to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives of the United States, and a copy to Hon. 
Henry F. Asaurst and Hon. Marcus A. SMirnu, United States Sena- 
tors from Arizona, and to Hon. Carn Haypen, Representative in Con- 
gress from Arizona, and our Senators and Representative are earnestly 
requested to do all in their power to bring about the legislation herein 
rayed. 
” May 9, 1913. Read third time in full and passed the house by the 
following vote: 29 ayes, —- noes, 4 ubsent, 2 excused. 

H. H. LINNey, 
Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate May 3, 1913, by a vote of 14 ayes, 


4 
absent, 1 excused. 


-—— noes, 
W. G. CUNNIFF, 

President of the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I present a concurrent 


resolution 


adopted by the Legislature of Arizona, which [I ask may be 
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, . " si ‘ ‘ ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX., Wer 
or in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Public <<. [1 


. P United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- We most emphatically protest against free wool, as it wil! 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be ron Se ey eee in New Mexico. We need 35 j\ 
» i . ECOR : ree vaiorem to exist. 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: New Mexico Woot Growers’ As 
Concurrent resolution 4. By CuarLes CHApWIcK, Secretary. 


THe State SENATE, First LEGISLATURE, FOURTH SESSION. Mr. WEEKS presented a resolution adopted by +) 


< Tr: Masss : ‘avoring > acta) 
Whereas it has come to our knowledge that Arizona has as yet about oe of Trade of ae acer a favoring the CSUIDIE 
28,000,000 acres of unsurveyed land, or about twice as much as | OF 4 permanent tariff commission, which was referred ; 
any other State in the Dele: ane sic: sai — Committee on Finance. 
Whereas the number of filings in t and office have amounte 0 als ans ee ee 
about 500 a month for tbe last st several months, and the land ~— also pore gmc eg of the National Assen : 
office 1s far behind with its work, and that the number of filings | Woolen ant orsted Overseers, remonstrating against (! 


wns be greatly increased after the lands pore sarvayes ; one os ae posed reductions in the woolen schedule of the penidi 
yhereas the State of New Mexico has and offices, the State o i hi > “bis 
Nevada bas 7, Montana 8 Colorado 10; and bill, which was referred to the Committee on Finance 


Whereas there are none of the Western States that have less than five Mr. SHIVELY presented a resolution adopted by (he) 


land offices; and of directors of the Chamber of Commerce of South Per! 
Whereas Arizona has but one land office, the said land office being far 


behind with its work and getting further behind: Now therefore be it Sn. te ae eee ae for Le 
Resolved, That it is the sense of this legislature that there is an | (°° C 7 Dpt Valley, which was refi 
urgent necessity for the establishing of two more land offices in the | the Committee on Commerce. 

Btate of Arizona ; and be it farther | sails § toh tien + peek He also presented a resolution adopted by the beosrd «s 
tesolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the Genera n . “hs % ; ov ‘anh 
Office, the Secretary of the Interior, and to each of our Members in rectors of the Chamber of Commerce of South Bend, 

Congress. favoring the enactment of sound banking and curr 
Passed the senate on the 5th day of May, 1913. which was referred to the Committee on Banking snd «); 
sic ie tie iba aaet aba Rh tcitall le ssnaate tha ieee He also presented a resolution adopted by the board 
May 9, 1913. ea 1e third time in full anc sse he hous esas ‘hye . Y 2 “ee 
following vote: 27 ayes, 6 absent, 2 excused. rectors of the Chamber of Commerce of South Bend. ind. 


H. H. Linney, ing the reduction of the rate of postage on first-lns 
Speaker of the House. matter to 1 cent, which was referred to the Comniilice « 
, : : Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CATRON. I have received a letter from the New Mexico Baas 
Wool Growers’ Association and also several telegrams in the eae oe - ae oe 7 eee ae 
nature of memorials from citizens of my State, remonstrating aoe - . . . - sauna ae ae aan : -? . cae 7 - 
against free wool. I ask that the letter and telegrams be cota iene one a on anda ase a ages ae 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Finance. AN FCPIesentAives EB STNEs Countries, Which \ 

“ ; é ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the letter and telegrams were re- M HERMAN Pa 
¢ i he C : Wiehe and entered be printed r. SHERMAN presented a resolution adopted by th 

erred to the Committee on Finar and ordered to be | b i of di f Nati 1B ae sia 
in the Recorp, as follows: oard of directors of the National Business League «{ 


5 of Lllinois, favoring an appropriation for the continu: 
New Mrxico WooL Growmrs’ ASSOCIATION, the Commerce Court, which was referred to the Comin 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, A _ inti 
Albuquerque, N. Mez., May 20, 1913. ppropriations. 
Mr. LODGE presented a resolution adopted by the 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 


~ - 2 role on aa sing ‘ ae Board of Trade of Massachusetts, favoring the est;)) 
EAR SenaTor: We wired you to-day as follows: ‘e most emphat- hic mae referred { 
icaily protest against free wool, as it will sitively ruin the sheep [ S + rmengpaay tracoad commission, which was referre 
industry in New Mexico. We need 35 per cent ad valorem to exist.” ommittee on Fmance. . = 
J wish to inform you that our cowmpen are contracting. Ser steers in He also presented a memorial of the National Asse 
old’ Mexico, and these contracts contain a provision that whatever | Woolen and Worsted Overseers, remonstrating agains! tli: 
duty is taken off from the cattle shall be added to the price paid for 7 lace ah Nigel se 
the cattle in old Mexico. In fact, all cattle and lve stock being con- | Posed reductions in the woolen schedule of the pendins 
—- in ae eaiee = im oe to ~ gg weanee a8 = ane 
contains the above-mentione provision, iow ow can e redu n 
in the duties on live stock cheapen the cost of meat to the consumer? ACTION ON THE TARIFF BILL, 
a that a single American citizen will profit by reducing Mr. JONES. I have two short articles in the mature 
ese schedules. 
Trusting this information may be of value to you, I am, as ever, tions to the Senate. I desire to say that the x 
Truly, your friend, pressed in these articles is embodied in a great leis 
CitaRLES CHADWICK, Secretary. | which I have received. I ask that the articles way be | 
i the Secretary. 
. ~~ nn Macpauena, N. Mex., Mey 24, 1018. The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, tlie = 
on. T. B. ? : 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: “cae as requested. for! . 
Free wool will ruin us. Should have at least 35 per cent ad valorem e Secretary read as follows: 


duty to continue in business. Woolen manufactures should be en- | AMEN CORNER SENDS APPEAL TO SENATE—-WANTS LAWMAK!! 

tered a pees eee basis and shoddies in every form prohibited from AND GO HOME. 

entry. Fight for us. The “amen corner” of the Commercial Club and (ha: 

Jose Garcia Y. Ortega, Justinina Baca, Lorenzo P. Garcia, | merce, composed of Walter J. Thompson, John A. Rea, ! 

Jose Y. Aragona, J. Frank Romero, Ranch Supply Co.,/ HH. J.’Rowland, Joshua Peirce, L. F. Gault, J. 1. Holm 
J. L. Davis, Clemente Castillo, Manuel L. Garcia, C. B. | other well-known men who gather almost daily after |:: 
Bruton, Jack Bruton, The Becker Co., 0. M. Sakarison, | over public questions, to-day sent the following telesram | 
Allen Falconer. States Senate: 


“To the United States Senate: 


RosweEtu, N. Mex., May 23, 1913. “The undersigned, irrespective of party alignment, res) 
Hon. T. B. Carron, your honorable body to pass the pending tariff bill as si. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: sible. a —— = _ — a -_- —— —_ etree 
. | compensate the country for losses of business incident to 
ool enced We Fata cette ash hina alate” SH | inlay of the exact die tha Wal be wit ip te 
ositively state that 95 per cent of these growers are heavy borrowers, pay- | 12S that there will be a new law, we think it able. We 
ng 10 per cent interest on money. Again there are hundreds of herders | People with as litile delay and friction as practicable. 
ting $25 per month and their living, whose wages must be reduced | the sentiment: ‘Let Ms ta is 
ully 25 per cent. The State is now leasing its land, for which growers AMEN Corner, Tacoma COMMERCIAL 
are paying 5 cents per acre, and if wool and mutton are put on the 


— list they can not exist, and thousands of others must suffer with | pnges coNGRESS TO END ITS WORK SOON—TACOMA SENDS 
them. 


MANUFACTURERS—COMMERCIAL CLUB ASKS THAT POLITI: 5 
W. 5S. Pracen. SIDERED AFTER NATION’S PROSPERITY. 


An appeal that polities be cast aside while commercial mel 
importance to a continuance rosperity in ee ee 
2 << ase fae 'Vened, Hae, Sey oy was sent to the hundreds of msametnctarers who are gathered oo 

Hon. T. B. cae ae : by the Tacoma Commercial Club and Chamber of Commer: 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: he manufactnrers are attending the annual convention 0: ' 
Proposed tariff lngistotion regarding wool spells ruin of New Mexico’s | Association of Manufacturers fa the City of Straits. | 


greatest industry. ill throw thousands out of only possible means of | was directed personally to Harry A. Wheeler, president of t' ‘ 
ae Denude ee the stock ranges, unless except for sheep | of Commerce of the United States, of which the Tacoma Co 
and goats. Obligate ten million yearly revenue. State can not raise | Club is ‘a member. The communication from Tacoma w': 
wool or mutton at profit unless wool {s protected. before the manufacturers by Mr. Wheeler, and, if acted favors 
CHARLES IL¥FELp Co. will have a reach of nation-wide scope. It reads as follows 
HB. RoseNwautp & Son. “The greatest immediate need of the Nation is for the vp!’ 
STEIN & NaHM, be tarned away from politics and back to business. For »'s 


Hon. T. B. Catron, 


ha N 








*) 
191o. 
cia ieaaa 

on known that material changes would be made in some of the tar- 
y ccpedules. Long-delayed action will serve no worthy end. ‘Trade re- 
sd just ents await definite action and a fixed tariff status. We respect- 
es yree that a campaign be undertaken by the National Chamber of 
fii cree tO prevent repetition of the calamity of 1894, when seven 
(on. of Senate debate on the Wilson tariff bill brought commercial 
tiv jvais upon the country. Then, as now, there was small public con- 
ead the outset. But seven months of bitter partisan contention In 
vi Senate stirred the public to a state of frenzy. Hope changed to 
pitte ness, and trade collapsed utterly before adjournment came in 
tuonet. ‘To-day the people are hopeful. All are willing to accept the 
setion of Congress in = faith and turn again to fields and market 
ae ALL of the good and powerful forces of the Nation will become 
Paine and the forward movement will begin again when definite tariff 
‘ratus. is. established and Congress adjourns. Influence of the 400 
yambers of commerce and trade organizations, carrying membership in 
the national chamber, can, through oe. prove to Congress the urgent 
need for prompt action and early adjournment. Every day of delay 
adds to the danger. Every partisan speech and every partisan editorial 
tends to shatter public confidence and add to the growing wave of 
goubt and distrust. Let ever good influence urge prompt action and 
adjournment to the end that the public mind may be turned away from 
polities and back to business.” 


TARIFF DUTY ON SUGAR. 

Mr. SUAFROTH. I have received a telegram from the presi- 
dent of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Denver request- 
ing that the telegram which I present, in the nature of a peti- 
tion, from various organizations in the State of Colorado, rela- 
tive to the tariff on sugar, be read to the Senate. I therefore 
ask unanimous consent that it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the telegram was read, as follows: 

DENVER, COLO., May 26, 1913. 





Ion. Joun F. SHAFROTH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


We respectfully request that you present the following petition to the 
United States Senate: 

Your petitioners, the Chamber of Commerce of the city and county of 
Denver, Leing specifically authorized in this matter to also represent 
lerby Chamber of Commerce; Wellington Commercial Club; Sterlin 
Chamber of Commerce ; Von Business Men's Association ; Gil 

ercial Club; Polly Commercial Club; Consolidated Commercial 
\ssociation, of Erie; Bristol Commercial Club; Johnstown Commercial 
Club; Antcnito Chamber of Commerce ; Farmers’ Cooperative Association, 
of Hartman; Mesa Coanty Business Association, of Grand Junction; 
Brush Commercial Club; Paonia Commercial Association; Sugar City 
Chamber of Commerce; Keota Commercial Club; Lasalle Commercial 
Club; Wiley Commercial Club; Kersey Commercial Club; Fort Collins 
Retail Merchants’ Association ; Fort Lupton Commercial Club; Fountain 
Commercial Club; Swink Commercial Club; Hartman Commercial Club; 
per Commerelal Club; Ault Commercial Club; Greeley Commercial 
lub; Pore Morgan Chamber of Commerce; Rifle Chamber of Commerce ; 
Cathan Chember of Commerce; Loveland Chamber of Commerce; Dolo- 
res Board of Trade; Haxtum Commercial Club; Merino Commercial 
Club; Lamar Commercial Association; Loulsville Commercial Associa- 
tion; and your petitioners, the Denver Clearing House Association, of 
the cfty of Denver, comprising the First National Bank, Colorado Na- 
tional Bank, Denver National Bank, United States National Bank, Ham- 
llt'n National Bank, and Federal National Bank, being specifically 
authorized in this matter to also represent Broadway Bank ; Central Sav- 
ings Bank & Trust Co.; Citizens’ Exchange Bank; City Bank & Trust 
(o.; Colorado State & Savings Bank; Continental Trust Co.; Denver 
Steck Yards Bank; Fleming Bros., bankers; German-American Trust 
Co.; Germania State Bank ; Guardian Trust-Co.; Hibernia Bank & Trust 
Co.; Home Savings & Trust Co.; International Trust Co.; Interstate 
Trust Co.; Merchants’ Bank; Pioneer State Bank; State Bank of Den- 
ver; State Mereantile Bank; West Side State Bank; First National 
Rank, Ault; First National Bank, Brush; Stockmen’s National Bank, 
Brush; First State Bank, Aguilar; Alamosa National Bank; Aspen 
State bank; First National Bank, Center; Fremont County National 
Bank, of Canon City; First State Bank, Brandon; American National 
Bank, -\lamosa; First National Bank, Buena Vista; Farmers & Mer- 
chants State Bank, Brighton; Burlington State Bank; First National 
Bank, Loulder; Bristol State Bank; Farmers’ State Bank, Flagler; 
Mstes Park Bank; J. N. Beaty, Manzanoa; Home Savings Bank, Fort 
Morgan; Burns National Bank, Durango; Bank of Crested Butte; 
Faton National Bank; Erie Bank; Bank of Crook; Exchange National 
Bank, Colorado Springs; First National Bank, Colorado ae: Colo- 
rado Savings Bank, Colorado Springs; Colorado Title Trust Co., 
Colorado Springs; First National Bank, Delta; Platte Valley State 
Bank, Fort Lupton; Farmers & Merchants’ Bank, Evans; First National 
Bank, Fort Morgan; Citizens’ National Bank, Craig; Fort Lupton State 
Bank; First National Bank, Durango; Durango Trust Co.; First Na- 
tonal Bank, Fort Collins; Poudre Valley National Bank, Fort Collins; 
Morgan County National Bank, Fort Morgan; Fowler State Bank; Fort 
Collins National Bank; Woods Rubey National Bank, Golden; Farmers’ 
ate Bank, Haxtum ; Merchants & Miners’ Bank, Idaho Springs; Gree- 
Be National Bank ; First State Bank, Hill Rose; Gitizens’ National 
— Julesburg; Colorado Sprin National Bank; First National 
nk. Englew: d 5 First National Bank, Idaho Springs; Gunnison Bank 
« Trust Co.; First National Bank, ee Union National Bank, 
eee First National Bank, Holyoke; Kit Carson State Bank; First 
National Bank, Greeley ; First National Bank, Holly ; Holly State Bank ; 
e ty National Bank, Greeley; Hartman State Bank; First National 
Per Hugo ; First National Bank, Glenwood Springs ; Phillips County 
Hee Bank, Holyoke; Kersey State Bank; Yampa Valley State Bank, 
paren First National Bank, Granada; Longmont National Rank: 
lg National Bank, Longmont; Wallace State Bank, Monte Vista; 
oe" ational Bank, Rifle; Union State Bank, Rifle; Merino State 
lade Olathe Banking Co. ; r National Bank ; First National Bank, 
State neni Laird State Bank; First National Bank, Lamar; Citizens’ 
Ban, Sank Lamar; First National Bank, Littleton ; Carbonate National 
Bank & aoee American National Bank, Leadville ; Larimer County 
inte m rust Co., Loveland; First National Bank, Loveland ; Colorado 
State Back ae Pt La Junta; First State Bank, Mesita; La Junta 
ville B ae First National Bank, Mancos; Limon State Bank; Louis- 
Bank of agg toutt County Bank, Oak Creek; Loveland National Bank ; 
anitou; First National Bank, Lafayette; First State Bank, 
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Milliken; Farmers’ State Bank, Las Animas: First National Bank, 
Monte Vista; Romeo State Bank; Mercantile National Bank, Pueblo; 
First State Bank, Silt; Pitkin Bank; First National Bank, Silverton; 
First National Bank, Pueblo; Rocky Ford National Bank: Platteville 
National Bank ; First National Bank, Saguache ; Saguache County Bank ; 
First National Bank. Rocky Ford; Fruit Exchange Bank, Vaonia; 
Seibert State Bank; First National Bank, Sedgwick; Minnequa Bank,’ 
Pueblo; First National Bank, Paonia; Wiley State Bank; First State 
Bank, or Springs ; Weldon Valley State Bank, Weldon; North lark 
Bank, We 

Westcliffe; International State Bank, Trinidad; First National Bank, 
Trinidad; Trinidad National Bank; Commercial Savings Bank, Trini 
dad; Logan County National Bank, Sterling; Farmers’ National Bank, 
Sterling ; Bank of Victor; Bank of Baca County, Two Buttes; Virst 
State Bank, Swink; People’s State Bank, ‘Towner; First National Kank, 
Salida; First State Bank, Wiggins; Farmers’ Bank, Timnath; First 
National Bank, Wellington; Farmers’ State Bank, Windsor: First Na 
tional Bank, Windsor; First National Bank, Steamboat Springs; Bank 
of Telluride; Littleton State Bank; Emerson & Buckingham, bankers, 
Longmont; Bank of Meeker; Mesa County National Bank, Grand June 


don; State Bank, Sugar City; H. H. Tomkins & Co., bankers, 


tion; United States Bank & Trust (o.. Grand Valley; Grand Valley 
Bank, Grand Valley; First National Bank, Fruita; First Bank of 
Fruita; First National Bank, Clifton; Palisades National Bank; Bank 


of De Beque; Plateau Valley Bank, Colbran; Bank of Palisades; Engle 
Bros., bankers, Breckenridge; First National Bank, Cripple Creek, 


Miners & Merchants’ Bank, Lake City; Iarmers’ National Bank, Ault; 
Commercial National Bank, Salida; Guaranty State Bank, Walsenbureg ; 
Miners & Merchants’ Bank, Ouray; First National Bank, Cortez; Monte- 
zuma Valley National Bank, Cortez; First National Bank, Eaton; Bank 
of North Fork, Hotchkiss ; Lafayette Bank & Trust Co.; Costilla County 
Bank, San Acacio; Byers State Bank; First National Bank, Sterling; 
Western National Bank, Pueblo; Bent County Bank, Las Animas; First 
National Bank, Walsenburg: First National Bank, Montrose; Home 

tate Bank, Montrose; Montrose National Bank; Blanca State Bank ; 

ueblo Savings & Trust Co., Pueblo; Hudson State Bank; Bank of Hay 
den; Mercantile Bank & Trust Co., Boulder; First National Bank, Las 
Animas; First National Bank, Gill; City Bank, Victor; H. M. Rubey, 
president Colorado State Bankers’ Association, acting in our own behalf 
and of those commercial organizations and banking Institutions solely 
who zee specifically authorized us to represent them, respectfully rep- 
resent : 

That the enactment of the tariff bill pending before Congress, known 
as the Underwood bill, in so far as it proposes within three years to 
remove —— all import duty on sugar, will, if enacted into law, 
seriously cripple 
farming industries of this State and one of its most important manu 
facturing industries, and we therefore most sempecttaly and most 
earnestly protest against such enactment. ‘The sugar-beet growing in- 
dustry and the sugar-manufacturing industry in Colorado distribute 
annually among the farmers of this State $10,000,000 and among work- 
men and for supplies and fuel $5,000,000, and these industries have 
been expanding. The sugar-beet growing and sugar-manufacturing in- 
dustries in Colorado have more than doubled the value of farming lands 
within the State. Extensive irrigation enterprises are under way, wiich 
are dependent for their success and for the success of their tinancing 
upon this industry. Upon the basis of value given to good farming 
lands in Colorado by reason of the prosperous industry of beet raising 


| and sugar manufacture here many farmers in this State have secured 


loans upon their lands for improving them and making them more pro- 
ductive, but will suffer serious loss, and in many instances eventual loss 
of their entire properties, if the value of the lands ts reduced by crip 
pling the sugar-beet raising industry hefe. Such result would be ex 
ceedingly hurtful to workingmen and to every business interest and 
landowner in the State. The Underwood bill preserves a portion of the 
old tariff upon most manufactured goods in this country, but in the case 
of sugar it proposes to wipe out the tariff entirely. We respectfully 
represent that such action would constitute unjust discrimination 
against the people of Colorado and would be unfair to them and to the 
people of the several States where sugar beets are now grown. We urge 
upon Congress that in the case of sugar it in any event make only such 
proportionate reduction in the tariff as it may make in the case of other 
products manufactured in this country, and that it do not destroy by 
removing the sugar duty a great industry, the continued prosperity of 
which is of vital importance to all our people. And your petitioners 
will ever pray. 
DENVER CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
By Epwarp J. Yerrer, President. 
DENVER CLEARING HOUSE ASSOCIATION, 
By G. B. Bercer, President. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr. Suarrori] 
very properly complied with the request of the Denver Cham 
ber of Commerce by introducing the somewhat unusual docu 
ment which has just been read to the Senate. I say “ unusual” 
because it reads more like a State bank directory and a di 


rectory of chambers of commerce and commercial associations 
than anything else. But I can not allow the introduction of 


that document to pass without saying something about it, be- 
cause, otherwise, it might be accepted by the country as the 
reflection of the actual public sentiment of the people of my 
State upon the subject matter to which it is addressed, and 
which I do not believe to be the case. 

A campaign has been carried on for a number of months in 
Colorado—and I presume in other States—by what I am pleased 


to call the Beet-Sugar Trust, its purpose being to manufacture 
an artificial public sentiment in its behalf and to bring the 
pressure of that sentiment to bear in this particular instance 
upon the two Senators from the State of Colorado. This docu- 
ment is one, and perhaps the most extensive, instance of its ex- 


pression, indicating how widespread the propaganda has been. 
Mr. President, during the campaign of last year I was op 


posed, not personally, but opposed by the interests whose 
activities have resulted in and which have prompted the tele- 
gram which has just been laid before the Senate. The ques- 





and is lilly to entirely destroy one of the principal * 

































































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| 


t r ie tariff therefore became an active issue in 
nin State. The various phases of the question | 
the ( discussed both on the stump and in the 
j TI ple at the polls expressed themselves upon 
{ ubje their election of my colleague and myself. That 
‘ » have sufficed to outline the popular sentiment of the 
of my Stat Put the fact that tariff changes were 
nded, the fact that there would be a general revision of the 


doubt 


crats 


tariff downward, h ss aroused the apprehension as 

as the self-interest of the beet-sugar people into the mak- 

ing of a stupendous effort to create and afterwards to circulate | 

what purports to be an aroused public opinion which, though | 
not wholly unfounded, has no extensive basis in fact. 

(his propaganda, Mr. President, so far as I am personally 


concerned, has taken this shape: I have received every day dur- 
ing the past two or three months a great many telegrams and 
Jetters, coming in bunches, so to speak, first from one place and 
then from another, signed by personal friends, by banking insti- 
tutions, by chambers of commerce, by political committees, both 
Democratic and Republican, and all using the same expressions 
in substance, and sometimes using identical language, and all 
urging me to oppose the sugar section of the bill. The next day 
I would receive a basketful of similar communications from 
another section of the State or from another city, and so on, 
each of them being the evident 
through communication by the telephone or the telegraph or 
by the visits of agents and representatives to these different 
communities. All these letters and telegrams bear a family 
resemblance. They are plainly prompted by a common interest 
and designed for a common end—the protection of the Sugar 
rust through a manufactured plea from the body of the people 
seemingly concerned for themselves alone. And these communi- 
citions, in many instances, have been followed by personal ex- 
planations from personal acquaintances and friends sending 
them to the effect that they had done so at the request of some 
friend or employee of a sugar company, which had paid all 
These letters and telegrams have also been accom- 
panied by newspaper articles, editorials, communications, and 
so forth, all bearing upon the same general proposition, and 
all having for their purpose a common: object. 

On the other hand, Mr. President, I have received almost as 
many letters from individuals and from some associations not 
connected with this propaganda, but entirely separated from it, 
each and all of them bearing the assurance that the great heart 
of the Democratic masses in the State throbs in unison with 
the policy of the administration, of the Congress, and of the 
Democratic Party, and urgfhg the enactment of the Underwood 
bill, 

I have said that this was an inspired crusade. If I had the 
time, I think I could demonstrate it by the introduction here 
of a great number of communications. I shall content myself, 
however, with two or three merely as an antidote to what other- 
wise would be an erroneous impression created, and intended 
to be created, by this telegraphic petition, representing so many 
banks and chambers from so many places. This morning I re- 
ceived a telegram dated Brighton, Colo., addressed to myself 
and my colleague, as follows: 

The undersigned members of the Democratic Party of Adams County, 
a farming district where sugar beets is an important crop, earnestly 
urge our Senators and Representatives to stand firmly with the admin- 
istration in its effort to remove the tariff on sugar. 

Of course, this assumes that to be the purpose of the bill. 


We have no sympathy with the so-called Democrats in this or any 
other State who permit their selfish interests to interfere with a great 
national reform. 


This is signed by J. F. Jones, chairman of the county central 
committee. It also contains the names of some prominent indi- 
viduals, as follows: 

George M. Griffin, clerk district court; E. B. Moore, assessor; R. 8. 
MeNatt, ex-assessor; W. O. Stillwell, treasurer; E. BE. Sauve, clerk; 
Wm. A. Maxwell, editor; J. P. Higgins, water commissioner; Herman J. 
Schloo, sheriff; E. G. Jones, coroner; J C, McCann, county physician; 
V. H. Wright, attorney; W. C. Hood, jr., county judge. 


one 


expenses, 


In many instances commercial bodies have declined to respond 
to this call of distress, this command, this effort to secure an 
expression of public sentiment in the interest of a great monop- 
oly. I may refer specifically to the cities of Grand Junction 
and Fruita, in Mesa County, which is in the heart of one of the 
sugar-beet districts in my State I might refer to a number of 
farming associations where resolutions to the same effect have 
been introduced, but voted down. 

I have received a good many letters from employees in.some 
of the sugar mills in my State urgently beseeching a departure 
from the policy of my party and from its purpose to the end 
that a local industry may not suffer because they fear that 





result of inspired action | 











they must bear the consequence of any injury to 
that these letters were all inspired, for they wi 
in proof of it I received a day or two ago the fo 
$08 Ba 

Longmont, Col 





Hon. CHARLES S. THOMAS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Drar Sir: Inclosed with this letter you will find 
ments of the Great Western Sugar Co., which wi 
to its employees at the factory here in Longmont 
You will no doubt receive a few letters from emp! 





pany here, as they are compelled in an underhanded ‘ 
them or take chances of losing their jobs by fu 7 
see Dy One paragraph of their statement which I have 


Seventy-five per cent of the employees at the factory 
and understand the tariff question quite well: 
familiar with the principles of the Democratic national 
fully aware of the fact that you were elected along with | 
SHAFROTH to the United States Senate to maintain + 
Democracy for the benefit of all of the people of a 
States. Many of us employees of this company pl d 
families in jeopardy during the campaign of 1912 ana 1° 
to sign certain petitions gotten out by the compa: 
Republican Party and the tariff question. I was « 
factory all of last summer as pipe fitter, and during ¢ 
winter and winter before I was employed as engineer on ( 
being laid off at the close of the last run. I applied { 
last month and upon asking the superintendent, Mr. M 
he immediately asked me what were my political views 
time. My answer was they are the same as they ha a 
cording to the dictations of my conscience. He sai 
formed that I had radical views politically and otherwis 
had discharged several men on that account. After t 
for some time and all the time realizing my position 
necessity of employment for the benefit and support 
at the same time trying to uphold my individual independ 
and otherwise he finally told me that he would talk tl 
with the master mechanic, and said he would write me in 
Four days later I received a letter stating that I could r 
on the next Monday morning. I reported for duty and w 
running a planer in the machine shop. After working 
learned from the timekeeper that I was only rated at 225 
hour instead of 274 cents, which I was being paid previon 

I immediately went to the superintendent and asked 
the reduction and asked for more pay. He told me that 
he could do at this time, stating that many men wer: 
and less, blaming the unsettled conditions upon the tariff 
I asked for my time and quit right there after telling hi 
low pay for such work to support myself and family on 
During the last campaign they got out a chart showing t 
yroduction of sugar throughout the sorld and placed t! 
fn American factories at $2.99 per day, when at the sa 
men were receiving the pitiable sum of 174 cents | 
vast majority 20 cents per hour. In closing will say 
would be useless to apply for work with them again. And 
only one of many. So you can readily understand 
situation under such conditions, which are a disgrac 
this Republic. 

I have been a Democrat all my life and will fight t! 
to uphold the principles of pure Democracy, win or 

Respectfully, yours, 





Tn 
Mr. Price incloses me a circular letter, which | 
because it sustains my contention that these com 
are artificial creations sent to Senators in Washing 
also laid upon the desk of the Senate in order t 
official action. It is as follows: 
THe GREAT WESTERN SUGAR 
LONGM 
Longmont, Colo, 
To the employees of the Longmont factory: 


You have heard so much of the tariff bill and its pr 
our industry that many of you think, no doubt, that it 
and that the sugar company will not be hurt by it. 

I want to say to each one of you in all earnestness 
very serious proposition to each and every employee of 
Western Sugar Co. 

If the present bill, as it has been passed by the House 
atives, should be passed by the United States Senat: 
every chance of doing, we would not be able to pay mo 
per ton for beets, if that much, and you all know that 
zrown for $4.50 per ton will be so small that not more t 
hree of our nine factories could be operated, and you ail 
that idle factories mean idle men. 


Let me digress here for a moment by saying that 
I think that was the year—the beet-sugar factories 0! 
Colorado announced $4.50 per ton as a flat rate for beets. § 
ing then that they could pay no more than that and | 
profit whatever, although they enjoyed a better 
tion than they do at present. The farmers simp'y 
grow beets at that rate, in consequence of which the 
were compelled to pay a better price, not because tic) 
to, but because they had to. There was just as mu h t 
in their statement that they were unable to pay 
$4.50 per ton as there is in the statement that in the « 
the enactment of this bill that sum will be the 
amount which they can afford to pay for their raw 

I proceed with the letter. 


As employees of the company, “it 
in operation, will you not each one write a letter to the Ke Sous 
S. THomas, United States Senate, and the Hon. Jon 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C., asking that the) 
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interested in keeping t! 
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: ” * . | 
have the “ free-sugar-in-three-years clause eliminated | which the total capital of t) 


] ; : . | $5000.00 , ch is sch 
will have just as much influence with these ge oy ro,t 000 of which is ; 


duled as “ good w 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

fact, as far as I am concerned— | Mr. REED. I thought 1 would just e¢all t Se 
k that you show your interest in the State at large as | tion to that. 


they will receive— 








company you are working for by dolng this, advising the Mr. THOMAS. The Senator might go furthe t 
department when you have written this letter. If you are | of the $141.000.000 of capital invested in th Ts I 
and will so state in your letter, it will carry even more | go, r . oa + i ot 
the gentlemen, as I do not think any Demo¢crat in Colo- | $00,000,000 is water—good will, bad will, anytl > Y 
1 any such sweeping reduction as is contemplated in| call it except actual capital invested Yet it eq 
‘ ‘ | of capital, because it rests as an incubus on the pro 
' truly, yours, N. R. McCreery, Manager. | . : : oo P tT 
very t 7 5 i aoe and consuming energies of the Nation. 
d to this document is a form of letter to be used: These gentlemen who operate in my State—good me : d 
dei — A * + 7 “ . 
g form may be used to sugg idea citizens, capable gentlemen, worthy gentl : 


is necessary to suggest an idea, of course, for an ordinary | sonal friends of mine—charge the Colorado e 


in a beet-sugar factory, if he is intelligently to in-| manufactured in Colorado the New York price 1 the ft t 








Senators what to do, when he is himself acting upon | frem New York to Denver. I have not 1 a ‘ ! of 
ns. commerce or national bank or civic or polit f 
r that a letter be written in your own words, but if neces test against that to the Senate of the United § 2 
copy this one le ng of tribute uy i the people 
to send two letters, one to Senator C. 8S. Trromas and one to the le y ober nals _ . a ee oe 
ea lonn F. SHAFROTH. A third letter to Hon. Woodrow Wilson, | thing is true of Wyoming; it is true o , 
the United States, Washington, D. C., will do a lot of | have no doubt it is true of the State of Utah. It 
aa aad mocrat ] wm BO _ cart Ore welch . . . . 
I 1 are a Democrat, tell them It will carry more weight who are doubly burdened by this tribute | 
\ nes the form. There is no word here, you will notice, | the historic tax on tea. These sugar compa have ; 
of the sugar companies; it is all for the poor farmer | protection arranged very much like the old ! t } 
poor wageworker. | trap. You know, Mr. President, he set it to <« t 
' oon both “ a-comin’ and a-z’w In ¢ 
tes Senate, Washington, D. C going both ways. The sugar « 
lhe undersigned respectfully protests against any law b protective tariff, and lo« y we ar 
will do away with the duty on sugar We believe that | ‘ . , ‘ nv - p 
an the closing of many, if not all, the sugar factories } pre Lective tart. Lhey pe i it i 
d the throwing out of employment of hundreds of fac from the railt d rate and f1 e t 
as well as the thousands employed in the beet flelds. | of the United States 
decreased values of land and city proper [ ‘ ny ' 
! ! ) city pr 2 ' rove Nir ») { 
illy ask your consideration of the tho of farmers Mr. SMOOT. <a 
en in Colorado who will be hurt by cl The VICE PRESIDEN’ | . 1 ( 
people who are now making vigorous protest agait yield to the Senator from Utal 
supported you in the election, feeling t mseives secu "OAT. om ‘ . 
that you would not harm legitimate industry, and whi I PHOMAS [ do 
t ithf fulfilled if you destroy one of Colorad Mr. SMOOT. I believe the § t 
; e of a bill calling for free sugar | four-fifths of the sugar that is pro 
"= from C rado to another Sta 
ben ; _ a | Mr. THOMAS ‘| ther State ves: | 
I can say without exaggeration that I have received |  ot* oP NAS AO OMe! 
ii } : ‘ e +} oad ir, SMOOT, rhe Senator referre 
couched almost in the language of this instruction, Tal ' : ; 
. will say th out of every 5 pound ! | 
mployees of beet-sugar companies operating in my | {4 he does "7 = oe. B 
‘ . a " s ' ; re | st poun i! t 
fore [ am justified in my charge that this ap to ¢ rhe : ' 
. . . , wei ) I » SUL ’ 
| action in one direction by some of the people of ae ae eee y 
. . : Wi purchase | and I u 
such only in so far as it represents an extensive, es = : : 
: 5 od : ‘ } Citv to Chicago is 60 cent ire 
nd persistent campaign to that end. f - . : ar 
. - \ \\ t 
inies have made an enormous amount of money, 5 : 
| their capitalization but upon their overcapitaliza- } l b 
: . : ‘ nta ween < ‘ 
of them operating in Colorado represent collectively a ‘ f 
$50,000,000, $30,000,000 of which is water, pure and | “YS 4et’ | I Regen 
7 oe : \i PHOSAS \ 
hey have paid dividends constantly upon their pre = es 7 
th, = : : ' . { of es 
they have paid dividends a large part of the time 
' os S ; as ; a way than it nh ti i 
atered stock, and one of them bas a surplus in its 1} tt lac re 
xcess of $10,000,000—that is, it did have before it | “'2 De Settee Psntiy 
= _s : lize heir rate 
propaganda. What amount of it has been expended : hil . 
| the extent to which that expense is going to be ere gg on 
liter as co f productic ‘ not know Oo rere 
P- I ’ co t of I mare ion L » not K ow. La Mr. SMOOT Mr Py 
that neither at the time this overcapitalization att hat I ful 
: ; é‘ think tha fully agree \ 
nor since then has any chamber of commerce, na , f ht 
. A . t ; Lhe I rate 
k ir commercial association protested against it. Yet ( Lh a 
that the hi of , . : ¢ 1 states to Chicago 1 tl 
it the high price of the necessaries of life and the ' hef the | 
: } . . . eagzo fas een vetore the |! ‘ @ { 
r in this country are largely due to the fact that +] , ; 1 ' 
‘ —— i? up to the present time th I rstat 
i industries have been hugely overcapitalized, and rs e y 
: . ae at cet : ot seen fit to change them 
es of their products—the necessaries of life—have at eel ed : : : 
“7 tae ne a ee L Mr. THOMAS That is true, ! hat ¢ 
a8 to yield a profit upon not only their actual but > ; , ' 
18 capital. | rates of their iniquitious character. It 
> ; . ‘ wie 7 by the Senator fro tah, that the 
of this kind are justifiable, why should they not | °F ‘"° ° 2 . Utah, ae 
on to these conditions as well? This fight merely | S¥Sat Preduced and manuf 
s that these hugely overcapitalized industries want to re market oan yh ns ded - 
‘ir franchise to rob the people by taxing the necessaries | ‘0 “e People of the MISSI ype VV aniey 


to the end that they may pay profits upon the capital | Che*ply. What I do object to is tha 

re invested and upon the capital they have manu- | P*Y for it, because they are cl 

. With printing presses and fountain pens. hing. ' 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— Why, Mr. President, I can go to | es of O 
_ tte VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado | Kansas City—at least I have b told so by me 
ome | » Senator from Missouri? and buy sugar produced in the factories of Co 
THOMAS. Certainly. | the freight en it back to the factory door and 


Cal , REED. I do not want to interrupt the Senator from | than I can purchase it from the Sugar Trust at the f ry de 
“orado, but it appears that this condition of overcapitalization | itself. 

ones watered stock in the sugar factories is not peculiar to his| Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 

we The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fr 

“t. THOMAS. Oh, not at all—not at all. My State is | yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

- cen with the rest of the pack. Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the Senator from Towa. 

neiah a AED. I have been furnished with a copy of the last Mr. CUMMINS. I rise to make a parliamentary 
bert of the National Sugar Co., filed in September, 1912, in The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator wil! state i 





Mr. CUMMINS. Is this discussion proceeding by and sities Mr. THORNTON. Mr. President, I am aware ¢} 


unanimous consent? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the opinion of the Chair. 
Mr. CUMMINS. I simply wish to suggest that there is some 
business yet to be transacted in the morning hour, and if the 


discussion is likely to consume the entire morning hour I 
should feel it my duty to object. 
Mr. THOMAS. I will yield the floor in not to exceed 10 


minutes, unless I am interrupted. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have no desire to take the Senator off the 
floor. 
the business assigned to it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, when the session opened I 
had no idea that there would be any discussion of this subject. 
But in view of the presentation of this petition from my home 
city I felt it my duty to say something, and in connection with 
what I have presented I was necessarily obliged to elaborate 
somewhat upon the general proposition. 

In this connection I want to read an editorial which I have 
just received from Swink, Colo., where there is another very 
large sugar factory, merely for the purpose of showing that the 
people of the State, the consumers, the men wo do the work 
and pay the taxes, are not here petitioning the Congress of the 
United States to take any specific action in behalf of a highly 


protected interest by means of which their tariff burden will 
be continued. It is headed- 
DON'T WORRY ABOUT SUGAR TARIFF. 


Swink, Couo., Friday, May 23, 1913. 


Regardless of the amount of discussion that the Underwood tariff bill 
(providing for the removal of tariff on sugar and other things) has 
caused, farmers of the fertile Arkansas Valley are very little worried. 








Our farmers realize that this vast, rich, and productive area of the 
best soil in the golden West will produce melons, alfalfa, and many 
grains and grasses, as well as fruits, vegetables, etc., that will enable 
them within a short time to forget that sugar beets ever were an in- 


come producer. And the market never will be glutted, either, with the 
quality of excellent products such as can be grown in this valley. 

True, it may be, that sugar beets have added much to the wealth of 
a large portion of this valley, but it is just as true that our resourceful 
farmers can easily turn their hands to some other line to which both 
they and this splendid soil are so well adapted. 

Farmers of this section of the valley are not inclined to guzzle down 
a lot of hot air about certain things that are ‘“‘sure to happen” to 
them and “the whole country” if certain tariff measures GScecse a 
law and sugar-factory attachés’ salaries are reduced to help make up 
for what the trust will “lose” in favor of the consumers. 

To be sure, our farmers are entirely too wise to be fooled, and they 
well know that they can and will produce just as much revenue-bringing 
products as ever before and that they will get that revenue, tariff or 
no tariff, and the market will not be flooded except with the highest 
grade of foodstuffs such as are in daily demand. 








And right below it I find this significant statement: 
BUSY AT A, B., FACTCRY— 
That is, the American Beet Sugar factory— 


8. 


TO BE LARGEST AND BEST IN STATE, ACCORDING TO REPORT—BIG IMPROVE- 
MENTS WILL COST A PRETTY PENNY. 
The following news item, bearing a Rocky Ford date line in the 


Tuesday edition of the Pueblo Chieftain, paints a very rosy word picture 
of the progressiveness of the American Beet Sugar Co., and is optimistic 
to say the least: 

“The factory of the American Beet Sugar Co. is the busiest place in 
the city at the present time and the largest gang of men ever employed 
during the off season is now at work there. A large sum of money is 
being expended in the alterations and improvements which, when com- 
pleted, will make the Rocky Ford factory the largest and best in the 
State 

“ With the present outlook on tariff regarding sugar the company 
realizes that if it is to continue the manufacture of beet sugar it must 
devise every plan possible to manufacture the product with as little ex- 
pense as possible, and improved machinery will be installed to do all 
the work possible, thereby keeping the pay roll down to the minimum.” 

Presages and prophecies of disaster surcharge the atmosphere 
in Washington; activities and increasing expendituvzes for ex- 
panded production are going on at home. 

Mr. President, while I have the most profound revyect for 
petitions sent to myself or to the Senate of the United States 
from my State, while I am a Member of that body, while I be- 
lieve they should be given the utmost consideration, I want to 
say here and now, and I think I speak for my colleague as well 
as myself, that I was sent here by the people of my State, by the 
producers and by the consumers, by men and women who are not 
organized, who have no lobby, who are possessed with no great 
fund to go out through the highways and byways of the State, 
seeking and obtaining favorable action in their behalf by the 
great banks and associations. They are the toilers and the tax- 
payers, the common people, as Mr. Lincoln called them. It is 
their interest and their welfare, their wants and their desires 
that I propose to represent and promote in the Senate of the 
United States to the best of my ability. They look to us for re- 
lief, and we shall not disappoint them. I shall support the meas- 
ure known as the Underwood bill as that measure comes to the 
Senate from the hands of the party to which I belong, and they 
will judge me as I shall deserve. 


I only want a portion of the morning hour reserved for | 
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right in this morning hour to make a speech to 
the sugar feature of the Underwood tariff bill. 1 
the discussion which we have had and in furthe 
fact that I have some letters here bearing so 
subject, which I propose to have incorporated jn 1), 
want, if I may receive permission, to address the s 
time not exceeding 10, certainly not 15 minutes. 4 
objection, Mr. President, I will proceed. 

Mr. President, on last Thursday my esteemed and 
friend, the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. \| 
an effort to counteract what he considered the ef 
kindly called a calamity howl of the southern 
briefly addressed the Senate, and I shall now read 
my remarks his own remarks: 





Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. As I have said, Mr. Pres 
but a moment. I ask the courtesy of the Senate to 
of the fact that for the past two months we have had « 
and tearful tale on the sugar question to the effect that 
the South would be annihilated at one fell swoop. I f 
be refreshing, at least, to have the testimony of some ot 
ing to that particular class. 

have clipped from a prominent paper published 
Newark Evening News, the statement of Mr. Geo I ‘ 
gentleman whom I know, a man of wealth and large | 
living in Orange, N. J. He writes to Representative M 
putting himself on record as one exception in beliey 
interests are not going to be destroyed. Mr. Trask 
will advance not only the people’s interests but 
same time the interests of the sugar planters. He } 
vested largely in Louisiana lands in consequence of an 
this step, and he finally says: 

“TI am heartily in favor of free sugar. I think it \ 
for the country as a whole, and that the injury w 
producers claim it threatens to them is grossly exag 


believe that it will result in shutting down any plant 
ought not to be closed anyhow. 
“1 know that in one case a very large produ 


enormously to its cane-producing acreage 
tion or abolition of the duty.”’ 

I desire that this shall be known and go on record 
of a capable, ingenious, bright. and successful b 
vestor, who is willing to invest his money notwithstandi 
howls of the sugar planters. 


in anticip 


Mr. President, to those of us who are familia 
ditions of the sugar industry in the State of Louisi: 
on account of their familiarity with those conditi: 
lutely convinced that the industry would be entir 
at the end of three years if the present tariff bill go 
the statement that free sugar would advance the int 
sugar planter was incredible, coming, as it was 
bright, ingenious, capable, and successful busi 
investor. It was still more incredible that 
be willing to invest money in sugar lands becaus 
that the production of sugar by him would be 
consequence of free sugar. But it was even 1 
that a large sugar-cane producer in the State of 
should have lately added enormously to his cane-p! 
in the hope of reduced duties or the entire aboli 

For that reason some of us here who are inters 
being known, took upon ourselves the responsibilit 
in communication with this friend of the Senator ! 
Jersey, and the result has been two letters w! 
read. The first is dated May 22, 1913. 


ay <<, 
Mr. G. F. D. Trask, Orange, N. J. 

Dear. Sir: There appeared some few days ago in a 
lished in Newark, N. J., an interview purportil 
stating that you were interested in Louisiana land 
your observations the State of Louisiana farmer: 
sugar even if free trade in sugar became law. 

Believing that you are not desirous of misrepresenting ! 
respectfully request that you advise me at this addi 
you have been properly quoted. Our family has been 
engaged in the sugar business in Louisiana, and w 
to apply to our affairs the most approved and impro\ 
field and factory. We wish to state that even with the 
we have found many years unprofitable, and we ean ! 
of any local conditions that will make sugar pri d iction 
Louisiana with any radical change in the sugar duty, to 
of the distress and disaster that would occur if free t 
became law: eh ; 

Should you have good reason for thinking otherwise [ 
you to so advise me and will appreciate your so doin 

We are glad to learn that you are interested in ou 
the assurances of respect we anticipate the receipt of | 

Very truly, oe 


such 


} 


New WILLARD Hoter, Washington, D. C. 


The writer of this letter, as appears, is a cal 
sugar manufacturer in the State of Louisiana. 1! 
to many Senators here, having been here for sore | 
in the effort of appealing to their reason and to th 
also to try to enlist them and their sympathies in 
prevent the destruction of one of his principa! me 
hood, an effort which is characterized by the Se 
New Jersey as calamity howling, and which 



































































respectfully, 


Georce FF. D 


‘sident, this investigation was made and these remarks 
addressed to the what cnew 
sconeception of the Senator from New Jersey, who, from 
dge of him, on account of the probity of his char- 
he goodness of his heart, I know would never inten- 
sstate a fact or try to do an injury to anyone. 
MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. Presice in order that 
; uare myself with the Senate of the United States I 
» say: The article which I read stands for itself. The 
News is a most reputable paper, probably a paper of the 
lation in the Commonwealth of New Jersey. I read 
verbatim, and that which has been quoted I be- 
its entirety. 
s to the final rendering of the letter, I feel that my 
ot shaken a whit. I believe and Mr. Trask believes 
the reduction, even to free from duty, the good of the 
untry will be enhanced; and that is verified by the 
on that I made, and again verified by the quotation made 
Senator from Louisiana. 
d no purpose to misrepresent anybody, but I saw imme- 
after I made the quotation that there was a disturbance. 
» of distinguished Senators on this side immediately 
me and wanted to run down the story. They wanted to 
who the man was. I told them he was a Mr. 
tleman in Orange, as the article stated, and he could be 
1d 


TRASK. 





come others as Insidious lobbying, but considered by 
and by mys as a most earnest id legitimate 
nd save himself and a large portion of his State 
pending blew 
\ W read the answer: 
S. F. Harwarp & Co 
New York, May 24, 1913 
. HAUX, 
illard Hotel, Washington, D. C 
1 received your f 22d yest y evening, in 
- me whether | was cor quoted in a newspa arti 
in Newark, N. J., which stated that I was intere 1 in 
nds and believed that Lo na planters « 1 mak igar 
der free sugar. 
e not seen the newspeper article which you refer to, but I have | 
the above statement. 1 do not own any land or any inter- | 
lands in Louisiana. I have 1 r « d the opinion | 
iwar planters of Louisiana ld make mo under free | 
| not know whether they could or not 
1 faver of a reduction in the present duty on sugar and of its 
lition, and I did express wij to that effect in a recent | 
! Congressman, which I was afterwards told did find its 
! although I wrote it without that intention In that 
vever, I did not mention the State of Louisiana nor state that } 
estment there j 
that the present reduction and ultimate removal of the | 
is desirable does not depend on the question of whether the 
of Louisiana can pursue the industry profitably under 
vw not. I bope they can, especially those who run their 
ipably. But even if they can not, I believe that the benefit 
gar to the country as a whole should outweigh in the minds | 
legislature the losses which may be incurred by those domestic 
‘ have to depend for their profits on the artificial price 
y ! ‘fore been secured to them by a high duty. | 
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lina or the industry in Louisiana or in any other 
t I do deny the right of the Senators from South Caro 
from Louisiana to come to the people of New Jersey 
nd that they shall hold them up by the chin in order 
r heads shall not get under water. 
doing it for 125 years. 
loted the calamity howler, but I did not mean so badly 
1 “calamity howlers.” They are real generous gen- 
ig hearted and kind, most delightful in their way, but 
re willing to touch cotton, and I say that we have pros- 
nder free cotton, and I believe we can prosper under 
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God knows we have 
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{ 
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neyt 


© sugar planter, but the Lord knows I have heard 
how necessary it was to maintain a tariff in order 
he planter’s head up or the farmer’s head. I have 
o the song of praise of the farmers with tears run- 
their cheeks as large as walnuts. They prayed for 
fariner, in order to put on more tariff, but in spite 

? ‘farmer has grown poorer and poorer each year. 
‘he Senator quoted four farms for sale in Louisiana. 
ote you 104 farms that are there for sale. 








or 






I 
You will find 
















gts 


‘gnation of trade will come, and that the shafts and 


Trask, | 


Mr. President, I have no desire to destroy the industry | 
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S] d pulleys ? ad ti f « 
W ese This ‘oOnney WW ro ou ad | 
I ically eight 1 hs © ra year 
knows enough to be in business knew ft ! 
was ing to be reformed They kne t 1m 
P was to triumph. ‘They knew that "\ 
the Democrstic Party to reduce the iniquity of 
| ective tariff. So, th for a ye we | b 
the atmosphere of tariff reducti If you ! e (| 
y ouses and put them in order, it i ir faul \ . 
realized for all the ye that | 
Why, in the name of heave ha you rf 
affairs? If you n not grow row 
profit. Why should you ask for relief? 
It seems funny that only t mori y | dl 
paper what I shall read: 
With a Democratic t ff er t 
into law, with free sugar to t 
26 in New York: 
\ 
Total interest and 4d nd 1 
$111.286.556, as against §$ rede n 1 i 
t lers will receis é 
crea $5,945, 205 hi n I 
increase of $5,800,000 
All this has come with that horrid night 
pall hanging over this country of Democratic as 
I clipped from another paper the following 
[Special to the ¢ N ] 











k Cent Rail ! t has placed 
ht, and switch engines to | V t l 
fhe locomotive company will 1 t 

mainder will be pplied by t Lb i We 

Anticipating the great result of prosperity oun 

Another clipping I have lost It was f n New 
York, referring to the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
goes on to say that they are bonding the ly 1) 
for the purpose of buying 100 addition: 0 t ’ 
the freight, 4,000 freight cars, 8 postal Ss, a 1] 
ears. All these things have | LT d 
of stagnation, paralysis, de\ ) d 
tunate calamity howlers f f 
tariff, I say to you, take new courage ! ‘ c 
brighter dawn and b r ds ‘or G ind i lhe 
day of governing and controlling the mi yf yx e by the 
selfish doctrine of protection in order | you 1 c eve 
body for the benefit of somebody, nk God, |] d 
from this country. 

Mr. SMITH of South Car id Mr. Pi I ri 
question of personal privilege 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The § tor Cc 
will state it. 

Mr. SMITH of South Car 1. Mr. President, 1 f 
personal privilege is th t se r fi N M 
MarrTine], in laying his st: res on cert i his 
side of the Chamber for their ing lea t f 
tion, took occasion to specify th State ! 
States of South Carolina and I si for tl 
| Senator from New Jersey to ¢ by rity or « 
what grounds he made the st ment \ 
farmers of South Carolina b hin wl ( 

Mr. MARTINE of New J i, F l I 
make a most abje apolog > ( 
cerned. God knows I bad not the Lin 
strictures on South Carolina. | L hi 
down there a couple of months ago, and I 
have gone through with, wit hei 
system, 1d God know whit [ *y 
far be it from me to burden he : ! 
ino thought of that. I did § ( 
| say just how it ie wp, b 
| pervading infiuen it w ( 
the generous heart of South Car th 
God knows where Iw i have 1 if I , 
in your face a little longer. I gl 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TI te 
_ “ for sale all over the length and breadth of this land. loemsetnieeds , are 
, 0 Say, Mr. President, that the calamity proposition which | — 
rot ‘ om by the Senator from Louisiana, that they are going Bills were introduced, read the first time. and. br 
i ‘lated, is unfounded and unreasonable. I do not be- | consent, the second time, and referred as 1 
a & Pree result will occur; neither do I believe, because | By Mr CUMMINS: . 
in the Ho: com of the tariff on the schedules that are proposed | A bill (S. 2377) granting an increase of |» 

; louse tariff bill, that business is going to be annihilated, | R. C. Hunter (with accompanying paper) ; to 


| Pensions. 





By Mr. WEEKS: 

A bill (S. 2378) granting a pension to Charles Franklin 
White; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PITTMAN. At the request of the governor of Alaska I 


introduce a bill and ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
‘Territories. 
The bill (S. 2379) 


authorizing the town of Juneau, 


inethod of issuing bonds for such purposes, was read twice by 


its title and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 2380) for the relief of heirs or estate of Thomas 
Daly, deceased (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2381) for the relief of heirs of James Thompson, 
deceased (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Claims, 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 2382) granting a pension to Willie J. Etheridge; to 


the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 2383) for the relief of Stephen J. Mulhall and 
others; to the Committee on Claims. 

iv Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 2384) amending the act approved March 9, 1892, 
entitled “An act to provide an additional mode of taking dep- 
ositions of witnesses in causes pending in the courts of the 
‘'nited States,” to provide for the taking of depositions in for- 
eign countries; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


THE TARIFF. 
Mr. BRYAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to 


ove 


provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, | 


which was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. OLIVER submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 1) to reduce tariff duties 


"on 
oon 


Alaska, | 
to issue bonds for public-school purposes, and prescribing the | 
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| given for the present consideration of the resolut 


| 





und to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- | 


which 
ordered to be printed. 


poses, 


INVESTIGATION OF 


Mr. CUMMINS. I submit 
mediate consideration. 

The resolution was read (S. Res. 92), as follows: 

Resolved, That there be appointed by the Vice President a committee 
of tive Senators to investigate the charge that a lobby is being main- 
tuined at Washington or elsewhere to influence proposed legislation 
now pending before the Senate. The committee is instructed to report 
within 10 days the names of all lobbyists attempting to influence any 
such pending legislation and the methods which they have employed to 
accomplish their ends; and in giving the name of the lobbyist to give 
the particular bill upon which he is working, and, if it be the tariff bill, 
the item he is seeking to change. 

The committee is further instructed to take the statements, under 
oath, of all the Senators as to the names of all persons who have made 
any representations to them during the present session concerning 
pending legislation, and eapectaliy concerning the tariff bill; and the 
inguiry shall include the character of the representation and the cir- 
cumstances under which it was made, in order to ascertain whether it 
was a proper or improper attempt to influence legislation. 

It is further resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to furnish said committee with the names of the lobbyists to 
whom he referred in the public statement issued by him on the 26th 
day of May, and any other information about them and their efforts to 
bring about changes in legislation now before the Senate which will 
promote the general welfare. 

The committee is authorized to administer oaths, subpena witnesses, 
and to send for persons and papers in the prosecution of said investi- 
gation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution, 
but the Chair is compelled to rule that, under the statute, the 
resolution must go to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Before that ruling 
gest that there is no provision in the 
ment from the contingent fund of the Senate. The statute to 
which reference is made by the Chair applies only when it is 
proposed to make a payment from the contingent fund. If it 
shall be found necessary in the course of this investigation, if 
it is ordered, to apply to the contingent fund, then that re- 
quest, of course, must go to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, we have had at various 


ATTEMPTS TO INFLUENCE LEGISLATION, 


resolution, 


a 


is made I desire to sug- 
resolution for any pay- 


times accusations similar to the one which we have recently 
read in the press, that there were lobbyists about the corridors 
of Congress. 


were referred to the Committee on Finance and | 






=~ 


May 2 





Mr. CUMMINS: Mr. President, if the Senator 
Hampshire will permit me—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. May I ask 


has unanimous e 


Mr. GALLINGER. It has not been given. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was not aq 
the purpose of the Senator from New Hampshire 
addressing the Senate. 

Mr. CUMMINS. My attention was diverted for 
and I did not know whether consent had been given 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unanimous consent has not 
Mr. President, and the probability is that it wil] no 
this morning. 

I was about to say, Mr. President, that charges 
these that we are now asked to investigate are, as 
substantial and without any real foundation in f 
tervals the newspapers are filled with statements th 
lobbyists are around the corridors of the Sena 
House of Representatives; but such lobbyists are 1m 
to the naked eye. 

While no charge has been made in any quarter a; 
Senate, this resolution requires Senators to state 
they have talked and from whom they have received 
cations in reference to pending legislation. Mr. Pres 
seems to me absurd that the Senate should give its | 
investigation of that kind. Men are here who have a 
be here, men who represent great interests in th 
which, in their judgment, are imperiled. To call t) 
ists” is, to my mind, utterly absurd; to say that th 
not be here is equally so; and the suggestion 
should, under oath, without any charge being m 
them, be interrogated as to whether friends of 
written to them or talked with them about curre 
is, to me, not worthy of serious consideration on 
this body. 

Mr. President, I do not know that when this r 
comes before the Senate I shall object to it, but 
to its present consideration, and ask that it shall | 
the rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection having 


ith } ! 


‘ 
Le 


| resolution will lie over under the rule. 


for which I ask im- 


Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, in view of the f 


| Senator from New Hampshire has been permitted to 
| proposition as a prelude to his objection, I think I 


peer e reer EERE 


be allowed to say that I recognize the right of 
industry about to be affected by legislation to a 
sent arguments either to individual Senators or | 

of Senators. We are, however, at this time, I th 
very unenviable position. I do not know that the! 
lobbyists here; none have approached me; but we ! 
bill before us and there are a great many men here 
for the purpose of putting before the Senate and 
their reasons either for the adoption or the mod 
bill. 

It is stated, with the highest possible author 
highest possible source, that a lobby of greater 
than ever before known fills the city of Washingt 
ing more illegitimate and unlawful means than we! 
fore employed to secure certain changes in the tarill 
the public is led to believe, and will be led to b< 
any change is made in the tariff bill that is now proposed 
will be under the influence of men who are termed ~ 

I will not attempt to define the word “ lobbyist.’ 
what I believe him to be and what I have always supp 
to be, I abhor him quite as much as any Senator \ 
am not willing, so far as I am concerned, that this | 
shall go forward to debate and to a vote under the 
that if any change is effected in it that change is the 
illegitimate and improper influences. 

I think the country has a right to know what | 
rounding the Senate of the United States. I thin 
right to know whether Senators are being influen ( 
proper representations, or, rather, whether it is 
tempted to influence them by improper representatlo 
the country to know who are here and who are alter 
their arguments or in their statements or in their |" 
whatever form it may take, to change the tariff bill. 
are men here who ought not to be here, if they are doing W 
ought not to be done—and it may be true that they 
not deny it—the country ought to know it, and 
know it authoritatively ; and notwithstanding what 
from New Hampshire has said about the absurdity 
Senators with regard to the representations which 
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been 





















ty them, I believe that every Senator here ought to be 
id ought to be anxious to give the country the infor- 
gygested by this resolution. It is of the highest im- 
that whatever we do here shall command the confi- 
the people of the country. A law ought not only 


but the people ought to believe it to be just and be- 
it has been passed with high and upright motives. 
reason which has led me to present this resolution. 
comes before the Senate I shall address myself to it 


‘ALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Iowa 
t me, the paragraph that attracted my attention par- 
was that relating to S« that they should be 
1 and, under oath, give the names of all the persons who 

de representations to them concerning pendi lexisla- 
<o forth. It seemed to me that that was going further 

in an investigation of the charge that 


DAators 


ng 


ne essary wis 
the effect that lobbyists are in Washington. The 
been made in a high quarter, it ought to be in- 

i aud if Senators are to be investigated I have no con 


<> far as I am concerned. I will endeavor to recall 


of men who have talked with me or written to me, 


f mine, some of them from my State and some from 
Siates, on this subject. They had a right to do it, and it 
was my duty to listen to them. However, waiving what seems | 


serious objection to one phase of the resolution, I with 
dra\ y objection to its present consideration. 
VICE PRESIDENT. -Is there objection to the immed 
tion of the resolution? 
OWEN. I object, and ask that it go over one day. 
VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will over. 
CUMMINS. Has objection been made to the considera 
he resolution submitted by me? 


iate 


“ 


VICE PRESIDENT. Objection was made. The resolu- 
» over, 
COST OF ARMOR PLATE. 
rILLMAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
h was read, considered by unanimous consent, und 
rhat the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, in 


send following 


to the Senate, as soon as practicable, the 
is the cost of manufacturing the best armor 
2 would be the cost of erecting and equipping a plant 
rnment in manufacturing armor and gun forgings? 
there is any secret or patented pr 
ture of the best armor; and if so, who own the 
long would it take the Government to build and equip 
adequate for the needs of the Navy? 


plate per t 





sed 


patents? 


cess or processes u 


an 


TARIFF DUTY ON SUGAR. 


Mr. SMOOT. I have an editorial by Hon. Thomas M, Patter- 


s prietor of the Denver News, as to the effect of free 
beet culture. He is the publisher of the leading Dem 
wspaper of Colorado, and I ask that the editorial to 

[ refer may be printed in the Recorp. 
REED. Mr. President, we could not hear the request of 
. tor from Utah. 
Mr. SMOOT. I have requested the printing in the Recorp of 
rial by Hon. Thomas M. Patterson, ex-Senator of the 
| States, on the sugar question, which appeared in the 
Denver News May 11, 1913. * 
the VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it is 


red 
I editorial referred to is as follows: 





TERSON TELLS WHY FREE SUGAR 

DUSTRY—GIVES CREDIT OF SINCERITY TO PRESIDENT WILSO 
ES ISSUE WITH HIM AS TO THE EFFECT OF FREE SUGAR ON BEF 
BELIEVES SHAFROTH AND THOMAS SHOULD STAND SIDE BY 
ITH DEMOCRATIC SENATORS FROM LOUISIANA AND INSIST THA 

CHEDULE BE TAKEN UP AND DISPOSED OF BY ITSELF. 
ie tariff bill has passed the House and is in its next stage 
rrection and adoption by the Senate, I think this is an appro 
ne for everybody who thinks seriously upon the subject t 
: als views. But I will confine this paper to one subject—the 

ind sugar, 

hic » always held that the present duty on sugar was abnormally 
‘igh and that when a general revision of the tariff was undertaken I 
I ist that the duty on sugar and on every other protected Colo 
t product should be relatively reduced. I enthusiastically urged Mr 
son's mination for the Presidency and his election, because I be 










/ was a statesman who would fearlessiy insist upon a general 
= ‘vision downward, and upon the removal of all unnecessary tariff 
i ‘om industries which time and experience had proved could 
: ne. Coupled with this was Mr. Wilson's broad statements that 

would oppose In this reyision the destruction or serious crippling of 

ortant American industry. ‘This I regarded as a necessary 

; to his general statements concerning the tariff. Just such a 
n of the tariff was the erying demand of the American people. 

4 vision undertaken by Mr. Wilson's administration in con- 

Cos with this pledge involves an industry of peculiar importance to 

ae oie and a number of other Western States—that of sugar. It is 





‘g industry—yet in its early teens. 


I, 


The first beet-sugar factory 
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WOULD CRIPPLE COLORADO'S | 
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« tir t Sut = 1 y ‘ 
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success beyond peradvent Lb 
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1 tl free st « ng e 
t d e et there we w it l 
I \ het would be no beet gar indus 
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need 
I \ 
Tt ! f ti ' 
TROD io a 
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section of Texas rt ul 
Ss ir from ca i t 
if there is any cha is « i 
Bet from | nt 
annually produced 1 it lit nt ( wry 
of the industry continues to be 1 dl 
Of this immense sugar to c | 
in round num s about 200,000 ft 
There are 17 s { ! I ‘ 1 Ww 
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l y to ¢ rado and t 1 of tl < t 
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P d W ha l lecided that t 
industry now get alot it f t 
had t { Alt ; t Dor t I 
resentative had I d 
sugnl 1 1 f e list t ~ t | } ‘ 
nitt id pre sed a | ‘ 
which was quit generally con i, un tl | 
vened, would the b I t ‘ 
It must be admitted tha resident W } 
ree sugar fe the thre vy iod for w 
diure is but a conce mm by th residet , 
sugar-produc S { i \ | 
is as tho h iga will ) of fre list ii 
thrive as a nondutiable article imen¢ hres 
soon rendjust itself to the 1 withd ‘ 
right long almost without a hal Vine t i 
putting sugar on the fr | it any sp dt 
ind time determine when su i ! ! 
1 the thre Vv a nl I dat 
I ident but mers | l t t ? Ou 
rather than fore it into bar coincident 
the pen that will make { | 
I will assum then ee \ 
the beet-sugar indust t j ( lo 
United Stat with wal t fre t 
is to charge that he i i ! when |! ad 
>| vhere durir cam n the |} 
ha in t! t t w ! ‘ 
I \ 1 I not ! “ { 
ceived fier 7) t int 
I I inh mind w 
» | mn I i 
DIF! VI i 
Id wit I ent Wilson to t 
the free list, « r at once « i 
not eve if free it vy 
it lad t whil t may p 
It will « » invite ca t It w 
, the fa I » put in | ‘ of ‘ 
{ m \ In ¢ a nu 
l \ ( lad if t I ry 
content wi ( lera less rt t 
) 1 not \ but co ] ] less ind th f 
vit more gid « nom n a I 2 
nt kely t t the fa ‘ vill a i ! 
oncentration Once tl ting n 
points in Colorad now is ted a 
necessary cut in 1 pri the y 
el e of ix culture m vy le 
how much less he can ! 
nvince you that pr ta ‘ ! 
are almost fatally incol ‘ I vt? 
in the price paid fo : to d farmer 
tion of other crops whea ba { ind t 
GIVI PAC >» REA 
I have said a good deal t 
which my con ns are | d i f 
the price for which beet 8s b 
United States nd pl f h ) 
down in competition ith 
I suppose it is unnec iry to diseu the | 
est sugars, when of pracvically the ul quali 
sugar out of the market 
In presenting the question of the price for 


i State 
ind. I 
point 


in the 1 
verted 
the pivotal 


nit 
ni 


vro 


debatable facts, ar 
average figure at 
what is confessed 


There was 
from Congressman 


s and in 
recognize 


in the controversy. 

d will cept what is 
which beet sugar can 
to be the cost of foreign 


forelgn ¢« 
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nec nee of the s hedule of the Und bill In stating his 
‘ omes t} ti t igar will bring 
to ¢ do If 

: th at te of ¢ l ’ not iffer any perma- 
! | f » tl | of tl ! nd that the 
I depre that 1 r t of tl att 

i { ‘ ' 1 by ¢ i 

I ty t i ever en existing h § 
tarif 1 

I ) ng t t tl f t! t I tic and foreign 
f por 1 fT i { 1 < i mistic 
‘ os t t besid tl 

te ( t } que again 

1 | 

. ao 4 ( ick } r pared 
\ f ( Mr. M ore 
1 la l rt Dt 

i ( t t GC f I 
100 1 . i t< s i ] 

i) ird, <« t! } in Gb S Co., t ified befo1 the sam 

I if (bare n > Tt ct « 1anufacturing | 
beet f Ot $ per 100 ind The itements 
of othe igar-l t lant t re 1 > 1 net < t of beet sugar 

ey t \ l y Edward F. Dyer 

h t \ nd Col ( t H 1 the investigation 
in 1] pl i cost f t igar t 

657 per 100 (H. D 1 60th ¢ 2d , p. 3498 This 
i I ut 7 } i ( i . ‘ i 14 h ‘ be 3 
i i d at bo? 

it 1 be « 1 that Mr. I DEI 1 t estir y of 

[ ( S. M vy, M Oxnard, ¢ l J y) | nting, re- 
‘ the Great W 1 Su nd t American Beet Sugar 
W Mr. Dye | ts is r 
| cost of prod n eet ig r to the £ tlemen 
from $3.7 f 100 | l M Dy j the 
OF r 100 | th | 3 i i per ¢ r ind 
t ng nt su 

it may fairly | pl hat M Morey, Oxnard, and Dyer 
made 1 cost of man ng beet sugar ; high as they conscien- 
ti ly could. 

But Mr. Kinper also gives the other ext » He calls upon Edward 
F. Atki and the Spreckels Co These people placed the cost as low 
us they could, i Mr. KINDEL thus refers tc their statements: 

‘Lut there is a difference of opinion as to the cost of manufacturing 
beet sugar. Kdward F. Atkins, a well-known cane-sugar expert, who 
said he had made a careful study of the cost of manufacturing beet 
sugar, placed the cost in this country at $2.87 per 100 pounds (H. Doc. 
1905, 60th Cons 2d ¢ . p. 3360 The ¢ of manufacturing beet 
sugar ! the Spr Beet Sugar ¢ for 1910 was placed at 
$2.70 per 100 pounds (Hardwick ‘ I p. 2379.) The cost of 
manufacturing beet sugar, as given before tl Hardwick committee, all 
coming from expert ranges m $2.70 to $3.02 per 100 pounds. 
Would it not appear either that there is a vast in of efliciency 
imong sugar producers in this country, or that somebody has attempted 
to deceive us?” 

COST OF FOREIGN SUGAR 
While I am inclined to think that the one side puts the cost too high 
d the other side too low, and that from $3 to $3.2: + 1900 pounds 
more rly the true figures than tho ive ») I will take 
the lowest cost pri that anyone gives as the basis of the conclusion I 
reach—$2.70 per hundredweight. 

rhe cost of West India cane sugar, en est and best sugar to 
come in competition with Am b sugar, ought to be acceptable 
‘ the i f the cost of forei sugar, and t cost of Cuban cane 

r t the high on the market 
As st of Cuban sugar, Mr. K1 Ls quoting from the 
| manu rs in this ec tell us that the cost of 
rroducing raw cane sugar in Cuba is less than $1.50 per 100 pounds, 
Dyer, in the same statement referred to above, places the cost at from 
$1.021 to $1.261. The cost of refining is not above 40 cents per 100 
pounds. This would make the total cost of Cuban sugar range from 
$1.421 to $1.661. If refineries were operated in connection with the 
si plants in ba it is conceded that the cost of manufacturing 
refined sugar would be materially reduced.” 

Thus we have as the very lowest price for ich American beet sugar 
can be made § 0 per 10” pounds, and the highest cost of Cuban cane 

ugar, including refining cl $1.66 | 100 pounds. 

I do not refer to the cost charge of foreign beet sugars, for it is con- 
ceded on every hand it is much less than the American article. The 
import duties and exci tax on foreign beet sugar reach all the way 
from 40 cents per 100 pounds in the United Kingdom to $8.67 per 100 
pounds in Italy. And these duties and ex and bounties in some 
countries are so complicated I can not fix with anything like accuracy 
the cost of sugar in these countries. 

so we have as the cost for the making and refining of foreign sugar 
(Cuban) $1.66 per 100 pounds. a 





foreign sugar (refined) 


the 
shipment to customers $1.65 per 100 p 


uses of New York 
less than the beet 
the United States, estimated at the possible cost price 
at the factories in the West. 

I will not trouble myself with transportation charges to the dealers tn 
consumers of either the one sugar or the other, for they must nearly 





( 

balance each other. In any event, there would not be enough differ- 
ence between these charges to materially change the results of the 
difference in the cost of production. 

Now, what is the logic of these facts? If the beet-sugar industry of 
the country will not die it must surely languish. It can be conducted 
with profit to neither the farmer nor the sugar maker. The results I 
have before suggested are as inevitable as it is that water will run 
down hill. 

DOES COLORADO FAVOR FREE SUGAR? 
I know it is claimed by others of the congressional delegation from 





Colorado besides Mr. K1inpDeEt that the great majority of Colorado people 
are favorable to free sugar. 
If they are it is because they believe the statements made by Mr. 





KINDEL and Mr. Keatine. Of course, if sugar can be put on the free 
list and the beet-sugar industry flourish, giving to the farmers the 


present or nearly the present price for beets and leaving to the sugar 
factories a falr marzin of profit, Colorado people would, like those of 
cther communities, insist that sugar should be made free. 





























































































But 
tain 


the election of last fall is no index that ¢ 





any such views. Conditions in the count 
were exceptional. The Republican Party was divided 
tainty that it was doomed to defeat mad | j 
ferent to economic issues The plain in ft 


outraged the public mind, so that it lost 























and gave apparent support to any extreme, whethe: 
enlargement of the free list. Colorado voters re 
of other States, and when they will be confro: I 
question of the certain closing down of a number of 
ries, the l ssity for a avy cut in 
h 1 of the rest, when such « 
louded itude of others and Democr 
my tl future of the sugar 
mm ¢ ugar on tl free list, I f 
ING re Colorado Democratie t 
mé rado voters ar | ed t 
1] more with tl k.epublican | 
d no thought when I commenced thi 
olor » delegation at Washi l in f 
now represent different dist d they y 
th concei to be the welfare of the c¢ 
ip; but with the Senators it is different, f t 
State; tl are, « h of them, as it were, amb 
it the N: onal ¢ 1 1 to ke p ca ful watch v 
its peopie. 
co» IENCE NOT TO FI con I 
Frankly, I do not believe that any § tor 
science to the keeping of any party cau .s 
senate should he believe t ee ily 
linked with an industry that is thre ! I 
threat good and grievously endanger dustry \ 
presented Colorado in the Senate I to be 
‘tum, and I defied the Senators of my party ho 
of the party because of it It was by my vote 
ito Domingo was ratified, and I have never regrett 
as I read the Constitution, a Senator who, on ma 
or his country, yields his duty to the decre: fa 
cus is false to his State and to the oath he tool 
duties as Senator. 
FORCING IT AS ONE BILL IS UNGENEROUS 





The course taken by the Democratic majority of tl! 
approval of the President, that welds into one great 
of the tariff, including that of sugar, and with that 
is ungenerous at least to every Member and inter 
votes in favor of parts of the measure they di 

Mr. Wilson justifies his stand on the sugar qi 


sugar is an article of prime necessity and enters 
every family, wherefore it should be n 
putting sugar on the free list will make sug: 
j ly open to challenge, for should free sug 
cripple the American sugar industry the last cor 

may be worse than the first. But I make no is 

the future can determine it. 

But since President Wilson lays stress upon su: 
prime necessity, and bases his stand for free sugar « 
ciple, deny that it is merely a matter of policy, 
fully ask, are not the staples of woolen and cotton 
much prime necessities, and do not they enter as d 
omy of the American family as sugar; and how 
free sugar for the reason given support and vote 
average 35 per cent on every such fabric and arti 
from them? The Wilson-Underwood tariff bill that 
House is made up of duties imposed to protect t 
that have grown into necessities. They may 
cotton on the free list, they being the raw mat 
complaint if beets—the raw material of sugar I 
but sugar, the finished product, just as fabrics n 
cotton are the finished product, should be treated 
friendly a spirit as the latter. If this is done thet 


nde as 






just 
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DUTY OF SENATORS. 





Our Senators should, it seems to me, stand s j 
Democratic Senators from Louisiana. hey s ld 
sugar schedule be taken up and disposed of by it 
years ago the House revised the tariff, each hedu 


being a separate schedule. Why was that cou! 
revising the tariff in a lump? Everybody knows It 
the weak. It is a warning, I suppose, that no mat 
the treatment of certain products may be to the St! 
Senators, they must vote for the bill as a whole or 








and lose the smiles that would otherwise grect t 

House : 
United States Senators are now elected by t 

even be nominated in an open primary. Patr 





favor will not take the place of services pati ica 
performed. 


ARMOR FRAUDS. 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I prese! 
mous consent that it may be printed in the Rr 
delivered in the Senate of the United States on M 
1, 1897, by the Hon. BensamiIn R. TILLMAN, ! 
Senator then, as now, from the State of South C 
subject of armor-plate frauds. 


Mr. President, the speech of the distinguished * 
South Carolina [Mr. TrxuMAN] upon the subje 
was so forceful and so pregnant with facts th 
and never were controverted that it now becor 
in view of observations I have made upon this : 
the past few days. 

When the day comes, as come it will, that th ( 


armor plate and | 
$3,000,0000 to > 


and justly give, th 


shall manufacture its own 
people of this country some 
impartial history will give, 


5 AOU 








91>. 


ef the public moneys to the brave old Senator from 
R. TILLMAN, 


e Carolina, BENJAMIN 
ynanimous consent to incorporate his speech into the 
" VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
ne, and it is so ordered. 
eech referred to is as follows: 
“ARMOR FRAUDS, 
HON. BENJAMIN R, TILLMAN, OF SCUTH CAROLINA, IN THE 
‘ATE OF THE UNITED STATES, MONDAY, MARCH 1, 1897. 
‘Ir. TupMAN. Mr. President, from my brief experience in 
dy I sympathize very much with the feeling of helpless- 
d ignorance which the distinguished Senator from West 
\ |Mr. Elkins] has confessed; and, even though I am a 


. ber of the Naval Committee and have devoted as much time 

F uid spare from my other duties here to the business of 

rizing mysif with the subject matter intrusted to our 

do not feel able to give him all the light that he asks 

f this question of armor. But I do feel able to give 

him enough light, and to give the Senate enough light, to show 

is nothing connected with the recent history of this 

Coyvernment—no expenditure—so reeking with fraud and so dis- 
| to those who are responsible for it. 

e go back and trace the history of this armor-plate 

acture we find that during Mr. Cleveland’s first term, 

en Secretary Whitney began what is known as the construc- 

of the new Navy, the manufacture of armor according to 

t approved methods was an unknown thing in this coun- 

ii that there was no plant capable of performing that 

The largest steel plant in the country at that time, I 

believe, was at Bethlehem, and Congress wisely, perhaps—I 

t pretend to say it was not wise—entered not into a con- 

it authorized the Secretary of the Navy to enter into 

ct with the Bethlehem Iron Works by which they were 

struct a sufficient addition to their already large steel 

\ to make this armor. The price fixed was away up yonder, 

s 600 or $700, I am not familiar with the exact amount, 

was $600 or $700 per ton, and it was generally understood 

debates and in the newspapers that the enormous price 

ven by reason of the fact that an enormous expendi- 


as | 


ere 


If w 


S 


ture ‘three, four, or five million dollars was necessary, and 

Government proposed by this large price to reimburse the 
Bethichem Manufacturing Co. in the contract which would then 
| for its outlay. The proof is overwhelming in these re- | 
pol in the testimony taken before the Naval Committee in 


the investigation last winter, that the plant at Bethlehem which 
\ mstructed in addition to what they already had has been 


paid for twice over by this Government absolutely, and that 
they have made a present of it to the Bethlehem Co. 

year or two after the contract was entered into at 
Bethlehem the new Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Tracy, finding 


the delivery of armor from Bethlehem did not keep pace 


with the needs of the Navy, or for some other reason—that was 
the ostensible excuse—without authority from Congress, en- | 
tered into a contract of his own with the Carnegie Works at 
Pi isburgh, by which they were to receive the same price for 


nor that Bethlehem was receiving, and he thereby hoped, 
explained, to bring about competition in the price of armor 
ind have two plants instead of one, and thus enable the Goy- 
erhment to obtain all the armor it might want in the construc- 
lion of the new Navy at reduced prices after a while. 

“ The construction of the new Navy has gone on. It is get- 
ung to be rather respectable. It has cost us an enormous sum. 
Last winter, when the Venezuela war scare was on, the propo- 
Sition came from the House to increase the Navy by four battle- 
sh There was a struggle here to reduce it to two, but we 
mised on three, as I foretold would be the case, because 
are only three navy yards in this country that can con- 
‘rict such ships. Each one of them got a ship, and they, in 
olusion, agreed as to the price they would bid on those ships, 


} y 


{ ) doubt we are to-day paying a million dollars bonus or 
i miition and a half dollars clear profit over and above a 
re g } . . . 
: able sum for their construction. 

‘But 


it the question of armor to put on these ships was under 
= body 48 to the-reduction that should be had was to put it 
of and forbid any contract being let out for armor plate until 


= investigation was had by the Secretary of the Navy. The 


secretary of the Navy made that investigation. 
ls full 


It is here. It 
! and complete, 


The Naval Committee has had this mat- 


ter under consideration during the whole year; we have paid 
lore ¢ » i : : 

- tention to it than any and ali else before us; and not- | 
= ‘standing our ignorance—and I confess we are still igno- 
‘ant 


we have learned enough to know that these two com- 


panies, 


instead of competing with each other in the manufacture 





|} out any regard to the liberal manner in which the 





‘Yesigation by the Naval Committee, and all we could do in | 
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of armor, are to-day in collusion and have formed a trust 
they fix the price absolutely 


; that 
, Without any regard to justice, with- 
troverniment 
has treated them in the past, without any regard to the fact 
that the price they have received, amounting to about $15,000, 


000 for plates they have already manufactured, has paid them 


| back fourfold for the expenditure they paid out, and that they 


have had large dividends on account of the 

“Mr. Herbert comes forward and makes a report 
the best information he can obtain as to the construction 
cost of armor in Europe, and then he takes up the repol 


besides 
based 


investment 
on 
and 


ts of 






the Carnegie Co. and the Bethlehem Co. He went to the au 
ditor’s oflice at Pittsburgh to find out the profits they had re 
turned for taxation. He analyzed every bit of the information 
he obtained, and here are his conclusions: 
The Secretary takes as the cost of labor and material in d 
forged, harveyized, nickel-steel armor th m of $1 
He assumes that the plant costing $1,500,000 w 1 need $150,000 
per year for maintaining it, or $50 per ton upon 5,000 ¢ ; 
armor, and adds to the price_- J 
Making a i 
Or in round numbers : . vineiaa a 
He then adds for profit 50 per cent, or_-- : cmccmiaiaés) a 
Making ram 375 
And then adds for nickel to be furnished hereafter by t ‘on 
tractors. _- ‘i a ‘ “ 20 
Making = _ 
Or in round numbers . 100 
“And that is the way the $400 figures have been reached. We 
have constructed these armor factories, we have given them to 
these people, we are asked to give them 50 per cent profit upon 


the reasonable cost of the manufacture, to give $10 extra as a 


bonus on guesswork, and reach $400 as the basis of the Nava 
Committee. 

“TI will say here that the reason why there is some ambiguity 
or a little latitude in the report of the committe s being 
somewhere between $300 and $400 was in order that the Naval 
Committee might come in here like a band of brethren upon a 
united report without any minority battle to be fought. 

“The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, Chandler], who has 
been largely instrumental in getting up this investigation, 


whose ability nobody questions, is here asking us to go back to 


$300 as a fair price, and here are his con s to wh 
that is enough. 
“After the Secretary's report was received, the committee « 


gaged in considering the question whether it would not be 
sufficiently liberal allowance to take the careful es 
Secretary's experts as to the cost of labor and mat 





for maintenance of the plant only three-fifths of | 
ton named by the Secretary, and to add only < i 
profits on work where the plant has been in f paid for 1 
maintained by the Government. A state! 7 l 
would be as follows: 
Cost of labor and material pet $1 
Add for reforging 12 
so 

Add ri j nance of plant ) 

b per « profit ------- 
Add for nickel 

Making the price for armor 

“Now, Mr. President, the proposition here is to 
price to $300 or have the Government go into the man 
of armor on its own account rath tha to further 
position. Those who are accustomed to d up their |! 
horror at the idea of the Government into | LESS 
see the specter of the Subtreasury or the G ent ow | 
of railroads in everything brought in here to f » the ti ! 
the throat and cause them to relinquish their grasp upon th 
throats of the people say, ‘Oh, no; we can! have the Govern 
ment do anything on its own hook except to sit dov he is 
the agent and tool of these corporations and trusts, wrin 
the people their hard earnings in taxes, and turn them over 
these robbers.’ That is the business we are engaged in. rl 
is what we are here for, and that is why all of this discus 
is being raised here as to the Government not going into b 
ness and buying or erecting a plant of its own for the pur] 
of making armor. How else are we to do under the law which 
requires us not to pure hase abroad one bolt or one scint 
material which goes into these ships, which limits us to hom 
manufacture? How are we to break the grasp of this trus 

“The theory advanced in this body as we heard d ssed 
here in regard to the monopolies in the District of Columbia in 
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the matter of electric lighting and gas is that Congress can 
regulate monopolies here, hold them down and make them put 
their prices at whatever we please; that we can control monopo- 
lies. I say here that the evidence is overwhelming in this 
electriclight business and everything else that instead of our 
controlling monopolies, monopolies have the Senate in their 


breeches pockets. 


‘Mr. President, I grow so indignant when I trace the history 
of this iniquitous business that I am apt to say harsh words, 
but God knows I believe every utterance I have made here is 
true. I would hate to believe or even to insinuate that these 


people have their paid agents in this Chamber. I would hate to 
or suspect 
a | 


Mr. Hawtey. Mr. President—— 
The PresipInac Orricer, Does the Senator from South Caro- 


STD pose 


lina yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

“Mr. Hawriey. Does the Senator dare to say that, or even 
dare to insinuate it? 

The Presipine Orricer. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield? 

‘Mr. TirLMAN, I dare say that, as far as I can see and un- 
derstand the situation here. I can explain it upon no other 
ground cept that there must be men here who are the agents 
of these trusts. 

\ir. Hawrey. I say that is a disgraceful slander, unworthy 
of any gentleman. 

‘The Presmpine Orricer. The Senator from South Carolina 
will proceed. 

‘Mr. CuLtom. And in order. 

“Mr. TrrtmMan, I might say that none but the galled jade 
winces, 

“Mr. Hawtey. If the Senator applies that to me, I have a 
very sufficient answer. 


‘The Presipinc Orricer. The S 
address the Chair and be recognize 
Se na tor on the floor. 

‘Mr. Hawtry. I beg the pardon of the Chair. 
‘The Prestpinc Orricer. Does the Senator from South Caro- 


enator from Connecticut must 
ed before he can interrupt a 


lina yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

“Mr. HAwtey. If the Senator addresses any language of that 
kind to me, I have a sufficient answer. 

“The [resipine Orricer. The Senator must not proceed to 


speak until he is recognized by the Chair. 

“Mr. Hawtry. I accept the rebuke. 

“Mr. TILLMAN. I said I would feel ashamed to even insinuate 
that there were men here who are so lost to their duties to the 
men who sent them here and to the States they represent as to 
be guilty of this, but I am bound to put two and two together. I 
am compelled, as an honest man, to speak what I believe to be 
true, and so help me God, unless this be true, then I can not ex- 
plain it upon any other hypothesis. 


“Mr. President, to go on with the question as to the Govern- 
ment going into business, who conducts this vast and complex 


machine of handling the mails, 
remotest corners of this country, covering every State and 
county and hamlet, a monopoly created by the Government and 
made self-sustaining almost in spite of the facts brought out 


a business ramifying into the 


here and notorious to everybody that everything else has gone 
down in the last 20 years except the compensation of these 
corporations for transporting the mails? The cost of manufac- 
turing steel rails is one-half what it was 15 years ago, when 
these contracts were begun, or 10 years ago. Everything now, 


almost, is reduced by reason of the shrinkage in the volume of 
money; yet the Armor-Plate Trust, created by the money of the 
Government, acknowledged by the Secretary of the Navy to be 
a trust, is to have its hands thrust deep into the coffers of the 
Treasury, into the pockets of the people, and when I get up 
here and try to expose their iniquities and proclaim my belief 
that there is dishonesty in it—fraud, peculation—I am twitted. 
I do not want to say anything harsh. God knows I have got 
enough vitriol in me now, and I could let out a heap of it. I 
will try to go on with the question. 

“On what do I base these charges? Here is the conclusion of 
the Secretary of the Navy, as to his belief that there is a trust 
in the manufacture of armor, which I will ask the Secretary to 
re ad. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The Secretary 


The Secretary will read as 
read as follows: 


$s indicated. 


“During the debate in the Senate upon the armor question at the 
last session of Congress, one question discussed was whether there was 
an understanding or agreement among armor manufacturers through- 
out the world to keep up prices. This was one of the questions I in- 
quired about upon my recent trip to England and France. If there be 
any such understanding it is of course impossible to prove it, unless 
some one of those to whom the secret has been confided should betray 
his trust. My impression is that there is and has been for some time 
at “he least a friendly understanding among armor contractors both in 
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Europe and America as to the prices to be charged for 
impression I find prevails abroad, certainly among 
who have inquired into the subject. 

“ Without ae in any manner to justify 


som 


such 


there are reasons that would naturally induce arm: 
agree among the aan as to the prices to be charge: 
Government, and also with armor makers abroad as to 


which armor is to be furnished to countries which do not n 


“Mr. TInLMAN. Here we have the representative 
ernment in the control of the Navy De partm 
charged last winter by this Congress with the dy 
gating this question, and who has done it fully 
proclaiming his belief in a combination, and yet he 
so liberally that after arriving at such a conclusio 
them 50 per cent profit in order to make the price $40 

“What other business in this country, except t| 
conducted by trusts and monopolies, now earns 50 per ‘ 
30 per cent, or 20 per cent, or 10 per cent? Why are | 
lionaires to be given 50 per cent profit after we | 


and t] 


the factories and presented them to them? Why. I 
as I said, it be because they have their ‘frie: 
Chamber? 

“Mr. President, if the statement were made, the 


duced that the Treasury was to be looted to the an 
or three million dollars in a transaction, and there y 
about it, and men got up here and said, ‘ We can 
we must let this go on; we can not have the Govern: 
competition in business; we have got a monopoly | 
by ourselves, two corporations in combination; the; 
Government down; they have their hands in our p 
we can not help it,’ what other conclusion can be r 
that we are sharing in the booty? Let me ask why wi 
help it? We can help it if Senators will! rise to a 
dnty, will consider that the country is leoking at 
already considered a body disgraced by reason of ou 
ability to do business according to the dictates of Wall § 
We do not hurry up enough. We do not ( 
touch of the electric button between Wall Street and | 
has been broken somehow in the last year or two on t! 
issue; and the newspapers are turned loose on us 
of sleuthhounds to abuse and slander and misrepresent the > 
ate. If the Senate does this thing in the broad 
in the face of the facts eee by its own col! 
by our Secretary of the Navy, how can ‘we esca] 

nation of honest men as being the paid agents of 1 
tions? 

‘‘But there is another phase of this armor busi 
even blacker than this. In 1894 a big complail 
through the newspapers, a furor created as to frauds ij 
plate. The charges were that the Carnegies were not 
with their contract even at the high price we were | 
$650 a ton; that they were putting off on us spor 
rotten material, untempered material, as armor 
price. The Naval Committee at the other - end of 
got a resolution through that body instructing its « 
investigate these questions. They sent for the n 
themselves. They did not go out in the highways 
and look up this informer or that spy, and men wl! 
turned off by the company; but they sent for the s 
and the manager of the Carnegie Works and th 
nected with the manufacture of those plates and 
questions, took their own admissions, brought in n 
mony except that which Carnegie’s men themselves 
what did they report? Here are the charges mad 
company, which were admitted by the agents of t! 
who appeared as witnesses before the committee. I W 
Secretary to read it. 


obey 01 


t? ( 


} 





“The Presiping Orricer. The Secretary will 
quested. ‘ 
“Mr. Tittman. Now, gentlemen, those of you \ 
feel so thin-skinned, who know you are honest, w! 
you are the agents only of the people of the States 
represent, please listen. 
“The Secretary read as follows: 
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“ THE CHARGES AGAINST THE 
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“ Pirst. The plates did not receive the uniform treatn 
the specifications of the contracts. In many cases t! 
irregular, and in other cases it was practically in« ( ’ 





eations of the contract of February 28, 1893, req 
should be annealed, oil tempered, and again anneal d, t 
being an annealing one. 

“Second. False reports of the treatment of the pl 
atically made by the Government inspectors. ‘This was 
of paragraph 95 of the circular concerning armor-plat - ae 
dated January 16, 1893, which was made a part of the conu 
graph 95 says: . i » 

“*The contractor shall state for each article in w! 
treatment it has received.’ 
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cations of the contract of November 20, 1890, paragraph 


state of work and contra 


ment 
h day 


tor’s tests to be commenced 
must be furnished to the chief inspector.’ 
Sa ts received the double treatment provided for in 
of either contract. A report of a double treatment, 
te the Government inspectors. 
ecimens taken from the plates 
rtain the strength of « 
edge of the Government inspectors, 
sile rength when tually tested. 
specimens ti oe from other plates were substituted for 
by te vel ent inspe 


the 
how- 
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the knowledge 
The Go 
ns of false 
ILLMAN. Mr. 
ny is there to that every 
i and confessed before a committee of 
and that House, without a divi 
Republicans over there dared not face thei: ns 
reelection and fight the investigation—passed a resolu- 
ave certain plates taken off the vessels of Navy 
them put through the necessary test to show the 
prove them. Mr. Carnegie was fined by the Secre- 


tion of the specifi n 
erroneously called 
tors and the 


cavities, in 


es, 


som 4 
stamp 
{ 
vernment 
ten 


was either duplic 
the Government 
inspector in 
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ated or 
inspectors. 
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ents tor 
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ITs, two 
rht; 
; the House 


who, God be thanked, goes out of power in 
now, remitted that fine. The thieves were caug 
nfessed that they had robbed the Government; 
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Ss, and | 


Navy and, by some hocus-pocus, this glorious Prest- | 
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resentatives sent to you a resolution to have certain | 
sted upon your new Navy to prove the frauds which 

had been practiced upon the Government. 
(hat resolution came over here and went to sleep and died 
v ut action, and Mr. Carnegie sports his steam yacht and 
floats back to Scotland to his game preserve, and writes gold- 
terature to tell the American people how they ought to | 
behave themselves. He can come to Congress and come to the 
rresident, and get such recognition as he has had. Why should 
he not sport steam yachts and live in palaces? Why not? He 
duct private business; yes; oh, yes; but we can not. We 
t compete with him, because there is too much red tape 
too much eight-hour law, too much this, too much that, 
ch tother created here by political influences to step the 
v s of an honest administration and to rob the people and 
: iillionaires at the expense of the paupers, who are grow- 
ing ore and more numerous every day. Then, when I get up 
here and bring these facts to the attention of the Sevate and 

Se tie Senators if they do not propose to convict themselves in | 
the eyes of the people of being in collusion with these men, of 
veibg only their greedy and paid agents, a Senator gets up| 
ere with his thin skin and undertakes to twit me with being 
i] £ and slanderous! 

‘Why was not that resolution | assed here and those plates 
taken off? Why? Why? Here is‘a list of the ships of our | 
Lew Navy—our boasted new Navy, the one we love so, and that 
= pe 80. This is only a partial list of the ships the plates on 
which were confessed to have been plugged up, or not tempered, 
or some other thing which would weaken them and make them 
worliless, and net according to contract. 
our on the Monterey, six on the Monadnock, eight on the 
wer York, four on the Amphitrite, three on the Terror, thre: 
on “ie Oregon, three on the Olympia, six on the Indiana, four 
on the Massachusetts, and so on. 

‘ bos a oa asked to cooperate with the House and to have 
the plates taken off and tested before the Government paid for 


rs - you would not do it. 
Muse, 


cia 
did 





Why did you not do it? 
Do not everybody answer at once [laughter], 


'Y you people who think I am slandering the Senate. 
you not do it? 


[A 
espe- 
Why 






“If we get into a war with S| ( \ | 
ships of ours go out to meet 
equal strength, a shot fr 
through one of these spongy | wh 
} up would send our American ve { 
bottom of the sea by the frauds pe ! 
Senate. Then what will your re 
* Now, are you re ly to cor 
grab game cf icoting the T! \ ) 
it by autho g the « U1 
armor for the ¢ 
submit to a decent pr ( ( t ) 
will allow th 
Navy, in order to r¢ > ) 
and $10 a t 
‘Why sh 1 you 1 
‘Now, you robber ras 
this work ‘ 
if it costs S500 or SS00 \ 
the sat f l ] 
common laborers ani! 
going into the ditch w » my 
Quay], or, I believe, he is to 
[| Lau hter. | NOW, Iny iri | 
price at $300, we w 
them. 
The eight-houw ' Ll th ( ! 
Government administ: 
ihat it costs the Gover re 
benefit among the 1 s i 
two pets, the Carnegie ¢ 
who have bad a ri rich I 
10 years ago in g x into f 
Americans could have a navy « haged \ f 
American material. You face wit 
you can not dodge it. That 
This committee comes here and ys th 
perpetrated, and they proved it by th ‘ 
and you did nothing about it, and v ‘ 
Carnegie was fined, but the fine w: 
were in collusion, and the Secret: oO ! 
the ¢ mitte« dl I } un ( 
directed all the inquiries I put to tl 
that they to-day are pract yo 1 i 1 it 
| deny it. That is the uation. You « 
from taking whatever t fer, unl 
Government to make its own p Se \ 
plant, because there a only t for 
two in the country iweo ( 
for to these peop! dw vi 
for every one the plant at. 
“They have got it; they | 
‘We will buy it.’ I w d rathe til t 
man who resents robbery l ra | 
rather build a new « than | i 
way. I would soon then 1 ( 
ment enters into the manuf i { I 
not afraid to get up here and eI 
believe when you give me f like thes »b 
Nobody from Connecticut or anywhere e 
ime. I am not thin skinned. I a not I 
| of stealing if I did vote for the sul ' ( 
last night. You men who have been bh 
friendly, so loving and kind in your « 
great wealthy combinatio u are t 
the alternative of voting for a ds it 1 f 
| armor and giving us a way it by 
| plant if theve people will 1 l 
have got to vote one way or the othe 
‘You have voted for t! 
public opinion, and I dar y 
The old ‘d never surrt PR 
the Senate from West \ l 
myself, who feels his inabilit f ) 
ness of the Senate, and sits here and | 
and you get up and quarrel s 
some little pitiable $10,000 or $5.000 or $3.01 
you slide through these mi is like gi 
ter]; you do not even dis hem; you « ( 
them. Here is one that tl Naval Cor tt ! 
attention. We prove these ges; we pl 
are robbing the Government, but that the 
upon the Government in the manufactu | 
have not been punished for it. Will y s 
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Will you allow the Government to go into t 





facturing armor if the Government must pay these people twice 
what the armor is worth? 

“T went down to Bethlehem. I followed that thing through 
from the ore at the beginning to the finished plate at the end. 
I saw how many men were at work; I saw the machinery; I 
saw the entire output and how it was handled; and I do not 
believe it costs $200 a ton to make it. I am ready to take an 
oath to that, and others of the committee think so, too. 

“But the Naval Committee tries to be harmonious. We come 
here with what we think is a reasonable proposition, a liberal 
proposition, to give these people $300 a ton, and it is left for 
the Senate to decide how whether we shall reduce the price 
to $300 or will allow the Government a way out by giving it an 
opportunity to make its own armor if it can not buy it at that 
price. 

“Mr. President, I have only to say in conclusion that I would 
be glad if somebody would ask some question about this, for I 
have probably forgotten some points about it. 

“Mr. Stewarr. I would ask the Senator the cost of the same 
kind of armor in other countries? 

“Mr. TittMAN. We found out that all the armor manufac- 
turers in the world are in the same combination that these two 
American concerns are—the Creusot people in France, the Ger- 
iman manufacturers, and the English are all together, each 
robbing their own Government all in a pile. So that if you go 
abroad you will only get on the other prong of the fork. You 
do not want to go abroad. I would rather pay the American 
workmen $10 a day for six hours’ work, and let this money be 
distributed among the masses, than allow it to go into the 
pockets of the combination here. Let us do the Government 
business through Government agencies, and then these combina- 
tions against the Government will be in vain. 

“(To Mr. Quay, who had risen.) Now I am ready for the 
Senator, who is the blomse Senator. [Laughter.] I am afraid 
he is not with the workingman. I know how he is going to 
vote. 

“Mr. Quay. There is no difficulty about the way I am going 
to cast my vote on this question; but I merely desire to ask 
the Senator from South Carolina whether I understood him to 
say that this amendment, proposing to limit the cost to $300, 
comes from the Naval Committee and is offered by the authority 
of that committee? 

“Mr. TILLMAN. It comes in this way. The Senator from New 
Hampshire and all of the committee, except four, were in favor 
of fixing the limit at $300, but out of consideration for the other 
members of the committee, and with a desire, as we thought, to 
be reasonable and to get some action—mind you, we have got to 
run the gantlet of the House, and everybody knows how the 
trusts are fortified in that end of the Capitol at this time, with 
the gag law in full force and effect, with every man manacled 
and unable to obtain the eye of the Speaker or get a chance to 
say a word, unless he crawl around on his belly like a worm— 
for a free American Representative in Congress has got to crawl 
around like a whipped cur to obtain recognition. You ean not 
do anything over there; and unless the Senate rises to its duty 
and protects the people, then the steal goes on. The majority 
of the committee are in favor of $300 a ton. 

“Mr. Quay. But they did not direct this amendment to be 
offered on the floor of the Senate. 

“Mr. TILLMAN. We did not direct it. 

* Mr. Quay. That is all I want to know. 

“Mr. TILLMAN. We did not direct it, because we knew that 
we had to pass the gantlet of the great moguls of the Appropria- 
tions Committee, and we proposed to come in here, where we 
would have a better chance, and ask you gentlemen to give us 
some consideration. Let the Naval Committee take charge of 
the Navy, instead of you gentlemen of the Committee on Appro- 
priations managing it, because we do know more about it than 
you do, although you are all-wise and have been here long 
enough to have wisdom die with you whenever you go out of 
here. [Laughter.] ” 


THE LOUISIANA PURCHASE (8. DOC. NO. 46). 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. At the dedication of the Jefferson 
Memorial Building at St. Louis, Mo., on the 30th day °f April, 
1913, the principal address was delivered by Prof. William M. 
Thornton, of the University of Virginia. The occasion was a 
historical one, and the address is of such merit that I ask unani- 
mous consent that it be printed as a Senate document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ALLEGED COTTON POOL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the following resolution coming over from a previous day. 
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The SECRETARY. 
Carolina : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce be, and 
rected to inquire fully as to the names of the party or pay 
rations that sold the cotton alleged to have been bought in 
by a pool of purchasers, who are now under indictment 
ment of Justice, and at what prices these parties sold 
the alleged pool, and whether or not the parties sellin, 
owned the cotton at the time of the sale thereof, and the ; 
cotton in the markets of this country on the date of 
these contracts or the sale of these contracts for this . 
report the same at the earliest possible moment to the Se: 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on ag 
resolution. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I obi 
consideration of this resolution yesterday and ask 
should go over. As a matter of fact, I wanted to ; 
resolution and wanted to examine the opinion from t 
General’s office which the Senator from South Caro 
wards produced and incorporated in the Recorp. 

The opinion from the Attorney General's office 
confirms me in the view which I expressed upon the 
Senate. Nowhere in that opinion does the Attorn 
say or indicate that the Department of Justice is not { 
fied and equipped to make any investigation whi 
as laying the foundation for future action. The res 
not appear to provide for securing information to la 
dation for future action. It calls upon the Secrets: f 
merce to give information to the Senate for its acti: l 
pose, which action can be only in the way of legislati 

While it occurs to me that the Senate in seeking i 
should use its own agencies, I do not propose to ob 
consideration of the resolution or to oppose its ad 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agi 
resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


Senate resolution 91, by Mr. Sarpy) 





THE TARIFF. 


Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I see that th 
the Finance Committee is present in the Senate. | 
to ask him what action, if any, his committee h 
regard to the matter of making public the testin 
being presented here before various subcommittees i 


with the proposed tariff legislation. I understood 
mittee was to consider that matter some day last \ I 


have not personally been informed of any results t 
may not have been obtained. I should be glad 
result of their consideration. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, at the meeting of 
mittee last week a resolution was adopted, and | 
papers carried the substance of the resolution, pr 
all briefs upon the tariff which had been filed or 
be filed and which were not already printed a: 
hearings before the Ways and Means Committee of 
should be printed. There are a great many of t! 
and it took two or three or probably more ™ 
time to classify them. They were thrown together 
much reference to the subjects to which they related 
gentlemen have finished their work as to the briefs 
been filed up to this time, and the briefs are in tlie 
the printer to be printed. I can not tell the S 
they will be ready for delivery, but I should 
likely to-morrow. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I am very glad to hear that the 
have taken comparatively prompt action in regard 
ter. The course the committee seemed disposed to | 
this matter was first brought up had rather cr 
mind the idea that perhaps they would decide 
this information public. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will pardon ny 
understand why he should make that statement. ! 
sion of his first reference td this matter in the Senate ' 
I stated to him that I should bring the matter to U 
of the committee and that I myself was in favor of | 
tion of all these briefs that had not already be 
and I was satisfied that there would be no objection « 
of the committee. The Senator has referred to | 
several times since then, and every time he has ret 
I have made substantially the same statement wit!) 
to it. At this date, in view of what has trans] ired 
not see why the Senator should throw any doubt 
purpose of the committee with reference to this matt 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, the only reason I 
doubt upon it was that it has taken about two weeks © = 
eration to bring the matter to the present point. I ne ae 
understand why there was any hesitation on the part" 
committee, or the chairman of the committee, or any Wien 
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ny Member on that side of the Chamber, about watts With reference to what the Senator has said about the ’ 
matters public. Another reason why I was in doubt | ner in which representatives « these ind 
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was because one of the most competent members of | treated who have come down here for the purpose of co 
mittee, the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Smirny], | ferring with members of the Finance Committee, or a Zw 
here upon the floor that he thought it was not advisable | before subcommittees, I want to say to the Sena | I e 
s information should be made public. I do not attempt | heard no complaint on the part of gentlemen \ e 
m exactly, but that was the gist of his argument as [| here as to the treatment they have r 
it from listening to it. | hands of the individual members of the 
y there is no doubt but that this matter has been | subcommittees. I do not think gentiemen wh: 
, rather a dilatory way. In addition to that there | Capitol on similar missions have ever been . 
n repeated attempts to intimidate the people who are | ously and more considerately ian these gentlemet 4 
down here to offer testimony, threats to have them treated by the majority members of the 
high as Haman,” threats that there is a million dol- | subcommittees. If the Senator knows or { ‘ . 
be used to investigate the actions of men who may any individual complaint of lack of court 
heir opinions in regard to these matters; and now, no of opportunity of these gentlemen to confi \ t e 
) this morning, a publication in the daily papers apply- | desired to do so, I should be i to ha t 
brious terms to the great experts of this country who | to say to him frankly that if ¢) 
¢ down here day by day to give the information that | sort it has not come to my knowledg 
they alone, possess in regard to the conduct of all Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President 
farious business of this country. It seems to me} The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senat 
ce an organized attempt to suppress and stifle the | lina yield to the Senator from Rhode | 






















m that Congress ought to have for the proper consid Mr. SIMMONS. I do. 
of this bill. It is for those reasons that I am trying } Mr. LIPPITT. I searcely kn why the or from > hy 
have this action taken promptly and effectively and com-} Carolina asked me that question, b use I ] » not in t 
y, and I think I have good reason for it. | Slightest degree, or at any time, intimated t or 
“SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not recall that the Sena- | mittee had not given hearings 
Georgia [Mr. Smiru], who is not in the Chamber, a| Mr. SIMMONS. Then I wholly misunderstood { 1a 
the Committee on Finance, has ever given utterance | Senator said a few minutes He did not 1 n t “ 
s that the Senator attributes to him. I think I have| Mr. LIPPITT. On the ry, I took mn a Vv 
ibstantially everything the Senator from Georgia has | days ago to state that I thought the-committee, as far as was 
this subject. I do not think he has ever said that | within their power and at the ¢ ture of a great deal of per- 
ght it was unwise to publish these briefs. I do not think | sonal effort and time, had been af e ring What I 
ber of the committee has ever entertained any such | objected to was the fact that the result of those hea gs was 
t as that. The Senator upon my left [Mr. JAMES] | not made available to the Members of tl body and to the 
;me that he voted in favor of their publication when the | country, and that the important infor: ' ' being 
was before the committee. | filed there from day to day, and that was b oured » the 
to say to the Senate, once for all, with reference to} ears of the members of these subcommittees verb day 
fs, that from the very beginning of this session, when | to day, was being almost wasted lough 1 f it | been 
erested in these tariff hearings came to see me press- | prepared with great trouble and great care d y 
r hearings, I suggested to them that I did not think there | the only people in the entire world who | f 
essity for further oral hearings such as had been | MIDSIIPMEN AT THE 1 rED STATFES NAVA ' 


L 
‘e the Ways and Means Committee, but that I thought Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President. I: i — » 
was anything that representatives of any industry de- ee ee rs ae om : : 

) say in addition to what they had already said it could 


take up a measure which is of very great ge ' in 











oe ; : : connection with the a ntment of l 
n a2 way that was more likely to receive consideration On the 20t] e Somat ° , bir 
. <a ° | n ne wo nh ot Jun OL Ul year ne pr { ( q 
ie committee, through briefs, than by these oral hearings. two dets. to tl N 1 A ] i | { 
. 1 o 7 . Ww ‘nadets to the } é by & . na ‘ i 
I ined in full my experience with oral hearings, and ex- |. tives will expir ind ti \ ‘y . » thint ry 
: ee ale actives Li tpiITre, and 1e LVV PET) tll AS | Ver! 
sed ny opinion that they were not nearly so satisfactory to | , : 7 a da ea oa e 
ae ; ; idee aid ~ a6 ‘ pet important that we shall get thi . 1 of 
rs as well-considered briefs and did not contribute c a ; aye , [ 
: . : > ongress legislatio: mtinuing that pi e ) 
forming the Senate to nearly the same extent. I said ait wiaieetenes . 
, ; e ‘ : is unanimous consent that we fa _ i 
them: “As a substitute for hearings I think the plan | |. ~e ‘tion Senate bill 9272 
I suggest to the committee will be han Hae eh | 
: ‘uge tt the comunit ee will be that wh n th ¢ riefs The VICE PRESIDENT. ITs there « 
in we will carefully classify them, carefully index them, Mr. SMOO’ Mr. Presid “ ' 
e them all printed in one volume of moderate size; and | ,, °° oe ; ee ; a ale 
Seni “—e . s ant that we have a wnanimous-consent upoe ; 
dgment a book of briefs properly indexed will be more aominitiaiil f the rout nor , : ‘ ‘ | 
completion of the routine morning b . ) 
be read by the Senators than these long, drawn-out 1 to th nsiderat rg Nn. 27 ’ . 
' : ® * ea8 cers to e Shera no SO] e Tess l . ori 
full of irrelevant and immaterial matter, requiring so ing fl iD) it of - t ) t f 
ie on the part of Senators to obtain a minimum of| | litio pal he Paint C Natrict. ¥ 
a | conditions in the ! eek « triet. W \ y ' 
mm. 


, . | Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, we * what the Sen 
‘ want to say to the Senator that in the very beginning, | ato» cavs on this sid 

; Suggestion had been made as to the printing of| ye ~LonpGgr. Mr. Presider 

had outlined to various gentlemen who had come here| mppa yICK PRESIDEN’! rhe & » 4 [: . 
s these matters with me this plan of printing the briefs | is recognized : 

se of the Senate. | 2 

















+} : Mr. SWANSON. The matter will take 
he Senator says we have delayed in the matter. Why, 














Mr. P ! aad > Mr. SMOOT. We can not do it under the ' 
ident, what he calls delay was merely waiting in erder | gereement. It says that we will take up the as 
everybody who desired to do so might have an opportuuity | diately upon the conclusion of the routine 

ent briefs, so that they might all be published at the] Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I appreciate n, 
8 me and in one volume. The Senator became anxious but it is entirely vain 

— matter of printing, however, and pressed it, and I I was going to say to the S or fi \ n- 
; ‘ Lim I would take it up at once. The result is that we | eerely hope there will be no objection to the ial a 
e to have two books. The briefs that are in now will poses to take up. It was intended to put ‘ ‘ae 
ted. We are expecting other briefs. We are expecting last naval appro} riation | It was that it 
= 8 to Some questions that have been sent out. As soon as/ was not included in the bill. It is a , ee 
1 on I assure the Senator that we will have printed | order to keep up the appointments at the oak shite 
itional briefs and the answers to these questions in bill should be passed. 
of a they may come, whether they are in the nature Mr. SMOOT. The only reason I obj } 

5 Or statements or testimony or depositions. unanimous-consent agreement 
it a think Senators on the other side have any idea that Mr. KERN. Senators on this side of the ¢ 
S one aa to conceal anything or to withhold from the | able to hear a word said by the Senator from 1 ; Wr, 
her, we fullest measure of information. Certainly, if they | no sort of idea as to what the subject of 4 
th 7 oe h Opinion as that, it is not warranted by anything Mr: SMOOT. The Senator from Virginia . 
nee mppened. We were simply proceeding in an orderly | asked unanimous consent for the p1 

' Senate bill. I called attention to the fact t t there ¥ : 
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unanimous-consent agreement entered into yesterday, and that 
agreement was that upon the completion of the routine morn- 
ing business to-day the Senate would proceed with the consid- 
eration of a Senate resolution; and under the rules I did not 
see how we could, by unanimous consent, take up the bill and 
consider it, in the face of the agreement yesterday. 


PAINT WEST VIRGINIA, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour having expired, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 


ite resolution 37. 


CREEK COAL FIELDS, 


iS Ne@Il 


The Senate resumed the consideration of Senate resolution 
87, authorizing an investigation of conditions in the Paint 
Creek district, West Virginia, reported from the Committee on 
Kducation and Labor with an amendment in the nature of a 


substitute. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute reported by the Committee on 
iMducation and Labor, on which the yeas and nays have been 


ordered. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I intend to vote for 
this resolution, and I want in a very few words to give my 
reasons for that vote. 


The question which is presented by the resolution is one of 
far-reaching importance. With what the Senator from Georgia 
{Mr. Bacon] had to say on this subject yesterday afternocn I, 
in very large measure, sympathize. I think it is an exceedingly 
delicate matter to undertake to investig the proceedings of 
the officials of a State—the governor, the courts, or the legisla- 
ture—and yet I conceive it to be the duty of Congress, under 
some circumstances, to do that very thing. 

I think that the order which was issued by the governor in 
these proceedings, the appointment of the military commission 
to try cases under the civil law, their action in trying indi- 
vidual citizens and sentencing them to terms in the State prison 
were violative not only of the constitutional guaranties con- 
tained in the constitution of West Virginia but of the fourteenth 
amendment contained in the Federal Constitution and destruc- 
tive of the most important principles which lie at the founda- 
tion of free government. 

I understand that when a military government has been es- 
tablished the commander in chief of the army may appoint a 
military commission, which military commission may be empow- 
to try not only cases of violations of military law but 
cases of violations of law generally. But I understand that that 
applies only where the army is in the enemy’s country and 
where either the courts of the enemy’s country have been closed 
or are incapable of action, or it is perfectly manifest that they 
are so out of sympathy with the forces that are for the time 
being in control that they ought not to be permitted to admin- 


ate 





ered 


ister the law. 
I do not understand that that can ever be the case in a State 
of this Union. I do not believe that it is competent under any 


circumstances to declare martial law in the way in which 
martial law was declared in the State of West Virginia, namely, 
that not only the military forces of the State were called out to 
suppress disorder and to apprehend persons who had been guilty 
of violating the law, but to supplant the courts of the State in 
the trial and conviction of the offenders. 

As far back as the year 1322 such a proceeding on the part of 
the English military authorities was declared to be wholly un- 
warranted. It was one of the things which was declared against 


r 
1 
i 


in the Petition of Right under the first Charles. I read very 
briefly what is said upon that subject in McGehee on Due 
Process of Law, at page 18: 


The formation of the Petition of Right in the Commons, under the 
leadership of Sir Edward Coke, was the result, and that great constitu- 
tional document became a statute of the realm by the grudging assent of 
the King. This instrument recites various guaranties of the rights of 
the subject and acés of the King declared to be in violation thereof, 
which show the meaning given to the guaranties. Chapter 29 of the 
Magna Charta of 9 Henry III, and statutes 28, Edward III, chapter 3 
(where the words “due process of law” are used), are recited and de- 
clared to be violated by imprisonment of subjects “ without any cause 
showed,” “ but that they were detained by your Majesty’s special com- 
mand, signified by the lords of your privy council”; statutes 25, Edward 
Ill, chapter 4, is given, and declared to be infringed by commissions 
authorizing trial by martial law. ‘The construction thus put upon these 
acts is confirmed for the future by the King’s assent to the prayer “ that 
no freeman in any such manner as is before mentioned be imprisoned or 
detained, * * * and that the aforesaid commissicns, for proceeding 
by martial may be reyoked and annulled; and that hereafter no 
commissions of like nature may issue forth to any person or persons 
whatsoever to be executed as aforesaid, lest by color of them any of 
your majesty’s subjects be destroyed or put to death contrary to the 
laws and franchises of the realm,” 


To that declaration of the Petition of Right 
assent of the King of England was given. 

In the case of the Ear! of Lancaster, during the rebellion of 
1322, after he kad been tried by court-martial and executed 


law, 








the reluctant 
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yj 
al, 


May 


under the sentence of that tribunal, the Parliamen; 
as follows: 


1. That in time of peace no man ought to be adjudged 
treason or any other offense without being arraigned and 





p it 


2. That regularly, when the King’s courts are open, it 
peace in judgment of law. 
3. That no man ought to be sentenced to death by the 


King without his legal trial per pares. 

That has been the law of England since that 4 
the law of England when we borrowed the eo: 
when we adopted the Constitution. 

I have no doubt that the spirit of this rule. w} 
bodied in the Petition of Right and before t) 
Charta, was covered and intended to be covered 
fifth amendment to the Constitution and later alone 
of the same words with reference to due process of 
fourteenth amendment. 

This question has arisen in the United States f; 


time. In Shay’s rebellion, which was referred 

other day and which occurred, as I recall, in 1787. 

doin’s order to Gen. Lincoln contained this clau 
Consider yourself in all your military offensive o; 

as under the direction of the civil officers, save wh: 

shall appear to oppose your marching to execute th 
Again, in the Pennsylvania disturbances of 179 


tary of War stated: 

The object of the expedition was to assis 
to make prisoners. 

And President Washington, who, as we know 
the head of the troops, declared: 

The Army should not consider themselves : 
of the law, but only as employed to rt the 
the execution of the laws. 

In the history of the United States, so far as | 
to investigate the question, I have been unable t 
for the order which was issued in these procee 
read what was said by the governor of West \ 
military order, for the purpose of contrasting 
orders and pronouncements to which I have 


t the m 


Sup] 


tion. It is dated— 
GENERAL ORDERS, NO. 22, 
Sr 
Charleston, 
The following is published for the guidance of thy 
sion, organized under General Orders, No. 22, of 1 


vember 16, 1912: 

1. The military commission is substituted for t! 
the district covered by the martial-law proclamatio 
against the civil laws as they existed prior to t 
November 15, 1912, shall be regarded as offenses 
law, and as a punishment therefor the military « 
such sentences, either lighter or heavier than th 
civil law, as in their judgment the offender may me 

Now, let it be remembered, Mr. President 
was issued at a time when it is conceded tl 
jurisdiction of these various offenses were open 
to try them. It was easy for the military 
take .these individuals who had been apprehend 
regularly organized courts of the State for trial ; 
as it was to try them before this military comm 
take them after sentence to the prisons of the State 

Not only is this military commission substi 
of the State and given jurisdiction over these 
but by this order the will of the military coi 
stituted for the laws of the State. When a 1 
ment has been established and a military col 
to try cases in a condition of war, it is true that Ul 
military commander becomes supreme. AS was 
Milligan case by the counsel for the Government: 

The officer executing martial law is at the same t 
lator, supreme judge, and supreme executive. 

Could it ever have been contemplated under a 
stitutional government such as ours that in a > 
Union there could ever exist circumctances wl! 
the executive officer of the State the supreme lexis 
preme judge, and the supreme executive? Yet th 
order in effect does. Ags I have said, it not only Pp 
tary commission in the place of the courts and subs 
operations for the operations of the courts, but i 
the arbitrary will, it may be, of the commission 
the laws of the land, because the order provides: 

And as a punishment therefor the military commis 
such sentences, either lighter or heavier than those i! 
civil law, as in their judgment the offender may merit. 

If I have understood the genius of our institutio 
its very corner stone is that this is to be a govern 
distinguished from a government of men, and whe 
tion such as I have described is tolerated immedi: 
are submerged and the government of men becomes | 
ling thing. 


as 
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rhis military commission was authorized to impose sentences 
iehter or heavier than those imposed by the civil law. 
i sere misdemeanor, for which there is a punishment of 
enths in a county jail, they might under this order 
man for life in the State prison. 

| derstand that in these very proceedings two of these men 
convicted were guilty of misdemeanors, the extreme 
nt for which would have been confinement for one year, 


ere 


they were sentenced to imprisonment for five years by 
tary commission. But this order goes further: 

( inces of offenses against the civil law as they existed prior 

15, 1912, committed prior to the declaration of martial 


npunished, will be taken by the military commission. 
et of that is that if a bank cashier within that district 
y which was made subject to the crder had been guilty 
ziement two years preceding this disturbance and still 
unpunished he could have been-brought before this 
commission and tried and convicted and sentenced foy 
e commission so willed. 


ns sentenced to imprisonments wi 
t Moundsville, W. Va. 
mand of the governor: 

Cc DP 


\ir. REED. Mr. President—— 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah 
the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do. 
Mr. REED. I wanted to ask the Senator if he really thinks 
uld make any difference whether the bank cashier had been 
ly tried and convicted and punished when a board was 
zed outside of the Constitution and proceeding with no 
govern it except the will of the commander in chief? 
D not the organization of such a board set 
stitutional guaranty which provides that a man shall not be 
twice in jeopardy? Could a man with success plead be- 
{ such a board a prior conviction or acquittal, and if 
board to pay any atten- 


a? 
i th 


ll be 


connned in 


EvLioTtT, Adjutant General. 


yield 


So, 

what rule would there be to compel the b 
o the plea? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. There is no rule that would compel the 
nal to pay any attention to any defense so far as that is 
rned, but if he had been punished prior to the issuance of 

r he would not come within the terms of it, because 
ides that cognizance of offenses against the civil law 
1 prior to the declaration of martial law and unpun- 
ld be taken by the military commission. 
President, as I have said, I think that the action of the 
in appointing this commission and the action of the 
ion itself after their appointment constitutes a viola 
the provisions of the fourteenth amendment, which 


any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property 


process of law, nor deny to any person within its juris- 
the equal protection of the laws. 

\s I understand that provision of the Constitution, it means 
{ o far as life and liberty are concerned, whatever may 

> case with property, no man can be deprived of them ex- 

by judicial action; that no man can be deprived of life 

berty in a State of this Union except by the orderly 
es of the courts. 

‘he Supreme Court of the United States, in One hundred and 

evth United States, page TOS, distinguishes between the 
things which are enumerated in the amendment in this 
ellant contends that this fundamental principle was violated 
‘essment of his property inasmuch as it was made without 
fo him or without his being afforded any opportunity to be 
specting it, the law authorizing it containing no provision for 
: or hearing. His contention is that notice and opportunity 
rd are essential to render any proceeding due process of law 
y lead to the deprivation of life, liberty, or property. 
\nd the court says: 
ibtedly, where life and liberty are involved, due process requires 
ne be a regular course of judicial proceedings, which imply 
party to be affected shall have notice and an opportunity to be 
0, also, where title or possession of property is involved. 

So it Seems to me that we are presented here with a case in- 
_ is & very grave violation of the fourteenth amendment 
: = ‘he part of the officials of this State. 

rhe Seaeeae from Georgia, however, says that while he con- 
CCOOES “f ati Z . . 
the violation of the constitutional guaranty, that the 

PMmedy is ¢s * sos = s 
the dy iS ample, so far as these individuals are concerned, in 
,. “ourts, and Congress has no function to perform in connec- 
“on with the matter, 


as these indivi I quite agree with the Senator that so far 
sectoten J 1 oe are concerned Congress has no functions to 
onder thelr = render no judgment in their cases. It can not 
in thats z release from prison. They have a remedy by tak- 
Vbited & ae upon writ of error, to the Supreme Court of the 

“ States; and the Supreme Court of the United States, if 
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| 
| 
| 


; has 


| exists: 


aside the con- | 


it finds them deprived of their liberty without due process of 
within the meaning of the fourteenth 
discharge them. But it not follow that because the Cor 
gress can do nothing so far as these individual «: 
cerned it has no function to perform in this matter i 
teenth amendment provides further: 

The Congres all have power 
the provisions of this : 


nmemlment, wi 


does l 


s sh 

Therefore Congress 
teenth amendment, i 
provisions of the amendment. Congres } 
visions of the fourt 
due process of 
the power 
vision of the fourteenth 
has the power into 
teenth amendment in order that it may 
eaopt. 

I do not know, none of know, 
might follow after a full inquiry into this m: 
whatever; but certainly it will 
gather the information, and then determine wh r or no 
laws of the United States need strengthening, and 
not in this class of deprivations by 
of the rights of the citizen 
remedy, more speedy remedy, than that whi 
whether cr not we should not provide f 
application to the Circuit Court of the I 
f the roundabout method of permitting the case to go 
the State courts, and then to the 
States, and perhaps other remedic 
facts shall have been gathered. 

Mr. President, I have said all 
to this subject, and I should not 
it not been for 
tion in the matter, 
part of the Senat 
ought to be made, 
It is significant - 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the 
moment. It is significant that 
three amendments where 
Congress shall have power to enforce their provisiot 
priate legislation, indicating to my mind that in the pre 
of those amendments it rately le 1 t! ( 
gress would have some affirmative duty to | t 
ter of their enforcement. Th three am ro 
thirteenth, the fourteenth, and the fi 

I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, I desire to as! 
Utah a question. I first wish state to hil oweve hat | 
have followed his argument with a great «de of ! | 
as I understand, his remarks have been addressed to th i 
subdivision of the resolution. The question I desire 
Senator is, if he believes any investigation can estab! 
than the admitted facts in the decision of the 
West Virginia? it not occur to the Sen 
quite reasonable that in writ of habeas 
discharged from custody the military commi 
state his case as strong it could be stated, and that 
the statement by himself ¢ would be ] ed 
in possession of the facts without tha 
the courts of West Virginia, just as 
obtained by an investigating committee of the S« ( ‘ 
Senator imagine that the petitioner did 
Supreme Court of West Virginia his case 
and as favorable to himself as any 
find by making a dragnet inquiry around the coal fields of We 
Virginia? . 


by 


senna 


“ 


to inquire 


us 


A 
= 


tter; per 
be competent for Conere 


denial of dur “oOce 
ve should not provide s e 


some 


mul me Co { { i] 1 


il 


that I desire t 1} 1 
have d anytl nt : id 
here that ¢ 


is an 


the sug tion 
and that 
to make 
and I 


it 
this inquiry I t) 
think we ought to 


Senator will p 
in the Constitution ther : 


provision ji | 


was delib 
Ge 


iteent 


to 


Supr 


Does cee itor 
the 


bs 


as 


corpus 
Saigon 1 | 
ly 
of his case Ingress 
an inquiry into 
effectually as wot } 
nor ? ‘ hefore 
in rol 


investigating « 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Ir. President, so far as the i iduals 
who are parties to the habeas corpus proceedings are concerned, 
the Senator from Florida is probably correct. 

Mr. BRYAN. Well 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Just a moment. In all probability we 
have all the facts we could ever get with reference to thei 
cases, but we do not know as to other cases; we do not know 
to the general conduct of this military commission in this dis 
turbed area; and other charges were made, as I understand. 
So it seems to me that we ought to make a full investigation of 
the whole subject. 

Mr. BRYAN. But I cali the Senator's attention to the facet 
that while the facts may be different, and different cases may 


be presented, they all present the proposition 
not the section of the fourteenth amendment 


as to whether or 


to the Constitu 
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tion to which the Senator refers is being violated; and if so, 
if there is any legislation Congress can pass, it does seem to me 
that we are sufficiently in possession of that information to leg- 
islate without questioning the good faith of the courts of West 
Virginia or assuming to go to meddling with the affairs of sov- 


ereign States. 

Mr. SULHERLAND. The Senator from Florida may think 
he has suflicient information upon which to act; I do not. I 
think that this is a very grave matter, and that before Congress 


undertakes to do anything upon the subject it ought to investi 
gate it fully. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, I 
any difference of opinion between 
and the Senator from Utah as to the law. As the Senator from 
Georgia contends, and maintains with much force, no military 
commission has the power to sentence men while the courts of 


understand there is 
the Senator from Georgia 


do not 


the land are open. We understand thoroughly and fully and 
completely now, aS much as we shall after this matter shall 
have been investigated, that the Supreme Court of West Vir- 
ginia takes the opposite view. It seems to me, therefore, we 
are in possession of facts sufficient to legislate with reference 
to the matter without investigating that particular branch of 
it. If any of these laws are being violated, if access is pro- 


hibited to the post offices, or if the immigration law is being 
violated or the antitrust law is being violated, I can well see 
that it would be proper for a committee of this Congress or of 
the Senate to go and possess itself of the facts; but you by 
this resolution undertake to say that we shall investigate the 
administration of the law by the courts of West Virginia, when 
you know of the holding of the courts of West Virginia, when 
you know the facts upon which those courts acted as well now 
as you will then. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, it has been strenuously urged that 
if the Senate institutes an inquiry to ascertain whether citizens 
of the United States have been imprisoned in West Virginia 
without trial by any court of law the Senate by such investiga- 
tion invades the rights of a sovereign State. I do not agree 
with that doctrine. I recognize the fact that the rights of sov- 
ereign States should not be impaired or disregarded. But I in- 
that if a citizen of the United States ts deprived of those 
great rights guaranteed to him as a citizen of the United States 
by the Constitution of the United States it is a matter of grave 
concern to every citizen of the Republic and to the Nation at 
large. I believe, sir, that the United States Government owes to 
its citizenry protection not only when they stand upon soil spe- 
cially ceded to the Federal Government but also that it owes 
them protection whether they be within the confines of a State 
of the Union or the boundaries of a foreign country. 

[I do not concede that when we inquire whether a citizen of 
the United States has been deprived of his rights under the 
Federal Constitution we thereby trench upon any of the pre- 
rogatives of a severeign State. I insist that wherever the 
American flag floats every citizen beneath its folds has the right 
to call not only upon the Congress of the United States but, if 
need be, upon the Army and Navy of the country to protect him 
in those liberties guaranteed to him by the Federal Constitution. 

I am not so sensitive about this proposed investigation as are 
some Senators. If it be true that in a great State of the Union 
men can be taken, not before a court, not even before a court- 
martial, but before four or five individuals acting without the 
slightest warrant or authority of law and by the farcical, ille- 
gal, and unwarranted decree of tiat unauthorized body of irre- 
sponsible men be deprived of their lives, their liberty, or their 
property, then I want to know the fact. 

If that intolerable, despotic, and infamous condition exists in 
the State of West Virginia, and the General Government is 
powerless to grant*protection to its victims, then, by parity of 
reasoning, it is equally impotent in all other States. It follows 
that the governors of all States may exercise like arbitrary 
power. Thus all citizens of the Republic may be deprived of the 
rights reserved to them in the Constitution; thus will the Con- 
stitution be rendered worse than a dead thing. Such, sir, is 
not my conception of the Federal Constitution and Bill of Rights. 

I believe that it ought to be worth something to be a citizen 
of the United States of America. I believe that wherever our 
laws and jurisdiction extend the liberties of the citizen are guar- 
anteed, the great privileges of the common law are his. Before 
he can be deprived of his life, his liberty, or his property, be- 
fore so much as a single hair of his head may be touched, he 
is entitled to the judgment of his peers, according to the lan- 
guage of the Constitution and the forms of law. 

Mr. President, it was well said by my learned friend from 
Florida, Mr. Bryan, that there is enough admitted upon the 
face of this record to warrant action. With that statement I 
agree. 


sist 
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It is coneeded that there was in the State of Ww, 
absolute peace, order, and quiet. Throughout the 
the State the courts were open Tlrre was neither j 
with the processes of the law nor the ordinary cours: 
There was no resistance to established authority 
little spot in the single county of Kanawha known as 
Creek district. It is conceded that the court hay 
jurisdiction over that entire county, including the p 
district, sat at Charleston, a city of 25,000 popu! 
capital of the State. It is admitted that in this ¢j 
neither actual nor anticipated disturbance. The 
courts were open, and their officers were ready anid 
perform every duty devolving upon them. 

All this is admitted by the Senator from West \ 
Gorr], who avers that the disturbed district ho; 
same relation in area to the State as the small desk 
him bears to the entire Senate Chamber. The Se: 
admits that the criminal courts of the county yw 
open, but that they were presided over by men | 
law, of high probity, and unassailable character. 
condition existing, we are confronted with the ad 
that the governor of West Virginia declared mart 
the Paint Creek district and issued the following , 

GENERAL ORDERS, NO. 23. 
STATE « 
Charleston, 

The following fs published for the guidance of thx 
sion organized under General Orders, No. 22, of this 
November 16, 1912: 

“1. The military commission is substituted for th: 
of the district covered by the martial-law proclan 
offenses against the civil laws as they existed prior 
tion of November 15, 1912, shall be regarded as off 
military law, and as a punishment therefor the m 
can impose such sentences, cither lighter or heavier 
posed _, under the civil law, as in their judgment th 
merit. 

It is further admitted that, having issued this 
ernor invaded the Paint Creek district with his ar 
and that the troops almost immediately suppré 
and brought about a condition of absolute pe: 
clusively appears that all persons accused of offe: 
the law committed within the disturbed area could : 
upon apprehension, be brought before the constit 
of justice sitting at the State capital, 25 miles 
turbed area, and there brought to trial according 
of law. This the governor refused to do. On thie: 
brought the men before his so-called military e 
expressly authorized it “to impose sentences, eith 
heavier than those imposed under the civil law, as | 
ment the offender may merit.” By this action tl 
West Virginia undertook to strike down the Con 
United States and the constitution and laws of W 
He became the assassin of liberty. 

For the Federal Constitution, adopted by 48 sover - 
in place of the bill of rights of West Virginia, re} 
erystaiiized opinion of her 1,500,000 free citizens 
the common law, established by centuries of saci 
vered by the great English-speaking race—for all 
stituted his own dogmatic will. He assembled 
political understrappers, military sycophants, bursi 
importance of new uniforms, inflated with the new 
authority of pistols and cartridge belts, ignorant 
unlettered in the Constitution, uninstructed in eitl 
er rules of eivilized warfare. To this aggregation 
petence and truculence he gave the high-sounding n: 
tary commission,” and ordered it to impose upon 
citizens any penalty their prejudice, malice, is! 
cruelty might suggest. Citizens of the United 5 
rounded by detectives and other hired thugs, were «! 
bayonet’s point before this usurping and farcica! 
by it sentenced to the penitentiary for long te 
upon charges which, if true, would not, under the 
land, send them to penal servitude for even a day. 
Supreme Court of .West Virginia sanctions the fal 
the usurper’s crime, and affirms the unjust and ¢1 

Mr. President, if the action of the governor 
ginia was legal and valid, if it can stand, then 
tion of the United States is dead and liberty is ° 
is past and gone.” | 

Let us analyze this new doctrine. Itis this: That 7 
ment of all the people, crystallized into a constitu! 
individual may substitute his own will. That. Mr 
fs absolutism, and absolutism is despotism based 
For rules of law duly established and subject to 
after full consideration we are now to be gove! 
transient whim, the senseless caprice, or the base 
of one man. We adopt this frightful policy, no! 
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if 
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wessity growing out of the absence of all law, for the 


ice open. We adopt it not because the State is in peril, 
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militia has restored order in every part of the State. | 


idopt it for no other purpose than that men shall be pun- 
not according to the law but in spite of the law; not 
ling to the Constitution but in defiance of the Constitu- 
‘ \nd then the Court of Appeals of the State of West Vir- 
, does this remarkable thing: It announces that when 
of the State declares there is a state of war, 
whether it exists or not. Says this learned court, in the 
y opinion: “If the governor says there is war, there 
no inquiry into the fact.” There can be no investigation 
truth of the governor’s proclamation. There may 
' r have been a shot fired; there may not be a firearm in the 
Siate. His decree is a verity, not to be questioned or disturbed. 
then, are brought by this astounding doctrine to this, that 


rhe 


sible for a man who happens to be governor of a State | 


» declare a state of war in a time of profound peace. He may 
Jeclare there is an insurrection when, in fact, law and order 
Having so declared, he may set aside every constitu- 

| guaranty. Every right that was baptized in the blood 
rs of those who went down to their deaths that we might 
have liberty may be stricken down. And the people are not 
irred from punishing the culprit who has thus overthrown 

of liberty, but they may not even investigate his 


tem] le 
I denounce such a doctrine as the most monstrous ever writ- 
en by any court in any country. I unhesitatingly declare that 
the majority opinion of the Supreme Court of West Virginia 
suffers by comparison with some of those decisions rendered by 
Lord Jeffreys, which brought to that judicial criminal an im 


mortality of infamy. 
Mr. President, if governors can declare a state of war when 
there is no war, and there can, under the law, be no inquiry 


o the fact, and the citizen be deprived of those great rights 
cuaranteed by the Constitution, and there is no redress, then 
t is high time that methods be devised by which there can be 
inquiry into the fact and redress given to all citizens who have 
been ravished of their liberties. 

Mr. President, the “ doctrine of necessity ” relied upon by the 


defender of the governor of West Virginia is not of recent birth. 
It is as old as human ambition. It is as bloody a doctrine as 
las ever cursed the world. There never has been king who sat 

ma throne, ambition-mad and bent upon the exercise of 


rbitrary power, who has not masked his most despotic cruel- 
lies behind the “ doctrine of necessity.” 

Never has English monarch dared attempt to supersede the 
ivil law who has not sought warrant in some pretended danger 
state. Yet, 500 years ago, it was declared in England— 
and it has never since been doubted to be the law—that even 
when insurrection was rife within the land and armed bodies 


to the 


were marching and countermarching across the island, when | 


there was a state of actual war, still, even at such a time, if the 
courts of law were open, there could be no military trial save 
for those who were in the military service. 

That rule of law has not been seriously doubted since the 
days of Charles II. It was in some part invaded by George III 
as to these colonies. One of the bitterest complaints laid against 
the English monarch in the Declaration of Independence was, 
“He has affected to render the military independent of and 
Superior to the civil power.” 

_ Mr. President, every tyrant who has established a despotism 
has only made his will the law of the country. When a King 
of France issued his lettre de cachet and sent a citizen of 
France to the Bastile without trial, he only substituted his 
Wil for the laws of France. When the Sultan of Turkey con- 
demns his subjects to be sewed in sacks and drowned in the 
Bosporus, he Merely imposes his will upon the Empire of the 

‘tlomans. When the Czar of Russia issues a ukase that drags 
men and women from their beds at night and drives them at 
the bayonet’s point into the wilds of Siberia, to starve and 
sreese until death brings a respite from the tyrant’s wrongs, 
meatal expresses his will and declares it to be the law. When 
death ae of armies have seized citizens and put them to 
sakdaad 1out trial, they have only made the civil authority 
Seen ° ee power. And when the governor of West 
sat thee ed out his little army, captured defenseless citizens, 
ema __ mock trial before a packed and pretended court 
directing : — selected to convict; when he issued his order 
= ioe - the accused should have neither court of law 
might 1, of peers; when he declared that this false tribunal 

sht punish in its discretion without limitation and without 


es he simply substituted his will for the law. But when 


he 


os all this, he struck at the very heart of human liberty; 


ated the Constitution of the United States, the constitu- 





the | 
war | 


tion of his own State, and the law of the land By that le 
became a dangerous criminal. 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] declare hat 
the governor of West Virginia stands upon a pedest L reply 

|} he stands within, a pillory, and will so stand a the 
men of West Virginia love liberty and revere the Constitution 
of the United States. [Applause in the galleries. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the occupants of the ‘ 
not preserve order, the Sergeant at Arms will clear thi il 
leries. 

Mr. REED. - The question under consideration on f the 
gravest nature. Let me state it again: It is declared by the 
Supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia that th Ol 
of a State may declare that a riot or revolution exists: | nV 
follow this by a declaration of martial law: he may s dle 
the Constitution and laws of the country and iny se bh 

| in their stead: he may deny citizens the right to t | 
|} the courts of law; he may drag them before military 
sions existing without warrant of law, and these illegal t 
bunals may inflict whatever punishment their ig or 
malice may inspire. Nay, more, if in fact there has | 1] 
riot; if in fact there has been no revolution; if in fact there h 
been no disturbance, the man sentenced by this pretended tribur 
to seaffold or prison can notin any court on earth show that there 
has at all times been a condition of profound peace, and that 
the governor’s declaration to the contrary is an official false 
hood. Such is the doctrine which we are here confronting. 
I confidently assert that there never fell from the pen of 
George III or any of his ministers, never was written during 
the infamous reign of Charles IIl—by the king or any of his 
ministers—a doctrine more destructive of all law, of all justice, 
of all free government, of all the rights of man 

“ But,” says the Supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia, 
“when the governor declared martial law, he did so to save the 
constitution; when he superseded civil authority by the mili 
tary power, he was only preserving civil authority and civ 
law.” This remarkable doctrine, epitomized, amounts this 
That when a riot starts, the constitution stops; the beginning 
of a disturbance is the end of the law; resistance to autl ty 
terminates the authority; the moment men meet in un! ful 


i 





assemblage the constitution is dead. If this be true, a few evil 
disposed persons may inaugurate a riot, and thereupon the 
constitutional rights of the multitude of well-disposed and law 


abiding citizens residing in that division of the country is de 
prived of all rights reserved to it by law or constitution, and 
becomes at once subject to the arbitrary rule of powe1 
represented by the commander of the military forces, h« 
the riot has in itself made both the constitution and the 
dead things. 

The truth is found in the converse of this silly doctrin It 
is only when the rights of the citizen are being violated, when 


the peace and order of a community have been infringed uy 


il, 
that the constitution and laws become effective and vital It 
is under such circumstances that the citizen needs and is 
entitled to the protection of constitutional government The 
philosophy of the West Virginia courts amounts to this: That 
the governor of a State has the right to destroy all constitu 
tional law in order to save the constitution. In a word, you 
must kill the constitution in order to save the constitution 
from death. Thus this court goes back to the old pl haat 
the necessities of the case warrant the usurpation of arb y 
authority. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss this doctrine 
length. It is not a new one. It is no longer a debatable proj 


sition. Upon it the minds of lawyers and studeits of the Con 
stitution do not differ. The doctrine of necessity was advanced 
in the Milligan case. 

I want at this point to put in the language of the United 
States Supreme Court in the Milligan case. One preliminary 
word, however. The constitution of West Virginia expressly 
provides that the writ of habeas corpus shall never be sus 


pended. In this respect it differs from the Constitution of the 
United States, which confers upon the Federal Government ex 
press authority to suspend the writ of habeas corpus in case 
of rebellion or invasion. The language, therefore, of the 
preme Court of the United States in the Milligan case, so fat 
as it relates to this great writ of right, is not applicable to the 


Su 


West Virginia situation. It is necessary to bear this distinction 
in mind in reading the Milligan case. In that great case the 
court asserts the right of the Federal Government to set dle 


the writ of habeas corpus in the cases specified, but expressly 
declares that none of the other rights reserved by the Bill of 
Rights can be set aside, even in case of rebellion or actual war, 


so long as the civil courts are open. The sum of the opinion 


is that the great rights enumerated, viz, freedom of speech, the 
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right of petition and peaceable assembly, and a speedy public 
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trial by an impartial jury, are preserved. ‘So, also, the pro- 
hibitions against the quartering of soldiers upon the people | 
without their consent, unreasonable searches and seizures, the | 
preservation from trial for an infamous crime except upon in- 


dictment by a grand jury, the inhibition against taking prop- 
erty, life, liberty without due process of law, and against 


or 


ex post facto laws all are declared to be sacredly inviolable even | 


in time of actual war, the court in substance declaring that it 


was to guard against usurpation by those in authority in times 
of disturbance or war that these great privileges of the citizen 
were engraved into the fundamental laws of the land. I read | 
from this great opinion: 

This Nation, as experience has proved, can not always remain at 
peace and has no right to expect that it will always have wise and 
humane rulers, sincerely attached to the principles of the Constitution. 
Wicked men, ambitious of power, with hatred of liberty and contempt 


of law, may fill the place once occupied by Washington and Lincoln— 


And if they could have looked down the years of time they 
might have added * or may become governors of States ”— 
and if this right 

Namely, the right to supersede the civil law by military force 
when it is deemed necessary because of riot or rebellion— 
is conceded and the calamities of war again befall us, the dangers to 
human liberty are frightful to contemplate. If our fathers had failed to 
provide for just such a contingency, they would have been false to the 
trust reposed in them. They knew—the history of the world told 
them—the Nation they were founding, be its existence short or long, 
acould be involved in war, how often or how long continued human 
foresight could not tell; and that unlimited power, wherever lodged 
at such a time, was especially hazardous to freemen. For this and 
other equally weighty reasons they secured the inheritance they had 
fought to maintain by incorporating in a written constitution the 
safeguards which time had proved were essential to its preservation. 
Not one of these safeguards can the President or Congress or the 
judiciary disturb, except the one concerning the writ of habeas corpus. 

It is essential to the safety of every Government that in a great 
crisis jike the one we have just passed through there should be a 
power somewhere of suspending the writ of habeas corpus. 

And I remark, by way of parenthesis, the men who wrote the 
constitution of West Virginia did not believe that even that 
right ever should be taken away. 

In every war there are men of previously good character wicked 
enough to counsel their fellow citizens to resist the measures deemed 
necessary by a good government to sustain its just authority and over- 
throw its enemies; and their influences may lead to dangerous com- 
binations. In the emergency of the times an immediate public investi- 
gation according to law may not be possible, and yet the peril to the 
country may be too imminent to suffer such persons to go at large. 
Unquestionably there is, then, an exigency which demands that the 
Government, if it should see fit in the exercise of a proper discretion 
to make arrests, should not be required to produce the persons arrested 
in answer to a writ of habeas corpus. The Oonstitution gocs no 
farther. It docs not say after a writ of habeas corpus is denied a citt- 
zen that he shall be tried otherwise than by the course of the common 
law. If it had intended this result, it was easy by the use of direct 
words to have accomplished it. The illustrious men who framed that 
instrument were guarding the foundations of civil liberty against the 
abuses of unlimited power. They were full of wisdom, and the lessone 
of history informed them that a trial by an established court, assisted 
by an impartial jury, was the only sure way of protecting the citizen 
against oppression and wrong. Knowing this, they limited the suspen- 
sion to one great right and left the rest to remain forever inviolable. 

But, sir, down in West Virginia the governor and supreme 
court take a different view. They hold that if a few excited 
men in one parish engage in a fight the Constitution and the 
civil law may be suspended. Suspend the Constitution of the 
United States because there is a riot! 

What is a riot? Three men can constitute a riot. Fifty men 
might, to the inflamed vision of a small-minded governor armed 
with a little brief authority, loom as a dangerous revolution. 
All the other millions of population might be at profound peace, 
yet by this miserable “necessity” doctrine, now in the begin- 
ning of this century announced, we are told that a governor may 
suspend all those rights the heroes of the past died to gain; that 
citizens may be riven from the arms of wives and children and 
dragged before four or five of the governor’s sycopharts and 
understrappers and by them sentenced to prison or scaffold for 
even trivial offenses. 

For, mark, this military despot left to his military commission 
composed of men unlearned in the law, responsible to nobody, 
appointed by no authority—for where there is no legal authority 

here is none whatever—the right absolutely of life and death 
over the thousands of men and women living within the afflicted 
Paint Creek district. 

I say now, and I weigh my words, that the men who sat upon 
that commission made of themselves criminals, and, together 
with the chief offender, the governor of the State, are liable 
under the laws of this country to indictment, trial, and impris- 
onment for their offenses. Of that there can be no doubt under 
the law. Whenever men joining in conspiracy deprive a citizen 
of his liberty, unless acting by warrant of law, they breach the 
law and themselves become criminals. That has been decided 
not once but many times in the course of history. 
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What are the limits to this doctrine of necessi{ y% 
set its bounds? Is it anything more or less thay 
power, the supremacy of brute force? Suppose w: 
to poor miners—-suppose we leave the cottage of 10 
to mansion at the capital. Suppose a new governor 
in West Virginia and concludes to try the law of 1m 


the gentleman now occupying that exalted place. 11, 
sets up a tribunal to try the present governor 
that tribunal to try him according to its own 
affix any penalty it sees fit. Suppose the autocrat of 
is fed out of his own spoon by the autocrat of the { 
an outery will then be heard! How loudly will | 
constitutional privileges! How stoutly will he « 
of his peers! How insistently will he cloak hin 
of Rights! How complete will be his conversion to 
of constitutional government! 

A word more of this decision. Says this creat j 

Knowing this, they limited the suspension to one great ; 
the rest to remain forever inviolable. But it is insisted 1 


of the country in time of war demands that this broad cl 
law shall be sustained. If this were true, it could be 
country preserved at the sacrifice of all the cardinal pri 
is not worth the cost of preservation. Happily, it is not 

Mr. President, I want this investigation. I want 
the very bottom. I heard much said the other d 
learned Senator from West Virginia about property 
told us how men of means had come there from 
and opened mines, started furnaces flaming, industry | 
and the State prospering. I am glad that is true. RP 
President, I wondered when the eloquent Senator w 
so feelingly of “the rights of property” why it ne 
to him to give a few moments of consideration to the 1 ts 
human beings, to the men who moil in the night in 
to bring up wealth for their industrial overlords; to | 
who stint and starve to keep their ragged children fro 
cruel gnawings, who go from girlhood to the gra 
prospect but toil, no respite but death. Mr. President, I 
affirm the fact, but the public prints state that the 1 
is that the men in West Virginia saw fit to strike b 
condition had become unbearable; that these went pe 
their homes; that thereupon the proprietors of t) 
brought in large numbers of men claiming to be det and 
locally known as Baldwins, and that they were armed | 
teeth; that they inaugurated such a series of persec 
of abuse as almost literally to drive miners to arms i 
of their homes and of their wives. I have read tha 
trains were arranged for, and were sent plunging 
valleys, their sides blazing with the fire of rifles. 

I do not know whether that is true or not, but | 
that a governor bent upon maintaining the peace i! 
munity would have stopped that sort of a proceed 
had been well started. I do know that if that sort o! z 
was done the country ought to know it. If that was do! 
was followed by a declaration of martial law, and 
were brought by the soldiers out of a place where the! 
trouble and turmoil into a peaceful community w! 
having full jurisdiction sat, but instead of being tal 
those courts and there being tried by a jury of their p 
were drawn before a usurping, illegal, and criminal t 
organized by the governor and composed of four or ! 
who sat in defiance of constitution and law, and by 
were sent to the penitentiary to be caged like anima 
long and weary months have run by and their appea 
by the Supreme Court of the United States—if that 
as the law now stands, then there ought to be a 
which will insure to us our rights under the Constitu 
United States without that long and endless delay. 

Mr. President, the attempt to parallel this case w), 
of actual war is pitiable—aye, it is ridiculous. It 
actual war, if we were to invade an enemy's count) 
aside its government, its courts, where there were no 
up a government, if we were surrounded by enemi 
battle on every hand, there might be excuse for tria 
tary tribunals. But to say that when in a State o! 
there is a riot in one township, its inhabitan . 
people—not only those concerned in the riot, but © 
man, woman, and child in that district—lose thie | 
the Constitution of the United States, is a doctrine =) 
as to shock the conscience and rouse the in ligna 
man who reveres his country or loves the word I! 

I have heard the technical arguments advan 
courts have decided that technically a governor 
which the governor of West Virginia did. But, =r. 5° ' 
am I that the Constitution of the United States c 
aside, or its great precepts impaired, changed, ol < 
any authority on earth save the people themseives / 



































































































declare it to be 
1 was guilty of gross 


} fi rm preseribed, that T would 
wat the governor of West Virgini: 
n and oppression, even if every court in the land were 
him have been in the right. If, however, I am 
i the governor of West Virginia acted within the law, 
wh the more reason to make th 


my 


re 


to 


investigation ascer 


. extent of the wrongs wrought. and to amend the lw 
» future may be secure 
ROOT. Mr. President. it is my intention to vote for 
tion, but I wish to say that I shall cast that vote 
mpugning or ques tioning the good faith or the patri if 


West Virginia. 
Virginia, under very 
| perplexing conditions, did what he believed to be 
e could for the ts of pence and order and the 
the people of that State. I do not doubt! that the 


of the governor of the courts of 


doubt the gove 


e 
or 


1 


interes 


Vest Virginia have passed upon the questions pre- 
them or the records before them in accordance with 
re and honest views of what the law is. But, sir, 
ble for governors and courts to be mistaken. 
\" it underiaking to determine the question whether the 
id the courts of West Virginia avere mistaken in 


it ‘en chal- 
of 
a 
m which 
resolution. That 


appears to me that their action has b 
so great an authority and upon the production 

array of unquestioned f: , that the Senate 

the Constitution and the laws to take the acti 
“il in the fourth paragraph of the 

nh reads as follows: 


cts owes 





To investigate and report all fa ind circum t- 
arge that citizens of the United Stat ve en ed, 
nvicted contrary to or in violation of the Consti 1 or 


United States. 


s of the 


That points directly, sir, to a violation of the provisions of 


th amendment of the Constitution, an amendment 
y which now almost 50 years ago it was made the duty of the 
nal Government to see to it that its citizens should not be 


process of 


laws 


deprived of life or liberty or property without due 
and should not be denied the equal protection of the 
even by a sovereign State. 

Mr. President, I do not consider this a question merely of 
ws of West Virginia or the interests of its people. It 
to me as this question is presented to the Senate it rises 

interest of the litigants in West Virginia or of all 

le of that State. It rises to the dignity of presenting 
3 the question whether we shall do our duty by those great 
ntees of liberty which underlie and are to the 
perpetuation of American freedom. 


e tile 


necessary 


There is, sir, always motive power enough in a democracy. 
Th is motive power enough in American democracy. The 
necessity is the necessity of self-control, and we have 

ed that upon ourselves by these great rules of freedom. 


We « them the limitations of the Constitution, those 

‘ s which protect citizens against the overwhelming 
so that however weak and friendless a man 
be, whether he works with his hands or brain, 
rich, the great rules of right conduct embedded in the 

n give to him the whole power of our Nation to 
im against the arbitrary control of government and its 


limita- 
power 
vernment, 


his is 


question affecting the liberty of everyone in every 
%t merely in the State of West Virginia. have 
no such fatal influences to sap the strength and de 
e practical effect of rules for the protection of liberty 
constitutions as ours as are to be found in the per- 
1 granted to great officers of state to suspend the consti- 


my 
ibere 


lh 
Mil 


| guaranties in time of disorder. It seems to me upon 
has been presented in this debate that there was fur- 
in the State of West Virginia grounds upon which we 
well consider whether it is not our duty to enact legis!a- 
‘ v} 


hich shall draw more definitely and particularly 


lines 


e conduct of officers who may under some circumstances 
under others suspend the constitutional guaranties. 
‘ do not know, sir, none of us can tell now, what legislation 
ve indicated by a full presentation of the facts in such an 
gition as the resolution provides. It may be that we 
nd it desirable to define powers. It may be that we 
nd it desirable to provide for the transfer of such cases 
e Federal courts. It iy be that we shal! find it desir- 
to give power to call them up by writ of certiorari. It | 
16 that we shall find it desirable to give the power to | 
: writs of prohibition. It may be that we shall find it 
tty to impose upon the Department of Justice or upon | 
~ “ecutive the duty to take the initiative in order that the 
“iizen may be protected in the fundamental rights of 
that have come down to us from Magua Charta and | 


} 


Tre 
bale 


berty 





CONGRESSIONAL R 


are 


ECORD—SEN ATE. 


imposed upon the States by the fourteenth 1 
with the duty resting upon us to see th rece 
For these reasons, witho impugn re 
the officials of the State of West Vireg I 
duty by passing this resolution 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Presider I did not « 
ny hive upon this resolut thouch | is é 
n to Andit 1 Control the Contingent | 
Ww h this resolr n was t rete 
Mittion rt fc wil 
t situ min West Virg ll want 
with relation to it and t uake n t 
to the inguit thit } I d ‘ 1} ‘ 
There w Sa deciarat } i i ‘ 
of the State of Colorado a} I ven } rr ‘ | 
upon the part of many of the peopl t th ' 
tion whatever for it. In my uy 
in lat ques 1 was ta 1 to 
State and it held, similar e ce 1 of ( 
of West Virginia, that e de ‘ation of tl ‘ \N 
preme; that no matter if th zes for the declar if 
law did not exist, when he preclain | them » th lid 
I do not believe that that decision is und. t it 1 
the concurrence of a ma y of the j es up that 1 
One judge, however, delivered disse , opti w! 
i r isid eda ¢ It | bh ] ‘ 
st ref <« « ’ ‘ at } S 
I i UIT { ¢ l é rn | ( 
iL i ad i \\ > | ( } I l | ‘ 
eri and from se rey ) he de 
J resuit wa | g1 ind ! was ii \ 1 d 
hae Cau a { th tate of Ce I ck to ( ( ‘ ) 
had to be issued order to juidate the ¢ 
incurred by that vel 
\s to the « ity in the procedure relative 
tion of martial law, I want to invite tl 
m e. Gentlemen representing large corporations appe ( 
fore the governor and represent a condition of afi \ 
though theatening to the peace and order of so ! 
justify a proclamation establishing martial law I> e] f 
great loss to life and property is declared ¢ b \ nt | 
that delay would be disastrous. rhe > of : is not 
lawyer ; he does not look into the n } i i i 
the representations made, and under é | i | 
document that proclaims al law over a gre ‘ 
State. Then it becomes almost im sible to 1 et 
and the order for mart \ the strike broken 
The initial difficulty lic t tl he ernor | 
ooked into and } s not i 9 to whether i en f 
the declat n of art W lie 
the w is, there i a ve p | | 
handling of such situation We { t 
| stitute enuse: I do not « » | \ wait 
may all be armed, but that fact does not ‘ 
the proclaiming of martial law Und ‘ ‘ 
tial law can only be legally established in case 
insurrection. ‘Those two w i e be ( 
An armed bed f striker Ipoen o med 
0 strike bre I t ( 
rection, nor does the | ‘ ‘ 
side 
rhe te ‘ } ily ‘ 
y | or not ther ‘ 
law. If the sheriff can arrs iD 
cause for the declaration I l 
tion. If the sheriff of the county ‘ 
made to forcibly rescue 1 W ' 
then a cause for 1 rt t ¢ i 
armed bodies resisting on fT 
An insurrection me oO e aga the ¢ 
means treason gains { (0 
against the olicel yt ef ‘ 
officers. When we hear of when ‘ 
armed men upon one nd 1 t 
to iv that s a state of war < tt | i 
not “According to the t 5s t US 
courts of the United States esist { i 
such as the attack upon o iil 4 < é ( i 
of that kind, that clothes with authorit 
martiai iw. 
I do not believe that the govern } ‘ 
law is declared, the power t spen 
corpus and many of the other declarati of 


in behalf of the protection of the citizen 
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If there are armed bodies of men pitted against each other, 
ready to kill each other, there is a remedy to prevent bloodshed. 
That remedy is laid down by the authorities, and it is plain 
and clear. It is for the sheriff to call upon the governor, not 
for martial law, not to suspend all the rights which guarantee 
the liberties of men, but for the governor to aid and assist the 
civil authorities by sending the militia of his State to act under 
the direction and control of the sheriff. That can be done, and 
is frequently done. If this committee-will investigate the facts 
with relation to this subject and go into the question as to the 
law, they will find that, instead of justificatipn for martial 
law, there is not one occasion out of a hundred that is presented 
where martial law should be declared. It is only when there 
is a resistance to the Government, not the resistance of one 
body of men against another, not a conflict between bodies of 
men who have grievances against each other. No; the true 
test is resistance to the State. If there is no resistance to the 
State, no martial law can properly be declared. 

It is true that these authorities—the one in Colorado and 
the other in West Virginia—say that if the governor proclaims 
there is a cause for martial law his decision is supreme; but 
it seems to me the inquiry of the committee would be very well 
directed toward cautioning governors against declaring martial 
law when they have the power vested in them, by reason of be- 
ing the commanders in chief of the military forces of their 
States, to send aid to the sheriffs; so that nothing but the ad- 
ministration of the civil law will take place; so that men will 
be tried by juries and due administration of the courts will 
continue. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not care to trespass upon 
the Senate again in discussing this question unless there is to 
be an amendment offered to strike out section 4. 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator—and it is proper 
that I should state in view of that statement—that it is my pur- 
pose to move to strike out section 4; and with that stricken out 
I shall be ready to support the resolution. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, in view of that suggestion, I 
will say a few words, but shall undertake to be brief. 

This question, Mr. President, as was well said by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Roor], is not alone a question of labor; it 
is a broader question than that, and involves the duty and the 
obligation of the Government toward its citizens regardless of 
their vocation or profession in life. The Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon] was of the opinion last evening that there was no 
precedent for this kind of a resolution, and was of the opinion 
that had such a resolution been presented some time ago, it 
would have caused great excitement throughout the country. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. In order that I may be set right, I will say 
that the latter part of the statement of the Senator from Idaho 
is a correct statement of what I said, but I do not think the 
Senator will find in my remarks any statement that there was 
no precedent for this proposed action, because I have not 
searched the records, and I could not have made such a state- 
ment broadly unless I had done so. I do not think the Senator 
will find in my remarks any statement to that effect. 

Mr. BORAH. Perhaps I am in error as to the Senator who 
made the statement, but it has been declared in discussion here 
that there was no authority or no precedent for such a resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BACON. No such declaration was made by me. 

Mr. BORAH. I may be in error as to the Senator who made 
the statement, but the Senator from Georgia said so much upon 
that particular phase of the case that I drew the conclusion, 
perhaps, that that part of it had also been covered by his 
remarks. 

Mr. President, if those who are interested in the precedents 
will look at a resolution which was introduced in January, 1900, 
they will find a resolution which is much broader in its terms 
than the resolution which is now before the Senate, authoriz- 
ing the House of Representatives to make a full investigation 
as to the acts of the governor of Idaho, his justification for 
declaring martial law, the proceedings of the courts, and the 
acts of different officers of the State with reference to the things 
which were done after martial law was declared. A full hear-, 
ing was had under that resolution. The governor of the State 
came here and was put upon the witness stand; the attorneys 
who represented the State were also put upon the witness stand; 
and the entire subject matter was investigated. The question 
of whether or not there were just grounds for declaring mar- 
tial law and the question of whether or not the parties were 
properly convicted after martial law had been declared were 
all inquired into. If you will compare the resolution which is 
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now before the Senate with the resolution which was ¢{) 
duced, and under which the House acted, you will find ¢ 
resolution now pending is very mild in its terms comps) 
the terms of the resolution to which I refer, which 
for an investigation of certain conditions in the State of |] 


part of the country. 


6)” 


May 


mf, 


Mr. President, I am not going to discuss the questioy 


constitutes a just ground for the declaration of marti, 
the power of the governor after martial law shall haye | 
clared. 
in passing that it was attempted to distinguish the Mi 
by saying that there was at the time of the alleged ¢; 
party in Indiana no insurrection; that it was not in t}) 
zone; and that there was no occasion therefore for | 
tion of martial law; but the fact is that the decisi, 
court turned upon the proposition, not that it was | 
military zone but that the civil courts were open, and | 
edly established the rule that so long as the civil « 
open there is no justification for even attempting to | 


We discussed that a few days ago; but I desi; 


by a tribunal erected under a court-martial proceedi: 
I want to call attention to the decision of Mr. Just 


in the case of In re Murphy, which bears out that « 
of the Milligan case. ; 
1865 charged with offenses which had been committed st \y, 


Murphy was arrested in New 0+! 


phis in 1864, at a time when civil war raged throu 
He was afterwards taken to St 


where he was tried. Associate Justice Miller, who ; 


the circuit where the matter was heard upon a writ, 


In both of these places— 
That is, the place where he was arrested in Alal 


point to which he was taken in New Orleans— 


In both of these places the courts of the United States w 


perfectly competent to the trial of any offenses within t 


tion. He was tried at St. Louis, in a State where th 


courts had never been interrupted. 


This party was arrested in a State where a state 
vailed, then taken into another State where a simi! 


prevailed, and finally taken to a State where it 
condition did not prevail; but Justice Miller says t! 
these places, notwithstanding the condition which 


the time with reference to civil war, the courts were o; 
for that reason the party was improperly tried by 
tribunal. I call attention to that as a construction of 
gan case by one of the Associate Justices of the Sup 
of the United States. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It was decided after the Millis 

Mr. BORAH. That was decided after the Millig 

I freely concede the strength of the argument 
effectiveness of what we may do. With reference to r 2 
the particular individuals who may now be in custod 
have been in custody, the power of this committee | 
be very ineffective; but we do not investigate for | 
of determining a particular case which is pending 
at the time that investigation takes place, but for 
of preparing the facts for future legislation and 
against future contingencies. If the investigatio: 
the parties shall have been released, we will not hes 
investigation by reason of the fact that they have! 
but we are investigating for the purpose of prepa: 
conditions or prescribing rules of conduct whi 
future contingencies. 

While it may be true, as has been said by the 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon], that after the committee |! 
their report and after the Senate may have acted | 
particular individuals may still remain in prison 
theless our duty to provide such rules and such siat 
prevent that condition from happening again. [ go furt 
say that if those parties were in prison at the time 
Senate acted the Congress could undoubtedly proceed 
way as to relieve them from imprisonment through | 
of the courts under the instruction of the Congress | 
ney General; that is, we could pass a law which w 
ize him to protect in the courts the rights of cil 
constitutional rights were being denied. 

However, I do not follow the argument, Mr. P 
those who say that this is an invasion of State ris 
not seeking to interfere with any right of the +I 
Virginia. The allegation is made that the action in | » 
has been such as to interfere with the Federal rz 
zens of the United States. In so far as any right pe 
State of West Virginia is concerned, the State of We 
must settle it, so long as in the settlement of that 
State does not interfere with the Federal rights o! 
but it must be remembered that the very object and 
the fourteenth amendment was to impose upon the 
Government the duty of supervising not the act of au 1! ~ 
of looking after not the act of the citizen, but of super\y's''> 








State when the State as a State should deprive the | 


f his liberty without due process of law or deny him 
protection of the law. 

ht be well, Mr. President, to refer 
the fourteenth amendment: 


1. All persons b 


the exact lan- 


to 


mm or natural 


> Unit 





jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the United States and 
wherein they reside No State ¢s ll make or enforce any 
all abridge the privilege: immuniti yf citizens of t 
action of the State which is referred to here: it is 
of the State with refer to which we m iy deal, 
ncerning that matter that we \ the inquiry in 
» may intelligently legislate 
State deprive any p n of life, li ty, or pr ’ 
process of law; nor der to any person within its jur 
jual protection of th: ; 
1e that the State of West Virginia. in the discharge 
Ss, through its offi ers, ha done those things w ch 
ed with the rights of citizens of the United Stat 
1 States should not stand idly by and say that it is 


duty of the State of West Virginia to settle that mat 


n obligation to perform and a duty to discharge, the 
3 the State of West Virginia; and when we supervise 


rsee or overrule or override the act of We 


Virginia, 


f 
( { 

ply performing the duty which the Constitution of 
states has imposed upon us and to which the State 


Virginia has consented, as has every 
Mr. President 

ICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 

tor from Georgia? 
MAH. I yield to the Senator. 

BACON, Mr. President, there can be 

to the correctness of the proposition 

(d Senator from Id but I 

mendment provides that no 

erty or of his liberty without due process of 

t the power of the United States Government shal! 

sed and so exerted that whenever that is attem} 

the Government of the United States will by its proper 

tive interposition nullify that act. Now, in what way 

fovernment make provision for the nullification of an 

1 under the authority of a State one is deprived of his 

thout due process of law? Is it by the resolution or 

g of Congress or of one branch of , or by a 

t of the Supreme Court? When the proper methods are 

d by which that act can nullified, 
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Congress 


those 


lh, 
be 


d States and 


Which are | 


| out by the law, the Government does perform its obliga- | 


} 
; 
the i: 


in pursuance of the methods 
, it nullifies the improper act 
es of the State in depriving a citizen liberty 
) t due process of law. The method pointed out is by an 
oa tribunal vested with the power, not simply to assert 
1, but to enforce a judgment based upon that conclu- 
Senate of the United States is not body intended 
rovernment of the United States for the assertion and 
tion of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution. 
BORAH. Mr. President, I stated yesterday 

( ¢ the argument of the Senator, that it seemed 


which 
of the 


1 ont 
OUL 


State or 


of his 


the 


ine the 


| he ( 


evening 


to me |] 


gcument all drifted to the proposition of the propriety of 
e Senate doing this, rather than the fact that by doing these 


we were invading any right of the State; 
back to that proposi 
tor of the fact that when, in the first instance, the Supreme 
Court of the United States undertook to review the action of 
te court and to review its judgment that precise argu- 
S made by the attorney, and he said to the Supreme 
f the United States, in effect, Suppose you enter a 
J t here—who will enforce it? What will be the effect? 
‘t will be a vain and an idle thing to do. 
Mr. BACON. The Senator does not mean that if the ques- 


and his arcu 


comes But I remind the 


ion. 


st 


t to the legality of this trial by a military commission 
Were brought to the Supreme Court, and the Supreme Court 
Riv 17 1 


hold that it was violative of the fourteenth amendment 
$s null and void, that judgment could not be enforced by 
* beration of the prisoner? 
pe : BORAH. No: not now. We have passed that period in 
© history of this country; but the time was when it was true. 
ti inember reading in my history, in former days, where 
en Chief Justice Marshall rendered an opinion liberating 
‘wo men in a certain State of the Union who had been con- 
1 and imprisoned under the decision of a State court, the 
ht ef the United States said: 
1 Marshall has rendered his judgment, 
: The State refused to release the men and the men remained 
in prison, notwithstanding the fact that the Supreme Court of 
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now let him execute it. 
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I say that time has passed; but it w 
; at that time as the question 1 is wl 
l ted States ean find o1 I 3 upon 
the protection of its « LZ in 
tie Uy mm 
We do not propose, by virtue of t 
to do all that is to dor 1] i 
( 1 that we mal | ! v { ( 
tl we make an juit refe} 
iolation of e § ir 
il _ » 1 to le 
on of {i I 
Vill it be said th } ‘ 
oul ll ki is of « ! { 
property rights. the m 
o legislate, and t when 
; Se tor trom G a ' \ 
of this Government, \ 
tt t tly f t 
Mr. BACON Mr. Presider 
The VICE PRESIDEN’ l 
| to the S or from Geol 
| Mr. BORAH. I do 
Mr. BACON I do not } 
| Mr. BORAH. I am 
| G 
| \ BACON With 
|} I ( me ques mm \ ] 
~ rs Lt l \I I 
|} of the Senator, there I ! 
| legis tion wl h should ft iT 
} man 1any Stat \ > WwW tric 
| vir n of the fourteenth amend 
Court of tl United ‘ 
nd hi f set fre 
< the Senator if, in his 
dou al t the fact t v 
books which will perfectly ac 
the purpose of further leg on r 
having further legislation? 
| Mr. BORAH. Mr. P t. there 
| citizenship or of the « ns m « | 
| the question of protect the ticu 
|} particular hour happens to co1 unde 
military tribunal But I wi read to 
I ve here which throws if t 
lis d la day or two a 
| We ha f n able t 
ce { | 1 State 
t wit it givin 
i t U ‘ | 
it seems, Mr. President, th hey 
before itary tribunal and try the 
| penite ry for from one to five yea 
lp il although they I Lye ret 
) 4U Gay l that i : military trib l. 
} Does the Senator think i y 
| for the Senate of the United St 0 
facts, in er that t t cor r 
Cen se vl that the al il Lue 
thing of substance and not 1 y sh 
Mr. BACON Mr. Pi l { 
any manner differ « Lie 1 | tion 
utter \ illegal « ie, Vi t e ¢ ‘ y 
and violative of the 1 eenth I 
tion of the I nited States. I do not 
my preposition any more broadly than 
in a more unlimited ex n than 
Senator can not go further t il <« 
may be so fortunate as to express bh 
But however far he may go in 1 ! 
him most thoroughly that \ 
court was without any au fity at 
laws. But the question the 8 itor ji 
because we do not differ : to that. ° 
| purpose of the investigation 
The Senator says that his purpose 
thing which can be logically said—to 
there shoukl be further legislation in 
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put 


position 
When I asked the S« 


where 


lator the 


and there is none better in this Ch 
the 


doubt that there are now 


upon 


ord 


{| 


bel 

























































~~ =_ 


éé 


will enable anyone who has his personal liberty thus violated |! to the defense of other men. 


to have his rights adjudicated and asserted and his liberty re- | 
stored by a judgment of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the Senator, in reply to that, read a telegram stating 


that these parties had been released. 

if it were true that there was some question not adjudicated, 
some question about which he and I had a doubt or any other 
lawyers had 
opportunity for the adjudication of that question had been 
destroyed by the liberation of these parties, then his telegram 
would pertinent. But there is no question in the 
Senator's mind, and there is none in my mind, that there is now 
ample law for the liberation of any man thus illegally incar- 
cerated under a judgment of an illegal court. Therefore the 
liberation of these parties has not taken away any opportunity 
ot which it was valuable to take advantage. Their liberation, 
it is true, enables them to be free prior to the judgment of the 
court. It anticipates what would have been the judgment of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. But there has been no 
epportunity destroyed by their liberation to have adjudicated a 
doubtful question, because there is no doubtful question. 

Mr. BORAH. I agree with the Senator that far as the 
individual is concerned who has been incarcerated, he has his 
remedy if you are going to leave it to the individual to fight out 
this proposition by himself. But does the Senator from Georgia 
contend that we have not the power to provide aid and assist- 
ance to this party who may be improperly imprisoned, through 
directing the Attorney General of the United States or 
other proper officer, under a law properly passed, to see 
himself that he does have his appeal and that he does 
protection? 

Mr. President, it is almost cruel to stand here and say that 
with all the influence and power of the State back of these 
military tribunals, the citizen alone and by himself shall fight 
this proposition to a final conclusion. The Government of the 
Uniied States may itself furnish him and his attorney with the 
aid and power of the Government in order to relieve him from 
improper imprisonment. We have not now any such provision 
as that so far as I know. 

Mr. BACON, With the permission of the Senator from 
Idaho, I desire to say to him, as I.said on yesterday in the dis- 
cussion of another feature of this case, that that is a question 
of degree. If the Senator’s argument is sound and the principle 
is correct, then it is only a question of degree as to one man’s 
imprisonment being under circumstances which will excite our 
indignation more than the circumstances of another illegal im- 
prisonment. But the principle would be the same for which 
the Senator contends, that whenever a man is illegally impris- 
oned, whenever he has had his liberty taken from him without 
due process of law, it would be the duty and province and office 
of the Federal Government to direct the Attorney General to 
intervene in his behalf and see that he is released. 

Is that to be done whenever the fourteenth amendment is 
violated in all the length and breadth of this great country? 
Whenever a man has been deprived of his liberty without due 
process of law, are we to come to the point that the Govern- 
ment of the United States is to intervene for the purpose of 
seeing to his release? If it is true that it is a correct principle 
of law when a man has been deprived of his liberty by an 
illegal judgment of an illegal court—a military commission— 
then it is true when he has been deprived of his liberty without 
due process of law in any other circumstances, and it would 
not be confined to the State of West Virginia; but if we are to 
enter upon that system of paternalism, as has been suggested 
to me by a Senator, it would be a very wide field. 

If the Senator will pardon me further—however, I will not 
trespass upon his time. I will end with that. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not object to the Senator's statement. 

Mr. BACON. I was just about to say, though I fear I would 
trespass upon the Senator in so saying, that yesterday when a 
similar line of argument was being made and the contention 
was made that it was perfectly competent for these parties, 
either by a direct appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, or upon an appeal from the judgment of the Supreme 
Court of West Virginia, or by a writ of habeas corpus taken 
out before any Federal judge, to have his liberty restored to 
him, the reply was made that the party might not have suffi- 
cient money to do it. I want to say that in this case there 
could be no question about that. I have no doubt that right in 
this Chamber money enough could be had for any man who was 
thus incarcerated who wished to take proper measures to have 
his liberty restored and did not have the money to do it. I 
should be very glad to contribute to that end myself. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, this Government was not con- 
structed upon the theory that men would voluntarily contribute 


have been 
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Some 
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a doubt, as to the legality of that court, and the | 
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It was construct: 
theory that the Government itself as a Govern: 





far as the position first assumed by the Senator 
do take the position, without any hesitancy, that 
of this Government to see that a man is proj 
when he is deprived of his liberty contrary to the « 
of the United States, and it makes no difference 
judgment is that of a military tribunal or a court o: 
Mr. BACON. Does the Senator mean that he 
the of a law which would make it the « 
Government of the United States, through 
undertake the case of every man who claimed | 
deprived of his liberty without due process of | 
his case to the courts and see to his release? 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I would not say | 
be true in every case where a man made that elyi 
Mr. BACON. Well, where there 
believe that it was well founded? 
Mr. BORAH. I would unhesitatingly say t1 
were actually deprived of his liberty in any State 
in violation of the Constitution of the United s 
ought to be a provision in our laws by which the « 
itself would interpose to see that he secured his 
is the Government constructed for? Is it a dayvdr 
The Constitution says that no State shall dep: 
his life or his liberty or his property without 4d 


is 


passage 


its | 


\\ 


Was reasonabl 


|} law or deny him the equal protection of the law 


it say it? It meant that the Government of the | 
if necessary, would call into action all its power to 
was carried out. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, he n 
then, at the question of the Government interposing { 
pose of taking care of a man who has been de) 
liberty without due process of law. In that cas 
says that, in his opinion, there ought to be a law 
officer of the Government should be clothed and 
the duty of going and seeing that that man was | 
court and that he was liberated. Now, if that 
Senator must not stop there. He must go further 
it is the business of the Government, whenever a 
deprived of his property without due process of 
and represent his case, and that whenever a man 
the equal protection of the laws the Governm: 


«I think in this Democratic administration I should 


that law passed as rapidly as possible, if we are 
it, because we would have about a thousand dis 
in every State, and the field of patronage would 
enlarged. 

Mr. BORAH. When a proper occasion arises wi 
sure all the guaranties of the Constitution. 

Mr. President, I want to read from one of the j 
Supreme Court, Mr. Justice Field, in his interpix 
fourteenth amendment. He says: 


All history shows that a particular grievance suffered 
or a class from 2 defective or oppressive law or the a 
touching the matter is often the occasion and caus: 
constitutional or legislative, general in their character, d: 
cases not merely of the same, but all cases of a simi! 

The wrongs which were supposed to be inflicted upor 
to citizens of the enfranchised race by special leg 
against them moved the framers of the amendment t 
fundamental law of the Nation provisions not merel) 
of those citizens, but to insure to all men at all ti 
places due process of law and the equal protection of 
pression of the person and spoliation of property by 
thus forbidden, and equality before the law was secured t 
With the adoption of the amendment the power of tl! 
press anyone under any pretense or in any form wa 
and henceforth all persons within their jurisdiction could 
protection under the laws And by equal protection is 
security to everyone in his private rights—in his rig 
liberty, to property, and to the pursuit of happiness. 
only that the means which the laws afford for such 
equally accessible to him, but that no one shall be 
greater burdens or charges than such as are imposed 
under like circumstances. This protection attends 
where, whatever be his position in society or his 
others, either for profit, improvement, or pleasure. It 
him because of any social or official position which h« 
because he may belong to a political body, or to a relig 
be a member of a commercial, manufacturing, or trans] 
pany. It is the shield which the arm of our blessed Gov 
at all times over everyone, man, woman, and child, in all | 
main, wherever they may go and in whatever relation 
placed, No State—such is the sovereign command of 
ple of the United States—no State shall touch the life, 
the property of any person, bowever humble his lot or ex 
tion, without due process of law; and no State, even with 
of law, shall deny to anyone within its jurisdiction th 
tion of the laws. 


Now, Mr. President, if that provision of the © ; 
means anything at all it means that if our laws are se © 
that men may be tried by military tribunals or in an, 
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ved of their liberty or denied the equal protection of 
is our duty to inquire and ascertain the fact and to 


laws and our statutes that that may net occur 
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d our 

ings go on, Mr. President, unless there is public 
the precedent be tblished and we |} 

i to the conduct which may deprive a party of his 
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| it becomes ingrained and raftcd in and upon our 
3 rhese men have been there contending against 
tion for months. 
lition of affairs has prevailed in the State of West 
for nearly a year. Has there been any discussion of 


all that but three 


condition of 


have see 
that 
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time I 


gard to 


blic press? In 


ihe entire count im re 


ry 


Mr. President, such a condition of affairs prevailed 


the very shadow of the Capitol where we sit as the 
ives of this Constitution, men were tried by a mili 
il in violation of all the principles of Government 


taken 
that 


the United S 


which we have 
made to 


Constitution 
an effort 
Constitution 


an oath to sup- 
these men should 


tates guaralhtees t 


was see 


the ol 


no wonder, Mr. President, that in these days men 
that the Government is separate and apart 
If men can be deprived their liberty 
bunal unknown to our institutions, certainly it will 
until the respect of the people for these institutions 
’ 
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is 


} I- 
| 
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eon) ’ 
pie, 


e 
Ol 


in 


no bh 


terly gone. There fher duty resting on the 
S ay, in view of the turmoil and condition of affairs 
throughout the country, than to see that the 
open to every man who is charged with crime or who 
rested and detained of his liberty. 
to legislate intelligently and fairly we must hear 
hear all the facts, and pass our laws upon a full 
What harm will be done to the State of West 
What harm would be done to any State by going 
r the purpose of ascertaining a condition of affairs 
1 to exist? If it does not exist the report of this 
ee would be an exoneration of the State and of the 
s rs. If it does exist, would the Senator from Georgia 
not to remedy it by a law which shall be effective 
vection of the citizen ‘ 
GALLINGER. Mr. President 
VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
S tor from New Hampshire? 
BORAH,. Certainly. 
GALLINGER. The fourteenth and fifteenth amendments 
Constitution were adopted for the protection of the politi- 
g of citizens of the United States as well as their other 
rights. The Senator recalls the fact that a very exhaustiy: 
tion took place in the year 1SS4, of which the late 
Ss Hoar was chairman, and a finding was had and a report 
the Senate which is very illuminating. Yet Congress 
by appropriate legislation protected those people in 
Now, does the Senator think we will be any more fortunate | 
x with the’ few men in West Virginia who feel ag- | 
1 | ienh a million people in this country are to-day de | 
| | of the rights guaranteed by the fourteenth and fifteenth | 


dments? } 


Mr. BORAH. I would not cite the dereliction of Congress in | 

tunce as a reason why Congress should be derelict in 

[am not familiar with the report which was made 

the reasons why Congress has seen fit not to legislate, but 

I way say in answer to the Senator that if such a precedent has 

established, here is another one, and pretty soon there wil! 

question about the proposition that the fourteenth amend 
ins nothing. 

sees to me, Mr. President, that there can hardly be a 

ication for refusing to support this subdivision of the reso- 

‘uuon because in the past Congress for some reason, why I do 

Know, has not seen fit to act. Perhaps the Senator knows 


oa. did not. I know I do not. 

“ ir. President, I am not going to discuss the other features of 

‘atter, because it is late and the desire to vote upon this 

‘iedsiire | know prevails throughout the Senate. I only want to 

Sly that section 4 is the one section which interested me in this 

cont ersy. I can submit to any other proposition, because I 

1 t would be a temporary matter, except that of denying 

pee Teht of a citizen to a trial before a common-law court and | 
oa “ore a Jury. When it was asserted and practically admitted | 
wh that was true, I could but believe that this was a matter 


a ought to be investigated, and if the facts are as alleged, | 
‘ig should be done in the way of legislation to prepare | 
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believe it our duty to fai 





\ (l y secure 
all t! ce fac ts on both sides a ( ( { \ { vith 
Congress should do by way of legislation. 

li ction 4 is to go out, so far as the o \ ‘ ! 
concerned, in my opinion they re mi d ‘ 
questi mn 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. Preside Ia t« f 
resolution. There is, in my judgment, no que bout o1 
constitutional authority to pass i Neither have I any que 
tion as to the expe cy under all e circu neces. It see 
to me if I were one of the Senators from tl S eof We 
Virginia and took the view f Ss controversy tl hev do 
[I would vote for the reso 1 if tl fact i s they 
contend them to be ad if tl ly ! 1 
formity with the laws in the een 
to me that they would in ‘ If. « 
other hand, these men ha le nrome ed 
been denied the right of trial by jury, have been | 
a military commission when tl \ ! 
organization of the commissio hen « ‘ 
can not be questioned. 

If this were the last labor cont ersy th we were to h 
in this country, it might be wise to draw ul « 
it from view, but in this g1 industrial nt f 7 when 
we know from past experience that e ( © ¢ 
putes whether th ‘yare al , iT \ ‘ Seem 
to me that now is the t et estigat tl ! 
was in West Virginia in order that we ! ‘ \ sou 
therefrom. 

rhe other day in the discus 1 af | 
Senator from West Virginia Mr. G L te i ‘ 
strike in the city of Cincinnhath in words 

I assume that the condition nila Ly had 

ithoriti in Ney he tl ip 
exists there it cae i 
io have that authority it I 
Cincinnati ap] d to tl ! 0 y 
the city of Cine rat I 1 ! 

a ! racdk who ‘ I 
to ha been re urn 1 ‘ j 
to that reat « i S 7 jud t 

No one else seems to have heard « s ng destroyed 
there. 

On the same day my very good fi id. the d nished Se 
lator from New Hampshire |[Mr.“G ! h 
guage : 

If the governor of Ohio and tl gover N 
1 lesson from the governor of West Vi 

trife has pt led and wl T ! t n 
and issue their martial-la n 1 
city in the Val of t Ohio i 1 i 
Jersey 
Mr. President. at the very time th . ml Senat 


from New Hampshire and from West Virginia we oj vy the 


ndvice lo the frovernor of (>) io to ‘ l ri 1\ (l o 
send the military forces to Cincinnati the 1 l tives of the 
contending forces were then en (l ul l i the 


very night of that day led to the cessation of all difference ad 
ended in an agreeme! 
> 


Mr. GALLINGER., 


1 ter 
Mr. 


the seitlement of their conte 


President 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Se rom ©} vield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. POMERENE. Certainly 

Mr. GALLINGER. And on the very morning « } 
which [ made those observations—and I did not i that 
I was in favor of suspending the operations of the ' 
that very morning the newspapers chronicled the 
less men had been throwing steel beams and othe ‘ 
rial on a street car in the city of Cincinnat juring 
sengers and destroying the property of the 

Mr. POMERENE. The facts are Pa le d them ; 
| this distance, that there was a strike. ‘T! were certain dif 
ferences between en piovees : nd employe L hie ( 
were stopped: for some days they did not operate, and during 
that time does seem that there were some missiles thrown 
and that the running of cars was interfered with I think that 
some missiles were thrown from a high building, perhaps 
There were no lives lost. There was no personal violence 
And yel under those conditions the Senators wanted the mil 
tary. 

The mayor of the city of Cincinnati, having the view of the 
situation he did, did make a call for troops. The governor of 


the State of Ohio having the view of the situation as he had 
did refuse to send the military. foth these men—and I have 
the honor of the acquaintance of both of them—are men of the 


highest character, consecrated to their official : 
do both of them the credit of saying that I believe e 















































































































¢ y occurred 
( v ! in «ce 

U if } y i f< i yr the 
‘ ~ ‘ | ad thes 
' 

1 1 
Rt 
4 j i‘ ; ; , ’ 
t 1 I 1 tr 
t t i i g 

A I Ss i ene h y, > Wi 1 tl 
ae was el O Sé 1 1 { nl l In view 
Ol fact that the S r from \ nd the Senator 
from New I r"¢ su 1 to l to the governor 
OL Oni ] \ ! ( npresu e to 2g a 
littie ne to { ) \ i and suggest to 
him tl ! ( he | sO) ( iding the mili- 
tary lor n f I prefer t ( uct of 1 governor of Ohio 
to th l the governor of West \ nia 

Mr. Pre lent, under the circumst n view of the fact 
hat the distinguished governor of a sovereign State was criti- 
cized upon this floor, and unjustly so the facts developed, I 
feel that I ought to present to the Sen the governor’s own 
statement with respect to that sil on [ therefore send to 
the desk this letter from Goy. Cox that it be read as a 
part of my remarks. 

The VICK PRESIDENT Is the1 bijection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read requested. 

Tl e Secre rv read as follows 

. EF OUI ] T) \ 
‘) (0 
if 1913 
lH n. ATLEI % ’ 
Uni enate We i » ¢ 

My ] § I have noticed news} r reports of a Stncunate n 
in the United States Senate of la - strike t es. in tl course of 
which Senators G of West Virginia, and ( INGER, of New Hi mp 
hit icize my action in refusir t lt to Cin¢ iti at the 
time of t t railway str 

I 1 pel a indifferent to tl te observations of the 
two Members of y r body, excer tl t t t t there were any 
( t in y ow 1d about t prop of 1 ( uct it would be 
enti I \ i - torial evider f disapproval. 

Lic \ col le n f the State of ¢ suggests that the facts 
in the case be given pre nee ¢ 1 to that reeeived by the mis: 
resentation 

W he the call for troops « the v advised that whenever 
the disorder was beyond the control of the maximum resources of the 
local government t ps would be d tched without delay and the 
peace, good order, and dignity of tl State maintained The suggestion 
at the same time was made that since the public was not riding in the 
cal nd no vas ereated they ght very well be run into the 
car barns a there until th stage was passed. This was 
done 1 f hot the liate menace of troops with- 
drawn, the in quiet, and arbitrat the sole resort of either 
contend party, spurred on by an i t public opinion, was under 
Ww I'y days | on Monday, at the very hour that the Senators 
from West Virgint: 1N Hampshire, ré tively, were making their 
‘ tril 1 to pul eco! the agr ne of peace was being written 
in Ci nati rl ruesday morning p I which carried Washington 
st ! lander I orderly and peace-loving 
State Iso i 1 head! innounced t settlement of the strike, and 

ved i manner intervi th street railway offic : 
les d representativ tiz ‘ itisfied with the outcome. 
3 was in su marked contrast to the ne » familiar to the Sen 
from West Virginia that one can easi understand his resentmen 
ist a civilized and humane industrial dition which might sweep 
ard over the River 1d wipe out a situation that has been a 
race to the Rk for 20 y In ¢ v yuurt the intelligent 
criticism of our sister § tes, but we k ¥ vy, rather than resent- 
ment, upon the lamentations of one wh I a. and industrial stand- 
ards grew out of a condition mad rrent memory by the brutal 
tyranny of government over human 1! t 
Very truly, yours, JAMES M. Cox. 
During the delivery of Mr. POMERENE’s speech, 


Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator from Ohio yield for just a 
moment? I have to leave the Chamber. 

Mr. POMERENE. Certainly. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is evident that it wi be too late to take up 
Senate resolution 19 for consideration to-ni it after this matter 
is disp sed of. I now give notic ‘e th on Th irsday, after the 
routine morning business, I shall mo hat the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate resolution 19. 


eech, 

Senator from Ohio 
ponsibility have made 
a rule of the 
foverbnbor 
concerning me 


After the conclusion of Mr. POoMERENE’s s 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, th 
[Mr. POMERENE] would not o1 
this contribution to the discussion to-day, 
Senate would have prevented him from doi 
of Ohio is at liberty to make any ol 
that he chooses, and I will feel at 
concerning that official that I see fit to form. 


) his own res 
? . 
pecause 
lig So. 
servations 


liberty 


to form any opinion | , 
‘the mé ijesty of the law was defiantly de nounced, 
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Ohio 
| to the 

















































STONE. Mr. Presid Ww ‘ 
I of feeling for the Senator from Ohio [Mr, P 
with t respect for the governor of his C 
h lili x 
the nature of a criticisn I ai i mpt 
ms f wil i id | Ss 3 on 
| gentlemen out if this body. even t] 
port t 7 ic } itions I do not b 
{ > Me be oO ne ; le ie not ¢ el ) 
re Bed og ot e of ' 
pena thre h jntervent of a Se 
n hy ~ te rit Zing t > utters ( ~ 
is in violation of the rules of the S« i] 
be I eated 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am very glad 
f Missouri [Mr. Stone] has tt 
he } sdone. The rule of the S« I nr | 
N 4 shall. direct ‘ in 
y li¢ I n eepnutor r ot 
{ hwo! y « u ming a Senator 
rhe next clause of the rule is that— 
No Senator in debat shall refer offensiy 
{ 
Mr. President, those rules are essential te i 
f debate in this body. I do not think I ever k 
here, but if the utterances of others outside of 
violate both those rules, can be introduced 
placed in the Recorp the rules cease to have 
do not think a letter of the character of that 
read, reflecting on two Senators and two States, « 
in the REcorRD. 
Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I will leave 
determine who has used intemperate language: | 
Senate the decision of the question who has vi 


of this Chamber or the honor of a State. Ii 

utterances of that character upon this floor, th 
me; but there has just been read before this 
munication which is an insult to the Senate 

to the State of Ohio. I submit that stateme: 


successful contradiction. I am surprised that tl 
[Mr. PoMERENE] should introduce such 
Senate. 

At the very referred to in the con 
allusion de to the headlines of a Cincini 


time 


is ma 


the very time the governor says—and his s 
the proval of the Senator from Ohio—th 
arranged and that honorable men were meet 


last 


say 


and that at 
of Ohio 


that 
rnals 


for 
jou 


they succeed 
and what d 
~'-aees Aan 


of a gr 


purpose, 
of the State 
the Sta of Ohio say? They say, 
reached, but how?” ‘The great power 
in the palm of the hands, if you ] 
great governor of a great State refused 


/ 
e 


; . 
1ease, ¢ t 


aid to 


In that situation—the power of a mob contr 
prayer of the mayor thereof being repudiated 
holding the power of the law that he had | 
tered an oath to support—is it any wonder 
| tions involved, the men who owned the proj 
flame had swept and destruction was threat | 
they had no support from the State or the city 


in the adjustment that we have been told ab 
escence of that character, Mr. President, that 
try—Ohio and West Virginia included—to 
anarchy. 

It makes a great deal of difference whos 
governor of Ohio is not a stranger to martia 
been a few weeks since the present govel 


proclamation of martial law. Only a few Ww 
district afflicted by an unprecedented mis! 
which the sympathy and the heart of mau! 


did he do? When the rioter was there, w! 
there, and when confusion reigned supreme, t! 
his proclamation declaring martial law in the 
thereby temporarily suspending the authoi 

I am not ining of that; it was right. H 
it was right. The military officers and the mi 
streets of the cities, stopped people, arrested 
pended the power of the local authorities, but 
and protected the communities. It was right; 
the hour demanded it; the preservation of > 


compla 
] 







But in Cincinnati we are told the situation was 
ent. Yes: the shoe was on the other foot. 1 
city where half a million people live, but Ww 






reigned supreme, where law was tr: aimpled in 
























































1 
a 


stroyed, the governor, who could under 
ni martial-law proclama- 
tin into the field, said: “ Nay, nay; verily 


Bec very different of 


st ‘'s tissue his 


eire! 
d his mili 


Why? 


‘ >\ 


iuse a state affairs 


rue people, the corporations, if you please, which 
contributed to the making of the city what it is, 
ontroversy with—what shall I call it?—the idiosyn- 
bor. It was a dangerous situation to meddle with, 


serous only in the future. 

STONE. Mr. President 

VICE PRESIDENT. Senator from 
the Senator from Missouri? 

I do. 

NE. Mr. President 


Ahk, 


Does the 


West 


I think the criticism 
ago of the letter introduced by my 
0) \ir. POMERENE] is equally applicable to what the Senator 
Virginia is saying. I1 think one is just as much 


[I made a 


the governor of a State and the authorities of a 


GOFF. I am criticizing the conduct of the governor of 
Stute: that is what I am doing. 
ONE. I can not see what that has to do with deter- 
ie question before the Senate. It seems to 
of place and not at all in accord with the proprieties 
ion or the rules of the Senate. So I hope the Sen- 
continue. 
Mr. President, if I had without cause injected 
s discussion the remarks I have just submitted, as the 
\ r of Chio injected himself into this controversy, then 
have been subject to the criticism of the Senator from 
but when I simply reply to the unjust attack of 
or of Ohio upon the Senator from New Hampshire 
f, and to his unfounded aspersions upon the State of 
rinia and her governor, surely I violate no rule of the 
» precept of propriety. I would be less than human 


“eOceAT 
| reser 


el 


is 
iif 


GOFF. 


nt 


n presented 
ned, 


by the Senator from Ohio. So far 
the Senate can dispose of the matter as to it 


as 


KERN. Regular order! 
POMERENE. Mr. President, if I have in any way vio- 
» proprieties this Chamber, no regrets it 
I am convineed that I have so violated them. The 
whom I referred did not hesitate to refer to the 
Ohio and to the conditions which prevailed there 
ie conduct of her chief executive in such a way as to 
ay severe degree upon the conduct of our distin- 
I did not feel when I presented that letter 
as different in kind or in degree from the 
made by the Senators themselves. 

esident, I do not intend to carry on this discussion 
h further, except to say this: The Senator from West 
ferred to the settlement of the strike because there 
g else to do, in view « fact that rnor 
eat State failed to send the necessary protecti: 
1 to have before me a atement that was issued b 
| manager of the Cincinnati Traction Co. I am 
weary the Senate by reading that entire statement, 
st one sentence to which I wish to refer. He says: 
that the influence of Gov il at 

out the final result. 


of one more 


hot 


‘ 
oO} 


utterances 


Y 


the go 


the g 


f ve 
{ yn. 
st A 
not 


but 


Cox was also usef 


se 


is it about which this governor had so offended? Not 
aid; not that he said that the military would 
if the conditions were such as to justify it, but he 
» civil arm of the government had not beep exerted 
st, and for that reason he declined to send the mili- 
h of the service; and in that I think he was right. 
sACON. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the 
to repeat anything I said on yesterday, when the Senate 
nd enough to listen to the views I then expressed. I 
to offer an amendment to strike out the fourth para- 
of this resolution. 


use] 


I 


ly wish to say in this connection, repeating what I said 

y, that I entirely condemn the action of the 
ties in the creation of this court-martial or military com 

1 and in the trial of these men. I think it was utterly 
[ am not indifferent to the fact that that illeenlity 
‘be corrected. Iam not in doubt of the fact that the law 
“Uy exists, and the method by which that correction is to 
tnade is already well known, and that that method is by a 
sment of the Supreme Court of the United States, and not by 


solution or conclusion which may be adopted or reached 
the Senate, 


State 
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| 


Vir- | 


friend from | 


; ; . ; } 
objection under the rules of the Senate as the other. | 


| 


me to be} 


it the misrepresentations contained in the com- | 


a 
State or the authorities of a State unk 

lute necessity to do so, ni whe } ) li 
which the end may be : mmplished \ end 
complished in this case and every cher s the 
judgment of the Supreme Court, [I am 

vasion of the State for the purpose of hay 

examined by a committee of the Senate 

[ will simply add that what has curred Sen th 
last half hour must impress every Senator with the f { 
we are to enter upon the examination of the ts of tl 
authorities of every State who may it? "V we may 
think to be proper in the matter of the issu s 
of an order for martial law, o1 vithing d it. we bave 
entered upon a most interminable enterpris L it 1 i Me 
limited to one State or to a doze v S 

| in the Union. 

It is for that reason that I move to amend tl ( ttion 1 
ported by the committee by striking out the fourth a 
of it. I will say that while there are reasons why I migh 
hesitate to give my support to the other s f the r ! 
tion, of which there are six, I believe, because 
remedy which might be applied in each cas na iP th 
prominence given to this matter and t! iortance which is 
attached to it I am willing to support the ier x ms of 
the resolution, and will do so if the fourth section stricke 
out. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, one word in sion. T desire 
to say that, in my judgment, of the seven propositions cor 
tained in this resolution the one the highest importance to 

| the public and to the country is the fourth; and I the 
motion of the Senator from Georgia w t pre 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, not exactly in clusion, 
because I want to explain my vote upon the 1 ition, I re 
peat what I said at the beg ig of tl dis it i 
somewhat embarrassing to me, | se Ll differ rr 
the entire administration, both dicial and exe of t} 
State of West Virginia. 

If any man will take the resol nas it vis 1 com 
it with the resolution orig t! ti 
there is a vast difference in the ) ol Lt inquiry, 
especially as to section 4, now ile t In the 
original resolution it provided that ft in! uld in 
vestigate whether or not the ws of the | Ll State had 
been violated. In wy opinion that ; alm insulti to a 
State. But as it is now framed f e ¢ { ) 
investigate and report all facts and reums y ) 
the charge that citizer of the [ ted Stat h ' ! 
rested, tried, and ivicted cont to o1 
Constitution ¢ the laws of the lt iS ( Va 
different matte ind, in my 1d t 
virtue there is i the resolt ‘ 

The Department of Justice 1 has 
done it, It can inv { vhetl v 
of the United States h ! ed | 
can investigate very ‘ { ‘ | ) 
branches of the resolut 1 GX t I 
mit, can not be investigated u i by 
ihe legislative I ch of ne Go 

L stated in the beginning of this dis 
] 1 should t: the regular « ‘ 
referred to a committee and b ‘ 
heard, and if a favorable rey 
opi n of that committee th ! 
I, representing in part Wes J 
still stand by that, and as \ ! ! 
port from the Commi ‘ be 
intend to oppose the ! l 
should be Stl kK 1 i 
proper to vote agains res 

A great many things 
go back and correct the I ca t here 
facts which have |! 
the Senate to know \ 
Virginia and here, f | le 
sion of the S ipreim ‘ \ if I 
ing the conviction of | ' Virg 19 declat 
tion of marti law [ : : ‘ distin 
guished colleague upon su . 4 j 
him. I think those men \‘ - il ly convi ! ! 
Supreme Court of the United States v hold that ere 
properly convicted when matter is taken te 

tut, so far as I am conce d, I think if anyt g s l 
investigated the Senate should investigate 
j nected with that matter, because if that is the law State 


I am not in favor of 


investigat mm of ‘ 

















CONGRES 





of t Vir nis I certainly want j e done to correct 
\ t | r 1 ad \ ot ts of the citizen. 
\ 3 ¢ anation. Mr. Presid atter may go to a 








Mr. GOFYI Mi lent.a short « tion. If the amend- 
I f ted by the Senstor fre (; , {Mr ,ACON]| is 
adopted. it will | n et ‘ord l have taken 
! of 1 ‘ I . itained that 
the ‘ { | j t tl ( the State of 
West | that ld no ivestig » the action of its 
ve t hould not in the decisions of its 
court that e ample pr i laws by which all 
of that hn be 1 tand corrects i I 0 The Senate 
I r me out th that Sup has been my conten- 
t I 1 glad thet » § the floor who 
\ tl 1 in t! t ter ‘ 
» f her: I d so re vy coll ue. If 
[ ourth sect n eliy j th » ( ( to | 
imte iewed, so to eak, or to be ( ed by this commit 
t I « see no ol nto ir ti riot or the strike 
or the 1 tter of ) » or any é if th Senate should 
a m it proper to ) ) | | te for the amend 
n l l, if car co i \ ‘ resolution. If the 
amend nt should be defeate I now stand I shall 
vote inst the resolutior 
ir. SUTHERLA Mr. Pr 3 the amendment of 
the Senator from Geor [Mr. Bacon] I for the yeas and 
navs | 
fhe vens nd iy were ordered. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is upon the amend- | 
ent of the Se or from Georgia [Mr BACON | proposing to 
strike out the fourth use of the resolution, which clause the 
retary will read. 
fhe Secretary read as follows: 
Fourth, In e and report all fact 1 ci ts ‘ elating to 
1 charge that citizens of the United St en arrested, tried, 
and convicted contrary to or in lation <¢ Constitution or the laws 
of the United Stat 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary l eall the roll 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, 
Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). I a general 


senator 
I should vote “ nay.” 
Mr. CLAPP’s name Ww 
the Senator from 
*nay.” He is necess 


name 


with the junior 
lile ry to 
RN (when 
SAV hat 
uld vot 


(when his 


pair from Marylan 
illed). I 
| Mr. 

vy absent. 
; pon this particular 
to it, I am paired with 
‘arolina [Mr, SrmMmop I 


am au- 


Minnesota CLAPP} 


Mr. FALL 
and a | que 


the senior Senator from 


was cal 


pertainin 


North ¢ 





ions 


$). 


the e withhold my vote. 

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the hior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. I do 
} ow how | ould vote upon this question. If he were 
pres I should vote “ yea.” 

\ GALLINGER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
‘ r with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. O’Gor- 
{ 1 will therefore withhold my vote. 

‘AMES (when his name was ecalled). I have a general 
} 


Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 


from 


WEEKS]. 


] h the junior 
: fer aut pair to the junior Senator Tennessee [ Mr. 


I ti ru 
Suir ind will vote. I vote “ nay.” 

\ KERN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair \ the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr,. Brapb Ley]. 
If { were at liberty to vote, I should vote “ nay.” 

M MYERS (when his name was called). I have a pair 
Ww he Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLean]; but I under- | 
stand that if he were present he would vote as I shall vote on 
all matters pertaining to this measure. Therefore I shall vote. 
I vote “nay.” 


Mr. SMITH of Mary 
reneral pair 


i 
McCuMBER |]. 


ne was called). I have 
from North Dakota [ Mr. 
would vote I will, I will 
nay.” 
me of Mr. Situ of Michigan 
senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. SmirH] 
city on I desire this announce- 
all the votes that may be taken. 


his na 


land (when 
with the senior Senator 
Knowing that he 
ise the privilege of voting. 

. TOWNSEND 
called). The 
it from the 
ment to stand for 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. KERN. I was requested to announce 
from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] unay 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. 
sarily absent. He 
Delaware [Mr. pu 





as 
I 


(when the na 


exer vote 
was 


abset business. 


is 


that the Senator | 
oidably detained from | 
My colleague [Mr. CULBERSON] is neces- 
has a general pair with the Senator from 
Pont]. 


| rately 
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Mr. OLIVER. My colleague [Mr. P 

sen If he were present, he would \ 

th the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wuiirra 

Mr. OVERMAN. My colleague [Mr. Sram 
absent. He has a general pair with th un 
Minnesota [Mr. CLarr] 

Mr. GALLINGER I have been reque l 

e junior Senator from Mair iM Ry ' 

‘ tor from Tet [Mr. ] ind 

f Delaware [Mr. pu Pont] is pain \V 
Ie [Mr. CULRERSON] 


Mr. REED (after having voted in the 
pair with the Senator from Michi [Mr. § 
voted I did not kre wv fi it he was bsen 
voted inadvertently. I have, howev« been f 
league that if he were present he would vot« 
voted Under those circumstances, and with tl 
I will allow ny vote to tand 

Mr. JONES. I desire to announce that 
POINDEXTER] is ne rily absent fi 1 t] 


were present think he would vote “na 
Mr. KERN. I will transfer my pair with th 

Kentucky [Mr. elie to the Senator f 

CHAMBERLAIN] and vote. I ve 
The result was a ed 


ite “* 


yeas 


nay.” 


10, nays 59, 


nnount 





YEAS—10 
Bacon ( mm Smith, Ga 
Bank id «ro Stor 
Bryan Overman Th ton 
NAYS—59. 
Ashurst Hol Nelson S 
Borah Hug Norris 
Brady Fame 3 Oliver 
Brandeges Johnson, Me. Owen 
Bristow Johnston, Ala, Page ~ 
Burton Jones Perkin : 
Clark, Wyo. Kenyon Pittman 
Clarke, Ark, Kern Pomerene 
Colt La Follette Reed 
C1 rd Lane Robinson 
C 1 Lewis Root 
Dill he Lodge Saulsbury 
Giore Martin, Va. Shafroth 
(,ronna Martine, N. J. oe rd \ 
Hitchcock Mye Shi in 
NOT VOT neta 2%. 
Bradley Fall McLean 
Burleigh Fletcher Newlands $ 
Chamberlain Gallinger O'Gorman 
Chilton Jackson Penrose 
Clapp Lea Poindexter \ 
Culberson Lippitt Ransdell \\ 
du Pont McCumber Shields 
So Mr. BAcon’s amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BACON. I now ask that the vote in 


upon the several resolutions, 
have the right to make the request. 
Mr. SMOOT. Unquestionably the 
Mr. BACON. Iam not going to call 
them. 
Mr. 


[Cries of 


Senator ha 


for tl 


CLARK of Wyoming. The s and 


yed 


| dered. 


| 
| 


[fhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair isin 
Chair should do. The yeas and nays have b 


substitute resolution reported by the commit 


Mr. BACON. I do not think that the 0! 
and nays on yesterday has any force to-day | 
there is any order of the yeas and hays on 


except the one that has just been v 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. BACON. If there is no 

not ask for a separate vote, but 

called I shall do so, because, while 
resolution, I am ready to. vote 


ted on 
The Chair ler 
yea-and 

if there i 
aa 
for the ol 
yea-and-nay vote is called on on general pi 
ing not to press my demand for separate vi 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming Mr, President, tl 
were ordered on yesterday. 

Mr. BACON. In my opinion, and I h 
opinion for years and have so e ones “l it on U 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator wil! 
that was made on yesterday, I think he may mod! 
| to this particular case. 

Mr. BACON. I do not think I will. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (reading): 

Mr. Asnmurst. I ask that when the vote is taken it 
and - Lys. 


not \ 








The yeas and nays were ordered.] 
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. | 
se PACON. That is not the way in which the yeas and nays | Mr. ASHURST. Mr. Presid 
| for. adoption of this resolutio i 
\RK of Wyoming. It is the way they were called for | convincing that it would be a wom Sur 
time |add anything further: but [1 ( 
Bei BACON. When a Senator calls for the yeas and nays |} emphatically to record myself as being in 
id is in the nature of a motion. tion and investigation, and in f re Of < i 
("| LRN of Wyoming. ‘lhe Vice President said: | Sion of this resolution. 
S 1 from Arizona demands the yeas and nays upon the Had the duty of drafting the resolution 
> the resolution y L should have made the resolution, if possible 
and nays were ordered.] | ing and drastic than it is in its present f 
‘1 BACON. But the Constitution says that the yeas and| Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, | 
hen ordered upon the demand of one-fifth of those pres- it [ had a : opportunity » Fecorad my \ 
“ be entered upon the Journal. It evidently contem- | of the resolution. 
those who were about to vote shall order the yeas The \ ICE PRESIDENT i st 
; We have measures here which sometimes run in the | C#/led for a division of the « 
S for a whole month, and if that construction were adopted Mr, BAC ON. me) itheraw that 
| be competent for those to order the yeas and nays who | : Mr. GALLI NGER, ‘The qi L Une 
\ ot be present when the vote was taken. That is not | Me resoluti a eA 
e to the contemplation of the Constitution. The con-| _ rhe Vit ky PRESIDENT rhe ques 
of the Constitution is that one-fifth of those who | te resolution reported as a subst Dy Une 
» to vote shall demand the yeas and nays, and that they | Education _ ul Labor 
be entered on the Journal, not that a month ahead of the | fhe resolution was I to ws 
one-fifth shall second the demand for the yeas and nays| , solved, That the & é | 
then a month after that, when the question comes to a | yostication of ae , a ' 
' shall be taken with possibly no single person who had | West Vi: a r the | 
lered the yeas and nays present. ho os _ 
Mr. STONE. If the Senator will permit me, I have seen the S 1 Whet of ! 
. ile followed here frequently, and I supposed it was re in red 1 ol t i 
established procedure of this body. If now a new demand | ,, ~ = on d ; 
veas and nays were permissible and the yeas and nays | whet! ry thet ny ' 
© | lh ordered, debate might go on after that before the call in tl 1dmin 1 } t 
roll was commenced ; it might run on indefinitely not- | ,.'0™" I : 
s ng the yeas and nays had been ordered. It might | ana vict 1 contra ia ‘ 
10 minutes; it might run on 10 hours | laws of the United Stat 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Or 10 days. | aia ena tevectigate ead vepeet te 
Mr. STONE, Or 10 days; but at the conclusion of the debate, | elem ’ “a ! nares LW | 
s and nays having been ordered, it seems to me they | rpo g t 
| be taken. l of ti f 
BACON. That has been a mooted point. I know that | ' shipped 1 
the rule in some instances, and in other instances, for | exclude 1 8 Ke 
cse of avoiding the very thing the Senator from Mis ae > h. if, Y ae ; 
s suggested, the yeas and nays have again been called | to such cond 
rdered. The Recorp will show that fact. IL have a Sala mmittee, oF mit 
collection of instances in which that was done. I have ie a ss ° a — ep ad 
1 to a demand for the yeas and nays, but if the yeas | require by subpeena or oth ‘ ++ 
s are ordered I want a separate yote on the different | production of papers, bo nd 
s of the resolution, if i evidence: aon dt I 
CHILTON. I should like to ask the Senator from Geor its pl eding to h 1 evid ' 
g the order for the yeas and nays could not be set aside | quired the « mit nted ” 
unanimous consent? re ' iia of 1 on vd! a 4 ; t} 
lr. LODGE. It can be rescinded, of course. If the Senator | witnesses shall be issued d i 
ided the yeas and nays asks leave to withdraw his aon ree ance mmittee thereor. 1 ; 
( d, by unanimous consent it can be withdrawn. aa mitt yr OD 
Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. | refuses to answm | ) 
\SHURST. Mr. President, although against my own in- | 2Utherized, shall is 
[ ask unanimous consent that the order for the yeas | ” 1 xpen thereot 
smay be rescinded. I could not insist further upon the | Senate on vouchers ord 
nays when it is perfectly obvious to all that the roll | thereof, and approved by the ¢ ; 
st had shows the resolution will safely carry. Therefore, Mr. KERN. I move that when the S ! 
of the roll call just had, it does seem to me that I would, | adjourn to meet on Thursday at 2 0% 
the least, uselessly and for no real practical purpose, cause | The motion was agreed to 
Senate much inconvenience by now insisting upon a further Mr. MARTINE of New Jers I 
it this late hour. adjourn. 
VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arizona asks| The motion was agreed d (at 7 
ous consent that the order heretofore entered for the | P- ™-) the Senate adjourned i thursd MM 
( nays be rescinded. Is there any objection? The 2 o'clock p. m. 
( irs none, and the order is rescinded. i 
STONE. Mr. President, before the motion is put by HOUSE OF REPRESENTATI\ 
‘on the passage of the resolution, without the yeas and oe ; is 
| desire to say a word or two. I voted for the amendment | Curspay, May 27, 191 
‘ i by the Senator from Georgia. I do not believe in the The House met at 12 0 
Wis or the policy of the Government of the United States | The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. ¢ i DD 
e £ at pleasure upon the work of investigating the acts | lowing prayer : 
oan Nt ite. I do not think that a State is a mere province. | We thank Thee. our Fath 
= it ts & sovereignty. I do not like the thought embodied | progressive beings, that noth 
: f urth resolution. It is ohnoxious to me. Nevertheless, | our longings. hopes, and aspir 
a ee great misgivings and doubt as to the wisdom of | which moves the car of progress vl 
o hewar part of the resolution, to vote for the resolution | the i:dividual. for the race. And we tl | 
ie Ovnaiiaaal . : ; in the material, intelle tual, moral, or spiritua 
a MAMAN. Mr. President, it seems that it may take | enjoyed until we begin to share our essic 
= on ae explanations as to call the roll. I simply | Help us to realize that when we shall have 
Saneie Say that L am heartily in favor of every one of the} our earthly existence it will not be the wealth 











ions except the fourth, which I voted against. 





which we may have attained but the full, 


















































































































































































































































































































































ind the | dge that we have wrought not only for ourselves 
but for others which will bring us peace, joy. and happiness. 
I rhine is the kingdom and the power and the glory forever. 
Linen 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, May 23, 1915, was 


read and approved 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. RAKER Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER lor what purpose does the gentleman from 


Cabkfornia rise? 


Mr. RAKER. I rise to ask unanimous consent to extend my 





remarks in the Recorp on the bill (H. R. 4357) to provide for 
the inspection of any parcel sent by mail which contains fruit, 
plants, trees, shrubs, nursery stock, grafts, scions, peach, plum, 
tiimond, or the pits of other fruits, cotton seed, or vegetables at 
oint of delivery in any post office of the United States that 
requests such inspection and where the requisite inspectors are 
provided by the States to perform such service. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from California [Mr. 
RAKER]| asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

THE NECESSITY OF INSPECTION OF PARCT $ SENT BY MAIL WHICH CON 

rAIN PLANTS, ETC., AT POINTS OF DELIVERY IN POST OFFICE. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp, I insert herewith bill H. R. 4357, 
introduced by me on April 28, 19138, which bill is as follows: 

A Dill (11. R. 4357) to provide for the inspection of any parcel sent by 
mail which contains fruit, plants, trees, shrubs, nursery stock, grafts, 
scions, peach, plum, almond, or the pits of other fruits, cotton seed, 
or vegetables at point of delivery in any post office of the United 
States that requests such inspection and where the requisite inspect- | 
ors are provided by the States to perform such service. 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any postmaster or 
postal clerk to receive any parcel containing fruit, plants, trees, shrubs, 
nursery stock, grafts, scions, peach, plum, almond, or the pits of 
other fruits, cotton seed, or vegetables to be sent by mail except that 
the same be plainly labeled, which label shail not only give the char- 
neter of the parcel, but also the name of the person who produced it 
and place where grown, if possible; also the name of the sender. It 
shall also be unlawful for any postmaster or postal clerk to deliver at 


any post office in any State any parcel containing fruit, plants, trees, 
shrubs, nursery stock, grafts, scions, peach, plum, almond, or the pits 
of other fruits, cotton seed, or vegetables until the same has been 
inspected by a regularly appointed fruit inspector provided by the State, 


and it shall be the duty of the postal officers to apprise said fruit 
inspectors of the presence of such parcels It shall also be unlawful 
for any postmaster or postal clerk to deliver such parcel until it is 


released by such regularly appointed fruit 
it is free from injurious insects and injurious fungi. In case any State 
desires inspection at destination, it shall be divided into a reasonable 
number of inspection districts, to be determined by the joint action of 


inspector, who certifies that 


the Agricultural Department and the State authorities, and that in 
each of such inspection districts there shall be designated a point of 
inspection, and that all nursery stock coming through the mails shall 


be routed through such inspection point and there subject to inspection 
prior to reshipment to destination, and in this case, immediately after 
inspection, the parcel shall be carefully rewrapped and remailed to the 
consignee in case it free from pests, and otherwise treated and de- 
stroyed as the State officials shall direct. 


Dr. A. J. Cook, State commissioner of horticulture of Cali- 
fornia, in writing to me under date of April 21, 1913, upon this 
subject contained in H. R. 4857 


ovl, Says: 

The matter is certainly one of no little importance and requires 
immediate action. The point of one or two places for inspection is 
certainly the right thing. If some dreadful disease were in this country, 
would there be any hesitation about acting on the part of Congress? 
Of course, this is not a dreadful disease, but you know its importance 
and the fact that immediate action might save us thousands and 
possibly millions of dollars Are we not justified, then, in using every 
possible effort to secure immediate legislation? I wish to repeat what 
I said before: This is too important a matter to neglect. I wish Con- 
gress could know the danger as I see it. If it is a possible thing 
by straining every point, do not fail to get immediate action on this 
matter, as delay may cause frightful loss. It is not at all imperative 
to have this bill touch the express or railroad. We have those now in 


is 


thorough control, and we inspect everything that comes by express 
or rail, so the post office is all with which we need to concern our- 
selves. I know you see the importance of this and will leave no stone 


unturned to secure the needed protection at an early date. 

Dr. Cook was furnished a copy of bill H. R. 4357, and I re- 
ceived a letter from him under date of May 6, 1913, in which 
he states: 

I am delighted with your bill and also the letter of the 29th ultimo. 
I do not see how the bill can be improved. ‘The district idea is good, 
because some States will wish more districts than others, and the way 
of determining it will make all satisfied. Now, Judge Raker, you have 
a chance to do a marvelous good for our State, as you have done in the 
past; that is, to get this bill through. We can not afford to put this 
off until another session of Congress. Within a week or ten days I will 





send such a statement as you desire. * * * Thanking you sin- 
cerely for the active interest you have taken in this matter, and 


hoping and believing that we can succeed at this session of Congress 
to consummate this most important action. 


Under date of May 14, 1913, Dr. Cook writes me in relation 
to this bill as follows: 


I think the last bill you sent (H. R. 4357) is excellent. I do not 
know how we could better it. I am glad you appreciate the fact that 
haste is exceedipgly important. I shall get the data that you request 


as soon as possible, making a strong case in favor of hasty action. 
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In response to the letters of date April 
Cook 


H. R. 4857 and the nec ssity of its being enacted 


1913, Dr. 


Agreeable 
give you 


inspecting plant material arriving by 
the addressee 
Francisco 
States 
inspecti 


to 
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nited 

the 


oking 
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to 
kk , over 
entries of 
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ich yellows 
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ection 5, 
‘Seven lo 
‘potato seab.’ 
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“ Plants 


* Such 
at present 
plant mat 
good effect 


continus 
for this 
State 
of the 

“Ts 
getic effort 
to the 
no effort 


session 


not 


‘Again urging the necessity of this law and than 
the matter.” 


energetk 


The Department 
Department, is earnestly cooperating in this ir 
The great need and necessity of bill H. R. 435 
by Congress at an early date is fully set out 
the statement made by Dr. Cook under date of May 
number of special 
of horticulture of California 
and so forth, if scattered over California might 
One lot of the Mediterrain 
if permitted to be distributed, would of i 
cause untold loss, and I am therefore most 
this matter to the attention of Congress that ear 
be had upon bill H. R, 4 
TAYLOR 


infect 


Mr. 


The SPEAKER. 


mous consent 


objection ? 


There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado, 
of a telegram signed, or authorized to be signed 
of the leading banks and about 50 of the business 
various cities and towns of Colorado 
against the clause of the Underwood bill placing s 
free list at the expiration of three years and pet 
gress to make only such proportionate reduction 
ir as may be made in the tariff on other pro 
factured in this country. 

These petitioner 
ness interests of my State. 
their petition to the House of Representatives. 
are entitled to this consideration, and in complian 
I ask that the following telegram be in 


tions of the 


on sugi 


request 
RECORD: 


Hon. EDWARD 


Derby 
Chamber 


tion ; 


cial Club; 


Commercial 








some 


plant 


into the State unde1 quarantine 


Lulacaspis pentagona 


3 Mediterranean 
* quarantine 


greenhouses 
with the citrus white fly. 
findings 
enabled 
arriving by 
of our quarantine laws will 
efforts of our quarantine oflicers will be brought 
to leave wide open in California over 
material, 
each working day 
horticultural 
this 
to secure 
Congress? 
will be spared to secure its enactment 
f Congress 


from 


rial 


in the year, yet all of 
inspection officers. 


National 


action 


Agriculture, 





instances 
has located 


the entire State. 


of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, 


consent to extend some remarks in the Recorp ; 
The gentleman from Colorad 
to extend his remarks 


Mr. Speaker, I am 


represent a very large per « 
They respectfully as 


r. TAYLOR, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

We respectfully request 
the House of Representatives : 

Your petitioners, the Chamber of Commerce of the 
of Denver, being specifically authorized in this matt 
of Commerce ; 
of Commerce ; 
Commercial® Club ; 
Association, of Erie; 
Club; Antonito Chamber of Commerce ; 
tion, of Hartman; Mesa County 
Brush Commercial Club; 
City Chamber of Commerce; Keota Commercial Club; 
Commercial 
Collins Retail Merchants’ 
Fountain Commercial 
mercial Club; Hooper Commercial Club; Ault Comme! 
Commercial Club; Fort Morgan Chamber of Commer 
of Commerce; 
Commerce; Dolores Board of Trade; Haxtum Commer 
Association ; 
mercial Association; and your petitioners, the Denver 


Wellington 
Walsenburg 
Holly Commercial 
Bristol Commercial Club; Jobns 


Chamber 


Association, 
Paonia Commercial 


Association; Fort Lupton Co 


Commercial! 





of Commerce; 


Commercial 
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Hank, of Durango: Ba of Crested Butte; Eaton 
i Bank: Bank of Crook Exchange National Bank, | 
Springs; First National Bank, of Colorado Springs; C 
k, of Col lo Springs; Colorado Title & Trust Co., « 
itional Bank f Delta; Platte Valley S 
| rmers & Merchants’ Bank, of Evans; First 
i Citizen National Bank, of Craig: Fort 
ite | Notional Bank, of Durango; Durango Trus 
y Ni of Fo Collins; Poudre Valley National 
lins ; in Cou National Bank, of Fort Morgan; 
State Bank: Fort Collins National Bank: Woods Rubey Na 
of Golden; Farm Sta Dank, of Hax n; Merchants & 
of Idaho Springs; G1 le National First Stat 
Li ‘ N nal nk, of Julesburg; Colorad 
S ! t nal B . Englewood; First Na 
f : Gunnison Bank & Trust Co First Na 
I ; Oo Union National Bank, of Greeley; First 
I yok Kit Carson State Bank; First Nationa 
( eley: First National Bank, of Holly: Holiy Stat Bank: 
‘ il Bank, of Greeley; Hartman State Bank; First National 
| I »: First National Pank, of Glenwood Springs; ! i 
( Bank, of Hol; ; Kersey State Bank; Yam, lley 
S nk, of Hayden; First Natio Bank, of Granada; Longmont 
‘ Rank: Farmers’ National Bank, of Longmont; Wallace State 
Mor Vista: First National Bank, of Rifle; Union State Bank, 
» Stat Bank; O nking Co.; Lamar National 
} | ional Bar La Junta: Laird State Bank: First Na 
; f Lamar; Citizens’ State Bank, of Lamar; First National 
j Littleton: Carbonate National Bank, of Leadville; American 
Bank. of Leadville; Larimer County Bank & Trust C of Love 
| t National Bank, of Loveland; Colorado Savings & Trust Co., 


First State 


First Nati 
Bank; Routt C 


Bank, of Monte Vista; La Junta St 
1a! Bank, of Mancos; Limon State 
mty Bank, of Oak Creek; Loveland Na 
Bank of Manitou; First National Bank, of Lafayette; 
Lar f Milliken; Farmers’ State Bank, of Las Animas: 
ik, of Monte Vista: Romeo State Bank; Mercantile 
of Pueblo: First State Bank, of Silt: Pitkin Bank: 
Rank. of Silverton: First National Bank, of Pueblo; 
| Bank: Platteville National Bank: First National 
nach Saguache County Bank; First National Bank, of 
I t E Bank, of Paonia; Seibert State Bank; 
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First 
First 
Na 
First 
Rocky 
Bank, 
Rocky 
First 








cchange 


Bank, of Sedgwick: Minnequa Bank, of Pueblo; First National 
Paonia; Wiley State Bank; First State Bank, of Sulphui 
S Weldon Valley State Bank, of Weldon; North Park Bank, of 


H 
Bank, 
nal 


Lf. 


of 


tate Bank of Sugar City 
Cliffe; International State 
rrinidad ; Trinidad Nati 


fomkins & Co., bankers, of 
Trinidad; First National 
tank: Commercial Savings Bank, 


d; Logan County National Bank, of Sterling; Farmers’ National 
B of Sterling; Bank of Victor; Bank of Baca County, of Two Buttes ; 


State Bank, of 
nk, of Wiggins; 


of Swink; People’s 


of Salida; First State Ba 


Bank, 


Towner; First 
Bank, 


Farmers’ Bank, 






















ath; First National Bank, of Wellington: Farmers’ State Bank, 
‘ d First National Bank, of Windsor; First National Bank, of 
S at Springs: Bank of Telluride; Littleton State Bank; Emerson 
‘ m, bankers, Longmont; Bank of Meeker; Mesa County 
I | Bank, of Grand Junction: United States Bank & Trust Co., of 
( 1 Valley; Grand Valley Bank, of Grand Valley; First National 
i ’ Fruita; First National Bank, of Clif es es National 
B Bank of Debeque; Plateau Valley Bank, of Colbran; Bank of 
I les; Engle Bros., bankers, of Breckenridge: First ational B c 
c ple Creek; Miners & Merchants’ Bank, of Lake City; Far 

| Bank, of Ault ; Commercial National Bank, of Salida; Guaranty 

Bank, of Walsenburg: Miners & Merchants’ Bank, of Ouray: First 
Nat il Bank, of Cortez; Montezuma Valley National Bank, of Cortez; 
I National Bank, of Eaton; Bank of North Fork, of Hotchkiss; La- 
fa Bank & Trust Co.; Costilla County Bank. of San Acacio; Byers 
Ss 


Bank; First National Bank, of Sterling; Western National Bank, 
l Bent County Bank, of Las Animas; First National Bank, of 
<; Pirst National Bank, of Montrose; Home State Bank, 
; Montrose National Bank; Blanca State Bank; Pueblo Sav- 
‘nes & Trust Co., of Pueblo; Hudson State Bank; Bank of Hayden; 
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M Bank & Trust Co., of Boulder; First National Bank, of Las 

4 First National Bank, of Gill; City Bank, of Victor; H. M. 
K » president Colorado State Bankers’ Association. 

\ ig In our own behalf and of those commercial organizations and 

g institutions solely who have specifically authorized us to 

: ent them, respectfully represent: That the enactment of the 

t ill pending before Congress known as the Underwood bill in so 

it proposes within three years to remove entirely all import duty 

' . Will if enacted into law seriously cripple and is | ly to 

: y de troy one of the principal farming industries of this State. 

a he of its most important manufacturing industries, and we 

‘ e most respectfully and most earnestly protest against such 

: nt The sugar-beet growing industry and the sugar-manufac- 

: idustry in Colorado distribute annually amongst ie farmers 

State $10,000,000, and amongst workmen and for supplies and 

00,000, and these industries have been expanding. ‘The sugar 

ing and sugar-manufacturing industries in Colorado have 

al bled the value of farming lands within the State; ex 

irrigation enterprises are underway which are dependent for 

and for the success of their financing upon this industry, 

e b of value given to good farming lands in Colorado by 





f the prosperous industry of beet raising and sugar manufac- 


I rea ‘ ,y - ’ — . . 
tu lere many farmers in this State have secured loans upon their 
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Mr. MANN. TI! e be 

Mr. CARLIN \ 

The SPEAKER. Is tl 

Mr. MANN lor : 
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Mr. MANN. How many copies does the gentleman ask to have 
printed? 

Mr. RAKER, I think 1,000 copies now will be sufficient. 

Mr. MANN. And then it will not be printed as a part of the 
hearings? 

Mr. RAKER. Then it will not be printed as a part of the 
hearings, because we will use the copy now printed as an 


Mr. MANN. Of course, the gentleman knows that the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands will obtain authority to have 


hority it could then order this printed if it chose to. 


Mr. RAKER. I will say to the gentleman that it will be | 


my purpose not to have it printed as a part of the hearings, 
because it will be a public document if we get this through, 
‘(1 the Members will have it in advance to use. There will 
be no necessity for printing it as a part of the hearings. 
Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Illi- 


nois will not object to this, as it will be of great advantage to | 


the members of the committee. 


Mr. MANN. I recognize the importance of the matter and | 


I shall not object. 


’ 


Mr. RAKER. I would like to ask the gentleman from IIli- } 


nois what the usual number is that is printed? 

Mr. MANN. The usual number is 1,320, but that would not 
give the committee very many copies. If the gentleman gets 
an authorization for printing 1,000 copies, that carries the 
usual number and 1,000 copies besides. Whenever the House 


winting done for that committee, and after obtaining that au- | 





authorizes a certain number of documents the usual number is | 


printed and that number in addition. 

Mr. RAKER. It would not cost much more; suppose we ask 
for 2,500 copies for printing? 

Mr. MANN. That would give 2,500 copies in addition to the 
usual number. 

Mr. RAKER. We do not care for that number. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that the report of the Army engineer on the 
Hetch Hetchy Valley water supply be printed as a House 
document, with 1,000 copies in addition to the usual number. 
Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection. 

CHAIRMAN OF CONFERENCE MINORITY, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

present consideration of the order that I send to the Clerk’s 


The Clerk read as follows: 
hairman of the conference minority be authorized 


and binding done as may be necessary for official 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject for the purpose of making a statement, I wish to say that I 
ihink this is a perfectly fair provision for the minority to have. 
The chairmen of committees do have the right to print official 
business. The minority up to this time has never had the right 
to print official business, and I am inclined to think that in 
order that the minority may have full opportunity to express its 
views it ought to have this privilege. The minority performs a 
useful function in the House in seeing that the majority does 
not do the things that it ought not to do, acting as a check on 
the majority, and I think they ought to have this privilege. 

Mr. MANN. I would not make the request, but I need to 
have some printing done in reference to the committees at this 
time. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 


I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois what is the | 
minority committee? I will say that I ask this for information. | 


Mr. MANN. The term “chairman of the conference minor- 
ity’ is used in appropriation bills. It has always been the same 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present 


tion of the order? 
There was no objection. 
The order was considered and agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimo 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to | 


day next. 


Mr. AUSTIN. Reserving the right to object, 
Friday is Decoration Day. Why not adjourn to meet 


day? 


Mi 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I had overlooked that fact 


unanimous consent that when the House adjourns 


journ to meet on Thursday next. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama 


mous consent that when the House adjourns t 


to meet on Thursday next. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 
THE TARIFF. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous « 
tend my remarks in the Recorp by printing two br 
relative to the effect of the pending tariff bill o1 


of the country. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 


consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp 
| Stated. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 
Mr. WILLIS. There has been some dispute 
country at large relative to the probable effect 


as 


i 


1 
el 


provision of the Underwood bill on the production 
the raising of sheep in this country. What this 


to be is indicated by the following editorial f: 

Republican, Findlay, Ohio: 

FARMERS MARKET WOOL—ACTION OF CONGRESS ON 1 
PRODUCT TO BE SOLD AS SOON AS POSSIBLI 
TION—THINK IT WOULD BE UNPROFITABLE TO RA 
PRICED GROUND, WHEN RETURNS WOULD BE SMALI 
According to Findlay wool dealers, Hancock Co 


holding back their wool in hope of getting better p 


they are accustomed to do. On the other hand, t! 
wool to market as soon as possible, because they t 
now is better than it will be later in the season, if 
be admitted to the country duty free. 

Owing to the uncertainty of the market on a 


| tinkering, the price this year is from 6 to 10 
has been in former years. The prices range from 12 t 





term, aud a similar term is used in the Senate in appropriation | 


bills. It is supposed to cover the minority leader. I appreciate | 


the fact that there might be some question as to who is the | 


chairman of the minority. I believe my friend from Kansas 
has not raised any question of that sort under authority of the 
propriation bills. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Not at all. What I wanted to inform my- 
self on is, does the chairman of the conference minority, as 
such, perform any services of any kind in the House. 
Mr. MANN. I think not; it is simply a method of recogni- 
tion of the minority in reference to positions, and so forth. 
Mr. MURDOCK. What kind of printing would he have done? 
Mr. MANN. At present I want to have committee lists 
printed of Republican assignments as a matter of convenience. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Separate from the main committee lists? 
Mr. MANN, In advance of the main committee lists; that 
is all. 





the product formerly brought from 18 to 30 cents 
wool be put on the free list, it is possible that tl 
lower. 

MAY KILL OHIO INDUSTRY. 

If such a thing happens, it is probable that it w 
dustry in Hancock and a number of surroundin 
farmers in this vicinity say that it would not pay 
on high-priced ground when the market price of w 
claim that they could get a better return from tl 
for other purposes. 

Although free wool would kill the industry in 
thought that oe could still be raised at a very 
Western States, where land is cheap and the anima 
to run at large. It is said that the high or low pri: 





little effect in cheapening the price of a suit of clothi: 


only about 4 pounds of wool to make a suit of clot! 


ence between the high and low prices is not over a d 
As to whether the purchaser of clothing or 1! 

of cloth is to receive the benefit of free wool is sh 

lowing article from the Daily Trade Record of M 


In letter to Senate Finance Committee William 
Boston, says that free raw weol will not particular); 
but will be of great benefit to 17 worsted mills, w 
half of wool used in this country; suggests that i 


moned for examination. Members of the Senate |! 


have received the following letter from William 


Soston : 


Dear Srr: I learn to-day from the press dispatch 


mittee has decided to grant hearings on the free lis 
and I beg leave to submit some observations on th¢ 
free of duty. 

For four years I have been actively eng: 
change the present specific duties on wool to ¢ 
ing that time the House of Representatives has twic 
ing the wool duty 20 per cent ad valorem, and tw 
bill making the wool duty 29 per cent ad valorem. 


iged it 





1 ad vi 


the same period has twice passed a bill providing foi 


2) per cent ad valorem, which failed to become a 
veto by President Taft, and once the House, by a tw: 


1 


to pass over the veto of the President the bill providi: 


per cent ad valorem on wool. Seldom has an _ issue 


t 


clearly to the country than was the wool tariff at the ¢ 





ber, 1912. The voters of the country gave the con 
ment to the Democratic Party with the distinct ur 
the coming revision of the tariff an ad valorem dul 
on wool. 

I desire to protest against the Underwood Dill, w 
of duty, not only because it is in violation of this 
people of the country, but also because the remo' 
wool, while depriving the wool producer of provect 


privilege of great value on a few wool-manufacturing © 


’ 


laret 


' 


’ 
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FAVORS CONSUMER OF WHAT? 
en widely proclaimed that the President of the United States, 
uest free wool was substituted for a duty of 15 per cent 
n the Underwood bill, has stated that he favored the change | 
ests of the consumer The consumer of what? Of raw 
ol clothing? If he meant a few large consumers of raw 
‘sure was well conceived, for the benefit of free wool will | 
but if he meant the consumers of wool clothing, he has 
n on a foundation of sand, na ly, the ridiculous assumption 
vreat wool-manufacturing « porations will pass the ben 
ol on to the clothiers, who in turn will give it t the 
mers 
t of free wool will accrue of all to the wool manu 
1 it will remain there if bi ‘ ean make it y. That 
The norma! consumption of wool in this country is esti 
0,000,000 pounds (scoured weight) a year Over one-half 
ntitv is consumed by the following 17 worsted corporations, 
which has an officer who is also an officer in the National 
of Wool Manufacturers: | 
Nul r mil | 
\ ee. ‘i 0 
S ” OG 
« . 85 
Worsted Co a ss Oo 
i Co - : 0 
Worsted Mills Co : 50 
Manufacturing Co- 44 
Manufacturing Co n . 40 
ffmann Co 36 
g Co - ‘ 27 
, Manufacturing Co died on 
4. Ca, 7 ‘ a 21 
ly & Co - » - 1S 
S ~ a LS 
Steel 12 
i Lo ‘ > 9 
5s Co es a { 
1, 050 
Y AND VALUE OF WOOL USED BY MII.LS M TIONED 
the average value of wool at 40 nts per scoured pound 
consumption of wool at 150.000 pounds per comb, we ¢ 
antiti and valu of the w« d by « 
' 
yration | 
( } 





























] 
Co f e oy | 
144 ) Tr 
) ” iM) 
i¢ ; 
) i) ‘ 
1 Mill 7 x) $50. 000 
f t } 
Co 4 000 
Co 1.5 ‘ y 4 
) I i 
) 1 ) 1 
oO y.. l ~ ) i ) 
) Hl ; } 
WOOL USED I ( ( D ¥ HESE M 3 
te s that o' half tl ool 1 in t ‘ 
b these 17 corm i s 0 I 0 cent is cor med 
Over 20 pr nt is 1 i 1 of them And it i 
t that 3 I thes ‘ { ns « ; n 
M where they consume « 25 ent ill t v | 
hing the American | l 
se great corporations that the main benefit of f ] 
ve estimated at $9,000,000 a year, will as ‘ ail 
in the National Association of Wool Manufactu ‘ That 
1 has led in the fight during the past four years to keep 
th its specific duti unchanged it has during that tin 
ty on wool as part of a broad protective policy One of 
idents, William M. Wood, president of tl American 
on March 20, 1909, publicly ted his itude f the 
these word 
ie to arran echedule to satisfy them (the Mai 


en n 
mn manufacturers) of course would be a happy thing to 
iid not do an injustice to the woolgrower, who certainly is 
nsideration. He works hard in a lonely occupation in the 
s of the Nogghwest, where his life is dreary and hard, and 
is entitled t6 protection he ought to have it, the same as 
n our industry. * * * I congratulate the woolgrowers 

erved wool duties.” 
n Mr. Wood's proposition at that time was in the fac 
. he wanted to protect the woolgrower was specific, 
could import the light shrinking worsted wools his 
t half the price imposed on the wool needed by his carde: 
mpetitors. Now, however, there is an opportunity for Mr 
! s worsted associates in the National Association of Wool 
rs to show their disinterested devotion to the interests of 
er by choosing between free wool and a fair ad valorem 
the election last November the policy of the association 
ne of evasion. as shown by the following extract from the 
f its president, John P. Wood, before the Ways and Means 















n January 27: 
‘ lAMES. Are you in favor of free wool? 
Woop. I do not wish to express any opinion in regard to the 
t all ; : 
‘ae ; 3. Have you not exnressed any in the brief you have 


a 
t 


pinion about whether wool 


“Mr Woop. Quite unwill 


GESTS THAT MILLM ht 
In w of the record of 
r free worsted wool and 

ince worked openl 

i ew if ft crent ( ' 

ld i to thes wol i 
ur comm that \ 
I ican W i Co 1 t 
ns | ) ! ta 

tl duties f } 

K 
Sin i 
1) 1 i not } 


A message from the S 
nnounced that the S« 


itles, in which the coucui 


was requested : 


S. 1689. An act authorizi 


Treasury to allow in the 


f 


{ 


or the district of Cor 


| “Mr. James. Are you unwi 


ertain appropriations; a1 
S. 485. An act to amend 


o codify, revise, and ame! 


ipproved March 38, 1911 





MEMB 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr 


oOo ll nke a Trew ehat res 
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thea \ 
| 
Ss el 
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bership upon committees of ii 
unanimous consent rather th oO | 
mittee on Rules, because it mat 
{ Kled to in that way 1 I ho 
he majority in th c% 
resentation it had pon 
although the number of R 
the House h | y deci sed It 
majority in fixing mm ces 
to increase ¢ wo ! 
ordel nd, in the first pla | ( 
That committee w ] l 
I! it) » 20, b hat \ | 
wa ho changes 1 t I 
rie hers } yf e 4 
liihol Low ‘ i 
ily i 1G 
erting Li the i 2] { 
y have 14 meml ‘ ( 
son | of the othe 
the SPEAKER j gy nan 
i ent to « - 
‘ » the memb ] 
Is there object ! 
Mr. CAMPBELL. M s | 
Phere re now 3 n Y 
I 1 peut e ¢ i I f 
bers to that committee fre t S 
Mr. UNDERWOOD Mr. Sy 
nt t the majortit is 1 { 
l e committees of the Ho i 
j t co o ft Dem ' 
l CAMPBELI lL am not st 
interest of any applicant for a f 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Spe 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly 
Mr. CARTER. I will suggest t 
bers on that committee from the S 


objections are made to 


mittee from any particu 


as to cone State the same 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I 
that. 

Mr. CARTER. 1 
entire Indians in tl 


Ui 


he St 


te 


think. has less than 20,000, 


Mr. CAMPBELL. But 


those 


Mr. CARTER. So I 


if 


1 


has the greatest representation on the 


} 


t} 


© if oT 


with three or Kansas with two. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I r 


in order that I may ask 


a 


on this committee sufficient 


question. 


hes } 
i’ take Ci 


teor4 
t 
vl 
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( iI 
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| mous 


of the House so that we shall not have to have a new commit 
tee on public health, and all the rest of this tomfoolery that is 
talked about, in order to take care of the Members of the 
l ity: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would state to the gen- 
tle n that I intend before I get through, if I am not stopped 
in asking unanimous consent, to ask unanimous consent that a 
committee on expenditures in the Department of Labor may be | 
created, because that is a new department. The reason that I 
1 king this now is that I am trying to prepare a report to 
present to the House, and I desire to have the numbers on the | 
different committees fixed. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman from Alabama has his way 
sbout increasing the membership of these committees, I would 


know whether it would do away 
the policy of increasing the number of committees, and making 


like to 


with the necessity or | 


new committees on some of these different subjects that are 
liable to grow so fast in the future into legislation and possibly 
into departments? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that the | 
question of a committee on the public health is a matter that 


is before the Committee on Rules, and it is for them to report 
to the House and for the House to determine. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have been told that the Committee on Rules 
has already been authorized to report that favorably. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That a for the House to 
determine. The requests I propose to make to-day are those 
that will not involve any issues. 

Wr. PAYNE. I was in hopes the gentleman had something 
more in view, something of real benefit besides taking care of a 
couple of Democrats. 


is question 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, at the organization of the last 
House there were 19 members of the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. A number of committees at that time were increased 
in membership to 21 each and the minority was given 7 of the 
21 and the majority took 14. Although there has been some 
decrease in the actual membership of the minority and a con- 
siderable increase in the actual membership of the majority, 
due to the increase in Members of the House, at a meeting be- 
tween the gentleman from Alabama and the gentleman from 
Kansas and myself with reference to the membership of the 
minority and the majority of the present House, the member- 
ship of the minority of the 21 membership committees was not 
decreased and the minority was given 7 places on Indian Affairs 
though it were a 21-member committee. And I think the 
gentleman from Alabama is only asking what is fair, to give to 
the majority the same number upon the Indian Affairs Com- 
mittee that it has upon the other committees now consisting of 
°1 members each. In the last House when Arizona and New 
Mexico were admitted as States there was one full number on 
the Committee on Indian Affairs provided by unanimous con- 
sent for that House. So, too, with the Committee on Irrigation, 
and at our meeting the minority was given 6 places on the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation, although the rules only provided for 13 
places. In the last House the membership of that committee 
was temporarily increased upon the admission of the new States 
to 15 each, and, as I understand, the gentleman expects to ask 
unnnimous consent to increase the committee to 15, so I think 
it is perfectly fair that the majority should have the 9 places. 
That also exists in part as to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, the minority having been given its propor- 
tion of the larger committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Committee on Indian Affairs is author- 
ized to be increased to 21. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand the rules are now modified. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the rules are modified. The Speaker 
did not take the trouble to put the question, but announced it as 
carried without objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that on page 284 of the Manual that Rule X, paragraph 34, on 
irrigation of arid lands, which now reads, “ To consist of 13 


as 


members,” be changed so as to read “ To consist of 15 members.” 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the rules be so modified as to increase the number of mem- 


bers on the Committee on Arid Lands from 13 to 15. Is there 


objection to the change in the rule? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 


3) 


consent that Rule X, paragraph 21, that now reads “On Public 
Buildings and Grounds to consist of 17 members,” be so changed 
as to read, *‘On Public Buildings and Grounds to consist of 19 
members.” 

The SPEAKER. 
mous consent that 


The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
the rules be amended so as to increase the 








membership on the Committee on Public Building 
from 17 to 19. Is there objection? [After 4a 
Chair hears none, and the rules are so changed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask y 
sent that Rule X, paragraph 45, which now reads. “«) 
tures in the Department of Commerce and Labor 
members,” that the words “and Labor” be strick 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabajnas 
consent to modify the rules by striking 
paragraph 45, the words “and Labor.” 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, what does that 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. TI intend to ask unanim 
establish a Committee on Expenditures in the I» 
Labor. 

Mr. HENRY. 
rules? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; that is exactly what 
We have amended the rules in three particulars 

Mr. HENRY. I have just had my 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentlen 
that the amendments we have made here were 
last House for that House only, but in making 
tee positions the Committee on Expenditures in th 
of Labor is a new matter. That is as far as we an 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, if I understand 
man from Alabama, this creates, when he finish: 
a new Committee on Expenditures in the Departme: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; that one of the 
making up the committees we prefer to do it n 
uniform. We have established since these rules w 
Department of Labor, and of course it has to haves 
tee on Expenditures in the Department of Labor 

Mr. MURDOCK. As I understand it, this r 





Mr. Speaker, what are we doing 


attention « 


is 


| only one-half of the proposition. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. This is the first half 
agreed to, I shall ask for the other half. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. 

right to object, there has been a committee 
in every department of the Government until thi 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. And this chang 
sary because of the creation of a Department oi 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to om 
tion 45 of Rule X the words ‘and Labor”? The | 
none, and this rule is modified to that ext 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask un 
to add to Rule X a new subsection to be numbe 
as follows: 

On expenditures in the Department of Labor, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unani 
modify Rule X by adding as subsection 56 ihe \ 
On expenditures in the Department of Labor, to 


Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think it mor 
put that in as subsection 56 or to put it in foll 
mittee on Commerce, and to change the numbers « 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. For the present I ask 1 
sent that it go in as subsection 45a. 


Speaker, 1 





ent 


to ec 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman modifies tl 
asks that the words suggested go in as sul 
Rule X. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. One more request, Mr. § 


Rule XI, subsection 45, which now reads 


In the Department of Commerce and Labor 


Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and 


I move to strike out the words “and Labor,” \ 
pear in two places in that paragraph. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimou 
in Rule XI, subsection 45, the words “and Lal 
out where they appear, and that subsection 45 of 
modified to that extent. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
consent to add to the rule subsection 45a to read as 
In the Department of Labor—to the Committee on ! 

the Department of Labor. 

The SPEAKER. 
45a the words— 


In the Department of Labor—to the Committee on I 
the Department of Labor. 


The gentleman asks to 


Ts there objection to the rule being modified in | 
There was no objection. 












GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the Department of Com 
recently given to the press a statement with reference 
parative efficiency of labor at home and abroad. This 

claimed to be supported by a pamphlet on “ Foreign 

stems and Industrial Conditions,’ issued by the same 
nt, and is apparently based on tables contained therein 
h inferences have been drawn and deductions made. 
inferences have been made by the compilers of 
let, others would not be put forth by its authors. In 
in far it is asserted that these tables show 
the wages paid the American workman, as a rule, adds 
» the value of the manufactured product than his foreign 
it is easy to establish that these tables afford no 
r such conclusions. ‘The table principally relied upon as 
lation for misleading articles which have appeared in the 

s found on page 389 of this pamphlet, where a comparison 

» of the amount of wages paid for every $1,000 added by 

ture in 31 specified industries carried on in the United 


t Is 


these 


ol 


Le So as 


or, 


S - Canada, and the United Kingdom. This table purports 
hat in 17 industries the amount of wages paid for each 
‘ )}added by manufacture was less in the United States than 


1 England. As a careful study of the pamphlet itself 
rd the means of completely refuting the inferences gen 
drawn from it, it is hardly just to state that the table 


pared with intent to deceive, but it is subject to the 

that it would be likely to mislead any person who 
examines it, and that it has mislead many. 

| here in the pamphlet, on page 41, it is stated that 


to the higher level of prices in the United States that 
¢ comparisons, being based on values, is more favorable 
United States than would be one based on quantities if 
d made.” This stating very mildly a matter 
tterly destroys the usefulness of the table for purposes 
arison. On nearly all the goods manufactured in these 
es prices are from 80 to 50 per cent higher in this coun- 
broad, as shown by the fact that importations of such 
y re constantly being made and a duty paid thereon to this 
t. When allowances made for the value of 
soods, expressed in American prices, the result at once to 
the showing of this table, if, indeed, any showing could 
le in such manner. 

example, prices of woolen goods, which are among the 
ctures listed, will average more than 50 per cent higher 
s country than abroad. It may be said that it is impos- 
work out exactly how much has been added in United 
‘tates values, and possibly this is true, but for that very reason 
s impossible to properly use this table for the purpose of 

mparison of the efficiency of the respective workmen. 
If attention is directed to another portion of the table than 
hich relates to the United Kingdom, it at once shows what 
rd results will be reached by using the figures used therein 
comparative efficiency of labor. The table not only gives 
ount paid for each $1,000 added by manufacture in the 
States and the United Kingdom, but also for Canada. Of 
the 20 industries for which the comparison is so made between 
nited States and Canada all but 8 in the list show that 
mount of wages paid in Canada for each $1,000 added by 
facture is not only less in the last-named country, but very 
in most instances, and in two less than half 
wl s paid in the United States. Applying the line of reason- 


be is 


are 


is 


ess cases 


these | 
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ng d peculiar inferences which some well meaning but not 
ove ical gentlemen have applied to this table, it would be 
| by the same process that workingmen in Canada were 
8 h more efficient than in the United States that ordi- | 
S2 paid in wages to Canadians would equal $3 paid to 

\ cans in producing power, and in some lines of manufac- 
ture the American wage cost for equal output would be twice 


of the Canadian. There is much more reason for applying 
ethod in the case of Canada and the United States than in 


se of the United States and Great Britain, because the 
(ally wage and scale of values are nearly the same in the two 
countries; but such a conclusion is so in variance with well- 
facts that the comparison would be received as more 
i the nature of a joke than as a statement of fact. 
_ the use of this table for the purpose mentioned reminds one 
Tk ['wain’s calculations from statistics as to the shorten- 
* of the Mississippi during the years he was navigating ite 


wing the average for those years, he was able to dem- 
ite that a century ago the river stuck out over the Gulf 
oo ’ South America, and that a century in the future it would 
‘rink until its mouth would be about at Cairo. 


i 


So far as the table referred to is concerned, a little considera- 
the ‘early brings out the reasons why it can not be used for 
tha purpose of determining comparative efficiency. Some of | 


reasons appear in the pamphlet itself and some have 











already been stated It will b ) 1 t » atte 

made to show how much it costs ‘ to 
Inauke exactly similar articles in quality 1 quantity lt 
well known that in one country nh ind ry \ » largely 
confined to highly finished products, and in ‘ 
machine-made articles, These bles afford no | 

paring the kind or quality of the arti Sop led ' 

ean be ascertair ed as to whether they are h I ! l 
ing much labor in proportion to the value of the finis 

uct, or whether their nature is such that one man hn feed 
raw material into one end of a long seris ‘ nh Lilie | 
another man at the other end ean take ot nis L proe { 
so that the amount of labor is trifling compare to th ‘ 

value, although the expense for the machinery is nece i 
high. The only proper way to make h comparison 
nished in the report ef the Tariff Board on w llere \ find 
that the cost of weaving per yard on the same kind of \ 

cloth is from two to three times as much h ‘ n | | 
and the same is true of total conversion co i f 
} not disputed, yet we are asked to invfer from th table th 
} American workingmen in the woolen mills give o 

for his wages than the Englishman. It is well known, as st | 
in the pamphlet, that in certain lines more highly 

articles are produced by the English factories than 
American, and necessarily where a large amount of hand oO} 
is required the proportion of wages to the finished product 
higher. It also appears from the pamphlet that in making up 
this table the figures as to the cost of materials in the 1 ed 
Kingdom included the amounts paid to other firms for worl 
given out This was not done with reference to the 1 ted 
States, for the reason that no separate statement thereof wa 
made. The effect of this would be to greatly lessen the r rus 
for the United Kingdom and is suflicient by itself to show { 
a table based thereon afforded no proper basis for comparison 
The real test can only be the quantity of similar work pet 
formed under practically similar circumstances in all re 

The pamphlet does not pretend to even estimate this, 

There are some concerns that mine iron ore and mal 

iron from it. From the pig iron another makes steel th 
from the steel billets make bars or rods, and from the bar id 


rods another concern 


makes wire and hoop iron, and so forth, 

in various forms. The great Steel Trust carries on all of tiess 
and many other operations from the ore to the finished produ 
in forms too numerous to mention. It is obvious that if a con 
cern that carries on all of these processes si nply deduet thy 
cost of the ore from the value of the finished product, that th 
amount added by manufacture will be very high as compared 
to the returns where several processes are performed by dit 
ferent firms and the cost of the material with an addition for 
each process is deducied as many times as there are differ 
firms engaged in its production. Or to take a simple) 
tration, one concern manufactures every part of an automo 
bile. Another concern makes only certain portions thereof iM 
buys the remaining parts and assembles them It is perf y 
apparent that the workmen in the last-named factory n be 
just as efficient as those of the first, but according to the 
methods of the Department of Commer they would fa far 
below. In no country do single concerns carry on so many « 
ferent processes or use such expensive equipment as ir 
United States, and both of these matters render any compar 
based on the amount added by manufacture to the cost of 1] 
original material no measure whatever of the efficiency of 
workmen even in the same class of industry 

On page 42 of the same pamphlet is found another table 
ing for each wage earner the amount of wages, ho 
used, and value added by manufacture for : vlust 
United States, Canada, and the United I lom This table 
also seems to have been used in making a comparis f the 
etliciency of the wage earners in the respective countrie Here 
again the table furnishes in itself an istrat 1 of the al rd 
and inconsistent results that will be reached by using thes 
returns for such purposes. 

As above stated, a comparison made by using the figures on 
page 39 of the same document, showed that the Canadian work 
man was very much more efficient than the American, but ac 


cording to the table on page 42 there is only a slight difference, 
and that difference is in favor of the American workman instead 
of to his disadvantage. 

If the census returns for the same matters from the variou 
States were used for the purpose of making the same kind of 
comparisons, the result would show a marked difference in the 
efficiency of the respective workers in many cases where they 
were separated only by a State line. Who believes that Arizona 
has the most efficient artisans, and that its workers in 
facturing are nearly three times as eflicient as those of 
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Who thinks the factory hands of Minnesota onetie| 


ming? 

twice as efficient as those of Vermont? Yet this is what such | 
comparisons of the State census returns will show, although | 
everyone knows that there is little difference in the average | 


efliciency of our workingmen throughout the whole country. 

It is not difficult to give reasons why the comparison of such 
statistics furnishes no evidence as to efficiency. How useless it 
is to compare the wages expended in a State where flour is its | 
P product with the returns from one whose chief 
manufactures are cutlery or other lines requiring much labor 


greatest 


same 


and using material of no great value. In flour making $1 | 
spent in wages will add $5 to the value of the material used. | 


The expense arises largely from the investment in the plant, and 
that of the power. In certain other lines the amount of 
wages is so large that it is not far from the total value added by 
manufacture. Nations differ even more than our States with | 
respect to the kind of industry which each develops. It is as 
useless to compare the totals of all industries united from dif- | 
ferent countries as to compare the special industries mentioned. 
The difference would only be in the degree of inaccuracy. 
There are, however, some interesting and useful facts con- 
tained in this document. Thus we find that the British Board | 
of Trade Report shows that the average hourly wage for labor | 
in the United States is 140 per cent higher than in the United | 
Kingdom—in other words, that wages in this country are nearly 
two and a half times as much as in the United Kingdom—and 
that as compared to Germany and France the ratio is still 
higher. It also shows that while rent is higher in this country, 
and that food prices, without making any allowances for the 
better living of the American workman, are higher in this coun- | 
try, the precentage of total income spent by the American | 
workman for these items is much less than abroad. It follows, 
therefore, that he not only lives better, but after paying for 
necessaries has more left than his English brother. 
It may be conceded that in some lines of industry the effi- 
ciency of the American is greater than the European. In some 
branches of manufacture which were originated in this country 
the foreigner has as yet failed to overtake us. On the other 
hand, it is equally true that in many industries which have 
been developed for centuries in Europe we are so lacking in | 
trained workers that the American makes a poor showing In 
efficiency as compared to the European worker. The document | 
referred to only serves to emphasize the necessity of a tariff | 
commission which will obtain the facts upon which an estimate | 
ean 1 as to the cost of production at .home and abroad, | 
and from which a conclusion may be properly drawn as to the 
amount of tariff necessary to maintain among our workingmen 
the American standard of wages and living. 


oO 


be basec 


| 
POOR. | 
| 


HOMES FOR THE INDUSTRIOUS 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent | 
that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bortanp] be allowed | 


to address the House for one hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] unanimous consent that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BorLanp] be permitted to address the House for not 
to exceed one hour. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. | 
Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I want to discuss briefly this 
morning the movement which is now going on in Washington | 

to provide better homes for the industrious poor. 

Iivery great municipality has its own peculiar housing prob- 
lem. These housing problems are in great part the result of 
the growth of the municipality in wealth, the rise in land 
values, and the rise in the standard of living that follows. 

As soon as a city begins to grow and land values become an 
important element some of the population who are well to do, 
and frequently those who are in very moderate circumstances, 
move gradually out from the down-town sections to the suburbs, 
where they can find the surroundings and conveniences of mod- 
ern civilization and refinement, That generally leaves a large 

tion of the city, wherein land values have grown very high, 
devoted primarily to the uses of business. 
incinde, of course, the office buildings, the retail section, and 
the financial district; but they also include the hotels, many: 
apartment houses, and a large number of buildings designed for 
human abodes for a more or less transient element of the popu- 
lation—not always a dependent element, frequently a pros- 
perous element, but still a more or less transient element of the 
population, 

All through the business sections of every great city there is 
another residential section. It is the residential section of the 
poor, that section which with a sweeping injustice we sometimes 
denominate “ the slums.” It is the section where the irregularly 
employed poor must live; where people must live who must be 


asks 
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| erty shelters the criminal and the semicriminal ek 


| nor to the semicriminal class. 


| of the city, the industrious, floatir 


| ably an alley was a necessity t 


Those business uses | 






close to where there is a chance for a job; where }y 
live who can not afford to pay car fare to and f; 
work, whose employment is at irregular hours, perha 
irregular days; where people must live who 
out of employment and who have not the necessa: 
the necessary facilities to rent for a l 


mre t 
a 


fixer 


ed term 


| better homes farther out. 


Now, that class is sweepingly denominated the sg] 
optimist enough to believe that the 
a large percentage of worthy people. 


so-called) slun 
While that e¢ 
‘The 
city, it also unfortunately shelters a great percentage « 
dustrious poor. I undertake to say that two-thirds 
dwellers in the so-called slums do not belong to th: 
They are the class of | 
are the by-product of the wealth and progress of the ci 

We take ample care of the well to do; we beautif; 
for the rich, we tempt them to move out in the be: 
districts of the city, and yet we take no care of 4 
problem that is just as necessary to the vital cony 

ig, irregularly e1 

We allow them to drift into the slum sections of th: 

The city of Washington was laid out originally « 
erous lines. The streets are broad; great avenues and 
large blocks of ground for residential purposes. [Fy 
men who laid out the city of Washington believed t) 
always have a semirural aspect, that the dwelling 
surrounded by large, spacious grounds and lay 
there would be a semirural life, and so they laid it 
generous plan for those purposes. The blocks ar 
they include the regular alley which used to be and s 
ture of the regular American city life. I undert 
the alley is an economic anachronism. There m: 
time when the residents needed an alley, when e\ 
a back garden of limitless expanse, usually flanke 
end by barns and outbuildings which sheltered th 
horses, cows, and other domestic animals. In th 
a resident 
the alley is useless in a resident district, and it is 
sary in a city as a back passage to a warehouse, 


disti 


hotel. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is that the policy pursued in the 
own city—Kansas City—subdividing property and 
for alleys? 

Mr. BORLAND. In the new subdivision; yes. 1 
eur old section is laid out in the usual way of A 


Mr. MANN. Is that because of the topogra 

Mr. BORLAND. Not always. 

Mr. MANN. I hope no such propaganda will eo 
I think every civilized community in subdividing 
vides for alleys, and always will. 

Mr. BORLAND. That is more a question of 
ion. I find that residential property not having all 
and more wholesome than residential sections hay 


\ 





| this reason: Mr. A will keep his premises adjoini 


a very creditable condition. Possibly Mr. B and Mr. | 
likewise as long as they occupy their own premise 

Mr. B moves away and rents his premises, and 
docs not feel the same interest in keeping the 
his premises in the same condition, and no one }! 
in the block can control the general condition of t! 
must, of course, rest upon the enforcement of 
sanitary laws. 

Mr. MANN. Is not that also true of streets as wt 

Mr. BORLAND. Not so true, because streets are 


+} 


| to inspection, and they become more offensive if ne 


Mr. MANN. 
alleys? 

Mr. BORLAND. They are used for different p 
Alleys are used for the purpose of taking away as! 
bage and for various purposes to relieve the street 
| of that sort. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Missouri, as | 
thinks that it is more desirable to place the ashes : 
pbage upon the sidewalk of the street in front of thie | 


Why are they any more open to ins] 





awaiting removal than to have them placed in the 
rear of the house. 

Mr. BORLAND. 
say that. 

Mr. MANN. Then where does the gentleman |)! 
bage and ashes while waiting for them to be carr 
In New York City they put them in the streets where 
no alleys, 


No; the gentleman from Miss 













ossible. ome of the houses are very narrow, ¢ Ipy 
| frontage allotted to them, and they run up three or 
; or more in height. 
a back part of very generous proportion, 11 
these great squares, practically useless u me 
overed that the ground inside of l ! y 
ble to busi to residences, and to | 3, had a 
ue, had rental valt d tl x ) 
ese alle nements. I unde | ‘ ! 
f rl 1 betwe IS75 nd 1890 They are 
Ses ( s it ibstanti: haracter; that 
tt nd t time ut the bh ’ 
could be co! 1 to-day under the i 
rhey are not na dilapidated or dangerous 
wel dapted from other purposes—warehouses 
im for the purpose of residences, but man) f 


iave been constructed for the very purpose of 


it 1892, I understand, a law was passed in the Dis- 
ing any further construction of alley tenements ot 

3U feet wide, with certain other limitations 
i the virtual effect of forbid 





iding the construction of 
ents, because no alleys existed that met the require 
yuildings could be constructed. Many of these old 
<8, however, have been remodeled since that time and 


but all tenements now are at least 25 years of age, 


’ 





Mr. BORLAND 
f h I 
he t rt of 1 ) 
fr WANN 1) 
{ or { 
| BO ND 
[ \TA | 
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indeed. 


When I came to fi 


shown by the figur 
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Some of them probably as much as 40 years old. They will | is 160 per cent of the death rate on the 
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death rate in the alleys runs over 30 per 1,000; so that it is 
the infection of the alleys that brings up the death rate of the 
District Columbia. It not only brings up the death rate of 
the alley population, but it brings up the death rate of the popu- 
lation who live in houses on well, for we find that 
the death rate of the streets, not including the alley tenements, 
is higher than the death rate of the average municipality of the 
size of Washington in this country. It is two or three points 
higher than the death rate of the great cities of St. Paul and 
Minneapolis, 

Mr, SIMS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. BORLAND, Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. Without naming the two municipalities which the 
geutieman referrred to where the death rate is higher than in 
Washington, do those two municipalities contain an outlying 
rural population similar to this? 

Mr. BORLAND, No; they do not. They are congested cities. 

Mr. SIMS. Then the comparison would not be altogether fair. 

Mr. BORLAND. The comparison is not quite fair. It is still 
stronger against the District of Columbia than the simple figures 
show. 

Mr. BUCHANAN 
man yield? 

The SPEAKER. 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. What objection is there to nam- 
ing those two municipalities that have a higher death rate than 
Washington? 

Mr. BORLAND. ‘The gentleman can look them up. I will 
name two municipalities that have a low death rate. They are 
Minneapolis and St. Paul. I am glad to give them credit for 
that. They are entitled to it. 

Mr. DYER. Does not the gentleman know that the principal 
city of his own State, St. Louis, has a very low death rate? 

Mr. BORLAND. I know that the death rate of St. Louis is 
down to nearly 13 per thousand, which is very creditable and 
of which I am very proud. 

Mr. BRYAN. Is not the gentleman willing to state that 
neither of the two cities having a death rate higher than the 
city of Washington is located in the State of Washington? 

Mr. BORLAND. They are not. Now, I want to state some 
further concrete facts, because facts are what we are after. I 
could tell you many stories of the actual conditions in these 
alley tenements. Some of them are in a deplorable and revolt- 
ing condition. They are the natural incubators of crime and 
disease. They are so because of the fact that they are hidden 
away from the inspection of the police and the health officer. 
The owners of these alley tenements have been placing a tre- 
mendous burden upon the rest of the municipality in compelling 
it to try to police and keep sanitary those alley tenements. 

Many of these alley tenements are built in the form of a 
letier ‘‘H,” so that until you have gone 75 or 80 feet through 
a 10-foot \y between high walls or high board fences, 


e 
Ol 


streets as 


of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 


Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 


passagew: 


when you turn suddenly into the inhabited portions of the 
alley, it is impossible to see the ramifications spread out 
before you. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Has the gentleman a list of the 
owners of these alley tenements? 

Mr. BORLAND. I have a partial list. I think there is a 
complete list. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Does the gentleman propose to 
disclose the names of those owners? 


Mr. BORLAND. Some of them. I want to say that these 
alley tenements have been bought and sold on the market. 
They have passed sometimes into the hands of nonresidents, 
frequently into the hands of widows. They are in the hands 
of all classes of people who ordinarily seek investments in 
rental properties. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from California? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. KAHN. Is it not a fact that the alley property yields 
large returns on the investment? 

Mr. BORLAND. Unquestionably. 

Mr. KAHN. And is not that the reason why people of moder- 
ate means invest their money in that property—because they 
get such a large percentage in return? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wighes to make an announce- 
ment that he has made several times before. The rule requires 


that when a Member wishes to interrupt another who holds 
At first it looks 


the floor, he shall first address the Chair. 
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like there was not much sense in the rule, but whe 
to consider it, it prevents quarrels, misundersts 
scehes, and sometimes fights. Of course, there is | 
any such trouble here to-day, because a good-naty 
man has the floor and the subject is not exciti; 
amount of feeling; but the Chair has seen circu) 
conditions where it was entirely different. 

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Speaker, will the gentlema) 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from M 
to the gentleman from Louisiana? 

Mr. BORLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. LAZARO. Can the gentleman state whai 
rate in this House? 

Mr. BORLAND. I do not know exactly; I 
inform the gentleman. Of course, we do not } 
children and strong, able-bodied schoolboys in this I] 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman f; 
yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. I will yield. 

Mr. SIMS. Before the gentleman gets away from 
I want to suggest that, therefore, on account of 
earnings of money invested in alley property the 
almighty dollar is the real cause of it. 

Mr. BORLAND. “ The love of money is the root 
That was written a long time ago. It is not money. | 
of money, that is the root of all evil. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentlema 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Miss: 
the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. BORLAND. I will. 

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman state what 
ants these alleys have—whether they li 
black? 

Mr. BORLAND. The overwhelming majority of 
ored. I saw one building where there were six 1 
building, two on a floor. The stairway led 
passage that led off from the alley. The passage it 
and the stairway was as black as night. That 
almost straight up like a ladder, and there were two 
reach each floor. You had to light a match to 
passageway and up the stairway. There were 
each floor. In each room was an entire fan 
in the six rooms. One family had five members i 
many the others had I do not know. One of the 
littered up with washtubs and broken furniture 
on the broken furniture and on the bed—that it 
for two additional people to get into the room 
rent for a dollar a week apiece—$4.50 for a 1 
the building per month. That building could bi 
$700 or $800, not counting the value of the land. 

I will not have time to call attention to all 
but I want to pay acknowledgment to some 
been so industrious in getting the facts. These 
have attracted the attention of philanthropic cl 
There have been alley commissions of all kin 
have gone into the alleys with a degree of moi 
physical heroism that is almost incomprehensible 
gone into these alleys with their accumulation 
drunken conditions that would appall a strong ! 
in the nighttime and on Sundays and at times w 
lation, the worst element of it, is particularly turb 

The general outline of alleys is about the su 
have a saloon on the street and the corner of th 
the alley is a low store in the center of it, gene: 
white man who very frequently is the only white 
alley. The rest of the population is usually bl: 
ing, transiently employed class. As I say, I do! 
a majority or a substantial per cent belong orig 
criminal class. But the whole alley atmosphere 
degrades them. It spares neither age or sex in tl 
moralization and degradation of these low 
some of these alleys, after certain hours of the ni 
stand the police officers go in pairs. They ne' 
there alone for fear they would not have a chai 
and report. There is no possibility of those on 
ing what is going on on the inside. There is found 
population swarming over the street or the paved | 
alley, sometimes showing in the very center the 
of the sewer in that narrow block. Here the childr 
swarm back and forth at all hours of the da) 
crowded up against the offal, the refuse, the garb 
and the accumulation of that form of life. 





are 


nn] 
Mul 









41 


It 
collectors of garbage to overlook those corners, So © 
those in charge to find when there has been an 0 
difficult for the officers to keep them in @ sanitt 
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ector brings about a bitter } f the * erty th 
his agent or both. and freaqu v f » of 7 yperty w] 
his little picture in the center nts one family | does 


ison Alley. There is a boy 10 “ars old and two smaller | respes 
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homes of your constituents and mine, who come here to ial 
service for the great General Government of the United | 


f yadda 
States. There are 40,000 people gathered here on the pay roll 
of Uncle Sam, coming from every section of the country with 
their families to make their homes here. 

In many ca liy 


on streets adjacent to these alley tenements. Their back doors, 
their back ya 
crime 


pos 


are 


breeding, moral cesspools of the alleys. 
ible to keep their children out of the alleys, even when they 
at home, in their own neighborhoods, and certainly im- 
possible when they are on their way to and from school. 


Why, 
I have one picture here which shows a schoolhouse at the very 


They find it im- 


ing on humble salaries, they must find homes | 


rds, their back gates must open upon these noisome, | 


corner of one of these alleys, where a great many of these ar- | 
rests have been made. Here is a picture of the east half of 
Ienton Court. There is another half of Fenton Court which I 
could not get into this picture. The names are not all filled 
in on Fenton Court, because we did not have time. There is a 
public school right at the corner of that alley, and that alley 


has become one of the playgrounds of the children of that neigh- 


borhood. In 1912 there were 83 arrests in that half of Fenton 
Court, 83 arrests in the children’s playground of the Blake 
School. There is not a family in Washington that can escape 


the alley contagion. 

I have spoken more especially about the physical conditions 
of disease, about the contagion of pneumonia, and’ typhoid, and 
cholera infantum, and tuberculosis, those four great alley spec- 
ters that stalk abroad at noonday from every one of these al- 
leys; but 
incubator of crime. 
form of human vice and degradation, and which is so crowded 
and so hidden from the ordinary inspection of the law officer 
and of the passerby in the street that it is impossible to turn 
the necessary white light of publicity upon it. Now, what 
the remedy for these conditions? 

Mr. LOBECK. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yicid to 
the gentleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LOBECK. Were not these laid out in the 
original survey as to enhance these conditions, or make them 
possible? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes; that is true. I thought I had brought 
that out. I am glad the gentleman called my attention to it. 
Many of these alleys are in the shape of a letter “ H,” so that when 
you get in there you run into two, three, or four blind courts, 
and those places are utterly impossible to be policed and kept 
clean. They are worse than the ordinary class of straight 
alleys. Here is one instance, Bladen Alley, between Ninth and 
Tenth and M and N Streets. This picture shows two men 


is 


alleys so 


fighting in the part of the alley showing that “ H ” formation, and | 


a policeman on his beat at the corner of the street within 75 or 
SO feet. It is one of the most instructive pictures I ever saw 
illustrating that condition of affairs. You can see that it would 
be utterly impossible for that police officer to get at those men 
without going halfway down the block through a 10-foot alley, 
then around the “H” 
have disappeared out of the other entrance to the alley. 

What is the remedy for all this? Somebody will say, “ Well, 
transform them into parks.” That a good thing in a great 
many instances. Other people will say, “ Well, suppose you do 
turn them into parks; your alley population will go elsewhere 
and form new slums, and then you will have to make new 
parks.” 

I am frank to admit that the cleaning of the alleys or the 
elimination of the inhabited alleys is only part—although it is, 
I think, the larger part—of the problem. There is also the 
problem of rehousing. The only solution I have seen of that is 
the one so successfully made by the Washington Sanitary Housing 
Co. I went to see some of their houses. They began operations 
several years ago. They have two classes of houses. They will 
take a portion of the city and turn it into what is practically a 
minor street—a narrow street with sidewalks, curbing, and 
lights, like other streets, with water, gas, and sewer connections, 
and open at both ends. Here is one of these minor streets 
through the center of a block. On that they have built some 
very substantial «partments of brick and frequently of stone, 
with stone steps, concrete walks, iron handrails, with very little 
wood—very little framework—to get into a state of dilapidation 
or to be carried away or to be chopped up for kindling wood. 
They are very serviceable and very permanent. They have two 
classes of property, one that rents for $13.50 and the other for 
$14, the 50 cents difference being made by a bay window in some 
tenements. They consist of three rooms and a bath. There is 
a waiting list for these apartments. They are adapted to the 
white mechanic, to the white artisan, and they are filled with 


is 
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Pay 


the best class of self-respecting, clear-eyed, and ©! 


honest toilers I have seen anywhere, inside or o 
District of Columbia. 

They have another set of apartments that are pi: 
Similar in facilities. They have three rooms and 
nished with modern conveniences. They are ad 
cclored people, and they have a waiting list for 
are in beautiful condition. The little back yards, 
are usually in the pink of condition. There is ay 
self-respect that goes with that sort of a thing. 11 
from being a pauperizing charity; it is‘a long way 
pauperizing charity. From these buildings, we!| 
well cared for, they net 5 per cent income. That is 
to attract the owner of alley tenements. It nece 
more strongly to a sense of philanthropy, a wise se) 
thropy—a sense of philanthropy that does not wish 
ize but respects the beneficiary, which recogniz 
self-respecting people want to earn their own way 
pay for their own advantages at a fair rate. 
advantage about that sort of thing: 


I saw, not 


very 


| Say, in all districts where alley siums occur, little | 


there is this great crime-breeding, this great moral | 
There is this place that is filled with every | 





| because he is occasionally sick, because he ha 


formation, and by that time they would | 


2 little bit of a place where some householder had 
clean little garden, and where there was really 
little home. You see frequently on these slleys 
specting family will have quite an attractive |it 
clean garden and a clean back door and a clean ki 
attractive place. But what can one person do in 
must be done generally and on a scale that will 1 
street or block in a condition that will raise the 1 
raise the self-respect of all the inhabitants. Now, 1] 
that inhabit the homes of the Washington Sanit 
average lot; they are not selected. They are the 
auts that have had to go out of the alley slums. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman y 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mis 
the gentleman from California? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. KAHN. Is it not a fact that the rental of 
houses that the gentleman is speaking of is no gres 
rental that the people pay in the alleys? 


Mr. BORLAND. Not a bit. The house in M 
that I spoke of pays a rental of $27 a month for 


without any conveniences, against $8.50 for three 
a bath and gardens all around them. It is acti 

The only difference is this, as the gentleman fron 
cisco recognizes, that there is a class—the transic! 
irregularly employed poor—that sometimes can 1 
month to month, but must rent from week to we: 
house problem remains the same. We should 

system of accommodation even for the irregu! 

poor that will.prevent them from being slum tenan 
criminal. Because a man is frequently out of 

to die and leave a widow and several small childr 
relieve the community of the burden of seeing that 
becomes good citizens. It increases the moral 
every true legislator. 
the moral sore. We must find remedies 


res] 


that rea 


of the moral disease, and the cause of the social dis 
case is the alley tenement in the District of Colum! 
They must be « 


alley tenements must be eliminated. 


Here i: 


The greatest thing we can do 


| 


in the interest of the people of the District of Col! 


must be eliminated in the name of the honest toiler : 


of the District of Columbia who does not live in 
They must be eliminated in the interest of you! 
and mine who come here to serve our common Gove 
they must be eliminated in the interest of the great 
mass of the American people, who demand that 
tions must not continue in the Capital of the gre 
which we are all a part. [Applause.] 

Mr. SIMS. 

Mr. BORLAND. 

Mr. SIMS 
ents at home would much 


Certainly. 


rather pay taxes to re! 


condition as this than to build six and eight million « 


ways for the rich to use? 

Mr. BORLAND. 
think about that. 
for the rich in the city of Washington, and it is ti! 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman kn 
I think that we have spent eno 


(y 


1 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 


Does the gentleman not believe that ou! 


we spent a little money for the honest, self-respec' 


[Applause.] We have beautified many spots in th¢ 


the homes of the helpless and industrious citizens of 
of Columbia. 


»D 
Columbia, and we are constantly urged in the les 
tones to beautify other spots in the District of Co'u 
now we are to have a chance to relieve and sweet 








1945. 


IMS. But Congress will never be importuned to accept 
on one of these slums in order to build a monument 


man who wants to build up and beautify the city of | 


vton, 
ORLAND. No; I think not. I do not think any of these 
owners will importune us to take an option on their 


1 think that they will resist bitterly any effort on 
o do so. That has been the experience in the past in 
ties. I think in the end they will probably be paid 


cent in advance of the actual value of their prop- 
hat, notwithstanding that fact, they will carry the 
ie Supreme Court of the United ites in an effort to 
the proceedings were regular and as to whether or 
violated the Constitution. I think we will have 
and everybody who has made a reform has faced 
ling the irritation and 


thstanding that, notwithstan¢ 
‘sult or may result from any real, substantial, 


at W ill xe 
ow arrived when we must begin that 


{ 
Si 


1 the time has n 


iminate these alley slums; there must not be any 
population in the great city of Washington We 


these alleys into minor streets, and those that are 


f being opened through and widened and sidewalked 
d with trees should be treated in that way. Nearly 


of that. 


1 are capable 


WARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield‘ 
MLAND. Certainly. 
OWARD. Does not the gentleman think that a large 


the sanitary conditions that 
lieved by an efficient ad 
in aut! 


hority? 
MLAND. 


the slums 


Distri 


in 
of 


Sot 
eCXIS8t e 


ministration ie 


those { 
realize that fact. 


1 


I 
A 


WARD. nd does the gentleman know of another 
world, not only in the United States, but in the 
1 a population of 331,000, that has a great army of 
le employed in its municipal government to do the 


of which the gentleman speaks in re 


I know 


spect to condi- 


exist in the city of Washington? of ny own 
nowledge that these conditions do exist. 

BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I have two answers to that 
swer I made a little while ago was to the effect tha 
slums have produced conditions which it is almost 


for the health and police de} 


nditions accumulate 


artments to cope w 






se ster - 

WARD. Why? 
ORLAND. Because in the formation of these alleys it 
‘¢ an extraordinary number of men, both in the poli 


} 


lth departments, to enforce even the plainest 


recu- 


ui answer I desire to make is that four years ago 

| one term on the District Committee. I have si 
the Appropriations Committee. I believe that $14, 
run the District of Columbia is an extortionate 1h 
it amount. I believe that we do not get the eflicient 
t of that $14,000,000 that we ought to get, and I do 
<e to justify here or elsewhere the expenditure of the 
I am uot in sympathy with the constant cry that goes 


he District that we do not have e! 

i g to touch on that point right now. 
OWARD. From the gentleman’ 
ow that 


iolgh money, 


3 own observation. does 


no other great municipality in this country 
it for 10 days the insanitary conditions to exist that 

exis the city of Washington? 
that the great city of Atlanta, which I have the honor 
nt in part, has no such condition as I have seen with 
eyes here or that could exist under the watchful eyes 


ce and sanitary departments of that city. 
BORLAND. Yes; I think that is true; but I want to say 
centleman that the result of my personal investigation 
‘S me that the alley conditions were such that it was 
almost impossible to cope with it from the health and 
tandpoint, but it was useless to try to cope with it from 
© standpoint. There is no reason for the purpose of pre 


= £ a little alley property or the profits of a few alley tene 
owners to continue conditions which are almost impossible 
I 


provide sufficient money with which to cope. 
‘ur. WILLIS. If the gentleman will permit, I understood the 
eman to say, in his judgment, the alley conditions are 
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se in this city than they are in other cities of a similar size | 
"ae e country. 
\ ir. BORLAND. Yes; what I said was this, that it is more 
ge: and more general; that there are very few cities | 
ue} 


il} 


uediately in touch with the rest of the city as in this city. 
—113 


L 





; 


Mr. WILLIS. What 
to the alleys in these 
paved or not? 

Mr. BORLAND. 
the last five years. 


Mr. WILLIS. Th 


‘ 


slum districis in regard to the 


Most of them are payed, and | 


of the country 
Mr. BORLAND. No; there ea gre 
ihe other large cities 
Mr. WILLIS. W) I en \ 
that there oug! to be s 
think 1 t the 
wo! here th l é é 


SPEAKER. 


has expired. 
Mr. WILLIS. I ask 1 
time may be extended 15 minute 
The SPEAKER. The ntleman f1 ( 
consent that the time of tl ¢ ! fl 
extended 15 minutes. Is there obj 
fhe Chair hears none 
Mr. BORLAND. Now, I realize the force of 
van from Ohio s Shi maditic 
‘ ery row - | if tl 
he Ll ¢ ‘ uni ity ] 
l l ha it e ol ! d 
se WwW h ] ' 
th hy oft ’ Dol l t ) 
kivery ™ I s bat 1 tl 
places f 1 at other t L t i 
ditic that | an | | else ! 
the ¢it of W } a Vl 
in other « Y al W i t fl { t 
not exist in Washington Lie ent 
in sul do not « 2% . bi you 
dential section her n wh no s ( 
Al lums i Wasl l » bad | 
hed truth N is ft ! 
t } f the ] 
Lo I ael ! t phorice i 
S ense to trv to 1 
} © cou a | d = if 
r. tr 1 ' n | : ' 
\ dl ad | 
cheapest, sanest at t W im tir 
the whole alley slum It vy have te | 
in mal I be { ed inte | 
bl | re toc ree tl » I 
\ und back « | 
t both en ad tilled A a 
enan 
‘ir. WILLIS i \ rea \ 
NO { ‘ ( 
the tle , I 
W { do 
Mr. BORLA i) I l te 
i ther I ed t tul 
nd If thin iil} l ad th 
Mr. MANN It ‘ W T « 
gentlemal ould he | \ r to 1 
alley into a verou ‘ 
to be paid by the Gove Wel 
Mr. BORLAND. WI does t ‘ 
when he says one-third expens 
ernment ? 
Mr. MANN I say, W d th \ 
his constituents contribute toward 
Washington?—my re tion 1 
always opposed having ti Govern! 
the mainteaance of ay ma 
Mr. BORLAND. [ am going t tell 


how I feel about that If the District of ¢ 

bearing a burden of taxes greater than the pre 
bear in order to maintain a city gove n f 
in the District of Columbia was being « ed « 
hammer, if conditions here were bad d there 


taxable wealth in proportion to 
that had to be borne, such as exists in other 
would be the bounden, sworn duty of the gentlema) 
{[Mr. MANN] and myself to tax the 
citizens to see that proper conditions were main 


Ih 


nois HO 000 000 


© the slum district, so called, is so generally diffused and so on the other hand, property in the District of Columbi: 


than in other communiti of its ze, if 


relatively 


the buréens of go 


1791 


is the gentleman’s observation in reg 
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taxable wealth in the | by the United States Government, on which he 















to pay taxes in aid of the private owners of pro 





putes the acreage of Lafayette Park and he a 
triangular pieces at Connecticut Avenue, Rhode | 
and Massachusetts Avenue that are marked 
States reservations, and which are only pu 
the surrounding property, becau the United s 
use of it in any w that comp with th 
owner 
| Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Mi ( 
said with what son ddy else has said. J] 
about acreage or that the Government oug 
Che gentle 1 says that I compute the acre 
nothing of the sort and made no such-sug 
Mr. BORLAND. Th I misunderstood t 
Mr. MANN. TI! Government does own a 
buildings in the District of Columbia on which 
Phat is ¥ I ( I have always found 
SHES } I v3 e W ng to l 
their expense. My test of the man wh 
whether he is willing to reform partly at his « 
M BORLAND. That has been answered. 1] 
his House four years under Republican m 


( 1, if re is an abundance of 
Ir) 01 every civic problem, if its civic problems are 
ro} than the civie proble of other municipali- | 
1 n wl the gentlem and myself me, if it has less | 
to « ‘ ] ! { lth with which to | 
those blems, t] is juitous and wrong for us to | 
our hi | i 1@ taxable we r tl people of Chieago 
‘ the rm Kansas City to ! e results of the lack 
‘ { S District of Columbia, 
i e to y that from two sources ’ taxation levied 
upon the wealth of the District of Columbia, which will not 
I \ *» earner in tl District, I could raise 
! gh money to eliminate every slum and re- 
f: i Dist Columbia I would | 
I iD] ¢ the general inheritance-tax law of 

i! w York ft District of Columbia. 

I kd i by taxing the intangible property, the 
nd | now are exempt from taxation by the 

\ if the 1 I did not intend zo into that question, 
he » IT an g t more fully ye other time. But 
when the ge ks me if I ild couple with a moral 
I 1 pro] 0 my n people, I have but one 
‘ - in the imate for that: I will tax my own people and 
justify myself before them if the ] ‘ can not be solved 
in any other way. [Applause.] 

Mr. MA) Will the gentleman ] 

Mr. BORLAND Yes. 

MAN? Of course, the gen ian l s that the Gov- 
er! nt own large amount of pl! y in Washington | 
which, if owned by private ind lu w l be subject to 
taxation, and which is not now subj« taxation. Yet, as I 
l erstand, the gentleman’s position in the past and in the 
present—and I ask for information whether that is his posi- 
tion—the gentleman, while he wishes to do away with these | 
} rs which he has described, is t willing to have any part 
of this expense based upon property of the United States in 
the District of Columb but proposes to have it all paid by 
| e propert n the District and by taxation upon that 
p rty, notwithstanding the agreement—which is not really 

iwreen 
Mr. BORLAND. No; it is not a real agreement 
Mr. MANN. Bet which we refer to as the agreement that 
t] District shall pay half the expense and the Government 
shall pay half the expense of the maintenance of the District 
of Columbia and its government. 


. 


Mr. BORLAND. Well, I have expressed myself to the House 
on that subject before, and hope to do again. The fact that 


the District of Columbia, away back in 1874 and 1878, went into 
bankruptcy, and the Guvernment of the United States took it 
out of bankruptcy and has now made it the wealthiest city 


per capita in the known world does not constitute any contract 
any more than if you give a man $10 to keep him from being 
broke and to help him get home it constitutes a contract that 
you will give him another $10 to-morrow. There is no moral 
or jJegal obligation there, and the gentleman from [Illinois will 
readily admit that there is not even a legal obligation. 

ir. MANN. I think there is a moral obligation, and a legal 

ration at present, undoubtedly. 

Mir. BORLAND. ‘The fact that the Government of the United 
States owns a large amount of acreage in the District of Co- 
lumbia which it does not use in competition with private owners 
of property is criterion. The United States Government 
owns Lafayette Park, pays for the lighting and policing of it, 
and puts no burden for it upon the District. 

The Government does not use the park in sight of the Arling- 
ton Hotel for any purpose in competition with property owners, 
but the fact that the Gevernment owns it makes the hotel site 
worth a million dollars more than it otherwise would be worth. 
Nobody does anything on the park that competes with the 
property owners adjoining, but the existence of the park has 
m valuable the Arlington site—made it more valuable than 
any other hotel site in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. I will. 

Mr. MANN. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
Government pays for the maintenance of Lafayette Park, 
without any expense to the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BORLAND. Lafayette Park is one of the parks carried 
by the Federal Government. 

Mr. MANN. Is it? 

Mr. BORLAND. My understanding is that that is so. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that one-half is charged to the 
District and carried in the sundry civil appropriation bill with 
the other parks? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes; but the title is in the United States. 
When the gentleman from Illinois computes the acreage owned 





ho 


de 


SO eee 





enrs under a R 


y 
I di 
I 


epublican chairman of the D 


d not see any attempt to reform at an 
was on the District Committee. 
Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman ougl 
ment ninst himself. 





Mr. SIMS. Mr. -Chairman, will the gent] 
Mr. 


BORLAND. I will yield to the ¢ 
nessee. 

Mr. SIMS Is it not a fact that the ¢ 
paid per $1,000 on property assessed for 1 
trict is not more than half of what it w (dL be 
poses in the city of Chicago or Kansas City: 

Mr. MANN. Let the gentleman speak for 
not for Chicago, because as to that city 
true. 

Mr. SIMS. Well, the gentieman fr 
the statement. 


Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I decline t 
I think the discussion is wandering far 
question of the District of Columbia 4 
the hands of this House, and I want to pr 
from Illinois that it is going to get it, : 
during the Sixty-third Congress. 

I want to say that if this alley eliminati 
at the expense of the charitable people who 
their own pockets it ought bu 
grace to allow it to be done in that way. If i 
at the expense of the people of the United Stat: 
done, but it would be a disgrace to allow it to 
way. It ought to be done at the expense of the | 
of the District of Columbia, who have been 
and in prosperity by reason of the presence of the | 
ernment and the increase of value of property | 
account. 

Mr. LOBECK. 


to be done, 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentl 
Mr. BORLAND. I will yield to the gentlen 
Mr. LOBECK. Is it not a fact that eve 

cleaned up would immediately benefit the adjo 

owners? 

Mr. BORLAND. There is no doubt about 
touch upon that point. 

Mr. LOBECK. That was the 
Kansas City? 

Mr. BORLAND. It was done by condemnation, 
was assessed on a benefit district. Now, we ha 
this District, passed in 1906, that gives them the! 
alleys and turn them into minor streets, but it p1 
the damages must be assessed against the four al 
it makes an arbitrary benefit district. 

That will not work in the District of Colum 
and for this reason: Each one of the four abut! 
very apt to, and in most cases does, have an alley 
own and it is not in a position to bear any of the 
eliminating any of the conditions of some other bi 
the Supreme Court has thrown some doubt on the 
that kind of procedure. There must be a law providil 
opening of these alleys and turning them into min 
providing for the assessment of the benefits on the 
trict as far as the jury can assess them, and the bala! 
upon the general fund of the District. I am nol . 
to go into the constitution of that general fund. I 
ought to provide an honest means for the apporlionh sae 
general fund, but it must be assessed against the gener 


_ 


effect when 


hin 
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i the general fund and the benefit district, and that is | 


way in which these alleys can be opened up legally 


1 any possible effect. 


| 
| 


PEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri | 


n expired. 
RORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
or 10 minutes more. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
was no objection. 
ORLAND. Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from 
{Mr. LosecK] has well peinted out, the benefits ac 
the property abutting on the street and backing up on 
me and crime-breeding alleys are greater than would 
first glance. The jury would go down and look at 
property, a little frame or brick dwelling of six or 
occupied by a modest family, paying $17.50 a 
it, and they would say that that piece of property 
t bear many benefits; that you could not put much 
n that without confiscating it. The reverse of that is 
er. The proper view of the matter is that that prop- 
or $17.50 a month or $20 a month, because of that 
ey, because that makes it undesirable, and only 
very modest purse are compelled to live in that class 
If you were to eliminate that alley you would 
raise the rental value of that little piece of prop 
$10 a month, and then you would have a new basis on 
compute the benefits that would absorb the damages 
the opening of the alley. 


KAHN. Does not the gentleman think his proposition | 
the rent to such an extent that the people who live | 


heap houses would have to get out because they could 
the increased rent? Would not the gentleman then 
new condition in that respect? 


BORLAND. Not necessarily. I think that there is so | 


that property that the natural laws of competition 
reguiate that. It could not raise it beyond what the rent- 
wer of the ordinary tenant would be. 
KAHN. The gentleman recognizes the fact that $5 a 
to a workingman is a considerable amount. 
BORLAND. Of course. 
KAHN. And when you increase his rent $5 a month 


question whether he can stand the raise, and if he | 


ot stand it, where are you going to put him? 
BORLAND. The gentleman has introduced a bill to 


Snow Court into a public playground and park. Does he | 


he is going to raise out of all proportion the rent of the 
about there so that no self-respecting white man can 

KAHN. No. 

BORLAND. Of course not; and neither do I think that. 

KAHN. On the contrary, I contend that the abutting 


cal stand) 
know wl 


experienc 


Oo! 


wint we can dispose of 
‘re to put them. 
to whe 


great hardshiy 


human lives, the cost of wrecke 


ireers, the cost of deformed, im} 


{ 
dren, the cost of ignor: 


s the whole community, an 


A 
ao 


moral 


llars and cents 


eit-respe 


backbone, 


solve the great prob! 


zution ste] 


li 


\\ hy, VW 


that has 


| 
the great 
| higher up 


not erimit 


muses, but 


eo we 


; 
st 


an 
mn the 


mis 


men ot 


can live under 


Nation's ¢ 
} 


when the 


the Grace 


| mother of 


her own ¢ 


‘apital. 

purse-proud Roman 

hi and boasted 

soldiers, wh ad a humbl 
lothing, wet o the courty: 


boys, gathered her arms about them and 
jewels.” [Applause.] So the great American 


its arms about the honest self-respecting wor! 


wherever 


living to 


|} gather the 


the world, 


he lives and however he works, wh 
take home to his family on Saturd 
se men into its arms and say 


“ These are America’s je 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that 


| . 
adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to: accor 

minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 


| 29, 1913, ¢ 


erty should pay some of the benefits; that the District of | 


bia should pay some of the benefits; and that the Govern- 
f the United States should pay some of the benefits. But 
tleman’s proposition is to have the property pay all of 
fits 
BORLAND. No; the gentleman has evidently misunder 
e. I stated expressly that from a personal inspection 
matter I was convinced that it was impossible to pro- 
benefit district that could carry all of the damages that 
be a residue charged against the general fund of the 
however that general fund might be constituted. I 
think the gentleman and I disagree on that proposition 
s going to be a residue of expense that is not absorbed 
the benefits in the benefit district. 
ir. KAHN, I disagree with the gentleman so far as the pro- 
tion to be paid by the General Government is concerned. 
BORLAND. I have not spoken of any proportion. I 
ve spoken of the jury assessing all of the benefits they found, 
¢ the unassessed benefits against the general fund, and 
| believe the gentleman will agree, is the only practical 
nn on of the alley problem. 
-t : KAHN, I understood the gentleman to say the fund of 
istrict. 
; mt BORLAND. I said the general fund however constituted ; 
bap go to the question of how it was constituted. I differ 
bs > ‘ie gentleman on other things, but he and I seem to agree 
a a alley proposition. When we come to the general fund 
aoe fight it out when we come to it, but on this alley propo- 
sition [ am glad to find that we are in substantial agreement. 
me. “ alleys, then, must be eliminated. They ought to be elimi- 
a ae turned into these minor streets, and the rehousing 
Sees ‘ people ought to go on just as fast as possible. Why, it 
hot make any difference what the cost is. From a practi- 


| be caused by the opening of the alleys, and that there | 





Under 
General, 1 


lingly (at 1 o'clock 
to meet on Thursd 


it 12 o'clock on. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 


clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from t 


‘elative to the disposition of use! 


Office Department (H. Doe. No. 55) 


Speaker's 


table, referred to the Commit 


Useless Executive Papers, and ordered 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


Under « 
rials were 
ty Mr. 
vide small 


| to the Cor 


By Mr. 
an act en 


‘lause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and mem 


introduced and severally referred as follows 
KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5597) 
farm homes for worthy citizens of the United St 
umittee on the Publie Lands 

EDMONDS: A bill (CH. R. 5598) to ame 

titled “An act to regulate the immigrat 


into the United States,’ approved February 


Committee 
By Mr. 
tled “An: 


» on Immigration and Nat 
PLUMLEY: A bill (H. R. 550% 
ict to increase the pension of wid 


ete., of deceased soldiers and sailors of 


War with 
a pension 
of the lat 
mittee on 


Mexico, the various Indian wars, 

to certain widows of the deceased soldis 
e Civil War,’ approved April 19, 1905; 
Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 5600) to pension ren 


widows; t 

Also, a 
Statutes « 
ciary. 

Also, a 
Statutes « 
ciliary. 

By Mr. 
interstate 
Interstate 


o the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
bill (H. R. 5601) to amend section 985 of the Re 
of the United States; to the Committee on the 


bill (H. R. 5602) to amend section 860 of the Re 
of the United States: to the Committee on the 


STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 5603) to regulate 
shipment of cream by railway; to the Committes 
and Foreign Commerce. 








] M ; R of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 5604) granting 
] ui he of Monte Vista, Colo., for public park 
( ttee « the Public Lands. 
I M ARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 5605) to repeal an act 
‘ ] t divesting in icating liquors of their inter- 
character in certain ca ”; to the Committee on the 
I Mr. DYWI \ bill (3I. R. 5606) to amend the act of March 
4, , relati Pubercul Hospital, District of Columbia ; 
t > Comm 1 the District of ¢ bia. 
Mr. HELVERING: A bill (H. R. 5607) authorizing the 
S tar of War to donate to the « of Concordia, Kans., 
tw nnon ¢ eldy s; to the Cor » on Military Affairs. 
I Mr. USTIN: A bill (H. R. 5608) to provide for a com- 
1 i to foreign cowl es; to e Committee on Labor. 
a b (H. BR 310) I 1 of postage rates on 
fir ] I ter; to the Con tee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 
vy Mr. SIMS: A bill (FL. R. 5611) to abolish the Commerce 
Court, and for ot! purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
and io reign ¢ rile 
By Mr. BOOHER: Resolution (H. Res, 110) creating a com- 
mittee on conservation and reclamation, and amending Rules 
X and XI; to the Committee on Rules, 
By Mr. TAVENNER: Resolution (H. Res. 111) to appoint a 
committee to investigate and secure the facts concerning the 
existence of a lobby or lobbies in Washington; to the Committee 


on Rules. 


By Mr. AUSTIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 89) authorizing 


the President of the United States to obtain certain informa- 
tion; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. CARY: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 


for the enactment of legislation to set aside unoccupied islands 
in the Great Lakes for the purpose of establishing thereon bird 
reserves and turning them over to adjoining States whenever 
they are ready to take over such islands and improve them for 
the purpose named; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
By Mr. NELSON: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 





of Wisconsin, for the enactment of legislation to set aside un- 
occupied islands in the Great Lakes for the purpose of estab- 
lishing thereon bird reserves; to the Committee on the Public 


Lands, 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution proposed 
in S. J. Res. 131 and H. R. 16808, introduced in the Sixty-second 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Congress ; 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 5612) for the relief of 
the estate of Joseph Melancon, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5613) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Hartman; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 5614) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Lawrence; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5615) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis 
Stephens; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5616) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli J. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 5617) granting a pension to 
Elmer FE. Dickey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5618) granting a pension to Lula L. Lee; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5619) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of John Shane, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CLAYPOOL: A bill (H. R. 5620) granting an increase 
of pension to Delliah Beecher; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 5621) granting an increase of 
pension to Bertha Herder; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 5622) for the relief of Robert O. Hilligoss; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee: A bill (H. R, 5623) for the 
relief of estates of Rebecca and Nathan Dungan; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5624) for the relief of estate of William 
Grant; to the Committee on War Claims. 
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$y Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 5695) for 

Tracey Edson; to the Committee on Naval Affair 
By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 5626) granting 

pension to George Clare; to the Committee on 1) 
By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5627 

sion to Ellen Soule; to the Committee on In, 
Also, a bill (HT. R. gan ii 

Jesse H. Bond; to the Committee on Invalid P 
Also, a bill (H. 


mgr ry yytry 
V625) grantin 


R. 5629) granting an iner« 

Samuel H. Hess; to the Committee on Invalid 
By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (FH. R. 56380) er: 
to A. J. Ward; to the Committee on Invalid TP 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5631) granting an inere: 


George H. Clay; to the Committee on Invalid Ty 
ty Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 5632) granti: 
of pension to James Reddan; to the Committ 
By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 5633) granti 
Emma KE. Ste ele; to the Committee on I lid P 
By Mr. McKELLAR: A bill (H. 
the heirs of John R. McKee, dec 
War Claims. 


ised: Lo 


By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 5635) grant 
pension to James A. Bowman; to the Con 
Pensions. 


By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 5636 
increase of pension to Rowena A. Bullock; 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5637) granting an incr 
Margaret Smith; to the Committee on Invalid IP 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: A bill (H. R. 56388) a 
to Abbie E. Farr; to the Committee on Invalid I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 56389) granting an incre 
James L. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
Harmon §S. Allen; to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
James Ennis; to the 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5642) granting an increase 
Ichabod Rowe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 5643) granting 


5640) granting an increase 


Mary E. Carney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5644) granting a pension 
Steadman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5645) granting an increase : 
John Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 






Swan; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 


the Committee on Invalid Pen 
5641) granting an increase o 
Committee on Invalid Pension 


e 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5646) granting an increase of 


William J. Williamson; to the Committee on Invya] 
By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 5647) to corre 
record of Joseph Elshire; to the Committee on M 
By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 5648) ¢ 
sion to Grant H. Hill; to the Committee on Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5649) granting an increase « 
John Finegan; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 5650) gra 
to James W. Alexander; to the Committee on Pe 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5651) granting a pensio! 
Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions. 


i 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5652) granting a pension to Mary 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5653) granting a pension 
Marshall, alias Charles B. Andrus; to the Com 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5654) granting a pension to M 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5655) granting a pension to * 
speaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5656) granting a pension ti 
Haight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5657) granting a pension 
Bisbey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5658) granting a pension 
Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ithe 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5659) granting an increase of | 


i 


ntine 
LLNS 
nsi¢ 


Sherman L. Abbott; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


Also, a bill (H. R, 5660) granting an increase of 


George W. Abbott; to the Committee on Invalid P 


Also, a bill (H. R, 5661) granting an increase ‘ f 
Samuel J. Smock; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 























Also, a bill (H. R. 5662) granting an increase of } 


Mary Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5668) granting an increase of | 


John Hiet; to the Committee on Pensions. 












4 a bill (H. R. 5664) granting an increase of pension to 
g \. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
i bill (H. R. 5665) granting an increase of pension to 
Th ©. Ingraham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
jill (H. R. 5666) granting an increase of pension to 
Hf. Guest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (Hl. R. 5667) granting an increase of pension to 
Ilird: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pill (H. R. 5668) for the relief of Frank Hodges; to | 


‘ nittee on Claims. 
\ a bill (H. R. 5669) to correct the military record of 
\. Church; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


hy fr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 5670) granting a pension | 


.s B. Larkin; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 5671) for the | 
of heirs of James Thompson; to the Committee on 
Claims. 
By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 5672) granting a 


to Catharine L. Welch; to the Committee on Invalid 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were lait 

on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the Missouri 
Medical Association, St. Louis, Mo., favoring the passage 
f the bill to create a department of health; to the Committee on 

te and Foreign Commerce. 

Ey Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Tuttle & Sellers and 6 other 
merchants of Creston, Ohio, favoring the passage of legislation 
pelling concerns selling goods direct to the consumer by mail 
\tribute their portion of the funds for the development of 


1 


ata 


the local community, county, and State; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
hy Mr. BALTZ: Petition of A. Holloway and others of Illl- 
rainst including mutual life insurance funds in the in- 
come-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the Missouri State Medical 





Ass tion, favoring the establishment of a department of 
health; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr DALE: Petition of the National Broom Manufac- 
turers’ Association, of Davenport, Iowa, against the reduction of 


the duty on brooms; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
\lso, petition of E. F. Burton, of New York City, against 


Hi » bill 38, to create a new committee on public health; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comm 2rce. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of New Orleans and Louisi- 
{ oring the immediate passage of the Newlands river- 
re tion bill; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the United States Gypsum Co., against 
red n of the duty on gypsum; to the Committee on Ways | 
and Means. 

By Mr. DYER: Petitions of Everett W. Pattison and Percy 
V er, of St. Louis, Mo., favoring the passage of House bill 
28 relative to simplification of pleading, etc., in inferior 
Fed courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

s ‘tition of the United States Gypsum Co., against reduc- | 
tion of the duty on gypsum; to the Committee on Ways and 
M S 

petition of the Missouri State Medical Association, of 
, uis, Mo., favoring the passage of the Owen bill to create 
a ¢ tment of health; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

petition of the Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co., of Kansas 
City., Mo., favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on | 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 
ti! Als , petition of the National Broom Manufacturers’ Associa- 
ton, of Davenport, Iowa, against reduction of the duty on 
bro ‘; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

BY Mr. GARDNER: Petition of the Massachusetts State 
soar of Trade, favoring the establishment of a permanent 


- commission ; to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee: Petitions of sundry citizens 


} 














. * State of Tennessee, favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the 

( (tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
( Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Washington 
ae No. 578, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of South 
,tmsport, Pa., protesting against the passage of legislation | 
a Setting aside of October 12 as a holiday in the District of | 
vnola In anniversary of the discovery of America by Chris- | 
topher Columbus; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | 


by Mr. KINKEAD of New J 


ler, 


. ersey: Petition of George R. Kol- 
of Jersey City, N. J., against the passage of House bill 33, 


| 
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th 


Menus 


d 


of 
h 


{ 


relative to a new committee on public he ( 
on Interstate and Foreign ¢ merce 

Also, petition of the Cigar Manufacturers’ I 
of Jersey City, N. J., ag free cigal 
Islands; to the Committee on W ays and Me ' 

Also, petitions of M. Straus & Sons and the Am 
ance Co., of Newark, N. J., favoring 1-cent letter po v 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

Also, petition of the Hudson County Butel \ 
Hoboken, N J., against the du y on in { el i C 

| tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the J. Wi ke Cr of New \ cif 
tive to assessment of fee for { st 

of duty by collectors of « i ti ( ‘ \\ 
and Means. 

By Mr. LEVY: Petition of the J. W kes € Ne \ 

| N. Y., protesting against the assessing of a fee f Dp 
against the assessment of duty by collectors of custol 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the National Broom Manufacturers’ As 
tion, Davenport, Iowa, protesting against the reduction 
duty on brooms; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of Charles F. Hubbs & Co., New York, N 
favoring the passage of a 1-cent letter-postage rate; to the C 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

| Also, petition of sundry citizens of New Orleans and the St 
of Louisiana, favoring the immediate passage of the Ney 
river-regulation bill; to the Committee on Rivers and H 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petition of the Omaha Crockery 
Omaha, Nebr., favoring the passage of a l-cent letter 

| rate; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the National Broom Manuf 
ers’ Association, of Davenport, lowa, against reduction of 
present duty on brooms: to the Committee on Ways and 

By Mr. MAPES: Petition of the Grand Rapids Trades 
Labor Council, of Grand Rapids, Mich., favoring the } ge 
a law fixing eight hours per day for labor in connection 
grants and franchises of our remaining natural resource 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Grand Rapids Credit Men’s Ass« 
favoring early action in banking and currency refor 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of sundry citi of Si 
Dakota, favoring change in the interstate-commerce laws r¢ 
tive to selling goods direct to consumers; to the Com ‘ 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petition the ¢ mber « 
merce of Rumford, Me., protesting against any redu 
tariff on paper; to the Committee on W sand Mean 

By Mr. McKELLAR: Papers to accompany b (H. R. 56 

| for the relief of the heirs of John R. McKee, of ‘ 
| Tenn.; to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of the Mas usetts S 

| cf Trade, favoring the establishment of a perman 
mission; to the Committee on Appropriations 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of K 
& Co., Benicia, Cal.; the Luitweiler Pumping I ne ¢ 
2 citizens of Los Angeles, Cal., protesting against fh 
mutual life insurance companies in the incon 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Retail Hardware Mercha: \ 
und the H. Jevine Co., Los Angeles, Cal., and a, 34 
Knitting Co. and Ganteer & Mattern Co., S 
favoring the passage of a 1-cent letter-po ge rate 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Road 

Also, petition of Elizabeth Lamb, Hu 
protesting against the proposed red D 

| to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of H. Jevne Co., Los A! 
against the passage of the proposed i 
for protests against the ass t of d 
ports of entry ; to the Col \W \ IM 

$y Mr. TAVENNER: Petition of Guy V. P« 
and Frank G. Young, Rock Island, I a 
eluding mutual life insurance companic t! 
to the Committee on Ways and Me 

Also, petition of the Western Stone Ware Co., Mé 
Tii., protesting against the passage of Hou l a. f 
the import and domestic freight rate on the same b: 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of the National B m M 
turers Association, of Davenport, Iowa rainst red 
duty on brooms; to the Committee on Ways and M: 
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SENATE. 


Tuurspay, May 29, 1913. 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved. 
PETITIONS AND 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint and concurrent 
resolution of the Legisliture of Missouri, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the 
Itecorp, as follows: 


MEMORIALS. 


STATE OF MISSOURI, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
To all to whom these presents shall come: 

I, Cornelius Roagh, secretary of state of the State of Missouri and 
keeper of the great seal thereof, hereby certify that the following pages 
contain a full, true, and complete copy of a concurrent resolution of the 
General Assembly of the State of Missouri entitled *“‘ Joint and concur- 
rent resolution asking Congress to call a constitutional convention or to 
submit to the several States, through a congressional joint resolution, 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States correcting the 
manner in which the constitutionality of State enactments shall be de- 
termined by the Supreme Court of the United States,” and that the 
journals of the proceedings of the house and senate of the forty-seventh 
general assembly show that said joint resolution was adopted. 

In testimony whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal 
of the State of Missouri. Done at the city of Jefferson this 15th day of 
April, A. D. 1913. 

[ SEAL.] CORNELIUS ROACH. 

Secretary of State. 
Forty-seventh General 


resolution 23, 
Assembly. 


Joint and concurrent resolution asking Congress to call a constitutional 
convention or to submit to the several States, through a congressional 
joint resolution, an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States correcting the manner in which the constitutionality of State 
enactments shall be determined by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Whereas a single judge of an inferior Federal court has time after time 
nullified and amended the solemn enactments of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the State of Missouri and of other States of this Union, 
and has even destroyed provisions of the constitutions of the States 
made after the most deliberate thought and study in convention or by 
the sober verdict of the whole people; and 

Whereas this manner of destroying and amending the deliberate enact- 
ments of a sovereign State has no specific warrant in the Federal 
Constitution, and is not in keeping with the dignity of this State or 
of any other State of this Union; and 

Whereas it is not in keeping with the spirit of free institutions that the 
ruling of an inferior Federal court shall nullify the deliberate acts of 
the people of a whole State: and 

That in order to correct these evils an amendment to the Federal Consti- 
tution, to be known as Article XVII, be proposed to the several States 
for their ratification or rejection, to wit: 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring 
therein) as follows: That we apply to the Congress of the United States 
and respectfully ask that an amendment to the Federal Constitution to 
correct these evils be proposed to the several States for their ratifica- 
tion, to wit: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

In pursuance of the rights reserved to themselves by the sovereign 
States of this Union, we, the representatives of the State of Missouri, 
regularly met in general assembly, do hereby apply to you and respect- 
fully ask that you either call a constitutional convention for the pur- 
pose of proposing to the several States of the Union the amendment to 
the Federal Constitution given below, or that you propose to the sev- 
eral States for their ratification, according to Article V of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, said amendment, to wit: 


House joint and concurrent 


“Arr. XVII. No inferior Federal court shall bave jurisdiction over 
questions involving the constitutionality or the validity of any State 
jaw: but a law of any State, when called in question as violating the 


Constitution of the United States or as conflicting with any Federal 
statute, shall be certified immediately to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and shall be given precedence over all other business 
before said court. No Federal court shall issue any writ of injunction 
restraining the execution of any State law, and no appeal to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States involving the validity or the consti- 
tutionality of the law of any State shall operate as a supersedeas. 
Iivery question involving the rights of a State or the validity or con- 
stitutionality of a State law shall be decided by the concurring opinion 
of every member of the Supreme Court.” 

ind be it further resolved, That every State in the Union be respect- 
fully requested to join with us in this memorial to Corgress, and that a 
copy of this resolution be sent to the governor and secretary of state of 
each State and to such general assemblies of States as are now in ses- 
sion and to all other general assemblies of States as soon as they shall 
convene, and that copies be sent to the President of the Senate of the 
United States and to the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of Oklahoma, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Iiouse concurrent resolution 13, as amended by the senate. 


Whereas certain lands located in the Big Pasture, Wood Reserve, and 
other pastures allied therewith and located in Comanche, Tillman, 
Kiowa, Caddo, and Stephens Counties, in southern Oklahoma, were 
thrown open to settlement in 1906 under the homestead laws; 

Whereas the settlers on said lands were compelled to purchase the same 
at an auction sale to the highest bidder ; 

Whereas the purchasers were required to comply with all the condi- 
tions of the homestead laws; and 














Ls > (TNA my 
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Whereas we believe that it is an injustice to the pureh 
lands to be required to pay for the same at the prices ; 
were purchased, which in most cases were more than { 
of the land, and at the same time be compelled to } 


same and comply with all the requirements of the ho: 
Now, therefore, be it , 
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Stat 
(the Senate concurring therein), That the Congress of the | 
is hereby petitioned and earnestly requested to permit tl 
purchasers of said land to perfect and secure title by 
ernment therefor the minimum price of $5 per acre: je 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly aut} 
transmitted to the President of the Senate of the United s 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives and to eac} 
sentatives and Senators from the State of Oklahoma 
Passed the house this 25d day of April, 1913. 


J. H 

Speaker of the House of Rep 

ith day of April, 1913. 

Cc. B. K 
President pro tempore of 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resoly 

Territorial Legislature of Hawaii, which was refe 

Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico and 

be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Resolution. 

Whereas it is desirable that annual sessions of the I 
each session to be limited to 60 and 30 days’ durat 
to be devoted exclusively to the consideration of m« 

(60 days), while the other session be devoted to the co: 
financial measures and appropriation bills (30 days) 
present compensation of $10 per diem to the legislato; 
Therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Te: 

That the Congress of the United States be, and is her 

amend the organic act of this Territory so as to accomp! 

object, and that a copy of this resolution be sent to the | 

the United States Senate, the Speaker of the House of I 

of the United States, and the Delegate to Congress 

tory ; and be it further 
Resolved, That the Delegate to Congress be requested 
advocate in Congress appropriate legislation to accom, 


\i 


or 


Passed the senate this 


object. 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 0 
TERRITORY or Ha 
Honolulu, Hawaii, A 
We he reby certify that the foregoing resolution was t] 


in the House of Representatives of the Territery of I! 
H. L. Hoi 
Speaker House of R 


Epwarp W 
Clerk House of Re 


Mr. BRYAN presented a resolution adopted by) 
county commissioners of Duval County, Fla., favor 
priation to reimburse that county for money expe 
improvement of the St. Johns River, Fla., which w 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I have received a 
the Board of County Commissioners of Duyal (\ 
transmitting a certified copy of a resolution, which 
be printed in the Recorp and referred to the 
Commerce. 

There being no objection, the communication 
ing paper was referred to the Committee on | 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Boarp oF CoUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF, Dvu\ ( 


commu! 


Jacksonville, Fil 
Hen. D. U. FLETCHER, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 
Dear .Sir: As directed by the board of county « 


session this day, I am inclosing herein certified co 
which was unanimously adopted. 
Yours, very truly, Fras i 
Whereas the county of Duval, in the year A. D. 15 
the sum of $300,000, the proceeds of which were 
ening of the St. Johns River; and 
Whereas the sald bonds are still outstanding and un 
gation upon which said county of Duval has since 
ance been paying interest; and 

Whereas the improvement of navigable streams is wi 
tion of and an obligation upon the United States 
which appropriations are made from time to tim 

Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Board of County Commissioners ¢ 
Duval, State of Florida, That the Congress of the | 
and it is hereby, requested to appropriate a sum of m 
reimburse the said county of Duval for the money eX} 
said, upon the improvement of the St. Johns River, a nh 
of the United States; and be it further 

Resolved, That a certified copy of this 
each of Florida’s United States Senators 
reauest that they urge action thereon. 

I, Frank Brown, clerk of the board of county com! 
County, Fla., do hereby certify that the above is a 
copy of a resolution which was unanimously adopt¢ 1 
said board, held at their office in the courthouse, city 
Fla., on Saturday, May 24, 1913. 


I 


resolution 
and Cong 


Witness my hand and seal of office this 26th da) 
1913. " 
[SEAL.] FRANK » 
Clerk Board of County Commissioners, Duval ¢ 




























































wr. WORKS. 


remonstrating against the reduction of the 














































1 ask that the memorial be printed in the Recorp and 
1e Committee on Financ 
¢ no objection the 1 l 1 was referred to the 
» on Finence and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
I | 
D. Works, Wasi dD. ¢ 
1 I am attend trictly to 1 ness, prodi« 
att ph I ‘ ) to | : 1 Prot 
ou i: on the other hand, nN 1 my ind 
al rs, and calamity will fol 
vy in America has been like the toad-getting-out-of-the-w 
ietic of schoolboy days—-I have been en d to m 
t daylight of Republican politics, but fell back in the 
ratic free-trade inda ille ing played into the 
|! Street cane refi: rhe re t is I n about 75 y« 
ies in “crawfish progr America 
nt in truly progressiv ( here t first ) 
had the sagacity to see economic value of prod : 
n France the nation’s suga 
ion he saw, aS in a \V 
as well. 
that food production in the United Stat 
£ increase of population, he > t prin I 
cost of living. Neither is i tio I 
S 
sent abroad for sugar alone, not to mention her food 
ly laid out in rotation of cr woul » increase tl 
our soils as to make us pr ally ind len f other 
that regard. 
iw of sugar |! 3 1 ibout inv AaAdvantag rst. 
is distinctively la ind all the time a labor crop, and 
benefits to our i 
1a sure market: require little capital to raise them with 
il; the pocr man’s crop, the factory making cash ad 
‘rowing; assured price before planting; whole family 
r owner of land, rotation improves it; other farmers find 
ther crops which they raise, sold to gro inter ’ 
eets the best resista crop on alkali soils; by-products 
fodder and fertilizer; *ts the best conservator of the l 
n of any crop. | 
it benefits all American consumers, bec e, being a labor | 
y is put in circulation in immediate it ¥ 1} 
e cheapest food product of equal sustaining quality, ev i 
vill be cheaper to the consumer when all produced at home, 
ly is cheaper than it would be were it not for the beet 
nroduced. 
‘tariff should not be reduced: Tariff should labor 
should protect the farmer from tropical tar 
» $100,000,000 at home by producing with labor 
* we, as a Nation, consume; tariff should rer n to protect 
sts, both North and South; tariff should remain to permit 
n to produce white st r with labor paid a white man’s 
white man's country; tariff should remain, for free trade in 
sure as thunder sours milk, blight our beet-sugar indus 
wiping out the Treasury surplus. 
| suffer? Directly and indirectly all of our 100,000,000 | 
ALFRED WELLINGTON Jon 
I ‘I 


WORKS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Pasadena, Cal., praying for the enactment of sound banking 


currency laws, which was referred to the Committee on | 


I ing and Currency. 

WEEKS presented a petition of the Frank Ferdinand 
( of Boston, Mass., praying for the repeal of the clause in 
the Panama Canal act exempting American coastwise shipping 





f the payment of tolls, which was referred to the Committee 
1 Interoceanie Canals. 
He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S 
4) granting a pension to Henry Hatch, which were referred 
Committee on Pensions 
He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
} granting a pension to George R. W. Battis, which were 
rred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented sundry papers to accompany the Dill 
S. 1590) granting an increase of pension to Lewis G. Whiting, 
W were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Ti Iso presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
'S. 1585) granting a pension to Julia N. Jewett, which were 


reterred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He iiso presented sundry papers to accompany 
SI) granting a pension to Rebecca J. Manning, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented sundry papers to accompany 


the bill (S. 
which 


the bill 


¢ P = nting a pension to Sarah M. Stone, which were re- | 
™ a ad to the Committee on Pensions. 

on so presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
.!) granting a pension to Mary Kehoe, which were referred to | 
ut ommittee on Pensions. 

_ Ir. GALLINGER presented the petition of F. H. McNett, of | 


Ill, and the petition of Josiah Bellows, of Washington, 
raying for the exemption of mutual life insurance com- 
trom the operation of the income-tax clause of the pend- 
& tariff bill, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


i 





I present the memorial of Alfred Wellington | 
tariff on | the 


lature n 


were | 


(S. | 
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lution 499, relating to the woman’s suffrage parade of March 3, 
1915. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Washington what shall be done with the report? 

Mr. JONES. I suppose it should be printed. 
legislation pending in reference to it. It is a report made to 
the Senate on a subject referred to the committee. 
that the report (No. 53) be printed and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


There is no 


I move 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 








cause estimates to be submitted therefor on account of 
1914, bringing the total cost of said service for sald { 

a sum not exceeding $10,150,000 instead of $10,500,000 
authorized to be expended therefor on account of t! 
year 1912; in making such reorganization and reductio: 
he is authorized to abolish or consolidate collection dist: 
subports of entry and delivery, to discontinue need 
ployments, to reduce excessive rates of compensation 
fixed by law or Executive order, and to do all such oth 
things that in his Judgment may be necessary to mak 
tion effective and within the limit of cost herein fixed; 
zation shall be communicated to Congress at its next 
and shall constitute for the fiscal year 1914 and unti 


"3th 
+ Re eleet oe Ro sacembig (ihe-cenaiy consurving ). Saat es —— A bill (S. 2402) to place control of Columbia Ins 
aside such unoecupied or unclaimed islands in the Great Lakes which the Deaf entirely under the president and board © 
have not been already set aside by Congress, for the purpose of estab- of the institution and Congress; to the Committee . 
lishing thereon bird reserves, and turning over to the respective States | and Labor 
the islands in said lakes whenever such States are ready to take over By M REED: 
such islands and improve and care for them for the purposes herein y Mr. oe , 
named : Be it further Jans om al sities A bill (S. 2403) granting an increase of pension { 
tesolved, That certified copies of this resolution be forwarded to the %otriel: « » oy . dam at . 
Chief Clerks of the two Houses of Congress and to the United States wae, y the eee on Pensions. 
Senators and Congressmen from Wisconsin. ay mr. MYERS: 
a ‘Meruin Hott, s A bill (S. 2404) to permit entries on lands wit) 
ie. of, ro) Seeaee y- power-site purposes; to the Committee on Public | 
President of the Senate. By Mr. McLEAN: 
onia < x. ap ne A bill (8. 2405) granting an increase of pen 
re ee 1 Y. M. Judd (with accompanying papers); to the ( 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. Pensions. 
Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Richard Olney, Charles sy Mr. ASHURST: | . : 
W. Eliot, A. Lawrence Lowell, Moorfield Storey, Samuel J. A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 40) appropriating 
Elder, John D. Long, Henry L. Higginson, and 19 other citizens | ¢XPemse of delegates to conference of landowners 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the repeal of the clause in the | ¥Sers, under the several reclamation projects; to tie « 
Panama Canal act exempting American coastwise shipping from | 2 Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 
the payment of tolls, which was referred to the Committee on REORGANIZATION OF CUSTOMS SERVI 
Interoceanic Canals. ves ‘ 
, uf , : 7 r Mr. > / } . res ¥ oa a ' 
Mr. FLETCHER presented a memorial of the Cigar Makers = — ean il “"- oes wen ne e . on ze 
International Union, of Jacksonville, Fla., remonstrating against eae It a a , ith . _ ‘d : tea i 5 an 
the importation of cigars free of duty from the Philippine | aa he 4th f Seer 1 on thie ae - te by er 
Isiands, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. Sika Rien ait oe Sere >. See eens 
toe same An. i service. That order was issued in pursuance of ; 
WOMAN'S SUFFRAGE PARADE. which found its way into the sundry civil appro 
Mr. JONES. On behalf of the Committee on the District of | passed August 24, 1912. The provision is as follows 
‘e] his s<eira “1 rit « "e . "S11 S 5» & ‘ "AS . . ‘ 
Columbia I desire to submit a report, pursuant to Senate reso- The President is authorized to reorganize the custom " 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to Sussannah M. Smith; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 2386) to provide four customs collection dis- 
tricts for the State of Florida; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: 

A bill (S. 2387) to promote First Lieut. C. R. W. Morison to 
his proper rank in the United States Army; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (8. 2888) prohibiting contract labor by Federal prison- 
ers; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 2889) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
condemned cannon and balls; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 0) granting a pension to Laura BE. Peavey (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

ty Mr. WEEKS: 

A bill (S. 2391) relative to legislative counsel and agents; to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 


“or 


ame de 


A bill (8S. 2393) granting an increase of >ension to David 
G. 8S. Gochanauer; 


Hr 


mete 


A bill (S. 
Gentner ; 


4) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 


A bill (S. 2395) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Jones; and 
A bill (S. 2896) granting a pension to Caroline §. Mindil; to 


the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 2398) to fix and regulate rates to be charged by 
taxicabs and other yehicles; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. GOFF: 

A bill (8S. 2399) granting an increase of pension to Asa 8. 


aur 


Hugill (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 2400) for the relief of Jacob Beekman Rawles; and 

A bill (S. 2401) for the relief of Albert Edgerton Buckman 
and others; to the Committee on Claims. 





vided by Congress the permanent organization of the « 


The order authorized by this general legislation 
propriation bill came into the Senate, as a matter 
the term of office of President Taft had expired hb: 
of law. Of course that does not make any difl 
the courts, if that were all that was the trouble, | : 
as conclusively binding the Journal of the Senate. 

I desire to make the statement upon the introd 
bill, because it is my purpose to request that it 
the Committee on the Judiciary, instead of the ¢ 
Finance or the Committee on Commerce or some otli 
tee to which it would more naturally go. My reas 
ing that request is because it seems to me it is 
if this order is valid, and for two reasons. In tl 
the provision of the law places a condition upon tl 
in executing the order. The condition was that 
of the customs service should not exceed $10,150.) 
statement attached to the President’s order show 
face that the total cost will be $10,381,000. So the fi 
tion is that the order did not bring itself within tl 
that authorized it. 

Another—a relatively small question—is that w! 
provision that Congress enacted authorized the | 
consolidate collection districts, the order issued by th: 
authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to a))) 
collectors and to fix their salaries. I do not unde! 
Mr. President, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
authorized to do that. I know that under the « 
provision lesser officers may be appointed by the co! 
President alone, or by heads of departments, and 
competent for the Secretary of the Treasury to 
order fixing salaries and appointing deputy co 
Congress did not provide in this law that the Presid 
redelegate the power given to him to his Secret 
Treasury. 

Beyond all that, Mr. President, I ask that the bi! 
the Committee on the Judiciary, because it seems to 
late section 1 of Article II of the Constitution, \ 
the legislative power in Congress. In other words, it 
me that this is a delegation of legislative power 
decisions of the Supreme Court and under the rules 
laid down by the Supreme Court. : ' 

I am aware that the court goes as far as if cin 
an act of the legislature, especially as to the ascerl'! 
facts, for carrying out the purposes of Congress. I . 
where in the books can the statement of the limitation 


1 
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spa power of Congress to delegate legislative power be found 
learly laid down than in the decision of Field v. Clark 
143 U. S., 649, text 693), in which the Supreme Court quotes | 


he Supreme Court of Ohio, as follows: 
» distinction 


Ranney, speaking for the Supreme Court of Ohio, has 





» delegation of power to make the law, which neces 
1 discretion as to what it shall be, and conferring authority 
on as to its execution, to be exercised under and in pursuance 

The first can not be done; to the latter no valid objection 










1ad¢ 
nade, 


The question therefore arises: Has Congress by this provision 
made the law and only left to the President the ascertainment 


( fact upon the determination of which the law goes into 
( Not at all. The President may or he may not make 
rder. He may or he may not abolish districts. He may 


may not consolidate districts. He may in some instances 
districts established by ¢ of them 

undred years, and leave others as they are to-day; yet 
President has not undertaken to do anything more himself 
to ereate the districts, appoint the collectors of the dis- 
;, and then redelegate the power, if he ever had that power, 
: Secretary of the Treasury to fix the salaries and to ap- 


some congress, some 


» deputy collectors who are to have charge of many of | 
The | 


t] Neither has he come within the limit of cost. 
nurpose of the act is perfectly evident. In 1912 the cost of the 
service was $10,500,000. In 1913 this act was passed ; 
provided that if the President could save $350,000 of the 








t of $10,500,000 expended in 1912, he might make the 
The President does not undertake in his message to 
Congress to state that he had done that thing. He says: 
\ Sy 
. « > + ” * * 

authorized to reorganize the customs service and cause esti- 
submitted therefor on account of the fiscal year 1914, reduc 
otal cost of said service for said fiscal year by an amount not 

1, $350,000. 
That is true; but he was not authorized to issue his order 


ess he brought it within the maximum amount specified in 

t itself. 
Mr. President, my State is quite largely interested in this 
order. From one end of Florida to the other 900 
There are two ports in that State that collect customs amount- 


is 


t be a collector. I am not complaining that by this order 
( ors of small ports are legislated out of office by the 
President, and not by Congress, for the purpose of trying to get 


them back into office, but in the city of Tampa, where are col- 
lected nearly $2,000,000 of revenue, a deputy collector will be 
rge and his superior officer will be more than 200 miles 
Key West, where there are nearly a million dollars col- 
|, will be in charge of a deputy collector, with his principal 
500 miles away. 
{ do not complain, however, if an officer qualified and au- 
thorized to act for the collector can be in charge of those 
but it is a very serious matter, if this order is ineffective, 
treat ports shall be turned over to a person 
Secretary of the Treasury who has no legal existence. 
rhe question has been asked of me, Who could object; how 
the question be raised? Well, Mr. President, it seems to 
» question is, How could it help from being raised? Is 
ssible that collectors of customs at all the ports in this 
try, if this order is invalid, are going to lay down their 
offices and walk out because a man comes and demands the 
I who has no legal right or power to demand it? 
Again, many forms of statements must be filed with the col- 
fectors of these ports. They are required to be made under 
If this order is invalid, no prosecution or punishment 
d follow the false making of a single one of those affidavits. 


Che collector of a port is given very large power, and neces- | 


so, in the administration of the tariff laws of the country ; 
if a man who has no legal authority undertakes to exercise 
it, I can not understand how we can expect his assumed au- 
thority will not be questioned. 

, Swen fore, Mr. President, it has occurred to me that if Presi- 
Gent Laft’s order is wise, if it should be carried into effect 
‘id T understand the present Secretary of the Treasury is in 
f ve of that—it is the duty of Congress to make it valid by 
‘seit enacting the legislation, and not to leave this matter to 
be “etermined upon an Executive order. If action is to be 
en iC must be done before the beginning of the next fiscal 
year, 

Ar. OVERMAN, 


Mr. President, 
orida a question? 


may I ask the Senator from 


' 


miles. | 


nearly $3,000,000 annually, at neither one of which will | 


designated | 





the case of Delaware the customs di 
abolished and all of our ports have be | 
of Philadelphia. The provision of t 
United States to which I desire to 1 
ninth section of Ar e I, which re t 

No preference shall |! given y iy : 
revent to the s of one St er t . 
vessels bound to or from Stat bliged 

| duties in another. 

Mr. Pr ident, the ports of the Stat j 
in part represent have been open to t 
world and the commerce of | world | 
for a period of 125 years. Those ports ha 
open under the supervision of the 
Executive order of the President has, | 
to the port of Philadelphia and th 
those of the State of Delaware by k 
ordinate the collector or the proposed « 
trict, who will take charge on the 1st of J 

I am extremely glad that the Senator fre 
the attention of the Senate to this very 
sincerely hope that the reference to 1 
has asked for will be made. I shall 1 
Senator before the Judiciary Commit 
favorable report on that bill, includ 
maintain in their integrity the cusion 
every State of this Union, so that the © 
possibly infringed on that point I 
matter has come up so early i 
have been preparing, a brief h 
some time to submit to the Senate 

Mr. BRYAN. I will precia \ 

| the Senator. 
I now introduce the bill and asl 
| Committee on the Judiciary 
The bill (S. 2302) to reorgal { 
| other purposes, was read ty b ti 
Committee on the Judiciary 
HIOUSING oO MISSIO iN l j rRi¢ 

Mr. WORKS. I introd if res 
have read. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 39) my 
commission, and for other purposes, was r¢ 
its title and the second time at length, as fe 

Resolved, etc., That the President be, and h 
appoint a commission of five persons, three we 
shall serve without compensation, to dev p 


The 


Mr. I 
‘ 


Mr. O 


formation. 
from Florida re 
BRYAN. 


Mr. 


VICE 


I 
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PRESIDENT 
yield to the Senator from North © 


RYAN, 


bar 


Certainly. 


VERMAN., 


Mr. OVERMAN, 


as I 


zation and ma 


zation? 


Senator. 


Mr. BRYAN. 


i t sure al t t 

Mr. OVERMAN. If does, d n t 
enact it into law? That the px lw 
on. 

Mr. BRYAN. I do not think so, Mr. P 
mere fact that Congress legislated to 
valid provisi of the law would rf 
valid 

The bill I have proposed to odu 
ictiy th I the President issued, w 
that in my State, where he created only o 
for the ir large ports of the State to 
each; and I thought it was worth wh 
portance, to call the matter to the atten 
to ask that the bill may go to the Committ 
for them to psider these lez qu 
know whether the order is valid not 
it may be corrected before it is too lat 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the §& 
yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to eall the 
ator from Florida to another provision in 
order mi y violate the Constitution of the 


bas stated the difficulty with the ports of his 


That 


understand, a 
act for the year beginnin 


I 





I merel 
understand 


le 


1? va 

fers is in the appropriat 
It is in the sundry civi 
In pursuance of th 
organization. Doe 

g¢ July 1, 19138, 
ce appropriation in accord 
is the point as to whicl 


















































































































indigent, im] dent, and needy population 
‘ 1 ] ict of ( bia, to be know as the ing commission. 
t l tl y of said commission t rtain and report to 
| dent, 1 al ransmit the ur to ¢ ress ith his own 
thereon d } izggestions he may desi to make, the following: 
I A ilt cation for a suff t I er of model sanitary 
f tl ommodation of p hould be cared for 
{ dire n of the National Ge ! 
1. The kind and probable cost « houses as may 
tor t ! nz n¢ ‘ I >. 
rhe | ! of renting ‘ i ig s S 
a l mp¢ ition 
| Che t j t | t of policing, superintend 
cal and 1 of ich ] ses nd ft 
| onsti f ving the n l and 
{ Y »T ry if 
' ! ‘ av desire to 
! t may < ) t ind of gis 
t ich plan tr port f the better hous- 
of s i pe 1s 
r. WORKS Mr. President, earnest efforts are now being 
l eliminate the inhabited leys and in the city of 
v ton, With that effort I am in entire sympathy; but 
n we have done that our worl s on half done. The 
tional Government is doing thi by condemning the land in 
ich | S and < j the property into public parks. 
Che practical effect « t is to forcibly eject the tenants living 
n these places from their homes. There is no provision made 
or them anywhere else; they will have to find the best places 
they can, and rents in the city of Washington are so exorbitant 
hat these people, with the means they have, can not rent suit- 
le and sanitary homes. As the Government has deprived 
hem of the homes they have and turned them out of doors, it 





should provide some means by which they can be housed. This 
hould not be done as a matter of charity, but the Government 
uld provide che: and nitar homes for people of this 
where property can be rented to them and afterwards 

cared for and kept nitary and clean. 
Some charitable and public-spirited citizens of Washington 
are doing what they can to meet this problem, but I think it is 


a matter tl 
for that 
no 
appointment 


‘ 
LO 


iat should be dealt with by tl 
reason introduced the joint 
expense to the Government, but simply 
of a commission to act withot 
ascertain the facts and make sugg 
to provide for this class of people. I take it for granted that 
there are and interested people in Washington who 
ll be glad to serve upon this commission to bring about that 


ie Government. I have 
on, which involves 
provides for the 
it compensation and 
‘tions as to the best way 


res 1] 
resoiu 





generous 
result. 

Mr. President, my solicitude for the inhabitants of the city of 
Washington confined to what we are pleased to call the 
‘lower class.” There are a good many of the rich and well to 
do who are living in insanitary houses in this city at the pres- 
ent time. We have rows and rows of what are known as at- 
tached houses. They sometimes extend the full front of a 
square, and, I think in some places, they entirely encircle the 
square. There is no means of ventilating these dwelling houses 
except from the front to the rear. There are thousands of 
rooms in houses of that kind in this city that are never touched 
by a ray of sunshine and that are only ventilated by the passage 
of the air through some other rooms to reach them, and often it 
is the kitchen. 

The Government 


iS not 


never should have allowed the construction 
of such It should be a criminal offense to erect, main- 
tain, sell, or rent houses of that kind. No man should be willing 
to live in one of them and bring up his children. Every family 
in the city of Washington should have free light and sunshine 
on all sides of the house, and should have at least a small plot 
of ground. Of course, the Government can not condemn all of 
these houses and destroy them as it does in the case of the 
poorer classes, but it can prevent the construction of any more 
of them; and that this may be done, Mr, President, I am going 
to offer a bill dealing with that phase of the housing question. 
I ask to have the bill printed in the Rrecorp. It is very short. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from California 
inform the Chair what disposition he desires made of the joint 
resolution ? 

Mr. WORKS. I would be glad to have it taken up if I can 
have unanimous consent to do so at the present time. 

Mr. GALLINGER rose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. WORKS. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gar- 
LINGER] is about to object, and I ask to have the joint resolu- 
tion referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I simply wanted to say that I think all 
bills and joint resolutions ought to first go to committees. The 
Senator is a member of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and I think the joint resolution had better be re- 
ferred to that committee. 


houses. 


The Senator from California asks 





M 











Mr. WORKS. 
course. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. WORKS. I ask that the bill now 
be printed in the Recorp, 


I have no objection, if the Senator 
The joint resolution wil! | 


introduc a 


rhe bill (S. 2897) to provide for the const 
tion of dwelling houses, and for other purype 
by its title, referred to the Committee on the ID 


lumbia, and ordered to be printed in the Recor 









Re it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for 
| st or maintain in the District of Columbia 
otl place of ode nearer than 6 feet of any 
abode, to nstruct or maintain any numb< ‘ 
connected or attached together, commonly known 
or to construct or maintain any apartment hou 
of y other dwelling house or other place of | 
building of any kind, to be used as a dwell! 
stru i or maintained nearer than 15 feet « the 
Bic alk fronting the lot upon which it is constructed 
tl t shall not apply to buildings already const 
S ad Anv person who hall construet or ma 
other building in violation of the provisions of th 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction be fined ne 
re than $1,000, and every day that such hou or 
tain n violation of this act shall be a separat 
St That it is hereby made the duty of the ¢ 
District of Columbia to see that this law is er 
THE TARIFF. 
Mr. CUMMINS submitted two amendments 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 3521) 


to re ul 
provide revenue for the Government, | 
which were referred to the Committee or 


and 


poses, 


| ordered to be printed. 





Mr. BURTON presented two amendments int: 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 3821) to red 
and to provide revenue for the Government, and 


peses, which were referred to the Committ 
ordered to be 


LUCY ST. JOHN TATE. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey submitted the f 
tion (S. Res. 96), which was read and referred 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Exp: 


Ses 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and ly 
thorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund 
to Lucy St. John Tate, sister of William W. St. Jom 
clerk to the Committee on Coast Defenses of the United 
a sum equal to six months’ salary at the rate he was i 
at the time of his death, said sum to be considered as in 
expenses and all other allowances. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas submitted the following 1 
(S. Res. 97), which was read and referred to the C 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce, or an) 
thereof, be, and the same are hereby, authorized, durin 
third Congress, to send for books and papers, to admini r 
to employ a stenographer at a price not to exceed $1 pet 
and to employ such assistants as may be required to rej 
ings as may be had in connection with any subject which 1 
ing before the said committec or under investigation 
thereby; that the committee, or any subcommittee ther 
during the sessions or recesses of the Senate, the expens 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that 
mittee or subcommittee thereof may sit during the sessio! 
Serate or during the vacation of the Senate at any plac 
States. 


COMMITTEE ON COMMI 


Ss 


or € 


POSTMASTER AT SALEM, OHIO. 


Mr. BURTON. I submit a resolution for which 
mediate .onsideration. 

The resolution (8S. Res. 94) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested al ] 

1. To transmit to the Senate all papers relating to the 
of a postmaster at Salem, Ohio. 

2. To investigate and inform the Senate whether 
was recommended under an agreement that, if appointed, ! 
a condition of such appointment, publish a Democratic news} 

3. To inform the Senate whether it is the policy of th 
that postmasters shall devote the whole of their time to | 
their office; and if so, whether such condition was 1) 
case of this office. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio 
imous consent for the immediate consideration of th: 
Is there objection? 
Mr. ASHURST. I do not rise to object, Mr. Presi 
to ask that the resolution be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. In the absence of the « 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads | w 

and ask that the resolution go over for the day. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made, 
tion will go over. 


su 




























VALORIZATION OF COFFEE. 


NORRIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 


ag 
i on of a resolution which I send to the desk. 

resolution (S. Res. 95) was read, as follows: 
\ on the 21st day of April, 1913, the Senate passed the follow- 


solution : 
ed, That the Attorney General be, and he is hereby, directed 
insmit to the Senate the following information: 

‘ Copies of any and all requests asking for the dismissal of the 
; * the United States of America, petitioner, against Herman 
\ ken and others, defendants, heretofore pending in the District 
Court of the United States for the Southern District of New York. 

nd. Copies of any and all agreements that were made by the 
es to said action during its pendency providing for its discon- 
ince or its dismissal. 

d. Copies of any and all correspondence regarding the main- 

sonance or dismissal of said action. 

“Fourth. Copies of any and all reports that were made by any agent 
necial attorney of the Government investigating the existence of 
trust or combination in coffee or any scheme or plan for the 
rization of coffee. 

The names and addresses of the parties purchasing the coffee 

ved in said suit, together with the price and the amount pur- 

d by each. 

Copies of any memoranda, correspondence, letters, or docu- 
ts on file in the Department of Justice pertaining to or con- 

ted with the settlement and dismissal of said action. 
nth. Any additional statement that he may desire 

ching any of the above matters;”"’ and 

Ww the Attorney General in his response to said resolution entirely 

d the fifth paragraph thereof: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the Attorney General be, and he is hereby, directed 

t nsmit to the Senate the names of the persons and parties pur- 

a . said coffee involved in said suit, together with the prices and 

t! yunt purchased by each; and be it further 
Resolved, That the Attorney General be, and he is hereby, directed 

to inform the Senate what assurances have been given him of the 

al i sale of said coffee, by whom such assurances were given, and if 
irances were given in writing, then to send to the Senate 

CO] thereof. 


“ Sixth 


to make 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 


resolution. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, on the resolution proper, I 
think I ought briefly to explain to the Senate one of the reasons 


why I think it necessary that the resolution should be passed. 
At the time of the passage of the other resolution, which, I 
think, was on the 21st day of April, I supposed—and I think 
it was generally believed—that the suit involving this valorized 
coffee had been dismissed. It was on the 16th day of April, I 
think, that the Attorney General issued a public statement 
that I understood to mean—and I think was generally taken to 
mean—that the suit had been dismissed. However, I learned 
just recently that, as a matter of fact, the suit had not been 
dism 
until last Tuesday. 
prints the following statement of what occurred at the presenta- 
tion of the motion: 


\ssistant District Attorney Guiler, in asking for a dismissal of the 


§ ‘ssterday said that since the institution of the proceeding the 
Brazilian Government has taken up the matter with the United States 
i h the proper channels in Washington, and as a result an agree 
ment was reached whereby the coffee was sold. The sales were to more 
t ‘0 bona fide purchasers, located in several States. 


AS 


Y 


ney General, on the 16th of April, made a statement that the 
coffee had been sold; but nowhere did it ever appear, and no- 
where was I ever able to obtain any evidence as to the bona 


ides of the sale—the names of the purchasers, the amount that | 
= i ohe purchased, or the price paid for the coffee that he | 


riyt 
Init, 


It has oecurred to me that possibly since the passage of that 


resolution and since my remarks the other day in the Senate 
upon the subject the Attorney General may have secured addi- 
tonal information, In responding to the resolution which was 


passed on the 21st of April, the Attorney General entirely 


ignored this particular paragraph of the resolution, and did not | 


issed, and the motion to dismiss it was not filed in court | 
The New York Sun of Wednesday, May 258, | 


has been called to the attention of the Senate, the Attor- | 
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give to the Senate any facts as to the names of the purchasers | 
r thea a , : . 

or the price of the coffee or how and when it had been sold. | 
Ii has obtained the information since, or if through any 


hesiect or failure he failed to report before the facts in his 
y ; . . ‘sf 
bossession, then he should do so now, in order to determine, if 
possible, 

coffee in dispute in that suit. 

Ii 

there 
if 1 


iny mind, at least, there is no doubt; and I do not see how 
can be any doubt in the mind of any reasonable man that 
ere was a bona fide sale according to the agreement the 
ualhes of the purchasers ought to be known to the public, the 
Price they paid ought to be known, and the amount that each 
purchaser bought at the sale ought to be known. If those things 


whether or not there had been a bona fide sale of the | 


oo “ll seeret, I do not see how it can be claimed that it was a | 
ao fide sale; and if it was not a bona fide sale, then the 


hey General was under no obligation, under the agreement, 
to dismiss the suit. 


an amendment to the pending tariff bi making the meat 
| inpection laws of the United States applicable to imported 
meats. Attached to the statement is a copy of the proposed 
amendment. 

I have not studied the subject myself; I am not familiar with 

| its merits; but it is one of such importance that at their reques 
I desire to ask that this statement, with the amendment, | 
printed as a Senate document and referred to the ¢ ‘ i 
Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it i oO 
ordered. 

rHE TARIFF. 

Mr. KENYON. I have received a number of letters in the 
form of petitions or resolutions from various lodges and lable 
organizations in the State of Iowa. I ti < I shall t 
have one of them inserted in the Recorp d I ask that by 
read and referred to the Committee on Finance 

There being no objection, the petition was read a I I 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows 

INTERNATIONAL A XCTATION 
J N ) 
bD 
Hon. W. S. KENYON, 
United States Senate, Washingt D. ¢ 

Dear Str: Reading from th 
we noticed comment about t! 
event that.the tariff luct ! 
would be f dd nward \ ‘ 
lation as a m to 
mittee on legislati 
in general, unanil ‘ ' 
of the United Stat 1 Ne tal Red j Db ( 

| merce, of investigating such wage I 
Very respectfully, 
[SEAL.] P er R AT. 
[SEAL,] Orro W ! 
Con tte / 
TARIFF DUTY ON SUGAR, 

Mr. RANSDELL. I desire to give notice that « a 2, at 
the close of the morning hour, I shall address the S« te on 
the pending tariff bill, with special reference to terests 
of the Sugar Trust and the refiners in destroying the domest 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
resolution 

The resolution was agreed to. 

CANADIAN WOOLEN 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have here a short history, 

taken from the Daily Trade Record, showing the effect of the 

tariff the 


The question is on 


INDUSTRY (S. Dot NO. 49). 


upon Canadian woolen industry. I ask that it be 
printed as a public document. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I did not understand what the 
Senator said the article was taken from. 
Mr. SMOOT. The article is from the Daily Trade Record, a 
paper published in New York City. A member of the staff of 


that paper visited Canada and gathered the history of the Cana 


dian woolen industry fronggthe time the Canadian tariff was 
changed in 1898 up to the“Present time, and this simply gives 
the history of that matter. 

Mr. REED. It is merely a newspaper article 

Mr. SMOOT. That is as I stated. 

Mr. REED. I shall not object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Ch 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

BAUER & CO. V. JAMES O'DONNELL (S. DOC. NO. 47). 


Mr. FLETCHER. I wish to ask to have the decision of the 
Supreme Court in the case of Bauer & Co. (chemical 
against James O'Donnell, for which there hay 
printed as a public document, and that 10,000 additional 
be printed for the use of the Senate document It 
recent decision of the United States Supreme Court in the pat- 
ent case. There is a large demand for it, and I think it ought 
to be printed as a document. I send the order to the desk and 
ask for its adoption. 

The order was read and agreed to, as follows 


company ) 
e been humerous calls, 
COopLles 


room is the 


Ordered, That the decision of the United States Supreme Court in ft! 
case of Bauer & Co. v. James O'Donnell (No. 051, Octob ter wie 
decided May 26, 1913, be printed as a document, and that 10,000 add 
tional copies be printed for the use of the Sen document room 

TARIFF ON LIVE STOCK AND MEATS (S. DOC. NO. 48) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I have here a statement signed by the 
officials of the American National Live Stock Association, the 
Cattle Raisers’ Association of Texas, the National Wool Grow 


ers’ Association, representatives of the Utah stock and 


the Cottonseed Crushers’ Association of Texas, setting forth the 
reasons prompting these associations to request the adoption of 


raisers, 





sugar industry. 
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COMMISSION ON ECONOMY AND EFFICIENCY (S. DOC. NO. 50). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 

ad: 
lo the Senate: 

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of May 26, 
1913, re esting the President “‘to send to the Senate, if not 
incompatible with the cor en a copy of the report sub- 
mitted to him on March 25, 19138, by the President’s Commission 
on Economy and Efficiency on the apportionment of appoint- 


nts made from the registers of the Civi] Service Commission 


( of the apportioned service at Washington,” I transmit herewith 
au copy of the said report. 
Wooprow WILson. 

Tue White House, May 29, 19138. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The message and accompanying 
paper will be referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment and printed. 

Mr. SMOOT. The message of the President transmitting 


the information was ordered to be printed? 


The VICE PRESIDENT, Yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. Very well. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to make an inquiry in regard 
to that, as applying not only to this but to similar communi- 


cations. I make the inquiry now, because I am particularly 
interested in the report, and I wish to have an opportunity to 
examine it. Where it is ordered printed does it mean that it 
is printed in pamphiet form or in the Recorb? 

Mr. SMOOT. It is printed in document form as a document. 

Mr. NORRIS. So that it will be accessible to Senators 
through the document room? 

Mr. SMOOT. It goes directly to the Senate document room, 

Mr. NORRIS. While I am on the subject and for general 
information, how many copies will be printed under the rule? 

Mr. SMOOT. This could hardly be designated as a public 
document. 

Mr. NORRIS. 

Mr. SMOOT. 
to be called for. 

Mr. NORRIS. But who determines that? 
rule as to the number to be printed? 


No; I understand it is not a public document. 
There is generally printed the number likely 


Is there not any 


Mr. SMOOT. There is no absolute rule as to that. 
Mr. NORRIS. May I ask, then, what is the practice? 
Mr. SMOOT. ‘The practice is that the printing clerk judges 


as to how many copies would be really needed and orders that 
number, but if there is a further call for copies, then, of course, 
they are ordered, up to $200 worth, by the Committee on 
Printing. 


Mr. NORRIS. Has the Senator any 
practice of the clerk in that respect 
How many wou.d he order printed? 

Mr. SMOOT. I will tell the Senator what the rule has been. 
Generally more have been printed than have been called for. 

Mr. NORRIS, That, of the question I am ask- 
ing, and I am not particularly ted in that. I wanted 
to know what the practice was. anyone else knows, I shall 
be glad to be enlightened. 

SMOOT,. No; I can 
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VICE 


ATION OF ATTEMPTS TO INFLUENCE 


PRESIDENT. The Chair 


LEGISLATION, 


ry 
ine 


lays before the Senate 


a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be read. 
The Secretary read Senate resolution 92, submitted by Mr. 


CUMMINS on the 27th insta 
Resolved, That there be 


nt, a 
appointed by the 


s follows: 


Vice President a committee 


of five Senators to investigate the charge that a lobby is being main- 
tained at Washington, or elsewhere, to influence proposed legislation 
now pending before the Senate. The committee is instructed to report 
within 10 days the names of all lobbyists, attempting to influence any 


and the methods which 


ich pe ending legislation they have employed to 





their ends; and in giving the name of the lobbyist to give 
tl ular bill upon which he is working, and if it be the tariff 
bill 1m he is seeking to change. 

The committee is further instructed to take the statements, under 
oath, of all the Senators as to the names of all persons who have made 
an epresentations to them during the present session concerning pend- 

rislation, and especially concerning the tariff bill, and the fa oeiry 
include the character of the representation and the circumstances 





r which it was made in ord.r to ascertain whether it was a proper 
or improper attempt to influence legislation. 

Resolved further, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested 
to furnish said committee with the names of the lobbyists to whom he 
referred in the public statement issued by him on the 26th day of May 
and any other information about them and their efforts to brine about 
changes in legislation now before the Senate which will promote the 


gencral welfare. 

The committee is authorized to administer oaths, —7 witnesses, 
and to send for persons and papers in the prosecution o 
tion. 


sald. investiga- 
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Mr. CUMMINS rose. 
Mr. MYERS. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mi 


gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary wil! 


The Secretary called the roll, and the followine 
answered to their names: 
Ashurst Hollis Oliver Smit} 
Bacon Hughes Overman Smoot 
Bradley James Penrose Stey 
sristow Johnson, Me. Perkins Sterli 
Bryan Jones Pittman Stone 
Burton Kenyon Pomerene Suth 
Catron Kern Reed 
Chamberlain La Follette Robinson 
Clark, Wyo. Lane Root 
Crawford Lewis Saulsbury 
Cummins Lodge Shafroth 
Dillingham Martin, Va. Sheppard 
Fall Martine, N. J, Sherman } 
Gallinger Myers Shively 
Gok Nelson Simmons 
Gronna Newlands Smith, Ariz. 
Hitchcock Norris Smith, Ga. 





Mr. TOWNSEND. 
SMITH] 
business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
swered to the roll call. A quorum is present. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, it has been 

of the newspapers that the resolution now before the S 
had for its purpose some partisan advantage. I «de 
avow immediately and emphatically any such motiv: 
part. I am not conscious of any ulterior purpose wl] 
It is entirely immaterial to me what party the investi; 
help or what party it may hurt. I care not what | 
fall under the condemnation of the investigation or wl 
may be vindicated by the investigation. 

It will be taken for granted, I hope and believe, tl! 
members of a legislative body ought to be guided 
desire to advance the public welfare. There are diff 
opinion among Senaters with respect to the tariff 
before us. Some Senators believe—and believe with th 
sincerity and the highest good faith—that it will 
public interests. There are other Senators, with like 
tives and with like sincere faith, who believe that its 
will be disastrous to the American people. In this cor f 
opinion, which is common and natural, it is of the | ’ 
portance that the vote of every Senator upon this | 
register his informed and conscientious judgment 
merits. It is of not less importance that the 
believe that every vote cast in the Senate as 
through its various stages is the expression of 
viction intelligently formed. 

I need not say more with regard to the 
which surround us. 

There have been, as we all know, hundreds of | 
ington within the last two or three months endeav 
fluence the conclusion to which Senators are grad 
respecting the merits of the bill as a whole and res} 
justice of its individual items. I would not ventur: 
many have been here upon that mission, but thet 
great many, and there are still a great many 
will come presently to ascertain or to inquire what 
to be called—who are interested in the conclusion 
Senate shall finally reach upon this especial me: 

For instance, I represent a State that probab!s 
direct concern in the tariff as any State in the Uni 
resent a State that can probably care for itself w 
assistance whatever from legislation as well or as 
as any State in the Union. Yet this bill had bai 
the Senate until there came into my office a com! 
posed of three of the best known and the most es! 
They constituted a committee raised 
known as the Corn Belt Meat Producers’ Associati 
ciation made up of the farmers of my State, who \ 
rified if from any source they were characterized 
attempting to improperly influence legislation. 14 
to protest against admitting meat free and at t 
putting a duty on cattle. I acted simply as th 
subcommittee room presided over so graciously and, ! 
so fairly by my distinguished friend from Mis 
Wi11aMs]. They were received in a perfectly Pp 
they were received kindly and decently, and they 
case to the members of the subcommittee. Wha! 
they made I do not know, nor need I inquire. 
confine the submission of their case to the subcon 
mal session. They laid the facts, as they understoo : 
fore every Senator with whom they could secure ah ° , 
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President, I shall I 

ing of word “lobbyist.” I intend in a 

wo to m the definition 
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which a 
ernopher gives to 
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ymmittee wi do is to 
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this ¢ I 


the use of the Ame neonle. the meaning of the 
Lm ] pie, t ! e I 


vist,” so that le who have a right to come 
| have a right to be heard may not 
, and so that we may be able to separate, i1 
he sheep from the goats, and mn 
z the other to the pillory. 
NROSE. Mr. President, 
to ask him a question? 

VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fr 

Senator from Pennsylvania? 

CUMMINS. Certainly. 

PENROSE. I wish to make a suggestion 
tor, which is whether it would be in harmony wit 
nind to add, on line 6, afte 
nd any other persons”? 
MMINS. I will consider 
( Just now I am not—— 
PENROSE. I suggest that 
ragraph of the resolution. 
CUMMINS. I think probably that 
iment, although the committee would |} 
- upon and discharging its duties without 
bjection to the amendment. 
PENROSE. The thoug! 
as to what constitutes a lo 
individual here who might have been guilty or 
improper motives, but perhaps would claim he wa 

bbyist; and so that the resolution may cover the whole 
n, I make that suggestion. 

CUMMINS. Certainly I shall not make any 
ng the breadth and scope of the resolution. 

PENROSE. Then I will offer that amendment. 
ROOT. 
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The second paragraph of the resolution covers 
PENROSE. It will not do any harm to put those words 
e 6, as I suggest. 

‘ir. CUMMINS. I shall have no objection if, after I have 

i i, the amendment is offered. 
Likewise, Mr. President, there were a great many people in 
( State who seemed to feel that it was unjust to put a duty 
é ts and to admit oatmeal, rolled oats, and other like prod 
t tree. They came here and labored earnestly with those 


g the matter in charge and with Senators, who must de 
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ere have been hundreds, Mr. President, of such people here 


O& one side and upon the other; and it seems to me, inasmuch 
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Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 
senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am sorry. 
tions given by the Senator from Iowa from Webster’s Dictionary 
as well as the one which I have read from the Century Dic- 
tionary do not seem to be very satisfactory. I think,they will 
not be satisfactory to any Senator; and I said if this committee 
in their wisdom shall be able to evolve a definition that will be 
satisfactory to the Senate and to the country, they will have 
done a great service, because I can not believe, as the broad 
definition in the Century Dictionary would seem to imply, that 
any man who frequents the precincts of a legislative body with 
a view of influencing the votes of Members can properly be 
termed “a lobbyist” unless he undertakes to act corruptly or by 
illegitimate means. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sen- 
ator, I should like to suggest that the important word in that 
definition is the word “ frequents.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 


Mr. President, we can not hear the 


Mr. BACON. A broad distinction is necessarily marked by 
that word between one who comes here legitimately to repre- | 
sent an interest which concerns either himself or some one 


whom he represents, and another man whose business it is to 
frequent legislative corridors with a view by any means—fre- 
quently, as this term has become associated in the public mind, 
improper means and corrupt means—to inftuence legislation; in 
other words, a man who is a professional. So I do not think 
there is much doubt about what that definition means. It seems 
to me to be a very correct one. If a man comes here legiti- 
mately to represent an interest which is to be affected by legis- 
lation, he is not engaged in an improper business and is not sub- 
ject to criticism, while, on the other hand, a man who makes 
that his profession, and who is ready to endeavor by any means 
which may be practical in their effect to influence legislation 
by frequenting the halls or corridors for that purpose, is a lobby- 
ist. ‘The other man is not a lobbyist in the sense in which we 
generally consider the term: to be opprobrious. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I thank the Senator from Georgia for 
that suggestion. It occurred to me that there was that dif- 
ferentiation and that it might well be taken into consideration. 
A man who frequents the lobbies naturally comes under the 
definition of a lobbyist, while a man who comes here simply 
to make a suggestion about an item in a tariff bill or about a 
general bill, for instance, as the friends of labor legislation 
are in the habit of doing, ought not to come under the ban. 

I thank the Senator from Iowa for permitting me to put in 
this definition. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I now ask for the reading of the extract 
from the newspaper which I have sent to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The President's statement in full is as follows: 

“1 think that the public ought to know the extraordinary exertions 
being made by the lobby in Washington to gain recognition for cer- 
tain alterations of the tariff bill. Washington has seldom seen s0 
numerous, so industrious, or so insidious a lobby. The newspapers are 


being filled with paid advertisements calculated to mislead the judg- 
ment of public men not only, but also the public opinion of the country 


itself. There is every evidence that money without limit is being spent 
to sustain this lobby and to create an appearance of a pressure of 
the tariff 


a opinion antagonistic to some of the chief items o 
ill. It is of serious interest to the country that the people at large 
should have no lobby and be voiceless in these matters, while great 
bodies of astute men seek to create an artificial opinion and to over- 
come the interests of the public for their private profit. It is thor- 
oughly worth the while of the people of this country to take knowledge 
of this matter. Only public opinion can check and destroy it. 

“The Government in all its branches ought to be relieved from this 
intolerable burden and this constant interruption of the calm progress 
of debate. I know that in this I am speaking for the Members of the 
two Houses, who would rejoice as much as I would to be released from 


this unbearable situation.” 
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, personally, I can neither 


affirm nor deny the truth of the statement just read. It is nat- 
ural that I can neither affirm it nor deny it, because not only 
am I an obscure Member of this body, but I happen for the 
time being to be a member of the minority, and I assume that 
whatever influences of this sort have been used have been 
directed toward the dominant part of this body. I know that 
if such influences have been used, they have been entirely 
unavailing. It is not conceivable that any Senator here could 
fall under the influence or be swayed in the least degree by such 
a lobby as that described in the statement I have just had read; 
but this is the time to discover of whom this lobby consists, of 
what it consists, and what it is trying to do; this is the time 
to make it impossible that there shall ever gather together an- 
other such lobby as is there described. If it is now in exist- 
ence—I do not know whether it is or not, but if it is—let us 
expose it so that the whole country may know not only what 
has been done but who has done it, and never again will a 
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I will repeat that the defini- | 


| 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 








fee] 
in a 
amended under an influence such as he las sug 


President of the United States 
country that a great measure is 


impelled to 
hicer of | ey 
Therefore, I hope, Mr. President, that we may 

tigation. There is nothing like publicity to d Stroy 
effect of lobbying such as is there described, but tix 
like publicity to destroy the lobbyist bimself, for . 
ist can not live in the full light of the exposure th 
low the investigation which I have proposed. T[ e 
there will be no opposition to the adoption of the r 
that, when adopted, we will carry the inquiry {1 
zeal and with promptitude, so that before we | 
debate the tariff bill we may know whether these 


still at work. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President 

The ViICH PRESIDENT. Does the senior s 
Iowa yield to his colleague? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield. 

Mr. KENYON. I simply wanted to ask my 
thought 10 days would give sufficient time to 


vestigation. In view of all the other matters on | 
to me that 10 days is a very brief time. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I feared, Mr. President, that 10 « 
not be enough; but so hopeful am I that it can by 
we begin the consideration of the tariff bill that | 
mum limit. I am quite willing that the time 
but I suggest to my colleague that if the committe 
possible to complete the inquiry within the 10 a 
then apply to the Senate for an enlargement of the | 

One thing more, and I am done. I have not a 
appropriation for this investigation. I do not kno 
can be carried on without an expenditure from 
fund of the Senate or not, but I think it can be. I by 
is enough patriotism here, enough unselfishness |! 
on this investigation without the expenditure of a 
Senator upon the other side, and most of the s« 
side, are provided with three employees. Mosi 
take it, stenographers; and we can do this wark w 
ring any expense. But if it is necessary to incur so 
and have it defrayed from the contingent fund, tly 
mittee, when appointed, ought to ask the Senate fo: 
ity. I ought not to ask the Senate for it, but t! 
can ask the Senate and can show its reasons for do 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fr 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to ask the Senator if 
think it would be better to have this resolution si 
the standing committees of the Senate already pr 
clerks and stenographers and everything else? I! 
select committee, I am afraid it will be necessary to 
expense that would be totally unnecessary if t! 
were sent to a standing committee. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am not at all particular al 
want the investigation made, and I asked for a 
mittee because many Senators who may be on a st 
mittee to which this resolution would naturail) 
are so employed now that they could not give the iv 
to it. I hoped the Vice President would appoi 
committee Senators who could give the subject thi 
time and attention, and thus hasten the conclusion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I should think either the Ju 
mittee or the Committee on Privileges and Election: 
at this time comparatively unemployed, could ma! 
vestigation thoroughly, if the Senator will substitute 
of the two for the select committee. 

Mr. CUMMINS. 
I will say that I should prefer a special committee 
did require a payment from the contingent fund; bu! 
I would rather have the matter investigated by a st: 
mittee than not have it inquired into at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. At the proper time I shall mov 





In answer to the Senator from ° 






tute one or the other of these committees for the s 


mittee. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as definitions have bee 
I should like to call attention to and have printed in | 


the definition given in Bouvier’s Law Dictionary, 


think it comes nearer to the popular idea of a lobbyis' 


One who makes it a business to procure the passage o! 
before a legislative body. 


Then he quotes the definition in Bryce’s American ‘ 


wealth : 

One “ who makes it a business to ‘see’ members and pro 
suasion, importunity, or the use of inducements, the 
public as well as private, which involve gain to 
(1 Bryce Amer. Com., 156.) 


the 


passit : 
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ere are cited the various judicial decisions on the sub- | and undertake to repeat 
ious judicial definitions. I suggest that the | they have made to me on t 
raph be printed in the Recorp, because I think the | Mr. CUMMINS. I w i 
the cases will be useful for the purposes of the |} Indiana does not quit teh 
Mr. KERN. I n Ol ssum 
PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be | the meaning intended 
requested. Mr. CUMMINS l Ww t 
referred to is as follows down tl mes of ~ 
the employment of personal influence or solicitation | W20Se 1 ¢ Lit ‘ 
public or private law is void (21 Barb., town 
t 4A \ 274; 15 Oreg., 330), as contrary to sound | Mr. KERN 
t " v in th nunbite . (92 Wis aga) | vil iN bi iN 
: ! publi ’ \ ‘ tT \ 
l plication it yulates for o1 | CU) 
( per : icitations (69 U. S., 45; 98 I >| the repre 
10 127 id., 870; 18 Ohio St. 469 | were made 
ict $ Droad enougn o cover services | i . 
et or open, est or dishonest, the law pronounces a | Met th > ! 
ntract itseif. (2 McArth., 268.) is not required | the conversai 
orruption If its effect is to misle d, it is decisive | ggme to him upon the 
nt I may t rupt all, but if it corrupt or tena | ; 7 
if it de » or tend to deceive some, that is suffi- | know is w er al 
character Ww t al of reprobation before a judl- | maki ar 
(5 W & S$ 1 vt i | 2 59 Pa LD; 100 id., 56 | represent i { ‘ . 
d ‘ > the ut contemplates the u : 
ol i » persor dluen is brought to bea HH ean we d t 
s and no disso! a8 et, or uniair ! ns em ; Va \ 
bjec BB np Uae d | five nt 
f st corrupt u accomp! || ‘ 
] | ts s vil and rikes e. if f | 
ts in on (69 Ind., 238 1 | 
26.) t if t nt do its terms or by | © ‘ 
tion contain tl ry illegal or t 1 to any violation |; 4Nd to ¢ ty t 
the fatal element should not, through an overzealous Ind t 
le effects Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Pi 
n The VI Pi DEN | 
‘ ! yield to th 
} ir. KER I } 
rhe , 
I | n iff 
m to t . 
| of 
| present 
| ing ft t 
I t n { 
That is { I 
aa Ail l 
if inf! 
nfiuenced rest on the same principles of ethic Mr. BRISTO\ Mr. I 
and are no exceptionable. They include drafting The VICE PI I} . 
; fort! iim, attending to the taking of testi oa ; oe 
1cts, preparing arguments and submitting them orally | Yield to the Se P 
g to a committ and other services of a like character; Mr. KERN. I beg par 
s are separated by a broad line of dd a from I think it would } -” 
tation, and though compensation can be recovered for a 2 
stand alone, yet wi they are blended and confused | Senate to draw a corn is 
» are forbidden the w a unit and indivisible, and | ence legislation was a pro} ! 
} t ve the od 1] 1 ' 
1 Gestt > mS , 441 known specifically wl was said 
tts. by statute. lawy nts endeavo! tr encnre : ‘ 
1 bill must file written rity from their principal eate of certain interes { ) 
‘bbying, openly practiced, is declared by the constitution I first yield to the S r f 
i , 4nG iQ Georgia a crim Mr. BRYAN Iw ‘ i 
KERN. Mr. President, I am in hearty sympathy with | if under this resol 
tifest purpose of this resolution. Especially am I in | through their corres] 
t 1 in having a correct and authoritative definition of the | grams, because, of s 
\ lobbyist,” so that the men who are here for entirely orally. I should like 
] * purposes may not be stigmatized in any way, as they | require Sen:tors to 
§ to be by the language of the resolution. Mr. CUMMINS. } I 
| 1 about to offer an amendment to the resolution of the | overtechnical or hypei 
Se r from Iowa [Mr. Cummins], which I think will in no|is being used. If : § it 
mit the inquiry or interfere with its scope. which we can as 
rst part of the resolution, down to and including line } lobbyist concernin } L 
ll, provides for the constitution of the committee and confers | ate that will not req 
t general powers. The second part of the resolution | gested, I shall be very happy 


p S an instruction as to taking the statements of all the 
8 ors as to the names of all persons who have made any 
r entations to them concerning pending legislation, the char- 
acter of the representation, and the cireumstances under which 
1} Was made, in order to ascertain whether it was a 


proper or 
r attempt to imfluence legislation. The third part re- 

juests the President to furnish the committee with the names 
lobbyists to whom he referred in the public statement 
ied by him on the 26th of May, and any other information 


a them and their efforts to bring about changes of legis- 
ation, and so forth. 
| : * i . | 7 
‘he second part of the resolution, commencing with line 


on Page 1, and ending with line 4, on page 2, 


requires this 
“ommittee to hale befere it every Senator and compel him to 
aisclose the names of all men who have made representations 
to him on any subject or on the subject of the tariff. I will 
fay to my friend from Iowa that if that were undertaken to be 
done a very large part of this session would be consumed. I 
am sure I should occupy some hours myself if I were to under- 
to recount to the committee the names of all the men 
Who have talked to me on the various phases of this tariff bill, 


are 








less burdensome. But w t I 
any Senator has bee! 








has been sought to bring t 
un r, dishonest. illegal, « 
without having thy 


Mr. BRYAN. ‘Then 3 ] } 
intention to 
search out the 


equire Is to go 


Mr. CUMMINS. 1! d 
when I drew the res t I 
bave been swarming aroun Vas 
tol here in the last two month: 
sentations concerbing thell 
mittee and out of comui 
among all those hundred re 
proper methods and so conducti 
be called lobbyists, and therefore 
demnation uttered by the Presid 
statement made by him 

Mr. KERN. I now yield to tl 


question. 
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Mr. BRISTOW. Referring to the wording of the second para-| The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 4 o'cloc) 
1) i was going to inquire of the Senator from Indiana as} and the morning business is closed. 
we would know whether lobbyists had improperly ap- | Mr. CUMMINS. I ask unanimous consent that 
i rs with a view of influencing their votes or their | we have had under consideration be taken up f 
legislation unless we knew who the men were, the | sideration. 
ntatio to the Senators, and the sub- The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objecti 
There might be a difference Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I ask for t! 
roper or improper influence,| Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There is no reg 
rmi 1 it seems to me we Mr. CUMMINS. I move that Senate 
of the conversation. | up by the Senate for consideration. 
vas leading up Mr. KERN. I think there will 
> some criti vith the resolution. 


resolution. I Mr. SIMMONS. I hope the Se 


‘ 


lution confers | insist on dis] lacing the resolution. 
ach the facts Mr. ASHURST. My request was 
ow, the se f Senators sitting near me, but | 
<ERN. I think there wi 
with the resolution by unanim 
Mr. CUMMINS. Very well; 
The VICE PRESIDENT. TI 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Pri 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
SWANSON] has the floor. 
Mr. SWANSON. As I was 
i any investigation. 
and also the 
to come before t 
representations 
leave the 
, ‘eo } nD 
ntained in the 
is that thet 
ists trying to cre 
1e country in re 
May |] 
; m ? 
SWANSON. Certai 
ey MMINS, Te 
lobby 
> is a public i il 
zislation that 
SWANSON } 
as an idea that per 
the obie > false . hlic « | ini nm: by 
and I think i he states in his interview, 
le. There is no] public opinion as to the \ 
‘ endment ¢ r to curtail the power | in connection with tariff 
narrow the ype of the inquiry. | on the public to 
President, \ 1 to say in regard to | be ascertained, in order to 
» obiection 1 any correspondence I } opinion. 
; as any objection to any I have no objection, and no one on thi 
the committee; but it | to a thorough and complete investigation, 
the President in a false | that the interview of the President d 
1 the speeches that | struction which some gentiemen try to put 
by insinuation, he Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I thi 
y, m t ; ele Senator in this | the facts when I state that a majority of 
approacbed, Ie says he knows he is | all the people who read the President’s art 
Members of the House and Senate who | ion that his statement was made for the 


fron h by. The only thing the | certain Members of the Senate who 


it there is ¢ rge lobby trying to in- | hesitating about supporting the tariff 
nd ‘reate the impression that the | House. After the President's statement 
is so-and-so on legislation, using the | will hesitate before he votes for am¢ 
, numbers and by their insistence try- | conscientiously believes in them. I have n 
Ilse evidence of public opinion. He calls on | edge that there is or has been any corrupt 
thinks agrees with him in tariff reform and | in connection with the tariff. But the Presid 
» let their ideas be known. The President has | that there is, and certainly his party, which 
y by insinuation intimated that any Senator has | majority of the Senate, can not afford at this tin 
been improperly approached. I am perfectly willing to have | as to what the language of the resolution of i 
| be. The President has insinuated that a |i 
| greatest ever known, one of the most corrupt 
| ington and elsewhere for the purpose—— 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President—— 
approached. Mr. TOWNSEND. Wait a moment. 
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, has the Senator from Vir- Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator has misst 
vinia read the resolution? I think he must have taken its sense | used by the President. 
| 


any investigation. The more rigid and the more thorough it is, 
{he more it is pleasing to me. But I am not willing to have the 
President put in the attitude of having made an accusation that 
Senators, either as a body or individually, have been improperly 


from some one who has misinterpreted it. The resolution does Mr. TOWNSEND. I am stating what is th 

not impute anything to the President. It simply asks that the | ing of everybody. 

President shall furnish the names of the lobbyists referred to Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator said the Pres 
in the article which has been read at the desk. It does not say | that there was a corrupt use of the lobby. 

the President has made a charge that Senators have been im- Mr. TOWNSEND. That it was an insidious 
properly influenced, but he says there is a lobby, and I assume | with unlimited money ; and I can think of nothing 
that having ascertained it he knows of whom it is composed, | than where those two things exist—an insidiot s 
and I ask that he give us the names of those people so that we | plenty of money—and that it is creating a false 
may deal with them. inasumuch as we only haye any power to | ment in the country which is having an effect o1 
deal with them. effect upon legislation. 
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rhe President ought in all fairness to specify what he has 
subject. and I think it is our duty as self-respecting 
; of the Senate to request him in no uncertain language 
such information as he possesses and which induced 
ike his statement. 
there is no misunderstanding about the purpose of 


| 
| 
| 


ew. Gentlemen may refine the language as much as 
e: he simp!y had one object in view, and that was to 
mpression that a lobby was influencing the Senate, 


y. of course. 
e a right to know on what he based his 
ought not to haggle a great while about the language 
wuld use in this resolution. There is no reflection upon 
| lent in this proceeding. We simply ask him to submit 
the knowledge that he has which induced him to 
statement and which will form the basis for an in- 
m on the part of the Senate. If he knows the things | 
has charged, he ought to submit them to the Congress, 
that the committee may work intelligently and proceed | 
th the investigation. There should be no evasion or 
desty indulged. 
nly hope that we can pass a resolution which means 
and which the committee can use the 
st important work. 
VILLIAMS. Mr. President, as has been said more than 
+ debate, there may be a difference of opinion as to 
titutes an insidious and an improper method of ap- 
legislators. I have in mind, and every Senator here 


insinuation, 


mite 


} 


as basis for 





have in mind, because I doubt not it has been his 
as well as mine, that certain great and rich and 
fe insurance companies of the country have sent 


over the country printed slips, to be signed by 
yholder whom they have, asking them in another cir- 
cn and date the same and send it to their Senators 
ktepresentative, with the view undoubtedly of influ- | 
egislation and with the view undoubtedly of creating in 
of Senators and Representatives the impression that 
i great upheaval of public sentiment in revolt against 
of taxing what are called mutual insurance companies. 
lar things have taken place with regard to other matters | 
¢ which the income tax and the other features of the | 
deal is known to every one of us. 

that the language used by the Senator from Indiana 

comprehensive, more searching, broader at any rate, 

language used by the Senator from Iowa, and will | 
hin the scope of the resolution every possible subject 
te inquiry. 

y objection I have to the resolution is the creation ef 
spe committee, which I regard as unnecessary. It might 
bout that we would have to spend three or four hundred 
or more out of the contingent fund. The Judiciary Com- 
of this body is composed upon the whole of its best and 

stute lawyers, men who are in the habit of making 
gations and carrying on cross-examinations. 

I shall therefore moye an amendment, Mr. President, and I 
sk the attention of the Senator from Iowa while I read the 
I move that there be stricken out in lines 1 and 2 
following words: 

ippointed by the Vice 





Het 


President a committee of five Sen 


nd that the resolution shall then be made to read as fol- 
t Judiciary Commitiee of the Senate is authorized and in- 
The first part of the resolution would then read: 


the 


Judiciary Committee of the Senate is authorized and in- 
1 to Investigate the charge that a lobby is being maintained 

And forth, 
Mr. SHERMAN, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


May I ask the Senator from Mississippi a 


Certainly. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Has the Senator any objection to inserting | 
us amendment the exact language of the Executive, that } 

. ® is & humerous, industrious, and insidious lobby? 

Mr 


WILLIAMS. 
1 to inserting—— 
‘ir, SHERMAN, Further, I should like to know who they 
rte who are likely to consume by their predatery tactics some | 
hn new Senators in office before they are identified. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President 
,,_ & VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi has 
le floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
et WILLIAMS. I wish to answer the Senator from Illinois. 
a - asked me a question. If we are in earnest, Mr. Presi- 
ut, about this matter, and if you are honest about it, and if 


L—114 


Oh, Mr. President, I would have no objec- 


tT 
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you desire to ascertain the truth, we are not going to begin it 


by ironical flings at the President of the United States: and 
there could be no object at all in inserting that language in 
this place except just that identical purpose 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I ask a further quest 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘The effect of it would be sometl ibs 
lutely alien to the investigation itself. It could accomp ) 
good. The Senator knows that this side of the Chambe1 
going to hurl reflections at the Vresident, either by innu ) 
or otherwise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Mississippi 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mi 
yield to the Senator from Illinois 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that language is ir la 
why does the Chief Magistrate of the country \ 
it to a legislative body? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not say that tl 
cal, and so forth. I said its use in this « ! i i 
ironical. I might very well quote a part of the Lord’s pn 
in an ironical way, but the language of the Lord 
would not be ironical. I am now trying to get th 
before the Senate so that it can be proper! ive { I 
believe the Committee on the Judiciary ihn St 
of the body and that it is best fitted to make the 

Mr. CUMMINS. May I interpose a word there 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I want an investigation. I have no desire to 

reflect on anybody, and I am sure no other Senator has. 1 
that feeling will not get into the consideration of the re ‘ 
I prefer a special committee for the reasons I | e stated, but 
that preference is but a slight one, and I, in so far as L can do 
it, am perfectly willing to have the Judicin ( ‘ thor 
ized and instructed to do this work. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will say to the S« I am f 
of the opinion that the Judiciary Committee id | 1 | 

| committee for this purpose than any select committee th ! 
| be constituted, because they have been sele a | 
| of this body. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I would ask the Senator from Mis i 

to change his amendment slightly so that a ibeon tee « 
| Judiciary Committee could carry on the investigation I 
be impossible to get a full committe 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection to that I wil 
it so as to read: 

That the Judiciary Committee of tl Ser 
appointed by that committee, is auth 1 and i 

And so forth. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am perfectly willing, M Preside 
accept that amendment. 

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, I think the amendment oft i 
by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern] should be ado} [ 
will point out the advantages of it, or at ke one, which, I 
think, will be recognized. The purpose of the resolution, as |} 

| been disclosed by the utterances of the author of it and by others 
in debate, is to reach those who may have attempted to use any 
improper influences to affect legislation. 

Now, the language used in the first paragraph down to li 11 
does recognize the distinction between lobbyists such as are in 
cluded within the definition read by the Senator from New 


Hampshire, those who are frequenting legislative halls for the 


purpose of affecting legislation, and, on the other hand, those 
who are attempting to simply represent legitimate interest i 
in a legitimate way present those interests to legislators. I say 


that distinction is properly recognized in the first paragraph, but 





in the second paragraph it is not. It is the second paragraph 
that is sought to be displaced by the amendment offered 
Senator from Indiana. 

The Senate will recognize that in the first paragraph pe 
concerning whom the investigation is sought to be minced: re 
denominated as lobbyists, and we will not be in doubt as to tl 
persons whose acts are sought to be investigated, but 
second paragraph it will be noticed the language ji 

The committee is further instructed to take the statement 
oath, of all the Senators as to the names of all persons who ha 1 
any representations to them during the present nm concern 
pending legislation, and especially concerning the tariff bill, et 

That would necessarily include all that the Senator from 
Florida inquired about. It would include every communication 
which has been made to any Senator. While none of us have 
any objection to that scope of the inquiry, so far as it could 
relate to our disclosing every communication which has been 
received, it is evident that such an investigation would be in- 


terminable. I certainly have no objection to having the dis- 
closure of every communication which I have received, and yet 
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IT am satisfied it would take a good long time to present the 
letters, to say nothing of the oral communications I have had, 
all of which have been representations made to me by persons 
in a legitimate way of their legitimate interests, and matters 
which it would be immaterial to bring to the attention of the 
with the view it now has in this proposed investigation. 
ut if the language of the second paragraph should be retained 
that would be necessary. It is a direct instruction to take from 
under oath, the names of all persons who have made 


Senate 


repre tations. It seems to me that language would cer- 
t v not only be objectionable but it would be entirely for- 
ei to what is the purpose of the Senate in the adoption of the 
resolution. What is the purpose of the Senate? As I under- 
$ d it, and about which I presume there is no doubt, it is 
to try to ascertain whether there are any parties who are cor- 
rectly denominated as lobbyists—those who make a profession 
of trying to influence legislation, those who frequent the corri- 


dors for that purpose, who are here and being maintained for 
this purpose. The language used in the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern] is this: 

further instructed to ascertain the character of any 
tions made by such persons 


The committee ! 
representa 


Which, of course, would include the persons denominated in 
the first paragraph as lobbyists— 
by such persons to influence legislation, the names of Senators to whom 
they were made, the names of persons making them, and the circum- 
stances under which they were made. 

That, it seems to me, covers the entire ground. I would 
simply suggest one amendment to that. I think the use of the 


words “such persons” is not liable to any serious misunder- 
standing: but in order to make the purpose and the designa- 
tion more explicit and to leave no possibility of doubt, I would 
strike out the word “persons” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “lobbyists,” so that it would read: 


The committee is further instructed to ascertain the character of 
any representations made by such lobbyists to influence legislation, the 
names of Senators to whom they were made— 


And so forth. 

I would suggest to the Senator from Indiana—I do not see 
him here at this moment—to strike out the word “ persons,” in 
the second line of his amendment, and to insert the word “ lob- 
byists,”’ so that there can be no doubt as to the purpose and 
scope of the investigation. 

= will make a suggestion in reply to the statements of the 

nator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow]. The Senator from Kansas 
suggested, very pertinently, that it would be impossible to judge 
whether the representations were improper unless the 
representations were disclosed. That, of course, would lead to 


m2 


as to 


an investigation as to all representations; and I would suggest 
that properly the matter might be met when the Senator ap- 
pears before the committee by him being asked the question, 


“Has anyone approached you or made any representations to 
you other than of a legitimate character—such as you recognize 
to be legitimate? Has any professional lobbyist approached 
you?” If he said “no” and there was in the possession of the 
committee any facts which led to the belief that there were 
such, of course, upon cross-interrogation, that matter could be 
brought to light and disclosed; but—— 

Mr. BRISTOW rose. 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator will pardon me a moment, it 
would be certainly impracticable, within the scope of 10 days 
or a year, for a committee to hear everything that had been 
said to a Senator or to hear everything which has been repre- 
sented to him through letters or otherwise in regard to this mat- 
ter. It could only be done by interrogating him as to whether 
or not there had been anything which, in his opinion, was 
improper or of that nature. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. BACON. I do: 

Mr. BRISTOW. The Senator from Georgia speaks about in- 
quiring of a Senator as to whether or not a lobbyist had ap- 
peared before him low are we to know who a lobbyist is, or 
how do you determine who is a lobbyist? 

Mr. BACON. I can imagine in my own case, if the Senate 
will pardon a personal allusion, if I should appear before the 
committee and I were asked the question, “Has any lobbyist 
approached you?” I could say with absolute confidence, “ No”; 
because I can say that I have not been approached by anyone, 
except by persons who have been in the representation of a 
legitimate interest in which they were personally concerned, and 
I do not consider such persons to be lobbyists. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President——— 

Mr. BACON. On the contrary—if the Senator will pardon me 
a moment—if the committee had information that there were 











around here certain persons who were professio 
they might ask me, “ Has Mr. So-and-so ever sr 
“No.” Or they might ask me any other 
elucidate whether or not I had been improper 
but it must necessarily be left at first te a gen 
the part of a Senator whether he had been so ; 
if he had he could disclose that fact. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, it seems to me ¢] 
suggested by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Ba: 
much limit the scope of this inquiry. In order 
might know whether or not a lobbyist had appro 
tor from Georgia it seems to me that we oug! 
had approached the Senator from 
versation was. Then the committee could judg 
it was a proper conversation or whether or not th 
lobbyist. If you leave it to a Senator to determin 
not a lobbyist has approached him, you simp! 
quiry so that the Senator might get up and conf 
byist had importuned him or that he had not. If 
mits the names of parties who have come to lh 
business upon which they came and what they s 
committee and the Senate will know and form ¢!] 
ment as to whether or not they were proper pr 
proper proceedings. 

Mr. BACON. It is not proposed by the terms of 
tion to limit the inquiry to the suggestion made | 
simply talking about what would be the practic 
the committee would proceed. If the committee had 
doubt what I said, it would have perfect power to s 
Mr. Bacon, produce the name of every man who | 
you.” There is nothing in the resolution which wo 
it. If, on the contrary, the committee thought t! 
upon my own judgment in the matter, possibly th 
go further than that, but if the committee had r 
the accuracy of my judgment as to whether or not 
a lobbyist or whether or not I had been approac! 
who were lobbyists, the committee would, in co! 
the part of the resolution which it is proposed to 
full power to go on and examine me as thoroug 
wished as to everybody who had spoken to me and 
communication which had been made to me. 

So, Mr. President, I hope that the Senator from I 
accept the amendment which I suggest, which is 
the word “ persons,” in the second line, and to i 
ists,” so as to make it certain. Otherwise it 1 
some misunderstanding. Of course I shall not pr 
ment if the Senator from Indiana does not desire 

Mr. KERN. I will poe that if the word “ lob! 
well-defined meaning, I should not hesitate 
tion. 

Mr. 





quest 


Georgia and 


abo 


BACON. The first paragraph which the Se 
diana proposes to retain speaks of lobbyists only. 

Mr. KERN. I understood that the amendme 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose} vy 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CuMMINs]. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I find that the 
which I had intended to propose is not necessary 
withdrawn it, not on the floor of the Senate, but 
with the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I called the attention of the 
Pennsylvania to the fact that the second paragr 
the breadth that he thought the whole resolutio: 
and that it was, therefore, not necessary to ins 
ment in order to reach the purpose which the > 
Pennsylvania desired to accomplish. I accepted 
proposed by the Senator from Mississippi |Mr. \\ 

Mr. BACON. I think it practically means t! 
but I simply desired to put it beyond any questio! 
is some doubt as to whether or not the amend 
acceptable I shall not offer it. I do think, ho 
amendment as it stands is certainly not only 
but absolutely necessary, unless we propose to } 
upon this committee which it would be impossi! 
bear and to open an investigation which it wou 
for them to correctly make. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I shall detail 
only a very few minutes. I can not understa 
on the part of Senators—because there is no otlie 
draw—from stating to this body with whom [4 
oa I offered a resolution for that 

eek, and it was referred to the Committee on 
nathind has been since heard of it. 

I probably have had as many persons calling ©! 
the tariff bill as has any Member of this body. | 
which I in part represent here is close to the C apita 
is hardly a paragraph in the tariff measure whi 
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but I am prepared this after- 
this committee meets, to fur- 
and to the Senate of the 
upation, and address of every caller who has en- 
room net on tke street or in the | 
make any representations concerning the tariff bill. 
iid net other Senators be willing to do the same thing 
ehtenment of the country in this condition of absolute 
varding the framing of the tariff bill and under the 
and innuendoes which have been 
President in the newspapers? 
ro say that a Senator is to judge in the 
- to whether he has been approached 
an absurdity. Many Senators 
s to lobbyists; they may not recognize 
(Laughter.] These gentlemen are generally 
al. of attractive demeanor, of cordial manners, and 
» turn of mind, and are not the persons to impress 
histicated Senator with the sinister character of 
desigt ich lurks beneath their pleasing exterior. [Laughter.] 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
vonia yield to the Senator from Arizona? 


State of Pennsylvania; 
morrow, or whenever 
ete list to the committee 
mimittee 


or lie 


oO 


rges 


secrecy of his own 
by a lobbyist seems 


to be 


well 


m wh 


from Pennsyl- 


Mr. PENROSE. I do. 

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator’s very minute description of 

hvists discloses the fact that he is intimately acquainted 

h them. 

Mr. PENROSE. I am thoroughly acquainted with them, Mr. 
President. In 15 years’ service in this body, and with consid- 
erable activity in tariff legislation, I know the lobbyist prob- 
ably as quickly as anybody in this Chamber. I also know the 
business man who comes here with extravagant claims and 


ridiculous assertions to influence Congress and tariff legisla- 

and, so far as I am concerned, I have never paid any at- 
{ to anybody except one in whose patriotism, loyalty to 
the Government, and knowledge of the subject I had complete 


ention 


confidence. Only the other day we saw in the Washington 
papers an account of a gentleman of pleasing exterior who 
undertook to get indorsements for a candidate for the high 


position of an ambassador to one of the foreign governments, 
and Senators, apparently without guile, absorbed the sugges- 
tions of this plausible gentleman. [Laughter.] 

Gold bricks are floating around the Capitol, Mr. President, 
nd we have a number of new Members in this body. Now, 
it would be very mortifying to these new Members, these un- 
sophisticated gentlemen, if they should appear and under oath 


testify that they did not consort with a lobbyist and that hid- 
eous intimacy should afterwards be disclosed [laughter] in 


some accidental manner along the line of the episode in con- 
nection with the selection of an ambassador to France or to 
England already referred to. For the protection of these very 
Senators, it seems to me that they ought, without reservation, 
to state who has been here. He may have been an importer 
interested in the free list; he may have been a southern gen- 
tleman interested in the cotton schedule, or he may have been 
i bad man from Pennsylvania interested in modifying the metal 
schedule. [Laughter.] 

But let us have the information made public, and let, at least, 
there be one feature of the tariff discussion with which the 
whole American people can be familiar and on which a flood of 
light may fall, and that is the people who are here in Washing- 
ton conferring with Senators individually or as a committee. 

We heard during the campaign from the stump about the 


fact that the plain people of the land were not admitted to the | 


councils of the Nation when a tariff bill 
Wwe can find out where the “ plain people” or their representa- 
uves ure. I have not noticed undue crowds in the Union Station 
in my weekly pilgrimages to Philadelphia and my return to 
Wi shingten. The only people that I have seen here are the 
wounded and battered and time-honored warriors who have 
been addressing themselves to Republican majorities in the Sen- 
ite for the last 25 years. [Laughter.] 


‘ame up. Perhaps 


Mr. KERN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PENROSE. Let us have their names, and if among them 
on ire hid away any obscure representatives 
people” from some fastness in the mountains or remote village 
let their names be disclosed and let the majority Senators call 
our attention to them when the tariff bill is up for debate. 

Mr, KERN. Mr. President—— 


The VICE PRES IDENT. 
vania yield to the § 
Mr. PENROSE. 
Mr. KERN. 
those 


Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
Senator from Indiana? 
I do. 


I was about to ask to what Republican majority 


gentlemen addressed themselves last fall? 
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Mr. PENROSE. I do not understand the Senator, Mr. Presi 
dent. If he will repeat his question, I will be very glad to an 
swer it. 

Mr. KERN. I say, I was about to ask to what Rem an 
majority those gentlemen addressed themselves last fa 

Mr. PENROSE. I think those gentlemen last fall were in a 
kind of benumbed condition. [Laughter.] They thou 
President was to be taken at his word, and that legit 
dustry was not to be injured. All of them thought they were 
engaged in legitimate industry, and all of them thought t 

| considerable tariff reductions would result in injury tl 
Sequence was they stood like steers in an abattoir, unmil 
of the slaughter awaiting them. [Laugiter. | 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President . the basis of th resoiutt S 
I understand, is the statement of the President While LT am in 
most hearty accord with the Senator ‘ton lowa [Mr. Cum 
MINS] in advocating the resolution, it seems to me tl 
goes into one portion of the facets contained 1 the Dre ! 
statement. It might be well at the beginning to notice th he 
President’s statement perhaps does not refer to the Senate in 
particular. If we are to take the evidence of legi tors, the 

| investigation ought to be held in reference to Members otf 
other House as well as with reference to Members of the 
Senate. 

Sut laying that aside for the moment, I want to call the 
tention of the Senate to what to me appear to be the three im 
portant suggestions contained in the President’s statement. 
First, his statement as to the existence of a lobby Se dl, 
that 

The newspapers are being filled ith paid 
lated to mislead the judgment of public men 

And also to change publie opinion. Thir 

That money without limit is being spent to sustain t | I 
to create an appearance of a press » of public ! 
some of the chief items in the tariff bill 

Those are the charges made by the President: and it seems to 
me the resolution of the Senator from Iowa only undertakes to 
investigate one of them. Page 2 of the resolution, beginning 
with line 5, reads as follows—and it is the first place in the 
resolution where there is any reference or mention made to the 
statement of the President: 

Resolved further, That the President be, and he is hereby, sted 
to furnish said committee with the names of the lobby ist 0 i | 
referred in the public statement issued by him on the 26th d 
May— 

And so forth. 

It strikes me that if we are to investigate that part of th 
statement and get from the President the names of those lobby 
ists, we ought also to investigate the other two propositions con 
tained in the President’s statement—one in reference to the pub 
lication of paid articles in newspapers having for their obje 
the changing of public opinion and the influencing of public 
men, and the other statement that unlimited amounts of money 
are being used for the purpose of sustaining this lobby and 
carrying on this kind of a propaganda. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Lowa? 

Mr. NORRIS. I do. 

Mr. CUMMINS. If my resolution does not cover the pliase 
of the matter just mentioned by the Senator from Nebraska, it 
is because I do not know how to use my mother tongue or my 
language. I have assumed that that was the most offensive 
type of lobbying—the lobbying that is intended to create pul 
opinion, which, in turn, is to be used for influencing mei! 
of a legislative body; and I assumed, of course, that the in) 
gation would cover all efforts made by these people to inf! 
the legislative body before which the tariff bill is now yp. 

Mr. NORRIS. I agree most thoroughly with the SS 
| that that kind of lobbying is the most offensive, and not V 
the most offensive, but it is the most harmful. But it s es 
me that the Senator's resolution, if passed without any 
ment on that subject, would not cover the investigation th it 
seems to me is more important than any other; that is, that 
we ought to know about the money that is being used without 
limit: we ought to know about the publication in the news 
papers of advertisements intended to influence public opinion 
and to form public opinion. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Iam sure the Senator from Nebraska wants 
to reach the same end that I desire to reach. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not doubt it a bit. 

Mr. CUMMINS gut if he will turn to the first par 
he will find this sentence: 

The committee is instructed to report within 10 days th f 





all lobbyists attempting to influence any such pending legisla 
the methods which they have employed to accomplish their end 


1810 


Mr. NORRIS. Yes. I think tha 3 all 
t is followed by a provision that sa) 
mall the Senators. Evidently that is one 
Mr. CUMMINS. That the 
to investigate. 
Mr. NORRIS. Since 
all of it, would it not 


t i VE 


ry well, although 


ha ys they 
of the methods 


in which we will 


1 
1 


is one of ways 


statement is the basis 


| to go to the President 


Preside s 


the nt’ 


fo! be more log 


wa 


znd ask him to disclose the names of these men? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have asked him to disclose the names of 
these men. 

Mir. NORRIS. And ask him to disclose the methods by which 
advertisements are paid for, and so forth? 


net know the meth- 
d the methods in his 


Mr. CUMMINS. I assume that he does 
ods any better than we do. He has stat 


public statement. 


shall call before | 


lo 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
from Indiana, starting at line 11; so that the a; 
posed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Noy 
amendment to the amendment offered by 
Indiana. 5 





the 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I do not offer 
ment to the amendment of the Senator from 
Chair has not yet gathered the idea I have )} 


convey. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
not gathered the ruling of the Chair. 
Mr. NORRIS. It may be that I 
offered any amendment on page 1. 
an amendment on page 1. 


fri 
have not 


The Ch: 
I have offered an a 


i 


2, line 11. There are two lines 11 in this pil! 
will see if he will examine it. One is on page 1 
is on page 2, 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 


Mr. NORRIS. I have no doubt the President has at least 
some basis for his statement, and it seems to me we ought to go 
to the head of the charge and ascertain from the man who | 


makes it the basis for it. 








heard } 
}; MeCArTG OD 


| whi 


| IXERN } 


Mr. CUMMINS. Let us see; let us read this for a moment, if 

the Senator from Nebraska will permit it: 

it the President be, and he is hei requested to furnish said 
< ! t with the names of the lobbyists whom he referred in the 
publi tatement i ed by him on the 26th day of May 

Of course, he will also give the names, if he has them, cf the 
men who are putting in these paid advertisements. 

lr. NORRIS. I do not know whether he will or not 

Mr. CUMMINS. Why, they are lobbyists, are they not? 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not know. 

Mr. CUMMINS. They are the lobbyists to whem the Presi- 
dent refers in his statement—the very men to whom he refers. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am not sure about that. 

Mr. CUMMINS. If we are not sure of th we are not sure | 
about anything. 

NORRIS. I think the statement itself discloses that 
when the President refers to paid newspaper advertisements 
being used for the purpose of changing and influencing public 
opinion, he does not necessarily in that it is being done by 
the lobbyists he refers to in the beginning of his statement. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But the Senat m Nebraska, of course, 
has not considered this further language in the resolution: 

And any other infe tion about them and their efforts to bring 
about changes in legislation now b the §S i which will promot 
tl gel 1 welfare 

Mr. NORRIS Th st clause read by he Senator from Towa 
wi 1 cover it in Y ral ¥ It is a general clause that 
Vv kl cover e rything that could | sbiy be included in the 
in tigation: but it is not a specific reference to what the | 
I’ lent perhaps referring to. 

i have called attention to what I believe to be this particular | 
wenkness of the resolution in order to explain what amend- 
ment it seems to me ought to be made to the resolution. At 
this point I want to send to the desk an amendment I have pre- 
pi !, which I believe will more fully carry out the theory and 
tl . of the resolution. It will come right after line 11, 
] 2 1d will specifically refer to the particular matters I 
have mentioned. 

VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that every- 
1 fterv line 11 has been stricken out. 

Mr. NORRIS. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. CUMMINS. When was it stricken out, Mr. President? 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. 


Keen] bas moved to amend by striking out all after line 11—— 





Mr. CUMMINS. I hope that has not yet been adopted. I 
cid not hear the motion put, and the argument upon it has not 
yet been finished. 

ir. NORRIS. Mr. President, the amendment I have offered 
has nothing to do with the amendment offered by the Senator 
trom Indiana. 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. Did not the Senator from Towa 
accept the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I did not. On the contrary, I very distinetly 
refused to accept it. I accepted the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wrm.rams]. 

Che VICE PRESIDENT. That is the way the Chair under- 
stood it: but the pending amendment is the amendment start- 
ing at line 11, and the proposed amendment 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator from 
permit Chair to state the condition of the 
Chair understands it 
Mr. CUMMINS. The Chair is right. I accepted the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WrrraMs]. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment starts at line 11. 
Mr. CUMMINS. And it is the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern] that is now pending. 


Nebraska will 
the record as the 


| shail 





The is sty 
The Senator froin | 
fo amend by striking 
That amendment 
ited, ill take the bahince 
Pending that amendment, t! 
[Mr. Norris} offers an amendment, whi 
not now in order. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, 
that point of order? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It 
amendment of the Senator from 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Presic 
moment. If I can have the 
I can con him 


I think 
the amendment 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
as the Chair understands it. 
moved 
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must | 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. 
and the Secretary 
point where the 
dment, so that it 1 
The Senator 


beginning on page 1 


May it be read foi 
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v 
The commitiee further instruc 
oath, of all the Senators as to the ni: : 
any representations to them during the pre 
ing le ition, and especially concerni: ‘ 
include the character of the representatic 
under which it was made in order to a 
or improper attempt to influence legislation 

Resoived further, That the President be, 
to furnish said committee with the names of the 
referred in the public statement issued by hi 


rds: 


ing 


is 


ted to tal 





.1S8i 


scert 


I 
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and any other infermation about them a their 
changes in lation now before the Senate \ 
general welfare 

The eommittee is authorized to administer « 
and to send for persons and papers in the pi 


gation. 

And in lieu of the words preposed to be 
Senator from Indiana offers certain other wo! Ll’ 
motion, the Senator from Nebraska |[Mr. 


| amend the part to be strieken eut as follows: 


On page 2, after line 11, insert: 


The committee is further instructed to investigate 
by the President in said statement in reference to the 
sustain said lobby, and in reference to the public: 
advertisements intended to mislead public men and pu! 


the committee is also instructed to ask the Presiden! 
mation in his possession bearing on the charges 
ment so made by him. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I have no dot 
tion as it now is or as I prepared it would give 
ample authority to the committee to do the 
posed in the amendment offered by the Senator 
but I have no objection whatever to making my } 
more specific and definite. Therefore, in so far 
or can do it, I accept the amendment proposed by 
from Nebraska. 


conti 


very 
¢ 
i 


I 















Mr. President, I hope the amendment proposed 
indiana will net be adopted. I think it 
the resolution and render the inves- 


irom 


elasculiate 


his is a very serious situation, which is created by 
statement of the President of the United States. 
opens with the words: 


wit 
Cult 


the public ought to know the extraordinary exertions 

the lobby in Washington to gain recognition for certain 
the tariff bill. Washington has seldom seen so numerous, 
s, or so insidious a lobby. 


vas published in the newspapers of Tuesday, the 27th 
t a time when the tariff bill had passed the House, had 
. the Senate, and was pending in the Senate. The 
; of a lobby can be understood only to apply to the Senate, 
the effect of that statement must necessarily be that any 
who votes to change the bill as it came from the House 
er the imputation put upon him by the President of 
ted States, before the people of the country, of having 
fluenced by a lobby. 
1 think it does not comport with the dignity and self-respect 
¢ the Senate of the United States to permit that imputation 
without notice. I think this resolution should be 
“I. and I think it should be adopted in such form as to 
te that the Senate is in earnest in intending that there 
i be a thorough, searching, and effective inquiry and 
sure of whatever there may be to expose. 
1e two things in the resolution as proposed by the Senator 
m Iowa {Mr. CUMMINS] which are softened and in great part 
ut by the amendment are the two things which I think 


» 
= 
\ 


ss 


nte¢ 


is our duty to insist upon. One is that the Members of the 
Senate shall make proffer of their testimony and their full dis- 
re to the people of the country of all communications with 

| which could, by any construction, form the basis of a find- 

¢ or a suspicion that a lobby has been influencing them. We 

t make that proffer except by a ‘resolution of the Senate. 
mmittee by its course of conduct can take the place of the 

s ; own declaration before the people of the United States 


ingness and its desire under oath to make a full state- 
nt of the facts. I sincerely hope the Senate will not shrirk 
fr king that proffer of full disclosure. 

The other thing which is practically taken out is a respectful 
ll upon the President of the United States for the names, 
hich, ef course, he must have had in his possession before he 
de this public statement, and which will enable the Senate 
make its investigation effective. 

To my mind, the question between the resolution as offered 
the Senator from Iowa and the amendment proposed by the 
ator from Indiana is the question whether we are in earnest 
not; whether we mean the stringent and severe proceeding 
essary to make effective our action, or whether we are will- 
hat this shall go down the stream with the ordinary in- 
ion and the finding of no results. I do not think the 
party of the President, the party in the majority, which is fram- 

g this tariff bill, can afford to emasculate this resolution; and 
I hope they will not amend the resolution in accordance with the 

posal of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. Has 

the Senator from Iowa accepted the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Nebraska, and if so, is the amendment offered by 
e Senator from Indiana to be considered as an amendment to 
tle resolution which includes the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska ? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that the Senator 
‘om Iowa had a right to accept the modification of the text 
of his resolution as proposed by the Senator from Nebraska, 
and that therefore the question pending before the Senate now 
is the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana to the 
resolution as modified. 

Mr. REED. To the amendment as offered by the Senator 
from Indiana I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri offers 
;J amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
=” The Secretary will read the amendment to the amend- 
bent. 

The Secrerary. At the end of the first paragraph of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana add: 


[is Wli 


mm 


s 
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he 


gt 
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Th . 
The committee shall further inquire and report— 
manufat any Senator is financially interested in the production, 
a cn ure, or sale of any article or articles mentioned in said tariff 
‘, and if so, to what extent. 


= Wheth« r any Senator 
rectiy, with 
the man: 


represents or is connected, directly or indi- 


la 


cture, production, cr sale of any of said articles. 


wm REED. I wish to ask the Senator from Indiana if he 
ii hot accept my amendment to his amendment? 
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any person, firm, association, or organization engaged in | 


Mr. KERN. I have no objection 
seems to me, if we are going into 
very full and very thorough. While 
to say 

Mr. CUMMINS. May I tl 
he does not offer that as an amendment 
I have proposed, which is broad and 
effective on the subject it covers? | 
whatever to the adoption of the amend 
Missouri as an addition to my own, although 
tirely different field. I hope that 
strengthen the weakness of the am 
tor from Indiana by the stringent 
subject which he has just offered. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I intend to pre: 
as far as I am able, and if the amendment offer 
tor from Indiana is not accepted by the Senate 
the privilege of offering it to the resolution 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator yield to me? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska ? 

Mr. REED. For a question, certainly 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to suggest to t! 
Missouri, in order that there may be absolute fairness and t! 
the Senators who are opposed to the amendment of t 
from Indiana but do want the amendment of the 
from Missouri, that he has a right, I understand, unde: 
parliamentary situation, to offer his amendment first to th« 
lution offered by the Senator from Iowa, and it would ] 
be voted on first before the amendment of ¢! Senate 
Indiana would be voted on. So he can really offer it 
places and give both sides an opportunity to have the 
of his amendment. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the difficulty I bh in 
with my friend from Nebraska lies in the fact that I t! 
amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana 
resolution offered by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. President, we have gone somewhat afield in thi 
sion. The question here is not whether an investigation sl 
be throttled in any way. If there is a man on le of 
Chamber who does not want to see a full, search 
thorough investigation, then I am not aware of the 1 

[ have no difficulty about the meaning of the word “ 
I do not in what sense the word used; nei 
think the purpose of this investigation is to advis« 
Members of the Senate who the lobbyists are, in order t 
may contamination, by the 
from Illinois [Mr. SHerMaNn]. Somehcw or other I have 
mind that the Senator who made that suggestion, coming f: 
the party he represents and hailing from th 
[llinois, carcely likely to be imposed upon by 
If he is in that condition of unfortunate ignor: 
fully refer him to the Senator from Pennsylvat 
ROSE], who has evidenced a thorough and complete 
the entire subject. 

I was interested in the 
sylvania. His statement was to the effect that t city 
of these so-called lobbyists. He told us they were the san 
battle-scarred veterans whom he had met in other days and ' 
fairer fields. 

Mr. PENROSE. I did not say “ fairer fields.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. REED. In just a moment. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator is not quoting m« 
did not say “fairer fields.” That 
Senator's poetic imagination. 

Mr. REED. I said “fairer fields for the 
fields that are now presented.” That was my lua! 
language of the Senator from Pennsylvania. | 
entirely from having used so frank an expression 

The difference between the old days and the pi “it tin 
that formerly the great manufacturing industri the 
i trusts, the great combinations, me here and appeared | 
committees which believed in big trusts, in big combinations, 
in big profits, in big tariffs, and in big campaign contributions. 
The same gentlemen still come, but now, as I undertook to ex- 
plain the other day, they must confront committees charged by 


ask Sena 


u 


wou 


} 
nh 


rif 
i 


ol 


the Senator wi 


miment otlere 


propos Ww 


the Senato: 


e Si 


the Senat 


pt 


ie 
i 


ive 


Tl 7 
impre 


1 


this sic 


lobl \ 
ther 


the 


care is lo 


escape aus was suggested Si 


e gre St 


is s ( ny lk 


know! 


remarks of the Senat from 


r 


he I 


Does from Mi 


expression 


rm 


s, big 
Ci f re 


ithe people of the United States with the pleasant duty of 
| annihilating legalized loot. 

The committees as now organized are determined to ve 
the country from the exactions so long practiced upon them at 
the instance of the army of “ battle-scarred veterans,” to employ 

the tender phraseology of the Senator from Pennsylyania [Mr. 
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Penrose], who for 20 years have been coming down to Wash- 
ington to increase their profits by virtue of the policies and 
friendly interest of the gentlemen who represent the other side 
of this Chamber. They came here then to write their own bills 
and arranged to have their own confidential secretaries in- 
stalled as the.confidential secretaries of the Finance Commit- 
tee. Truly we have entered upon new times, and I doubt not 
the “battle-scarred veterans” believe “the times are out of 
oint.” 

. Mr. President, we need no longer attempt to disguise the fact 
that an attempt is being made to embarrass the President. 
That purpose was plainly disclosed by the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. Root]. I do not, however, ascribe the 
same sentiments to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cummins], but 
the Senator from New York practically puts this case as a di- 
rect challenge to the President of the United States. He insists 
that President Wilson has been guilty of making a charge 
which impugns the honor and challenges the integrity of Mem- 
bers of this body. He insists that the honor of the Senate is 
directly involved, and that we must take cognizance of the 
President's statement and proceed to investigate into its truth 
or falsity. 

Mr. President, I do not believe the Senator from Iowa had 
that purpose in view, but I do believe that the language em- 
ployed by the Senator from Iowa in his resolution is subject to 
a construction somewhat similar to that given by the Senator 
from New York. Now, if it be a mistake to assume that the 
President of the United States has impugned the honor or the 
integrity of this body, then I ask whether we ought to adopt a 
resolution which can be construed or understood as an affront 
offered by the Senate to the President, who, I insist, has given 
no just reason for offense. 

Mr. President, I have seen in the Senate in my short time 
here hours consumed over the phraseology of a resolution call- 
ing for papers or documents or information. I have never 
known a resolution to be passed which in any manner could be 
construed as an imputation against the President or as a sug- 
gestion of an investigation of the President's conduct. I have 
seen no man upon this side, when a President of a different 
political faith sat at the othen end of the Avenue, attempt in 
any way to assume the position of an investigator of the Presi- 
dent, and I do not believe we have reached a point yet where 
Senators upon the other side of this Chamber want to take that 
position. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from lowa? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Will the Senator from Missouri turn to the 
resolution and point out where in the remotest degree it im- 
putes to the President of the United States any wrongful or 
improper purpose or conduct? 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa has been 
reading, and I think he did not hear me, although I twice stated 
that I exonerated the Senator from Iowa from any thought or 
purpose of the kind referred to; but I did say that the debate 
had taken on that character, and I referred especially to the 
utterances of the Senator from New York. Now, to fully an- 
swer the Senator I shall need to go on for a moment, and I 
will endeavor to show 

Mr. CUMMINS. Let me say just before the Senator goes 
on that there is no word in this resolution disrespectful, dis- 
paraging, or critical of the President of the United States. 

Mr. REED. I have said that the Senator did not intend it. 
I have, however, expressed the opinion that the language of the 
resolution is not fortunate, and I am about to discuss that 
phase of it. 

Mr. President, the resolution I propose to discuss in a 
moment; but, first, I want to clear away, if I may so far trench 
upon what may be almost called the decencies of the occasion, 
as to ask my friend the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrren- 
cocK] to let me discuss a question which he himself suggested 
to me. I am imposing on his good nature, but as I am on my 
feet I beg his indulgence for doing that which he has just told 
me it was his purpose to do. 

Let us read this statement of the President that has opened 
the vials of the wrath of the Senator from New York. Read- 
ing President Wilson’s interview without prejudice, reading it 
in a spirit of fairness and candor, let us see whether it does, 
in fact, reflect upon the honor of Members of Congress. If it 
does, then I have nothing further to say; but if read fairly, 
if looked at through clear glasses and not through the mists 
of prejudice, it is not susceptible of the sinister construction 
insisted upon by the Senator from New York. Then let us, as 








fair men, give it the proper construction and cease 
that the honor of Congress has been attacked. 1) 
statement— 


I think that the public ought to know the extraordi; 
being made by the lobby in Washington to gain recognitio: 
alterations of the tariff bill. Washington has seldom se 
ous, so industrious, or so insidious a lobby. The newspapr 
filled with paid advertisements calculated to mislead tho 
public men not only but also the public opinion of the . 
There is every evidence that money without limit is 1 
sustain this lobby— ae 


Not to corrupt Members of Congress, but “ to 
lobby.” To sustain it how? The statement is ¢), 
point, viz, “they are filling the newspapers with | 
tisements.” 

I read on— 


and to create an appearance of a pressure of public opinion 
to some of the chief items of the tariff bill. It is of serio 
the country that the people at large should have no | 
voiceless in these matters, while great bodies of astute 
create an artificial opinion and to overcome the interests 
for their private profit. It is thoroughly worth the while o: 
of this country to take knowledge of this matter. Oniy | 
can check and destroy it. oF 

The Government in all its branches ought to be relieved ¢ 
intolerable burden and this constant interruption to thy 
of debate. I know that in this I am speaking for the Mi 
two Houses, who would rejoice as much as I would to b 
this unbearable situation. 


The last line I have just read is a certificate to 
woman, and child of the United States that the Pr 


not impugned the integrity of Congress or any of its Mi 


It gives a complete cast and color to the entire art 
the President was complaining of was not that M 
Congress were being corrupted. What the President y 
ing was not that Members of Congress were being 
approached with money or bribes. 

The President was charging that there was a 
of men here who were endeavoring to manufacture ; 
public sentiment; that they were expending 
money to manufacture that sentiment by paid 
articles and otherwise. He was calling the ait 
country to the fact, in order that the country mighi 
how to read and how to understand the articles and 


being put before the people of the United States by tl 


terested lobbyists. He was giving the people of the 
understand that only one side was being represented; | 
sums of money were being expended for advertising 
purposes. He was not challenging the integrity of « 
of Congress. That such was the purpose of the Pr 
be clear to every fair man who reads what thi 
actually said. 

We surely ought to be willing to candidly vie 
the Chief Executive of this great Nation. We 0 
men, in weighing and measuring the utterances of | 
to have regard for the concluding words: 

I know that in this I am speaking for the Mer 
Houses, who would rejoice as much as I would to 
this unbearable situation. 

Mr. President, I submit to the candor of gen 
other side of the Chamber, I submit to the candor : 
ment of the people of the United States the \ 
President I have just quoted, and I ask that they be 
consideration along with the other portions of his « 

I ask that it be also remembered that the statement 
by the pen of a man who has never been given to 1 
charges or recklessly impugning the honor and intes 
public men of the country. Thus viewed, there can 
me, be found no fair man to longer dispute the c! 
purpose, and the intendment of this article. Of 
fair critic can select a single word from this art 

a sinister meaning in it; so you can take one word 
tence from any document ever written, tear it from | 
and find in it cause for offense. But Senators in this | 
will hardly indulge in that kind of criticism. 

Mr. President, why do I prefer the amendment t! 
submitted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. kre 
the attention of the Senator from Iowa to what | 
because I am in full accord with the Senator from ! 
fundamental thought of this resolution, because | 
purpose is right, because I am in sympathy with th 
other resolution that will purge the reputation of | 
every aspersion and every suspicion that may ex's! 
of any man or woman in the United States. | 
amendment offered by the Senator from Indian 
think it is as complete and as full as is the reso! 
Senator from Iowa, that it will reach the point he \ 
reach, and yet, at the same time, it is not subject to 
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issue with is the extreme vigor with which Senators attack this | What investigation? Why, the investigation as | 
or not any persons have attempted to influence this 


ajinendment as being one calculated ip any manner to abridge 
the fullness and thoroughness of this investigation. What is 
the purpose of the investigation? The purpose is as disclosed 
in the first paragraph of the resolution, and I will remark, in 
passing, that if the purpose were such as the oversensitive ap- | 
preheusion of the Senator from Iowa would indicate, simply to | 
take away from the Republican side of the Chamber the credit of 
having introduced the resolution, the amendment would not be 
confined to one clause of his resolution, but would substitute 
something for its entirety; and there is no pretense of that; 
there is no such purpose whatever. 

On the contrary, the resolution will still remain the resolution 
of the Senator from Iowa, and the first half of it is left in iden- 
tically the words which he himself proposed. The purpose of 
that, which is thus disclosed in the language of the Senator 
from Iowa himself, is to ascertain who are the parties who 
constitute the alleged lobby. That is the purpose of it, as de- 
clared in the first part of the resolution. 

The question I want to submit to the Senator from Iowa and 
the Senator from New York is whether or not, in the proposed 
amendment, there is anything which will defeat that purpose 
or which will in any manner render the work of the committee 
less effective? Bearing in mind that that is the purpose—to 
ascertain the names of those who constitute this alleged lobby— 
what is the language of the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana? It is this: 

The committee is further instructed to ascertain the character of any | 
representations made by such persons to influence legisiation, the names 


of Senators to whom they were made, the names of —— making 
them, and the circumstances under which they were made. 





I ask the Senators to suggest to the Senate any information 


required, either as to the name of the person to be discovered, | 
or the character of the representation, or the person to whom | 


the representation was made which could not be obtained under 
this language. With the committee clothed with that power, 
what name of a person could be withheld as not being author- 
ized under the resolution as thus amended, what representation 
could be withheld as not authorized to be investigated by the 
resolution, and the name of what Senator could be withheld? 

Senators grow earnest and eloquent in the charge that the 
purpose is to contract and narrow the investigation. With the 
purpose, as disclosed, to ascertain those three things, I ask the 
Senator from New York or the Senator from Iowa to suggest 
one single fact that could exist in connection with this matter 
the ascertainment of which could not be made under the author- 
ity granted in that sentence—one single supposititious case. I 
pause for a reply. 

Is there a supposititionus case that the Senators themselves 
can suggest to-day which might exist and which the committee 
would not have the power to bring out under that language? 
I do not think either of the Senators can do it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I will try to do it. 

Mr. BACON. I shall be very happy to have the Senator do it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The objection I have to the second para- 
graph, as it would be if the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana {[Mr. Kern] were adopted—the first paragraph of the 
amendment itself—is that it refers directly to the term used in 
the first paragraph, namely, “lobbyist”; and it would permit 
every Senator, or every other person, to put his own construc- 
tion upon the act of influencing legislation and determine 
whether it was a lobbying act or otherwise. I want the reso- 
lution broad enough so that Senators will be called upon to dis- 
close all the representations that have been made to them 
touching the tariff bill—I do not mean in detail, but I mean 
their character—and then the public and the Senate can deter- 
mine whether those representations were of a lobbying charac- 
ter or were made in a lobbying way. 

That is the difference between the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Indiana and my resolution; and therein not only 
would the range of investigation be narrowed but the oppor- 
tunity of investigation would be greatly foreclosed. 

Mr. BACON. If the amendment which I suggested to the 
Senator from Indiana had been adopted the pending amendment 
might be subject to the criticism now made by the Senator 
from Iowa. I proposed, myself, to strike out the word “ per- 
sons” and insert “lobbyists.” The Senator from Indiana ob- 
jected to it; I withdrew the suggestion, and that word is not 
in it. It uses the word “ persons.” I can conceive, myself, of 
no possible information which it is sought to secure by means 
of this resolution which would not be secured under the lan- 
guage I have just read; and it goes on further to require all 
persons appearing before the committee to testify under oath. 

Now as to the second proposition, whether this is sufficiently 
full in the call made upon the President : 


Jt is further resolved, That the President is respectfully invited to 
aid the committee in its investigation— 











It is not an ambiguity by any means. The purpos 
invsetigation are set out in the first paragraph, as ‘ 
the Senator from Iowa himself. 'Those purposes t] 
to in this clause of the amendment are designated 
as those in which the President is asked to aid } 
assistance to the committee. How? 

sy giving to it any information in his possession 
the subject matter of the investigation. 

Mr. President, while that is couched in 1 
language, it is exactly the same in effect as if we 
specific information and requested that he 


ore 


iv t* 


| Judgment not incompatible with the public interests 


Mr. FALL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. FALL. I have been listening with a good a 
to the argument of the Senator from Georgia, and | 
to know why he prefers the amendment to the orig 


| tion if the amendment does not change the origin 


If it is the same thing, why change it? Why ado; 
ment rather than the resolution? 

I have been listening with a great deal of atte 
should like to know why the Senator prefers the ; 
to the original resolution if there is no difference 

Mr. BACON. It is a question of taste, if the Sey 

Mr. FALL. I thank the Senator for the informa‘ 

Mr. BACON. It is a question of taste. We thi 
guage fully covers it, and that it is more respectfu 
way, and intrusts the committee with this investi 
more usual language, particularly the part of it w! 


| to the President of the United States. 


I myself do not sympathize with any purpose to 
scope of the investigation. I do not think a m 
here for the purpose of representing to a committ: 
Senate or to any Senator facts which relate to that 
affect his personal interests, or the interests of 1 
whom he is associated, has in any manner committ 
propriety. I do not understand Senators on the o 
to make any suggestion of the kind; but I understand 
pose is to try to ascertain whether any imprope 
methods are being used for this purpose. 

Before I take my seat I wish to say that we hear a 
about the improvement in public and political mor: 
political methods; and I want to express my very 
cation with the evidence which the Senators on t! 
side of the Chamber are to-day giving as to tlie 
sensibility and sensitiveness upon the subject of 
fluences being used in the procurement of legisla! | 
years ago, when this Capitol literally swarmed with 
were interested in the tariff bill then under discussion, | 
lect that day after day, for weeks, not one or two or d 
men but streams of men were going from this Capito 
to the Senate Office Building, where the then maj 
bers of the Finance Committee were holding their si 
from the office building returning to the Capitol Build | 
charge was made on this side that such was tlie 
these influences were being brought to bear; and \ 
highest evidence that such was the case through Sen: 
in their places day after day and saying that this ii 
that needed so much of protection, and that witho 
could not live. With the charge thus made, we had 
extreme desire then on the part of Senators on 1! 
side of the Chamber for an investigation as to 
that charge. . 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fi 
yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. FALL. Did the Senator from Georgia at th 
did any Senator on that side, ask for an investigatio 
tion or otherwise? 

Mr. BACON. ‘There was no investigation made, ! 
made the charge and it was never denied. 

Mr. FALL. I understand that the President of 
States differs from the Senator from Georgia, as 
stand the statement of the President to be that 1! 
have been so many lobbyists as now. 

Mr. BACON. Of course, the Senator understands 
matter of computation. 





































Mr. FALL. That is another matter of taste, then. 
Mr. BACON. I do not recollect what the languas 


+] 


will say that if there are as many lobbyists now as \" 
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f vears ago, this committee, when it begins its investigation, 
have no trouble in finding them, because I know and every 
‘or who was here then knows that they were so much in 

ence that a man had to shut his eyes not to be conscious of 
| 





presence. They were not only streaming between the 
( tol Building and the Senate Office Building but they 
ed these corridors, and every man was here for the pur- 
f insisting that there should be this, that, and the other 
i se made in the pending tariff bill in order that he might 
hove that much more of contribution from the general public 
’ r the purpose of maintaining his private business and pro- 
moting his personal prosperity. 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
ef the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern] as modified by the 
aqendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep]. 
\ir. REED. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri sug- 
; the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
nswered to their names; 


Ashurst Hitchcock Newlands Smith, Md. 
B Hollis Norris Smoot 

B Hughes Oliver Sterling 

B James Overman Stone 

B gee Johnson, Me Penrose Sutherland 
B N Johnston, Ala, Pittman Swanson 
Bryan Kenyon Pomerene Thomas 
Burton Kern Ransdell Thompson 
Cat La Follette Reed Thornton 

( verlain Lane Robinson Townsend 
( Ark. Lewis Root Vardaman 
Crawford Lippitt Shafroth Walsh 

( ns Lodge Sheppard Warren 
Dil im McLean Sherman Weeks 

oF Martin, Va. Shively Williams 

I Martine, N. J. Simmons 

( Myers Smith, Ariz. 

G Nelson Smith, Ga. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM. TI wish to announce that my colleague 


'Mr. Pace] is necessarily absent from the Senate to-day. 
Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. My colleague [Mr. BANKHEAD] 


is absent by reason of sickness in his family. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-nine Senators have answered 
to the roll eall. A quorum of the Senate is present. The ques- 
tion is upon the amendment offered by the Senator from In- 
diana |Mr. Kern] as modified by the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Reep]. 


Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, while I regard the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Rerep] to the 


amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern] as 
introducing a subject entirely foreign to the resolution which I 
originally offered, nevertheless there is no reason why such an 


inquiry should not be made. I am so solicitous that no one 
shall vote for the amendment offered by the Senator from In- 
diann—which narrows and I think paralyzes to a great degree | 
this inquiry—on account of the presence of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Missouri, that I offer the same 


amendment to the resolution proposed by myself. It is the 
same amendment with these words added, which I think will 
follow the inquiry to its end. Where the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri says: 

Whether any Senator represents or is connected, directly or indi- 


rectly, with any person, firm, association, or organization engaged in 
the manufacture, production, or sale of any of said articles— 
I add: 


and whether any such Senator has sought to influence any other Sen- 
r as to the duties upon any such article. 
Mr. REED. Is that where the Senator’s amendment 
Did the Senator read his entire amendment? 

Mr. CUMMINS. No; I read simply the addition which I 


at 


ends? 


have made to the amendment offered by the Senator from | 


Missouri. 


Mr. REED. Is the amendment the same as the one I offered, 
with those words added? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I will ask the Secretary to read it at length. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
modify the resolution by adding language which will be read by 
the Secretary. 

Mr. CUMMINS. 
after line 11. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator has a right to modify it without 
offering it. He has a right to modify his own resolution. 
Mr. CUMMINS, 
Senate to understand just what it is, and therefore I ask the 
Secretary to read it. It will be added after line 11 on page 2. 


I desire to offer it to come in immediately 


Mr. NORRIS. Let me call the Senator's attention to the fact 


that, on line 11, page 2, the amendment which I offered has 
already been offered. So it ought to follow that. 

Mr. CUMMINS. That is true. Let it follow the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 


CONGRESSIONAL RB 


| this body is in any way directly or indirectly 


The Senator from Iowa offers to | 


I assume I have that.right, but I want the | 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The modifi 


ill be stated 


ation W 


The Secretary. The Senator from lowa modifies his resolu- 
tion as follows: 

Following the modification of the Senator from N M N 
RIS], accepted by him, add 

“The committee shall further inquire and report 

‘1. Whether any Senator is financially interested in the 
manufacture, or sale of any article or articles mentioned in | 
bill; and if so, to what extent 

“2. Whether any Senator represents or is connected, directly or indi 
rectly, with any person, firm, or association or organization engaged in 
the manufacture, production, or sale of any of said tnd 
whether any such Senator sought to influence any other Senat 
to the duties upon any such articles.” 

Mr. LIPPITT. Before that modification is adopted, IT should 
like to propose an amendment to it. In the first part, where it 
says the committee shall further inquire and report whether 
any Senator is financially interested in the production, and so 
forth, I should like to add the words “or professionally,” so 
that the inquiry will read “shall inquire and report whether 
any Senator is financially or professionally interested,” and 


forth. 

Further on, where it says “in the manufacture or sale of a 
article or articles mentioned in said tariff bill,” I should 
to insert the words “or in any other legislation now pendin 
that has been considered during his term as a Senator.” 

In the second paragraph, where it says, “ whether any Sena- 
tor represents or is connected, directly or indirectly, with any 


ly 
ike 


i 
r l 
rm th 


\ 
person, firm,’ and so forth, after the word “connected” and 
before the words “ directly‘ or indirectly,” I should like to in 
sert the words “ professionally or otherwise,” so that it will 


read.“ whether any Senator represents or is connected, profes- 
sionally or otherwise, directly or indirectly,” and so forth. 
Mr. REED. Does the Senator offer that to the 
which I offered to the resolution? If so, I accept it. 
Mr. LIPPITT. I hoped the Senator would. 


namenament 


Mr. CUMMINS. While 1 believe that we will lose some of 
the strength of the inquiry, which I had hoped would be made 
with earnestness, nevertheless I accept the amendment pro 
posed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. FALL. I should like to ask the Senator if he would not 
also accept an amendment to inquire whether any Member of 


interested 
welfare of any business interest in the United States? 
Mr. THOMAS. Or abroad. 
Mr. FALL. Or abroad. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern] as modified. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I can not vote for the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana because I bx 


The question is on the amendment 


lieve that it is a limitation upon the proposed investigation 
The amendment proposes to strike out all after line 11, on 
page 1. That which precedes it, and which it is important to 


consider in connection with it, I want 
The 


to read to the Senate 


committee is instructed to report within 10 days the names of 


all lobbyists attempting to influence any such pending legislation and 
the methods which they have employed to accomplish their ends; and 
in giving the name of the lobbyist to give the particular bill upon 
which he is working, and if it be the tariff bill the item he is seeking 
to change. 

Now comes the proposed amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana: 

The committee is further instructed to ascertain the character of an 
representations made by such persons. 

By whom? 
By lobbyists. The Senate has been at some pains this after 


noon to have incorporated in the Recorp of this day’s debat 
the definition of the various lexicographers upon this term, and 





| quite an elaborate argument was made by the Senator from 
Georgia for the limitation of the investigation to lobbyist 

Mr. President, the country has not forgotien, if the Senate 
has, that one of the worst scandals which ever touched this 
| body grew out of a tariff bill where the corrupt influence that 
was used, or attempted to be used, was not by a lobbyist bu 
by the head of a great trust, the owner of a great business. 
Surely, sir, the owners or part owners of the great protected 


interests should be brought within the scope of this investiga 
tion—— 
Mr. KERN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
| yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do 
| Mr. KERN. Would the substitution of the words “or any 
person or persons’ meet the objection of the Senator? 
| Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have no doubt, Mr. President, that 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana could be 


so altered in its terms that it would be as broad as the resolu 
tion proposed by the Senator from Iowa. But why not 
the original amendment? As perfected by the Senator 


in- 


who 
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far-reaching and is now couched in even more 
language in the paragraph addressed to the Presi- 


troduced it it is 
I pectful 


der than is the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mir. President, I do not believe that there ought to be any 
partisan lines drawn on this resolution. The communication | 


which the President issued has been so construed by the press 
and the all for prompt action by the Senate. | 

he public is quick to suspect these protected interests. [ have 
criticism to make of the President, for whom I have the 
greatest respect. He must have had a basis for his statement. 
[ believe that the Senate should upon the fullest, most 

arching, and thoroughgoing investigation which can be pro- 
vided. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, Ilask leave to modify my amend- 
ment. After the words persons,” in the third line of 
the amendment, add the further words “or any person or per- 


country as to ¢ 
ho 
insist 


se 


such 


sons,” so as to read “ such persons or any person or persons.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amend 
ment offered by the Senator from Indiana as modified. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I hope it will be read, so that we can under- 
stand what it is; there has been so much modification to it. 


Mr. STONE. I desire to say that I have been absent from the 
Senate during almost the entire session on committee work. I 
have just come in. I should like very much to have the ques- 
tion stated by the Secretary, so that I will know what I am to 
vote upon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tion. 

The Secretary. Strike out all of the resolution after line 11, 
page 1, and in lieu of the words stricken out insert——— 

Mr. BRISTOW. Let me ask that the original resolution as 
modified be read and then the amendment, so that we may have 
both, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will read in compli- 
ance with the request of the Senator from Kansas, 

The Srcrerary. The original resolution as modified 
as follows: 
solved, That the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate, or any 
ubcommittee appointed by that committee, be, and is hereby, author- 
“l and instructed to investigate the charge that a lobby is bein; 
iintained at Washington or elsewhere to influence proposed legisla- 
ion now pending before the Senate. The committee is instructed to 
eport within 10 days the names of all lobbyists attempting to influence 
nny such pending legislation and the methods which they have employed 
to accomplish their ends; and in giving the name of the lobbyist to give 
the particular bill upon which he is working, and if it be the tariff 
bill the item he is seeking to change. 

The committee is further Instructed to take the statements, unde 
oath, of all the Senators as to the names of all persons who have made 
any representations to them during the present session concerning pend- 
ing legislation, and especially concerning the tariff bill, and the inquiry 
shall include the character of the representation and the circumstances 
under which it was made in order to ascertain whether it was a proper 
or improper attempt to influence legislation 

Resolved further, That the President be, and he is hereby. respect- 
fully requested, if, in his judgment, the same is not incompatible with 
the public interest, to furnish said committee with the names of the 
lobbyists to whom he referred in the public statement issued by him on 
the 26th day of May and any other information about them and their 
to bring about changes in legislation now before the Senate 
which will promote the general welfare. 

The committee is further instructed to investigate the charges made 
by the President in said statement in reference to the use of money to 
sustain said lobby and in reference to the publication of newspaper 
advertisements intended to mislead public men and public opinion, and 
the committee is instructed to ask the President for all the information 
in his possession bearing on the charges contained in said statement so 
made by him. 

The committee shall further inquire and report: (1) Whether any 
Senator is financially or professionally interested in the production, 
manufacture, or sale of any article or articles mentioned in said tariff 
bill, or in any other legislation now pending or that has been considered 
during his term as a Senator, and if so, to what extent. (2) Whether 
any Senator represents or fs connected, professionally or otherwise, 
directly or indirectly, with any person, firm, association, or organiza- 
tion engaged in the manufacture, production, or sale of any of said 
articles, and whether any such Senator has sought to influence any 
other Senator as to the duties upon any such articles. 

The committee is authorized to administer oaths, subpcena witnesses, 
and to send for persons and papers in the prosecution of said investiga- 
tion. 

The amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. KERN] pro- 
poses to strike out all of the resolution after line 11, on page 1, 
and in lieu of the words stricken out to insert the following 
words: 

The committee is further instructed to ascertain the character of any 
representations made by such persons or any person or persons to in- 
fluence legislation, the names of Senators to whom they were made, the 
names of persons making them, and the circumstances under which 


they were made. All persons appearing before the committee are re- 
quired to testify under oath. 
(1) Whether any 


The Secretary will state the ques- 
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The committee shall further inquire and report: 
Senator is financially interested in the production, manufacture, or sale 
of any article or articles mentioned in said tariff bill, and, if so, to 
what extent. (2) Whether any Senator represents, or is connected, 
directly or indirectly, with any person, firm, association, or organization 
engaged in the manufacture, production, or sale of any of said articles. 
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It is further rcsoiced, That the President is respectfully 
aid the committee in its investigation by giving to it any 
in bis a with respect to the subject matter of the in, 
which he considers it proper to make public. 

The committee is authorized to administer oaths, subpena 
eo for persons and papers in the prosecution of { 
vestigation. 


Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, it seems that the am 
offered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Lirpr 
not incorporated in the amendment as perfected of the s 
from Indiana. 

Mr. KERN. That was the amendment of the S 
Missouri [Mr. Reep], I will say. 

Mr. BRISTOW. ‘They are accepted, of course, as a 
the resolution. I understand from the reading that the . 
resolution offered by the Senator from Iowa requir 
Senator to state who has appeared before him in 
legislation, the names and the subjects that were disc 
them, so that the Senate may judge whether or not 
ence was proper or improper, and it requires the Pr: 
give the names of the lobbyists referred to, if not ine 
with the public interest; but the amendment offered 
Senator from Indiana does not require every Senator to 
who appeared before him and what he talked about. an 
not require the President to give the names of the lobb 
are swarming the Capitol. 

Mr. KERN. The amendment gives to the Judiciary « 
tee full, complete, and plenary power to make a ful! 
plete investigation of all charges of this kind, and | 
have a Judiciary Committee that can be trusted. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, in the reading of the a 
offered by the Senator from Indiana the amendment 
amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Is 
Lippitt], and which was accepted, is not included. | | 
be included. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ing it. 


tp 


The Secretary is now in 


Mr. REED. The Secretary got it, I think, in the 
resolution. It was accepted upon this side, but I . 
understand that it was accepted on the other. If it w 


it ought to be incorporated in both. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is now incorporated in 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Secretary hears well. It was I 
on this side. He did not hear its acceptance upon 
side, although I did. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is now on | 
ment of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. CUMMINS. On that I ask for the yeas and nay: 

Mr. LIPPITT. Before that demand is put, I should 
know whether it is understood that the amendment 
offered to the amendment of the Senator from Misso 
which was accepted by him, is a part of the original r 


and is a part of the amendment as now proposed 
Senator from Indiana. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in both. Is the ad 


the yeas and nays seconded? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will cal 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator fro! 
[Mr. Kern] as modified. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE (when his name was called) I 
paired for the remainder of this afternoon with tlie 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Smirn]. If I w 
erty to vote, I would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. BURLEIGH’s name w 
I am requested to announce that the junior Senator fr 
[Mr. BurtetcH]) is paired with the Senator from 1' 
{[Mr. Lea]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). ! 
general pair with the junior Senator from New 
O’GorMAN]. If I were privileged to vote, I should vote 
but I refrain from voting because of my pair. 

Mr. GOFF (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. 
ent, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. SWANSON (when the name of Mr. MArtIN of \ 
was called). My colleague [Mr. Martin of Virginia | 
with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones]. I! 
league were present, he would vote “ yea.” . 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when Mr. PAcre’s name was cae 
colleague [Mr. Pace] is unavoidably detained from the 
to-day, but he is paired upon this question and upon * 
questions with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SI 
Were my colleague present, he would vote “ nay. 7 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland (when his name was cave Z 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from North Dakot 


I am pair 
If he w 


\ 
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‘My. McCumpBer]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. SHArRotH] and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

\Mr. TOWNSEND (when the name of Mr. Smitu of Michigan 
1< enlled). The senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. SmitH] 


Vv 
is necessarily absent on business. He is paired with the junior 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep]. 

\lr. REED (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
inqgdvertently, not noticing the absence of my pair, but I 
transfer my pair with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. SMITH] 
to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN], and will allow my 
vote to stand. 

Mr. KERN (when the name of Mr. Smitu of South Carolina 
was called). I am requested to state that the Senator from 


South Carolina [Mr. SMitH] is necessarily detained from the 
Senate on account of sickness in nis family. 

Mr. STONE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLarK]. If he were 
present, I should vote “ yea.” Under the circumstances, I with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll eall was concluded. 

Mr. WEEKS. I have been requested to announce that the 
junior Senator from Maine [Mr. BuRLEIGH] is paired on this 
q iestion with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Lea]. 
If he were present, the Senator from Maine would vote “nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have announced my general pair with 
the junior Senator from New York [Mr. O’GorMAN], but I 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Brapy] 
and vote. I vote “ nay.” 

I have been requested to announce that the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Cort] is paired with the junior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Sautspury]; that the senior Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. pu Pont] is paired with the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CuLBeRSON]; that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Jack- 
son] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CurLton]; and that the Senator from Utah [Mr. SuTHERLAND] 
is paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from California [Mr. Perkins]. He is absent, but he 
authorized me to vote on this resolution. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
SHAFROTH] was obliged to leave the city a few moments ago. 
If he were present, he would vote “ yea.” 


Mr. SHEPPARD. My colleague the senior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] is necessarily absent. If he were 


present, he would vote “yea.” As has been already stated, he 
i 


is paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont]. 

Mr. LEWIS. I am requested by the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. Curiton] to explain that he was called away 
by necessary business. If present, he would vote “ yea.” 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. As has already been stated, I am 
paired with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Sutrmerranp]. If he 
were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TOWNSEND. The senior Senator from Washington [ Mr. 
Jones] has been called from the Senate on important business. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I have previously announced my pair 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Smiru], but 
I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
STEPHENSON] and will vote. I vote “ nay.” 


Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I wish to announce that 


ur, 
co 


ness in his family. 
day. 


I ask that this announcement stand for the 


The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 28, 


9 


YEAS—3 


as follows: 


8 . 


Ashurst Johnson, Me. Pomerene Swanson 
Bacon Johnston, Ala. Ransdell Thomas 
Bryan Kern Reed Thompson 
Chamberlain Lane Robinson Thornton 
Fletcher Lewis Sheppard Tillman 
Gore Martine, N. J. Shively Vardaman 
Hitchcock Myers Simmons Walsh 
Hollis Newlands Smith, Ariz. Williams 
Hughes Overman Smith, Ga. 
James Pittman Smith, Md. 
NAYS—238. 

B rah Cummins Lippitt Root 
Bi adley Dillingham Lodge Shermat 
Brandegee Fall McLean Smoot 
Bristow Gallinger Nelson Sterling 
Burton Gronna Norris Townsend 
Catron Kenyon Oliver Warren 
Crawford La Follette Penrose Weeks 

NOT VOTING—30. 
sankhead Culberson O'Gorman Smith, Mich. 
Brady du Pont Owen Smith, 8. Cc. 
Burleigh Goff Page Stephenson 
Chilton Jackson Perkins Stone 
ae a Jones Poindexter Sutherland 
ane Wyo. Lea Saulsbury Works 

larke, Ark, McCumber Shafroth 

Colt Martin, Va. Shields 





} port 


my | 
eague [Mr. BANKHEAD] is necessarily absent because of sick- | 





So Mr. Kern's amendment to the resolution w 
VICE 


The 


Mr. 
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PRESIDENT. 
to the resolution as amended. 


FALL. 


Mr. 


President, 





would suggest to the author of this new 
the Judiciary Committee had better be 
and 


itself 


gate 


tig: 


Mr. FALL. 


gestion. 


Mr. PENROSE. 
ness on the part of Senators, 


its 


owl 
authority to do so under the resolution, 
Mr, PENROSE 


Mr. President, I hope there will be 1 


view, I 


necording 


will 


to what 


[1 
withdr: 


[S14 


possibly 


it 


HvVest 


1 


There seems to be a considerable backw 


and I sincerely hope that the sensibilities of no Senator wi 


hurt during the conduct of this 


Mr. LEWIS. 


tinguished Senator from Pennsylvania, I will say that, 


investig: 


ition. 


Mr. President, with the permission of the 


he is concerned, there is no apparent shrinking 


Mr. PENROSE. 


No: 


’ 


I have announced 


to the S« 


«t) 


nereed to 
The question recurs on £4 
before that question Is) pt 
resolution that 
admonished to 
membership, as they will not | 
as IT understand it 


hive 


shall be early and voluntarily before the committee with a fu 
list of my callers. 


The resolution of the 


Senator 


from 


Iowa 


having been 


( 


ition of any Senator who shrinks from the investigation o1 
who modestly waats to retire from the situation. 
Of course, in that 


auchter. | 
iw the sup 
ira 
has happened 
| be 

a 
so Ta us 
mate that I 


pletely emasculated, so that response to it is now entirely volun 
tary, those Senators who are guileless and innocent as to what 
and some of them have already been taken in dur 


lobbyist is 


ing the short period of the special session 


to withdraw from the scene of action. 
Mr. STONE. 


to offer apologies or explanations in advance. 


Fortunately, 


Mr. SMOOT. 


days.” 


10 days. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


not be adopted. 


will hasten 


the work of 


I move to strike out 
and to insert ‘‘ twenty,” so that it 
The resolution 


| Laughter. } 


are at perfect liberty 


Mr. President, very few of us have 


will 


has been added 
that it would be impossible to conclude 


Mr. President, I hope that 
If you allow the time to remain at 
the committee 


read 


and it 


Ser 


l 
l 


in 


| Laughter. | 
the word “ ten,” 
‘report 


1 


} 


line 
within 


the proposed inquiry 


ind 


in 


the 


1} 


imendmen 


eany 


\ 


6, 


20 


I} 


itt 


will 


10 al ivVs 


if the committee find that they can not complete the investi 


tion in 10 days they can come in and get 
ing a longer time will be merely 


I will w 
thinks the work can be done within 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
the time specified, we will join with y 


If we find that 


The VICK PRESIDENT. 
resolution as amended. 


The resolution as amended was ag 


Resolred, That the Cor 
subcommittee 


ized and 
maintained 


at 


appol t« 
instructed in 
Washington, or 


d 
to 


tion now pending before t 


within 
such 


any 


10 d 1) 


tariff bill the 


The 
any 
influence 
the names « 
they were 
quired to te 


it 





ily 


pending 
ployed to accomplish th¢ 
to give the particul 


m 


committee 
representations 


u 


The committee 


Senator is 


manufacture, 
bill, and if so, 


Si 


legis! 


he Is 
is furit 
mad 
the 


ms maki 
made. All per 
etif nder 


Lue 


ile of 


i 


any 


i I oatn 
shall furt 
financially or prof 
article or 
to what extent, or 


ithdraw 


lod 


in ar 


or that has been considered during his t 
is connected. p 


any Senator represents 
rectly or indirectly 


with 


ir 


iny 


person, 


engaged in the manufacture, production, or 

It ia further resolved, That 
aid the committee 
in his possession with r« 
which he’ considers it proper to make | 
s authorized 


The committee 


persons and papers 


and send for 


gation. 


Mr. 
it 


KERN. 
adjourn until Monday next 


i 


in its 


ADJOURN MI 


the It ident 


investigation 


spe 


ct 


to the 


subject 
| 


to Iminist 


in the p 


NI ro 


at 0 Cloc 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BACON. 


Mr. 


SMOOT. 
for a moment. 


Mr. BACON, 
Mr. SMOOT. 


I move that 
I hope the Senator will 


I will withhold 
I have given notice at several of 
the Senate that I would call 


ADDITIONAI 


CLERKS 


TO SI 


it. 


up, 


the amendment 


It Cil 


ed to 


» on the Judi 


immediately 


fry 


an encouragement 


if 


ays 


be 


1 in extendil 
The question 


is on 


MONDAY 


p. 


NATORS. 


the Senate 


withholk 


rther time; 


but 


to the ¢« 
mittee to go slow instead of going to work right away. 
Mr. SMOOT. 


inv 


agreeing 


' 
ile? Se 


Sey 


finished w 


the 


1 


3; follows: 


l 


it 


@ 


Olil- 


it 


this 


I move that when the Senate adjourns to-d 


of 


after the dis- 











LD on of morning business, Senate resolution No. 19, but the 
bt iess of the Senate has been such that I have been unable 
te do se I no notice that on Monday next, immediately 
after the conclusion of the morning business, I shall call up 
resolution No. 19 and move that it be then considered. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 

sideration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
of executive business. After 25 minutes spent 
in executive business the doors were reopened. 

EPRESENTATIVE FORREST GOODWIN, OF MAINE. 


A from the House of Representatives, by Joseph 
Sinnott, Doorkeeper of the House, communicated to the Senate 
ihe intelligence of the death of Hon. Forrest Goopwin, late a 
Representative from the State of Maine, and transmitted reso- 
lutions of the House thereon. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had appointed Mr. MoGui1icuppy, Mr. Lorecx, Mr. Ferris, Mr. 
Hitt, Mr. Crisp, Mr. Donovan, Mr. Raker, Mr. GUERNSEY, 
Mr. Hinps, Mr. LANeitey, Mr. Srevens of Minnesota, Mr. Mor- 
GAN of Oklahoma, Mr. GREENE of Vermont, and Mr. DYER as 
the committee on the part of the House to attend the funeral of 
the deceased. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
May 29, 1913. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. ForRrEsT GOODWIN, a Representative from the State of 
Maine. 

Resolved, That a committee of 14 Members of the House, with such 
Members of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the 
funeral. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the House be authorized and 
directed to take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out the 
provisions of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in con- 
nection therewith be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

?tcsolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect, this House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. I offer the resolutions which I send 
to the desk, and ask unanimous consent for their present con- 
sideration. 

The resolutions (S. Res. 98) were read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an- 
nouncement of the death of the Hon. Forrest Goopwin, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Maine. 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Vice 
President to join the committee appointed on the part ef the House of 
Representatives to take order for superintending the funeral of Mr. 
Goopwin at Skowhegan, Me. 

Resolwed, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and to the family of the deceased. 

The VICE PRBPSIDENT appointed under the second resolu- 
tion Mr. Jounson of Maine, Mr. GALLiIncer, Mr. How.is, Mr. 
Crawrorp, and Mr. DitLiIncHaM as the committee on the part of 
the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSCN of Maine. I move, as a further mark of re- 
spect to the memory of the deceased, that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 2, 
1913, at 2 o’clock p. m. 


consideration 


DEATH OF RB 


mMmessace 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 29, 1913. 
First ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Andrieus A. Jones, of Las Vegas, N. Mex., to be First Assist- 

ant Secretary of the Interior, vice Samuel Adams, resigned. 
COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

Clay Tallman, of Nevada, to be Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, vice Fred Dennett, resigned. 

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

Charles M. Bruce, of Virginia, to be Assistant Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, vice Samuel V. Proudfit. 

CONSUL GENERAL. 

Evan E. Young, of South Dakota, now a foreign trade ad- 
viser in the Department of State, to be consul general of the 
United States of America at Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada, vice 
James W. Ragsdale, resigned. 

CONSUL. 

William H. Robertson, of Virginia, now consul general at 
Callao, Peru, to be consul of the United States of America at 
Manchester, England, vice Church Howe, resigned. 
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May 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Joseph B. Russell, of Massachusetts, to be collector of 
for the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the 
Massachusetts, in place of Edwin U. Curtis, resigned. 

NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 

William M. Croll, of Pennsylvania, to be naval offi 
customs in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of P 
vania, in place of Walter T. Merrick, resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Cadet Fletcher Webster Brown to be third lieutenan( 
tevenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
from date of oath, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet Henry Montgomery Carr to be third lieutenant 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to tak« 
from date of oath, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet Henry Coyle to be third lieutenant in the ky 
Cutter Service of the United States, to take effect from d 
oath, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet Robert Donohue to be third lieutenant in the Re 


Lake 


Cutter Service of the United States, to take effect from d:, 


oath, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet James Alexander Frost, jr., to be third lieuten 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to tak 
from date of oath, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet Frank Joseph Gorman to be third lieutenant 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to take eff: 
date of oath, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet Loyd Vineyard Kielhorn to be third lieutenant 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to take eff: 
date of oath, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet Gordon Whiting MacLane to be third lieutenant 


Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to take effect 


date of oath, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet Earl Griffith Rose to be third lieutenant in the R 
Cutter Service of the United States, to take effect from 
oath, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet Edward Hanson Smith to be third lieutenant 


Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to take effect 


date of oath, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet Elmer Fowler Stone to be third lieutenant 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to take effe 
date of oath, to fill an original vacancy. 

Cadet Carl Christian von Paulsen to be third lieute 


the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to take « 


from date of oath, to fill an eriginal vacancy. 

Cadet John Elliot Whitbeck to be third lieutenant 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to take effe: 
date of oath, to fill an original vacancy. 

JUDGE OF THE JUVENILE CourT OF THE Duisrreict or Co! 

J. Wilmer Latimer, of the District of Columbia, to b 
of the Juvenile Court of the District of Columbia, vice V 
H. De Lacy, whose term has expired. 

COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Cato Sells, of Cleburne, Tex., to be Commissioner 
Affairs, vice Robert G. Valentine, resigned. 

SOLICITOR FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 

John B. Densmore, of Montana, to be Solicitor of the |! 
ment of Justice for the Department of Labor, as provid 
by the act approved March 4, 1913, entitled “An act to c1 
Department of Labor.” 


UNITED States ATTORNEY. 


I 


1 


Fred Robertson, of Kansas, to be United States attorn 


the district of Kansas, 
expired. 
SURVEYOR GENERAL OF WASHINGTON. 


vice Harry J. Bone, whose teri 


Edward A. FitzHenry, of Port Angeles, Wash., to be sury 


general of Washington, vice Edward P. Kingsbury, resin: 
term expired. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Ralph R. Reed, of Buffalo, Wyo., to be register of tl 


office at Buffalo, vice William F. Brittain, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 
J. A. Cluck to be postmaster at Bridgeport, Ala., in | 
J. Percy Freeman, resigned. 
H. H. Farrar to be postmaster at Blocton, Ala., in |) 


Newton L. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired DL 
16, 1912. 


J. A. Huggins to be postmaster at Oakman, Ala., in plac 


Alice A. Sartain, deceased. 












Jones to be postmaster at Auburn, Ala., in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired June 29, 


Welborn V. 
ef Felix T. Hudson. 


Henry C. Oswalt to be postmaster at Fairhope, Ala. Office 
he ne presidential October 1, 191 
H. Shepherd to be postmaster a: € 
of Henry L. Jones, resigned. 


‘ordova, Ala., in 


nes 


ARKANSAS. 


c. A. Berry to be pestmaster at Huttig, Ark., in 
James U. Brown, removed. 

A. W. Cammack to be postmaster at 
of J. E. Herren, deceased. 

J. F. Gillespie to be postmaster at Carlisle, Ark., 
B. D. Muzzy. Incumbent’s commission expired May 18, 

D. B. Thompson to be postmaster at Hope, Ark., in 
yl. E. W Incumbe¢ s commission expired Dees 


place of 


Portland, Ark., in place 
in place of 
1915. 

place of 
mber 17, 





oodson. 


CALIFORNIA. 


} 


G. E. Arnold to be postmaster at Loyalten, Cal., in place of 
William S. Collins, Incumbent’s commission expired January 
un. J. Bagby to be postmaster at Visalia, Cal., in place of 
] rt S. Lamberson, removed. 
Otto Haese to be postmaster at Mojave, Cal, in place of | 
( 3 oy By insey, daece ased. 
le Hughes to be postinaste t Ir o, Cal., in place of 
Tohn W. Short, removed 
Flora S. Knauer to be postmaster at Reedley, Cal., in place 
of Flora S. Knauer. Incumbent’s commission expired Januai 
2 915. 
A. Lucas to be postmaster at Cucamonga, Cal. Office b 
( » presidential January 1, 1913. 
Charles 8S. Martin to be pestmaster at Sawtelle, Cal., in place 
of ' ter Mundell, deceased 
rw ¢ lls to be } 
( P. Manley In 
y 
ris an to be 
of | L. He n. I 





H. &. Maxville to be postmaster at Paonia, Colo., in pla of 
Jolin A. Bunker, deceased. 

KE. F. Street to be postmaster at Engl wood lo., in place of 
Mary E. Williams, resigned. 

ND I 
v 1 I. Austin to be ] master at Noroton , Conn 
e of Jerome S. Gainer. Lnucumbent’s comn sion expire ] 

January 11, 1913. 

fhomas McGrath te be postmaster at Washington, Conn., in 
] » of Frederick W. Wei Incumbent’s commission ex 


pired May 18, 19138. 

W. Rathbun to be } 
ef George EB. Andrews. In 
1913. 


ister at Noank, C in place 


mn, 


umbent’s commission expired Febru 


DELAWARE. 


John P. Murphy to be | 
place of George W. Vantine. 
May 27, 1912, 

William H. 
place of Frank 
January 9, 1912. 


tmaster 


at New Castle, Del.. 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


Robinson 
We 


Milford, 


coll 


to be postmaster at 
Davis. In 


Del., in 
expired 


ssion 


umbent’s 


FLORIDA, 


orida E. Gay to be posimaster at Lynn Haven, Fla. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 
J. N. Willis to be postmaster at Williston, Fla. Office became | 
presidential January 1, 1913. 
GEORGIA. 


W. H. Beddingfield to be postmaster at Unadilla, Ga., in place 
of Adam J. Branan, removed. 

i. H. Dunlap to be postmaster at Chipley, Ga., 
Howard A. Poer, resigned. 

Ralph E. MeKnight to be postmaster at Senoia, Ga., in place 
oe B. Sasser. Incumbent’s commission expired May 13, 

Carrie B. Padgett to be postmaster at Glennville, Ga., in place 
of Arthur H. Prinee, resigned. 

L.. J. Pritchard to be postmaster at Tennille, Ga., in place of 
Isnac A. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired May 18, 1913. 

Robert L. Stephenson to be postmaster at Royston, Ga., in 


piace of Gordon C. Ridgway. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 27, 1912. 


in place of 
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in 


in place of Robert J. Morray [ucumbent 
December 14, 1012. 
IND! ‘ 

Charles A. Daniels to be p nast 

of Charles F. Hoover. In 
lary 13, 1915. 

James P. Hawkins to be post er 
of Addison M. Catterson, resign 

Geston P. Hunt to post 
of Charles A. Frazee. Incumbe 
¥2, 1913. 

Eddy Mason to be postmaster at Hager 
Knode D. Porter. Li nbent’s commission ¢ 
1913. 

Quincy A. Wright to be postmaster at Fortville, 
of John C. Jenkins. Incumbe omnumission 


Fran 
pla 


klin A. 


ce of 


Miller to be post ter at St. Ay 


Moore, resigned. 


‘Thar! ' 
Charies ( 


BE. F. to 
Samuel A. Muller, 


John D. 


Bieser be postmaster at N 
deceased. 


Grady to be postmaster at Buda, 


G. B. Bushee. Incumbent’s commission ex} 
ik. E. Burton to be postmaster at New 
James P. Jack. Incumbent’s commission ex 


Joln 3 Crawft rd to be pestmaster at Je 
of Philip H. 
11, 1913. 

Thomas J. Cunningham to be po 


Baker. Lnecunml ts Nn 3 é 


in place of William 1 Hardy I 
pired Mareh 25, 1913. 

William B. Davis to be nostmaster 
place of John F, Regan. Incumbent’s 
15. 1913. 

Daniel Du Russell to be postmaster at 


of Benjamin F. Louden. bh 
ary 11, 1913. 


William Foran to be tmaster at Sore 
Oliver M. Edwards, resigned 

lienry Gilbert to be post \ 
Joel P. Watson. Incumbent’s iis 
L913 

f P. Kimball to be postinaster t ¥ 
Elenryv Noll. incumbent's com n expil 1 7 

c MF f ] | t! ‘ i Bridgeport 
Clark M. Pipe lucur t's ssion eX 
1913. 

I { ! 1 I 
Herman IF, Me j b s é 
©, 1915. 

W. J. Mel to | 
eame presidential January 1 Ns. 

William 3 N i i i 
place f dgar R I 
ber 14, 1912. 

John R. MeWhorten o be 
Iil., hh | > Albel > ‘ l 
pired December 14, 1912 

A. E. Martin to | { 

I i! I i i } 

1, W. Payne t . er 
A M. ¢ i 
1913 

I ! | Ri » be tn I t ('n) 

l re A i 

14, 1912 

rit ry Ss. Ro is , 
of Holly ¢ vit lon i ’ 
' ’ Q, 1 

\. > ‘ ‘ ! ‘ 

Claude L L 
LG13 

( rie i. W ) | 
Chirles H. Hurt | ‘ i 
26, 1915 


Lewis A. 


1915. 
Daniel C. Zehner to be postmaster at W 
of William E. Sholty. Incumbent 


13, 1913. 


*s commission 


IOWA 


David D. Darby to be postmaster at H: 
of W. R. Harris, resigned. 


indf: 





1820 


Jacob S. Forgrave to be postmaster at Farmington, Iowa, in 
place of J. C. Schee, removed. 

Harry C, 
IH. 


George Otis. 
1913. 

Edward F. Glau to be postmaster at Charter Oak, Iowa, in 
place of Isaiah A. Mains, resigned. 

Charles W. Harris to be postmaster at Coin, Iowa, in place 
of Thomas R. Shaw. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 20, 19138. 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 


J. J. Herbster to be postmaster at Milford, Iowa, in place of | 


E. E. 
1913. 

Bradley B. Hopkins to be postmaster at Forest City, Iowa, in 
place of Eugene Secor. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 9, 1911. 

Le Roy H. Lyon to be postmaster at Colfax, Iowa, in place of 
William W. Hawk. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
26, 1912. 

Charles W. McCarty to be 
place of Frank A. Nimocks. 
January 26, 1913. 

William F. McCarty to be 
place of Charles Smith. Inc 
cember 14, 1912. 

Thomas R. McKaig to be 
place of S. L. Thompson. 
March 25, 1912. 

Sam T. Manatt, jr., to be postmaster at Kalona, Iowa, in place 
of Alfonzo Z. Rawson. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
26, 1912, 

Stephen C. Maynard to be postmaster at 
Iowa, in place of Stephen C, Maynard. 
expired December 13, 1909. 

Jacob Meyer to be postmaster at Calmar, Iowa, in place of 
Hans Evenson. Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 
1912. 

Charles N. Nelson to be postmaster at Bedford, Iowa, in place 
of James P. Flick. Incumbent’s commission expired April 20, 
1913. 

George A. Pruitt to be postmaster at 
place of James N. Hutcheson. 
February 9, 19138. 

Robert M. Reid to be postmaster at Lake City, Iowa, in place 
of J. W. Colvig. Incumbent’s commission expired April 8, 1913. 

Rh. C. Spencer to be postmaster at Audubon, Iowa, in place of 
Harper W. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
11, 1913. 

Charles H, Woodard to be postmaster at Gowrie, Iowa, in 
place of J. E. T. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 14, 1912. 


Heldridge. 


postmaster at Ottumwa, Iowa, in 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


postmaster at Clarence, Iowa, in 
‘umbent’s commission expired De- 
at Iowa, in 
expired 


Corwith, 
commission 


postmaster 
Incumbent’s 


Grand Junction, 
Incumbent’s commission 


Blanchard, Iowa, in 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


KANSAS, 


J. W. Achelpohl to be postmaster at Argonia, Kans., in place | 


of Esther G. Colin. 
28, 1913. 

Frank J. Castle, sr., to be postmaster at Norcatur, Kans., in 
place of Joshua M. Roney, resigned. 

Cc. A. Hopper to be postmaster at Pratt, Kans., in place of 
John K. Cochran, deceased. 

L. IF. 
Carl C. Hunt, removed. 

J. H. Slanbery to be postmaster at Attica, Kans., in place of 
J. H. Stanberry, to correct name. 

P. D. Spellman to be postmaster at Plainville, Kans., in place 
of George W. Benedick, resigned. 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 


KENTUCKY. 

John Baker to be postmaster at Hazard, Ky. 
presidential October 1, 1912. 

A. K. Bowles, jr., to be postmaster at Jenkins, Ky. 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

John J. Hagan to be postmaster at Corbin, Ky., in place of 
Isaac N. Bryant. Incumbent’s commission expired February 20, 
1913. 


Office became 


Office 


LOUISIANA, 


Ulysses J. Barrios to be postmaster at Lockport, La., 
of Edgar A. Barrios. 
20, 1913. 

Hattie M. Cooke to be postmaster at Washington, La., in 
place of Jacob Plonsky. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 18, 1913. 

Tina Collins to be postmaster at Bastrop, La., in place of 
John Dominique. Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 
1913. 


in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 


Incumbent’s commission expired February 9, | 


Niece to be postmaster at Natoma, Kans., in place of | 
March 1, 1913. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Gaston Gonsoulin to be postmaster at Patterson, La.. i, 


of Theodore W. Schmidt. Incumbent’s 


commission <¢ 


lox to be postmaster at Monona, Iowa, in place of | January 20, 1913. 


B. H. Miller to be postmaster at Clarks, La. 
presidential April 1, 1913. 

William C. Stewart to be postmaster at Longville, La. 
became presidential April 1, 1913. 


Office } 


MAINE, 


William R. Frost to be postmaster at Gardiner, Me 
of George D. Libby. Incumbent’s commission expired |) 
ber 16, 1912. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 


George P. Cooke to be postmaster at Milford, Mass. 


| of George G. Cook, resigned. 


Jesse W. Crowell to be postmaster at South Yarmoi 
in place of Jesse W. Crowell. Incumbent’s commissi 
April 8, 1913 

Robert J. Crowley to be postmaster at Lowell, Mas 
of Joseph A. Legare, resigned. 

John Howe to be postmaster at North Brookfield, \{facss 
place of Harold A. Foster, removed. 

Thomas E. Luddy to be posimaster 
Mass., in place of Joseph C. Sheehan. 
expired December 14, 1912. 

MICHIGAN. 

Frank D. Baker to be postmaster at Flint, Mich., in | 
Fred P. Baker. Incumbent’s commission expired May 17 

C. D. Downing to be postmaster at St. Charles, Mich., 
of William C. Mertz. Incumbent’s commission expired M 
1, 3913. 

Frank M. Ennis to be postmaster at Baraga, Mich.. 
of Jennie Vaughan. Incumbent’s commission expired J 
22, 1913. 

William Grant to be postmaster at Coloma, Mich., in | 
John V. Wright. Incumbent’s commission expired May 7, 1 

George H. Mitchell to be postmaster at Birmingham, } 
in place of John Hanna. Incumbent’s commission ex; 
uary 31, 1911. 


at East Bridg 
Incuinbent’s « 


MINNESOTA, 


Amos F. Avery to be postmaster at Stewart, Minn., in | 
of William J. Bliss, removed. 

George A. Blackmun to be postmaster at Hancock, Min 
place of John Atz. Incumbent’s commission expired A)» 
1912. 

H. L. Buck to be postmaster at Winona, Minn., in }): 
George P. Tawney. Incumbent’s commission expired Di 


| 9, 1941. 








Herman N. 
place of Gunnar B. Bjornson, resigned. 


BE. L. Flaten to be postmaster at Moorhead, Minn., in plac 


Edward L. Bjorkquist, deceased. 
Nels E. Hawkinson to be postmaster at Grove Cily, M 


| Office became presidential January 1, 1909. 


Edward Hurley to be postmaster at La Crescent, Minn 
place of Everett B. Webster. Incumbent’s commission ex 
December 11, 1911. 

J. S. Jacobson to be postmaster at Elbow Lake, Min 
place of Charles M. Nelson. Incumbent’s commission ex} 


W. P. Lemmer to be postmaster at Belgrade, Minn., in | 
of Ole C. Reiquam. 
22, 1913. 

Walter W. Parish to be postmaster at Rushford, Mi 
place of George E. Kirkpatrick, resigned. 

C. H. Phinney to be postmaster at Herman, Minn., in pla 
Hattie J. Hodgson. 
§, 1913. 

Joseph H. Seal to be postmaster at Melrose, Minn., in | 
of John Kolb. 

Charles L. Skaug to be postmaster at Crookston, M 
place of Elias Steenerson. Incumbent’s commission ¢%| 
January 14, 1913. 

MISSISSIPPI. 


Walter L. Bourland to be postmaster at Amory, Miss. 


place of L. H. Tubb. Incumbent’s commission expired Mal 
1913. 

William G. Edwards to be postmaster at Enterprise, Miss 
place of William G. Edwards. Incumbent’s commission es 
April 28, 1912. 

T. M. Fuller to be postmaster at Hattiesburg, Miss., '" 
ef Walter A. Collins. 


ary 24, 1913. 


1 


Dahl to be postmaster at Minneota, Minn., 


Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 


Incumbent’s commission expired February 


Incumbent’s commission expired March 2%, 1°)! 


Incumbent’s commission expired le)! 


May LU. 





roe L. Lott to be postmaster at Sumrall, Miss., in place of 
» . L. Lott. Incumbent’s commission expired February 9, 


Charles W. McKeithen to be postmaster at Woodville, Miss., 
e of Nannie B. Richardson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
January 11, 1913. 
lie L. Rees to be postmaster at Purvis, Miss., 


1 in A. Weems. Incuml 


in place of 
ent’s commission expired April 
Smith to be postmaster at Shubuta, Miss., in place of 
" s R. Gates. Incumbent’s commission expired April 2S, 

( rlie P. Wadley to be postmaster at Tunica, Miss., 
( iam J. Brigham. 


in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 


MISSOURI, 


Roy C. Barnes to be postmaster at Sturgeon, Mo., in place 
of Willard A. Seymour. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ru: 17, 1915. 

Charles Ferguson to be postmaster at Burlington Junction, 
M | place of John H. Bryant. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 17, 1913. 

' William D. Johnson to be postmaster at Crocker, Mo. Office 
1 ve presidential January 1, 1913. 


‘meon E. Juden to be postmtster at Hayti, Mo., in place of 
ss L. Guffy. Incumbent’s commission expired January 12, 


Cora D. Perdue to be postmaster at Orrick, Mo. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1912. 

William S. Walker to be postmaster at Bethany, Mo., in 
place of B. P. Stigler. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
® 1912. 

Willis Wiley to be postmaster at Crane, Mo. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1913. 


MONTANA. 
John Dailey to be postmaster at Medicine Lake, Mont. 
e presidential October 1, 1912. 

B. L. Golden to be postmaster at Sheridan, Mont., in place of 
Svdney L. Foster, resigned. 
rry S. Green to be postmaster at Big Sandy, Mont. 
be e presidential January 1, 1915. 
S. Pearson to be postmaster at Belt, Mont., 


Office 


Office 


in place of 
Eugene R. Clingan. Incumbent’s commission expired March 29, 


NEBRASKA, 


Gus Diers to be postmaster at Petersburg, Nebr., in place of 
B Cotterman. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
11, 1913 


J. Ferris to be postmaster at Palmer, Nebr., in place of | 
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Orrin Peck, deceased. 

b. S. Littlefield to be postmaster at Syracuse, Nebr., in place 
of John F. Diener. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
Q 19128 

it. V. MePherson to be postmaster at Craig, Nebr., in place of 
Gi » A. Blackstone. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
8, 1913. 

Fred H. Ossenkop to be postmaster at Louisville, Nebr., in | 
] ' of Wilfred C. Dorsey. Incumbent’s commission expired 
Ji ry 25, 1913. 


Hurry N. Wallace 
of William A. 
ry 14, 1913. 


to be 


Grant. 


postmaster at Coleridge, 
Incumbent’s CO 


Nebr., in 


inmission expired 


NEVADA. 


J. Bonner to be postmaster at Mason, 
I lential April 1, 1913. 


Ney. Office became 


reorge Foley to be postmaster at Round Mountain, Nev. 
O! became presidential January 1, 1913. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Horace C. Phaneuf to be postmaster at Nashua, N. H., in 
Place of John A. Spalding, deceased. 
NEW JERSEY. 
James J. Davidson to be postmaster at Swedesboro, N. J., in 


Place of Howard V. Locke. 
lary 13, 1913. 
i itry M. Knight to be postmaster at Camden, N. J., in place 
of Robert L. Barber, deceased. 

Charles McCue to be postmaster at Lakewood, N. J., in place 
of Albert M. Bradshaw. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
Cember 16, 1912, 


Incumbent’s commission expired 


J 


NEW MEXICO, 


Howard 8. Boise to be postmaster at Hurley, N. Mex. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913, 


A. B. Wagner to be postmaster at Clovis, N. Mex., in pk if 
W. A, Davis, removed. 


NEW YOrK, 

Samuel F. Andrews to be postmaster at Homer, N. ¥ e 
of Zera T. Nye, removed. 

red J. Dunham to be postmaster at Montour | s, N. ¥ n 

| place of Charles W. Fletcher. Incumbent’s ¢ l 
December 16, 1912. 

J. Marvin Lotridge to be postmaster at Cincinnatus, N. Y., in 
place of Philo C. Wheeler. Incumbent’s commission expire 
January 11, 1913, 

William E. McDonell to be postmaster at Alexandria Bay, 
N. su in place of Elbert E Make} eace, decensed 

Charles Ray to be postmaster at Barker, N. Y., in of 
George M. Nellist. Incumbent’s commission expired Fel ry 


10, 1912. 
William H. Sullivan to be postmaster at New Brighton 


in place of Thomas A. Braniff. Incumbent’s commi m expired 
December 16, 1912. 

Miles G. Wellman to be postmaster at Youngstown, N. Y., in 
place of Herbert B. Eaton, resigned 

William F. Wild to be postmaster at Lindenhurst, N. ¥ in 
place of Frederick ‘Torns. Incumbent’s NumIission pired 


December 16, 1912. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 

W. T. Chambers to be postmaster at Madison, N. C., in place 
of Thomas P. Newnam. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
26, 1912. 

G. H. Currie to be postmaster at Clarkton, N. C., in pla of 
Augusta Meares. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 


1912. 
LD. D. French to be postmaster at Lumb 
of Richard M. Norment, ; 
O. K. Holding to be postmaster at Wake Forest, N. C., in 


rton, 


N. C., in place 


deceased 


place of Edward W. Timberlake. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 20, 1912. 

Ii. T. Lee to be postmaster at Dunn, N. C., in place of Tl 
J. Jackson, deceased. 

R. J. Lewellyn to be postmaster at Elkin, N. C., in ] e of 
Charles N. Bodenheimer. Incumbent’s con on expired J 

| uary 25, 1913. 

Leonidas M. Michaux to be postmaster at Gold , N. ¢ 
in place of John F. Dobson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 11, 1911. 

Andrew Lewis Pendleton to be postmaster at Elizabeth City, 
N. C., in place of John P. Overman. Incumbent 
expired May 14, 1912. 

John B. Petteway to be postmaster at Jack v. ¢ 
Office became presidential July 1, 1910. 

J. H. Weddington to be postmaster at Charlotte, N. ¢ 
place of John B. Spence. Incumbent’s commission expired De 
cember 17, 1911. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Andrew D. Cochrane to be postmaster at York, N. Dak n 
place of Andrew D. Cochrane. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1913. 

John Robertson to be postmaster Willow City, N. D 
in place of Frank Sims, resigned. 

oH ) 

D. F. Akers to be postmaster at New Carlisle, Ohio, in 
of E. Calvin Miller. Incumbent’s col ss ‘ J 
13, 19153. 

T. O. Armstrong to be postmaster at M P ( 
Office became presidential October 1, 1912. 

D. C. Brown to be postmaster at Napoleon, Ob 
W. A. Ritter. Incumbent’s commission expired } 

Louis C. Brown to be postmastet Wa Ohio 
George C. Braden. Incumbent's « 

17, 1912. . 

J. H. Connor to be postn er at W I , Ob 
of Charles Ef. Frame. Incu ent’s com ex L | 
ary 24, 1913. 

Daniel D. Duty to be postmaster at Wel * Ohio, in | 
of James L. McDonald. Incumbent’ nMission red A 
26, 1913. 

Jacob Fraker to be naster at Sherwood, Ohio. O 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 

KE. E. France to be post! at Kent, Ohio, in piae of \ 
liam W. Reed. Incumbent’s commission expired Ja 2 
1913. 

Orange V. Fritz to be postmaster at West Alexand! O 
in place of Herman ©. Glander. Incumbent’s commission ex 


pired January 21, 1913. 





1822 


George H. Gee to be postmaster at Salem, Ohio, in place of 
William S. Atchison. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
5, 1913. 

Louis J. Golling to be postmaster at Bedford, Ohio, in place 
of Edward H. Collins. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 21, 1913. 

Elmer E. Green to be postmaster at Byesville, Olio, in place 
of Charles R. Austin, deceased. 

Charles H. Hackett to be postmaster at Yellow Springs, Ohio, 
in place of Charles Hl. Ellis. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 5, 1913. 

C. C. Hadsell to be postmaster at Cortland, Ohio, in place of 
John C. Burrow. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 
1915. 

Fred H. Johnson to be postmaster at Quaker City, Ohio, in 
place of William W. Dowdell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 16, 1912. 

J. W. Kissell to be postmaster at West Unity, Ohio, in place 
of William T. Orton. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
28, 1913. 

W. A. Lowry to be postmaster at Urbana, Ohio, in place of 
Lee G. Pennock. Incumbent’s commission expired January 26, 
1913. 

Hoyt B. Mahon to be postmaster at Dunkirk, Ohio, in place 
of Guy M. Kingsbury. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 11, 1913. 

William T. Mann to be postmaster at Clyde, Ohio, in place 
of Charles J. Tiffany. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
22, 1913. 

Marry E. Marshall to be postmaster at Bergholz, Ohio. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 


| 
hdward J. Meagher to be postmaster at Glendale, Ohio, in | 


place of Peter Schatzman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 22, 1913. 

Harley W. Purdy to be postmaster at Bradford, Ohio, in place 
of Albert W. McCune, resigned. 

Cc. A. Rush to be postmaster at Wickliffe, Ohio. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1912. 

If. B. Sibila to be postmaster at Massillon, Ohio, in place of 
John Ellis. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1913. 

Frank Wasmer to be postmaster at Oak Hill, Ohio, in place 
of John O. Thomas, Incumbent’s commission expired February 
24, 1913. 

George J. Windle to be postmaster at Sebring, Ohio, in place 
of Henry M. Larkins. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 18, 1918. 

OKLAHOMA, 


J. P. Brawley to be postmaster at Hastings, Okla., in place of | 


Newton 8. Figley. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
28, 1912. 

J. R. Capshaw to be postmaster at Chattanooga, Okla., in 
piace of Benjamin G. Baker. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 20, 1913. 

Mary F. Cumpston to be postmaster at Lenapah, Okla, Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 


Sydney A. Doyle to be postmaster at Maud, Okla. Office be- | 


came presidential January 1, 1912. 
A. Tarlton Embree to be postmaster at Henryetta, Okla., in 


place of Olin W. Meacham. Incumbent’s commission expired | 


January 14, 1918. 

Jesse L. Gallaway to be postmaster at Foss, Okla., in place 
of Charles fF. Hartronft. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
28, 1912. 

Morris D. Gibbins to be postmaster at Fort Sill, Okla. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

Andrew J. Grayson to be postmaster at Blanchard, Okla., in 
place of Robert E. L. McLain, resigned. 

George H. Hancock to be postmaster at Welch, Okla. Office 
became presidential January 1, 19138. 

Edward Hensley, to be postmaster at Mountain Park, Okla. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1911. 

Della Hickman to be postmaster at Spiro, Okla., in place of 
Howard E. Wallace. Incumbent’s commission expired April 20, 
1913. 

John Huskey to be postmaster at Fort Towson, Okla., in 
place of Thomas Fennell. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
7, 1913. 

George P, Lawson to be postmaster at Coweta, Okla., in place 
of Downey Milburne. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 17, 1912. 

Robert Burton Mayfield to be postmaster at Blair, Okla., in 
place of Jack Fletcher, resigned. 

O. P. Ramsey to be postmaster at Kiefer, Okla., in place of 
N. H. Hibbard. Incumbent’s commission expired January 29, 
1913. 
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N. L. Sanders to be postmaster at Broken Arrow. © 
place of William T. Brooks. Incumbent’s commission « 


January 14, 1913. 


Bettie Smythe to be postmaster at Marlow, Okls.. jy 
Ransom H. Drewry, deceased. 
C. E. Steele to be postmaster at Sayre, Okla., in 


Benjamin F. Williams. lh 
ber 17, 1912. 
Galen B. Townsend to 


icumbent’s commission expired 


be postmaster at Mangum. © 


place of Harry L. Crittenden, deceased. 


Simon Peter Treadwell 


to be postmaster at Ryan, © 


place of Mary H. McBrian. Incumbent’s commissi. 


January 21, 1913. 


P. W. Tucker to be postmaster at Comanche, Ok) 


of George W. Mellish. Ir 
1, 1913. 


1cumbent’s commission expi! 


Henry T. Vanderford to be postmaster at Sentinel. © 


place of David Y. Smith, 


resigned. 


G. B. Williams to be postmaster at Manitou, Okla 


of Jay Collins. Incumbent’s commission expired J 


1913. 


lil 


OREGON. 


Archie F. Eaton to be postmaster at Sheridan, Ore. 
of Lee Rowell. Incumbent’s commission expired Apri! 
R. L. Guiss to be postmaster at Woodburn, Oreg.., 


William P. Pennebaker. 
uary 15, 1910. 


Incumbent’s commission ex) 


John Larkin to be postmaster at Newberg, Oreg.. 
C. B. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4 
QO. J. Skiff to be postmaster at Union, Oreg., in place of 
F. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired February 


Guy Kk. Tex to be postmaster at Central Point, Or 


of Gny E. Tex. Incumbent’s commission expired Mar 


Lewis Ulrich to be post 
of Mabel Miller, deceased. 


master at Jacksonville, Oreg 


3en Weathers to be postmaster at Enterprise, Ore 
of Ben Weathers. Incumbent’s commission expired 


14, 1912. 


Mamie Winters to be postmaster at Burns, Oreg., 
John E. Loggan. Incumbent’s commission expired Li 


1912. 
P 


Earl L. Anderson to be 
of Renwick Rowan, decea 


ENNSYLYVANIA, 


postmaster at Parnassus, Pa 
sed. 


Margaret W. Buchanan to be postmaster at Scalp lv 


in place of Margaret W. 
expired January 12, 1913. 
Pletcher C. George to 


Buchanan. Incumbent’ 


be postmaster at Lilly, I: 


of John A. Leap. Incumbent’s commission expired |) 


11, 1911. 


Harry Hagan to be postmaster at Uniontown, Pa.. i! 


William W. Greene. Inc 
1912. 
Bernhart Helbling to 


James Kingsbury to be 
of Frank W. Leib. Incu 
1913. 


umbent’s commission expii 


be postmaster at Aspinwa P 
place of Samuel R. MeMorran, resigned. 


postmaster at Pottsville, I’: 
mbent’s commission expired 4 


Robert W. Lange to be postmaster at Belle Verno! 
place of Frank A. Springer. Incumbent’s commission + 


March 29, 1913. 


John S. Leiby to be postmaster at Newport, Pa., in | 
Lehman E. Gantt. Incumbent’s commission expired | 


18, 1913. 


R. J. McGee to be postmaster at Dunbar, Pa., in 
William C. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired I‘ 


10, 1913. 


Edward Raker to be postmaster at Shamokin, Pa., in 
John W. Zerbe. Incumbent’s commission expired Mar 

Albert E. Rumberger to be postmaster at Patton, Ps... 
of Edward Hunter. Incumbent’s commission expired ! 


17, 1912. 

James F. Singer to be 
place of John H. Grove. 
14, 1912. 


postmaster at New Freedo! 
Incumbent’s commission eX} 


J. H. Smith to be postmaster at Yardley, Pa., in 
Samuel B. Willard. Incumbent’s commission expired J 


25, 1913. 


W. H. Strauss to be postmaster at Johnstown, Pa. . 
of Levi J. Foust. Incumbent’s commission expired 


1913. 


A. J. Sweeny to be postmaster at Gallitzin, Pa., in | 


Matthew P. Frederick. 
uary 12, 1913. 


Incumbent’s commission expire: 


| 


i 


»9 


J 








SOUTIL CAROLINA, 


ethea to be postmaster at Latta, S. C., in place of John 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 21, 1912. 
A. Cannon to be postmaster at Fountain Inn, 8. C., in 
' f James A. Cannon. Incumbent’s commission expired 
12, 1913. 
H. Padget to be postmaster at Saluda, 
presidential April 1, 1913. 


S. C. Office 


SOUTH DAKOTA, 


i B. Baer to be postmaster at 
A. Mason, resigned. 
i. B. Boyle to be postmaster at 
-osidential January 1, 1915. 
,. A. Closson to be postmaster at 
f Albert Hi. J. 
1913. 
1). J. Delaney to be postmaster at Custer, S. Dak., in place of 
J Kubler. Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 


Bowdie, S. Dak., in place 
] nl 
Corsica, S. Dak. Office be- 


White Lake, S. Dak., in 


George. Incumbent’s commission expires 


\i Dougherty to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, 8. Dak., 
of Edward C. Bromwell. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
ril 9, 1915. 

r to be postmaster at Ipswich, S. Dak., in place of 

1 Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 


es to be postmaster 
| s TT. Smith. 


a) 
ii 
| 


at Canton, 8. Dak., in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
is to be postmaster at Conde, S. Dak., in place of 
lliday 


ew 
! y. Incumbent’s commission expired February 


' 
| 
i 


Lundy to be postmaster at Mellette, 8. 
W. Jeffries, resigned. 

bk. MeCormick be postmaster at Tyndall, S. 

Charles HH, Stilwell. 


Dak., in place 
to Dak., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


Neil to be postmaster at Wessington, S. Dak., in place 

( les N. Curtiss. Incumbent’s commission expired April 

( Oldewurtel to be postmaster at Freeman, S. Dak. 
presidential January 1, 1913. 

Sullivan to be postmaster at Iroquois, S. Dak., 

kK. Brown. 


Office 


v, 


Incumbent’s commission expired April 


M. Walters to be postmaster at Fairfax, S. Dak., in place 


( im H. Barger, resigned. 
I. G. Williams to be postmaster at Montrose, S. Dak., in place 
iam P. Antrim. Incumbent’s commission expired De 
11, 1911. 
Charles L. Wohlheter to be postmaster at White, S. Dak., in 


] 
Wood. I 


Sumner Ek, 
t , 49 
) ‘ iJle. 


neumbent’s commission expired 
TENNESSEE. 
b. Cook to be postmaster 


V in Brewer, declined. 


J. N, Maxwell to be postmaster at Somerville, Tenn., in place 

of W. S. Latta, removed. 
0. L. MeCallum to be postmaster at Henderson, Tenn., in 
of William M. Bray. Incumbent’s commission expired 


January 31, 1912. 
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| 


in place | 


J. J. Erwin to be postmaster at Ballinger, Tex., in pla 
Henry A. Cady Incumbent's « ihission expired February 27, 
L140), 

M. Ezell to be postmaster at Timpson, ‘I ) of A 
son C. Vinson. Inecumbent’s commi nh expired J 11 
1913 

W. D. Foster to be postmaster at Miles, Tex., in place of J 
Dy. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired Decemb Lt 
1912. 

Sam K. Hailey to be postn rat ‘ Tex.. ! ( 
William L. Rogers. Incumbe mimi 1 ex ed be ry 
11, 1913. 

John M. Hembree to be post ster at C1 I Ie 
Office became presidential July 1, 1912 

William E, Jenkins to be postmaster at Si - 1 
place of Lottie E. Tur y i cents | \ 

April 15, 1918 

W. J. Lamb to be postmaster at Mal = EN 
Louise A. Ackerman. Incumbent’s commission expired | ! 

11, 1915. 

S. 8. MeClendon to be po el { ‘yl I Tex., in Pace 
Jeff D,. Burns, deceased 

Rt. K. MeCleskey to be postmaster at Ri rex., in pla 
James E. Lindsey. Incumbent’s commission expired April 2S 
1912. 

P. B. MeNatt to be postmaster at Arlington, Tex., in place of 
James IL. Carter. Incumbent’s commis 1 expired February 19 
1912. 

C. E. Maxwell to be postmaster at Strawn, Tex., in place of 
Robert B, Gordon. Incumbent’s commission expired Api 2S 
1912, 

B. F. Mitchell to be postmaster at G PS\ Tex., in place 
of Jerra L. Hickson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
7, 1915. 

John W. Person to be postmaster at Colorado, Tex... in pla 
of Prince A. Hazzard. Incumbent’s commission expired Januar 


11, 19135. 
Shaw D. Ray to be postmaster at Winnsboro, Tex., in pl 
George C. Hopkins. Incuml 
16, 1912. 
Ss. 


ent’s commission expired Dece! 





P. Robbins to be postmaster at Lubbock, Tex., in place 
|S. T. Stubbs. Incumbent’s commission expired March 29, 191 
J. Wiley Taylor to be postmaster at Midland, Tex., in 1 ‘ 
of Theodore Ray. Incumbent’s commission expired May 22 
1910, 
S. W. Thomas to be postmaster at Aspermont, Tex | ( 
George A. Gray. removed 
Shadrac S. Tullos to be postmaster at Grand P1 ‘ | 
Office became presidential January 1, 1912 
Young ©. White to be postmaster at Haml Tex. } ‘ 
W. L. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem lt 
1912. 
VERMON1 
A, H. Gleason to b { I \ . 


at Woodbury, Tenn., in place of | 


d m S. Nichois to be postmaster at Dandridge, Tenn. | 
U became presidential January 1, 1913. 

l. Rt. Roberts to be postmaster at Erwin, Tenn., in place of 
G r S. MeNabb, removed. 

lt. L. Strong to be postmaster at Collierville, Tenn., in place 


r N. Fitzwater. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 11, 1913. 
TEXAS. 


Allen to be postmaster at Valley Mills, Tex., in place of 
Simmons, removed. 


k. B. Barnes to be postmaster at Snyder, Tex., in place of | 
K ate Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expired April 2, 1912. 
\ 


illiam C. Boyett to be postmaster at College Station, Tex. 
e became presidential January 1, 1912. 


Offi , 
Newton H. Eades, deceased. 
P. H. Clements to be postinaster at Goldthwaite, Tex., in place 


if ' “our * : : : : . 
oF Andrew J. Harrison. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
28, 1912. 

C S. Davis to be postmaster at Ranger, Tex., in place of 
‘va W. Barber. Incumbent’s commission expired April 28, 


\ : . | 
Minnie Burke to be postmaster at Blossom, Tex., in place of 








puace of Arthwuy i ‘ { co ‘ rel 
January 0, 1015 
VI N 

George E. Cunningham to be yx rat \ 
in place of James M. Updike. Incumbent’s com expil 
April 21, 1912. 

‘R. Henry Cobb to be pos t Franklin, Va., in plac 
I. Ww. bh se. J eun nt’s con I Sion eX read I ‘ L.? 

W. E. Hailey to be postmaster at Keysville, Va., p 
Frederick I. Hanmer. Incuinl i a ice 
ceminber 14, 1912. 

Ii. Lester Hooker to be postmaster : et f 
Joseph E. Rangeley. Incumbent’s ec ed M 2 
1915. 

William I. Kennedy be post ster Ix< 
Office becathe presidential J ry 1, 1913 

J. S. Lauck to be postmaster at SI n 1, Va., in place of 
Robert S. Pritchett. Incumbent’s commission expired May 20 
1912. 

J. F. Lowman to be post ster at Hot Springs, Va., in ] 
of Arthur M. Stimson. In ibent’s com sion expired Ji 
29, 1910. 

Sadie A. Southall to be postmaster Hor 
Va. Office became presidential Octobe 

W. W. Tuck to be postmaster at Vi ‘ lace of 
William D. Amis. Incumbent’s commission expired M 23 
1912. 

Charles F. Russell to be postmaster at Hernd Va., in] 
of Harry A. Sager. Incumbént’s commission expired Decembet 


14, 1912. 








1824 


BKB. L. 
Charlie 


Toone to be pe in place of 


Alexander, 


ystmaster at Boydton, Va., 


deceased. 


James Brady to be postmaster at Barboursville, W. 
P James H. Mi resigned. 
Floyd J. Brown to be postmaster at Bluefield, W. Va., in place 
of Hugh I. Shott, resigned. 
Thomas F. Henritze to be 
place of J. W. Edwards. Incumbent 
cember 14, 1912. 
Benjamin F. Patton to be postmaster at Harrisville, W. Va., 
in place of Remeo H. Freer, 


j nce of (‘omas, 


postmaster at Welch, W. Va., in 
al ’s commission expired De- 


decease l 


Andrew Price to be postmaster at Marlinton, W. Va., in place 
of Andrew Price. Incumbent’s commission expired April 23, 
1913 


postmaster at Charleston, W. Va., in 


Robert E. Wood to be 


place of J. F, Hudson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
29, 1913. 


WISCONSIN. 
Wis., in 
expired 


Brandon, 


George E. Forward to be postmaster at 
’s commission 


place of Frank C. Brown. Incumbent’s 
February 10, 1912. 

John Henninger to be postmaster at Markesan, Wis., 
of “iIrnest S. Mottram, resigned. 

John 8. Meldeen to be postmaster at Palmyra, Wis., in place 
of Martin J. Gosa. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 
191s. 

I’. A. Partlow to be postmaster at Clear Lake, Wis., in place 
of Thomas Stout, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 


in place 


place of Herman M. Blumenthal. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
jired January 11, 1913. 

Paul BE. Stiehm to be postmaster at Johnson Creek, Wis., in 
place of W. H. 
March 38, 1918. 
Wildermuth to be postmaster at 
in place of George A. Robbins. 
1912. 


Schallert. Incumbent’s commission expired 


George Sheboygan Falls, 
Wis., Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 24, 
WYOMING. 

J. R. Baird to be postmaster at Powell, Wyo. 
presidential January 1, 1913. 

Juan Jenkins to be postmaster at Upton, 
presidential July 1, 1911. 


Office became 


Vyo. Office became 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
nominations confirmed by the Senate May 29, 
F'rrst ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Andrieus A. 
Interior. 


Evecuti “¢ 1913. 


Jones to be First Assistant Secretary of the 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Harry J. Kelly to be register of the land office at Lewistown, 


Ment. 


ber 14, 1912 
William J. Riedner to be postmaster at Columbus, Wis., i 
| 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Boatswain Thomas F. Greene to be a chief boatswain. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
D. Hayden Linebaugh to be United States attorney for the 
eastern district of Oklahoma. 
POSTMASTERS. 

ALABAMA, 

Dora G. Wendel, Tallassee, 
CALIFORNIA. 

Lutie M. Anderson, Roseville. 
Luke IF. Morgan, East Auburn. 

FLORIDA, 
John W. Alvarez, Starke. 

GEORGIA, 
Jackson C, Atkinson, Midville. 
Charles Beaty, Moultrie. 
Minnie E. Hogan, Collegepark. 
Charles Jackson, Palmetto. 
John IF. Jenkins, Ashburn. 
William FF. Jones, Hogansville. 
Vivian McCurdy, Stone Mountain. 
B. A. Parker, Whigham. 
James P. Stewart, Tallulah Falls. 
J. L. Wells, Smithville. 

ILLINOIS. 
James E. Caley, Mackinaw. 
Daniel A. Grady, Waukegan, 
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William F. Hagebusch, Okawyille. 
George Kirkbride, Vermont, 

J. P. MePherren, Homer. 

B. E. Prater, Cowden. 

H. Poffenberger, Freeport. 
William A. Reeds, Oakland. 
George Reuss, Bethany. 

A, O. Rupp, Chenoa. 
O. Cammie Seeders, 
J. H. Sipe, Tremont. 


Palestine, 
INDIANA, 
Chapman, Eaton. 

Corn, Petersburg. 
Dick, Pierceton. 
Iletcher, Wakarusa. 
Walter D. Hunt, Gas City. 
Harry Hunter, Ossian, 

Charles C. Leisure, Earl Park. 
Erastus C. Palmer, National Military Home, 
Charles M. Snepp, Kewanna. 
William J. Ten Barge, Poseyville. 
Lewis Walker, Loogootee. 
KANSAS, 


Oliver J. 
David D. 
Warren L. 


Frank 


E. J. Buckley, Marion. 

M. V. Dunlap, Osawatomie. 

S. J. Hampshire, Overbrook. 

©. A. Hopper, Pratt. 

William McHaley, Toronto. 
LOUISIANA. 

J. W. Bouanchaud, New Roads. 

Carl C. Brown, Haynesville. 

George D. Domingeaux, Breaux Bridge. 
MICHIGAN. 

William J. Gleason, Ludington. 

Mortimer D. Snow, Standish. 
MISSISSIPPI. 

W. W. Cain, West. 

C. E. McAlexander, Holly Springs. 

Rosa Mayers, Shelby. 

Fielden H. Mitts, Tupelo. 

Marshall Spiva, Ackerman. 

Mary E. Tubb, Aberdeen. 
MISSOURI, 

©. W. Brady, Independence. 

Alvin Chapman, Senath. 

P. L. Connolly, Norwood, 

Walter L. Cox, Osceola. 

Harry R. Culp, Alton. 

S. D. McMillen, Lockwood. 

James E. Phillips, Meadville. 

G. W. Summers, Hartville. 

H. J. Von Gremp, Dixon. 

M. J. Watkins, Bourbon. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Joseph Atkinson, Freehold. 

John V. L. Booraem, Milltown. 

Frank Hampton, Sea Bright. 

Peter H. S. Hendricks, New Brunswick. 

Frank Pittenger, Red Bank. 

John F. Ryan, Woodbridge. 

Daniel W. Sheldon, jr., Franklin Furnace. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 


M. M. Faison, Roanoke Rapids. 

R. S. Galloway, Winston-Salem. 

W. E. Gary, Henderson. 

Ira T. Hunt, Kittrell. 

J. E. Ligon, Lillington. 

Elijah B. Perry, jr., Littleton. 

N. G. Rowland, West Raleigh. 

George L. Whitfield, Franklinton. 

J. H. Weddington, Charlotte. 
OHIO. 

W. F. Uhle, Attica. 

Harmon Wensinger, Fremont. 

OKLAHOMA, 


Cassius L. Byrne, Ardmore. 
K. C. Cox, Granite. 

Samuel M. Flournoy, Elk City. 
J. T. Holley, Stigler. 

J. F. Larecy, Hugo. 

T. I. Truscott, Olustee. 
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TEXAS. 
Bronaugh, Edna. 
Davis, Madisonville. 
Donegan, Nacogdoches. 
Ada Duffey, Emory. 
rv Bilers, jr., Schulenburg. 
< A. Hill, Bellville 
Jean Hornbuckle, Venus. 


c. D. Martin, Donna. 
rn A. Motley, Overton. 
». U. Ramsay, Gonzales. 


7. M. Richards, Weatherford. 
0. B. Slayden, Rusk. 


Ww. W. Sloan, Falfurrias. 
John L. Spurlin, Hamilton, 
c. ¢. Teas, Karnes City. 
w. W. Trow, Trinity. 
1 A. White, Goliad. 
7. ©. Woodworth, Cuero. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Sarah K. Rush, Newell, 


WITHDRAWALS. 
I itive nominations withdrawn from the Senate 
SurRVEYOR GENERAL OF WASHINGTON. 
ard Roediger, sent to the Senate May 1 for said oflice, 
view of his death. 


May 29, 1913. 
in 


POSTMASTER. 
KANSAS. 


Hopper to be postmaster at Pratt, in the State of 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, May 29, 1913. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, we thank Thee for the deep and ever- 
abiding gratitude which comes welling up from our hearts at 
this season of the year for our sacred dead. ‘The sound of drum, 

In the silent 


the clash of arms, the roar of battle is hushed. 
bivouae of the dead they sleep “on fame’s eternal camping 


ground.” May the winds blow gently and the sun shine softly 
over their tents of green. We thank Thee that the Nation has | 


ot forgotten. They live in the hearts of the true; they live in 
the deeds they wrought. Their graves we strew with flowers; 
for them we sing our songs of praise. Long may their memory 
live, and longer yet their deeds inspire ‘“ our free-born sons with 


patriot fire”; and long may Old Glory float in peace over a 
people whose God is the Lord. So may Thy blessing be upon 


us, So may Thy providence guide us, by the memories of the 
past and the glories of the present, to a faithful service as citi- 

ns of a Republic whose genius is peace, happiness, and good 
will to all mankind. 

Once 
from this legislative body one of its Members, who promised 
faithful and efficient service to his State and Nation. Comfort 
us with the blessed hope of the immortality of the soul; and 
| 


everlasting reunion in a realm beyond the confines of earth. 
And glory and honor and praise be Thine, in the spirit of the 
Prince of Peace. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, May 27, 
read and approved. 


1913, 
v 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY NEXT. 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | 


consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

the SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Froop] 
iSks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day 
t adjourn to meet on Monday next. Is there objection? 
Mr. DONOVAN. At what time? 


The SPEAKER. At the regular time, 12 o'clock. 


There was no objection. 
WATER SUPPLY OF LOS ANGELES AND SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
Printed in the Recorp, in parallel columns, the bill H. R. 4319 
and the grant to Los Angeles, so as to show a comparison of 
the two, with a summary of points of difference between the 
two bills, so that they may be used by Members of the House. 


more the mysterious visitor we call death has taken | 


very near to the stricken wife, that she may look forward to | 


RECORD—HOUSKE. 1825 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California 


asks unan 
imous consent to print certain bills in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 
Mr. GARRETT. Reserving the right to object, are these 
bills that have been introduced ? 
Mr. RAKER. One is a bill that has been introduced and 
| the otber is an act passed in 1906. I want the Recorp to show, 
in parallel columns, the difference between the Los Angeles 
act and the San Francisco bill, so as to avoid any question 
hereafter, and so that it may be easily accessible. 
Mr MANN. Does this relate to the Los Angeles Ex posi ion 
proposition ? 
Mr. RAKER. No; this relates to the water supply of San 

Francisco. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection 
The document referred to is as follows: 

A statement showing that the proposed grant to San Francisco of he 
of way privileges through the public lands for the purpose ¢ a 
municipal water supply, as contained in House bill 5319, introduced 
in the House of Representatives April 25, 1918, is substantially th 
same as the grant made by Congress to the citu of Los Angele 

| its municipal water supply. (U. 8S. Stat. L. 19 1907, vol. 34, pt. 4, 
p. 801.) 
(Important changes and ne matter in italics.) 
GRANT TO SAN FRANCISCO. GRANT TO I ANGE! 


(As amended.) 


and Stanislaus National For- 


Granting to the city andcounty An act authorizing and direct 
| of San Francisco certain ing the Secretary of the In 
rights of way in, over, and terior to sell to the city of 
through certain publie lands, Los Angeles, Cal... certain 
the Yosemite National Park, publie lands in California: 
! 


and granting rights in, over, 


est, and certain lands in the and through the Sierra For 
Yosemite National Park, the est Reserve, the Santa Bar- 
Stanislaus National Forest, bara Forest Reserve, and the 
and the public lands in the San Gabriel Timber Land 
State of California, and for Reserve, Cal., to the city of 
other purposes. Los Angeles, Cal. 
| Section 1. Be it enacted by SECTION 1. Be it enacted by 
the Senate and House of Rep- the Senate and House of Rep 
| resentatives of the United resentatives — of the United 
| States of America in Congress States of America in Congress 


assembled, That there is hereby 
granted to the city and county 
of San Francisco, a municipal 


assembled, That there is hereby 
granted to the city of An 


gele ‘al., a municipal cor 


Los 


a 4% 


corporation in the State of poration of the State of Cali 
| California, all necessary rights fornia, all necessary righis of 
| of way, not to exceed 250 feet way, not to exceed 250 feet in 
in width, in, over, and through width, over and through the 
the public lands of the United public lands of the United 
| States in the counties of ‘Tuo- States, in the counties of Inyo, 
| lumne, Stanislaus, San Joa Kern, and Los Angeles, State 
| quin, and Alameda, in the of California, and over and 
|} State of California, and in, through the Sierra and Santa 
lover, and through the Yo Barbara Forest Reserves and 
semite National Park and the the San Gabriel Timber Land 
Stanislaus National Forest, or Reserve, in said State, for tl 

| portions thereof lying within” purpose of constructing, 0] 

the aid counties. for the pur ating, and maintaining cana! 
pose of constructing, operating, ditches, pipes and pipe 

and maintaining aqueducts, ca. flumes, tunnels, and condu 
nals, ditches, pipes, pipe lines, for conveying water to the 
flUumes, tunnels, and conduits of Los Angeles, and fo 

for conveying water to the city purpose of constructing, o 
and county of San Franciseo ating, id 

and such other municipalities and elect pliant es ned 
| on the Bay of San Francisco or lines for the zg i on and 
| adjace nt thereto which may, distribution of elect energy 
with the consent of the city and together with ich nel 

| county of San Francisco or in the Secretary of the Interio 
| accordance with the laws of may deem to be actually n 

the State of California, here- sary for power houses, divert 
| cette participate in the ben ing and storage dam nd res 
| ficial use of the rights and ervoirs, and ne iry build 
| privile ges granted by this act, ings and structures to be used 
'and for the purpose of con- in connection with the con 
structing, operating, and main- struction, operation, and main 
taining power and electric tenance of said water, power, 
plants, poles, and lines for gen- and electric piants whenever 
eration and sale and distri- said city shall have filed, as 
bution of electric energy; also hereinafter provided, and thi 
for the purpose of construct- same shall have been approved 
ing, operating, and maintain- by the Secretary of the Inte 
ing telephone and telegraph rior, a map or maps showing 
lines, and for the purpose of the boundaries, locations, and 
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constructing, operating, and 
maintaining roads, trails, 
bridg tramways, railroads, 
and other means of locomotion, 
rf (li portation, and conmunica- 
tion, together with such lands 
in said counties and also within 
the Yosemite National Park 
and the Stanislaus National 
Forest, irrespective of the 


width or exte 


nt of said lands, 





as may be actually necessary 
for surface or underground 
reservoirs, diverting and stor- 
age dams, power houses, and 
nec ry buildings and struc- 
tures to be used in connection 
with the construction, opera- 
tion, and maintenance of said 


water, power, and electric plants, 


telephone and telegraph lines, 
and such means of locomo- 
tion, transportation, and com- 
munication ads nay be estab- 
lished: Provided, That said 
city and county of San Fran- 
cisco shall file, as hereinafter 
provided, a map or maps show- 
ing the boundaries, location, 
and extent of said proposed 
rights of way and lands for 
the purposes hereinabove set 


forth, together with the tight 
10 free of cost, from the 
public lands, the Yosemite Na- 
tional Park, und the Stanislaus 
National Forest stone, carth, 
gravel, sand, tufa, and other 
matcrial actually necessary to 
be used in the construction of 
its said water, powcr, and elec- 
tric planis, and iis said tele- 
and telegraph lines, and 


take, 


phone 


its said means of locomotion, 
transportation, or communica- 
tion under such conditions as 
may be fired by the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Sccre- 
tary of Agriculture, respec- 


tively, for the protection of the 
Yosemite National Park and 


the Stanislaus National Forest. 
Sec.2. That within three 


years after the passage of this 


act said city and county of 
San Francisco shall file with 
the registers of the United 
States land offices in the dis- 


tricts where said rights of way 
or lands are located a map or 
maps showing the boundaries, 
locations, and extent of said 
proposed rights of way /re- 
quired for the purposes stated 
in section 1 of this act; but no 
permanent construction work 
shall be commenced on said 
land until such maps shall have 
been filed, as herein provided, 
and approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior: Provided, how- 
That any changes of Io- 
eation of said rights of way or 
lands may be made by said city 


i ‘ 


and county of San Francisco 
before the final completion of 
any of said work and opera- 


tions so permitted in section 1 
hereof by filing such additional 
map or maps as may be uveces- 
sary to show such changes of 
lecation, said additional map 
maps to be filed in thesame 
manner as the original map or 
maps. and the approval by the 
Secretary of the Interior of 


extent of said proposed rights 
of way for the purposes here- 
inabove set forth. 


Sec. 2. That within one year | 
after the passage of this act | 
the city of Los Angeles shall 
file with the registers of the 


United States land offices in | 
the districts where the lands | 
traversed by said rights of way 
are located a map or maps 
showing the boundaries, loca- 
tions, and extent of said pro- 
posed rights of way, the | 
purposes stated in section 1 of 


re . 
Lor 





this act; but no construction 
work shall be commenced on 
said land until said map or 


maps have been filed as herein 
provided and approved by the 


Secretary of the Interior: Pro- 
vided, however, That any 
changes of location of said | 


rights of way may be made by 
said city of Los Angeles within 
two after the filing of 
said map or maps by filing such 
additional map or maps as may 
be necessary to show such 
changes of location, said addi- 
tional map or maps to be filed 
in the same manner as the 
original map or maps; and the 
approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior of said map or 
maps showing changes of loca- 
tion of said rights of way shall 


years 


said maps showing changes of 
location of said rights of way 
or lands shall operate as an 
abandonment by the city and 
county of San Francisco to the 
extent of such change or 
changes of the rights of way or 
lands indicated on the original 
maps: And provided further, 
That any rights inuring to the 
city and county of San [ran- 
cisco under this act shall, on 
the approval of the map or 
maps: referred to herein by the 


Secretary of the Interior, re- 
late back to the date of the 
filing of said map or maps with 
the register of the United 
States land office, as provided 
herein, or to the date of the 


filing of such maps as they may 


be copies of, as provided for 
herein: And provided further, 
That with reference to any 


maps heretofore filed by said 
city and county of San Fran- 
cisco with the Department of 
the Interior or with the De- 
partment of Agriculture, or 
with any officer of either of said 
departments, that the provi- 
sions hereof will be considered 
complied with by the filing by 
said city and county of 
Francisco of copies of any of 
such maps with the register of 
the United States land office, 
as provided for herein. 

Sec. 3. That the rights of 
way hereby grauted shall not 
be effective over any lands upon 


San 


which homestead, mining, or 
other existing valid claims 
shall have been filed or made 
and which now in law consti- 


tuie prior rights io any claims 
of the city and county of San 
Francisco, until the city and 
county of San Francisco shall 
have procured proper relin- 
quishment of all such entries 
and claims, or acquired title by 
due process of law and just 
compensation paid to said en- 
trymen or claimants, and 
caused proper evidence of such 
fact to be filed with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior: Provided, 
however, That this act shall 
not apply to any lands em- 
braced in rights of way hereto- 
fore approved under any act of 
Congress for the benefit of any 
partics other than said cily and 
county of San francisco or its 
in interest, and 
that no private right, title, in- 
terest, or claim of any person, 
persons, or corporations in or 
to any of the lands traversed 
by or embraced in the rights of 
way or lands granted to said 
city and county under this act 
shall be interfered with or 
abridged, except with the con- 


predecessors 


sent of the owner or owners, 
or claimant or claimants there- 
of, or by due process of law 


and just compensation paid to 
such owner or owners or clain- 
ants. 

Sec. 4. That the city and 
county of San Francisco shall 
eonferm to all regulations 
adopted and prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior gov- 


M. 


operate as an aband 
the city of Los Ang 
extent of 
changes of the right 
indicated on the origi 
And provided furthe: 
rights inuring to the « 
Angeles under this 

on the approval of t] 
maps, referred to her 





such ch 


Secretary of the Int 


late back to the 
filing of said map or 
the register of th 
States land office, 
herein, 


Sec. 8. That 
way hereby gra 
be effective o 
which homest: 
other existing 
shall have been 
until the city of 
shall have pro 
linguishments of 
tries and claim 
title by due pro 
just compensa 
entrymen or < 
caused proper e\ 
fact to be filed w 
tary of the Inte 


however, That th 
not apply to an) 
braced in rights « 


tofore approved w 
of Congress, nor ( 
judication of any 
plications for rit 
the owner or oO 
ing water rights 
private right 
claim of any | 
or corporation, in 
the lands traverst 
braced in said rig 
shall be int 
abridged, except 
sent of the owner ¢« 
claimant or c! 

or by due p! 

just compe! 

owner or claima! 





Sec. 4. That the 
Angeles shall coni 
reguiations adopted 
scribed by the Se 


Agriculture goveruiu: 


dat 


+ 








Yosemite National 


erning the 
Park and by the Secretary of 
As ulture governing the Stan- 
7) National Forest,and shall 


take, cut, or destroy any 
til r within the Yosemite 
Netional Park or the Stanis- 
i National Forest, except 
such as may be actually neces- 
sarv to remove to construct its 
said reserv< ir, dams power 
y ts, water 1 ower and els C- 
i 
t works, and other’ struc- 
t s above mentioned, or is 
a ly necessary to be used 


construction thereof: 
shall pay to the United 
s the full value of all tim- 

her and wooed cut, injured, or 
destroyed on or adjacent to any 
» rights of way and lands, 

as required by the Secretary of 
the Interior or the Secretary 
of Agriculture: Provided, That 


; the 


the city and county of San 
Francisco shall construct and 


maintain in good repair bridges 
or other practicable crossings 
its rights of way within 
Stanislaus National Forest 
when and where directed in 
writing by the Forester of the 


United States Department of 
Agriculture, and elsewhere on 
pub lands along the line of 


said works, and within the 
Yosemite National Park, as re- 
quired by the Secretary of the 
Interior, and said grantee shall, 
as said waterworks are com- 
pleted, if directed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior or the 
Secretary of Agriculture or the 
Forester of the Department of 





Agriculture, construct and 
maintain along each side of 
said right of way a lawful 


fence, as defined by the laws of 
the State of California, with 
such lanes or crossings for do- 
mestie animals as the aforesaid 
officers shall require: Provided 
further, That the city and 
inty of San Francisco shall 
clear its rights of way within 
the Yosemite National Park 
and the Stanislaus National 
Forest of any débris or inflam- 
mable material as directed by 
the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Forester of the De- 
partment of Agriculture, re- 
spectively, and said city and 
county shall allow any road or 
trail which it may construct 
over the public lands, the Yo- 
semite National Park, or the 
Stanislaus National Forest to 
be freely used by the officers of 
the Interior Department, the 
Fore St Service of the United 
States Department of Agricul- 
ture, and by the public, and 
shall allow to officers of the In- 
terior Department and to the 
Forest Service, for official busi- 
hess only, the free use of any 
telephone or telegraph lines, or 
equipment, or railroads it may 
construct and maintain within 


col 


the Yosemite National Park 
and the Stanislaus National 


Forest, or on the public lands, 
together with the right to con- 
hect with any such telephone 
or telegraph lines private tele- 
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est reserves, and shall not take, 
cut, or destroy any timber 
within the forest reserves, ex- 
cept such as may be actually 
necessary to remove to con- 
struct its power plants and 
structures, poles, and flumes, 
storage dams and reservoirs, 
and it shall pay to the Forest 
Service of the Department of 
Agriculture, the full value of 
all timber and wood cut, used, 
or destroyed on any of the 
rights of way and lands within 
forest reserves hereby granted: 
Provided further, That the city 
shall construct and maintain in 
good repair bridges or other 
practicable crossings over its 
rights of way within the forest 
reserves when and where di- 
rected in writing by the For- 
ester of the United States De- 
partment of Agriculture, and 
elsewhere on public lands along 
the line of said works re- 
quired by the Secretary of the 
Interior, and said grantee shall, 
as said waterworks are com- 
pleted, if directed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, construct 
and maintain along each side 
of said right of way a lawful 
fence as defined by the laws of 
the State of @alifornia, with 
such lanes or crossings for do- 
mestic animals as the afore- 
said officers shall require: Pro- 
vided further, That the city of 
Los Angeles shall clear its 
rights of way within forest re- 
serves of any d¢bris or inflam- 
mable material as directed by 
the Forester of the United 
States Department of Agricul- 
ture: Provided further, That 
the said city shall allow any 
wagon road which it may con- 
struct within forest reserves to 
be freely used by forest officers 
and the officers of the Interior 
Department and by the public, 
and shall allow to the Forest 
Service of the United States 
Department of Agriculture and 
to the officers of the Interior 
Department, for official busi- 
ness only, the free use of any 
telephone, telegraph, or electric 
railroads it may construct and 
maintain within the forest re- 
serves or on the public lands, 
together with the right to con- 
nect with any such telephone 
lines, private telephone wires, 
for the exclusive use of said 
Forest Service or of the Inte- 
rior Department: And _ pro- 
vided further, That the Forest 
Service may, within forest re- 
serves, protect, use and admin- 
ister said land and resources 
within said rights of way un- 
der forest-reserve laws and 
regulations, but in so doing 
must not interfere with the full 
enjoyments of the right of way 
by the city of Los Angeles: 
And provided further, That in 
the event that the Secretary of 
the Interior shall abandon the 
project known as the Owens 
River project for the irriga- 
tion of lands in Inyo County, 
Cal., under the act of June 17, 
1902, the city of Los Angeles, 


as 


| 
| 


phone wires for the exclusive 
use of the said Interior D 

ment and th i I 

ice. 

Src. 5. That all lands over 
which the rights of way men- 
tioned in this act shall pass 
shall be disposed of subject 
to such easements: Provided, 
however, That the construction 
of the aforesaid works shall be 
diligently prosecuted to com- 
pletion; and if there shall be a 
cessation of such construction 
for u period of three consecu 
tive years, then all rights here 
under shall be forfeited to the 
United States, unless the 


retary of the Interior shall find 
that the construction of th 
works has been delayed or pre 

vented by the act of God or the 
public enemy, or by engineccr- 
ing difficulties that could not 
reasonably have been foreseen, 
or by other special and pecul- 
iar causes beyond the control 
of said city and county of : 
Francisco. 

Sec. 6. That the city and 
county of San Francisco i 
hibited from ever selling or let 
ting to any corporation or indi 
vidual, except a municipality; 
or municipal water district or 
irrigation district, the right for 
such corporation or individual 
to sell or sublet the water sold 
or given to it or him by the 
said city and county. 


an 


Ss pro 
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Sec. 7. That the right to 
amend, alter, or repeal this act 


at any time is hereby reserved. 
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which the S 
from the 


f points in an Francisco bill (H. R. 4319) differs 


Los Angeles act. 


(Page 2, line 7.) 
The San Francisco bill provides. in distinction from the Los | 


Algeles act 


1. Other 


that 
cities on San Francisco Bay be allowed use 
with San Francisco’s consent or by State law 


of water 


The city’s plans have always contemplated that the develop- | 


ment of the Hetch Hetchy source of water supply shall be for 


the benefit of all the cities about the Bay of San Francisco. 
‘The presentation of the city’s case at the hearing before the 
Secretary of the Interior last year, as shown by the report of 
the advisory board of Army engineers, showed that the Free- 
man plan provided for the supplying of all the cities about the 
bay for a century hence. 
(Page 2, line 14.) 

2. Rights of way granted for telephone and telegraph lines, 

roads, trails, bridges, tramways, and railroads for use in con- 


junction with main purposes. 
Practically the same thing is contemplated in the Los Angeles 

act, where, in section 4, it is provided, as in section 4 of the San 

francisco grant, that free use to the Federal departments for 

official business shall be allowed of any telephones, telegraphs, 

or railroads constructed on public lands. 

"age 2, line 21.) 

lands be granted for the enumerated purposes 

‘may be actually necessary ” instead of such as the “ Secretary 

of the Interior may deem to be actually 
This is carrying out the intent of 


(i 
3. Such 
‘ 
cessary. 


Los Angeles 


the grant; 
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| of application by an individual as against a 


as } 


that is, it is, of course, intended that Congress make a grant of 
such lands as are actually necessary for the enumerated pur- 
poses, 
(Page 2, line 21.) 
4. Such lands to be granted, not for the aqueduct right of | 
way, but for reservoirs, buildings, and so forth, ‘ irrespective | 


of the width or extent of said lands.” 

This is the clear intent of the Los Angeles 
tion * not to exceed 250 feet in width,” which is in both grants, 
being intended for the canals, ditches, pipe lines, and so forth. 
A reservoir, such as the Hetch Hetchy Reservoir, would be at 
some points from half a mile to a mile wide. 

(Page 3, line 7.) 
5. The taking from the public lands of stone, earth, gravel, 
sand, tufa, and other material actually necessary for construc- 
tion purposes under conditions to be fixed by the 
of the Interior and Agriculture is permitted. 

This is manifestly necessary. 

(Page 3, line 18.) 

6. Three years instead of one be allowed for filing maps. 

This is simply a precaution taken, owing to material changes 
which the city has in the past found it necessary to make in 
its plans for a municipal water supply. 

(Page 3, line 24.) 

7. Only permanent construction work be prohibited prior to 
approval of maps. 

Sun Francisco has already been granted permission by Secre- 
ary of Interior Lane, under the order of March 12, 1913, to do 
preliminary work. 

23.) 


Where maps have already been filed, copies of such maps 
may be filed in compliance with requirements of the act. 

San Francisco has filed several maps, including those filed 
early in 1913, in conformity with the request of Secretary of 
Interior Fisher, and it is desired that, with reference to any 
such maps, the filing of copies thereof may be a sufficient com- 
pliance with the act of Congress. 

(Page 4, 


(Page 4, line 
XS 


line 5.) 
9. Changes in location may be made at any time before finai 
completion of the works instead of within two years. 

It may be that a.change in location may be desired by the 
city, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, at 
a time subsequent to two years after the filing of an original 
map. So long as this is prior to the completion of the works 
and is approved by the Secretary of the Interior, it is desired 
that the city have permission to make any such changes. 
line 8.) 


the city’s claims shall be pro- 


(Page 5, 


. 


Existing claims prior 


+ 


10. to 
tected. 
This is the clear intent of the Los Angeles grant. 
(Page 5, line 18.) 
11. Act shall not apply to lands embraced in rights of way 
heretofore granted to any parties other than city of San Fran- 
cisco and its predecessors in interest. 


Secretaries | 


._.,. | ture, to take effect 
grant, the limita- | porm 





May 29. 











The city has acquired several right-of-way privileges 
chase, some of which have been recognized by the Ly 
of the Interior, as the Cherry Valley Reservoir site 
being the successor in interest to the Sierra Ditch & 

(Page 5, line 17.) 

12. Omits provisions that adjudication of pending a) 
shall not be affected. 

It has been decided by the Forestry Bureau that 


city does 


\\ 
\\ 


sarily work to the disadvantage of a city. 
(Page 6, line 16.) 

13. City shall pay the United States for timber “ ey 
or destroyed, on or adjacent to lands or rights of \ 
quired by Secretary of Interior or Secretary of Agi 
instead of being required to pay the Forest Service { 
and wood cut, used, or destroyed on any of the rig! 
and lands within the forest reserves hereby granted 


The city is required to pay for all timber cut, r 
only for timber cut on the rights of way, as in the L 


act. 
(Page 7, line 25.) 
14. Omits local provisions applying to Owens River 
This was of interest to Los Angeles only. 
(Page 8, line 4.) 

Work must be “diligently prosecuted to com); 
stead of that it must begin within five years from dati 
It is impracticable to specify exact dates when ther 
a possibility of delay on account of litigation, etc. 

(Page 8, line 8.) 

16. Secretary of Interior may waive forfeiture 
plianee with conditions of grant if he finds that 
vented from continuing construction by unforeseen eng 
difficulties or special and peculiar causes. 

This is mantfestly a just and proper provision. S 
National Forest Manual,” issued by the Secretary of 
February 24, 1913, Regulation I 
No. 61, page 35, the aforesaid “The Natio: 
Manual,” article 6, article 7. 

(Page 8, line 17.) 

17. City may sell water to municipal water dist: 
gation districts in addition to municipalities. 

This is to make possible the consummation under th 
California of a municipal water district, by which all t 
about the bay might be united, the city to sell to the 
organization, which would in turn distribute to the 
cities, which, again, would sell to the inhabitants 
Also, for the protection of such irrigation district 
Modesto-Turlock irrigation districts, the city would w 
lege of selling water to them, in order that they 
sell to the land owners within their districts. 

(Page 8, line 19.) 

18. Section 7 of Los Angeles grant is omitted. 
There seems no purpose to be accomplished by in 
section. The law as to right to repeal, amend, and so 

thoroughly established. 
THE WATER SUPPLY: 

The water consumption in San Francisco now ex 


41> 


“ 
ded 


in 
Li 


WARNING. 


| safe, dependable supply available for.distribution. | 
| city or the company can increase the development o! 


| of water. 


| now owned and install more aqueducts to San Fran 


treme care must be exercised in the use of water— 


Or the supply will fail. Stop all waste; stop hos 
and sidewalks with water. Please prevent all unnecess S 


We earnestly ask for your cooperation in 
ing the supply. 
SPRING VALLEY WATER ‘ 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STA‘ 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
was communicated to the House of Representatives, | 
Latta, one of his secretaries, who also informed the H 
Representatives that the President had approved an: 
joint resolutions and bill of the following titles: 

On May 21, 1913: 

H. J. Res. 80. Joint resolution making appropriation 
ply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for 
service for the fiscal year 1913. 

On May 22, 1913: 

H. J. Res. 82. Joint resolution authorizing the Pre 
accept an invitation to participate in the Internatio! 
ference on Education; and ’ 

H. R. 4234. An act providing certain legislation ! 
Panama California Exposition to be held in San Dies 
during the year 1915. 


1 














9 
Oe 


I 


A 


19 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE FOUS?. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask un: 


‘Tr MANN. inimous consent that when 


the House meets on Monday, after the reading of the Journal, 
{ gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpnurer] be per- 

i to address the House for one hour. I will say that that 
will not interfere with the Democratic caucus in any way. 


rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks that 


mediately after the reading of the Journal on Monday next 
, irse, barring the usual little routine matters—the gentle 
‘ from Washington [Mr. Humprrmrey] be permitted to ad- 


« the House for one hour. ? 
ir MURDOCK. Reserving the right to object, is there any 
re why the gentleman from [llinois should 
t] thiect matter of the gentleman’s address? 
MANN. I think it is something in relation to the For- 
Se 
Mr. MURDOCK. 
RAKER. 


Ys there objection 


not announce 


\f 
rvice. 
I have no ol 


Reserving the right to object, W 


ection. 


uld that pr 


e 
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( taking up any little matters that it might be desired to 
take up in this hour? 
rhe SPEAKER. It would not prevent that. The practice has | 
he that these little matters, such as the gentleman has pre- 


1 and such as other Members have, are allowed to come in 
i of a request like this, although if it was literally con- 


etrued, of course, aS soo! 


from Washington would have to begin his speech. The 
pI e is the other way—that these little matters be attended 
to when they take no great amount of time. 
Mr. HENRY. Let me remind the gentleman that we have a 
( at 2 o’clock on Monday. 
Mr. MANN. I stated that this would not interfere in any 
v th that caucus. If for any reason the time was oceupied 
ot wise before the gentleman had a chance to address the 


se, he would not impose upon the Democratic Members or 
delay an adjournment in time for that caucus. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
1 n from Illinois? 


»y no objection. 


EXTENSION OI 
Mr. Speaker, I a 


remarks in the Recorp., 


RBEMARKS. 


Mr. KEATING. 
tend my 


unanimous consent 


to ex- 





Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to inquire of the gentleman upon what subject? 
Mr. KEATING. I desire to insert an editorial from Mr. 


yan's Commoner. 
Mr. MANN. For fear the Democratic Members will not get a 
chance to read it in any other way I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

fhere was no objection 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, one of the Senators from Utah 
[Mr. Smoor] read into the Recorp of Tuesday an editorial from 
the pen of former Senator T. M. Patterson, which appeared in 
the Rocky Mountain News of Denver on May 11. Former Sena- 
tor Patterson urged the Senators from Colorado to combine 


with the Senators from Louisiana for the purpose of forcing the 
Democratic majority in this Congress to place a duty of 1 cent 
4 pound on refined sugar. 

{ wish to insert in the Recorp an editorial from Bryan's Com- 
moner of May 23 in answer to former Senator Patterson's edi- 
torial. 

The editorial is as follows: 


SUGAR IN THE STATE OF COLORADO. 
[From Bryan’s Commoner. } 


It is not often that the Commoner has occasion to differ from its 
esteemed friend, ex-Senator Patterson, of Colorado, but it feels it its 
duty to Cissent from him im the matter of the sugar schedule. 

it Is outside of the purpose of this comment to enter into an argu- 
ment upon the merits of the case. It is enough at this time to say 


the arguments which Senator Patterson presents are, from begin- 





a to end, a reproduction of the arguments that have been made for 
nan dred years in behalf of every industry for which protection has 
tee asked. For a century each industry that asks for the privilege of 


= ag the rest of the people has been accustomed to marshal figures 


Ww that a failure to comply with its demand would mean the sure 
ction of the industry and ultimate suff ring to the countr 


fn Patterson's argument follows the protectionist line even to the 


hal warning that the reduetion 
a Save red industry Is destroyed, 
tim of higher prices. He says: 
fhat putting sugar on the free 


end is justl 
ously 


may only be temporary, and that 
the cousumer will become the vic- 


list will make sugar cheaper in the 

Q open to challenge, for should free sugar destroy or seri- 

ae cripple the American sugar industry the last condition of the 

nsumer may be worse than the first.” 
And then he adds: 

ate nie make no issue on this point; only the future can deter- 


This saving clause does not save. 


mend 2 If it fs not intended as an argu- 

oalan it ought not to be advanced. It is merely a speculation and indt 

thi 3 the extent to which Mr. Patterson has allowed his advocacy of 
S particular ind 


ustry to lead him into the language employed by the 


protectionist, 


as the Journal was read, the gentle- | 


l ty 
| sugs 
a 
: oe 
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é purpose of this editorial, t 
which he presses upon the 


weewer fe ¢ ) ; 


se 


Th 
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ys 


This 
a wrong 
will be 
an t 
threat tha 
performance 
son's view of 

The Commoner i ! that 
not mean 
acquiescence 

Senators Tuomas and 8 
they will be justified i sid 
as 
voters of Colorado 


Why should the 


oft their dut 
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his 
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the party's fate mere 
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the tariff f 

will continu 
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we SuCcar-producing St es can not ra 


jepen 22nt OD \ 


In my judgment, 
ments of th 
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In support 
to quote the 
I ved during 
ception the Democr 


rously su 


over 
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re 
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vig 4 port nye j suvcar 
For a quarter of a century 
vs of Den but I want t 


that t 
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f support to the I ous and | 
of the State. 

it 
support 
in and tow! 
have disregarded 
companies and have fearlessly 
by the President of the United States 

The following editorial from the Swink ¢ Ad 
May 23 is representatiy 
ent press of the towns 


is very gratifying to be able to state 





rs of free sngar sre tl 
the cities 


s 


the cajoleries and 


ngar 
DO NOT W 

Regardless of the amount of d n that a | 1 
bill (providing for the removal ¢éf tariff on ri rt 3) 
bas caused, farmers of t 
worried. 

Our farmers realize 
best soff in the 


that this ‘ rich and } ‘ . e +5 
Golden West w luce t ! 

well as f 4. We f . eT 
ort time to f Z t mug ‘ mis ne 
market ne‘ Ti} eit [ e 


produ 
+} 


as 


grains and grasses, 
them within a sh 





it ‘ ft t 

a large portion of this 1 } t 

ful farmers can easily tur 

both they and this splendid soil are so we 
Farmers of this section of t valle 

a lot of hot air about certain things t 

them and “ the whole if 

and sugar factory-attaché&’ 

what the trust will “ lose” 
To be sure! Our farmers are entirely too w [ ! 

they well know that they can and wil! prod 


J J 


n ti - | ' 


ire not i ined ft LZ vn 
at are t ! 
tain tariff 
salaries are red 
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bringing products as e £ he J £ ic 
MH aE Rotarid, ‘and “he mrerked mil ute Bogdeds except with ins | aDPeAl to you as American eltizens to Join forees in an endea 
T it] I } Lar . I hi Ai ) OO * ACept Z € . > 7 
highest grade of foodstuffs such as are in daily demand. to bring about a reduction in the high cost of living, and 
SUGAR COMPANIES BXPANDING. os Le oe against railroads, which is grad 
’ e 1 | anc nsidiously 1er Lf > 3 6¢ mre) 
That the sugar companies themselves do not believe that the east eae PL ae the god sense and eco 
al ae te 5 ; ; ay ‘ principles of the whole Nation. 
val of the tariff will destroy the sugar industry in Colo- “There are several causes for the t higl 
: Sane te ; ‘re are several causes > the se ch cost o 
is shown by the following item which appeared a few], .: >, eee or the present Dign cost of 
oie Nae ee a .. ; ’ : : iis lo-night I will touch upon only one, and that is the weak 
ay nder a Rocky Ford date line in the Pueblo Chief- . deal ; *y : — 
. cial credit system of the Government, with monetary 
totally inadequate to meet the needs of our ever-growing 
iii A le et merce. To solve that serious problem why not adopt ord 
aiid the latesat vane of men ever caploved | DUSiness methods, first, by endeavoring to discover th: 
at work there. A lar m of money is | tion of the evil, and, secondly, the remedy to be applied 
ti ee improven whict hen = | “There is no problem without a solution; no difticul 
‘ 4 I ct aa sail St iD ‘ st i t B > ? : : 
: , : ‘n the | mountable by the American people; no enterprise too Ia) 
mpany | undertaking too great for them to carry to a successful 
* it mus they can once be aroused to join hands and hearts in a 
aor oe effort for the benefit of mankind. Such has been thy 
of the American Republic since its birth 137 years ago 


‘If you have in your respective establishme 


al i 


uncompromising “ stand-pat”’’ Republican news- 


indorse the 
and e 


te witl 


egulated credit department, you frequently refer to 
ager of same to keep you posted in regard to various | 
lose credit you have reason to believe a shade doulbti 


manager should demonstrate to you that a cert 


ayes 


1 


letter, which I have just received from the sec ration was keeping up its credit through fictith 
pin County (Colo.) Chamber of Commerce, | not generally understood by the public, then y 
i a element in Colorado’s business | would be shaken, and if that credit manager f 
be stampeded by the calamity howling | strated to you that the rate at which the stockhold 
igar tariff: | particular corporation were borrowing money wa 
ENTRAL CH ( ; 26, 1913. | to 50 per cent higher than paid by competitors, then 
A : | hesitate and cease to make further loans until 
ton, D. v. 3 investigate the cause, with a view to applying a r 
ber of Seenieee te ae sl — it ve Re vould increase the security to your trust compan) 
mmerce will shortly forw: to the Colorado | profits of the corporation, that your loan might be 1 
to the sugar tar Following is the | If in your investigation you discovered the 
oe eet methods and systems to be antediluvian, unsound, 
| you would immediately send for the head of the e 
you had been lending money to and point out to hin 


weakness found, an 


is 


d then insist that proper and 
methods of conducting that business be 
“In dealing with an economic question conc 
ration, the same principles may be applied to the G 
| the people are the stockholders; the Governme 
, re officers and directors. If the Government is fi 
ie tee unsound basis, its oflicers know it. If true, 
irculate a petition ar © the 1 admit a governmental wrong which ought to 


| the other hand, if the finance 


applied. 


! ial basis of the Gov 
| sound, and the governmental officials are ignoran 
then they are proven incompetent. 
lo.; “Even those who have given the matter only cas 
ounty is very strong in favor of free sugar | eration acknowledge that the Government 2 per 
et Pow instead@of in three years. We! kept at par on a fictitious financial basis. You 
connected with an industry as against tl an every other thinking banker, know these bonds are 
acl aaah awe are sro at eet st | by the people of the United States, but through 
aoe ine of thr Sate —— ee ee financial scheme are deposited in Washington as se 
‘GILPIN CouNnTy CHAMBER ‘OMMERCE, | the issuance of national-bank circulation, or goverm 
W. J. STULL, Secreta | posits. England, France, Germany, and Italy, notwit 
| their stupenduous expenditure for army and navy, 
Government securities on a 3} per cent basis, which 
Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend | the average annual banking rate of discount in the 
my remarks in the Recorp by inserting an address by Mr. | centers of Europe—London and Paris—on all railroad 
Festus J. Wade, of St. Louis, to the American Bankers’ Associa- | mercial loans. The average rate of bonded interest p 
tion on the currency question. great railway companies of England will not exceed 84 » 
The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Missouri asks unan- | while here in the United States our Government | 


THE CURRENCY, 


wond 

objection? our great country are on a 7 per cent basis for their ¢ 
There was no objection. requirements. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, one of the great questions that “Why is it the discount rate in London and Paris 
nal +} 
anas 


imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there | a 2 per cent basis, fictitiously bolstered up, and the rai 


"» 


the attention of the Congress of the United States is | prime commercial bills is only 33 per cent? Why is it the 
lre necessity of a change in the banking system, and one that | age rate throughout England and France the last 10 
will provide a more elastic currency. Under leave granted me to | has not been over 4 per cent except when financing 
extend my remarks in the Recorp on this subject, I include an | stringency in America? Because they are on a sane fi! 
address by Festus J. Wade, of St. Louis, Mo., delivered before | basis; their monetary laws are sound and safe. They | 
the trust-company section of the American Bankers’ Associa- | within the recollection of any man in this hal! to-nigi 
tion in the city of New York on the Sth instant. Mr. Wade is | suspended cash payments. They have had their great 
one of the leading financiers and bankers of this country. He | disasters, misfortunes, panics, but have never yet repudc 
is president of the Mercantile Trust Co., of St. Louis, and also | their obligations nor declined to pay gold or currency 
president of the Mercantile National Bank, of the same city. | did in the dark days of 1907 and 1893. 
His address follows: “The facts are, to enable the corporation (our Gover 
“IT have come a thousand miles from the interior of this | to sell its 2 per cent bonds at par, legislators have obliged s'! 
country to make an urgent appeal for help, for aid, for as- | holders (the people), by failure to revise the monetary) 
sistance. I appeal to those from the far West, the Middle West, | to pay on an average more than 6 per cent to finance lar: 
the North, and the South for help; I appeal to the New York | roads and industrial enterprises, because of our weak finan 
bankers present, and also those ambitious to be New York | system. 
bankers. I appeal to you regardless of your political affiliation, “Occupying as we do a most enviable position in 
social or financial condition, or religious belief for help. I | of commerce, and possessing an inexhaustible fund of 


aden 


the rea 


} 
ngenulty, 


} 
a 
j 
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energy, and indomitable spirit; with agricultural resources and 

nufacturing industries constantly increasing; with commer- 

establishments and financial institutions on a firmer basis 

ian ever before, the rate of money charged our people is ab- 

rmally high—all because of the inherent 
onetary laws. 
“Appeal after 

nts, manufact 

I 


a concerted a 








weakness of 


appeal has been made 
urers, and other 


1d united 


to 


classes, but 


Cc by 
I have not 
made by 


ngress mer- 
heard 
appeal being the trust com- 
















nies of the country, although out of a total of all deposits 
ll banks and financial institutions in the country the trust 
ypanies represent fully 30 per cent And with this gre 
wer behind them they have practically sat silently by i 
the work of reformation of the monet stem 
tirely to the national banks. 
“At present the only syste! ol expanding the currency of 
» Nation is through b I-s¢ ired currency f th national 
k. The national banks represent only 388 per cent of th 
king interests of the United State Forty ye go, as 
easure to overcome the ravages of war, it accomplished 
ders, but it is entirely obsolete in the present day and 
eration, and no one will, on reflection, insist that the note- 
suing power or privilege be given to the national bank to the 
clusion of the State institutions, provided always that the 
te insti ; } a F 


‘has an advant 

















ge over us of fully 40 per « t in the inter 

est he is obliged to pay for every dollar borrowed, yet in the 
of this fact the tariff on nearly every product will be 
wered and increased competition created, while as yet no 
effort has been put forth to reduce the high cost of money, the 
mary cause of which is our weak monetary and credit sys- 
Lower the tariff if you will, but when you do so, correct 


ur monetary laws to 


dier. 


your interest rates lower 


and 


“And now I come back to my appeal for help—not personal 
help from the East, West, North, or South, but for a 


united 
help r 
of Vir 
Committe 


‘ort from all parts 
Senator OweEN, of Oklahoma, and C 
ginia, as chairmen of the 

Banking and Currency, in so revising the monetary laws a 
put trust companies, national and State banks, on an equ: 

and flexible credit currency t will l 
ecessities of the Nation’s development. And with equa 
I beg, nay, urge and plead, that Senator Owen, of 
Oklahoma, and Congressman Gtass, of Virginia, appeal to tl 

atest bankers of this great a preponderance of them 
re found in New York City—to give them counsel and advice 
i the forming of a bill that will the Nation. 
lo ignore New York C and 


of the country—all its 


people ; 


nan GLASS, 





respective congressional 





sis create a hat meet 1 







} 
} 


hasis do 


10 





Nation 





meet the needs of 


finan 





its great iers in 






ity the form 
g of such a measure would, in my judgment, be almost fatal 
its being constructed on proper lines. Every bank west of 

Hudson River, every locality west of the Hudson River, 


; 


ist and do appeal to New York in times of distress and go 
re to lend its money in times of redundancy. New York 
» mecca of the Nation on financial matters, the financi 























financiers have the practical experience so necessary to give 
counsel and advice on such a vitally important question. Prop 
erly revised monetary laws will bring about a reduction in 
terest rates to borrowers, encouraging the owners of the farm, 
Luc 







wering the cost of living. 
“No monetary plan should be submitted to Congress for vote 


less it giv both 






gives trust companies an equal right with banks, 

State and National, to participate in carrying the burdens of 

this country and also to participate in any benefits accr 
from a reformation of the monetary system. 

“I know at first blush trust-company officials will put up : 


vigorous protest at being placed on the same plane as national 
ha 










ling 













Chey will claim the character of the trust-company business is 


8o different from that of the national bank they do not require 
a reserve. I simply refer you to the panic of 1907, and. without 
mentioning names, call your attention to the fact that trust 
companies, the same as any other financial institution, require a 
reserve against demand deposits to meet emergencies in times of 
distress and to be on a sound basis in placid times. 

“ National banks will protest against this doctrine of allowing 
trust companies to participate in all of the benefits that might 











ter of the United States, and with proper monetary laws | 
ild immediately become the financial center of the world. 


mine, the factory, to increase their productions, and thus | 
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| 


our | 


inks in carrying the reserve required under the present system. | p49} to night that we 


accrue from a reformation 
their first objections will be 


mitted to issue currency?’ 


they comply with every requireme s to se 
and reserve, the same as national banks, why 
be permitted » have a the priv 3 
national banking institutions Mark you, | 
comply wi | the obligations of 1 na ! 

“When I advocate again tl 
banks of loaning on re tate, s ! ‘ 0 

r ( nt oft 1} air oy 2 cle S 7) } 

ot owhilg ol 
Ss ad ts \ VW I \ 1 

nd I es ! 
desirable « { sl N t l 
nothing could r tl v ‘ 
Ll ig as to DN i ”) 
loan, under proper pery lo 
$58,560,000, 000 deposits < S « 
ment of the ag vi ! 
the Nation. At prese ‘ I 
over SVOOLOOO MT = \ ( i 
much 1 Srte ‘ dt f ( s | \ { 
ruges on ood Turns ind \ ( ‘ 







ry rw i 1 eS al } | 
; t } 

cl tle il 4 ) l ‘ \ 

the sho time nm ues wl 





high rate of terest Ss 
ized labor the ast ove l ( } 
wages of fro 15 to Al ‘ ‘ 
in different States have « i I 
of from 25 per cent to 50U ( 
it more difheult to fh wer l 
tually have in d the y« ( 
ent to 30 | cent. Is efor 
ncerease inh ex] l tha ‘ 
of livin 31 V ! . 
very life l tt ‘ 

Therefore I ap} to y 
to lend a helping hand but to 1 l ¢ ‘ 
tirades directed agains | S 
in part lar. lo do th | ‘ 
frig ds in +} various St | 
se tors 1 Congress 1 ! 
ti ’ te tl ‘ ( a thi | y Y ( 
It ) i? ( nmeres ( ee 
ent in » railroad rates I ed | 
meet @X1 ing conditions, | I - in j 
roads of our country an y to buy ( 
{ 11 roads of ce oy 
( ed by the roacs ot i { 
\ l La I \ e I 4 ( 
United St x Yor efl t t} é 
t benefit of the whole ) ‘ b 
up their present high standard « 
effectiv safeguards fi l on f 
themselves for the further « ‘ f 
marvelous natural resources of r great 
increase the productions of the f I ! 
an abundance of food and raime l ‘ 
net earning capacity sufficient i 
but to be able to buy mon 
the same as exists in Europe at the | \\ 
roads are forced to reduce 1 
impossible to meet obligations, 
of the country is hampered and 
investors the world over discred e securitic 

“In conclusion, let us res ¢ fore ‘ 1 

l will sh we would 
individual, be he pauper or millionaire, banker 
manufacturer, farmer, or politician, who dé ‘ 1 
simply because it is a railroad, wealth merely be ‘ 
for such an individual is an enemy to soci 
the Government.” 

FOREST SERVI¢ 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. f 
mous consent to print in the Recorp a resolution y [ 
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oduce and upon which I am going to speak next 
gton asks unani- 
ition which will be 
Is there obje tion? 


EAKER. The gentleman from Washi 
to print in the Rrecorp a 
marks next Monday. 


0 objection. 


Tesoll 


as follows: 
1 special committee of five members be appointed 
House of Representativ from the Members of 
tee is hereby empowered and directed to make 
1 investigation of the conditions, the methods, 
‘ Uv iif I at t me vice. 
That said committee 
make a complete invé g 
giving to the Santa Fe 
nd, and other priv 
able land, most 
barren t 


nit 
igt 
especially hereby empowered and 
ation of the f wing 
Rallroad and the Northern Pa- 
orpor is, mors than 2,000,000 
of it inge for an 
less and practically worthless land, 


facts : 
if] Railre 1d I at 
res of val public timbered, in exch 
equal number of acres of 
uded i str 
or | Fi rest Service, 
and other 
y as to what 
ices of 
in- 

e 


of- forest 


hantable 


™ 
employed 


the facts | 


it deems 


t to 
said committee, or 


and act during the ss 


any : is hereby 

ri ons or ! s of mmeress at 
may be found cessary to require the 
the production of b and other 
otherwise, to swear +s and take 
in writing. 
mmitteg is 
eal an 
its duti hereund 
he Sp 


places 
witne 
subp@mna or 
orally or 
iid « 
rts and cler 


ONAL CONGRESS ON ALCOHOLISM (S. DOC. No. 44). 
AKER laid before the House the followi: 
sident of the United whic] 
accompanying papers, referred to the 
‘airs and ordered printed: 
eorfR pre senta 
for the inform: m of ¢ 
tary of State covering the rep 
of the United States to the Thirteenth Internat 
Aleoholism, at The Hague, in September, 
in pursuance of a provision in the diplomatic 
appro] reved March 3, 1911. 


WW ooDROW 


ig message 
States, 


Committee on 


th Bress, 2 re- 
the Secret: 
ional Con 
1911, ap- 
and con- 
riation act ap] 
WILSON. 
May 26, 1913 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


IDGE, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 


Monday, June 1913, on account of important 


SELDOM 
e until 


Ss, 


ory 
=_e> 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE FORREST GOODWIN, OF MAINE. 


Mr. HINDS. Mr. Speaker, it is my painful duty to announce 
o the House the death of my colleague, Hen. Forrest Goopwin, 


of the third Maine district, which occurred at 
day afternoon. He had attained distinction at 
both branches of the Maine Legislature. 
under the Speakership of Thomas B. 
as parliamentarian. 

apart a time for 
and public services. 

lutions 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Tiouse resolution 113. 

the House bas heard with profound 
MREST GOODWIN, a Representative 


Portland yester- 
the bar and in 
Twenty years ago, 
teed, he served this House 
At a later date I shall ask the House to 
pronouncing eulogies upon his character 
At this time I present the following reso- 


Set 


That 
death of Hon. F< 
Maine 
Resolved, That 
Members of 
funeral. 
Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the House be authorized and 
directed to take such steps as may-be neeessary for carrying out the 
provisions of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in con- 
nection t! with be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 


The resolutions were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as the committee to attend the 
funeral the following Members: Mr. McGriuicuppy, Mr. 
Lospeck, Mr. Frreis, Mr. Hr, Mr. Crisp, Mr. Donovan, Mr. 
Raker, Mr. Guernsey, Mr. Hrnps, Mr. LANetry, Mr. STEvENS 


sorrow of the 


Resolved, 
{ from the State of 


le 


a committee of 14 Members 
the Senate as may be joined, be 


of the House, with such 
appointed to attend the 


| tion. 


| ter 


timber | 
ly $1,000,000 | 


| Territories 
. | reclamation 


was read and, | 


rteof the dele- | 


of Minnesota, Mr. Morcan of Oklahoma, Mr. Grrenr of Vv 
mont, and Mr. DyYeEr. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the remaining ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That as a 
adjourn. 


further mark of respect the House d 
The resolution was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o'clock 

17 minutes p. m.) the House, under previous ord 

journed until Monday, June 2, 1913, at 12 o’clock noon. 


its 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communication 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting. 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examinat 
Warwick River, Md. (H. Doc. No. 57); to the Commit 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with j 
tions, 

2. A letter from the Secretary of Labor, transmitting 
from the Commissioner of Immigration in regard 
immigration of Asiatic laborers (H. Doc. No. 56): to the 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization and ordered 
printed. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIA 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R, 5609) 
section 4 of an act entitled “An act appropriating the 
from the sale and disposal of public lands in certain St 
to the construction of irrigation works { 
of arid lands,’ approved June 17, 1902 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5673) providing that the marria; 
homestead entryman to a homestead entrywoman s 


| impair the right of either to a patent; to the Committ: 


Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5674) to amend section 9 of the act t 
lish a Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization, and 
vide for a uniform rule for the naturalization of 


| throughout the United States, approved June 29, 1906, to 


the taking of the depositions of witnesses residing a | 
tance from the court; to the Committee on Immigr 
Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5675) providing for the purchase 


| and the erection of a public building in the city of O’Nei 


of Nebraska; the Committee Public Building 
Grounds. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 5676) to further 
trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and 
lies; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5677) 
thorize reduction of value of improvements required 
of April 28, 1904, and acts amendatory thereof, provid 
homestead entries of certain lands in Nebraska of not ex: 
640 acres; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5678) to amend the second clause of 
4 of chapter 784 of the United States Statutes at Large, 
32, page 195; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5679) providing for the purchase 
and the erection of a public building in the city of Brok« 
State of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Building 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5680) providing for the purchase of 
and the erection of a public building in the city of Lexi 
State of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Building 
yrounds. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 5681) to refund the cot! 
realized to the Government under the various acts of Co! 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5682) to amend section 15 of the 
regulete commerce as amended June 29, 1906, and June 
1910; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comme! 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5683) to prevent the nu 
tion of State antigambling laws by international or inte! 
transmission of race gambling bets or of racing odds; t 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5684) to repeal an act to establish 1 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States 
proved July 1, 1898; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5685) to provide for a road to the S! 


National Military Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


to on 


May 29. 








1913. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 5686) declaring the selling, exchanging, or 

ng away any pistol, bowie knife, dirk or dirk knife, black- 
k, dagger, sword cane, slung shot, brass or other metal 
ikle in the District of Columbia a misdemeanor; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

\liso, a bill (H. R. 5687) declaring the carrying openly or 

concealed about the person any pistol, bowie knife, dirk or dirk 
ife, blackjack, dagger, sword cane, slung shot, brass or other 
tal knuckle in the District of Columbia a felony; to the Com- 
ttee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5688) providing 

for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 

, the city of Scottsbluff, State of Nebraska; to the Committee 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 5689) to make it unlawful for 
tin public officials to own capital stock or bonds in any and 
public-service corporations doing business in the District of 

Columbia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5690) declaring all highways in the several 
States used for the purpose of transporting rural mail to be 
st roads and authorizing the improvement of same; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, a bill (H. R.. 5691) to regulate the issuance of injunc 
ns in suits instituted in court to enjoin, set aside, annul, or 
suspend orders of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5692) to erect a post-office building in the 
y of Huntingdon, State of Tennessee; to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 5693) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate condemned cannon and balls; to the Com- 
ttee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5694) to re- 
section 3480 of the Revised Statutes of the United States: 

the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 5708) 

in Federal courts: to » ( ! es | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5709) f 

dam in the Ohio River 


the Committee on Riv 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 


ers and Hart 


¥f(10) for the re 


Henderson County, Ky., and ot! 
Committee on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill CH. R. 5711) relating to p s] 
|} in Federal courts; to the Committee « J 


By Mr. VARE: A bill (H. R. 5695) to prevent the sale or | 
| on Interstate and For 








isportation of articles of food which have been held in cold 
orage or refrigerating warehouses beyond the periods of time 
fixed herein, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5696) to 
create a commission on social insurance; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 5697) authorizing a survey 
of Tradewater River, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5698) providing for the construction of a | 


dredge boat to be used upon the Ohio River; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5699) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
cultural station in Christian County, in southwestern Kentucky; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5700) for the erection of a public building 
at Madisonville, Ky.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5701) to admit free of duty certain articles 
manufactured in the United States of America; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5702) for the: erection of a cold-storage 
warehouse in Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5708) to prohibit persons engaged in the 
manufacture and sale of railroad cars, locomotives, railroad 
rails, and structural steel, or in the mining and sale of coal, 
from becoming directors or other oflicers or employees of rail- 
roads engaged in interstate commerce; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5704) authorizing a survey of Pond River, 
Ky., and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5705) for the relief of farmers, merchants, 
and other dealers in leaf tobacco; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5706) to provide for the securing of plans 
for additional buildings for the Department of Agriculture in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5707) to enable the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to conduct experiments and determine the practicability of 
making paper material out of cornstalks, and to erect buildings 


and purchase apparatus therefor; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 





| 








Also, a bill (CH. R. 5712) req 


i 
all unmanufactured tobaccos;: to the ¢ 
Means, 
By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 5713) 
provisions of a treaty betwe the United 


Britain concerning tl 


United States and the Dom 


ton, on April 1, 1908, 
April 13, 1908; to the 
By Mr. GREGG: A 


Statutes of the United States by ad 


to provide for a more 


ie fisheries 1 wate 





f Ca i 
and by the | 
Committee on Fore 


bill (H. R. 5714) to 


men’s wages and to provide fees for ofti 


process; to the Conu 
eries. 


By Mr. STANLEY 


Director of the Bureau of Engr ga I 
practical plate printer; to the Comn ee on A] 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5716) to amend an act ¢ 
regulate commerce, approved February 4, 15 
June 18, 1910”; to the ¢ ee 1 Inte 

Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5717) to prohil ho 
engaging in interstate commerce, and 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5718) to regulate the owne1 
mon carriers engaged in interstate commerc 


By Mr. SIMS: A bi 
bia Institution for th 
board of directors of 
mittee on the District 

By Mr. SMITH of ° 
tion 108, chapter 5, of 
and amend the laws 1 
3, 1911; to the Commi 

By Mr. BRITTEN: 


eign Commerce 


ll (H. R. 5719) to place « 
e Deaf entirely under tl 


the institution and Cong 
of Columbia 


rexas: A bill (H. R. 581° 


the act entitled “‘An a 
elating to the judiciary 
ttee on the Judiciary 

Joint resolution (HH. J 


ing an amendment to the Constitution providil 


tion and election of I 
vote of the peo] le of 


Election of Vresident, 


Congress. 


By Mr. SIMS: Rese 


resident and Vice Presi 


the several States; 


ution (H. Res. 112) 


of the House of Representatives; to the ¢ 


By Mr. HUMPHRI 
114) for the appoint 
Forest Service: to the 

By the SPEAKER | 


of the Territory of Alaska, in regard to reduc 


electric light plants, ci 


on the Territories 


SY of Washington: R 
ment of a commit 
Committee on Rules 
by request) : Memorial 


igar stands, ban . Ce. 


Also (by request), memorial of the Legi 


regard to proposed an 
tee on the Territories, 


iendments to school laws; 


Also (by request), memorial of the Legis! 


regard to patrolling the coast by revenue 

mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legis! 

regard to appointment of attorney general and 


for Territory of Alaska; to the Committes 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legis 


regard to development a 


to the Committee on t 
Also (by request), 


nd extension of the 
he Public Lands. 
memorial of the Le: 


ritory of Hawaii, favoring the amending of tl 


the Territory in rega 


the Judiciary. 
Also (by request), 
of Arizona, favoring 


rd to sessions of the 


| Committee on the Territories. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislatu 
of Missouri, suggesting and favoring amendment to the 
tution of the United States correcting the 
constitutionality of State enactments shall 
the Supreme Court of the United States; 


memorial of the Legislat 
the speedy enactment of 


Vice Presiden md Ie 


man! 


be 


re of 


er in WuHuich 
determines 
to the Co! Il 


ure of 


House 


























imittee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5728) granting a pension to Josephine 
Mitchell: to the Cemmittee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5729) g in increase of pension to 
David R. Gardner; to the Com on It 1 Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5730) granting an increase of pensien to 
Anthony Headley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\lso, a bill (IL. R. 5781) granting an increase of pension to 
Azuba Burch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (HI. R. 57382) for the relief of J. Walter Duncan; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

\lso ] (H. R. 57338) for the relief of S. C. Gist; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5734) r the 1 f of Oakley Randall; to 
the Committee on C] ins. 

\lso, a ll (H. R. 5735) for the relief of Charlies L. Barnes; 
to the C ittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5736) for the relief of James H. McGill; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

\ at (il. R. 5787) for the relief of E. H. Hoult; to the 
Committe m Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5738) for the relief of J. Walter Duncan; 


to the Cen 


litee o 
A] bill 


the Judiciary. 


™ 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 5789) for the relief of Henry Borman; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5740) for the relief of Samuel Harrison; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5741) for the relief of Frank Sheldon; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5742) for the relief of the heirs of Elijah 


t; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 57438) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Cummins: to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5744) for the relief of the heirs of E. C. 
Trimble; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5745) to execute the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of William Erskine, administrator of John 
M. Doddridge, deceased ; to the Committee en Claims. 


M. Hai 


A. 


| tee on 


By Mr. HAMMOND: A bil 


g S us and unallotted land in the Colorado River 

I j on t tlement and ent under the provisions 
Carey Lan nd for other purpos« to the Cem 

[nd Af I 

norial of e Legislature of Arizona, 

to ( v1 to legislate for rel f settler f school lands 
1 t S o settled befo such lands were veyed; to 

‘ |’ ic Land 

(by juest), 0 1 of t Legislature of the State 

of ¢ it, reques Congress to se an amendment 
to Cc titution of the United St the election of the 
Pr nd Vice President by a 4 "ect the people; Lo 
1 ( on of P id bh vv Y lent, and 
Rep itatives in Con s 

! Mr. CARY ‘ l of the L iture of Wisconsin, 
As C ress to enact a law setting aside certain islands in 
the Gi Li s for the purpose of establishing thereon bird 

serv to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also yemorial of the I ature of Wisconsin, favoring 
th dl on of Sé te joi ution 151 and House bill 16808, | 
it lt d during he ond session of the Sixty second Con- 
gre » the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Py r. CRAMTON: M rial of the Legislature of Michigan, 
fa passage of House bill T7661, 1 to the loaning 
of by the Government on farms; to the Committee on 
\\ 1 Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

\ ( se 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
wr introduced and severally referred as follows 

Mr USTIN: A bill (H. R. 5720) gra 1 pension to | 
M: sca 8 | to the Com tee « lid Per ms. 

By Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5721) granting 
an se of pens to Wi H. Mize; to the Comumiitee on 
Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5722) granting an inerease of pension to 
Sar: M. Dunn: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (1. R. 5728) grant- 
ing a pension to Ebb Workman; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5724) granting a pension to Edward H. 
Osmond; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5725) granting a pension to Elizabeth | 
Pierson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5726) granting a pension to Walter Zogg; 

to the Co } tee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5727) granting a pension to Foster Rine; 
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Samuel C. McCormick: 
Minnesota Conference of th 
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valid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 
George H. Allen; to the Con 
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R. 5769) for t re 


J. Bray; to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill 


(H. R. 5770) for the relief of David 


the Committee on War Claims. 
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Sneed; to the Committee on 
Also, a bill 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5778) 


for the relief of Edwin 


the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also. a bill (H. R. 5781) granting a pension to William E. By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of the Cleveland ) ( f 
Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. Commerce, favoring the passage of 





\lso, a bill (H. R. 5782) granting a pension to Columbus riation for the contro! of the 
r 





Wise: to the Committee on Pensions. to the Committee on Approp! 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5788) granting a pension to Stephen H. By M ‘LARK of Florid r 







i saa Vs v i 
Harrel; to the Committee on Pensions. Cc missioners of Duval Cou | 
so, a bill (HH. R. 5784) granting a pension to Mary S. | tion suff to I I mty of i 
dive by to the Committee on Pensions. | led fe the improveme OL the - t. lol S iy 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5785) granting a pension to Sophia Good- | 1 R 1 Harb 


to the Committee on Pensions, 






Also, a bill (H. R. 5786) grat zy a pension to Escar Smith; | York, N. Y., favoring an app! 1 f 
{ he Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5787) granting a pension to Robert S. Hill; 


Tis 9 
L @CLSLOLS, 






the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5788) granting a pension to William H. | ..ctaxy hill: tat 








es; to the Committee on Pensions ‘ 

7 se : . Ss . : | en tit y af ‘ .r folker | 4 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 5789) granting a pension to Emmett Puck- | Y Al vee n of Cigar Makers’ J 
: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Pee. cae ht - cS 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 5790) granting a pension to Elise G. Ir- | oa es oo rs 


to the ¢ nitt Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5791) granting a pension to Edwin Cline; Also, pé on Of Geors W. 




























he Committee on Invalid Pensions. testin gainat th creat 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5792) granting an increase of pension to | #e Committee on I 
Catharine May; to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. GARDNER: Petitions of Henry ¢ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5798) granting an increase of pension to | Building, Spr d: Freder ( Q 
fareus E. Cartwright; to the Committee on Pensions. Boston: ¢ e Thi ; Sal at 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 5794) granting an increase of pension to | | Ave Roxbur KR. Pu t 
William A. Parker: to the Committee on Pensions. | Sargent, ‘1 Sherwood Str "R ila 4 as 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5795) granting an increase of pension to | Pleasant Stre Bradford; E E. « | . 
zabeth A. Pearce; to the Committee on Pensions. 1 dy; M1 1d Mrs. H.C. O 1, 328 i \ 
\lso, a-bill (H. R. 5796) ing an increase of pension to | Hvde Park: H. A. Stodd 1 2G | , ; 
lisa Jacobs; to the Committee on Pensions } Da oT W e Street, Haver! aH 
Also. a bill (H. R. 5797) granting an increas f pension to | ven Street, Roxbury ; \\ ; ak 
Perry Knox; to the Committee on Pensions. = Elm Hill Park. Roxbu I. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5798) granting an inereas f pension to | Avenue, Boston; Isabelle C. ( y 
: Coombs: to the Committe on Invalid Vens ns. Dorchester; L. I sé ; 33 | | l 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5799) granting an increase of pension to | R. Knox, 220 Clarendor - ] I 
S. G. Ragsdale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 112 Corey Road, B e: J 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5800) granting i c of pension , | Brool I ( ‘ 
‘ nani <A] Green: to the Co Pa OT I ‘ Ps e \ CG \ ’ 1 r 34 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5801) for the relief of George D. B Carter. 16 E\ : 
he Committee on Claims 7 Lyndhurst Str I ' 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5802) for the relief of Frank W. Clark; | Boston; M. 8. Flewe 
the Committee on War Claims. Hart Dol 
Also. a bill (H. R. 5803) for the relief of Francis M. Price: | Grant, do Mount Pk ‘ ; 
the Committee on War Claims. 52 7 send Str R ( 
so, a bill (H. R. 5804) for the relief of Martha A. Troop Street. Rost - Hy . ’ ' 
the Committee on Military Affairs Ruth Aj mo 7 
Iso, a bill (H. R. 5805) for the relief of Walter Langley: to | G#@rter, te i] \ I S 
Committee on Military Affairs, ; v1 Be tr 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5806) for the relief of George W. Lackev. lar is . 
rviving partner of the firm of William Lackey & Sons; to the s Do 
Committee on War Claims. : Piper, 26 Bel 


(i 


, dec ea; to e Committee ol ar . 








Also, a bill (H. R. 5810) for the relief of the estate of D d - a : 
O. Conn, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims. ; at 1 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5811) for the relief of the estate of W. C ae a : bn . 
Russell, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. ; . : ; ' 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5812) for the relief of the estate of John | } ‘a 7 7 
M. Higgins, deceased: to the Committee on War Claim ~ hae oon . . 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5813) for the relief of the estate or heirs $ - : Mt 
of Philip P. Phillips, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. |," us Pp ( 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5814) to carry into effect the findings of =? 


‘ Court of Claims in the case of A. W. Richards, administrator | 00°“ ra 
of estate of Kinchen Bell, deceased; to the Committee on W 


; ir i } i | _ i 
Claims, . 








PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid | We . Bost B 


t 7) . ’ ? 1 . rr ~ a . ‘fT | ‘ 4 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: M l \ ISD : ! 




















By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the First Baptis ( 

Church of Elgin, Ill., favoring the passage of legislati making | I 1) 

polygamy unlawful in the United States; to the Committee on ik B. H & 

Lhe Judi hi ry. oy \\ y Ss { i i” | I 
Also, petition of citizens of Springfield, Mo., protesting against | Bos ra 1 Core it § 

he passage of the proposed legislation for the establishment of wed J.M oo H Stre Wl 

& committee on public health; to the Committee on Rules Robbins, 20 Roel ad Ave * Bost \ 
Also, petition of Fred Lang, Herman, Mo., protesting against | Street, Roxbury; Miss Mabel Blais 

including mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax | bury; Carolyn Glidden, 45 M: 


bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means, elen Mau Binney, Roxbur 


® . Ts VOW - 7 a 
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Melville Avenue, Dorchester; Mrs. Alice E. Linnell, 100 Also, petition of Cozard Commercial Club, favoring the | 
Boylston Street, Boston; Florence E. Shattuck, 61 More- | sage of the 1-cent letter-postage rate; to the Committee 0) 
land Street, Roxbury; A. E. Starks, Boston; George Lord | Post Office and Post Roads. 

Starks, Boston; Clarence J. Carlisle, 29 Millet Street, By Mr. LEVY: Petition of E. J. Burton and Martin K 
Dorchester; Horace M. Carlisle, 29 Millet Street, Dorches- | both of New York, protesting against the passage of House 
ter; Mrs. C. V. Chipman, 560 West Park Street, Dorchester; | lution 33, to create a new committee on public health: to 
Nancy B. Lawrence, 560 Park Street, Dorchester; E. M. Klotz- | Committee on Ways and Means. 

bach, 99 Bowdoin Avenue, Dorchester; A. P. Ryder, 10 North Also, petition of Traffic Club of New York, favoring ») 
Devon Street, Roxbury; J. Lee Robinson, editor Cambridge | priation for the continuance of the Commerce Court: 
Tribune, Cambridge; George S, Haddock, 9 Crawford Street, | Committee on Appropriations. 

Roxbury; J. D. Blaisdell, Symphony Hall, Boston; J. W. Lewis, By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the Traffic Club, of New \ 
Pittsfield; Mary C. McLain, 23 Castlegate Road, Dorchester; | N. Y., favoring an appropriation for the continuance of 
Frances M. McLain, 25 Castlegate Road, Dorchester; Lilian E. | Commerce Court; to the Committee on Appropriations. 
ales, 23 Castlegate Road, Dorchester; Mrs. Jeanette Phillips, Also, petition of Russian Caviar Co., of New York. XN 
33 Glendale Street, Dorchester; Mrs. Jeannette W. Mitchell, 33 | favoring the passage of legislation making a specific ry 
Glendale Street, Dorchester; Mrs. Lulu 8. Dawson, 4 Franklin | duty on caviar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Terrace, Hyde Park; Gertrude F. Whitcomb, 86 Ridge Road, Also, petition of Double Trouble Co., of Toms River. x 
Dorchester; Clarence W. Scott, 14 Westland Avenue, Boston; | favoring the passage of House bill 4899, to fix standard } 
Mrs. Caroline A. Parker, 4 Cushing Avenue, Dorchester; Louis | for fruits, vegetables, etc.; to the Committee on Ways 
©. Ochs, Haverhill; J. S. Moore, Haverhill; A. M. Estabrook, | Means. : 
Haverhill; L. C. Stephens, Boston; A. E. Stephens, Dorchester ; Also, petition of the J. Wilckes Co., of New York, N. Y.. 
Mrs. J. E. True, 15 Castlegate Road, Dorchester; Mrs. Adeline | testing against the assessment of a fee for protests agains 
E. Lewis, 27 Wabore Street, Roxbury; Ephraim W. Lewis, 27 | sessments of duty by collectors of customs; to the Con) 
Wabore Street, Roxbury; George M. Parker, 4 Post Office | on Ways and Means. 

Square, Boston; Frederick L. Bauer, 354 Belgrade Avenue, Also, petition of Alex C. Sopers, of Lakewood. N. J 
West Roxbury; Miss Rachel Perne Amen, 5 Elm Hill Park, Rox- | testing against including mutual life insurance companies 
bury; W. H. Armstrong, Dorchester; Emily E. Adams, 6 Elm | income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Hill Park, Roxbury; Nellie E. Sherman, 6 Elm Hill Park, Rox- By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of citizens of Washington, 
bury; Lametta W. Blish, 16 School Street, Dorchester; Caroline | favoring the passage of legislation for the control and re 
W. Davis, 3 Ruthven Street, Roxbury; Miss Edith Preston Fos- | tion of the sale of opium and cocaine except for medicinal! 
ter, 3 Ruthven Street, Roxbury; A. M. Howe, Mattapan; Mrs. | to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Arrington, 57.Peter Parley Road, Jamaica Plain; Esther Boy- 

den, Mattapan; H. ©. Ellis, 117 Sherman Street, Springfield; oe 

Torrance Parker, Boston; George S. 'Taber, New Bedford; John SENATE. 

TT. Champion, New Bedford; Elisha B. Seeley, Roxbury; George . 5 z 4 

H. Cooper, Pittsfield; Frank M. Atkins, Boston; A. E. Vaulli- Monpay, June 2, 1913. 

strand, Pittsfield; Frank H. Sprague, Quincy; Fred A, Noyes, 
Boston; Henry L, Upton, Quincy; George MacFarlane, Dedham; 
Joseph C. Palmer, manager Hodkins Shoe Store, Lynn; Isaac 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. DD 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was 


N. Harrington, Lynn; Albert W. Symonds, Lynn; Elbridge O. | and approved. 
Welch, Lynn; Sebina Snow, Lynn; Homer B. Clement, Lynn; 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 
George A. Churchill, Lynn; Wallace P. Jeffrey, Lynn; Walter g a ‘ ; 
L. Winchester, Lynn; Frank L. Arey, Lynn; J. W. Bonney, Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, oe ne & 
Lynn; George A. Beacon, Springfield; O. M, Crocker, Braintree ; entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which the reso 
Simon Adams, Roxbury; Giles M. Smith, Watertown; Guy 8. | (8. Res. 64) amending Rule XII was adopted. I desire | 
Perkins, Longmeadow; O. D. Greene, president Roxbury His- | t®at matter up for consideration at this time. It is 
torical Society, Boston; W. G. Corthell, Wollaston; Clarence E. nature of a privileged motion, I take it. ‘ 
Stone, Dorchester; G. B. Whelden, Brockton; William H.| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will | 
Hawes, Brockton; Thomas B. Fales, Dorchester; George H. amendment of the rule. 
Wilkins, Boston; Frank A. Colburn, 19 Ware Street, Cambridge; The Secretary read as follows: 
John E, Sedman, 1010 Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge; Resolved, That Rule XII be amended as follows: 
Sherwin L. Cook, Boston; L. C. Sampson, Brockton; S. J. “ 3. Immediately after and before the result of each roll 
McFaun, Brockton; Ralph R. Robinson, Brockton; C. Chesley a SRROURCES CES Weeretary Hawi call the nam 
French, Brockton; John B. Hutchinson, Riverbank Court, Cam- ‘ 
bridge; Mrs. Fred D. Annett, Brockton; George A. Stevens, The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkan: 
Brockton: W. M. Woodward. Brockton: Erastus G. Stiles, | 18t of May entered a motion to reconsider the action 
Brockton; Willard Hanson, Brockton: Martin F. Toby, Brock- | Senate adopting this amendment to the rules. ' 
ton; George Knox, Brockton; Benjamin F. Bowker, Brockton; Mr. WILLIAMS. Has unanimous consent been yet ob! 
Lucy E. Dee, Brockton; Eva Moore, Brockton; C. L. Tobey, to consider it? ‘ 
Brockton; Levi J. Harper, Brockton; C. N. Bacon, Springfield; The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 
George Ferry, Brockton; Reginald Hoyt, Brockton; G. T. Mr. WILLIAMS. I merely wish to say, Mr. Presid 
Thompson, Brockton: P. Edward Foster, Boston: Ellis C. John- | I was the author of that rule. I had hoped that the | 
son, Haverhill; George C. Turner, Somerville; John M. Harri- | Which was accomplished in the House by a like rule w 
son, Haverhill: Charles E. Brown. Concord: George A. New- | accomplished here, to wit, stopping Senators from 
hall, Boston; George O. Willis, ir.. Dedham: C. F. Harris, Bos- | after a roll call and calling the attention of the Presid 
ton: Austin W. St. John, Somerville: G. H. Moore, Boston; | having their names called, and then being recorded. 1 
Gardner I. Jones, Boston: Arthur P. Gay, 6 Beacon Street, Bos- | House, however, immediately after the second roll eall 
ton; Fred L. Howard, Boston: F. CG. H. Gibbons, Springfield ; | ber of the House can consume the time of the body in s 
all in the State of Massachusetts, protesting against the crea- | Why he was not present or in having himself recorded. | 
tion of a committee on public health; to the Committee on I find that I merely put in one additional roll call whil 
Rules, ators keep up the old abuse. I think the amendment 
Also, petition of Massachusetts State Board of Trade, protest- | be reconsidered and defeated. 
ing against the provision in the sundry civil bill forbidding the Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, when the amendment W 
use of any part of the appropriation for the enforcement of | fered I called the attention of the Senate to it and stat t 
antitrust laws in the prosecution of special classes; to the Com- | I thought it was a mistake; and I remember well saying 
mittee on Appropriations. I thought it would be reconsidered within the next two 
Ky Mr. GRAY: Petition of Jesse French & Sons’ Piano Co., of | I think not quite that time has elapsed. I certainly ap! 
Newcastle, Ind., favoring the passage of an amendment to the | of a reconsideration of the rule. ; 
bankruptcy law to -ecure more speedy action; to the Committee Mr. WILLIAMS. It would have saved time if the vote 
on the Judiciary. been announced immediately after the second roll call, but 
Ry Mr. LOBECK: Petition of Thompson, Belden & Co., of | clerks always waited to let Senators stray in. 
Omaha, Nebr., favoring the passage of the 1-cent letter-postage Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have dey 
rate; to the Committee on the Post Cffice and Post Roads. a considerable part of my life to the practice of the law, ©) 
Also, petition of Miss Stella Taylor, of Blair, Nebr., protesting | one of the things which came to my knowledge that I prot 
against the creation of a committee on public health; to the | by was never to argue a case after the court had announcee « 
Committee on Rules. decision in my favor. 



















view of the statement of the Senator from stestestons | 
WILLIAMS] I do not think it necessary to a any 
1 why the rule should be reconsidered, but I think the 
sion is significant in the fact it demonstrates the 
y of attempting to improve upon the present rules of the 


They are the result of evolution and experience, and 


lvance 






every one has been evoked by sound < mon sense and | 
mperate sentime of the Sen: 


*Dhie€ nt I beli 









state 


h this 


Mr. TOWNSEND. The | 
H] is absent from the city on important business. He is 


oun and for the day. 


hine Senators have auswered 





nt. The question now is upon 
m Ark Sus to rec 

the amendment to the rule, wl 1 the 
fhe Secrerary. It is m 





msider the vote 





Secretary will read 







oved to rece ler the vote by which 
graph ©» was added to Rule XII rhe paragraph reads: 
Immediately after and before the r to ll call is ascer- 
d and inced the Secretary bai call 1es [ the a 





es 


Mr. CLARK of 


yeas and 


Wy ming. 
Che hays were ordered, and the Secretary called 





» TOL, 
Mr. BRADLEY. I am paired with the Senator from Indiana 
ir. KERN] who is absent. I transfer that pair to the Senator 
m Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] and vote “ yea.” 
ir. DILLINGHAM. I wish to announce that 
Mr. Pace] is absent on duty of the Senate to-day. 
h the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Suievps]}. 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. The Senator from 
r. WALSH] is absent on duty appertaining to the Senate. 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Mr. LODGE. I was requested to announce that tl r 
Maine [Mr. Burtetcnu] is paired with the Senator from 
ressee [Mr. LEA]; that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
tr] is paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Savts- 
‘y]; that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pv Pont] is paired 
th the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBerson]: that i 
m New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] is paired with the Sena- 
from New York [Mr. O’GorMAN]; that the Senator 


‘ 








my colleague 
He is paired 





Montana 
He 





\ 





CUMMINS}. 





Senator 











the Sena- | 


ma [Mr. BaANKuEaD]; that the Senator from North Dakota | 
Mr. McCumeer] is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. | 
11TH]; and that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ontver] | 
aired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN]. 
The result was announced—yeas 65, nays 7, as follows: 


YEAS—65. 


















Ashurst Fletcher Martine, N. J. Smith, 8. C. 
Bacon Gore Myers Smoot 
ah Gronna Nelson Stephenson 











adley Hitchcock O'Gorman Sterling 












Brady Hollis Overman Stone 
stow Hughes Penrose Sutherland 

iryan Jackson Perkins Swanson 
jurton James Pomerene Thompson 
Catron Johnson, Me. Ransdeli Thornton 
hamberlain Johnston, Ala. Root Tillman 
Chilton Jones Saulsbury Townsend 
Clapp Kenyon Shafroth Vardaman 
Clark, Wyo. La Follette Sheppard Williams 
Clarke, Ark. Lewis, Shively Works 





rawford Lodge 





Simmons 







Dillingham McLean Smith, Arig, 

Fall Martin, Va. Smith, Ga. 
NAYS—7. 

] ne 


Norris 
Lig pitt heed 





Thomas 
Warren 


Weeks 
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West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] is paired with the Senator from Ala- | ' 
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The VICK PRESI 
Mr. SIMMONS. What 
Mr. President? 
Mr. SMOOT. 
Mr. 
Senator from 
explanation 
first page? 
Mr. SMOOT, I 
gests that, I can have my ex] 
put on the first page of the comparisons, I w 
Mr. NEWLANDS., Very well. 
Mr. SMOOT. Now, in answer to the Senator fri } ( 
lina [Mr. Sramons], I will state that my req 
printed as a public document notes on the tariff 1 
1913, compiled by Thomas J. Doherty, special at ( 
Division, Department of Justice. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Do TI understand that the 1 e} i 
by some official in the Department of Justice? 


I will say 

NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I 
Utah whether it \ 
he has made of this document 


Mr. President, if t 


iation printed 





&)° dt) 
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Mr. SMOOT. It is. 

Mr. SIMMONS. And that it is a criticism of the House tariff 
bil 

Mr. SMOOT. Well, it is ealling attention to the different 
phraseology of the House bill as compared with the present 
law, and what effect such change will have upon the items as 


enumerated in each of the schedules. 
Mr. SIMMONS. In other words, it is an argument made by 
an official in the Department of Justice? 


Mr. SMOOT. There is no argument in the document. It is 
simply a statement of facts as they exist and showing the dif- 
ference in the phraseology. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I object to its being printed as a document 


until I can have time to examine it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina that Mr. Doherty was the gentleman who compiled the notes 
on the tariff in the year 1909. This is simply following out the 
work that was done by him in the House of Representatives in 
1909, and it will give information to every Senator. I say to 
the Senator now that it would take Senators hours amd days 
and weeks of time to find the information contained in the docu- 
ment if it is not printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not expect, Mr. President, to examine 
the whole batch of papers which the Senator from Utah has 
before him; but I think before this document, prepared by a 
Government official, with reference to a bill which is pending 
before the Senate, is printed, the majority members of the 
Finance Committee should have an opportunity to look at and 
examine it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have no objection, of course, 
the Senator wishes to examine the document. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is the only reason I ask that the re- 
quest for its printing go over. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think that every Senator here ought 
this information in considering the tariff bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think it is rather a remarkable perform- 
ance, Mr. President, that an official of the Government should 
be preparing notes upon the tariff bill without any knowledge 
of the majority members of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is only a glossary. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not mean to say that there is anything 
wrong in it, but I do mean to say that I think the majority 
members of the Committee on Finance should have oppor- 
tunity to examine it and to ascertain its character. 

Mr. SMOOT,. TIT have not the least objection to that. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, with reference to the com- 
partive statement of rates of duty prepared by the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Smoot] for the minority members of the committee 
and laid upon the desks of Senators this morning, I have noth- 
ing to say except that I think probably the comparison is some- 
what inadequate and does not embrace everything that should 
be contained in a compilation of this character. The majority 
members of the committee have prepared a similar comparison, 
which was printed probably 10 days ago, and which I thought 
had been distributed ameng the Members of the Senate, but 
probably it not yet been sent out. That comparison, I 
think, is very much more comprehensive than the statement pre- 
pared by the Senator from Utah. I am not at all criticizing the 
statement prepared by the Senator from Utah. I think in the 
main it follows the line of the statement that we have prepared, 
but we have added in our statement some things which I think 
are not embraced in that prepared by the Senator from Utah, 
and his statement embraces probably one or two matters not 
embraced in ours. 

I am very glad the Senator from Utah has prepared this 
compilation, because, after the Senate committee has acted 
upon the tariff bill, there will have to be a revised print, and 
I should like at that time, in consultation with the minority 
members, to prepare a revised comparison, so as to embrace all 
of the different columns and include all the data that are 
thought necessary in order to advise Senators as to the material 
matters in connection with the revision of the tariff. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I desire to call the Senator’s 
attention to the fact that in this comparative statement he 
will notice that I have left three columns blank for the pur- 
pose of adding to the comparison as soon as the bill is reported 
to the Senate with the changes which may be made by the Com- 
mittee on Finance of the Senate; and then, as soon as that is 
done, I think the comparison will be complete. Of course, I 
have no iden as to what errors the Senator refers—— 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not mean errors. I have not exam- 
ined the statement, and I do not know whether there are any 
errors or not; but I said that the Senator’s table was not quite 
sc comprehensive as the one which,I had caused to be pre- 
wred and which has been ready for distribution for 10 days. 
will state to the Senator that the tables which I have caused 


if 


to have 


an 


has 


l 
i 
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to be prepared contain, in addition to the imports of 
articles, the exports of those articles. I notice that 
Senator’s statement the column for exports is left blank 

Mr. SMOOT. No; it is only left blank in places where 
impossible to ascertain what the exact 


exports wer 
wherever—— 
Mr. SIMMONS. I merely ran through the first and s 
pages. 
Mr. SMOOT. Wherever exports were available fro) 


department, they have been embodied in this comparis: 
I wish to say, Mr. President, that there are quite a 
of headings in the comparison I have submitted that 
feund in the comparison referred to by the Senator, but | 
there is no question about the result. I think the Senat. 
I can arrive at an understanding. 
Mr. SIMMONS. In the main the tables run toget 
ours the exports have probably been sought out a littl 
diligently than in the Senator’s statement, and we have 
statistics in ours with reference to the labor cost of 
and sundry items which the Senator leaves out of his 
What I meant to say, Mr. President, was that after ¢) 
had been acted upon by the committee, so that we could 
the columns with reference to the rates fixed by the §s : 
commiitee, then, following the usual course in such ec 
shall desire to confer with the minority members, and 
make up a comparative statement so as to embrace in 


itso pa te 


thing that both sides or either side may desire to h a 
cluded. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Petitions and memorials 4 
order. « 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 4 
Mr. WEEKS presented a resolution adopted by the M 2 
setts Peace Society, favoring the repeal of the claus 2 
Panama Canal law exempting American coastwise s ' 


from the payment of tolls, which was referred to the Co1 oa 
on Interoceanic Canals. 

He also presented a memorial of the Southern New F: 
Textile Club, remonstrating against the passage of the ). 
tariff bill, which was referred to the Committee on Fina) 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Board of ‘| 
of Beverly, Mass., favoring an appropriation being made f 
purchase of suitable homes for American representatives 
eign countries, which was referred to the Committee on | 
Relations. 

Mr. O’GORMAN. I present a letter from the secretary 
Chamber of Commerce of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., transi 
resolution passed by that body, which I ask may be jp 
the Recorp and referred to the Sommittee on Foreign Ik 

There being no objection, the letter and accompanying ! 
tion were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relati 
ordered to be printed in the Rrecoxp, as follows: 

CHAMBER OF CoMM! 
Poughkeepsie, N. Y., Mey 
Hon. JAMES A, O'GORMAN, 
United States Scnate, Washington, D. CO. 

Dear Sir: Inclosed please find copy of resolution p: 1 
Poughkeepsie Chamber of Commerce at the last regular me« 

Trusting that you can see your way clear to conscientiou 
this movement, I beg to remain, 

Yours, very truly, Howarp E. TAYLon, S¢ 


CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, Poughkcepsi 


At the regular meeting of the Chamber of Commerce 
keepsie, N. Y., the following resolution was unanimously pa 
Whereas the United States, contrary to the custom of tl! 

powers, does not own buildings in foreign countries for 

sentatives, with the result that our commercial interests 
competition with other nations for the expansion of 
trade; and 

Whereas we believe that no representative of our Government 

should be called upon to make expenditures from his pri 

or that it should be necessary for him to have one in order ¢ , 

tain our dignity in foreign countries; and 
Whereas we believe that representatives should reside at a | 

home which our Government should supply, to which our 

could point with pride, and where they may come and go ¥ 

same Feedion as that existing at the White House at Was 

and believing that it reflects upon our national dignity. 

representative to live in a palace and for his successor to lly 

flat, and that neglect to provide residences precludes the 

from obtaining the services of many eminent citizens: T! 

be it 

Resolved, That we are heartily in favor of the United States ow! 
buildings that will reflect credit on the Nation; that will combine 
office with the residence, and of such size that representatives 
maintain them on pay; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, requesting them to use th 
best efforts in supporting any bill that may be introduced to carry 
the object of this resolution. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia, from the Committee on Education 
and Labor, to which was referred the joint resolution (S. J. 


e 




























» 
Oe 


191 
Res. 5) providing for the appoin‘ment of a commission to con- 
sider the need and report a plan for national aid to vocational 
education, reported it without amendment and 
port (No. 54) thereon. 
Mr. O’'GORMAN, from 
which was referred the bill (S. 2254) to amend chapter 1, 
section 18, of the Judicial Code, reported it without amendment. 
STENOGRAPHER TO ON PRINTING. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee to Audit and Control 

» Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred 
Senate concurrent resolution 2, authorizing the Joint Committee 
on Printing to employ a stenographer, submitted by Mr. 
FLETCHER On the 1st ultimo, reported favorably thereon, and it 
was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the Hous 
That the Joint Committee on Printing ’ 
to employ a stenographer, compensation at the rate of $75 per month, 
e paid one-half out of the contingent fund of the Senate and one 


half out of the contingent fund of the House, until otherwise 
aan 


JOINT COMMITTEE 


e of Representatives concurring), 
and hereby authorized 


be, is, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unani 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 2406) to regulate the immigration of aliens to and 
the residence of aliens in the United States; to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 2407) granting an increase of pension to Zipporah 
Lincoln; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIS: 

\ bill (S. 2408) for the relief of John K. Sullivan and others; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Georgia: 

A bill (S. 2409) for the relief of the First Baptist Church, 
La Fayette, Ga.:; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 2410) to amend an act approved January 

apter 109, entitled “An act to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
drinks to Indians, (with to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2411) granting an honorable discharge to Ustacio 
B. Davison; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2412) granting an increase of pension to Fred L 
Bush; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

\ bill (S. 2413) for the relief of Sheldon T. Eppright (with 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


nov 
mous 


of 


30, 


ete.” accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 2414) granting an increase of pension to W. E 
Roach; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 2415) relating to the exclusion of traffic from 


streets and avenues of the city of Washington during parades; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
A bill (S. 2416) granting an increase of pension to Sarah T. 


Keller ; 

A bill (S. 2417) granting an increase of pension te 
Dean (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2418) granting an increase of pension to Sophia 
Pollock (with accompanying paper); to the Committee 
sions. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 2419) permitting male minors of the age of 18 
years or over to niake homestead entry or other entry of the 
public lands of the United States; to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. O’'GORMAN: 

A bill (S. 2420) to incorporate the National Committee on 
Prison Labor, for the purpose of studying the whole problem 
of prison labor with a view of securing uniform legislation 
among the States of the Union, to the end that all convi 
may be so employed as to promote their own welfare, and, at 
the same time, to reimburse the State for its expenses in main- 
taining prisons, while also preventing unfair competition be- 
tween prison-made goods and the products of free labor, and, 
if possible, securing to the dependent families of prisoners a 
fair proportion of their rightful earnings; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 2421) for the relief of the estate of George McDer- 
mott Keegan; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2422) granting a pension to Mary Gilchrist; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 2423) for the relief of the heirs or estate of 
Michel Emonet, deceased ; and 


Joanna 


M. 
Pen- 


on 


ts 


L——116 


submitted a | 


. oo | 
the Committee on the Judiciary, to | 
| in 


provided | 


1897, | 


A bill (S. 2424) for the relief of 
Melancon, deceased; to the Cor utr 
By Mr. MARTIN of Virgi 
A bill (S. 2425) to authorize the I R L) 
Co. to construct and maint: : 
Mecklenburg County, in the S v 
20 es below the town of ¢ ~ 
| Committee on Commerce 
By Mr. JACKSON 
A bill (S. 2426) for ti I f J ( | 
and 
A b (S. 24297) fi { f 
| Shoen iker., deceas ad: tot ( ( 
By Mr. SHUERMAN 
A bill (S. 2428) j » } l ‘ R 
A bill (S. 2429) for the 1 iN /. 
A bill (S. 2430) for the re \ Wo 
A bill (S. 2451) for the relief ( mean 
Committee on Military Af 
A bill (S. 2482) granting an in é 
R. Dixon; to the Committee 1’ 
By Mr. PERKINS: 
A bill (S. 2488) providing for the 
intended for foreign buildings l 
Pacific Internation Ex ! \ 
eign exhibitors; to the Con 
By Mr. CHILTON: 
A bill (S. 2454) f f d A : 
others (with accompan gy er) 
By Mr. McLEAN 
A bill (S. 2485) granti 
Brown (with accom LV ) ( 
By Mr. WEEKS: 
A b (S. 2456) g g 
Hedlund; to the ¢ i Pens 
By Mr. FLETCHER 
A bill (S. 2487) to ( 
the United States An to tl 
diciary. 
By Mr. VARDAMAN 
A bi (S. 2438) for t ‘ 
the cit) ' Gulfport, in t S 
mittee « Military Aff 
By Mr. ROOT 
A bill (S. 2459) ge y 
He i Fricl to the ¢ 
ce cvs 
Mr. MARTINE of New Je I s 
tion, and ask for its inn li nsicde 
The concur! ‘ ms 
follows: 
W a iz ft a t 1 I 
in det p i 
santidintin 69 
the various p t Sta N 
New \ nd I’ 1 
Wh is Tt I 1 
R j Sena f H 
That se i t l ! 
icti i i l I { 
d orde ! la 
f Repre itiy 
Fhe VICK PRESIDENT Is tl 
consideration of the resolution 
Mr. BURTON Mr. Presid ! 
sweeping nature. If we adopt it, simi 
in at least 20 other cases, It 
go to 2 committee 
Mr. MARTINE of New J If S 
me, I should be quite w g g 
feel, however, tha j is 
| should be acted on, and ed on pl 
The order promuig ited y Presid { I ( 
the expiration of his administration “l this 
| into effect on July 1. As to ny own e, f wh 
the resolution, we would be very seriously affected 
of Newark, a city of over 400,000 population, to-da 
entry, a city that has expended large sums of money 
enterprises and other facilities for shipping inter 
be sidetracked, and all business of that character wo 
| ried to the city of New York, 15 miles distant. 
The great problem in the great city of New Yor! 


| water facilities, dock transportation, an 
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perhaps, than in any other city, 
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! 
mat of prime necessity that rather than adding to that con- | 
{ } | be lessened. j 

Vi} order has raised a s m of disapprobation in the State. | 
[I hold in 1 hand clippings from prominent papers protest- 
ing ist the carrying out of the order. I should like very | 
much to have it take in all the ports along the Atlantic coast. | 

I believe the little matter of economy that has been urged | 
in this regard is too trifling to be considered. You can not | 
measure matters of economy entirely by the saving of a few | 
dollars. There is something more important than that. There 
is something in the local pride and the enterprise of a com- 
munity 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I do not wish to enter into 
iny extended discussion of the subject. The order was made | 
by President Taft in pursuance of a legislative provision in the | 
sundry civil act, which originated in the House. It would be | 
a very sudden step to take to annul that order utterly, as pro- 
posed by this resolution. I may say, further, that there is a 
bill pending on the subject, which was referred first, I think, | 
to the Committee on Commerce; and either that bill or another | 
of similar tenor now pending before the Committee on the 
Judiciary. The que ae ‘of validity having been raised, and a | 
request ving been made of the Secretary of the Treasury for 


his opinion on the subject, we certainly should wait for that 
before we take any action. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President——~— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I do. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to say, Mr. President, that a bill has 
been reduced and referred to the Committee on Commerce to 


t 
a; : : asf 
suspend the operation of this order for two years. At the in- | 


stance of the committee that bill was referred to the Secretary 
of the Treasury for a report. I think the resolution ought to 
go to that committee and ought to go to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for his opinion and report. 

[ accordingly move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I accept the suggestion of 
the Senator from Minnesota, but I desire that prompt action 


may be had. I realize that the month will slip around before | 


we know it; and it would be a very serious situation for us, 
in my little Commonwealth, to be thus placed. However, I 
submit to the proposal to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


IMMIGRATION OF ALIENS (S. DOC. NO. 52). 


Mr. LODGE. I ask to have printed as a public document a 
tatement, prepared by the retiring Commissioner General of 
Immigration, in regard to the operation of the present immi- 
gration law. It is a short and very valuable statement as to 
the workings of the present law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is made. 


c 


UNITED STATES V. THE CHANDLER DUNBAR WATER POWER CO. 
(S. DOC, NO, 51). 
Mr. BURTON, I ask to have printed as a public document 
a decision of the Sup reme C ourt recently rendered in the case 
of the United States against The Chandler Dunbar Water 
Power Co. and others. The decision has an important bearing 
on a question discussed at great length in the last Congress. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 


hears none, and it is so ordered. 





MIDSHIPMEN AT NAVAL ACADEMY, 
Mr, SWANSON. Mr. President, there is a bill on the calen- 


dar—Senate bill 2272—which is very urgent, and the early 
passage of which is very important. Every Senator is inter- 
ested in it. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of a bill 
the title of which will be stated. 

The Sreretary. A bill (S. 2272) providing for an increase 
in the number of midshipmen at the United States Naval 
Academy after June 30, 1913. 

Mr. SMOOT. I shall not object to the consideration of the 
bill at this time, but I shall object to any further unanimous- 
consent agreements, 

‘he VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill, 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 





consideration. 


June 
9 


bia, a 


2 midshipmen for 
}in Cor 
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It provides that after June 30, 1913, and 
30, 1919, there shall be allowed at the Naval Acad 
each Senator, Representative, and De 


Porto Rico, 2 for the District of ( 


nd 10 appointed each year at large. Midshipm 
graduation shall be commissioned as ensigns in the N; 


| may be assigned by the Secretary of the Navy to fill va 


in the lowest commissioned grades of the Marine Corps « 


| Corps 


of the Navy. 


rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
WEEKS. Mr. President, I expect to vote for th 
but I should like to call the attention of the Committee o1 
Affairs to the condit 
There are now 351 lieutenants, 188 junior lieutenants, a 
ensigns whose ages do not vary more than 7 or 8 years, a 
the Naval Academy 763 midshipmen. So that, 


Mr. 


are in 
there 
37 yea 


are nearly 2, 
rs of age and 


Necessarily, unles 


of the 


destro 


Navy, that v 
y promotions 


in these a Ie 


the en 
40 yea 


ion of the lower grades in the Navy. 


00 officers the oldest of whom is nu 
the youngest not under 20 years 

s there is going to be a very large i 
vill make a “hump” which will : 
and the effectiveness of the younger 
yr instance, a man who is now at th 








signs’ list can not reach the lieutenants’ list bef 


rs of age, in t 


he ordinary course of promotions. 


I hope the Committee on Naval Affairs will take ti: 
sider the proper disposition to be made of these younger 


My oV 


vn judgment 


is that some method should be ad 


mustering out a certain proportion of them, so that pr 
will be facilitated and the better men will be retain 
service, because the 


| * 
|; Seeing 


the stagnatio 


» tendency now is for many of the 
n ahead of them, to retire from the s 


I have seen it stated in the public press that the Sec 
| the N 
course, if followed, will absolutely prevent the easy il 
motions which should obtain in the service. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 1 


the thi 


avy is Oppose 


rd time, and 
PO 


“il to allowing mien to resign, so 


passed. 


STMASTER AT SALEM, OHIO. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before 


the following resolution coming over from a previous da 


The 


Secretary rez 


id the resolution (S. Res. 94) sub: 


Mr. Busses on May 29, as follows: 


Reso 


ed, That the 


Postmaster General be requested and 


2 To transmit to the Senate all papers relating to tl 


| of a po 


ystmaster at Sal 


em, Ohio. 


2. To investigate and inform the Senate whether such pos’ t 


recomme 
conditi 


To inform the § 


that py 


| their o 


of this 


Mr. 


nded under a 


n agreement that, if appointed, ut wi 


on of such appointment, publish a Democratic ne 


ywstmasters shall 
flice ; and if so, 


office, 


WILLIAMS. 






enate whether it is the policy of ‘the 


devote the whole of their time to t 
whether such condition was imposed 


Mr. President, does this resol 


up on motion or on a request for unanimous consent? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It comes over from a prey 


Mr. 


SWANSON. 


Mr. President, the junior Se! 


| Georgia [Mr. SmiruH] interposed an objection to the 


of the resolution the last day the Senate was in session 
It seems to me the second part of the resolution, di! 


invest 


igation by an 


executive department of the Gove! 


lis not a proper subject for action by the Senate. As tl 
| firmation of the Salem postmaster is before the Comn 
| Post Offices and Post Roads, it seems to me the proper 
to pursue in connection with the resolution is to ref 
the Post Office Committee, with instructions to report 
Senate what part 
what part should not. 


Mr. 
TON}, 


1913. 


TOWNSEND. 


of the matter should be investigat: 


The senior Senator from Ohio [Mr 


who introduced this resolution, has been called fr 
Chamber and before the Judiciary Committee, but he req 
me to present and have read from the desk, if permitted 
tion of an editorial from the Salem Daily Herald of M 


I ask that the part marked in the editorial may b: 


] 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 


Mr. 


Michig 


WILLIAMS. 


I should like to ask the Senator 


an, first, who is the editor of the paper and, s 


what are his politics? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. The editor of the paper is the m 
has been nominated for postmaster and in reference to 
the investigation is proposed. 


Mr. 
read. 
Mr. 


The 


WILLIAMS. 


Then I have no objection to hear 


TOWNSEND. I take it for granted he is a De! 
or will be hereafter, according to his statement about to b 
VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objecti: 
the Secretary will read as requested. 


sh SA al aa 


a 


aq 
a 











1915. 


The Secretary. Reading from the Salem 
Salem, Ohio, Saturday, March 1, 1913—— 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I wish to state that the first portion of 
the article which is to be read is a quotation from a letter 
which the Congressman from the Salem district, who, according 
to the editorial, entered into this arrangement with the editor 
of the paper, wrote to that editor, and the latter is the man who 
s nominated for the Salem post office according to the agree- 
ment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Daily Herald, 


WHITACRE’S LETTER 

After considering carefully the Salem post-office appointment, I have 
arrived at the following conclusions: 

rhe candidates for the appointment of postmaster of Salem have 

en my friends in past campaigns, and therefore I feel kindly to them 
This much, however, is a certainty, while all are entitled to recogni- 
tion, only one can be favored. 

rhe office is not entirely to be given in return for personal obliga- 

ns on my part. The Democracy of the county is to be considered, 
and I am of the opinion that the cause of Democracy can best be pro- 
moted through live and energetic newspapers. 

Without entering into any discussion, if Mr. Gee, the editor of the 
Herald, will agree to run a genuinely Democratic newspaper and will 

p to put the “ gangsters” in both parties out of business, I think 

should get the post office. 

I am sending this letter to the other candidates for the post office, 
and I shall put the proposition up to Mr. Gee, so that we will have an 
understanding about the course of the paper. I am not so much inter- 
ested for myself, for the best thing that could happen to me would 

to get out of politics, and unless I change my mind again I will be 

t—but I am merely stating my feelings at the present time. 

My present intention is to name Mr. Gee, providing I get a satis- 
factory answer with respect to the course of the Herald. 

Very truly, yours, 
J. J. WHITACRE. 
GEP’S REPLY TO WHITACRE 
In reply to the above communication Mr. Gee Saturday sent the 
lowing telegram to Congressman WHITACRE: 
SALEM, On10, March 1, 1913. 
Hon. J. J. WHITACRE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Your communication of the 28th ultimo received, and your proffer of 
he postmastership in Salem is accepted, together with the conditions 
posed, Kindly accept the thanks of not only myself, but also of the 
st of friends who so stanchly supported me during my campaign 
Letter will follow. 


Georce H. GEE. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I understand the junior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON] suggests that the second 
paragraph in the resolution should be eliminated. My atten- 
on has been called to the fact that the Postmaster General 
objected to the word “investigate”; that he was quite willing 
to proceed to furnish the other things asked for in the resolu- 
tion, but he did not care to institute an investigation. The 
senior Senator from Ohio has instructed me to say for him that 
he has no objection to eliminating the words “ investigate and,” 
so that the second paragraph shall read: 

To inform the Senate whether such postmaster was 


recommended 
ler an agreement 


And so on. 

I ask the Senator from Virginia if he has any objection with 
those words eliminated, inasmuch as the Postmaster General 
has no objection to furnishing the information? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 
He only objected to the words “to investigate,’ as he did not 

msider that the Senate should undertake to direct him to make 
an investigation. 
be made by the committee of the Senate itself. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Then, Mr. President, I move to amend the 


resolution by striking out, in line 5, the words “ investigate | 


id,” so that the paragraph will read: 

2. To inform the Senate whether such postmaster was recommended— 

And so forth. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
words which will be read. 

The Secretary. In line 5, before the word “inform,” strike 
out the words “investigate and.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as 
amended. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I do not know that 
we should pass this first paragraph. The Postmaster General 
has no objection at all to it, and in this particular instance 
there is no objection to it; but as a general rule it would be 
highly improper to direct that the testimonials with reference 
te a particular appointment shall be sent to the Senate in open 
session. 

The Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, of course, 
has had all these papers within its reach all the time. The 
Senator from Michigan is a member of that committee, and he 
will understand that the Postmaster General is at all times 
Willing to furnish for the use of the committee any recom- 


The motion is to strike out the 





The Postmaster General has none. | 


If an investigation is to be made, it should | 
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mendations or papers in his office with reference to a particular 
nomination. It, however, belongs to executive business rhere 
are many reasons why testimonials and adverse criti 
should be handled in executive session alone. It: would be ex 
ceedingly unfortunate to air all the adverse criticisms that 
are sometimes filed in connection with appointments 

I am not going to object to that paragraph in the present 
instance, because I understand that in this instance there is 
nothing among the papers that could do any harm to anyone 
it it came to the Senate in open session: but I do wish to say 
that I shall object, so far as post-office matters are concerned, 
or in behalf of any committee of which I am a member, to hay 
ing brought into the open Senate papers that may be in the 
department with reference to a nomination. I.belleve it is the 
safer and better plan to let them go to the committee and come 
to the executive session from the committee. 


sts 


Mr. ‘TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I agree with the Sen r 
from Georgia, and I can assure him that I shall n isk that 
anything which seems improper shall be brought to the Sen 
But this is a matter which has already been made public in the 


press. It has challenged the attention of the Senate and a 
portion of the country. It has already been given wide pub 
licity. The Senate should have full information on the subject 
The Postmaster General can furnish information, and I am ii 
formed has expressed a willingness to do so. Why not let the 
country know the facts? Irrespective of the question a 
whether a man is to be confirmed as postmaster who had en 
tered into a bargain for it or not, the transaction published by 
the parties should be considered by the Senate. ‘That is the ob 
ject which the Senator from Ohio had in view. I agree with the 
Senator from Georgia that a matter which properly belongs to 
executive session should not be brought into open session, but 
this transaction should be discussed with open doors 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I wish to say that as far as I am 
concerned I will be very much better satisfied to vote for his 
confirmation if he is going to run a straight Democratic paper 
than if he was going to run any other kind. I think it shows 
that he is going to render his country a service. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carclina. Mr. President, I would 


Ss to 


like to ask the Senator from Michigan if he does not think, in 
spite of the fact that this is a matter which has bee made 
public, that this is establishing even in this instance rather a 
dangerous precedent? If it is to go abroad that whenever there 
is any question raised and it gets into the public pres he 
charges will be investigated in open Senate, we would 


very thing that we wish to avoid. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I had supposed that 
until the present session of Congress, : 
thing Democrats were demanding. If there is anything in 
charge that this is a species of bribery ind if it is not w 
the letter it f tl 


is certainly within the spirit « $ 

of the corrupt practices act—no Senator on this floor ean af 
ford to withhold all the facts connected with it or to hide t 
in the secrecy of executive session If there is anyth which 
|ean come before the Senate in open session to shed , 
on a question of this importance, it ought not to be | 
suppressed. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. If the Senator will 
me, I was not making any plea for the suppression of 
the facts, but my object was simply to expedite the 
of the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
charged with the duty of ascertaining | the f S l 
suppressing them. I do not want the intimation to go out ] 


from the members of the Committee on Post Offices and P 
Roads or otherwise that I made the suggestion for tl I e 


of suppressing anything in connection with this tter It 
was simply to avoid a precedent from being est a 
might relieve the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
from duty and resolve the Senate into a Committee 1 Pos 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I do not think it will have th ffect. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. It seems to me that this 
will forestall the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
and prevent that committee from ascertaining the facts while 


giving them first to the Senate. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I wish to say to the Senator there yw 
no expedition secured by withholding the consideration of t 
resolution to-day. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, it seems to me, if the Se 
tor from Michigan earnestly desired to prevent this confirm mn, 
thus saving the country from the services of this postmaster, he 
would not advertise something for political effect, but he would 
have pursued the ordinary course of opposing the confirmation 
in the Senate. The ordinary course on all confirmatio s to 


have the appointment referred to a committee; and if 
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are charges against the appointee, they are then sent to the 


committee for investigation, and the committee investigates 
them and takes evidence. Then it is reported to an executive 


session of the Senate. . 


What surprises me is that if this is an earnest effort and a 


patriotic desire to prevent the confirmation of this appointee, 
the usual course was not pursued. It could have been very 
easily requested that this information should be sent to the 


Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, of which the Sena- 





Rel 


tor is member. The Senator who has charge of the appoint- 
ments from Ohio could have been notified of these conditions, 
and he could have requested the committee to summon wit- 
nesses, and he could have obtained a statement from the Post- 
master General. It is amazing that this case should be isolated 
from all others if the purpose was one entirely patriotic. 

The editorial was read, and it seems to me, from the patriotic 
purposes first announced by the Senator from Michigan, he has 


pursued a very unusual course in connection with this appoinz- 


ment. The fact that he did that has created an impression that 
he desires publicity more than the usual course of fighting ap- 
pointments of this character sent to the Senate. If the Se: 
ator wishes to fight this confirmation, he could very easily 


have go the Senator to whom the Ohio cases are referred; 
the matter could have been presented to that Senator; and if | 
that Senator had not concluded that it was a proper appoint- 
ment he would report it adversely, he would refer it back to 
the entire committee, and the entire committee would have in- 
vestigated it. The entire committee could have gotten all the 
from the Postmaster General and summoned anyone to 
come and testify, and the matter would have been brought up in 
executive session. That is what the Senate for more than a | 
century has determined to be the wise, proper, and just course 
in considering nominations, and I am surprised that this case 
should have been isolated from all others. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, the Senator from Michi- 
gan is the subcommitteeman for the State of Ohio. This nomi- 
nation was referred to the Senators from Ohio according to the 


papers 


rule. The senior Senator from Ohio introduced the resolution 
that is now before the Senate. It is his resolution and not 
mine. I have taken it up in his absence, but on his request. I 
am sorry he is unavoidably absent. He saw fit to bring this 


matter before the Senate through this resolution, and he has 
presented it in due form. He has received the consent of the 
Senate to consider it. It went over a day for the purpose of 
giving it consideration. It seemed to him, as it does to me, 
it a serious thing, that justice to all parties requires 
it should be disclosed in the open session of Congress, not only 
for the benefit of the Senate but for the edification of the coun- 
try and for the good of the parties directly involved. 

If there is nothing wrong about this contract, if it is not a 
violation of any law or of moral ethics, it certainly will stand 
the test of a thorough investigation, or, at least, of a report of 
the facts by the Postmaster General. This resolution calls only 
for facts, and you ought not to suppress them. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
Senator from Ohio could easily have trusted the Senator from 
Michigan, who charged with reporting upon this case from 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and it is sur- 
prising to me that the Senator from Ohio and the Senator who 
has charge of the Ohio cases violated the usual procedure in 
such cases, and without reporting back to the full committee, 
without making an investigation, comes with this matter in the 
open session of the Senate. 

It seems to me the proper course for the Senator from Michi- 
gan to have pursued in this case, as he has charge of the Ohio 
matters, if both Senators did not consent to the confirmation 
under the rules adopted, would have been to report back to the 
fnll committee the fact of this difference. Then the full com- 
mittee could have had an investigation of its own, could have 
summoned witnesses, could have summoned everybody inter- 
ested, and gotten all the papers. What is surprising to me is 
that this course was not pursued if the purpose is so patriotic 
as intimated by the Senator from Michigan. 

I think the Senator from Michigan himself should have re- 
ported this case back to the full committee and let the usual 
course be pursued. Is there to be a precedent established that 
every time anyone wishes to say anything against an appoint- 
ment sent in here a resolution is to be brought up and is to be 
discussed in open session of the Senate and not in executive 
session ? 

There is no desire to suppress anything. I wish to say that 
the Postmaster General himself did not object to furnishing this 
information, but what I desire to protest against is that the 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Michigan should 
change the entire course of such appointments and not follow 


ES 


is such 


yor 
is 


is 
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the usual procedure. I think it was incumbent to do so if 
purpose was to prevent an unfit man from being postmas 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I can not, of cours 
what was in the mind of the Senator from Ohio, but | 
readily believe that this is a resolution which should be 
sidered in the Senate without regard to the confirmation o| 
man named for postmaster at Salem, Ohio. Considerati: 
confirmation will come after investigation. I know of 1 
son why the course suggested by the junior Senator fr 
ginia can not and will not be followed. But this is a 
that has already been made pubiic. It has attained news 
notoriety. The two parties have written the record: they : 
furnished such information as we have, and not the s« 
from Ohio or the Senator from Michigan. 

I repeat, as far as the confirmation of this candidate f 
post office at Salem is concerned, that can be handled w 
regard to this resolution and in executive session, if S 
wish, but the distinguished Senator from Ohio believes, ; 
that the case is bigger than simply the question as to w 
a particular man shall be postmaster or not; it may 
legal or moral wrong, and this resolution will 
facts. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, this resolution 
political byplay of the peanut variety. Its hypocrisy 
lime, coming from the Republican Party, which for 53 yea: 
been rewarding past, present, and hoped-for politica! 


disc! 


with post offices. " 
There is nothing secret here. Here is a man’s ow: 7 
paper publishing the two letters. Information is not g 


because the information is there. It is, however, sought 
the impression that something remarkably unusual bh 
done with regard to the Salem post office. It is not ev: yi 
that the man was to publish a Democratic newspaper 
not where the gaff struck and hurt. The gaff struck a1 
when the Congressman said that it was to be a genuin 
cratic newspaper, devoted to putting the gangsters 
political parties out. 

It is a pity you can not put somebody into every jx 
in the United States with some power and some will 1 
the work of putting out the gangsters of both political 
If the objection to this man is that it is feared that 
devote his newspaper to that purpose, it strikes me 
objection is not well taken. This may be a part of the 
ized effort on the other side of the Chamber to take up 1 
of the Senate with all sorts of little things, and to there! 
the greater things which in the course of time must con 


not know. 
This resolution reads: 5 
2. To investigate and inform the Senate whether such 


was recommended under an agreement that, if appointed, | 
a condition of such appointment, publish a Democratic news 

There are two letters showing that the office was offe: 
the condition that if the editor would publish a genuine I) 
cratic newspaper, try to get the gangsters of both parti 
and devote himself to the cause of honest politics, the C 
man would name him. There is no secrecy about it; 
published in the paper. The editor was proud of the f 
he gave the assurance, and he had a right to be proud 
fact that he gave the assurance, and we have a right over 
on this side of the Chamber to be proud of the fact 
Democratic Congressman was seeking that sort of a m 
would do that sort of work. 

It is not at all strange that the “ galled jade” should 
I do not suppose there has been a time in the politica 
of the Senator from Ohio or the Senator from Michiga 
they have been here when they ever objected to a mai 
made postmaster because he had done or said he was ¢ 
do political work for the Republican Party. I do not su 
either one of them ever in his life recommended a Democri' 
a post office. I rather guess, though I do not know, that 
of them at times have recommended editors to be postn 
Upon that question I await further light upon some 
occasion. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missis 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I should like to ask the Senator ! 
Mississippi what sort of a newspaper this man intends \ 
if he does not get the appointment? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That I can not tell you; but if there |s 
assurance that he will run this sort of a newspaper, he 
perform a great service for the American people. | take it | 
he was already running a Democratic newspaper, and I ta 
that, if he was running a genuine Democratic newspape’, 
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was already doing good; but it seems that the Congressmal! 
wanted further assurance, and he got ‘t. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator from Mississippi says, if 
1¢ will permit me 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One minute, and I will. 

The whole gravamen of it is that you are hypocritically com- 
laining that a man is appointed to a postmastership because he 
as done or will do party service, when you have been appoint 

¢ such men for the past 53 years for those reasons. 

SUTHERLAND and Mr. TOWNSEND addressed the 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. sid , the Senator from Mis 
sissippi says, as I understand, that this man | 
receives this appointment as postmaster, that he will hereafter 
run a genuine Democratic newspaper and put the gangsters out 
of business. What I should like to know from the Senator from | 
Mississippi is if the man is not appoiuted postmaster whether 
he intends to run an anti-Democratic newspaper and keep th 
gangsters in? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is the question which I answered be 
fore, the question to which I returned the reply; that is cer 
tainly a truism that I did not know. I shoul I 
I could know. If the Senator from Utah w 
could know, I m y go ib t ascertaining the 
desires; but so long as I see no roadway 
undertake to tell him what the end of the r 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Will the Senator f1 
to me for just a moment? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wi 
question propounded by 


The Senator from 


1as promised, if he 


hat sort 


Mr 


chicken was dead.” T hieken ha een lying on its bac! I inquire 
cooling off in the hot time of the day. “I thought that chicken The VICE PRI 
was dead, and, mamma, if it had been dead I wonder who killed | Senator from P 
it.” [Laughter. ] Mr. WILLIAMS 
I yield to the Senator from Michigan. “yea.” 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, has it occurred t 
Senator that this is a case where, in order to obtain met 
vili put the ngsters out, you have to buy them? 
clearly an inference in that article that—— 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, no; there is not. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. That this man must be induced, through | * Kern]. I 
the promise ¢ fa position, before lls l thing. La RTON and w 
The Senator suggested another thing, namely, that I ha ae] . CHAMBERLAIN 
in the habit, or have been in the business, of putting Repub- | Senator from Pennsylv: 
licaus in office, which is true; and I am not complaining in any ! m Montana [Mr. Watsu]} 


> i 
Aiil 





NOT VOTING 


O'Gorman teed 
Oliver Shields 
Overman yns 
wen h, Md. 
age , Mich. 
erkins 
timan 
lexter 


) 
P 
P. 
P 
P 
Pp 


olr 
ition was laid on the table. 


I ERKS TO SENATORS. 


Mr. President, last 


MOOT. gave 


Thursday I 
“lintely 
to-day I should move take 
resolution 19. I 
o the consideration of Senate resolution 19. 
WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I think it 


to take up a matter out of its order on the ¢cal- 


iness to up for consideration 


ate joint 


Us 


consent 
‘ til 

Mr. SMOOT. As I understand, morning business 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. SMOOT. I 
I move that the 
resolution 19. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that; but is not the consider- 
ation of bills on the calendar in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the Senator from 
Utah is in order in making the motion, and leaving it to the 
Senate to decide whether the resolution shall be taken up or 
not. The Senator from Utah moves to take up and consider 
resolution 19. 


is closed? 
Morning business is closed. 

therefore do not ask unanimous consent, but 
Senate 


Senate 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 21, 
noes 19. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the 
answered to their names: 
Hitchcock 
Hollis 
Hughes 
Jackson 
James 
Johnson, Me. 
Johnston, Ala. 
Jones 
Kenyon 
La Follette 
Lane 
Lewis 
Lippitt 
Lodge 


No quorum is present. The Secre- 


roll, and the following Senators 
Ashurst 

Ba on 
Borah 
bradley 
irady 
randegee 
Bristow 
Burton 
Chamberlain 
Chilton 
Clarke, Ark 
Crawford 
Dillingham 


Myers 
Newlands 
O'Gorman 
Perkins 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Robinson 
Root 
Saulsbury 
Shafroth 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Shively 
Smith, Ariz. 
McCumber Smith, Ga. 
Martin, Va Smith, 8. Cc, 
Martine, N. J. Smoot 


Mr. BURTON. I was requested to announce that the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS] and the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
Watsu] are with the subcommittee of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, but they are paired. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
to their names. 

Mr. SMOOT, 
my motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah asks for 
the yeas and nays upon his motion, to take up and consider 
Senate resolution 19. 

The yeas and nays were-ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, OLIvEr]. 
lL withhold my vote. 


Ste phenson 
Sterling 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Townsend 
Warren 
Weeks 
Williams 
Works 


Sixty-five Senators have answered 
A quorum of the Senate is present. 
Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and nays on 


In his absence, I 

Mr. O'GORMAN (when his name was called). 
with the senior Senator from New Hampshire 
GER] and therefore withhold my vote. 


I am paired 
[Mr. GALLIN- 


notice | 
after the disposition of the routine morning | 


now move that the Senate pro- | 


requires unani- | 


proceed to the consideration of Senate | 
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Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I ag 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Car 
[Mr. OvERMAN] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I ag: 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Is 
[Mr. Cott]. I transfer that pair to the senior Sena 
Oklahoma [|Mr. OWEN] and will vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. STONE (when his name was called). I have ; 
pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. C 
his absence, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I wish to announce t! 
colleague [Mr. BANKHEAD] is absent by reason of sick 
his family. He is paired with the junior Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. This announcement I make for t 

Mr. SIMMONS. I transfer my pair with the junior s: 
from Minnesota [Mr. Craprp] to the junior Senator fron 
vada [Mr. PirrMaNn] and will vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. McCUMBER (after having voted in the affirmativ: 
| transfer my pair from the senior Senator from Maryland 
SmirH] to the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Ni 
and will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. WEEKS. I wish to announce that the junior 
from Maine [Mr. Buriercu] is paired with the senior 
from Tennessee [Mr. Lea]. 

Mr. BRADLEY. I transfer my pair from the junior s 
from Indiana [Mr. Kern] to the junior Senator fro 
Mexico [Mr. Catron] and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to announce, on behalf of the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WaAtsu], the imperative ne 
of his absence at this time. I desire that announceny 
stand for the remaining roll calls. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have a pair with the senior Senato: 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose]. If I were at liberty to 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to announce that the senior S 
| from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont] is paired with the senior S 
from Texas |[Mr. CuLperson]; that the junior Senat« 
Vermont [Mr. Pace] is paired with the junior Senator 
Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS]; and that the senior Senator 
Michigan [Mr. Smiru] is paired with the junior Senator 
Missouri [Mr. Reep]. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 32, as follows: 

YEAS—28, 
Lippitt 
Lodge 
McCumber 
McLean 
Root 
Sherman 
Smoot 

NAYS—32. 

Newlands 

Pomerene 

Ransdell 

Robinson 

Saulsbury 

Shafroth 

Sheppard 

Shively 

NOT VOTING—36. 

O’Gorman 
Oliver 

Overman 

Owen 

Page 

Penrose 

Perkins 

Pittman 
Poindexter 


tor 


Borah 
Bradley 
Brady 
Brandecee 
Bristow 
Burton 
Crawford 


Dillingham 
Fall 
Gronna 
Jackson 
Jones 
Kenyon 

La Follette 


Stephenson 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
‘Townsend 
Warren 
Weeks 
Works 


Ashurst 
Bacon 
Bryan 
Chilton 
Clarke, Ark, 
Fletcher 
Gore 
Hitchcock 


Hollis 
Hughes 
James 
Johnson, Me. 
Johnston, Ala. 
Lewis 

Martin, Va. 
Myers 


Simmons 
Smith, 8. C. 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Vardaman 


Bankhead 
Burleigh 
Catron 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 

Clark, Wyo. 
Colt 
Culberson 
Cummins 


du Pont 
Gallinger 
Goff 

Kern 

Lane 

Lea 

Martine, N, J. 
Nelson 
Norris 


Reed 
Shields 
Smith, Ariz 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, 
Smith, | 
Stone 
Walsh 
Williams 


So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of $ 
resolution 19. 
TARIFF 


Mr. President 


ON SUGAR, 


Mr. there 


r 


RANSDELL. and Senators, 
much misconception, and so many erroneous ideas concert! 
sugar that I feel it my duty to trespass on the time 0! 
Senate this afternoon to explain one or two phases of this ve! 
important subject. It is so complicated that I shall not atte! 
to go into it fully at this time, leaving that for some ful 
occasion. 

In view of the recent strictures of the President ab 
lobbies, I beg to say that I know of nothing improper w4 


has been done by friends of the rice and sugar producers 0! 


JUNE 2. 


Louisiana, or of any other items in the pending tariff bill, and 


I am delighted that a Senate committee is conducting a sear h- 


ryt 


ing inquiry into all kinds of lobbies. If there has been 
thing corrupt, I sincerely hope the offenders will be disc 


‘ 
©. 


} 


re 
eu 
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“We recognize that I \ em of tariff taxatioi. is iIntimiuctely 
connected with t business of the country, and we favor the 
ultimate attainment of » principles we advocate by 
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in their products. They put men on the road to solicit people In his report for the year following, 1910, the Attorney Gen- 
to sign petitions praying for a reduction of the duty on sugar, | eral says (p. 12): 

and the public, believing the statements of the “ Wholesale Gro- Since the date of my (last) report, investigation into the bool 
cers” to be true and thinking that free sugar would save each | the five large sugar-refining companies engaged in business in the 
family $8 a vear ; ai ‘1 oo fh se emcee! . : i t the of New York, viz, the American Sugar Refining Co., Messrs. Ar! 
amily $5 a year and at the same time injure no on yu 1@ | Bros. (a partnership), the National Sugar Relining Co., the F: 
refiners, in whom they had no faith, signed and sent in to their | Sugar Refining Co., and the Warner Sugar Refining Co., has be 
Congressmen and Senators little vellow petitions prepared and | tinued and completed, and the following amounts have been coll; 

: : nd : “ lit 7 ere . Pee Pees in addition to those paid by the American Sugar Refining 
furnished them gratis by this benevolent committee, buckle Bros., back duties repaid December 4, 1909, without pri 
INSIDIOUS CAMPAIGN OF REFINERS. to right to criminal prosecution, $695,573.19; National Sugar hy 
; é ie by : se ; E | Co., back duties repaid February 7, 1910, without prejudice to r 
Concerning this misleading literary bureau much information | criminal prosecution, $604,304.37; making, with the amounts « 
was drawn from its secretary, Frank C. Lowry, none other than —- the American Sugar Refining Co. as above, $3,135,363.88. 
he sales ave1 . » Federal Sugar Refining Co se eek Investigation into importations by the Féderal Sugar Refining | 
th sa ag it of the Federal ugar Re fining ¢ a hile he was still pending. No fraud was discovered on the part of the \ 
on the witness stand July 15, 1911, during the Hardwick hear- | Sugar Refining Co. 
ines "cA (7 Spe OT - > e . . 
ings, page 1607. (See Appendix B.) : In his report for the year following, 1911, the Attorney < 

I nde r cross qeemnning this friend of the consunling Masses | eral says (p. 20): 
admitte hat » SO-Ck » ** eommi 1e ver rs an i > ‘ . 
admitted tha Uhe so-called ** committee never was aj pointed The vigorous enforcement of the customs laws has been < 
by any wholesale grocers, never was organized, never held throughout the year in cooperation with the Treasury Depa 
a meeting of any character or description, never elected an | The history of the frauds in the underweighing of sugar imp: 

ae i alli cael : a ; Rs ; a ie was carried in my last annual report up to the conviction 
oll er, never sugees ted a move ol direc ted the work, and highest guilty officers of the American Sugar Refining Co.—Hei! 
that no one ever applied for membership. He testified, fur- | secretary and treasurer, and Gerbach, the general manager of 
thermore, that the wholesale grocers of this country never con- | Brooklyn refinery. * * * During the weighing investigation 
re ‘ ; , hi, ties were discovered in the drawbacks of the American Sugar k 

IDULEX 0 » cen ) >g l ) > rr’ agi ‘ } e] as wT ; ; i g t 
tributed one cent to carry on the propaganda which h is been | (o, by which the company had for many years claimed and 
so energetically and insidiously conducted under their name | drawbacks on exported sirups which, in fact, had been manuf: 
for the past four years, but that all of the expense of the costly | in whole or in part out of free and not dutiable sugars. A t 

os ad bee! ‘frave > the Federal Sugar Refining C was brought claiming $350,000 on account_of such drawbac! 
en had been de frayed by the 1} ederal Sugar Refining Co. was settled by the payment of the sum of $700,000, covering th 
ern Is now being sued by the National Government to | made in the suit as well as other similar claims asserted 
$119,000 for alleged sugar frauds, and yet it would have | Government. 
blic believe that the money it expended for the alleged In his last annual report, covering the operations 
jJesale grocers’ campaign was expended for a pure and altru- | Department of Justice for the year 1912, the Attorney G: 
purpose. again finds it necessary to recount the steps taken 
Now, who are these refiners who are so anxious to secure a Government during the preceding year to punish these ] 
luction of the duty on raw sugar? One of them, at any rate, | criminals. On page 36 he says: 

Uy acknowledged spending money lavishly to accomplish A thorough investigation which I have conducted into th 

hat purpose, and others may be doing the same thing in secret, | tions of sugar at the port of Philadelphia, uaee the 
. . s | - re whe + ; siti ” hy ’ . , . , 
Mae sli Rtas Se aes S . . 5 ° cegla | Years subsequent to the reimposition oi the duty on raw 
leading the public to believe that it is the wholesale | Wiison Act of August, 1894, has disclosed short weizhings 
the country and not the seaboard refiners who are | collections of drawbacks. In settlement of these claims the ‘ 
his end. What are their antecedents? What is | ment has collected nearly a quarter of a million dollars, ma 


ation for veracity, for probity, for fair dealing with Siren the Deankiie igus teakaine Oe = baa “ot itself 
vernment? Is their record clean? Are they in good | Spreckels Sugar Refining Co. * * * ‘The only cases remair 

Are they to be believed when they tell you that they | ine Wateennene Sane m. Sane aes from fraudulent w 
iblic benefactors, that they are working solely in the in- | “i A cee against the American Sugar Refining Co. for f 
rest of the American people? sampling at the port of New Orleans. [fn this case the entri: 
(he refining combine consists of a very small, compact, homo- | are now being rm liq tidated by nh comneier <6 the port, bat 
cous body of men who operate from a common center—New | 3°" tim against. the Federal Sugar Reining Co. at New 
underweighing imported sugars. These entries have been re! 

Co., commonly known as the Sugar Trust; Arbuckle | by the cctiarter, Guxment Statinoes ot fee eonenes Se res 
and the Federal Sugar Refining Co., of which Claus A. ncaiiy scouahe to ie District Court, Reutheee Wleteiet of } 

The Franklin, McCahan, and National Refineries are s 
aries of the trust. 

In addition to the civil recoveries, a number of crimin 
cutions were conducted. Heike and Gerbach, two of th 
public for refined. ‘They usually sell at the officials of the American Sugar ‘Trust, were convict 

variance which ts limited to a few cant per | sentenced to the penitentiary, and eight employe s, who 

This combine refines 2,500,000 tons of sugar ulated the Rantigy devices by which the fravds = 
less than 300.000 tons which is refined by the plished, acting directly under instructions from their s1 
If the refiners could so manipulate the | ¥&Te also convicted and sentenced to the Federal ew 
as to pass along a small portion of it to the These investigations and prosecutions disclosed one of 
consumer and retain for themselves a matter of a half a cent dest and vilest stories of crime in the annals of our Ke 
a pound, $25,000,000 a year would be added to the net profits SO mu h for the malodorous reputation of these <e 
of this little group of philanthropists which is urging Congress by the official records of the Department of Justice. 
to place sugar on the free list or make a radical reduction in : ee ee ee ; 
the duty. This vast sum is represented by the difference be Now, let us try to fathom their motives for their ti ri 
tween sugar selling at 18 pounds and at 20 pounds for a dollar. | Paign. We will begin with the firm of Arbuckle Bros., 
| perhaps has made the strongest claims of any of them 
a philanthropist and a public benefactor. Some yea 
Arbuckle’s philanthropic instincts led him to advocate 
coffee’ for the poor man’s breakfast table, and Congress 
was induced to place coffee on the free list. A few y 
Arbuckle became the prime mover in forming a coff 
which included the Brazilian exporters, and the price of 
\n investigation was undertaken in 1907 into certain alleged frauds | instead of declining, went soaring, thanks to the philant 
a en ee EAL eee 
& Elder. This investigation resulted, among other I took occasion to discuss the effect of free trade uj 
yy the United States against the American Sugar Re- | price of coffee when the sugar schedule was under consi« 
> DI sicict of New York te the eum ‘ae oe Sree in the House March 15 last year, when I pointed out that 
“systematic frauds practiced in the weighing of | 1865 to 1870 coffee paid a duty of 5 cents per pound, wl 
‘the Havemeyer & Elder refineries in Brooklyn, | was reduced to 3 cents, and in May, 1872, it was placed « 
teem ry be nara to revealed a long-continuea | ftee list, where it has since remained. The wholesale pric: 
s! rauding the Government of unparalleled depravity. Fol- | coffee on the New York market have been as follows: Fo! 
lowing the judgment above mentioned the defendant opened negotia- | seven years, 1865 to 1871, inclusive, 19.33, 17.19, 16.14, 1 
tane hich <ulted t he ls ge ar i) ‘ « ; a ring « < Se . ' ‘ T 
: ‘comune ice whe rab the Brine dpa t phy — yh A yt. 9.31, 10, and 12.81 cents per pound, respectively, an ave 
of the above-mentioned judgment of $134,411.03 and in addition the | price of 13.34 cents. During the first five years of this pe! 
sua of ($2,000,000 on account, of duties fraudulently withheld by 4¢| the duty was 5 cents a pound and for the other two it was i 
I believe it is the largest individual recovery ever secured by the Goy- | Cents. There were big promises of a cheap breakfast tab\ 


a. . ic "* : vis ad 
ernment on a claim of this nature. when the act of 1872 placing coffee on the free list was pa F 


ne 
} 
St) 





It consists of but three concerns—the American Sugar 


ls is the head and Frank C. Lowry, of “ Wholesale 
fume, is the sales agent. Eighty-eight per cent of all 

he sugar refined in the United States is refined by these three 
oncerns, Which seemingly act in perfect harmony, not only in | 
ing the price they will pay for raw sugar | 


t the price they 
a 


hi 
i 


HOW REFINERS ROBBED THE GOVERNMENT. 


Let us examine briefly some of the past dealings between the 
Government and these refiners as disclosed by the official re- 
ports of the Attorney General of the United States. 

In his report for 1909, page 11, in discussing “ Frauds upon 
the revenue,” the Attorney General says: 








1913. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





but we find, on the contrary, the following range of prices for 
free for the next seven years—1873 to 1879, inclusive—18.37, 
25, 18.06, 17.38, 19.44, 16.38, and 14.31, respectively, being an 
erage for the first seven years under free coffee of 17.88 cents 
pound as compared with 13.34 cents during the preceding 
‘riod, or 4.54 cents per pound higher under free trade than 
ore the duty was removed. During the 10 years 1887 to 
1806 the price of coffee was 17.85 cents—not much cheap break- 
table in that. So much for the house of Arbuckle. 
(he other philanthropists who are urging free sugar “for 
people,” or a great reduction in duty, have no record in 
e coffee world worth mentioning, but, including Arbuckle, as 
ave already pointed out, all of them except the Warner Co 
ve the sugar record which the Department of Justice deemed 


i 
‘thy of close attention. 
rhese are the interests that are principally responsible for 
ry that Las been set up for free sugar. 
REFINERS Dt} MASK, 
rheir hand was plainly shown when hearings on the sugar 


1 


pending bill before the Ways and 
‘ommittee on January 15 last. Twenty-one witnesses 
re heard on that and of these 15 were sugar 

ers, representatives of commercial organizations, and others 


» protested against a reduction made in the rate 


tule of the were had 
us ( 
oceasion, 
being ot 
{nd whose 
duty on sugar “ 
‘esentative of a canning 
el but nded no 
l any cheaper if he got it. 


mony will you find asking for a reduction of 
in the interest of the people One was a 
concern, who desired cheaper raw 
that his product would be 


test! 


al, ext assurance 


\nd who were the other four? No less personages than the 
resentatives of the three great New York refining interests 
o have been caught red-handed in their unsavory dealings 


} +1 


the and made 
n, at of the amounts they wrongfully 
; coffers. No one else appearing to advocate their cause, they 
d to throw off the cloak and plead t own or 
to go by default. 
Edwin F. Atkins, vice president of the 
ing Co., otherwise known as the Sugar Trust, which handed 
k approximately $3,000,000 in luce the United 
Government to withdraw its suit for moneys wrongfulls 
en from the Government, did 


Government have been io disgorge a por 


least, extracted from 


heir case allow 








American Sugar Re 
order to 
tag 

not for as severe a cuasti 
He did 
would destroy the 
the New York re 
their raw material 


as did ol 
t ask for 
eferential wi 

finers havi 

Mr. Atkit 


some the rest of the philanthropists. 
absolutely free sugar, for that 
Cuba and perha t in 


uy 
ng to pay the world price for 
isti I 


+} 
ul 


iS resul 











would be ied if enough of the duty were elimi 

ed to prevent t he sion of the domestic cane and beet 

rar industry 

His testimony elucidated the reason why the Sugar Trust 
expended such enor us amounts in its successful efforts to 

ng about Cuban reciprocity 10 years ago. He said: 

The interest of th izgar refiners in this country he du 

Cuba are identical ‘The sugar refiners can | t in ¢ 

ng as the sugar gets the preferential. 


In previous testimony Mr. Atkins had admitted that the New 
rk refiners and not the Cuban producers absorbed this 34.8 
its tariff reduction on Cuban sugar. 
Harking back to the days of Cuban reciprocity agitation, 
be remembered that at that time Mr. Atkins appeared as 
Cuban planter, the owner of the Trinidad sugar estate. He 
“il with the Sugar Trust at the time, but minimized 
s interest in it. Asked if Mr. Havemeyer did not own a large 





s connect 


terest in the Trinidad estate which he, Atkins, professed to 
n, he replied: . 
It is a very moderate interest, and not sufficient to exercise contro 
that one property. 
On May 1 of the same year Mr. Havemeyer was befere the 


Senate Committee on Relations with Cuba, and, being asked 
out his ownership in Mr. Atkins’s Trinidad estate, he frankly 


ated that he owned 40 per cent of it; 

Mr. C. H. Senff, vice president of the Sugar Trust, owned 40 

per cent, and that Atkins owned the remaining 20 per cent. 

(See hearings, p. 11.) Mr. Atkins appears to be a somewhat 
rgetful witness. 

Following Mr. Atkins in pleading for cheaper sugar before 
the Ways and Means Committee came Mr. James H. Post, presi 
lent of the National Sugar Refining Co., owned by the trust, 
which handed over its check to the Government for $604,304 to 
ivoid presecution. 

Then came Mr. William A. Jamison, head of the philanthropic 
iouse of Arbuckle Bros., which settled with the Government by 
handing over $695,575, pleading for free sugar for the benefit 
of the dear consumer. ‘This is the branch of the refiners’ 


that his lifelong partner, 


com- 





bine which so dearly loves the consumer 
|} 1911, while paying no more for raw sugar, rai 
price of refined up to 74 cents a pound, I rter « 

|} a pound higher than did the other refiners and I 
higher than beet 


domestic 





sugar was selli f 
time. At the hearings, however, Mr. Jamis 
ous for the consumer and favored f1 trade s 
there is in coffee. 
Then came Mr. Frank C. Lowry. secretary of 
“ Wholesale Grocers” and sales : t of the Ss I 
fining Co., against which the Fed | Go 
for $119,080 for money leged to have been 
from Uncle sam by means of f se metl Is « 
are stated by the Unit States dis rie 
vogue from th ‘opening of the 1 1{M 
secret-service mi n made their investig 
fraud. Mr. Lowry urged the cor ttee 
place sugar on the free list, that ace the e | 
viously urged on the Finance Committ f G2 
pounds on refined sugar and 60 cents on raw 
Lowry would have the public believe he is ure 


in order to “ hit the trust,’ but it is sign 


the head of and 


the committee room, the allotment of the time |} 


the trust 


mittee was accorded to their } i m \ 
trust ollicials and Arbuckle were stied t 
Statements and to have Lowry l ead thelr « St ! 
hours. ; 

Is it to be believed that the d of a $90,000, 
and the head of the s« ! gest nye 
surrounded by minor officers ad me \ \ ‘ 
to me polize ill their t l ) 
state their position before t gre 


fate of their industry in its hands 





It should be plain that the 1 
in order that thereby the WW ] y 
home cane and beet sugar 
ing done that, and ther vy | ¢ ed ‘ 
of a necessity for wl h tl \ 
OO0,000 a year, would 1 tu 
raise the price of sugar? If their 

rte they have cor ‘ I ( 
be mistake oncel f | 
HAVI 

Le veal l { ! 

in Party « Cy n 1 t 
which meas ‘ of \ 
Tre ul | ury of the U1 t - ‘ 
cefiners Not s stied I 
re iti { thie ( ( 
false weig and l 

ions port of v i ! 

hey are D 
them free sugar. It s 
Government dis ered d 
than was organized thi Whole ( 
reau, which inaugurated at gre Os det 
deceive the public, a <« E f i ! 
though finding themselves cut off 
they decided to recoup themsel vs mh ane ‘ 
ous but equally ffective. i l { ' 
people and the Democratic Party, deplete t 
of $52,000,000 a year revenue derived fron 


sorb a port on or all 


mpetition, wh b, when 


th to the Nation 
century. 


wen 





A A » | 

Let us learn a lesson f 
under free sugar or a low duty In Octobe ) 
placed on the free lis in August, 1SO4, it 
dutiable list at the rate of 40 | 
in August, 1897, was again give rotectiol 
year period of free and 40 per cent ad va 
finers melted approximate 15,000,000 tons of ! 
ference which they maintained in 1S90 betweet 
raw and the price of refined was 70 cents per 1 
immediately sugar was placed on the free th diff 
began to increase, finally reaching the maximum of $1! 
hundred in 1898, the last full year of free sugar l 
| difference maintained during the seven years of fre 
and 40 per cent ad valorem was 95 cents per 100 pou , 
cents per 100 pounds in excess of what it was in 1890 r 


words, 23 cents per 100 pounds of the remission of duty was 


| pocketed by the refiners. On their meltings of 16,000,000 tons, 
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this 2% cents per 100 pounds amounted to $73,000,000, which 
re the portion of the tariff reduction which was ab- 
SK i b the refiners instead of being pass ad al to the 
pe ro-d t} three great refining interests, ich are | 
Ww uced vy on or for free su refine 2,250,000 
tons « nd ij hrough a red 1 of the tariff, 
t} t] to inerease their mar: between 
t | ts per 100 unds, It W mean an 
s of OU,U00 a year! 
How Lé ISIANA IS APFECTED 

I am especially interested in the cane-sugar producers of Loui- 
siana, who have suffered no less from the oppression of these 
refi interests than the Federal Treasury has suffered from 
the fraud 

Through their hypocritical campaign for free sugar they 
have induced many people to believe that the Louisiana sugar 


producers are in league with the refiners. Testimony, however, 
was introduced in the suit of the Government against the Amer- 
ican Sugar Ketining Co., during the trial in New Orleans last 
December, which should forever put at rest the false impres- 
sion existing in many | Quarters that the Louisiana sugar plant- 


frs are in any manner allied with the trust. It was established 
that t well orgal ized and directed efforts of the planters to 
@stablish a refinery of their own in New Orleans were defeated 


through the misrepresentations and treachery of the tools of 


wo 


the American Sugar Refining Co. 

The feeling these refiners entertain toward my people is told 
in their own language in letters found by the Government when 
it took over the files of the Sugar Trust at the time suit was 
instituted to dissolve that corporation under the Sherman anti- 
trust law. 

Ior example, here is an extract from the letter of J. T. 
Witherspoon, manager of the New Orleans plant of the Ameri- 
can Sugar Refining Co., to H. C. Mott, the buyer of raw sugar 






















for that company: 
New ORLEANS, October 27, 1904. 
Mr. IH. C. Morr, No. 117 Walj Street, New York. 
Drar BSI 
v v « Re ” * e 

Cr nel latter part of next week the daily arrivals 
her« lg cts ready made will be large. These con- 
tracts, as y be settled at a differenti ler the New 
York price day Hence it beh« es you to depre 3s the New 
Yor! arkets as mu 3; possible, fer the lower the New York quota- 
tion the less these sugars will cost us, 

Yours, very truly, J. T. WITHERSPOON, 

Ifere is another extract from a letter of Witherspoon to 
President Thomas, of the trust, which was introduced by the 
Government in the suit last December : 

NEW ORLEANS, Octobcr 28, 1908. 
Mr. W. B. THOMAS, 
ident the Am Su fining Co., New York, N. ¥. 

M AR Mr, THOM I wa to bring to your attention the com- 
peti 1 in the ed 5 3 that we will have in New Orleans 
du! the « i 

Y & ” et * * 

What I particularly ¢ to call your attention to is that the 
higher we hold our s for granulated sugar here during the next 
three months, naturally the more profit these plantations will make 
on their product, and if the information once gets abroad that it is 
me I tal for the a erent plantations to produce granulated 
su { to turn out rs or clarified, I am ; id next season many 
ot! v commence do ing likewise; conseque ntly it might be well 
for 1 to consider the proposition of permitting New Orleans, during 
the xt three months, to maintain a difference in price below New 
Yo of at least 10 cents, ar at periods of extr lIness, when 
these here are low prices and sellir product, 
of even 20 cents per hundred | } 

What I am particularly intere in is seeing the little outside 
competition develop as little as possible. 

Yours, very truly, J. T. WITHERSPOON, 

These letters should be conclusive evidence to any fair-minded 
p 1 that the Louisiana industry is battling for its very 
ex nee against the refiners and repudiate as an infamous 
slander and falsehood the suggestion that we are making com- 
mo 1use with them. 

BI R ANT INISM BETWEEN LOUISIANA CANE GROWERS AND REFINERS. 

The antagonism between the refiners and the Louisiana pro- 


ducers never was so bitter is to- 
however, was absolutely 


the passage of the recent 


as it lay. The Louisiana crop, 
controlled by the refiners previous to 
act of Congress prohibiting railroads 





from granting secret rebates. 

It was their custom to absorb between 70 and 85 per cent of 
the sugar output of the State, and so completely were they 
the masters of the situation that as late as November, 1908, 
their buyers were offering on the floor of the New Orleans 
Sugar Exchange three-sixteenths of a cent per pound less than 


Cuban sugars of the 
the domestic producer 


the prices quoted for 
gantly adding that 


price or nothing. 


same grade, arro- 
could accept that 





\TE. JUNE 9. 





Previous to the enactment of the law punishing rebates 
planters were afraid to compete with the refiners. Ry 
attempts were made to organize cooperative refineries, |} 
efforts only ended in failure, for the planters realized 
wherever they attempted to market their finished 
trust would undersell them from 5 to 10 points at 
With only 28 points to work on between raw and 
with the secret preferential freight rates enjoyed by the 
known to all the trade, men who would otherwise 
ferred to refine their own sugars felt that it would be 
to engage in such an unequal battle with the trust 
jut the act prohibiting secret railroad rebating ga) 
planters new hope, and when this was followed by the 
act reestablishing the pre: ent duty 0 f 14 cents a po yu “| the 
for the first tim 
manufacturing m 


secure basis. 


ing 


suey 


a cl 
r 


Y : . 
I ise | 


Ss 


e sinc 
‘thods that their industry was a l 
Large sums of money were expended in in 
ments and some of the Louisiana plantations are now 

ing perfectly white high-grade table sugars in competition 
the refiners. 

To illustrate: The factory at Reserve, La., operated by 
Godehaux interests is turning eut a white granulated s 
that successfully copes with the product of the American s 
Refining Co. in the open markets. i 

The Adeline Refinery, owned by the Oxnard Bros., and 
began operations during the past season, turns out a qu 
refined white sugar equal to the product of the trust. 

There are other plantations in Louisiana now turni 
pure white sugars, and if the industry is permitted to 
entire product of the State will in a short time be finis 
the plantations and marketed in competition with the 
of the trust. 

There is no longer any basis for the statement that 
finers are compelled to finish the Louisiana product befo: 
fit for human consumption, and since they can no long 
competition by means of secret rebates they look with « 
on the increasing output of high-grade white sugars p1 
on the Louisiana plantations. 

It is an open secret in the sugar industry that cert 
reaching improvements are on the eve of introduction 
will seriously threaten the very existence of these | 
watered and overcapitalized refining companies. Th 
provements involve the establishment of a method of 
facture whereby granulated sugar can be made direct]; 
cane juices at practically the same cost as raw sugar. 

This would probably be accomplished in Louisiana in 7 
years if there was any future to look forward to af 


time, and it is because this economic development 
their very existence that the refiners are a to 


the American sugar-producing industries 
THD ROAD ECONOMIC PRINCIPLES INVOLVED. 

Let us now examine the question from a broad e 
standpoint and as between these antagonistic forces—th 
ducers and the refiners—ascertain on which side the inte! 
the American people lies. 


I contend that the refining industry exists in only 
seaboard cities for the purpose of laundering or b 


tropical sugars, and that it adds nothing to the natural 
of the country. It gives employment, comparatively sp 
to only an infinitesimal number of American worki! 
about 10,000—and in support of this statement I 
following figures covering the industry, taken from t 
census: 





The number of persons actually mal loyed Dece smber 15, 1 
9,399. In addition, there were 965 male clerks and 7 
and 1938 salaried officers, superinten: nde nts, and managers I 
19 sugar refineries, as follows : 5 in Louisiana and 14 in othe 
California 2, Massachusetts 2, New Jersey 2, New York 5, 
nia 2, and Texas 1. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from L 


yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I do. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to call the Senator’s attention t 
statement he made which I think ought to be correctc 
I believe he will allow the correction here. He 
something less than 10,000 American citizens are emplo) 
the sugar-refining industry. The fact is that out of the 
people the Senator speaks of as being employed a great 
jority of them are not American citizens. 

Mr. RANSDELL. I thank the Senator for the correction 
meant to say that there are about 10,000 workingmen 
ployed. 

Mr. SMOOT. As I said, the great majority of those 
foreign laborers and will never become citizens of the Uni 
States, 


states 








ee 


wil, Bs 2a 





1915. 


Mr. RANSDELL. I thank the Senator. 


On the other hand, the sugar producers represent both an | 


gricultural aud a manufacturing industry that flourishes in 
“) States and in our insular possessions, Hawaii, Porto Rico, 


ui the Philippines. Hundreds of thousands of our citizens are 
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caged in it, fully 2,000,000 souls are dependent upon it, and | 


ying upon the good faith of the Government hundreds of 
lions of dollars have been invested in it. In my own State 
last agricultural bulletin for Louisiana (p. 160) 
ows the number of farms growing sugar cane is 34,487, rep- 
resenting 28.6 of all the farms in the State. 
The Domestic Sugar Bulletin summarizes the investment in 
the sugar industry in the States as follows: 


Lands, 650,000 acres, 


census 


with buildings and field improve 


ments——-—- ein odbc teAasdigaings aL aides lated anieipentlinieietncmnasaionl $50, 000, 000 
Sugar factories_ salience taraliciaccartaaTi iaipapaia eset Nias tl 35, 000, 000 
Mules am slain laa i a ie = 10, 000, 000 
Implements_-_—- ; a 2, 500, 000 
Plantation railroads and equipment._.........-.-...-.. 2. 500, 000 


Total permanent investment_................... 100, 000, 000 
Over $25,000,000 is expended annually in cultivating and har- 
vesting the crop and more than half a million souls are depend- 
ent on its preservation in the city of New Orleans and through- 
out the State. 
In the States of the West more than 61,000 farmers are en- 
ged in the production of sugar beets, and in harvesting season 


more than 120,000 laborers are employed in the fields and 31,000 | 


the factories. There are more than $85,000,000 invested in 
beet-sugar factories, and the annual expenditures of the indus- 
try exceeds $62,000,000. In the Hawaiian Islands practically 


the entire population, or 190,000 people, and an investment of | o¢ 
over $164,000,000 is entirely dependent upon the sugar industry. | 


In Porto Rico, with a population of 1,108,012 inhabitants, more 
than 700,000 of the population is dependent on the sugar in- 


dustry. 


Thus we find that an industry upon which approximately 
° 000,000 American citizens are dependent for a living and in 
which over $425,000,000 of capital are invested, an 
developed to its present proportions by reason of a revenue pol 
icy which has been consistently followed by the Government 
from its foundation down to the present time, is suddenly 
threatened with destruction because of a false sentiment which 
has been built up for free sugar by reason of the hypocritical 
campaign of the refiners. 

SUGAR ASKS FAIR PLAY, NOT PRIVILEGE UNDEMOCRATIC, 

I am a Democrat and am anxious to cooperate with my 
party in revising the present iniquitous tariff 
first of all a Louisianian, and as the representative of my peo- 
ple I do not propose to see the leading industry of my State 
made a sacrificial offering on the altar of free trade. All I ask 
for sugar is fair play and the same treatment that is accorded 
to other articles. 
schedules in the Underwood bill is about 26 per cent. Why not 
give sugar that cut of 26 per cent instead of a cut of 100 per 
cent at the end of the three years? If a duty on sugar can not 
be defended from a Democratic standpoint as a revenue pro- 
ducer, then every other duty carried in the pending tariff bill 
is absolutely indefensible. 

DEMOCRATIC SENATORS TOOK PRONOUNCED STAND AGAINST FREE SUGAR 
AFTER BALTIMORE CONVENTION. 

The Democratic members of the Finance Committee, Sena- 

tors Bailey, SIMMONS, STONE, WILLIAMS, KERN, and JOHNSON, in 


FREE SUGAR 


industry | 


law, but I am| 





NATE. 

















| with the exception of a brief interval when the McKink 
law was placed upon the statute books by the R ! l’ y 
and a duty upon sugar has always had the l 
Democratic Party leaders. 
DEMOCRATI PARTY ALWAAS 

The first radical Democratic revision of th ‘ ed 
in 1Si6, when the duty on sugar was placed at fr t 2 
cents a pound John C. Calhoun adv: el ad in 
order that the domestic industry might be en rage 
host of other distinguished party leaders from that day i 
have favored this tax as the ideal one from a D it | it 
of view. 

The last time the Democrat Pat \ { ‘ ‘ 
Government and sought to readjust the t ft i dl 
ing the storm and stress of the « ference between the House 
and Senate President Cleveland addressed a lette: Mr. Wi 
liam L. Wilson, a distinguished edu rand | eco List, 
who had long studied the intricacies of the tariff the shades 
of the academy, and who, as chairman of e | 1 
Ways and Means, was finally enabled to | n y of 
into practice 

In the course of his letter the last Democratic President . 

Under our party platform and in 

|} purposes sugar is a legitimate and logi icle of rev 
* * * Ido not believe that we should do evil that ] ( 
but it seems to me that our aim is the ion of a tariff I 
that in taxing sugar for proper pur ses 1 wit ’ 
whatever else may be said of our lon, we e | f 
ning inter to Democratic | W f 
there mu be In the treat nt of this ich i 
al illing to ind, wher t é t l d « 
wed to solve the problem without demanding 
of fixed and conscientious conviction 

Those words, uttered nearly 20 irs n tl ght 
of conditions that now confront us to be ali prophetic. Le 
us hope that the toleration and cor ition « eled by that 
great Democrat, now gathered to his fathers, may be followed 
in the consideration of this bil). Let us hope that é 
treatment will be accorded the American sugar producet 

|} shown every other industry affected by its ] s and 
a rate will be recommended by this Democrat Senate w 
will enable the Louisiana Senators, while discharging the 
duty to their people, whose very existence is b d uy he 
preservation of this industry, at the same time to cast th tes 
with the party they cherish and for the glory of wh they 
have given a lifelong labor of love. 

APPENDIX A 

The wholesale price of sugar dropped from 6.27 e« ) 
to 4.97 cents in 1910, or more than 20 per 
Since the average wholesale price 2 


The average reduction in duty on the various | 


submitting the minority report July 27, 1912 (see Appendix D), | 


on the substitute for the House free-sugar bill, which was sub- 
sequent to the Baltimore convention, used these pertinent 
words: 


The tariff on sugar is peculiarly a revenue tariff. Very much the 
goes actually into the United States Treasury for the use and behoof 
and benefit of the American people. A minor part of the tax goes 
into the pockets of the producers. Upon numberless articles in the 
Payne-Aldrich tariff bill the duties are either prohibitive, or very 
nearly prohibitive, or highly exploitive, and in all these cases very 
much the major part of the tax levied upon the consumer goes into 
the pockets of the American producers, a special and favored class, 
and very scantily, and sometimes not at all, reaches the Treasury. In 
the next place the majority of the tariff schedules which have been 
adopted by the House and sent over to the Senate during this Con- 
gress make a reduction of about one-third. In the face of its record 
in connection with other bills the House reduced the duties upon 
Sugars and the products of cane and sugar beets 100 per cent; in 
other words, entirely canceled the existing duties. It seemed to us 
that this was not in keeping with the promise of Democratic plat- 
forms to reduce present protective duties “ gradually" toward and 
finally to a revenue basis. We have seen no reason why sugar should 
have been excepted from the genera! a advocated by the Demo- 
cratic Party and believed by us to be right. 

Again, in levying an import duty upon sugar for revenue a, 
we are imitating the time-honored and time-justified precedents. 


As is said, sugar has been regarded as the ideal revenue pro- 
ducer from the beginning of the Government down to date, 


to-day is about 4.20, there 
has been an additional drop of 15 per cent in 
years. 

On the other hand, as shown in the followi e, t 
has been a very decided increase in the price of n essential 
foodstuffs during the decade ending in 1910: 


Potatoes sas 14 
Beans 14 
Prunes : 1 
Codfish 4 1 
Onions 
Bread ; 25.0 
Sugar beets 

Fresh beets 


Rye flour _ ; 1 


Cattle and sheep 
Evaporated apples 
Butter 


Cheese 


| Wheat flour_- ‘ i as ‘ ) 
major part of the tax levied upon the consumer of sugars and sweets | 


Herring 
Timothy hay 
Barley { ; 
Salt beef aa = . { 7 
Rye ‘a metaiencs alate ) 
Mutton 0 
Corn meal : f { 
Te iachinitihnncmenitininiotied . 
Waeat.—s- nein ) 
Cotton nies 
0 aa deseceiab 

(a oa waitin 
Gi rcsemcnenctncnes ; — 6 
Hogs sae oonwooe Senn Sec awe maeoeeonoonawe 6. 0 
0 ee 
Lard anenieeteltiapatite 


Salt poth.....<..<. sidney casciatiitinghcinasananenitils 9.8 


PS eee neeesens 7.7 
These figures are taken from chart No. 19 of Senate Document 
890, Sixty-second Congress, entitled “ Sugar at a Glance,” and 
were compiled from figures issued by the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor. 






































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































The following is a compilation of comparative wholesale 
pri ‘ y fi th lai of England, France, Ger- 
J ‘ 1 i i he Unit . 

I I r S 
I i granulated. ] 
I ( nts ]j i und 
\ y Yor Kir ' ed . 4.06 
(Wi t & { \\ Ay 1 1 ) 
G I t 
i 
Lie ‘ 5 i - 4.10 
j j l if } tel o. 10 
nM Po Aj >, 19 ) 
( 
j g t ov - 4.45 
i li it > 
A 
Moravian refined, 22.90 kr. per 50 keg - 4.20 
( Wocl { 1 Zentralvereines f i R I 
ucker-I ustt Apr. 2, 191 
G ny 
Magdebu Crystal No. 1 »)m. per 50 kg 4.35 
{ Ma i : ] é a” 
el a AI : ) 
I 
| {T 1¢ } 1 ‘ 5. CO 
(Je I des ft icants de \ , 191 
R 
M \ Refi I k. per pood 7.50 
(Vi k Sa roi Promishienr M 2 
1] 
Od r. 35 k " ' a ae 
rifi 7 0) k — wa . 7.64 
Baku, 5 r. 70 } Vs ws us See 
St. Petersburg, 5 r. 80 k a - 8. 05 
Omsk, 6 r. 15 k —- — = | 
I tsk, 6 1 oO } . = A 9.16 
PRICES 
i nulat 
\ S s. 8-4.5 
Lave aily ) 
‘ Bb I ia 
({ ( zarnike < vram. A Ls } 
Get 5. 40 
| 1} e | 1 
I! i AS > 
PPENHIY PR 
\ B 
i i f 
d ( 1 in the } 3 t 
tt t invest! ( Al rica 
( t o De 1{ 
( 'ruman G. Pa 
( { ners of § 1 un n 
‘ I D g 
order t 1 may ¥ 
yy ; wl ? 
| t I Pp ! n t 1 i 
‘ s i “Cor 1 \\ i T 
N I inert \ » 1 S é 
( c : $ - refiner 
[1 up to i j d, dom 
‘ “} a ‘ > tha -¢ lat 
t t \ i cht i finers 
( \ “ i > yt 
man t i s i production. 

‘ t yy if ‘ r KR Y Pot . Raw 

1 \ < 5 
i I \ per . you w i} t [tl 
l i trade 

‘ - 

\ \ hav free t1 (i t 2i, PD 
he 

! v 1 \ ire trade 




















< I A ‘ M S87 

M ] NEY. Now, if duty Vv ‘ I tely on sugar 
« é < eit t ane r » i Lb S 

I E. | rt vory I 
i Then tl would destroy th y utely in 

this trs 

M li Kt Yes, 

M Fé NEY And y u ild ove of tha 

likike. Yes (art 4, p. 202 of bearings.) 
Aa GIL i ARBI LE t REFINERS. 

, ! is In other words hing to de is to take 
‘ ty, and that it weuld t ge to take it of as 
f can su 

\ ‘ ‘ Ye st 

r M ~. And vou «a advocate the taking of of the duty? 

Mr. 4 MOt I would per lly. I am only speaking now person- 
a j t 14, p. 1169 of hearings.) 

I ST, PRESIDENT NATIONAL SUGAR REFINING CO. 

Mr. Post. If Congress did not need the revenue from sugar. That is 
a diferent propesition. But they have to have it from something, and 
sugar seems to be the thing that has paid a part of it for a great many 
years. As far as | personally am concerned, I would like to see free 
sug As we look at the country at large, however, I think it would 


be a very unfair pro; (Part 6, p. 527 of hearings.) 
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WILLIAM A, J. JAMISON, PARTNER, ARBUCKLE BROS. 

Mr. Raker. How would it affect you if there was no tax on 
portation of sugar—raw sugar? 

1ISON. I think it would enable us to run more consta 

Mr What do you mean by that, now? 
Mr. JAMiIsoN. To keep up the capacity. 
Mr. RAKER. Will you explain it? 
Mr. JAMISON. I mean we would be able to sell more sugar 
Mr. Raker. Do you not have a supply all the time? 
Mr. JAMIsoN. Well, we are not able to run full at all times. 








Mr. Raker. Because of the way raw sugar is shipped i: 
United States? 

Mr Jamison. Oh, no: on account of the beet product If 
I duty, I do not think the beet would be so prosperoi 
would probably sell more sugar. If the duty was removed, | 
te sav. a 2 a: 

Mr. Raker, * * * What would you think would be a f 
I tion? [Reduction.] 


Mr. Jaa 


r. Si there should be a cent a 
the present time at 


ast; and later 








Mr. Rak 4 little more 

Mr. JaMiIson. Y¢ until it is entirely removed (Part 1 
1195-1196 of ) 
EDWIN F. At \ SIDE AND ACTIN 





SUGAR REFINING CO, 








Mr. Hixps. So that a reduction of the tariff passing bey 
rate amount would tend to the prosperity of the reliners 
detriment of the bect-suzar people? 

M ATKINS. T » the independ refiners, outside of 
at that represent more than half the supply of the Un 
They say. and I think they say truly, that it is r ti 
terest to have low rate of duty rather than a rate of d 
reduce the ba of value upon which they can sell. The 





price of the refined sugar the 





reater is the consumption. | t 



























position is weil taken. (Part 2, p. i174 of hearing 
CHAPTER I].—WuHy THE REFINERS WANT tue DuTxy R D 
St 
I IN } ATKI vIé Prt NT A ACTING PRESIDE) 
s 4 REFINING CO 
The CrarmMaANn, Is it really on account of the com; 
Atkins? 2 
Mr. ATKINS. I think so. * * * There very much g 
t os ired, and tl beet uI r taking aw 
t re I ef (1 1, p. 48 of hearings 
+6 ® = * 
Mr. DIS so You bardiy ascri it to t 
by the 1 i J 
Mr. A s. Certain! All that beet  ™” on 
a certain sea f the yei It is all pi n about ft 
tim ‘They i nt to m et it st ¢ ly as po 
order to t tI con to ¢ east ints Cal 
com into Chi nd the Michigan sugar into Buffal 
bu and e: 2 refine: not only the American §S 
Co. but the others, have to reduc 2 close down until 
are t of wa \ ining thet is I betu 
2 I 1 ft Ist of . ry is d wit! t an 
n at los 
Mr. Xk 7 a matter of ict 
bee gar peoy on luring a fev f 
Mr. ATKINS ithes nd that is 25 p ce! ‘ 
tim ( rt i en es.) 
( , if I Te i a of 
heet ray ive t! con heam ITA fo! I 
i al would 1,200,000 tor mak < 
would-be ¢t elie if the pi u m W 2,400,0 
x 
M : 
hye = 
was a 








esaw that ‘ 
] the volume oi 
onl t \ n Sugar R Co. but of all t! 
Atlantic coast nd although we millions of dollars 
| i t were building up a competitiy 





would compete ‘vith out one which was b 
from we could not conti in the end. I say “Ww 





ever with it: 





connection wit was simply a business 















(Part 1, pp. 85-86 of h 
o 7 7 ad * * 
tr. Do you know whether last ye { 
S manufactories began operations, ¢ f the 





longing to the American Sugar Refining ( » receiy 
did without instructions, withdraw from the territ 














by the beet-sugar trade? 

Mr. ATKINS. No; not through any instructions. v 
to withdraw from the territory, owing to the cuiting of 3 
(Part 1, p. 94 of hearings.) 

” s + * FS * 


Mr. Raker, How far west do you ship? 

Mr. ATKINS. We ship, when we are able to do so, out to O 
Kansas City. 

Mr. Raker. You ship no farther than those points? 

Mr. Atkins. We would if we could, but we can not get fn 
to the competition of the beet factories. * * * (Pa ] 
hearings.) 

>. * s ~ . n 
CLAUS A. SPRECKELS, PRESIDENT FEDERAL SUGAR REFLNIN 

Mr. Hrxps. Can you tell me how far in the East the beet-sur 
ple are able to market their sugar? 

Mr. Spreckets. There is the dividing line on the Misscut 
They sometimes come as far as Pittsburgh. I think the Ameri 
Sugar Co. has come once as far as New York City. 

Mr. Hinps. Have they not come into New England, Mr. Spre 

Mr. SprecKke.s. They have come into the State of New 

Mr. Hrnps. Have they not also come into New England some? 

Mr. Spreckevs. I think so. 





JUNI 


. 


' 
née 


York. 





sa arr i So Sa 














Mr. Hinps. One member of the firm of Arbuckles testified that they ROBERT M. PARKER, PRE 


bad come into New England. 
Mr. SPRECKELS. Yes, sir. — 
Mr. Hinps. Are they showing a tendency to come farther east all the 
ivy ed 


time? 
Mr. SPRECKELS. They are 
Mr. Hinps. And they make the competition severer, if it is competi 
tion? 

Mr. SPRECKELS. Yes. 

Mr. Hinps. Continually? 

Mr. SpPRECKELS. Yes, sir. They have frequently come as far as Pitts 
burgh. (Part 27, p. 2269 of hearings.) 


- * e . . . 7 








Mr. Hrnps. Mr. Spreckels, you have been carrying on a campaign to 
reduce the tariff as beneficial to the cane-sugar refiners? 

Mr. SPRECKELS. I have. : 

Mr. Hinps. Of course that wili be damaging to the beet-s 

Mr. SprecKecs, To some extent it will, 
ings.) 

- o * . > . * 

Mr. Hrnxps. In other words, perl would take it (the tariff) 
all off, would you not, and hs 0 

Mr. SPRECKELS. I would have free trade. 
ings.) 

Mr. H1npds. You would have free trade in sugar? 

Mr. SPRECKELS. Absolut i : of 
« 






ir refiners? 
(Part 27, p. 2275 of hear 








O77 e 


(Part 27, p. 2277 of hear- 











WILLIAM G. GILMORE I'TNER, J c 
Mr. RaKeER. The beet-sugar people got in 
Mr. GILMORE. Yes. 

Mr. Raker. From where? 

Mr. GILMorg. I do not know where from. I do not know what the 
brand was or anything about ft. I know the fact. 

Mr. Raker. What time of the year was it? 

Mr. GILMO I know that it was so much so that a house owned by 

Arbuckle Bros. there was compelled to take the beet-sugar business 








E 


and buy It and sell it in competition rhat is bringing coals home 
to Newcastle. (Part 14, p. 1159 of hearings.) 
2 - . > . te e 


Mr. Grtmore. The home beet-sugar industry of course is curtailing 
he sale of the cane-sugar products, You can not sell it twice 
Mr. Maprson. In other words, if they were out of the way, you would 
make more money? 

Mr. GiILMOoxe. We would have more employment, I 
output, for our capacity—our refining capacity. 

Mr. Mapison. And the ultimate conclusion is you would make more 
money ? 

Mr. GitMore. I think we would. 

o 7. « > > . 

Mr. Map1son. Suppose as a matter of fact they get to a point where, 
instead of producing about 600,000 tons of sugar a year, they actually 
produce a million and a half tons of sugar, what effect would that 
have? 

Mr. GruMorg. It would shut down most of the eastern refineries for a 
part of the season. 

Mr. Mapison. You would have to quit the business? 

Mr. GILMORE. Yes. 

ec * * e 7 > > 

Mr. Maprson. It would be beneficial (removing the duty from sugar) 
inasmuch as it would destroy the beet-sugar people? 

Mr. GILMORB. It would keep them at home. 

Mr. Mapison. Keep them in a limited locality? 

Mr. GILMORB. Yes. 

Mr. Mapison. And leave the field to you people that is naturally 
yours, as you feel? 

Mr. GrLMorE. Our natural field. Yes. 

Mr. Mapison. In other words, you feel that all east of the Mississippi 
River * * * ts the natural field of the cane-sugar refiners, whit 
the Plains and Mountain States, where conditions are favorable to the 
production of beet sugar, is the natural field for the beet-sugar people ? 

Mr. GitMorgE. Yes; I think so, (Part 14, p. 1168 of hearings.) 
> . - > . . 


A. 
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suppose, for our 














WILLIAM 





JAMISON, PARTNER, ARBUCKLE BROS. 


Mr. Raker. Michigan sugar, you say, competes with yours in New 
York ? 

Mr. Jamison. Yes; the Michigan sugar has been down to New York 
State and all through there. It has interfered with us very largely in 
sales in Ohio and Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Raxpr. And West Virginia? 

Mr. JAMISON. Yes. 

. * * * + * 


Mr. Raker. Do you not have a supply all the time? 
Mr. JAMISON. Well, we are not able to run full at all times. 


Mr. Raker. Because of the way raw sugar is shipped into the Unitea | ®#/¢ stocers’ 


States? 


Mr. Jamison. Oh, no; on account of the beet product.: If there was 


BY THE AM 





Mr. Mary. Does the An 
time ship any granulated 
Valley and in t} Missour! 

Mr. Parker. Yes, sir; a 

M Mal And at all t 

Mr. Parker. Yes, sit; \ 
to ship it a profit 

M Ma Who makes 
which you refer? 

Mr. P 1 San I 
lo and Ut M 








Front Street, N Yor N 
I 138 |} S 
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FRANK ¢ I A 





secret ; l 
| Mr. Lo 
* . 

Mr. | \ 

Mr l I t 

fr. Fe ‘ y 

M L, . I did 

M I , W 
which it wa l | 

Mr. | R I Lv 
peo} ! ‘ 


Mr. ForpNey. You have 
mentioned in this pamphk 


Mr. Lowry. I never hav 
Mr. Forpney. So ‘ 


since it has been organize: 
Mr. Lowry. Not as a w 
Mr. Forpney. Have y 
mittee t ther, except as 
Mr. Lowry. N 
Mr. Forpney. You 1 
Mr. Lowry. No 
Mr. Forpngey. What 


Mr. Lowry 


Mr. Forpney. There are 


Mr. Lowry. It 1s just 
Mr. Forpney. How mu 


ture by \ e 
Mr. Lowry. Somewhere 
Mr. Forpnexy. Who ps 
Mr. Lowry $s ¢ * 


Sugar Refining Cs 

Mr. Forpney. 8 

is $12,000 for the di 
Mr. Lowry. Yes 

Mr. Forpney. And 
M Lowry. N 


hearings. ) 


th 








1 Hoo Niner then ¥ ha 
\ i make bout $16,000 
come from the Federal Sug 
“ ® ’ 
Mr e Feder: 
distri this | 
| Mr so far 
| July 
i e ° * 
Mr. Forpney. You are 


Mr. Lowry. : 
Mr. Forpnery. You testi 


. - + { y 9 
no duty, I do not think the beet would be so prosperous, and we would | whole thing’ 


probably sell more sugar. If the duty was removed, I mean to say 
(Part 14, p. 1195 of bearings.) 


WASHINGTON B. THOMAS, CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS, AMERI- 
CAN SUGAR REFINING CO. 


Mr. MatBy. You have to-day competition among the beet-sugar indus- 
tries of the United States, have you not? 
Mr. THomas. We have. 
Mr. Matsy. And good, sharp competition, say, with the Michigan 
Sugar Refining Co.? 
Mr. Tuomas. We have. (Part 24, p. 2013 of hearings.) 
o > > . . * * 


Mr. Matzy. So that, reverting to the question once more, if the beet- 
sugar industry was wholly destroyed, then you would get in there, 
would you not? 

Mr. THomas. We would extend our sales, undoubtedly. 

Mr. Mausy. Let us be frank about it. 


Mr. Lowry. No; I did 
do not construe it that w 
Mr. FoOrRpDN Well, 1 


initiation fecs and dues and 


were here last spring? 


Mr. Lowry. No 


before 


Mr. Lowry. He has been 
1911 


3379 of hearings, Dec. 9, 





organization ? 
So far; yes, 


no 





Mr. Forpney. Does Mr 
the expenses of sending out 


~ ” a 


CLAUS A. SPR KELS, 


Mr. HINpbs. Mr. Spreckels, 
Af, 





reduce the t enef 





| Mr. SPRECKELS. I have 
You would extend your sales | Mr. Hrnps. Of course, that will be damaging t 


to every single household where beet sugar is now sold, which would | finers? 


pay the price, would you not? 


r. THomMas. Oh, yes. It would take the place of beet sugar. 


(Part 
24, p. 2014 of hearings.) 


Mr. Spraecksus. To some 


hearings. ) 
o « 
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the cane-sugar 
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if TSIDPDNCa Y ns ‘TAT mnt : 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JUNE 2 
—— —— — —e — —— - ae SL am 

Mr. Iiinps. Now, Mr. Spreckels, it was testified in Washington that Mr. Lowry. The Federal Sugar Refining Co. and other refineries on 
in t movement for lowering the tariff on sugar, the movement which is | July 6 advanced their price from 5 to 5.1. Shortly after that tho 
goin n now and in which you were interested, that your company had | market advanced rapidly because of the drought in Europe «d 
expended $12,000 for literature, etc 5 | Serious injury to the beet crop. The market advanced 10 points, 

M SPRECKEI Possibly I do not know what the amount is. I | points, and so on, and about the 1st of August it reached 5.75. 

d \ (Part 27, p. 2276 of hearings.) | . . . * * * e 
CuAPTerR 1V.—WHy THE Price or SuGAR WeNT UP 1N 1911 6 = te ng af : te the market advanced right on u 
i, Ane the fade ‘tu yu y ac successive , ‘e 
P, WILLETT, OF WILLETT & GRAY, PUBLISHERS WEEKLY STATI®- | the ‘me net oe oT ying on each successive advance. \\ 
TICAL SUGAR TRADE JOURNAI Mr. ForpNey. When was that? 

I iis long experiet in sugar statist work Mr. Willett Mr. Lowry. In the latter part of September—somewhere 
Was engaged the Hardwick committee as a sugar expert.) the 25th of September, I think 

I CHAIRMAN. Your business? Mr. Lowry) * * * The demand came on to us so fast 

M WILI rt. Principally a wire-service news bureau < the | could not take care of it, and we went to 7 cents. Arbuckle & 
United Stat and a cable service covering every sugar « the | were delivering promptly, and they went to 7 cents. We were 
Ww d, virtually, and also the publishing of a daily and ws gar 10 days oversold at the time, and Arbuckle was the only refiner 
trace il, and brokers in raw and refined sugars to a ex ared to give immediate delivery, and he jumped his price to 7.5 ec 
tent (Part 37, p. 3063 of hearings.) Ve had, as I remember it, somewhere in the neighborhood of en : 

. * « . * * * raw sugar on hand to make 60,000 or 75,000 barrels of sugar, and 
| CramnMaN. Now, Mr. Willett, for the last 40 50 vears you trade was coming to us so fast that it soon cleaned us up. Ws 
hav en a close observer of sugar conditions throug! the world? not want to be cleaned out We wanted to keep in the market 

ae OWeneers sir: I have been in the trade supply_our stomers right along, and we put the price at 7.2 

rhe CHAIRMAS oes that include prices in vario ountries =o the rket stopped, and from that time on, whether we 
fi 1 year te year? ibout beet s rs or cane irs, the market became absolut 

Mr. WILLETT. Yes. sir | Jobber s The beet price was 6.5 cents. (Dart 41 

The ¢ AIRMAN. It includ of course, Amer I | voGlmede aripgs.) 

Mr. WiLLETT. Yes, sir = ™ ° * * * * 

The CHAIRMAN, In every section of the country? | Mr. ForpNeY. What are you selling for now? 

Mr. WILLETT. Yes, sir. — Mr. Lowry. We have been cutting the market this last we 

The CHAIRMAN. Wholesale and retail? | got down to 5.65 

Mr. WILLETT. Yes, sir Mr. ForpNey. 5.65. Now, why? 

The CuarrMAN. Mr, Willett, there was quite a sudden rise in the Mr. Lowry. The same price made by the Michigan beet-suga 
price of sugar early in the fall. I think it probal ly began in September, | panies. (Part 41, p. 3364 of hearings.) 

did it not, or possibly a little earlier than that? CHAPTER V.—WHY THE Price ovr SuGar, AFTER GOING Up IN 

M WitLeTT. You refer to 1911? : CAME DOWN AGAIN, 

Che CHAIRMAN. The movement really started in June or July, 1911? nha sdior eae Rorigaen geet 

Mr. WiLLerT. Yes Mr. Scizer. Would not the elimination of import duties on 

Che CITAIRMAN. But it did not get very much accentuated until the | Materially reduce the cost to the manufacturers of sugar and t 
early did it? sumers in the United States? 

Mr WituetTT. No, sir. Mr. WILLET At times it would, but at other times it would 

The CHAIRMAN, And then it jumped very suddenly, almost 2 cents a Mr. SULZER. At what times would it not reduce it? 
pound, did it not? Mr. WILLETT. This year. 

Mr. WILLETY. Yes, sir. (Part 37, p. 3065 of hearings | Mr. Suuzer. Why not this year? 

* * * * . * * Mr. WiILLETr. Well, because we had a very present exar 

‘1 CHAIRMAN, * ® ® You started to explain why sugar went up | the moment our American beet-sugar production became avai f 
so suddenly and so sharply this fall. the market the rise stopped and, owing entirely and totally ‘ 

Mr. WitLerr. Along in March of this year [1911] it began to develop | A™Merican production, refined sugars were a cent and a half lov 
by ¢ statistical figures that the 800,000 tons supposed surplus had they were at the highest point, But for that American pt 
rapidly disappeared. Nobody knew where, but it was disappearing or we to day would be buying sugar at the world’s prices. W 
had peared. get rid of it. ‘There is no other source from which we could g 

rhe CHAIRMAN. How could it disappear—by people buying it up | (Part 37, p. 5084 of hearings.) 
in advance to fill advance contracts? | - . s * * * 

Mr. WILLeT?r. We can only have a theory on that ibject Mr. Hinps. Then there were two advantages from the b 

{he CHAIRMAN, I understand that. Suppose you give us your theory rop this year, so far as the public were concerned—the advar 
( that subject a slightly lower price because they did not foresee the ris 

\ WILLErT. My theor is that there was a mistake in the crop | other advantage of having that store of sugar in the 
estimat suppose 7 

rhe CHAIRMAN. In other words, that the surplus was not really | Mr WILLETY. Yes. 

t! 5 Mr. Hinps. What would be the other advantage? 

Mr. Wittett. Yes Mr. WILLerr. To supply the country during the intermedi 

rine CHAIRMAN, It had n reported, but did not exist? between crops. 

Mr. Wituterr. Yes; and speculators in Europe, who are always Mr. Hinps. If we had not had that store of sugar in this cou 
looking out for points, began then to make their movement, and as | would have had to do as Europe did, and import sugar? 
it followed soon after that that bad crop reports for the campaign of Mr. WILLETT. We would have had to do as Europe did 
the present scason—1911—began to _ be made, prices began to rise on | sugar, from Java, principally. 

t! peculative sugar exchange f Europe nd the crop reports going Mr. Hinps. Would that have resulted in slightly further rais 
from bad to worse was the immediate c: of the rapid rise which | sugar price? . 
) have lled attention to. 4 Mr. WILLETT. Undoubtedly; in addition to the demand of 

i ( oe were those crop reports from which affected | the demand of America would have made the price higher t 
most ( S narKet ¢ ther “ice » be > SPar Port 27 “4 2arings 

M \\ rr. From Germany. Germany produced in 1910, for in- - res — .? i a earer at — - sentie 
« ! 00.000 tons of sugar s the reports of damage o the coun- iy rs 
{ "st g ; car stronger a estimate os ‘Germany “for this Mr. WILLeTT. In the business world it would be. As a 
sé ‘ to about 1.200.000 ton : fact, right there, the Colorado beet-sugar factories did con 

\ CH {AN. In other words, a million tons shortage in Ger- | citizens of their own State, and the factories of Utah also did 
mat 7 and had the prices remained high those citizens of those 
aie ' r. One million tons short. where the beet-sugar factories were would have continued 

! ‘AN. Can you give us in round figures what the shortage | by_a reduced price given them locally. The manufacturers of ¢ 
wa ted to be throughout the beet-si Europe? | refused to sell their sugars over the Colorado line at the sa 

MI WiLLerT. Two liion tons | that they would sell them for in the State of Colorado. Th 

i CHAIRMAN. As e of 2.000.000 in European beet s r? | the benefit of the beet-sugar industry, for instance, in the 5 

M WitLerT. Yes pa Ge iny was the principal one many | Colorado under an abnormal year like 1911. (Part 37, | 
f e r own nsul sends 774,000 tons to the United King- | hearings.) 
dom, and in all h exports ds over a million tons out of the country, * * . * * * 
while it appears resent estimates that lave only about Mr, WiLLertT. The beet-sugar men this year sold their cro] 

OT ms toa s the country bey own requirements | gnticipation of deliveries along in September 
for consumption leaves the United King to secure 700,000 Mr. MaLzy. So that they did not realize large prices? 
tons from other during the present campaign, and that Is the | Mr Wuituerr. I understand they realized about an av 

is f present for sugars in the United Kingdom, and the | gents for their crop. 7 
reason why the British Government is trying to obtain larger con- | “Mr. Matny. Which would be much less than the market p1 
ces s on the exportation from Russia this year. (Part 37, p. 3067 | time of delivery? 
of hearings.) Mr. WILLrtr. Yes, sir. 

. ° ° ° ° ° ° Mr. Mansy. Of course the beet sugar coming upon the 1 

T CHAIRMAN * * ©* Was there any shortage in the Cuban | time undoubtedly did have an effect upon the whole market 
crop % sugar, did it not? 

Mr. Wittert. The Cuban crop at the beginning of the season was Mr, WILLETT. Yes, sir. (Part 37, p. 3112, of hearings.) 
estimated to reach 1,800,000 tons, As a matter of fact, it reached ® * * * ‘ “ * 
1,468,000 tons, a shortage of three or four hundred thousand tous. Mr. Forpnry. The domestic beet-sugar industry has certai! 

Che CHAIRMAN. How about the Java crop? } os 4 on i cei ail ae 

Mi WILLI fhe Jaya crop was arger (Part 87, p. 3068 of beneficial influence upon the price of sugal 8 y ‘ 

Se ee P ee ; — Mr. Wittetr. Yes; an enormous influence. If it were not 
hearings. ) domestic sugar industry, sugars in this country would be to-da 
: . . © * | considerably higher I can not say bow much hi because | 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, what was the total shortage under the estl- | not teli what influence they have had upon the European market 
mates’ the refiners would be compelled to purchase a quantity of sus 

Mr. WILtLeTT. Both cane and beet? foreign ports equal to the production of beet sugar coming into 

he CHAIRMAN. Yes / i market from this country. I would not be surprised if it wo ld 1 

Mr. WILLEeT?r. Two million tons. (Part 37, p. 3068 of hearings.) be a cent a pound more but for the beet and cane sugar produced 

° . - % * * this country (Part 38, pp. 3153-3154, of hearings.) 
rRANK C. LOWRY, SALES AGENT FEDERAL SUGAR REFINING CO, * » * e * . oS 

Mr. Forpynery * * * | want to know what the Federal Sugar The CHAIRMAN, My idea in having this matter repeated, i . 

Refining Co. sold sugars for. i repetition, was to understand, Mr. Willett, who is probably the § 
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sugar men sell all they have to sell the price of sugar goes up again. 

M Forpney. That is true of last summer, I believe 

Dr. Witey. Yes; and when the price of sugar went up to 7 cents 
reta I said, “ Watch out; when the ar crop comes in it will xo 
down ind it did, and there was no in the country even then. 
(Part 42, p. 3446 of hearings.) 

Mr. Forpney. The fact is that the refiner in New York does not con- 
trol t! market while our domestic sugar crop i n the market? 

Dr. Witery. As soon as the domestic sugar comes on they let 
the price drop, for they are then buyers themselves They buy the 
most of the domestic crop except the beet sugar—buy almost all of the 
Louisiana crop 

Mr. Forpney. That is because it is raw sugar? 

Dr. Witry. Yes. They then want to buy and put the price down. 

Mr. Forpney. And as soon as the crop is purchased they increase the 
price, do you mean? 

Dr. Witey. Yes: as high as they think the people will stand for 
They do not put the price out of sight, becat that would not be good 
busin (Part 42, p. 3448 of hearings.) 

> ” & as a 7 

Dr. Witey. * * * When I consider tl beneficial effect of this 
sugar industry on other agricultural industries I would go as far as it 
would be profitable to the farmers of the United States to maintain 
that mmdustry. 

Tr CHAIRMAN. No matter how much it cost the people who con 
sumed that sugar? 

Dr. Witey. Yes; no matter how much it cost. If it were a benefit 
to the agricrltural interests of this country as a whole, then I am for 
it If 1 looked at it simply from the standpoint of the interest of the 
man making the sugar, as I stated before, 1 would not want to tax 
myself as a consumer too much, but if I see that by paying a little 
more for my sugar the great agricultural industry in this country is 
benefited, I am willing to pay it. I would go just that far. (Part 42, 
p. 3455 of hearings.) 

APPENDIX C. 

We consume in the United States about 3,984,567 tons of 

sugar of 2,000 pounds per ton. In the crop year 1911-12 


Louisiana and Texas produced 361,920 tons, of which about one- 
fourth was refined and the remainder was raw or unclarified. 
During the same period there were 599,000 tons of refined 


beet sugar made in the Western States—thus giving a total 
domestic production that year of 960,000 tons. 
We imported _ 
Tons. 

From Hawaii 5s ilps tne il tte iia aaa a Dae EE ee 602, 733 
PD: “NNN MEU. «a's: aisenctgsbaccenisciby inleicbnonbieliendbingiiachiasaiannncanlamaaanl 367, 145 
SE ae: SIND... 5: 55 sais meninsguiicahnanteichsdionidindeieainaalngaaaiameias 217, 785 
From Cuba A. is tp sup mibisiet tenia lk Duck ene ice AR Saeed 1, 593, 315 
eee: Gir ee no ed a etn Cbd 241, 209 


All of which was raw sugar. That from Hawaii, Porto Rico, 
and the Philippines came in free of duty. That from Cuba 
paid a duty of 14 cents a pound, and that from other countries 
1.68 cents. 

All of this sugar, except the 599,000 tons of beet sugar, which 
left the factories a finished product ready for consumption, 
and about 85,000 tons of refined Louisiana sugar (total 684,000 
tons), is refined by the trust and other refiners before going on 


the market. 
APPENDIX D. 
[Senate Report No. 763, part 2, Sixty-second Congress, second session.] 
DUTIES ON SUGAR. 
(July 27, 1912.—Ordered to be printed.) 
Mr. WILLtaMs, from the Committee on Finance, submitted the fol- 


lowing views of the minority (to accompany H. R. 21213): 

The undersigned minority members of the Finance Committee, to 
which was referred H. R. 21213, beg icave to report a substitute for 
the same, and in explanation of the character of the bill and in dec- 
laration of their salient reasons for preferring it to the House bill, 
to which it is-offered as an amendment in the nature of a substitute, 
submit the following brief statement: 

The substitute which we prepose differs from existing law (Schedule 
E of the Payne-Aldrich bill, approved Aug. 5, 1909) in the following 
respects : 


lirst. The substitute abolishes the so-called differential. 
Second. It abolishes the No. 16 Dutch standard color test and it sub- 
stitutes for it no other legislative joker, as it is charged that the 


substitute proposed by the majority members of the Finance Committee 
does 

Third. In rates of duty the existing law levies ninety-five one-hun- 
dredths of 1 cent per pound on sugars, tank bottoms, sirups, melada, 
concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses testing by 
the polariscope not above 75°. The substitute levies a tax of sixty- 
three one-hundredths of 1 cent per pound upon the same articles. 
Under the existing law, for every additional degree shown by the 
polariscopic test there is levied an additional tax of thirty-five one- 
thousandths of 1 cent per pound, and fractions of a degree in propor- 
tion. The substitute, for every additional degree shown by the polari- 
scopic test, levies a tax of twenty-four one-thousandths of 1 cent r 
pound, instead of thirty-five one-thousandths, and it continues this 
duty of twenty-four one-thousandths of 1 cent pes pound for every 
additional degree per polariscopic test. The existing law increases the 
polariscopic degree tax on all sugars above 16 Dutch standard in color 
and on all sugars which have gone through a process of refining to 1.90 
of 1 cent per pound, this being virtually the tax upon sugars which 
really enter into consumption. Our substitute does not make this 
jump in favor of the refiner, but continues the uniform additional tax 
of twenty-four one-thousandths of 1 cent per pound additional and frac- 
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| substitute 


| 50 per cent ad valorem. 





| blow against one of the 
pulous either in its dealings with the Government or w 





tions of a degree in proportion for each additional de 
scopic test, 

The existing law fixes a duty upon molasses, testing pn 
of 20 per cent ad valorem. The substitute is 12 per cent 
The existing law upon molasses testing above 40° and n 
fixes a tax of cents per gallon. Under our substitu: 
quality of molasses would bear a duty of 1.8 cents per g: 
molasses testing above 56° the existing law fixes a dut 
per gallon. The substitute fixes a tax of 3.6 cents per ga 

Under the Payne-Aldrich bill maple sugar and maple 
a tax of 4 cents per pound. In the substitute we propose 
cents per pound. 

Under the Payne-Aldrich bill glucose or grape sugar bear 
cents:per pound. In the substitute the tax is 1 cent per 

Under the Payne-Aldrich bill sugar cane in its natura! 
manufactured, bears a tax of 20 per cent ad valorem. Int 
the duty is 17 per cent ad valorem. 

Under the Payne-Aldrich bill sugar candy and all conf 
otherwise specially provided for, valued at 15 cents per 
and sugars after being refined, when tinctured, colored, 
adulterated, bear a tax of 4 cents per pound and 15 per cent 
In the bill offered by us we substitute for these rates 
pound and 10 per cent ad valorem. Under the Payne-Al 
same articles, valued-at more than 15 cents per pound, 
We propose instead thereof a dut 


sre 


° 
0 





cent ad valorem. 

Our reasons for preferring the substitute which we 
existing law are evident from the statement which we 
if-our substitute shall become a law, will make it self 





housekeeper and consumer of sugar in America. 


Our “reasons for preferring the substitute to H. R. 21213 
as follows: 
The tariff on sugar is peculiarly a revenue tariff. V 


major part of the tax levied upon the consumer of sugar 
goes actually into the United States Treasury for the us 
and benefit of the American people. A minor part of th: 
the pockets of the producers. Upon numberless articles in 
Aldrich tariff bill the duties are either prohibitive, or very 
hibitive, or highly exploitive, and in all these cases ve1 
major part of the tax levied upon the consumer goes into 
of the American producers, a special and favored clas 
scantily, and sometimes not at all, reaches the Treasury 
place the majority of the tariff schedules which have beer 
the House and sent over to the Senate during this Cong 
reduction of about one-third. In the face of its recor 
with other bills the House reduced the duties upon 
products of cane and sugar beets 100 per cent; in « 
tirelyseanceled the existing duties. It seemed to us that 
in keeping with the promise of Democratic platforms to 1 
srotective duties “ gradually” toward and finally to a 
Ve have seen no reason why sugar should have been ex 
general policy advocated by the Democratic Party and 
to be right. 

Again, in levying an import duty upon sugar for reven 
we are imitating the time-honored and time-justified preced 

The abolition of the Dutch standard and of the different 
with the reduction of duties upon refined sugar, wil!! stri} 
reat American trusts, which has n 





} 


d in 
ther 


We do not believe that the reduction of duties which w 
seriously disturb any legitimate or fair business. We ¢ 
effect will be to reduce excessive and undue profits mad 
factories, some of which have been enormous, while ch 
product to the household. 

With regard to cane sugar, the cost of the production 
which is greater than the cost of the production of beet sug 
the fact that the labor engaged in the production of 
intelligent, efficient white labor, and the labor engaged i 
tion of cane sugar is for the most part unintelligent and 
there may accrue some disturbance to businesses not 
and not well managed, but none to any business well 
well managed. 

That the reduction which we propose is a sufficient 
political antagonists confess by the fact that one faction « 
not propose any reduction at all and the other faction 
reduction much smaller than the substitute which we adv 

We have not felt that it was wise to surrender fifty mii 
revenue at one swoop by putting sugar and sugar-cane a! 
products upon the free list, especially in view of the fa 
exist numberless other import duties prohibitive in their 
which the people’s Treasury does not procure any money 
a negligible revenue, the practical operation of such t 
take money from the pockets of the consumer and put it int 
of the producers. 

We feel confident that within a few years the duty whic! 
will bring as much money into the Treasury as the duty | 
under the Payne-Aldrich tariff brings, owing to the chea; 
product, the encouragement of its use, and the increase ot 
and the increase of the importations to meet the demand 

We beg leave-in this connection to make the report of 
Means Committee of the House of Representatives to acc 
21213, in so far as the statistics and figures therein recit 
of this report and to have it published as Exhibit A herewi' 

Jos. W. BAILey 
F. M. SIMMON 
W. J. STONE. 
Joun SHarp W! 
JouHN W. KERN 


Cuartes F. Jon 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. BACON. I moye that the Senate proceed to t! 
eration of executive business. i 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, we certainly should 
quorum in order to do that. I therefore suggest the 
a quorum. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The absence of a quoru 


suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

















called 


names: 


Secretary the roll, and the following 


1 to their 
Hollis Martine, N. J. Smith, 8. C. 
Hughes Newlands Smoot 
Jackson Owen Stephenson 
Johnson RNansdell Sterling 





Johnston, Ala, Robinson Stone 
Jones 3 ury Swat nson 
La Follette Shafrot] Thomas 
Lane S rd T! mpsor 
Lewis Sherman thornton 
Lippitt Sim: Works 
Martin, Va. Smith, Ga 

LANI I w to announce that n ‘ 





( IN] is before the “ smelling committee,” 


VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have an 


» the roll call. There is net a quorum of the Senate 
SIMMONS. Mr. Pi lent, I egest that the Secretary 

B,5, £.... ntees., 
YE PRESIDED The Secretary will « the roll of 


retary called the roll of ab 


La sent Senators, and Mr. 
_ Mr. PoMERENE answered to their names 


> PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have answered 
names. There is not a quorum present 
ARTIN of Virginia. I move that the Sergeant at A 
1 to request the attendance of absent lators 
tion S agreed to. 
VICE PRESIDENT. The Ser nt at Ari 


rder of the Senat>. 
FALL, Mr. TI LLMAN, Mr. VAI 
IE entered a Chamber and res 
VICE PRESIDENT. Fort 
A quorum of ft] 


wonded to their names. 





DALOTS MAVe al 





umes. iate is present. 


t I n 
MARTIN of Virginia. I ask that the order instructing 
veant at Arms to request the attendance of absent Sena- 

cinded. 
| VICE PRESIDENT. In.the absence of objection, the 
order will be rescinded. 
BACON. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed 


t cousideration of executive busines 

I notion was agreed to, and the 

ation of executive business. After 55 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


Senate pr 





lutes spent in 


I H OF REPRESENTATIVE 


House of 


GEORGE KONIG, OF MARYLAND. 


sage 


H stead, 


from the 
its enrolling clerk, 
ence of the death of 
from the State of 
f the House thereon. 


message also announced 


Represent tives, by D. K. 
to the Senate the 


late a Repre- 
mitted r 


communica 
Hon. Grorcre: Konic, 
Maryland 





s tive solu- 


that the Sneaker of the THlouse 
| appointed as a committee on the part of the House Mr 
Mr. Tarpott of Maryland, Mr. Linruicum, Mr. 
s H Of Maryland, Mr. Lewis of Maryland, Mr. McDermott 
Mr. BarKtey, Mr. SapatH, Mr. BAKER, Mr. Hayes, Mr. Bar 
rHoLpT, Mr. BARTON, Mr. Woops, and Mr. GARDNER. 

VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
res tions of the House of Rey resentatiy es which will be read 


TON, 


rhe Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STAT 
June I 
ed, That the House has heard with profound sorrow « t 
Hon. Grorce Konic, a Representative m the State of 


solved, That a committee 
& embers of the Senate as 
t ineral, 


Kesolved, That the Sergeant at 


of 14 Members of the 


may be joined, be app 


House, with 


inted to attend 


Arms of the House be authorized 
ected to take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out 
visions of these resolutions, and that the necessary expense jo 
tom therewith be paid out of the contingent fund of the Ho 

ed, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen 
id transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 


lived, That as a further mark of respect this House do now 
n. 


Mr. JACKSON. I offer the resolutions which I send to the 


ale and ask unanimous consent for their present consideration. 
‘he resolution (S. Res. 99) were read, considered by unani- 
consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 
: olved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
: ‘nt of the death of the Hon. Georce Konia, late a Representa- 
t om the State of Maryland 


,..esolred, That a committee of eight 
* } resident to join the committee ppo 

»- sepresentatives to take order for su; 

ACFiG at Baltimore, Md. 


Senators be appointed by the 
ited on the part of the House 
ending the funeral of Mr 
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Senators | 


Resolved, That the S« tary ! te a v ¢ 
to tl House of Representati d f 


The VICE PRESIDENT appoint 
tion, Mr. MARTIN of Virginia, Mr. CHiiron, M 
JOHNSTON of Alabama, Mr. Jon ir 
of M iryland, and Mr. JA 
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} Via 1¢ 
Raymond ¢ ley B im May 1 
vacancy. 
Norman Thomas Wi from May 22, 1 
icancy. 
William Beni: in Borden from M 
Herbert M. Smith, honorably ¢ ! ! 
Royal Edwin Cum rs, from May 24, 191 
Howell, honorably discharged January 20, 101 
Clarence Ralph Bell, from May 25, 1 
Woodhall honoral iy a scharged Febri \ 1G 
Robert Henry Duenner, from May 26, 191 
Le R. Krebs, honorably d harged March 7, | 
Bertram Foster Duckwall, from May 27, 10 
Howard A. Knox, resigned April 26, 1911 
John Seymour Cromwell Fielden, j f \ 


Capt. Wilson T. Davidson, promoted May 1, 1 
Halbert Porter Harris, fi \ 2 
Bartlett, promoted June 7, 1911 















CONTIRMATIONS. 
/ cult On inations confirnu d by the Senate June Z. 1913. | 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 
lin P. Coleock to be ec r of customs at Beau- 
C 
y or INI R Uy | 
’ ob llect« inte 1 revenue for the | 
( } 
Co { ON F iN \ Al IRS 
! | % j j ( I ! Affairs, 
i I THe Det i ( LABOR. 
ie j to be Solicitor of the D rtment of Jus- | 
i be i it of I ] 
AP VI IN \ 
{ DICAT I i 
T'o be first lieut fs 
i Hi r Axline 
irederic! ler. 
V inder Boyd, 
Frank Emory Bunts. | 
\ McEwen Edward | 
A zo Graves. 
Daniel Joseph Haves 
( lier Jackson 
1); l Ralph Luca 
A ur Hugh Mays. 
Edward Campbell Morton 
Charles Howard Peck. 
William Martin Perkins. i 
Henry Stanley Plummer. | 
\ tor OF ne Put lam. j 
liarry Leach Schu ier, 
George Reese Satterlee | 
Hi Gn } Wood | 
COAS RTILLERY CORPS. 
ter Owen Rawls, late midshipman, United States Navy, to 
1d Man 
REGISTER OF THE LAND O1 E 
jan if. Bu to be register of the land office at Lake- 
w, Oreg. 
POSTMASTERS 
IOWA. 
Geo1 W. Bensler, Delta. 
Fred Biermann, Decorah. 
ki. Ik’. Gauthier, Corning. 
Arthur Goshorn, Winterset. 
Christian Konrad, Lacona. 
H. G. Kruse, Vinton. 
MASSACIIUS 
W FE. Clarkin, Foxboro. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Fred J. McDonnell, jr., Okolona. 
NEVADA, 
Mast ™. McLeod, Yerington. 
J. M. Slopansky, Ruth. 
Philip S. Triplett, Wells. 


OKLAHOMA, 
Campbell, Enid. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 
Leroy Alexander, West Alexander. 
Edward J. Bernhardt, Northampton. 
Frank P. Craig, Mercer. 
Thomas A. Frazier, Butler. 
W. A. Furlong, Roscoe. 
H. E. Petrie, Greencastle. 
Frank C. Sites, Harrisburg. 

TEXAS. 


Samuel C. 


> 
Pe 


B. T. Gardner, Rogers. 

VERMONT. 
Alton G. Baird, Orleans. 
Allan T. Calhoun, Middlebury. 
Robert J. Orvis, Manchester. 
Patrick H. Thompson, Arlington. 


VIRGINIA, 


Benjan in F. Foley, Berryville. 
Ellis F. Harris, Crozet, 
rR. H. Latane, Buchanan 
ST VII NIA, 
Rubert E. Wood, Che riests 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| Sions, where they shall join him. 











WISCONSIN. 

























































A. C. Bishop, Bloomington. 
William E. Cavanaugh, Berlin. 
Albert J. Hemmy, Hartford. 
John Henninger, Markesan. 
Robert Nash, Grand Rapids. 

J. H. Paustenbach, Abbottsford. 
E. R. Peck, Bangor. 

Fred A. Russell, Superior. 
Richard B. Runke, Merrill. 
Harvey G. Smith, Maiden Rock. 


William R. Stephan, Sawyer. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 2, 1913. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offe: 
lowing prayer: 

Father in heaven, we wait on Thee for Thy bless 
may be wise in our conceptions, pure in our motives 
our devotion to Thee and in the things which mal 
the relationships of life; in our homes that they ma) 
in our country, which safeguards our homes, prot: 
herent rights; in our religion, which holds us ci 
life and in death. 

Again our hearts are touched by the removal of 
Member of this body; he has answered the call w 
on us all—a typical American citizen who dignified hy 
faithful service and was called by those who knew | 
serve them in the affairs of State and Nation. Ma 
ful to the obligations resting upon us, that we may 
to go forward to the larger life withont fear or dor 
comfort those who knew and loved him, especi 
and children, with bright hopes and anticipations f 
tinuance of his existence in another of the Father’ 
And Thine be the 
ever. In the name of Him who taught us the 
the soul. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, Ma 
was read and approved. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—MARY BASYE. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to M1 
Minnesota to withdraw from the files of the Ho 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of Mary B 
19651, 62d Cong., 3d sess.), no adverse report ha 
thereon. 


1 


GOVERNMENT OF PORTO RICO. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the followi 
cation : 

THE WHIT! 
Washingt 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Srm: As required by section 19 of the act of Congres 
12, 1900, entitled “‘An act temporarily to provide reven 
government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I ha‘ 
to advise that a copy of the journal of the Executive ( ) 
Rico for the regular session of 1913 has been transmitted t P 
separate cover. ; 

Very respectfully, Wo 


DL y VW 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one o 
announced that the Senate had passed the following res 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensi! 


nouncement of the death of the Hon. Forrest GoopwIiy, iat R 
sentative from the State of Maine. 


Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed | e 
President to join the committee appointed on the part of : oI 
Representatives to take order for superintending the fun J 
Goopwtn at Skowhegan, Me. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of th ng 
to the House of Representatives and to the family of the d ' 





Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the me: 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


And in compliance with the foregoing resolutio 
President had appointed as said committee Mr. Jou 





7 









Maine, Mr. Gatiincrr, Mr. Hows, Mr. CRawrorp, M 
DILLINGHAM. 
COMMITTEE ON ROADS. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the privileged r 
which IT send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 104 (II. Rept. 18). 

Resolved, That Rule X of the Rules of the Honse of Ki 
be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding immed 
graph 55 in section 1 thereof the following new | g 






1 members. 


“56. On roads, to consist of 2 
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S ® That Rule XI of the Rules of the Hovse of Representatives Mr. MANN. With referen te ae ; wh , ‘ 
i the same is hereby, amended by adding immediately after para- bill in referer ' + al ; 
54 thereof the following new paragr |} ho bill in reference to a specifi ! 


to wit: 


ta. To matters relating to the « ast! 1etion or maintenance of | in reference to any otl 1 ad. « ‘ y to a 
her than appropriations therefor; to the committee on roads: | case where a bill is introduced for half ‘ ys road 
, That it shall I vt he in order for any bill providing general Would it be possible to in wuitennd } 1 
n in relation to roads to contain any provision for any specific ; ~— - “ : 
- for any bill in relation to a specific road to embrace a pro- | that related to more than 
; relation to any other specific road.” Mr. HENRY. The idea is 
HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question | !esislation, if we have any legish: Vs » 
. resolution. Mr. MANN. Well, I rst 
rhe previous question was ordered. | 2 provision 
HENRY. Mr. Speaker, the resolution speaks for itself. Mr. HENRY. Now, Mr. 8 
| ovides for amending the rules so as to create a committee | -U Minul time on 
ds consisting of 21 members. This committee is necessary | ' hom I have promised time aud 1 
unt of the growing importance of this subject. There | Mr MANN. I did not k 
imerous bills that have been introduced in the House upon Mr. HENRY. Therefore Lr 
ibject of good roads, post roads, highways, etc. They have | J SPEAKER. The gentleman re t] 
referred to a half dozen or more different committees. It Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, before { I 
ed to the Committee on Rules that the time had arrived |! Fr uly to yield a little time to any t iY 
when a committee should be created to be called the Committe who is still a believer in the old docti of NI 





on Roads, in order that all of these bills might be referred to | et te sovereignty who | eves in ft 
that committee, where they can be deliberately and well con- | W2'ch was acy cated by the father of 1 I) P 
sidered. Therefore the resolution is reported to this House. Thomas Jefferson, that the pr e in the 
We believe that it should be adopted and that the rules should udges of road that should | l i » tl 





amended and that this important subject should have con- | iu with its headquarters in W: 


sideration at the hands of the House of Representatives. } Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, \ tne = sentie 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? yield me five minutes? I entertain that view I cht { 
Mr. HENRY. Certainly. | applause. | 
Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman explain the exceptions Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand the ge eman from Missouri 
y h are noted in the resolution as regards what is germane in [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] is still-a believer that the people of town 
, good roads bill? ship are better able to take re of tl own Is on their 
Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, the resolution simply provides | OWN initiative? 
that the House may consider the proposition of good roads Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I emphatica ly heat a | 
under a general system or scheme, and that no particular road- | We" d like to have five minutes to « 0 Laughter and 
way shall be considered by the committee or by the House of | ®@V! lause. ] 
Representatives. Mr. CAMPBELI I understand et T di ! 
Mr. MURDOCK. It seems to me that the resolution provided anything on the House—I understand that t! ntlen 
that no amendment should be offered as to a particular road Missouri is slated for the chairmanship of tl Hew 
on any general proposition. Is that true? Under the rules of which Thomas Jefierson never dreamed would be ¢1 a 
the House that would not be in order, but does not the resolu- | ims the history of the Republic of which he was one ¢ 
tion itself so provide? founders. 
Mr. HENRY. The resolution does not provide that. Mr. | Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I want to 
Speaker. I reserve the balance of my time. J concur very thoroughly in the view that he has ¢ | 
Mr. MANN rose. The gentleman stated he wanted to yield some time to 
Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from who believed that way. When he 1 ! ‘ 
Texas takes his seat, I will ask him if he will yield? | L will be glad if he will yield me five mim 
Mr. HENRY. Certainly. ; Mr. CAMPBELI Well, I will say I hav dou 
Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman | the genuineness of the gentleman from Missouri belies 
from Texas if this committee will in any way interfere with | that old doctrine and the 
the duties of the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads? The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield five 


Mr. HENRY. I do not think that it will interfere with their | the gentleman from Missouri? 
duties. It may relieve them of some burdens that they do not Mr. CAMPBELL. Not just now 
care to undertake at this time. The resolution speaks for itself. The SPEAKER. Does the ge 

Mr. FOWLER. It is not intended in any way to take away [Mr. MurpocKk | ? 


. 


| 
| 
| 





from the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads their| Mr. CAMPBELL. For a quest 
jurisdiction over post roads? |} Mr. MURDOCK. Along the line that t , 
Mr. HENRY. I do not think there is any such intention as | Pursuing, would the gentleman oppose tion hie 
that. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois | )@ ple of a given county determine by vote 
{Mr. MANN}. be improved first by Government aid? 
Mr. MANN. The rule provides that all matters relating to Mr. CAMPBELL. On the contrary, | 
the maintenance or construction of roads other than appropria- thing. 
tions therefor shall be referred to the Committee on Roads.| Mr. MURDOCK. TI thought not, judg 
Suppose a bill is introduced in reference to the construction or | Which my colleague put to the gentler irom M 
maintenance of a road in one of the national parks, does that | SHACKLEFORD]. 
go to this committee? | Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, no. I stated that if 
Mr. HENRY. I could not hear the gentleman on account of | body left in the House on the Democt d 
the conversation surrounding me. lieved that the people in the townships \ 
Mr. MANN. Suppose a bill is introduced in regard to the the roads that should be oved and the 1 
construction or maintenance of a road in one of the national | they should be improved than a bu n W 
parks, would that go to this committee? i ready to yield him some time to advocate th 
' Mr. HENRY. I hardly think it is intended it should take | Mr. MURDOCK. And, as [ understand ( 
jurisdiction away from it. Of course that would be a matter | would favor the proposition of the peo} ofag couuty de 
of construction by the Speaker. termining what roads should be improved first 
Mr. MANN. I understand, but I wanted to get the gentle- Mr. CAMPBELL. Undoubtedly though I ' i 7 
man’s idea as to what the intention of the committee was. I | scribed myself as a political follower of Alexander HH 
take it it would not relate to the construction or maintenance | rather than of Thomas Jefferson Alexunder Hamilton be 
of a road in the District of Columbia outside of the city of lieved in a government from Washington. while Thom Jeffe 
Washington where we provide for roads in the District. ; son believed that they could be better governed from Waln 
Mr. HENRY. That would be a matter of construction, but | Grove Towuship than from Washingtor But as tl we 
still if it did, I do not see that it would make any material | have come and gone the country is veering toward H lton 
difference, view of government, and one condition of life after 
_Mr. MANN. Well, it is a matter of construction, but some- | is being turned over to the bureaus in Washington rat 
Umes in enacting legislation or adopting rules it is desirable | being left in the hands of the people themselves. Ju 
to know in advance what the purpose is so there will not be Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker 
any controversy hereafter. The SPEAKER Does the gentleman from Kar vield to 








Mr. HENRY. It is not intended for that purpose at all. | the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
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Mr. CAMPBELL. Just now we are embarking on etme | Mr. POU. I was going to ask the gentl 


; hitherto left with the local governments. I will | 
d for a question. 


MOORE. We are about to spend $50,000,000 on good 









roads in Pennsylvania, raised from the taxpayers of that State. 
1) the gentleman think the appointment of this new com- 
mittee would make it fair for us to distribute that $50,000,000 | 
al i the other States of the Union who desire to have | 
| ‘nada? 
CAMI MeL I Well, I pr that this committee, of 
VV the ge nan from Missouri |Mr. SHAcKI yp] is to be | 
‘ in, W ae nate when they report in a bill or proposed 
the nsnner in which the funds raised in Pennsylvania shall 
l, and I hope that they will use some of it in Wal 
Grove Toy hip, in Neosho County, Kans. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MOORE. Well, New York State also has raised $50 
{ 00 for good roads to be constructed in that State. D 
re ian think it would be wise to refer to this « nmittee the 
distribution of the money raised by New York for the con 
{ ion of roads among other States vw 1 do not have so 
much money and where there are many more roads to be im- | 
proved? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I am not opposed to the inauguration of | 
this ew method of constructing roads. I still say that I be 


lieve in the old doctrine of Hamilton, but I would not take off | 
the speed limit. I would not go to the length that it is proposed | 


i 


in this resolution. It is proposed by this resolution to 

create a committee that will say exactly what roads shall be | 
built, and you can not amend their bills on the floor of the | 
House. The roads may be built in Pennsylvania, or in New | 
York, where the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] says 

the money is to be raised with which the roads are to be built. | 
But, on the other hand, the roads may be provided by the bill 

for Kansas and Missouri, and in that event there may be some 

benefit accruing to Kansas and Missouri. 

Mr. MOORE. But is not the proposition now before us in 
regard to postal roads that we shall improve the postal roads | 





throughout the country at public se, whereas, so far as 


y postal roads within the limits of any of the large munici- 
pilities are concerned, they shall 1 ive no national considera- 


CAMPBELL. Undoubtedly; but this proposition goes far 
beyond that. It does not limit the construction of roads to roads 


for postal and military purposes. This simply says that the 
bars are down, and from this time on roads shall be constructed 


in every township in the United States at the expense of the 
Federal Treasury, whether they are to be used for military or 
postal purposes or not. The time is past when roads are to be 
built only for post roads and military roads. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will yield to the gentleman from New 
York 

Mr. PAYNE. Would it not be an improvement on this reso- 
lution to refer the whole matter to the promoters of this 
business—the builders of automobiles throughout the United 
States—who are the pioneers of this movement and its prac- 
tical omoters? Would not that be a better plan than to have | 

mittee appointed from the membership of the House? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, This resolution has already been favor- 
1 reported. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that there has been an expression 
from the Committee on Rules, who, of course, have investigated 
this subject. As far as I am concerned, I would not appoint 
any committee. I would not have the Government go into the 
business of building the roads. Why, even in our State of New | 
York, under a good Democratic administration, it is impossible 
to keep corruption out of the building of State roads on the 
senle of $100,000,000. Now, when we get to spending billions 
of dollars in the United States for roads all over the country, 
I think that corruption might grow. I say there has been cor- 
ruption in our State, because, without a change of politics or 
administration, but simply a change in officers, it is flatly 
charged and does not seem to be denied. I am against the 
whole scheme. I think that the United States have enough | 
business to attend to, and that the roads should be built by the 
States, in localities determined by the localities, and looked 
after by local superintendence and afterwards repaired by local 
superintendence. Up to the time of two and a half years ago 
we made very satisfactory progress in the State of New York 
in building roads. The work was progressive then. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
CAMPBELL] yield to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Pov}? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I yield for a question. 


out in Walnut Grove Township? 


but I want to call attention to this 


sibility for raising the re 


ivy of the | 
songresses will con 


expensive polici 
within th 
catic admini 
Is not the gentleman in favor of it, as 
Oh, certainly. 
l authority, and 


iid raise enough reven 
ernment, inch 
rs and such improvements as we mi 
gentlemen on that 
revenue, while they seem to be 
policies that will exhaust more revenue than we will 
supply the Treasury with. 
MURDOCK, 


venses of the ling the in 


speaker, before the 
I will ask him, When was this resolution « 
committee? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
MURDOCK. 
in of the pi 


is as follows: 


Finally this morning. 


viso in the amendment 





» in order for any bill provi 
legislation in relation to roads to contain any provision for 


vision in relation to any other specific road. 


What is the basis for that sort of exception? 

I will have to remind my co! 
am a minority member of the Committee on Rules, 
refer him to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] o 
colleagues who are responsible f 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 


of his Democratic 


Mr. MURDOCK. 
sideration of this resolution? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
inspiration of the resolution. 
Mr. MURDOCK. 


The gentleman was present durin; 
I am not 


I thought that perhaps the gel 
Kansas had elicited some information while sitting : 
ber of that committee. Evidently, as a matter o 
CAMPBELL. 
Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Mr. HENRY. 


ian has six 
I will reserve the remainder of 
Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to | 
man from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD]. 
SHACKLEFORD. 
Kansas [Mr. Murpock] has asked why some of these e% 
I was in favor of having th 
tions placed there because I had not in mind doing 
that they are intended to cut off. 
before us of a pork-barrel bill in the shape of a pul 
bill, and it was intended here to cut off any such leg! 
that in relation to roads. 
brought in containing general provisions for the co 
and maintenance of roads that Members would not be 
to load it down with specific roads. 
omnibus-bill legislation, and the purpose of these two © 
to which the gentleman from Kansas has called ‘ 
make it impossible to have any logrolling or an o 
Will the gentleman yield? 

I will yield to the gentleman. 


were placed in this bill. 


have had 


It was intended that 


We all know th 





Mr. MANN. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 








TZGERALD. W 


HACKLEFORD. 1 wi 
ITZGERALD. 1 desir oO Suggest an ame 
1 “roads,” in e 12, ert “ exeept re 
f ; “oy | j ' } 
forest reserves, nati nd 
a.” Roads of the character indica 


by this rule, and yet, unless there | 
ent as to 

ifter. In the District ef Columbia 
nd the streets in the outlying district are 
mittee as a part of the muni ] 
payinenit is half a 


hu i 
{ACKLEFORD. Thi 
he bill. 


ITZGERALD. I have not in mind a 1 

y between two points which would run 
Perhaps the word “ wholly ” should g 
d “except rouds wholly within the n 
+1 


1, because road 
i that 
nd essential fe 
j re with the ger } 
HACKLEFORD. 
three kinds ‘ f roads C 

1 to get them all before 
{ power to build military roads, post r 
tend that it would have power to build 
he regulation of interstate com 


> al be er built con 
are clearly a part of the 
of them, and wi 
mtemplated in 

d not do that. 


igress may bu 


eCTVaLiOUs 





one committee. 


neree., 


1 » might be no wild schemes, for the 
‘y might start out in some other col 


I roads 
FITZGERALD. I suggest 
ld to my amendment the 


[ACKLEFORD. This will 


to the gen 
* whe 
not interfere 
I OL. 
FITZGERALD. If the 
of the rule is so 


ls and makes that 


gentleman 
couched as not to 


statement, I think 


SHACKLEFORD. It is 
uld cover what the 


not intended th 


gentieman suggeste 


} she 


what the purpose is, it may rest 


ids, 


imittee to 


belie 


S ih bili 
in the Dis 
L are e 
some ce ‘ 
it in ) 


ll prope ay 
through a res 
o in, so that it 





internal devel 
uld not at all 


and a great 


roads in order 
Now, in order | 


re are bills in 


b iild 


tleman that I 
ily within the 


> With 


that for 
interfere with 
it will be 


at the wording 


“dl. The bill, iS 


f sl am concerned, has in mind general legislation in a very 
dest form. 
FITZGERALD. I would like to suggest another amend 
f the gentleman will permit, by striking out the period 
| inserting a comma and the following language . 
rhe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
pired. 
HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the ger 
from New York [Mr. Firzcerarp]. 
FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest this 
nent: Strike out the period at the end of the rule 
i comma, and add the following language: 
the Speaker entertain a motion to suspend the rules f 
tion of such a bill, nor shall the Comr e on Ru 
rule making such a u ion in ord x providing f 
1 of such a biL 
ss these two provisions are contained in the rule, th 
‘e of the House is that it will not be possible, though 
ps it may be in the immediate future, to prevent omnibus 
! The omnibus bill, which is the worst cha ter of legis 
Is usually made-up in such*a way as to insure the sup 
pi two-thirds of the House. 
ure is brought to bear upon the Speaker to give recog- 
I for a motion to suspend the rules, and a petition i 


g the nal 


presented to him containi 
tl lembers of the House. The only ¢ 
t iibus bill is to include in the rule a 
‘ taining motion, 
R Committee either to make such a 
I possible the consideration of 
SPEAKER. The time of the gentle 
has again expired. The Chair would | 
New York a question, for informatio 
n offering amendment or 
ollering it? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I am talking about 
uy be given permission to offer it as an a 





such a as well as a 


an omni 


this as an 














ike to ask 


nes of two-thirds of | 
t 


ive way to prevent 
prohibition against 


limitation upon the 


iotion in order or te 


bus bill. 


man from New York 


the gentleman 


n. Was the gentle- 
just talking about 


it in the hope that I 
mendment. 
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for five m ites 
M \EA \ 
th rh 
x i an ( 
| SPEEA | 
for thre t¢ 
‘ir. MAN ' 
( nt ! it 
nsiderat n 
?} ? . iN} I é é 
en ed +] 
have 
built fo ry 
| the Governmen 
| publie wor I | 
of the United St 
as the desire, to 
ch ] be 
] ( 1] 
Crovernnie not 
to ild-eyed 
fairs, but vw 
supervision and 
throughout the ) 
I am glad that 
FoRD!],. who had 1 
this rule, has sue 
I do not antic ’ 
my district | 
the constru on ¢ 
the g 
and heir sale 
mane 
may be better al 


| 
) 
j 
) 
e 
yr 
) 
1 ty 
‘ 
f +] 
{ 





ISGO 


thi wial and economic advantages of good country roads, maintained 
I . id more largeiy at public expense and less and less at the ex- 
pense of the abutting property owner. In this work we commend the 
growl practice of State aid, and we approve the efforts of the 
National Agricultural Department by experiment and otherwise to 
make clear to the public the best methods of road construction. 


The original distinction between the two parties is reversed 
to-day on the floor of this House. I just want to suggest the 
point that we have come to a time in the history of this Nation 
where there should be a dividing line based on principles instead 
of interests. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. In justa moment. I would like 
to say there is a party in existence which bases its policies on a 
fundainental issue, on the issue that the Nation is an entity, 
that it is not a combination of 48 sovereign Commonwealths, but 
is a Nation whose full powers may justly be used and must be 
used for the advancement of the common welfare. 

The situation here to-day is an instance of the absurdities 
which have for years followed politics based on selfish interests 
and not on fundamental principles. 

The two old parties haye become organizations with mean- 
ingless names, for under their rival banners are leaders who 
catch at passing pretexts to obtain power and make no attempt 
to base a program on broad and essential principles. 

The individualistic State rights idea of the Democratic Party 
originally, which considered government as an evil and its only 
duty that of punishing crime and keeping order, has completely 
roken down. This resolution proves that fact, if any further 
proof had been needed. But still there are many members of 
the party in this body who will support this resolution, but will 
not accept the principle involved. They will vote in the future 
against measures having exactly the same purpose as this one, 
putting national questions in the hands of the National Gov- 
ernment. 

The progressive movement in this country to-day does not 
fear a centralized government when the people control it. It 
considers national legislation for the good of all not paternalis- 
tic measures, but simply instances of the principle of self-help, 
the imposition of laws upon the people by the people themselves. 

The Progressives favor this good-roads proposal, not as an 
unrelated issue, forced by public sentiment, but as a part of a 
logical, consistent program, based on the principle that the only 
end of a just government is the public good and that the Na- 
tional Government is the proper authority to deal with ques- 
tious which concern all the people of the Nation. 

I congratulate the Democratic Party on its stand in this mat- 
ter and hope that the majority which intends to pass this reso- 
lution will stand true on their principle of to-day when other 
measures come up by which the common welfare may be ad- 
vanced by the action of the National Government. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Kansas has two minutes remaining and the 
gentleman from Texas has five. 

Mr. HENRY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK]. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I just want to answer the 
observation of the last gentleman who addressed the House, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.: Kerry]. The gentleman 
evidently is not acquainted with Democratic principles and its 
party platforms or he would not have made the statement which 
he has made this morning. For instance, in the Democratic 
platform of 1912 we find this language: 

We favor national aid to State and local authorities in the construc- 
tion and maintenance of post roads, 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. I have that right in my hand 
and—— 

Mr. HARDWICK. I thought from the gentleman’s remarks 
he had not read it. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. But is it not a fact that the 
plank is a fundamental contradiction of Democratic theory? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Not atall. There has never been a Demo- 
cratic administration and I think there has never been a Demo- 
cratic President who did not favor—— 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. But Madison and Monroe both 
vetoed—— 

Mr. HARDWICK. So far as Government aid to post roads 
is concerned, there has never been any Democratic objection; 
but, to the contrary, I want to state to the gentleman in 1912, 
and in 1908 for that matter, although it is not important in 1908, 
the Democratic Party has consistently stood for Government aid 
for the post roads of the country, and if the gentleman will 
study the Democratic platforms he will find that there is no need 































































































whatever for the Progressive Party in order for the Dy 
get good roads. [Applause on the Democratic wide. } 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has . 
The gentleman from Kansas has two minutes remaining 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman from Texas \ 
couple of minutes? 

Mr. HENRY. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes 

Mr. HENRY. I yield the gentleman three minutes, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I yield four minutes to the gent 
Wyoming [Mr. Monpberv]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, in the midst of 
thusiasm over this extension of Federalism it is not 
office to be the one to voice opposition to it. But | 
in the very brief time I have, to insist that the 
from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] shall not burden the nx 
Alexander Hamilton or any doctrine taught by him 
sponsibility for legislation of this character. It is 
though I have not been fully convinced of it from 
of his works, that Hamilton did not have that tru 
people which he ought to have had and which we ha 
days. That he did believe profoundly in our system of 
ment, with its sovereign States, in which the peop) 
local matters, is true beyond all question. 

This is a wonderful illustration of the compelling 
an appropriation. In the years that I have been a M 
this body I have noticed our Democratic friends risi: 
places whenever opportunity offered to declare the 
allegiance to the doctrine of State rights, always to d 
position in the face of an appropriation, present or | 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this legislation 
am of the opinion—and I voice that opinion as somet! 
Federalist and something of a Hamiltonian, if you pl 
it is impossible for the Federal Government to em! 
a broad policy of national road building and to car: 
policy in a fair, just, and equitable manner. I ly 
another and a questionable step in the direction of 
down the very proper line established by the fathe 
the powers and responsibilities and duties of the Fed 
ernment and the sovereignty of the people within the > 

I believe in good roads as profoundly as any man 
but I believe those roads should be built by the peo 
with State aid, and that they should always remain w 
control. I shall regret the day, which is sure to 
the passage of this legislation, when Federal autho: 
be established within the States over public high) 
it is inevitable, it is said, possibly as the gent! 
Illinois |[Mr. MANN] suggests—and I realize how ca! 
has studied the matter—this is a movement tho 
are insistent upon and demand; and therefore is 
But in that event I can not but feel that it is regr 
cause with an expenditure of Federal money ther 
sarily follow Federal control over the highways 
States, the extension of Federal police power, and thi 
of the control of Federal authorities over many 
should remain in the control of the people locally. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, as I realize the resolution 
that we shall, at least, be reasonable and sensible 
lation under it. I really feel that we shall be besi 
the new committee shall do beyond that encourag 
the National Government may very properly give 
tures by State and local authorities. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman fro: 
has expired. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. li 
one minute. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, Congress has thr 
extend national aid to good roads under the interstat: 
clause of the Constitution, and the authority to bu 
highways and to establish .post roads. Jefferson | 
Madison thought so, and so did Calhoun. There is | 
about the power of Congress in the premises. The I!) 
Party has inserted a provision in its platform favo 
proposes to keep faith with the American people, 
this pledge, but also all other pledges we have m: 
fore I hope this resolution will be promptly adopted 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Epwarps, by unanimous consent, was granted 
absence, indefinitely, on account of death in his fit 


RESIGNATION FROM A COMMITTEE. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the Hous 
lowing communication, which the Clerk will report. 
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thy length and breadth a tremor passes; leok, the dark is done, 
znd on thy proud form shines the splendor of the sun; thine 
own children with heads erect and light on all their faces are 
happy in the blessings and benefits of a reunited country.’ 
With love for our living and tears for our dead, we put behind 
us the things that divided us once and glory in the beauty and 
strength of the Union ties that bind us together now. This, 
thank God, is our country, ours to love and cherish, ours to 
guard against evils from within, and ours to defend against 
dangers from without. Let the heroic dead of the War between 
the States—the blue and the gray—sleep each in the mellow 
moonlight of his own proud memories. Let the living join hands 
and hearts about a common center for the good of the Republic. 


Let North and South and East and West all work together for | 


the good of each and each for the good of all. 

‘Rich in the heritage of history, proud of her splendid 
present, and happy in the rosy promise of a glorious future, the 
South consecrated in the loves, traditions, and incidents of a 
chivalrous people reconsecrates her heart, her strength, and her 
all to the highest and best interest of our common country. 
She will guard with intrepid vigilance the civic life and honor 
of the State and follow faithfully wherever Old Glory bares 


her beauty to the breeze. America, incarnated spirit of | 
liberty! Our hearts and our hopes are all with thee. Here as | 


the dove of peace bearing the olive branch of love and loyalty 
circles above the living and the dead, let us pray the God of 
our fathers to sanctify this feeling of fraternal love and fellow- 
ship to the everlasting good and glory of the Republic. Here 
on this battle field, incarnadined with the blood of patriots 


immortal Lincoln at Gettysburg 50 years ago resolve that 
this Government of the people, by the people, and for the people 
shall not perish from the earth. Let us here declare anew that 
the welfare of the citizen is the highest end and aim of con- 
stitutional government. Let us strive to make our Government 
so good and pure and just that every heart will love it and 
every hand defend it. Let me, in conclusion, employ the lan- 
guage of the loved and lamented Grady, of Georgia, ‘ Let us 
resolve to crown the miracles of our past with the spectacle of 
a Republic compact, united, indissoluble in the bonds of love— 
loving, from the Lakes to the Gulf, the wounds of war healed 
in every heart as on every hill, serene and resplendent at the 
summit of human achievement and earthly glory, blazing out 
the path and making clear the way up which all the nations of 
the earth must come in God’s appointed time.’ ” 
HETCH HETCHY., 

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp certain resolutions which I have re- 
ceived from five different chambers of commerce in the San 
Joaquin Valley, in the State of California, protesting against 
a certain bill that is pending by which it is sought to divert 
the waters of Hetch Hetchy and Lake Eleanor to San Fran- 
cisco for domestic purposes, the resolutions claiming that the 
water should be used for irrigation purposes on the plains 
below. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
Cuvurcn] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

THE RULES, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules [Mr. Henry] to the fact 
that the resolution adopted this morning increases the number 
of subsections and disarranges the order of the numbering, and 
authority ought to be given to renumber them. 

Mr. HENRY. I was going to ask unanimous consent, and I 
now ask unanimous consent, that the rules be so renumbered as 
to conform to this change. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that the subsections of Rule XI be so renumbered 
as to conform to the change which has been made. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HARDWICK. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to suggest to the gentleman from 
Texas that there were some changes made the other day, and 
if he is going to change the numbering he ought to change it 
so as to conform to all the changes. 

Mr. HENRY. That is what I intend—to change all those 
numbers, f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that because of the changes made the other day and the 
change made to-day the subsections be renumbered in conform- 
ity with those changes. Is there objection? 

There was vo objection. 
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THE FOREST SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER. Under a spe 


| the gentleman from Washington 


for one hour. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washir 


cial order heretofore 
{Mr. Humpurey] is r 


igton. Mr. Speaker 


Thursday I introduced a resolution calling for an i 


of the Forest Service, and it i 
wish to speak to-day. 
I want to make the statement 


S upon that resolut 


in the beginning th 


my purpose to criticize the men who are now con 


North and patriots South, let us in the language spoken by the | the Forest Service or any of the 


men who have been 


with the Forest Service in the past. I think they hay 
about the way that the ordinary man would have : 


the circumstances, and I am 
What I want to talk about to-da 


not impugning their 
y is the system. 


I was one man from the far West that favored th: 
of the forest reserves. It is with sincere regret t] 
been forced to the conclusion that their creation and 


tion have been the greatest publ 
history of this country. I believ 


ic wrong ever permitte 
ed, when I favored th 


that the purpose of a forest reserve was to protect and 


the timber supply of the Unite 
public. Like most people, I ws 
that a forest reserve would have 
facts? 


1 States for the benet 
iS ignorant enough to 
timber upon it. What 


One-third of the entire area of the 160 forest resery 
forest upon it, never has, and never will have. Millio 


of the so-called forest reserves a 


re sheep and cattle p 


little value. Millions of acres are barren sand du 
deserts, and sagebrush plains, absolutely worthless f 
pose. But if the only thing to criticize was that 
reserves had no forests upon them, that we are pa) 


millions dollars a year to care 


for these worthless 


that it has cost the United States two dollars for ey 
worth of timber that has been sold off of these fores 


then I would not now take the ti 


me of the House to 


Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield right 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will! ask th 


if he will not wait until a later t 
tion to yielding for a question. 
Mr. MONDELL. Right at tha 


ime, when I will have 


t point I want to ask 


question. The gentleman stated the amount of tree! 
reserves. I assume that his statement does not ap) 


own State, but that he is speaki 


hg generally. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I am speaking © 


of the forest reserves in the wh 


ole country. 


Mr. MONDELL. As I understand it, the reserves i 
tleman’s State are mostly forested country. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Most of them 


though some .f them are not. 


We were told, and I think that most of us believed, ¢! 


purpose of the establishment of 


the national forests \ 


to save to all the people the forests that remained 


public domain; second, to preven 


t a monopoly of the tin 


ply by powerful private interests; third, to give to t! 


of the United States cheap fores 


t products. What has 


result, and in how far has this promise been kept?) 
I assert the following: First, the Forest Service 4 


largely responsible for the great 


timber monopoly in t! 


Second, it has always worked from the very beginnii: 
still working, in the interests of the railroads by |! 
them to acquire large tracts of the public domain and }) 
increasing their holdings. Third, it has given to the r 


directly, without money and wit 
the best timbered lands in the 


ucts than any other one cause. 
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+ annually keeps millions of dollars’ worth of timber off 


rket and permits it to rot in the forests. 
DISTRIBUTION OF TIMBER 

ing in general terms, one-half of all the standing tim 
the United States is in California, Oregon, and Washing 
ye-fourth of this amount is in forest reserves; one-fourth 
d bv the railreads and the Weyerhaeuser syndicate; the 
smaller private owners. How did these people get 
ast holdings? It is a most interesting story, in which the 
Service has played the leading part. The Weyerhaeuser 
te secured most of its timber from the railroads. How 
railroads get theirs? In two ways. First, a part of 
é}road lands came by Government land grants given for 
ding of these roads. Whether the vast domain that 
en for this purpose was wisely given it is now too late 
uss. Many of the leading men thought so at that time 
nd many believe so todlay. In any event, there was some 
ration for giving this land to the railroads. Second, a 
‘ empire, consisting of millions of acres of Jand, has been 
to the railroads practically for no consideration by the 


| Service, in the name of conservation, by what is known 
as eu-land system. It is this last proposition that I wish 
to uss, and I hope that, as there are many Members of this 
hody who believe as I once believed, that these forest reserves 
have been established and conducted in the interests of the 


_ and that they have not been run as private enterprises 

fy certain bureaus and departments and for the benefit 

of the railroads, they will for a few moments listen to the facts 

t I am going to prerent. 

1 reiterate that millions of acres of the most valuable of all 
ublie domain has been given to the railroads in the name 


\ 


of “conservation.” How was this done? The story is written 

in the records of the Government and there can be no dispute 

as to the facets. Why these facts have not been exploited it is 
rd to understand. 

In an evil hour Congress passed what is known as the lieu- 


nd law as applied to forest reserves. Congress gave to the 
I ient the power to create forest reserves. Congress gave 
to the Secretary of the Interior the power to exchange land in 
forest reserves, acre for acre, for any unappropriated land in the 
I States. Congress supposed that this law would be used 
uf of the public. The cry of those who were clamoring 
rest reserves was that the timber supply of the United 
States must be saved from monopoly. It was with this motto 
hey commenced to administer the lieu-land law and create 
forest reserves. What did they do under the pretense of act- 
the interest of the people under this law which Congress 
so unwisely placed upon the statute books? It is the most 
g story in the Nation's life. The facts that I shall use 
are taken from public documents, except where I indicate that 
they are taken from other sources, 
Mr. MONDELL, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Ir. HUMPHREY of Washington. If the gentleman will wait 
ti! | have finished this particular subject. 
Mr. MONDELL, It is in line of the lieu-land proposition that 
I desire to address my question. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If the gentleman will with- 
hold his question for a little while, 1 will be obliged. 
By Executive order vast forest reserves were created in Ari- 
zona. Of course, we know now that these forest reserves were 
st entirely treeless and some of them completely so. At 
rst these reserves did not include much railroad land. But 
Forest Service was dissatisfied with this condition, and 
again by Executive order about 1,200,000 acres of land belong- 
ing to the Santa Fe Railroad were included in these treeless 
forest reserves. Immediately thereafter great agitation was 
menced by the railroads and the Forest Service for an ex- 
ge of these lands for other lands outside of the reserve. 


ias I do after I have « 


The Secretary of the Interior suggested, first, that the railroads | 


should take an equal area of public lands within these reserves, 
a 


this would give both the railroad and the Government their 
ds in solid bodies. This the railroad refused. 

value anywhere i: the United States. This proposition the rail 

om (l again promptly rejected. It may be well to reca!! that at 

the steat powers in the Santa Fe Railroad; that he had great 

“svence In “conservation” circles. He was himself a great 

conservationist.” In one of these reserves, called the San 


rancisco Mountain Reserve, there were included 935,000 acres 
= land belonging to the Santa Fe Railroad. This land was 
ai nn useless for any purpose, most of it being unfit even 
or 


-* sheep pasture. It was barren deserts and sand dunes, con- 
‘ining only sagebrush and cactus, inhabited only by coyotes 


The Secretary then offered to exchange outside lands of equal | 
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from Washington declines to yield fu 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
Reserve was created in Arizona. Thi 
acres of Santa Fe land also These 


mostly worthless. But in the name 
the active assistance of the Forest 
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error er ed. Thi more than a million and a! 
( ! if ¢ t publ we riven in the name 
( tion to the Santa Fe Railroad for practically no con- 
natever, I it ¢ y woncel | the officials of the | 
~ oy h ly a oy t , P 
( ! Es I was constantly 
pul s | : l by th transac- | 
] t ft t of | ino le | 
1 t I ent » | ( ! 1. the con i | 
ms 1. Th ’ howeve : 
their fave ( to the railre 7 were ey 
t ift of | nd I ivate I ) 
1 } 
\ al ‘ l 8 O00 re n ¢ ! The cit of 
, | Bart . dj ou | 1 thing t 
th trip i l f reserv to protect their 
\ pp! The Cor ier of P Is id that if 
tl we 1 if t! | i ‘ 1 ‘ re I 1 
tha + } ; il } { ac r¢ . stated c own 
\ he 1 if « ) } worth onlv about 
) nt I ! d that for the ¢ ! ent to include it in 
for res nd e lieu ls therefor would be 
| just to the Government. But those who were inter- 
( din the ti iction, ably ssisted 1 the Forest Service, 
ob 1, and the transactic in s of the protests of the 
Cr ! ! f Publi Lands, was consummated, and this | 
private corporation was permitted to this 48,000 acres of | 
10 it land to the United States and to select therefor 48,000 
acres of the best nontimbered public land in all the public do- 
main. And that, of course, was done in the name of the people 


id “ conservatio 

But the Forest Service and the railroads, ! 
fully “ conserved” the urces of the Southwest, having per- 
mitted the Santa Fe Railroad to trade the great rattlesnake 
playground of the Nation for the best public lands beneath the 


aving so success- 


res 


flag, were anxious, like Alexander of old, for more land ‘io con- 
quer and more forests to ‘“* conserve. These friends of the 
people discovered that there were other railroads that had 
worthless land nd that there were still parts of the public 
domain that contained forest lands of great value. The clamor | 


of “ Save the forests for the people” growing louder. More 


roilroads were becoming interested. 


was 








being put into the propaganda. The great captains of the 
Northwest were encouraged by the success of the great cap- 
tains of the Southwest. The railroads and the Forest Service 
turned their patriotic eyes toward the great Pacific Northwest. 
Here millions of acres of virgin forest, some of the most valu- 
able of all this earth, still remained the property of the Nation. 
Mingled with this public land were many acres of fine timber- 
‘land belonging to the Northern Pacific Railway, that it had 
received under the land grant from Congress. But here, also, 
the Northern Pacific owned some barren, rocky mountain tops, 
utterly worthless except for scenery. Of course, these facts did 


“ 


not escape the attention of the “conservationists.” The rail- 
road men of the Northwest, as well as the railroad men of the 
Southwest, were active and influential in the “ conservation” 
movement. They contributed the sinews of war that added 
strength to the chorus that “the forests should be preserved.” 
They demanded that the Government should create forest re- 
serves in the Northwest where there was timber, as they had 
created them in the Southwest where there was none. These 
railroad men, joined by Weyerhaeuser and other great “@on- 
servationists,” were so patriotic that they were not only ready 
and willing to raise their yoices but the cash to save the for- 
' 


ests for the people. 
The Mount Rainier National Park was created, and for this 


’ 


act, aiding and abetting the “conservationists,” Congress is 
directly responsible. Then by Executive order the Pacific 
Forest Reserve was created. In these two creations, mostly in 
the Pacific Forest Reserve, were included 450,000 acres of 
barren and practically worthless land belonging to the Northern 
Pacific Railway. This land was largely the crests of high 


mountain ranges above timber line, much of it covered by 
and eternal snows, none of it of much value. Then 
the old, familiar transaction took place. For these worthless 
acres, with the consent and the assistance of the Forest Service, 
the Northern Pacific was permitted to select 450,000 acres of 
the best timbered land in America, worth to-day at the least 
calculation $10,000,000. According to the estimate of the 
Bureau of Corporations, it would be worth $50,000,000. ‘This 
vast tract belonging to the people of the United States was 
taken from them and, in the name of conservation, given to the 
Northern Pacific Railway. Having received this great gift for 
nothing, the Northern Pacific Railway in turn sold most of it 
to the Weyerhaeuser syndicate. 


glaciers 


More railroad money was | 


‘ 4 
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Mr. SHARP. Is that the fir seenery whi 
Pacific Railway is now advertising along its rou 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washineton. Dol i 
Mr. MURDOCK, W the man yield 

question? 

Mr. HUMPEL REY of Washi! 1. If the if 
just minute. 

Mr. MURDOCK, Just on is point 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If the ge 
until I get thro h iis, 1 will. I have no de 
ent in off. 

The nat nal forests in the Northy ad be 
the peop rights had been made e; the u 

m f Weye e r id the lronds vind 

! tins) rn oly of the Northwest | “(l 
and enduring foundation. 

By the time ti » transactions which I have « 
completed, and many others of a similar cl 
began to realize that the railroads and not tl 
real beneficiaries of this policy of creating nati 
bill was introduced and passed through the Hou 
lieu-land law, but the friends of “ conservatii 
prompt passage in the Senate. There was a re: 
ern Pacific still owned some worthless land a: 
forests still stood on the public domain. Accordin 
information I can obtain, while this bill was 


Senate, by Executive order 240,000 acres of bari 
land belonging to 
| Railway in the State of Montana was included 
Scrip for it was hurriedly issued. 
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$5,000,000. 
and the bill was passed, became law, 
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suspended until the railroads were given time to us: 
Northern 
timbered land in the Northwest 


As 


reserves 


astounding and most reprehensible practice in 


| this Nation of giving the railways the best 


nothing was ended, 
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| to 
| he 


of 





tion. 


la 


ates. 
Mr. 
at—— 


MURDOCK. 


Congress also prohibited the 
tion of national forests by Executive order in tl: 


Now, 


before 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 


| man in a minute. 


the 


pl 


gentle! 


I will yield 


I have not given all the transactions where 


show 
ive 


Congress 


nds, 


the 
related 


methods 
demonstrate 
| chapter in the history of this Nation the danger 
giving 
This mistake on the part of Congress is direct]; 
for the people of this Nation being robbed of many 
acres of the public domain solely for the benefit 
road and other private interests. 
moment contend that any one of these transacti 
the people were robbed of their national 
ever have been consummated if it had required | 
Not one of these transactions could for : 
stood the publicity of discussion. 
actions, giving millions of acres of the best of the 
main to the railroads in exchange for barren and 
transactions that were urged and engineer 
great railroads without objection from the Forest 
be recognized as the greatest crime against the Amer 


| tically for nothing. 


more 


These 


strikingly 


were given to railroads and to other private 
The exact facts are hard to 
hope I have found at least some of the worst 
grant cases, and certainly I have found all th 
followed. 


trans 


the power to departments 


perpetrated in this generation. 


er 


Mr. MURDOCK. Now, the gentleman speaks of 
lands, or rocks, rather, upon the slopes of Mouut 
timbered sections of land elsewhere for the benefit « 
-acific Railroad, and attempts to put that at 
Does the gt 


nN 


In future years tl 


Mr. Pinchot and the Forest Service. 


ize that that exchange was made possible by a law 
Congress on Marc 


2, 1899? 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
Mr. MURDOCK. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
Mr. MURDOCK. 


I can not name him; but I do ki 
this law was passed on March 2, 1899, and that it 


No 


Did I not say so. 
I do not think the gentleman did 
matter of fact, Congress gave that permission by 
assed on that date, and I have no doubt in my mind 
law itself originated in the gentleman’s country and W 
ond prepared by a gentleman from the gentleman's ov 


sane 


inheri 


Name him. 
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No 
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a MURDOCK. But the gentleman will remember that 


ps | 


“Mp. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 


Ss 


1915. 


ehange of these valueless mountain lands in the State for 

whieh could be used for good Government lands. Why 
tt the gentleman state that fact? Why does the gen- 
try to put it at the door of the Forest Service? 
HUMPHREY of Washington. I did not yield to the gen- 
for a speech. I merely yielded for a question from the | 
an. 

MURDOCK. Why does not the gentleman put this at 
or of Congress instead of putting it at the door of the 
Service? 

HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I will not 
+ to be interrupted again until I have finished. I already 
i to the gentleman that that was true. I stated that Con- 
was to blame for the laws that had been passed, and only 
ent ago I attempted to point out to the gentleman that 
foundation of the evil was with Congress for giving such 
nower to the Forest Service. But the foresters were sup- | 

be experts, and they were supposed to be working in 
erest of the people, and yet every one of those trans- 
; was not only favored but urged by the Forest Service. 


s a matter of scrip, which the Northern Pacific Railroad 

d plaster all over the country if it wanted to, and it was 
. fault of the Forest Service, but the fault of Congress. 

| | think the gentleman so concedes and so confesses, does 


HUMPHREY of Washington. No; I do not: and I hope 

tleman will not interject a concession or admission into 
of mine. I shall not yield to the gentleman if he 

ts to do that any more. 

MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield to 

tleman from Wyoming? 


MONDELL. Is it not true that when Congress passed 
u-land law the department held for a considerable time 
did not apply to railroad lands? And is it not true that 
licials of the General Land Office constantly held that 
they were overturned by Mr. Hitchcock, who said that the 


iw did apply to the railroad lands? 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That is true; and it is 
tuat they contended so repeatedly. The Commissioner 
General Land Office contended all the time that this was 
notably in that particular case where the 48,000 acres 

cai to the company near Santa Barbara, in California. 
at case the Commissioner of the Land Office said that 


ich exchange was against the law; that it would be cheating 
the Government to trade good lands for lands of no value. But 
n 


itwithstanding that fact the Forest Service kept insisting on 
until this trade was made, 
Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 


me more question? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the genileman again 


| 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 
Mr. MONDELL. Is it not also true that when the General 


Mr. MURDOCK. No; 
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it is 


I think will be agreeable to the 
to publie officials. I think th 


President at that time 
hame of the Commissioner of the 


Binger Hermann. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington 


have supposed that most of the 


President at a certain 
not, I will insert it in the Recorp. 


Mr. MURDOCK. Will 


Specifi 


was Theod 
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the 


ni 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Gentl 
my time, and I will no 


Mr. MURDOCK. | 


to-day. I thought we 


once. Does the gentleman 
when this matter of the 
to his notice, did not 


| tion, and then I 


Mr. HUMPHREY of W 
for that 
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be able 


re » tl 
would 


reason, to take all niy 


Mr. MURDOCK. The gentle 


The SPEAKER. Does the ge 
Mr. HUMPHREY of 


Mr. MURDOCK, I 


Congress validated hi 


when, as a matter of fa 


fact, does not the gent 


am not 


Congress rather than at 
Mr. HUMPHREY of 
the Secretary of the 
prove these exchanges, 
Service urged it, and 
the Secretary of the 


Land Office recommended the creation of the forest reserve in 
California it consisted, when created, of only exchanged lands 
i eckerboard form and did not include railroad lands until 
; were included by the order of the Secretary of the | 
hnterior? 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. That is what I man- 


aged to cull out of the voluminous reports. 


in 
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tle: 
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aa 


Mr. MONDELL, It was two years after the checkerboard 
sections were included that the railroad lands were finally 
14 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 
Mr. KEATING, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
‘stion? 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Wash 
ction yield to the gentleman from Colorado? 
‘ir. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 
Mr. KEATING. Will the gentleman give us the name of the 
1 who was then President? During the course of the ge! 
iun’s remarks he constantly referred to “the President.” 
the suggestion of several gentlemen around me, I ask the 


gentleman his name. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If the gentleman will look 


at the records he will probably find the name. 





of 


Mr. KEATING. His name was Theodore Roosevelt. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, along that line—— 

Mr. HUMPHRBY of Washington. I shall not yield. 

‘ir. MURDOCK. Will not the gentleman do me the courtesy 
t yielding for a moment? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If it is for a question. 
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ect a | 
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gotten some estimable men not repres 
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Here are some figures taken from the last 
Forester. He estimates that 


creasing their value. 


In other 
i to be the crop that ripens each year for the 
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net cut, like auy other crop, is forever lost. The amount of 
crop harvested for the benefit of the people, for those who 
ire to-day protesting against the high price of timber products, 
7 per cent of the whole. In other words, 7 per cent of 
the people's crop of timber is used and 93 per cent rots in the 
rest And this is called “ con ition.” And also remem- 
ber that the million dollars’ worth that the people were per- 
itted to ist them more than $2,000,000. The Forest Serv- 
ice not only fails to cut but 7 per cent of their own crop, but 
in the State of Washington they have included in the reserves 
f (00 acres of timberland that belongs to the State and so 
he d it about that the State can not cut any portion of it, 
e this st amount absolutely from the market: and on 
ll these thousands and hundreds of thousands and millions of 
the timber rots and decays for the benefit of the people 
and to the glory of “ conservation.” 
If the Government should acquire one-fourth of all the wheat 
the country, and then when it had ripened to the 
harvest, while the people were clamoring for bread, permit only 
7 per cent of it to be harvested, while the 93 per cent rotted in 
the field, it would be pursuing exactly the policy that the 
Forest Service is doing to-day in regard to the great timber 
crops of the Nation. The Forest Service claims that they can 
not cut more than what they are eutting from the national 
forests and sel] it for a reasonable price. This is probably true, 
for they demand the same price that is demanded by the great 
imber barons of the West. But certainly the purpose of the 
st Service is not to get a high price for timber, but to 
permit the public, the American people, to use what otherwise 
will be wasted. But this is not and never has been the result 
of conservation as practiced in relation to the national forests. 
(heir idea of conservation as pra ‘ticed is not to use the timber 


products of the United States, but to waste it and compel the 
people of the United States to pay f 


or 7 per cent of that crop 
what they should pay for the entire 100 per cent. Much of the 
1 r that the Forest Service does se ; sold upon long-term 
contracts, giving the purchaser many years in which to remove 
the timber. This, again, leads to monopoly, and to keeping it 
off the market. It leads to speeulation, especially as the pur- 
chaser can hold the timber so purch d through all of these 


years without the payment of taxes, a privilege that, so far as 
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I know, is not extended to any other class of property. But | 


ll these transactions, of course, tremendously increase the 


value of the timber that is privately owned, and consequently 
strengthens the monopoly that owns the timber lands on the 
Pacific coast. It is a conservative estimate to say that the 
system of national forests as it has been practiced since its 


. i 

establishment has given to the railroads and to the Weyerhaeuser 

syndicate, in the State of Washington alone, not less than 

$50,000,000, and that the same system has given to the railroads 
he 


\ 


, ; \ 7 
and the Weyer 


te in the Pacific Coast States of 
Washington, California, Oregon, and Idaho not less than the 
vast and incomprehensible sum of $200,000,000. This vast sum 
that belonged to the people has been given to these great private 
interests in the name of “conservation.” Not only have these 
vast sums been given to these private interests, but the Forest 
Service, by its policy of taking one-fourth of all the timbered 
lands of the Pacific coast, or one-eighth of the lands in the 
United States off the market, is constantly increasing the price 
of every foot of timber that is sold in the United States. 

According to the annual report of the.Forest Service, they 
give to the American people $1,000,000 worth of forest products 
from the great national reserves each year and permit $15,000- 
000 worth to rot in the woods. Is it any wonder since the 
establishment of the forest reserves in the Pacifie Northwest 
that the price of timber products has constantly increased? 
Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will yield to the gentle- 
man briefly for a question. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman realizes that 75 per cent of 
the Government timber is inaccessible? 

ir. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do not realize anything 
of the kind. I think the statement of the gentleman is perfectly 
absurd. Why do not they sell the timber that is accessible; 
why do they keep it off the market? They do it because they 
require the prices fixed by the Weyerhaeuser syndicate. They 
practically state that it is as much benefit to them to let the 
timber rot as it is to put it on the market, because they can get 
as much fer a part of it as they would for the whole, owing to 
the increase in price. 

THE SOURCE OF “ CONSERVATION.” 

It is interesting to trace the history of the conservation move- 
ment in this country. It received its first impetus from what is 
known as the American Forestry Association. A roll call of the 
offieers, directors, and sustainers of that organization is like 


laeuser syndicate 





| movement for. I shall not denounce them. Tl 
| brains, of influence, of tremendous resource, of 


| this mighty national resource? What are the pe 


| 


| we should receive at least sixty-five million. This 








calling the sinister roll of the great vested “ inter; 
Nation. Railroad presidents, railroad attorneys, 
rectors, timber barons, wood-pulp and paper kings. 
lionaire manufacturers are especially prominent. <A 
railroad in the United States has been prominent! 

in this movement and has largely directed and 
Here are some of the men that have been active 
ment: Frederick Weyerhaeuser, the timber king 
James J. Hill; Austin Corwin; W. W. Vinley, r 
dents; Edward D. Adams, railroad president and 
power magnate; Gen. Thomas H. Hubbard; Cyrus | 
mick; Henry Phipps; George W. Vanderbilt; Hugh J. « 
wood-pulp king and railroad president; and many 
millionaires, representing every corporate interest in 
States that has since directly profited by this policy, 
active in this propaganda. They not only gave th 
and their voice, but they gave their cash, to adv: 
servation idea in the name of the people. 

For several years I could not understand the int 
motive of these men in this conservation move! 
“as through a glass, darkly.” But since I have 
fuce with the facts I see clearly, as I trace the tri 
lions of acres of the public domain from the peo; 
terests represented in this great ‘‘ conservation 
If you look upon the map of the United States to-d 
the vast regions that belonged to the Government, 
but a few years agn, and which, under the conser 
ment, have been turned over to these interest: 
patriotism of these disinterested gentlemen stands 
its sublime unselfishness. The railroad interests and 
terested in the forest products of this country h: 
the brains and the money, except what money h 
from the United States Treasury by the Fores 
have made conservation what it is in the Pa 
to-day, and these gentlemen have reaped their 
ciated with these men were the dreamers and 
and the unintelligent educated theorists. And 
without giving it much attention, joined the 
lieving that it was right and in the interests of | 
Added to these were many political demagogues 
tu personal advantage. tut all the other clas 
dupes and tools of the strong men that represented 
interests that have so tremendously profited thr 
ings. This strong class of men knew what tl 


and of great audacity. An empire was at stake. ‘| 
ivspired by a dream as bold as that which seized {1 
Balboa, when for the first time he stood upon th 
the Western World and gazed for the first time 1 
less Pacific. As daring as that which filled the 1 
of the imperial Cesar as he led his invinciblk 
the Alps toward Gaul. These men played the 
they won, and the prize is a princely domain. 
sources, greater in potential wealth, than half th 
the earth. 

COST OF ADMINISTRATION. 


It is estimated by the Forest Service that the 
ber in the national forest reserves is worth $1,045.01" 
Pinchot estimates it at more than $2,000,000,000 I 
use the more conservative figures. What are we 





from this more than princely heritage? We are 
pitiful sum of $1,000,000 a year—less than on 
cent. Is that a reasonable return on this great w 
let it not be forgotten that we pay .two dollars f 
receive; or, in other words, this vast property, ir 
self-sustaining under the present and past poli: 
Service, is losing the American people a milli 
year, to say nothing of waste and decay. Instead 
a million dollars a year gross returns from the 


be 40 cents per acre, The Forest service could s 
$30,000,000 worth of timber products from the nati 

in the Pacific Coast States alone, without {n any 

the supply or reducing the value. It is the proud b 
Forest Service that some time it will be self-supp 
heard this promise for many years, but it makes 

no progress in that direction. Under the present na 
system how much shall it profit the people if it tak 
dollars’ worth of property and a million dollars in 
year to feed the parasites that control it? Where do thi 
interests come in? What would be thought of a gi 
an administrator that would take a billion dollars W 
standing timber and could not manage it in these times « 
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servationist,” ai their criticis has in many respects been 
ified rhe States have not always administered their tim- 
ber in a way that is above criticism. But the State of Wash- 
ton hus so ndminisiered its 2,000,000 acres, notwithstanding 
that 666,000 are absolutely locked up in the natignal forests, 
as to produce a surplus of $12,000,000, while the National 
Forest Service has so administered its 12,000,000 acres in that 
State that it hxs not even paid half the cost of administration. 


Certainly it does not lie in the mouth of the Forest Service, in 
view of its own record, to criticize State control. 

It is now the imperative duty of Congress to enact such legis- 
lation will cause this great national of measure- 
less wealth to be used for the general good, instead of being 
wa for the glory of “ n” and the further en- 
richment of the great lumber barons of the Nation. 

The truth is that while the clamor of the “ conservationists’ 
is constantly increasing the price of timber is constantly ad- 
vaacing and the great timber barons are constantly increasing 
their holdings 

The truth is that $65,000,000 worth timber, through 
stupidity of the Forest Service, annually rots unharvested 
the forest, while the price of lumber constantly increases. 

The truth that the Forest Service has, knowingly or un- 
knowingly, always worked in the interest of the Weyerhaeuser 
Syndicate, the railroads, and other great private timber owners 
and against the consumer of forest products. 

The truth that the national forest, with more than a 
billion dollars’ worth of timber, a kingdom in extent five times 
greater than Scotland, more than three times greater than 
England and Wales, more than one-third larger than the Ger- 
man Empire or the Republic of France, is largely the plaything 
a bunch of theorists and inexperienced schoolboys. [Ap- 
plause. } 
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DEATH OF 


Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, it is my painful duty to an- 
nounce to this House the death of my colleague, Hon. GrorGcr 
Konia, of the third Mary:and district, which occurred on Satur- 
day evening last. Mr. Kowic entercd upon the activities of this 
life as an errand boy. He was what we call a “ self-made man.” 
He educated himself. His opportunities for acquiring an educa- 
tion while young were so meager that along with his other 
heavy tasks he undertook and acquired an education while in 
his twenties. He was energetic and persevering, and through 
this and through the any friendships which he laid up during 
life he was able to win the congressional nomination of the 
Democratic Party, and was elected to the Sixty-second Congress 
from a district which had long been in the possession of the 
opposing party. During his membership in this House he fol- 


REPRESENTATIVE KONIG. 


the | 
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ed by every so-called iia | Under the resolution the 8; 
| committee: Mr. Covineron, Mr. 





lowed out the principles and precepts of his party at all times | 


and under all circumstances. He looked upon the platform of 
his party as a contract entered into with the people and carried 
out that contract to the letter. He was a loving husband and 
father. and one of Baltimore’s good citizens. At a later date I 
shall ask the House to set apart a time for pronouncing eulogies 
upon his character and public services. At this time I present 
the following resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 120. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with 
death of Hon. GEorRGE Konia, a Representative 
land, 

Resolved, That a committee of 14 Members of the House, with such 
Members of the Senate as mey be joined, be appointed to attend the 
funeral. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the House be authorized and 
directed to take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out the 
provisions of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in 
connection therewith be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


pews sorrow of the 
rom the State of Mary- 


Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate | 


and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 
The resolutions were agreed to, 





| United 





eaker appointed 
TALBOTT of Marv! i 
THICUM, Mr. Smiru of Maryland, Mr. Lewis of May 
McDesgmort, Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. Saparu, Mr. Ba 

Mr. Bartuo.tpt, Mr. Barton, Mr. Woo: 


ADJOURN MENT. 


3, and Mr. Garp> 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the ren 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this HH 


adjourn. 
The resolution was agreed to; accordingly (at 2 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-ny 
day, June 3, 1918, at 12 o'clock noon. 


9 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMO! 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resoluti 
rials were introduced and severally referred as fol): 
By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: A Dill (I. R 
viding for a commission to settle certain 
States Government and the 


“ea 
Claims b 


Sisseton 


Indians and the Sioux of the Medawakanton and \ 
Bands; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 5817) to pr 


peals from decisions of the Secretary of the Interi: 
Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, 
purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (TH. R. 591 
construction of new lookouts in the post oflice at R 
Minn.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 5819) to 
mission on naturalization; to the Committee on I: 
and Naturalization. 

3y Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 5820) 
courage American commerce with foreign nations: to t 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTON: Resolution (H. Res. 115) auil 
election of a special committee to report a bill prov 
establishment by the United States Government ot 
facturing plants as may be necessary for the prod 
armor plate to be used by the Government; to the ¢ 
Rules. 

By Mr. HINEBAUGH: Resolution (H. Res. 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
facts concerning the receivership and also the nu 
the St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad system; to th 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: Resolution (H. Res. 117) to 
the printing and distribution of Washington's | 
dress; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: Resolution (H. Res. 118) au 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary to ap 
tional assistant clerk for said committee; to the ‘ 
Accounts. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Resolution (H. Res. 11! 
ing the chairman of the Committee on Roads to aj) 
and a janitor for said committee; to the Committee on - 

By Mr. GILLETT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 9! 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 8 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: Joint resolution (H. J. Res 
pending Executive order of October 15, 1912, placi 
class postmasters under civil service, and for other 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of the Les 
of the Territory of Hawaii, asking that the Congres 
United States refuse to enact any measures prohibit! 
lating traffic in liquors in Hawaii; to the Comunitte: 
Territories. 


116) 


Mivesticiute 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and res 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 5821) granting a [Pr 
Mary A. Guild; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5822) granting a pension to Henr) 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5823) granting an increase of pen: 
Benjamin W. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5824) granting a pension to M 
Brock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

jy Mr. BREMNER: A Dill (H. R. 5825) for the rr 
John McKeon; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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\iso, a bill CH. R. 5826) granting a pension to William R. | ty Mr. GARNER: Petition of t] rexas PR “3” A 
io the Committee on Pensions. tion, favoring Governim« 








tr. BRODBECK: A bill (H. R. 5827) granting a pen- | Newlands bill; to the Communities l i a 
a o Rosuna Wavell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. KAHN: Petition ! 
. a bill (HL BR. 5828) granting a pension to Mary E. | Legion, favoring passage of House | ‘ 1 \ \ 
L ay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. and Navy Departments a roll to be « ed 
Mr. BROWN of New York: A bill (H. R. 5829) granting | War volunteer ofiicers’ retired list, : e | 
ase of pension to William Lendemann; to the Committee | Military Aff: ae 
ons, By Mr. ROG iS: Petit OL 1 \ 
Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 5830) granting a pension to | Woolen and wi wated O71 eers, | t 
+ BE. Gill: to the Committee on Pensions. isions in the tariff bill aff r th r of textile 
Vir. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 5831) to correct the military | goods in the United States; to the »on Way i 
i of Patrick Moran; to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Means. 
Mr. HOLLAND: A bill (H. R. 5832) for the relief of By Mr. SCULLY: Pet n of the W yf 
Ly rd William Bailey; to the Committee on Claims. New York, against further reduction l 
a bill CH. R. 5833) for the relief of William R. Cherry; | chloride; to the Cor t n Wa iM 
Committee on War Claims. Also, petition of the Sou rm N i 1 
a bill CH. R. 5834) for the ne ‘lief of Washington Allman | Providence, R. IL. against reductio if ti 
i others; to the Committee on Claims. cloths, ete.; to the Co ittee on Wa 1 Me 
Mr. KIESS of Pen! sylvani 1: A bill (HL. R. 5835) for the Also, petition of the National Bre vi 
relief of Bernhard Steuber; to the Commiitee on Military | tion, of Davenport, Iowa ainst 
anes | brooms; to the Committee on Way 
] Mr. KU t-KPATRI( CK: A bill (H. R. 5836) granting a Also, petition of the Board of T1 
to Mrs. L. V. Postelwait; to the Committee on Invalid | favoring an amendment to tl! riff | provi I ! 
j ons. duty paid on all raw materia! on hand at et 
Mr. McANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 5837) granting a pen- | of the bill; to the » W and 
sion to Andrew J. Haslam; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- By Mr. STE ee tition { . \ 
| Advertising Burea \ Sa ( 
so. a bill (H. R. 5838) granting a pension to Rose McDer- | priation for the a n exhib 
- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. be opened at the exhibition at San Fi co: te ( 
Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 5S. 39) granting an increase of | on Industrial Arts and I i 
to Charles E. Burr; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- Also, petition of the Sout ’ \ ' 
reau, of Winston-S: 7 (" 
Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 5840) for the relief of the | mon point from which g¢ 
‘ of Thomas Daly; to the Committee on War Claims. providing a hall for | t} ' 
1, (H. R. 5841) granting a homestead patent to | and Foreign Commerce. 
.nn Skidmore; to the Committee on the Public Lands. | By Mr. TAVENNER: Petition of ( e F. R 
ia ci | Island, Ill., protesting a nst the I i 
mittee on health; to the Committee on R 
PETITIONS, ETC. | Also, petition of Charles M. Young and | 
ter clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid tema Ill.. orote sting against he pro] osed 
‘ » Clerk's desk and referred as follows: in eee 7 ero — — siete ts i , 
Ry the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the Central Fed- iy M . wil we ae avee ’ Hake a 
( 1 Union, New York, N. Y.. relative to the actions of the | ©Y u e Sta of Ne we Yor! ivo ge of Ho 
I tor of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing regarding | TeSo'UCOn ve, to establish a comm an 7 
the workman’s Gememanatien act; to the Committee on the | House of Representatives; to the Committ 
J ary. 
\fe ce mY e” © Yatitiar & Datar & Vir . ‘ © 9 
] Mr. AS HBROOK : Petith n of Petet & Zimmerman and 2 | HOT SE OF RI PRI | | 4 | r\ Lea 
( merchants of Orrville, Ohio, favoring change in the inter- 
§ ommerce laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. Tr AY. Jt ) 





By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of sundry citizens 
of South Dakota, favoring change in the interstatecommerce | The House met at 12 o'clock } ! 


p 


] ompelling merchants selling goods direct to consumers to | The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coud . dD 
contribute their share of funds to the development of the local | lowing prayer: 
community; to the Committee on the Judiciary. | Our Father in heaven, we th h ¢ 
By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, | amount of good in the world exceed l unt of 
No. 248, of Jacksonville, Fla., protesting against admitting Phil- | evil; that the good is ever inc! ing wl 
ippine cigars free of duty; to the Committee on Ways and | that the sum of human happiness 
Means of human misery, beca | dost 
By Mr. DALE: Petition of W. E. Powers, of Brooklyn, N. Y., | of men 
protesting against House resolution 33, relative to establishing | Faith is stronger than doubt, hope than despair, love tl 
a committee on public health in the House of Representatives; | hate. Incline our hearts to do Thy will, that we } 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. instruments in Thy hands for the furthera: of 
Also, petition of the Medical Society of the State of New | Thy kingdom may indeed come and Thy \ ! 
York, favoring the passage of House resolution 33, for a com- | hearts through Jesus Christ our Lord. At 
mittee on public health in the House of Representatives; to the| The Journal of the proceedings of y 
Committee on Rules. approved. 
Also, petition of the Southern New England Textile Club, CHANGE OF RE} NCE OF ( ‘ 
agi inst reduction of the duty on cotton goods; to the Committee 3y unanimous consent reference of the bill H. R. 4762. to 
on Ways and Means. - . eee’ del act of M 11.1912. 4 a 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of the city council of | amend theo “ oe o ae cee ae mone dhge cor 
a cae . 7 A | the act of March 4, 1915, was changed fro! ie ¢ nittee on 
the city of Minneapolis, 2 Sig Government ownership of | pensions to the Committee on In | Pe n 


telegraph and telephone systems; to the Committee on Inter- The SPEAKER. The bill H. R. 2944, to pr le a svste 
State and Foreign Commerce. : 


m hepa. wel Sd : | compensation for injuries resulting in d vility or death t 
R By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of mill corporations of New employees of common carriers subject to the regulative power 
sedford, protesting against the reductions in rates va cotton | of Congress, to civil em 7 ees of the United States Government, 
cloth, ete.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. and for other purposes, troduced by the gentleman fr 


_ Also, petition of the Medical Society of the State of New | Mlinois [Mr. Sagar], was referred to the Committee on Inter 
York, favoring taking the duty .< surgical instruments; to the | state and Foreign Commerce. Heretofore such bills have be: 


Comm. ttee on Ways and Means. referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

x Also, petition of members of the Provision Trade of the | Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to enter into 

Live York Produce Exchange and the New York and New Jersey | any contest as to the jurisdiction of the bill. I have 4 
ve . ‘ 


Stock Exchange, protesting against placing any duty on | been willing to trust the Speaker as to the er ence 
“ve stock; to the Committee on W ays and Means. these bills. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Sas 3 tl 
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father of that subject in this House, and has introduced that 
bill for three or four Congresses, and on every occasion it has 
referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 


The SVEAKER. 


been 


It seems to the Chair that it ought to go to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, but all of 
those bills heretofore have gone to the Committee on the Judi- 
Clary. At least that is the recollection of the Chair. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague from Illinois [Mr. 
SABATH] in the Congress before last introduced, I think, a bill 


upon this subject which was referred to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary. The Committee on the Judiciary afterwards re- 
ported a resolution, as I recall it, creating a commission. That 
commission reported a bill. That bill was referred to the Com- 


inittee on the Judiciary. I do not recall 
word of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] upon this, 
as 1 do upon everything that the Sabath bill, so-called, 
which was reintroduced, went to the Committee on 
and Foreign However, the subject 
variably 


else 





Commerce. has 





matter 


gone to the Committee on the Judiciary for several 
years. 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from IIli- | 
nois yield? 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, a subcommittee had charge | 
of the Sabath bill during the last Congress and considered it 


thoroughly. There were hearings upon it, and I think that sub- 
committee prepared a report. For some reason that report was 
not made to the House, probably out of courtesy to the preced- 
ing report of the Committee on the Judiciary, which came in 
ahead of it. It is probable that for that reason the Sabath bill 


was not reported by our committee. It was, however, in- 
vestigated and a subcommittee of our committee gave it a 


thorough study. 

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, all bills of this character which 
have éver been considered by the House have come from the 
Judiciary Committee. 
mittee reported a workmen’s compensation act, and prior to 
that the committee had reported a compensation act for Gov- 
ernment employees, and prior to that they had reported and it 
was enacted into a statute a partial compensation act for Goy- 
ernment employees. 
the Committee on the Judiciary for five or six years, and not 
less than three bills have been reported, one of which is on the 
statute books, 

Mr. MANN. 
through the 


Mr. Speaker, the liability bill, so called, went 
Committee on the Judiciary. It is undoubtedly 


true that the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, | jing qualities of Mr. Hatch, of Missouri. 
| 


which is the greatest committee in the House, in my opinion, 
has a scope of jurisdiction under the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution that is almost coextensive with the powers of govern- 
ment, but that committee has not always claimed the jurisdic- 
tion of bills, because it has always had plenty to do with im- 
portant legislation and sometimes has been compelled to rele- 
gate some of these matters to a minor committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COVINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to say that 
the subject of workingmen’s compensation belongs to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. As the Speaker 
well knows, there is an inevitable overlapping of the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on the Judiciary and the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. The first time in a matter 
of great legislation there happened to be a change from the 
ordinary course of reference, which the Chair and many of the 
older Members of the House will recall, was during Mr. Hep- 
burn’s incumbency of the chairmanship of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. The interstate shipment of 
liquor bills, which primarily dealt with legislation which was 
dependent for its validity upon the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution, were by a general consent of this Louse referred by 
Mr. Speaker Cannon to the Committee on the Judiciary. It is 
now well known that questions other than those of a legal 
character were involved, and the members of the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce acquiesced in the refer- 
ence. But the subject of employers’ liability and workingmen’s 
compensation is one that is so linked with railroad regulation 
that it should emanate from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. The authority of Congress to deal with it 
exists alone by reason of the commerce clause of the Constitu- 
ence. But the subject of employers’ liability and workingmen’s 
to rates and as to the safety of their operation, is reported by 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and while 
it is true that the Committee on the Judiciary was permitted 
late in the last session to report the bill prepared by the joint 
commission on workingmen’s compensation I urge that the 
Speaker preserve the balance and jurisdiction of the committees 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| Mr. Sagatno to the Committee on Interstate and Foreig 


though I take the |} 
| it is proper now. 


Interstate | 
in- | 


At the last session of Congress that com- 
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of this House by sustaining the original reference of {} 


( 


merce. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he will hold th 
in abeyance until he can look into it. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman fro, 
[Mr. SaBatH] has come in, and I think he would like | 
a statement to the Chair on the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentle: 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, if I am not mistaken. ; 
bill has been referred by a former Speaker to the ( 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. That committ: 
vestigated my bill and has held some hearings and | 1 
a good deal of time to the subject matter, and if it w 
in the last session to refer the bill to that committee | 
I believe and my opinion is that i 
belongs to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hold this matte: 
can investigate the whole subject. There is no sub 
Congress has anything to do with which is in pract 
bad a mix up as the jurisdiction of committees over 
the first place, not infrequently there is a bill you « 
either one of two committees with propriety and in f 
to any one of three committees. 

Now, if there is any sort of bill on earth that 


| ought to go to the Committee on Ways and Means it 


margarine bill, because the only excuse Congress e\ 
legislating on that subject was the pretext of raisi 
and yet it was firmly settled by the practice of the H 
such a bill should go to the Committee om Agricul! 
Speaker would like very well to upset that line of ref 
all came about because the chairman of the Commit 


| riculture at the time was a man of great force and 
|} and a fighter, and he determined that the Committ: 


culture should have something to do. That man yw 
Col. William H. Hatch, of Missouri. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will 
observation in regard to the oleomargarine bill b 
to the Committee on Agriculture. That was in 
where Mr. Carlisle was Speaker, and the bill was 


A | was sent to the Committee on Ways and Means; but 
The whole subject matter has been before 


mittee was hostile to the legislation, and by vote of | 
on motion of Mr. Hatch, of Missouri, chairman of th 
tee on Agriculture, the House referred it to the C 
Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The way it got before the C 
Agriculture was because of the force vf character an 


Mr. SABATH. Mr, Speaker, if the same princip! 
applied to this bill as is applied to the oleomary 


| think this bill does belong to the Committee on Int | 


Foreign Commerce because it deals with that subject 
nothing else. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will investigate the w 
ject and see if we can not get that jurisdiction straic 
RESIGNATION FROM A COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the followi 

tion : 
Jt 
Hon. CHAMP CLARK, : 
Speaker House of Representatives. 

My Dear Srr: I hereby tender my resignation as a m 
Committee on Accounts, and respectfully request the acce} 
same, to take effect immediately. 


Respectfully, Wma. Scutey I 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resignation \ e 
accepted. 


There was no objection. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of | 
announced that the Senate had passed the following rese 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound so 
nouncement of the death of the Hon. Grorce Konia, Ia! 

tive from the State of Maryland. 

Resolved, That a committee of eight Senators be appo 
Vice President to join the committee appointed on the part | 
of Representatives to take order for superintending the ! 
Konic at Baltimore, Md. i 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of ties 
te the House of Representatives and to the family of the « 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the ! 
deceased that the Senate do adjourn. 


And in compliance with the foregoing resolutions 
President had appointed Mr. Martin of Virginia, Mr. | Ny 
Mr. Sautsspury, Mr. Jonnston of Alabama, Mr. Jones 
LINGHAM, Mr. Smirn of Maryland, and Mr. Jacks 
Committee on the part of the Senate. 
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| sentatives was requested: 
< 2972. An act providing for an increase in the number of 


jipmen at the United States Naval Academy after June 30, 


» message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
¢Jiowing resolution, in which the concurrence of the House of 

entatives was requested : 
Senate concurrent resolution 2. 


solved by the Senate (the House of Representatires concurring), 


Joint Committee on Printing be, and hereby is, authorized to | ¢ 
, stenographer, compcnsation at the rate of $75 per month, to | 


d one-half out of the contingent fund of the Senate and one 
it of the contingent fund of the House, until otherwise pro- 


ELECTION OF COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the election of the 
ittees which I send to the Clerk’s desk. Mr. Speaker, 
bef the Clerk reads the list of committees I wish to say 
» Democrats on this list of committees are proposed to 
the House by the Democratic caucus. I make the nominations 
for the Republican members of the committees at the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], the leader of the 
Republican Party, and of the Progressive members on these 
I —_ at the request of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
apock |, the leader of the Progressive Party. 
Mr MATEO Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman submit to an 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. What was done about the Committee on Ter 
ritories? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why, the gentleman's list is in this list 
here. I overlooked the fact, and if he desires to submit a 
request for an additional place I will have no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in the last House the Committee 
on Territories consisted, as I believe, of 15 or 16 members, and 

Republicans had, I think, six members on the committee. 
here was an error in the printing of the committee list, both 
in the ordinary list and in the Directory, whereby the Repub- 

ans were given seven places, some of them being vacancies; 
but when the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWoop] and 
the gentieman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] and myself were 
ther in reference to the number of places upon committees 
ihere were marked down for the Republicans on that committee 
six, and for the Progressives one, leaving, as I supposed, for 


the Democrats the erdinary number. It turns out that, while | 
those places were filled, the six places filled by me would in- | 


volve an extra place, and I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that for this Congress the number of members on the Committee 
on ‘Territories may be increased by one, without changing the 
general rule. 

SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 


asks unanimous consent that for this Congress the number of | 


ubers on the Committee on Territories shall be increased by 


one, without changing the general rule. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.}] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The Clerk will announce the committees. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, one moment. Will the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. UNbERWoop] yield for a moment? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 will. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I want to say to the gentleman that in 
inaking his statement about the manner of the selection of com- 
inittees he omitted to state a fact which I think should go into 
the Record, namely, that the Progressives selected their com- 
miltees in open caucus—an entirely new method—and we found 
it practicable and satisfactory. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose after they had been previously se- 
ted by a secrét-conference, before the open caucus was held. 
iT ughter.] 

Mr. MURDOCK. It was an open caucus, and changes could 
ve been made if desired. 

rhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the list. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

Standing and select committees of the House of Representatives of the 
United States, Siaty-third Congrees, first session. 

f le lions No. 1.—Messrs. Post (chairman), Stephens of Mis- 

sissippi, Crisp, McClellan, Borchers, Elder, French, Frear, and 

Chandler. 

Elections No. 2.—Messrs. Hamill (chairman), Broussard, Rus- 
sell, ee of Arkansas, Bowdle, Oglesby, Stafford, Rogers, 

if Lewis of Pennsylvania. 

, ‘cetions No. 3.—Messrs. Goldfogle (chairman), Whitacre, 
Mo rgan of Louisiana, Smith of Texas, Kennedy of Connecticut, 
Watson, MeKenzie, Shreve, and Rupley. 
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rhe message also announced that the Senate had passed bill | Ways and Means.—Mr. Dickinson. (Other members of com 
e following title, in which the concurrence of the House of | 


A ppropriations.—Messrs. Fitzgerald (chairman). Sherley, 
| Bartlett, Johnson of South Carolina, Page, Rauch, Byrns of 
| Tennessee, Sisson, Kinkead of New Jersey, Borland, White, M 
| Andrews, Mahan, Carr, Gillett, Good, Mondell, D yf M 


sota, Cal 


Brown of 


Stone, Phelan, Ea 


Weaver, 
Woods, P 


Coinage, 
man), Ashbrook, Slayden, Sullivan Dor | / 
son, Abercrombie, Kirkpatrick, Murray of Oklal 


Scott, Ro 
Lewis of 


| Interstate and Forcign Commerce Messrs. Adamson ( 
|man), Sims, Covington, Cullop, Doremus, Goeke, O'Shaunessy 
Taleott of New York, Stephens of Nebra i, Stevens Ne 


sota, Ese 


Willis, and Lafferty. 


Rivers and Harbors.—Messts. Sparkman (chairman), B 
Humphreys of Mississippi, Taylor of Alabama, Mdwards, S 
Booher. Gallag rher. Driscol . Donohoe, Set \ \I Vv of \I 


| chusetts, 
Iowa, Ba 


and Treadway. 


Vercha 
man), H 
Thacher, 
ner, Laza 


Agriculture.—Messrs. Lever (chairman), Lee of Ge 


| Manahan, 
of Mississippi, Heflin, McDermott, Maguire of Ne 


| Candler 
| braska, 
| Lesher ] 


Haugen, McLaughlin, Hawley, Howell, Sloan, He en, Vi 
| ton of Pennsylvania, and Kalanianaole 

Foreign Affairs —Flood of Virginia (chairman), Sharp, ¢ 
Levy, Curley, Linthicum, Difenderfer, Good of Ai 
Stedman, Townsend, Harrison of Mississippi, Smith of Ne 


York, W: 
Ainey, Ri 


| Military Affairs—Hay (chairman), Dent, Fiel M 

| Howard, Griffin, Gittins, Gard, O'Hair, D rick, OQ G 

| rett of Texas, Connolly of Iowa, Gordon, Kk 1, Anthony, Meche 

| zie, Greene of Vermont, en Avis, Hulings, and W ‘rsham 


Vaval Affairs.—Messrs. Padgett (chairman), Talbott of M 
land, Hobson, Estopinal, Rio oath in, Tribble, Witherspoon. Hens 
ley, Buchanan of Illinois, Bathrick, Lee of Pennsylvania, W 
liams, Mitchell, Gerry, Butler, Roberts of Massachusetts, Brow) 


fornia. 
Post O 

ley, Bell 

Fowler, 

| Beakes, 

Madden, 


Public 
nois, Tay 


beck, Chi 


son of Utah, Thomson of Illinois, and Wickersham 


Indian 


ter, Gudger, Konop, Post, Hayden, Morgan of Louisiana, Shackle 
ford, Hill, W 
Burke of 
ler, Hamilton of New York, Norton, Rupley, and Wickersh: 


Territo 


kins, Ferris, Lonergan, O’Brien, Hoxworth, Oglesby, W 
Brumbaugh, Guernsey, Langham, McGuire of Oklahon 
son of Washington, Curry, Hamilton of New York, | 


Kalanian 


Insular 
nessee, Helm, Morrison, Davenport, Callaway, Gold e, Gon 


den, Ru 


mittee previously elected. ) 


der, Vare, and Hinebaugh 

| dudiciary.—Messrs. Clayton (chairman), Webb, Carlin, Floyd 
of Arkansas, Thomas, Dupré, McCoy, Davis of West Vir: 
McGillicuddy, Beall of Texas, Taggart, FitzHenry, Carew, Peter 
son, Volstead, Nelson, Morgan of Oklahoma, Danforth, Dye 
iraham of Pennsylvania, and Chandler of New \ kk 

Banking and Currency.—Messrs. Glass (ch; ‘ Ix 


Hampshir 


nt Marine and Fisheries Messrs. Alexander (chair 
ardy, Burke of Wisconsin, Faison, Saunders, G 
Bowdle, Dooling, Whaley, Smith of Maryland, B 


ing, Farr, 


and Kalanianaole. 


Taylor of Arkansas, Brown of New York, Stout, Decker, Brod 













































































West Virginia, Bulkley, Neeley, Patten of New ) 
gle, Wingo, Seldomridge, Wils« of | 
Ragsdale, Hayes, Guernsey, Burke of I’ 
latt, Smith of Minnesota, and 1] ; 
Weights, and Measures Messrs. Ilardvw 


berts of Nevada, Keister, Dillon, Cramton, W 
Pennsylvania, and Kalanianaolk 


e, Barkley, Rayburn, Montague, Stevens of M 
bh, J. R. Knowland, Hamilton of Michigan, Mart 


Lieb, Kettner, Humphrey of Washington, Kennedy of 
rchfeld, Hughes of West Virg » Switz Pow 


ro, Brodbeck, Greene of Massachusetts, Hinds, ¢ 
Edmonds, Parker, and Bryan. 


tubey, Young of Texas, Jacoway, Moss of IL 
teilly of Wisconsin, Taylor of New York, Doo 


ilkker, Vaughan, Cooper, Bartholdt, Fairchild, V 
gers, and Temple. 


Britten, Kelley of Michigan, and Stephens of C 


fice and Post Road Messrs. Moon (chairman). Fir 
of Georgia, Cox, Wilson of New York, Tuttle, Rous 


Blackmon, Allen, Reilly of Connecticut, Holland 
Buchanan of Texas, Samuel W. Smith, Stee 
Stafford, Griest, Kennedy of Rhode Island, C 


Lands.—Messrs. Ferris (chairman), Graha of I 
lor of Colorado, Raker, Claypool, F uSSsé Liavden 


irch, Lenroot, French, La Follette, Kent, Sinnott, John 
{ ffairs. Messrs Stephens of Texa (chairni » Cal 


falsh, Clancy, Evans, Murray of Oklahoma, Chu 
South Dakota, Campbell, MeGuire of Oklahom \I 


ries.—Messrs. Houston (chairman), Davenport, Wat 


aole, and Wickersham. 
(ffairs.—Mbssrs. Jones (chairman), G 


ssell, Bailey, Stringer, Brumbaugh lde 3 





Te 1. Miller, Fess, Frear, 


Reailu and Cana 


Young of North Dakota, and Fal- 

i Ws / Me Dies (chairman), Sullivan, 
Baker, Bruekner, Fagan, Baltz, Kennedy of Covnecticut, La 
ir tte, Lindquist, Morin, Moss of West Virginia, Wallin, and 
Norton. 

Wines Vining.—Messrs. Foster (chairman), Taylor of 
Coloredo, Hamlin, Byrnes of South Carolina, Taylor of Arkan- 
Decker, Evans, Dooling, Casey, Howell, Switzer, Austin, 
Roberts of Nevada, Sutherland, and Wickersham. 

Publie Buildings and Grounds. Clark of 
(chairman), Burnett, Cantrill, Roddenbery, Ashbrook 
Logue, Sumners, Lonergan, McClellan, 


427s, 


and 


EAS 


Messrs. Morida 
Gudger, 


Kagan, Gilmore, Austin, 


Langley, J. M. C. Smith, Dunn, Barton, Kreider, and Bell of 
California. 
Education.—Messrs. Hughes of Georgia (chairman), Rucker, 


Baker, 
Powers, 


Doughton, Abercrombie, 
Burke of Pennsylvania, 
Fess, and Rupley. 

Labor.—Messrs. Lewis of Maryland (chairman), Maher, Gray, 
Casey, Baltz, Watson, Keating, Walsh, J. M. C. Smith, Hawley, 
Browne of Wisconsin, and J. I. Nolan. 

Patents.—Messrs. Oldfield (chairman), Morrison, Clark of 
Florida, Alexander, Callaway, Metz, Hill, Oglesby, Kennedy of 
Connecticut, Wilder, Moss of West Virginia, Kreider, Lindquist, 
and J. I. Nolan. 

Invalid Pensions.—Messrs. Sherwood (chairman), Adair, Rus- 
sell, Burke of Wisconsin, Stephens of Texas, Saunders, Helver- 
ing, Whaley, Borchers, Langham, Langley, Kinkaid of Nebraska, 
Cramton, Parker, and Moss of West Virginia. 

Pensions.—Messrs. Richardson (chairman), Crisp, Key of 
Ohio, Murray of Oklahoma, Dale, Keating, Kirkpatrick, Smith 
of Maryland, Dershem, Sells, Greene of Vermont, Kiess of 
Pennsylvania, Avis, and Walters. 

Claims.—Messrs. Pou (chairman), Dies, Stephens of Missis- 
sippi, Hughes of Georgia, McClellan, Metz, Evans, Hill, Mott, 
Seott, Edmonds, Dillon, Lindquist, and Young of North Dakota. 

War Claims.—Messrs. Gregg (chairman), Byrnes of South 
Carolina, Pepper, Houston, Lobeck, Lewis of Maryland, Under- 
hill, Elder, Gilmore, Plumley, Sells, Slemp, Barton, Johnson of 
Washington, and Bell of California. 

District of Columbia.—Messrs. Johnson of Kentucky (chair- 
man), Aiken, George, Igoe, Caraway, Gorman, O’Leary, Reed, 
Bremner, L’Engle, Thompson of Oklahoma, Crosser, Kindel, 
Cary, Prouty, Wallin, Winslow, Keister, Mapes, and Walters. 

Revision of the Laws.—Messrs. Watkins (chairman), Mor- 
rison, Francis, Henry, Lloyd, Roddenbery, Logue, Merritt, 
Plumiey, Wilder, Dillon, and Hulings. 

Reform in the Civil Serviee.—Messrs. Godwin of North Caro- 
lina (chairman), Carter, Dies, Lobeck, Morgan of Louisiana, 
Hoxworth, Church, Brown of New York, Scott, Madden, Mana- 
han, Barton, and Bryan. 

Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
Congress.—Messrs. Rucker (chairman), Conry, Claypool, Brous- 
sard, Gregg, Crisp, Helvering, Brockson, Ainey, Plumley, Mapes, 
Winslow, and Lewis of Pennsylvania. 

{Ilcoholic Liquor Traffic.—Messrs. Sabath (chairman), Fran- 
cis, Burnett, Clark of Florida, Godwin of North Carolina, Logue, 
O’Brien, Barchfeld, Smith of Idaho, and Kelly of Pennsylvania. 

Irrigation of Arid Lands.—Messrs. Smith of Texas (chair- 
man), Taylor of Colorado, Raker, Hayden, Rucker, Fergusson, 
Stout, Bowdle, Connelly of Kansas, Kinkaid of Nebraska, 
Greene of Massachusetts, Roberts of Nevada, Smith of Idaho, 
Johnson of Utah, and Sinnott. 

Immigration and Neaturalization—Messrs. Burnett (chair- 
man), Sabath, Adair, Goldfogle, Slayden, Oldfield, Raker, Key 
of Ohio, Brockson, Gardner, Hayes, Moore, Merritt, Manahan, 
and Johnson of Washington. 

Expenditurcs in the State 


Hoxworth, 
Treadway, 


Clancy, Thacher, 
Towner, Platt, 


Department.—Messrs. Hamlin 





(chairman), Roddenbery, Brumbaugh, Brown of New York, 
Borchers, Hawley, and Bryan. 
Expenditures in the Teasury Department.—Messrs. Lobeck, 


(chairman), Carter, Claypool, Burke of Wisconsin, Connelly of 
Kansas, Morgan of Oklahoma, and Temple. 

Expenditures in the War Department.—Messrs. Adair (chair- 
man), Godwin of North Carolina, Eagan, Dooling, Dershem, 
and Roberts of Massachusetts. 

Pependitures in the Navy Department.—Messrs. Hardy (chair- 
man), Faison, Metz, Lonergan, Key of Ohio, Langley, and 
Thomson of Illinois. 

Expenditures in the Post Office Department.—Messrs. Pepper 
(chairman), Gudger, Smith of Maryland, O’Brien, Brodbeck, 
Anthony, and Helgesen. 

Expenditures in the Interior Department.—Messrs. Graham of 
Illinois (chairman), Callaway, Goulden, Hughes of Georgia, 
Stout, Mendell, and Burke of South Dakota. 
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Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 
sard (chairman), Fergusson, Bailey, Ten 
Porter, and Cramton. 

Expenditures in the Department of Agricultur 
Doughton (chairman), Decker, Aswell, Clancy, Helveri 
and J. M. C. Smith. : 

Expenditures in the Department of Commerce.—Me 
ermel (chairman), Stephens of Texas, Pou, Watkins. 
McGuire of Oklahoma, and Patton of Pennsylvania. 

Expenditures in the Department of Labor.—Mess 
(chairman), Hamill, Ferris, Lewis of Maryland, Casey, 
son, and Falconer. , 

Expenditures on Public Buildings.—Messrs. Koi 
man), Garrett of Tennessee, Sabath, Donovan, Dale, 
McLaughlin. 

Accounts.—Mr. 
viously elected. ) 

Census.—Messrs. Helm (chairman), Houston, Faisor 
mel, Donovan, Dale, Sumners, Gilmore, Aswell, Baltz 
Wilder, Sells, Mott, Smith of Minnesota, and Edmonds 

Library.—Messrs. Slayden (chairman), Thacher, Te 
Bartholdt, and Burke of Pennsylvania. 

Printing.—Messrs. Barnhart (chairman), 
Kiess of Pennsylvania. 

Enrolled Bills.—Mr. 
previously elected.) 

Industrial Arts and Expositions—Messrs. Underhi 
man), Cantrill, Jones, Hamlin, Goulden, Peppev, K 
cis, Stringer, Whaley, Woods, Kahn, Kent, Smith of Id 
Copley. 

Roads. 


Messrs 
Eyck : 


Francis. (Other members of com 


Tave 


srowning. (Other members of 


Messrs. Shackleford (chairman), Saund 


hart, Davenport, Byrnes of South Carolina, Stephens of } 


sippi, Whitacre, Doughton, Connelly of Kansas, Keati 


ner, Ten Eyck, Aswell, Dershem, Slemp, Prouty, Dunn, § 


land, Shreve, Browne of Wisconsin, and Woodruff. 
During the reading of the foregoing the following 
Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. SISSON. At this time would it be in order to as 
mous consent that the reading of the list of committe 
pensed with? I suppose that every Member of tl 


knows the committee he is assigned to, and the reading, t 


fore, would be merely formal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi | M 
son] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the 
this list of committees. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Sp« 
rules provide for a reform—the election of committe 
House by the House itself. Now, we have absolute 
from the spirit of the rule already. Why not at least 
with the terms of the rule by having committees elect: 
House? I think that in compliance with the form o 
we at least ought to have the names read as agreed 
the different parties in advance. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle! 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw my r 

Mr. MURDOCK. I would like to ask the gent 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] a question. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Mississippi 
son] withdraws his request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Upon the reading of the list 
under our new system of electing committees, it is in « 
a Member to move to strike out a name and substitut 
name, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. Of course it is. That is the qui 
the Chair puts when this list is read. After the Cle! 
the list the Chair asks if there are any other names t 
in nomination. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the list. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the 
read the Ways and Means Committee members. 1 
one name changed there, that of the gentleman f 
[Mr. DicKINson]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquir 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. I notice that a moment ago I did 
resignation of any Democratic member of that « 
mitted to the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was already acted upon yest 

Mr. MANN. I did not notice it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. : 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the 

The SPEAKER. Are there any other nominations 
place on any committee? 
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j 
N. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. to nominate and elect an offi we 
SPEAKER. The gentiemnn will state it. | time that a new Congress se SW 
ir. MANN. As it will not produce any trouble to have a | and elect him after the 
if the Speaker will make one, I will ask, would it be | On the other hand, in « 
r now for the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER I think the other officers of Lhe 
in making his motion, to move the previous question on | resolution, and a substitute has | 
| thereby cut out further nominations, or is this a nomina the Hlouse exercises two yw Ss el 
, which no one can move the previous question ? being 11 rdinat coul nie 
SPEAKER. The Chair would hold - them li you W i in ‘ 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will allow me | the o by resolution as n nate « 
ent, I think under the rules it would have been entirely | Doo1 er, and the Serg t Ar! 
for myself or any other Member of the House to have | Lilinois offered a substit: to { s 
ia resolution—“Resolved, That the following committe very cl that you can oft ( uf 
House be elected ” and at the end of the reading of the Mr. MURDOCK, Lh 
proposed for membership of the committees it would bave | be in order to ask for a di 
1 order for me to move the previous question on U Mr. MANN We hi ! 
:—but the Democratic side of 
MANN. But the gentleman did move the election of th ie House 
trees. Mr. UNDERWOOD l ha ! 
UNDERWOOD. I did. the way I have de t ou | 
MANN. A moment ago the Speaker stated, in answer to | a l ‘ b I 
umentary inquiry, that any one would have the right to | 1 $ | tice of the ] 
ther nominations. I do not know what the Speaker's i ( r 
ut it is, but my own inclination is to think that the bers of ou ( 
uan from Alabama has the right, after he makes his he SI ek | 
and it is submitted to the House, to move the previou did do 
mn. But under the statement made by the Speaker, if MMi [AN \\ M I 
are more nominations, of course the man who nominates | to 1 » tl { ! | 
t move the previous question on his nomination. !. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentle rhe SPEAKER 
from Illinois. I do not think there is any quesiion that I | The ques 
\ | have the right to move the previous question on this | t! 
as on every other motion in the House, and then a | es be ele 
ority of the House would have the right to adopt the pre l@ question \ | 
s question or not, as they saw fit. And that is necessarily | ASSIGNMENT OF Rt 
Mr. Speaker, because a majority of the House must exercise a ee sd 
right to control the business before the House. But I have Mr. PA sks ar. x l 
moved the previous question. | PEsvens com leration of ns , 
Mr. MANN. No; I understand. I submitted the parlia- | ©¢°™ a 
mentary inquiry, because there was no controversy at this time, he ¢ , ud: 
to see whether the Speaker was prepared to make a ruling; be- | — resolved, That e a 
se the matter might come up at some time when it would be | 0"\<° on oe J ' : 
irtisan proposition, or so considered. | Building ; 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think it is nothing but proper that | >), SPEAKER T! . 
najority should have a right to control the time, but they | unanimous , , 
ought to be reasonable and just and fair about it. But I think | ;;,)) 
the ms jority must control. Mr. MANN and Mr. FITZGERALD 
MANN. Of course, if under the rules these are mere } ;,,, 
nominations, and anyone who obtains the floor has a right to]” y,¢., FITZGERALD. My me 
hbmit other nominations, it would be very easy for a small Py es re ttt tank ous t 4 
minority of the House to keep the House in session for weeks Con aiiantiine oh 7 au 
ling to nominations. I r ed tl at if “a : : 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly. seinen peep Migcionte creep A, ; 
Mr. MANN. Of course there could be a scheme made up be- | V0 ane aly er 
tween 435 Members, by transfers each day, which it would take | ,, ie ape withdener ti 
ks to read. | conve! od a : te , I 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman is right about Mr. PALMER. Tf the 4 
that, Mr. Speaker, and I think that it would be necessary un- that will “am the A of the 1 , 
(der some circumstances, possibly to prevent a filibuster, to move | 4}, adoption of the resolu Sa i 
the previous question on the election of the committees. But exercised the power of re 
that condition does not exist to-day. I bheen done by reaolut and under the pre 
Mr. MANN. Oh, I understand. i proper wav to do it. I . wale’ Hike ho an 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. So there is no occasion for doing it. Wow yi ony wT f has prol hy w i] 
Mr. MANN. I submitted my parliamentary inquiry because |). opicinal resolution was passed bv tl 
[ a statement made by the Speaker a moment ago, to see | ¢, the aesienment of roon n the House « 
Whether he had definite views on the subject as to whether | 4... rooms n numbered 159 1154 w 
these were mere nominations or whether this was a motion | ¢o. tho yse of committees to be he 
upon which the previous question might be moved. on etttesn Mamihx i 
The SPEAKER. What else can there be except nominations? | pecanse there were no com 
Mr. MANN. My recollection of parliamentary law is that a quired this spac Room 15 
man can not make a nomination where nominations are re-| Piorida (Mr. CrarKk]. wl 
quired and then move the previous question. But he can move | mittee on Public Build ag 
the previous question on a motion. out. The other ro is te 
The SPEAKER. The House is just now sitting as a sort of | resolution passed by | i 
convention, and the practice in conventions is that whenever | yania. who will, ef cours ‘ 1 
anybody gets tired of nominations being made, he moves that In offering this resolution : t 
the nominations be closed. that these two rooms b gned W " 
_Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, here are over 400 nomina- | the resolution prepared by the House Offic 
Hons, and each one of them is a separate nomination. Now, | the express purpose of having them 
would it not be possible, after the previous question, to demand | at a later date 
i division of the nominations and a separate vote? Mr. HARDWICK. Will the g f \ 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will allow Mr. PALMER. Yes. 
me a moment, I think the practice of the House is very well Mr. HARDWICK. What committ 


se 


tled that there are two ways in which you can elect the offi- 
cers of this House, and now that the committees are elected 
by the House they become officers of the House. 


matter under the rules? 
Mr. PALMER. There is no commi 
One way is ' jurisdiction under the rules. 
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that he is going to take two of them out 


HARDWICi Does any committee assume jurisdiction? 
Mr. PALMER. No committee assumes jurisdiction so far as 
] ! 
Mr. HARDWICK. I have understood that it did. | 
Mr. PALMER. Now I want to answer the intimation which 
‘ in the ane 
M [ARDWICK. There is no intimation; but I understood | 
that a certain com did it 
r. PALMER That is a mistake. I would be glad to tell 
the House how the matter originated and why I intred iced | 
th ! Ever since the building of the House Office | 
Buildin ‘creation of the House Office Commission, mem- 
be f ittees and chairmen of committees desiring to have | 
changes made in their committee assignments have been in the | 
l of ing to a member of that commission to have a reso- | 
] 1 intreduced in the House. Ever since the construction 
of the House Office Building they have gone to the gentleman | 
1 J iois [M M | 
Mir. MANN Mr. § ker, will th tie nj ron mm for | 
i terruy be« e he is i I 
ce PALM] ‘ j il LHis 
. MANN. Ve ve if the g man does not 4d re to 
be rected 


PALMER. Oh, I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 
ir. MANN fr. Speaker, the House Office Building Con 
mission never had anything to do with it, but gentlemen did not 


go to the House Cfiice Building Co! 





biti is 
Mr. PALMER. They went to the gentleman from [linois, and 
I thought it was for that reason. 
Mr. MANN. I had been the chairman of the committee dis 





tributing rooms in the House Office Building, but was not then 
a member of the commission. 
ir. PALMER. Be that as it may, the chairmen of com 
had gone to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] with a 
request that he work out this problem about making changes 
1 committee rooms, and at the beginning of the Sixty-second 
Congress the chairmen of committees who desired to have 









_— 


Mr. SIMS. I understand that. 

Mr. PALMER. And the chairmen of commi 
themselves in possession of the offices now occupied 
men who have been promoted to committee chairmay 

Mr. SIMS. But the gentleman will remember ft! 


occupied now, and the gentleman’s stutement on the f 





re 
pied, and therefore two gentlemen who have offic 
have to get out of the building. 

Mr. PALMER. But they are occupied by gent! 
become committee chairmen. 

Mr. SIMS. I knew; but that does not incre: 
of rooms. 


Mr. PALMER. It does not increase the n 


| but it provides for everybody. 


Mr. SIMS. How does it do that if it takes ty 
those who now use them? 

Mr. PALMER. Has not the gentleman now filed 
ticular room? 

Mr. SIMS. TI have been doing the best I could 
on which I might file, not previous}y filed on 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
I 


TITZGERALD. Reserving the right to obj 


ithe gentleman from Pennsylvania has accurate 


manner in which he has been presenting these r 
the House. I do not believe anybody can fairly « 
or impute to him any attempt to assume power or to 
himself or to the Committee on Ways and Mean 


- | diction that does not belong to them. He has 


have always understood, and I think properly, h 
practice in the past. I believe, Mr. Speaker, how: 
commission in charge of the House Office Building 


| powers in the premises. For the first time since 


changes in their rooms again went to the gentleman from | 


Illinois [Mr. MANN] and asked him to introduce resolutions 
into the House to work out these changes. The gentleman from 
Illinois very courteously replied to them that inasmuch as the 
Democrats had come into power in the House he thought the 
matter ought to be taken up on the Democratic side, and he 
referred them to the logical Member for that purpose, the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop]. These gentlemen 
then pursued Mr. UNDreRwoop with requests that he would in- 
troduce resolutions providing for the changes for committee 

ce. Mr. UNDERWooD was at the time very busily engaged 
in other work which was of more importance, and ke asked 
me if I would take up the work of trying to satisfy these vari 
ous committee chairmen and introduce a resolution in the House. 
He had no jurisdiction over the matter; no committee had ju- 
risdiction over the matter; and any individual could offer the 
resolution. I went to work upon it and spent two or three days 
in an effort to get all parties satisfied, and at Mr. UNDERWoop’'s 


l- 


request introduced a resolution into the House making changes | 


¢ 


at the beginning of the Sixty-second Congress. Now, just be- 

‘ I did that, and for no other reason, gentlemen throughout 
the House have been coming to me much as they came to the 
gentieman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] before the Sixty-second 
Congress came into being. It is only to accommodate them, and 
because somebody has to look after this thing, that I agreed to 
introduce the resolution to-day to give these rooms to the Com- 
mittee on Roads. A Committee on Roads has been created, and 
it is entitled to committee-room space, and these rooms are 
ay able for the purpose. I can not see why anybody should 
have any objection to allowing the committee to have those 





Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman knows that a num- 
ber of us who were chairmen of committees and who had com- 

ittee rooms now cease to be chairmen. I am one of those. 
We have to have rooms somewhere. I do not want to leave the 
Office Building, with all of my luggage there, and pack it off 
to the Senate annex. Of course, if the gentleman takes the 
rooms there now and gives them to committees, he is going to 
put men out of the Office Building who have been there ever 
since the building was constructed. 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly this committee is entitled to space. 

Mr. SIMS. And I thought individuals were entitled to space 
also. 

Mr, PALMER. They are. Under the statute they leave 
their committee rooms, but in every case some individual who 
before did not have a committee room becomes the chairman of 
a committee, 


Office Building has been open a controversy arose d 
present session of this Congress between several Me1 
the assignment of reoms, which necessitated the coi 
act and determine the controversy. It has been ve1 
that there have not been numerous controversies 


| mission in investigating this case appreciated more t] 





| other time the possibility of very serious perso 


arising from the assignment of rooms in the H 
Building. 

The sundry civil bill carries an appropriati 
largement of the House Office Building, and the 
that meeting agreed that hereafter it would assu 
cise the power that the statute seems to have gr 
vent criticism that might arise from i 
one person and another by maki 
House. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman permit me 


1 USSIZDI 





+1 
ui 
ig recommel 


| who has charge of the rooms in the Capitol Build 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Under the rules of the H 
Speaker has the disposition of unassigned space \ 
the portion allotted to the House of Represent 
House of Representatives itself has control of ft 
space. That has been pretty definitely determ l 
to me, in view of the fact there is apt to be so 
arising from the substitution of reoms of men 
chairmen of committees and who must go out, it 
facilitate matters if the gentleman will withdraw | 

Mr. HARDWICK. I would like to ask one or 
the gentlemen, do all these rooms in the Capitol P 
come unassigned rooms at the beginning of ex: ; 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; they do not. 

Mr. HARDWICK. They do not hold over from ti 

Mr. FITZGHRALD. They do, under the precede! 
tices of the House. 

Mr. HARDWICK. But there is no rule to govern 

Mr. MANN. But the committees hold over their ro 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, there are bh 
practices and customs in the House for which no 
can be found and which are founded on the unbroken 
the House. If it were not for the recognition of those | 
rnles and customs, the House could not do business : 
rooms assigned by resolution of the House to a comm 
assigned to the committee from one Congress to a 
the House by resolution assigns them in some oth 
rooms are vacated—and my recollection is, if s| 
cupied—the rules specifically give to the Speaker 
of the assignment of such rooms. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right | 
would like to make a little contribution to this § 
may be permitted. When the House Office Building | itd 
preaching completion and the matter came up as to how WwW 
















































s should be assigned, which was quite a proposition, I 
took, at the request of various gentlemen of the House, to 
re a resolution for the poi of a committee, and, 
o my chagrin, was made the chairman of that committe 
d chart ribution of 1 is of the House Office 
2 were here til Ww remem 
l he 1 mm distribu { { re was nD ‘ 
fhe matter had gone along su fully, and I 
dy in the House was sa lL at the t » altl 
( mittee on Ways and Me as not ys 
what was proposed to be done As a result of 
the chairman of that commit . I was asked to re 
hairmanship until the end of the Congress, though 
» doubt whether the commit » continued to exist; l 
the Congress expired gentieme me to me, the Superit 
it of the Capitol, the man who is in charge of the build 
er there, and constantly Mem! of the House ea! to 
king me to offer various resoluti in the Hou S 
us consent for their consid ion. At the begin: 
st Congress, the Dem ‘ats | * in control of the 
s gentlemen came to me, as they had hitherto, about 
signments or personal assignments, and I said I did 
nk it was proper for vody from the R blic 
ity side of the House to offer re iti in re ¢ i 
signment of roon ind I asked the gentler 1 te f 
eman from Alabama; and afterwards, w i I 1 ood 
tter had been turned over to the gent] n | l 
a, I constantly referred M rs of the H with ref 


there whi 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. Patmer], and 


e to assignments over 
1 to the gentleman 


wish to commend him for the work he has done in this regard. 
gentlemen have intimated that he might have imed 
rity. Well, it was necessary for somebody to as > au 


ty to do something, because there was no one charged with 
york of preparing a proposition for the House. 


ww, if the gentleman will permit me, there is a I e 
» Commission, and I will say that all of these resol as 


h were presented by me heretof« 
the House Office Commission. Possibly they oug 

But there is now a House Office Commission, consisti 
» Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
nd myself, I having been re 


re were never referred to 


f tl [Mr. FirzGeraLp], 


On 
‘ 


tly 





appointed. Possibly my 

have changed, although I hope not, on that : int. Now, 
gentieman offers a resolution in reference to the Roads 
ittee. The Roads Committee must have ‘ ! ( 
From information I received yesterday I was i d 
nk possibly they might be supplied with a committee room 
» Capitol, more convenient and better than the two 1 $ 


here which the gentleman has referredto. ‘I 
the east side and, I believe, were reserved from assi 
t + . 


t the beginning because we had a superfluity of rooms 
for special 


hose two rooms 





t time and deliberately set aside some rooms I 
ttees or for future committees that might be created. 
N n the last House you abolished six committees, and you 
rbed their rooms at once. The gentleman from Pennsy] 
[Mr. PALMER] was not quite as stingy about rooms as I 
en, or else more people were more persistent with him 
they were with me and got them away from him in some 
Mr. PALMER. I will say, in response to what the gentle- 
has said, that some of the committees that were abolished 
small and unimportant committees and occupied inside 
; in the Capitol which really were unhabitable. 
Mr. MANN. Very few of those committees occupied inside 
Most of them had very nice rooms in the Capitol or at 
other building. There was no committee left in the House 
. 1 & poor committee room, unless it was the Committee on 


its over here, which at one time had a poor room, which 
ommittee deliberately elected to keep. 
ow, it seems to me that in the assignment of rooms, if we 
going to take care of everybody, the House Office Commis 
on ought to make recommendations and take into considera- 
those matters, because a bill can not be referred to them, 
or a resolution can not be referred to them, and they can not 
report a resolution. I think the gentleman had better let 
this go over and let the House Office Commission or the Speaker 
See if they or he can not work out this thing so as to provide 
rooms for the Roads Committee without trenching on anybody 
else 
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I started out to ask a question of 
the gentleman, but was prevented. I shall not delay the House 
but a moment. There are only 10 Members of the House who 
have had longer service than I have had here. I knew, of 
course, that under the rule I had a right to go and file upon 
a Toom according to the length of my service. I knew that I 
could go and file upon the room recently occupied by the 
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this House it : 
Now, this is mer 
| mittee, and some one | 
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| has jurisdi L10 i 
| attempted to 
| . 
i svivania has explained 
floor leader of pat 


mittee 


otherw ise, 


PALMI 


it now, 


Pennsy lvania 


I bring before 


f 


rooms. 

and 
rR} to act 
but 


mous consent, 


Mr. 
claim 


quire 


MANN. 
that a 


Mr Pal 


the Hous 


I did m 
I § sked 


for me 
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resolution 
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to be referred to a 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


mittee to which it can be referred. 
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‘ 


Mr. S) 


I think that this p 
It is one of the | 


Ob, well, 


int 


committee 
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aim 


that 
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Mr. MANN. But there is. There must be a committee. sistency of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; there is not. from Alabama. ; 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, at the only time when that Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say that, so far as I 
question ever was raised the Chair decided that a resolution | cerned, I have not even been consulted about the matt 
precisely like this was a privileged resolution. chairman of the committee and the gentleman Soom P 

Mr. MANN When was it raised? Pe . ae vania did not consult me, and I am only saying that it is 

Mr. PALMER. It was raised by Mr. Garfield, of Ohio, in| ter of privilege because I think this House must exe 
this Hlouse more than 30 years ago, and that was the only time | right and power of places where its committees must ny 
there ever was a decision on the question. Mr. SHACKLEFORD. May I interrupt the gentle 

Mr. MANN. That was before there was a House Office Build- | want to call his attention to the situation — 
ing, and the law provides in reference to the House Office Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me make this statement 
Building. have no feeling about the matter nor desire to raise 

Mr. PALMER. Two years ago, when I introduced a similar | troversy. I stated at the outset that the gentleman fr 
resolution, I offered it as-a privileged resolution, and under | sylyania had accurately stated the manner in whi | 
the decision which I cited to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. | taken up this unpleasant task of attempting to reco 
MANN] at that time he said it might be that it was privileged, | ficting demands for rooms. I simply suerest that for | 
but suggested that I ask unanimous consent, saying that no | pose of avoiding a more difficult controversy that is 
objection would be made, and I have pursued that policy since. come up in the near future this resolution be postpon } 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will pardon | the time Congress meets at the next session ther ‘ 
me, when the matter was up before, a gentleman mow occupy- | additional rooms to be assigned to members or commit 
ing a seat on this floor, who was then the parliamentarian of less the House Office suilding Commission exorcin S 
the House, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hinps], went into | responsibility and power hat westhe to he imposed 1] 
the matter very exhaustively, and the committee of which I | makes the recommendations te the House, at the i 
was chairman was authorized in the resolution which I drafted | sion of Congress there will be a edeivavecen arise 
to report at any time, making its report privileged. That was | tional rooms that will be unfortunate. It so bar ne! 
the only way it could be privileged at that time. That was the | Speaker of the House and the gentleman from Lllin 
ruling then, and has been the ruling ever since. self are located in this building, away from the cot 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will par- | that may arise about these nainenees T am aoe sti 
don me a moment as I was cut off from finishing my sentence— gentleman from Pennevivaniea withhold the canotel ) 

I do not think there can be any question that this is a privileged | present, so as to avoid what I know is likely ‘to be 
resolution. A resolution that relates directly to the membership | tunate situation , . 

of this House, a resolution relating to the action of the com Mr. SHACKLEFORD Mr. Speaker, I am sorry to 
mittees as committees, as a part of the organization of this | the cause of this controversy. Aco” 
House, is privileged. A committee can not work, can not per- Mr. FITZGERALD. I de set think the gentleman i 
form its functions, unless it has a place in which to perform Mr. SHACKLEFORD I am After ‘on Committ: 
them. There is unquestionably no committee given jurisdiction | was created I went to the Speaker and eueeeeted to 
of the consideration of this matter. Here is a new committee, | would like to have some vennhe , He said in was oe f 
created by the House. It has no place in which to do business. tain how rooms are assigned: that after the Sinem 
Is it subject to any gentleman’s will or whim on the floor of | ized he thought ‘the Capitol ‘Gemsesiasten bed mahal 
this House to say that a committee that has been organized | with it: ant that on atte occasions at Se teriennt ' 
and elected by this House can be prevented from having a place sion venaletionn assientne eoumne holt hee ianted F 
in which it can meet to do business because, forsooth, some different Memhere of the House out et toe I el 


rQ) 


Fey] : i Ss: ro - jiagt 79 . . . . . , 

E ore a as ae oo } r : “ application for rooms in which my committee s! 
. a oe ody attempting to do that? and among others I went to the gentleman from Pe 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not saying that anyone is attempt- | [Mr. Pater], and he, at my instance, offered this 

ing to do it, but I do say that it demonstrates that it is a | jn the House to accommodate me and the committe 


matter of privilege for this House to determine where > com- ow = : ; 

mittees of this owe sane aut and ¥ Coe ie Sekibertnn of ee an a ee. } > oe we oe 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PatmMer] is clearly in be any controversy about who should introduce At, 
order as a matter of privilege. ; ‘ know that it would raise any conflict about jurisdict 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I think the statement of | He dai eC nerd ee nen g irodnte, 
the centleman fram idea hvnedn (Mr. Patan) shows that the He did this to accommodate me and to accommodate a 
resolution is not in order at this time. He states that these without Say supposition of dntima tion that there _ 
two rooms are reserved for committee assignments and that they Commect of authority ay Geen of ne : 
are temporarily occupied. The law provides that unoccupied else's Pee rhe W ~—e and Means Committee = 
space in the Office Buildine— , the matter up; the Ways and Means Committee d 

° sider it; but the gentleman from Pennsylvania, end 
help me solve a proposition that was presented 
immediate solution, introduced the resolution wh 
have involved him in this unhappy controversy. 

What are the rooms? They are two rooms marked 
the plat of the first floor. 

Mr. COX. What is their number? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Their numbers are at presi 
154, but originally they were No. 152 and an unnum! 
on the corner next to the corridor. Here is the reso 
was adopted when we first began to assign rooms, 
ask the attention of the gentleman from New York 
GERALD] while I read it. If we have blundered, he wi 
there was no design init. I read now from the resolut 
made these rooms subject to assignment: 

The rooms indicated in red on the plats accompanying th 
are reserved from allotments herein provided for to individu 
including the rooms, to wit. 

Then follows the numbers of the rooms, and among | 
these two rooms. This resolution expressly provides 
are not subject to assignment to any Member, and the 
sion of which the gentleman is a member would hav 
thority to put anybody in them and has no control of 
other purpose than to assign the rooms to committees. 
stand that these rooms have been temporarily occupied 
tain gentlemen as tenants at will. They have gone 
stating they knew they were not subject to individual 
ment and that they took them with full knowledge () 
must give them up whenever they were called upon | 
The resolution from which I have just read expressly s‘\)* 





Shall be assigned by the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and | 
Grounds, under the direction of the commission, and subject to the | 
control of the House of Representatives. 

I stated at the outset that, due to a controversy that had 
arisen during this session of Congress between several Mem- 
bers, the House Office Building Commission was compelled to 
determine a very difficult, delicate, and unpleasant question, a 
question arising between two Members as to which of them | 
should be entitled to particular rooms. Realizing from the in- 
vestigation that was necessary at that time, from the hearing | 
that was given, after examining the law carefully, that it was 
a delicate and difficult question, the commission decided that it | 
would facilitate the disposition of space in the House Office | 
Building if the commission exercised the power given to it under 
the law, and submitted formal recommendations to the House in 
the future, so as to avoid these controversies. 

It was for that reason that I suggested to the gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania that he withdraw the resolution for the | 
present; not that I have any desire to prevent the assignment | 
being made to the Committee on Good Roads, not that I desire | 
that the rooms be assigned to some individual or some other 
person, but because I know that this condition to which the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee has called attention is bound to result 
in a controversy over assignment of rooms to men who have 
given up the position of committee chairmen. Why should these | 
gentlemen be so persistent at this time in endeavoring to force 
this resolution? The only request made is that opportunity be 
iven for an investigation by those upon whom the law places 
me responsibility and power. I can not understand the per- 






























































mission has no authority to award these rooms to any 

iual Member. They ire reserved for a committee. Read- | 

talking with different people, I began to see if I could 
» get possession of those rooms for public use, not 
ng to trench upon the privileges of my friend from Illi- | 

_MANN], nor of my friend from New York [Mr. Firzcer- | 

or of the Spe: kx ce 1 sin | ly wanted bat roof : I wanted | 

where my boys on my committee could come in out of | 
and I found an unoccupied piece of territory, and the | 
leman who lent me a willing ear was my friend from 

vania [Mr. PALMeR]. He seems now to be having a 
deal of trouble for showing an accommodating disposition | 

I assure gentlemen that there was no scheme in it, no 
ee back of it, nothing but my disposition to get some 
that looked good that were u occu] ied which would be | 
eable for my committee. That is how it all happened. 
re is anybody to blame, lay it on my unhappy head, for lam 

n that is solely responsible for getting the gentleman 
] yivania into this trouble. 

- FITZGERALD. Myr. Speaker, I do not think there is 
¢ improper about it. I made a suggestion that 
would save considerable trouble. If it has stirred up 

» here, that can not be he if “il. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr 
rorD}] talks about an unhappy condition. I do not se 
out of the way about having a matter of this sort 
1 at this time so that Members may better understand 

zshts of Members in reference to rooms. There is not! 

ppy about the fact that the gentleman has been made 
irman of a great committee and wants a room; there 
hing unhappy in the fact that we have the right to con 

er how the rooms shall be granted. 

SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt the | 

an? 

MANN. Always. 

SHACKLEFORD. I interpreted some of the words that 
been uttered here this morning asa reflection on my friend 
Pennsylvania for having taken a hand in this proposition. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

PaLMerR] has received more encomiums upon his work in this 

rd than I have received in many months [laughter and ap- 
ise], and more than the gentleman from Missouri will ever 

e while he is chairman of the Committee on Roads. 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object—now, 

he gentleman from Missouri called attention to a resolution 

h was adopted by the House before the assignment of rooms 
s made at all. That is the resolution which I drew and sub 
tted to the House for the purpose of reserving certain rooms 

rom assignment to individual Members. That included the 

ittee rooms which are in the House and a number of other 

I s; but long ago that resolution expired, and its efficacy 

ired because the law that was passed subsequently to that 


provides—it went through the House and Senate and was 
ed by the President of the United States: 

ccupied space in said building shall be assigned by the Superin 
t of the Capitol Building and Grounds under the direction of 





Anta- 





ion and subject to the control of the House of Repr 


And to say that gentlemen who are occupying space over 
» which was reserved by the original resolution are occupy- | 
ing it in defiance of such legislation is a draft upon the im- 
igination. The House Office Commission and the Superintend- 
ent of the Capitol Building and Grounds had the authority to 
any unoccupied space in the House Office Building. If 
this space has been assigned, and it was temporarily assigned, 


I am not sure but the gentlemen went in with the state-| 


Inent that they could only occupy it temporarily. Now, a word, 
Mr. Speaker, as to whether this resolution is privileged. We 
l not had very much filibustering in the House of Repre- 
atives for many years; but in those days when there was 


—— 





prevent business by breaking a quorum while sitting in their 

the question of what was a privileged resolution was 
‘ghly important, and the importance of the question has not 
et ceased. If the Speaker shal! hold that the resolution offered 
tom the floor of the House changing the assignment of rooms 
S privileged, we can have 50 privileged resolutions here any 
me when the minority of the House desire to prevent the 
ransaction of business, and on each one of them you can have 
he previous question and a roll call. From the old days of 
\ibustering privileged resolutions have been ent short. The 
‘ght to offer a resolution from the floor and have it disposed of | 
‘hout reference to a committee has been invariably denied, | 


Dott ewe le oe a 


¥ 
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of at the time, giving the 


| offered in the Te 


| which the gentleman fror ! 


ly nf 


[ | Statute provides, as the : n fi 


bers of the House for their « 


) effort to count a quorum and when the minority intended | 


ept in matters of the highest privilege. I do not believe that | mission may take this job and welcome. 


the House ought to make a 1 1 
esolution « rni 


rivileged, offered from the flo a 


ness of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is th 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. S 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speake 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. S | I 
hold his objection for a 1 

Mr. MANN. Cert \ 

Mr. PALMER. While 1 
fact I have offered the re ! 
passed some remar! upon 


mitted, I want to say jt 


provided that certain ro l be 
ments then made. I led 


two rooms now covered by 


unoccupied space in the 1] 
by the Superintendent of the Capitol B 
by the commission h: ¢ dire ( ! 


Mr. MANN By the Su; nd ( 
Grounds under the direct of tl HT () ! 
mission. 

Mr. PALMER Now, und 


cupied space in the House Office Buik ' 


Mr. MANN. If the gentler 1 will } 
Mr. PALMER. Just a moment; I 
Mr. MANN. Well, I think that i 
Mr. PALMER. Well, t! 











offices got them because the 1 tat 
of the Capito) Building and Ground the Hi () B 
ing, Mr. Wooley, allowed them to fil l 
fore assigned them that space. Those ro be 
occupied are no longer occu] ls e witl 
Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Gr I 
solutely intolerable to think th Mem be ‘ Ls _ ) 
secured their rooms in that hion <¢ 1 be ! l 
committees put in their place except | 
House, and that is the legal jus ition fe 

Now. just one minute more rhe ¢ v fre New } 
{Mr. Firzceratp] says that he can not nl ! 
sistency in pressing this res on i 

yuri [Mr SHACKLEFORD] has stated the 
tion. I not unduly persistent I 
asked unanimous consent for it, and 
through after the purpose of it had be l 
necessity explained, as sil r 
during the Sixty-second Congress [ 
est in it, directly or indirecty. I do1 
hurrah” whether the Co tee on 
mittee room or not. [A] use. It 
ence to me, but I thin that | | 
they shall have a habitation and a home, and 
vide for that desire of M rs I in ( 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do t want this W 
tlemen think I have ass d of seeil 
House and thrashing out this question ger i 
most happy if it shall be assumed b I I 
sion, whose members upon the floor 
bid for the authority. I shall be pl! 
resolutions assigning committer to 
mittee-room assignments shall be 
gentleman from New York |M 
man from Illinois [Mr. MAN? 
Office Commission, along wi 
therefore, introduce 

But permit me to suggest to the 
of this important commi I f 
this additional important auth , 
come to examine this question and stud) i 
have done, I am satisfied that they he Ce 
Roads or suggest that that committee be put In 


rooms—Nos. 153 and 154; and I would 

you let this resolution go through. You can 

more investigation than has been given to it now 

of the House. Members can not become mucl { qj i 
with it than they now are. Let the Committee on R 

into these two rooms, and in future the O I ( 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
objects, and that is the end of it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speake?, I reserved the right of objection 
for a moment. I attempted to be very courteous to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Parmer}. I commended him for 
what he had done in reference to this matter 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the gentleman has 
not misunderstood me as intimating that I thought otherwise. 

Mr. MANN. But it is evidently lost upon the gentleman. 
Iie has endeavored to reflect upon the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FrrzcreraLp| and myself for our action in the House | 
to-day. In the heat of debate he has said what he ought not 
to have said, and in a moment of childishness he said, “I will 


not introduce another resolution; in your back- 


yard if I can not have my way.” 


I will not play 
[ Laughter. ] 





Mr. PALMER. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is the gentleman’s tone to the House. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Not just now. Reserving the right to object, I 
would like to suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
he had better take back what he said about not offering an- | 
other resolution in the House. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman makes sug- 
gestions about what I ought to do and refuses to yield to me, 
it is not fair. I might be going to do it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I say, the gentleman has performed a useful 
service in this regard, and I say that, notwithstanding the 
attitude which the gentleman assumes toward the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Fsrzceratp] and myself, as though we 
were interested in this matter personally, which is not the case 
at all. The House Office Commission has some responsibility 


We have disputes to settle once in a 
and a good many other things. In all 


concerning the House. 
while concerning rooms 


courtesy to the House Office Commission, which has these mat- 
ters in charge, these resolutions should be submitted to the 
House Office Commission before they are presented to the 


House, to see whether those gentlemen representing the House, 
in charge of the House Office Building, have objections to a 
proposition and can give valid reasons why the proposition 
ought not to go through. 

I have no objection to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] offering a resolution. Quite the contrary. I hope he 
will keep it up and take charge of the matter. But when he 
does so, I hope, before he submits it to the House, he will sub- 


mit it to those who have authority over the building, to see 
what they would suggest in regard to it, instead of submitting ¢ 


resolution here at the request of any gentleman or Member who 
asks him to do it. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. I always yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. PALMER. I had no intention of being discourteous to 


the gentleman from Illinois, for whom, as he knows, I have the 
very highest respect; and if I said anything which could be 
considered as a discourtesy, either to him or to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Firzcreratp], I gladly withdraw it. But 
I meant exactly what I said [laughter]—I meant what I said 
when I said I would not introduce any other resolution of this 
character. I think it is a thankless job, and no Member ought 
to be put in the position of being criticized for performing a 
function in which he has no interest and concerning which no 
duty devolves upon him. The gentleman suggests that I should 
continue to do all the work and get up these resolutions, smooth 
out the difficulties, get the committees together and everybody 
pleased, and then come and get the O. K. of the gentleman from 
New York and the gentleman from Illinois. I prefer to let them 
do the work, and they can come to the House and get our O. K. 

Mr. MANN. The truth is we do the work now. All you did 
was to present in the House without examination a resolution 
prepared for you. We are doing the work now. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


Mr. MANN. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, and 
that is the end of it. 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


for the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hay). The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FirzGerRALp] asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a resolution which will be reported 
by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 128. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcom- 
mittees as they may designate, shall have leave to sit during the ses- 


RECORD-—HOUSE. 


























sions of the House during the Sixty-third Congre and d 
cesses of that Congress, and authority is grar 1 to d 

and binding for said « mmitt ee deemed necessary in 

the subjects considered by it during the Sixty-third Con 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


Is there objection 4 


ADDITIONAL JUDGE, DISTRICT 


Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous co 
from the Speaker’s table House bill and to disng 
Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman fro: 
asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 1 


OF PENNSYLVAN 


bill 32, disagree to the Senate amendments, and as 
ference. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Reserving the right to object 
what the bill is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will rey 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. 32) to 
| the appointment of an additional district j tadiee in 


district of Pennsylvania. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ee 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object. if th 
will make his request to take this bill from iis Spe 


and consider it in the House at this time, I shall 
Perhaps we can dispose of the amendments. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Does the gentleman know 
amendments are? 

Mr. MANN. I do. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I want to say that I — l be 
object, unless the bill first goes to the committe 
not be any need to do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman fr 
objects. 

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move—— 


Mr. HARDWICK. 
man’s motion—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
his motion yet. 

Mr. CARLIN. I move that the bill be taken 
Speaker’s table, and that the Senate amendments be « 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman fro: 
[Mr. CARLIN] moves to take House bill with Sei 
ments from the Speaker’s table and to consider thi 
amendments in the House as in Committee of the W 

Mr. HARDWICK. On that motion I make the poi 
that under the rule, when a Senate amendment has 
sidered in Committee of the Whole House on the 
Union, the bill goes automatically to the committee 
of the subject matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hea 
man from Virginia on the point of order. 

Mr. CARLIN, Mr. Speaker, there could be no dor 
question if the bill had been reported from the 
the first place. 

Mr. MANN. This is a House bill, not a Senate | 

Mr. CARLIN. I understand; but it was consid 
special rule and not reported from a committee. 

Mr. MANN. gut the gentleman does not claiin 
abrogates the rule now that the committees have ber! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman fro! 
will indulge the Chair a moment, the Chair will 
tion to paragraph 2 of Rule XXIV, which states that: 

House bills with Senate amendments which do not 
tion in Committee of the Whole may be at once 
House may determine. 

Now, as this bill creates an office, it does require 
tion in Committee of the Whole; and therefore unle: 
tleman has some authority of which the Chair is not 
the Chair will be compelled to sustain the point o! 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary ingu 
being the rule, would it not be in order that the Hou 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on tli 
the Union for the consideration of the Senate ame! 
this bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; it would not 
rule provides that bills of this character shall aut 
be referred to the appropriate committees. 

Mr. PALMER. The Speaker has just read the ru 
provides that the bill shall go to the Committee of | 
House on the state of the Union. 


I make the point of order 


The gentleman has 


on 
ve 


S 
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ret 
lier 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will read the whole 
f the gentleman desires it: 


Y 


and communications from heads of departments and other | 


eations addressed to the House, and bills, resolutions, and 
from the Senate may be referred to the appropriate commit 


the same manner and with the same right of correction as | 
Is presented by Members; but House bills with Senate amend- | 


which do not require consideration in a Committee of the 
iy be at once disposed of as the House may determine. 


is a bill which does require consideration in Committee 


Whole. 
Mr. PALMER. But there is nothing in the rule which says 
House bill with committee amendments when it comes 
from the Senate must first go to the committee. It must 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
_and therefore I submit that a motion to go into the Com- 
. of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
‘ eration of the Senate amendments would be in order. 
&PEAKER pro tempore. The Chair differs with the 
an, and sustains the point of order. 
MANN. If the Chair will pardon me, I will call his 
on to a part of the rule which I think he did not read. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not read it be- 
did not seem to be necessary. 
Mr. MANN. It is as follows: 
and communications from heads of departments, and other 
ations addressed to the House, and bills, resolutions, and 
m the Senate may be referred to the appropriate committ 
same manner and with the same right of correction as public 
ented by Members. 
Mr. PALMER. This is not a bill from the Senate. This is a 
H bill with Senate amendments. 
MANN. This is a bill from the Senate. The gentleman 
ken. This is not a Senate bill, but it is a House bill 
message from the Senate. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, so that there may be no 
n about the practice, in section 861 the following author- 
y riven: 
House bill returned with Senate amendments involving a new 
f appropriation, whether with or without a request for a con 
is referred directly to a standing committee, and on_ being 
| therefrom is referred directly to the Committee of the Whole 





There are cited several authorities taken from volume 4, 
Hinds’ Precedents. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt that 
» Chair is correct in his ruling, and sustains the point of 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR DIFFERENT COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 

» present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 124. 
lved, That the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
and is hereby, authorized during the Sixty-third Congress to 
ich printing and binding done as may be required for the transac- 

f its business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

rhere was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 127. 
olved, That the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of 





R entatives of the Sixty-third Congress is authorized to have such 
printing and binding done for the use of the committee as may be 
hecessary for the transaction of its business. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 126. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be authorized to have 
uch printing and binding done as may be required in the transaction 
oF its business; that the.Committee on Naval Affairs and the subcom- 
mittees thereof have authority to sit during the sessions of the House 
and during the recesses of the Sixty-third Congress. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
‘he resolution was agreed to. 


§ 
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Mr. MANN. During the remaind 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I w \ 
nois, if he will allow me and the ¢ f ( 
yield 

Mr. HARDWICK. I will vield to th 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That a reso 
the Democratic caucus yesterday providing 
this side of the Hous for thy present and 1M t 
sion. That program m ded that n ot 
mittees shall report bil l iti 
except the Committee on Ways and M« y , 
Elections, the Committee on Ap ropt { ( 
Banking and Currency, the Committee on R ( 
mittee on Accounts, in order that this 
fined, as far as practicable, to the conside { 
bill and pessibly to the co ler f 
Committee on Banking and Curr V § | ! 

I understand that it will be ne ry C 
Appropriations to bring in a deficiency | ‘ 
session. Now, that being the « ! I] 
taken the responsibility of saying to t 
fines the legislation of the House to thi 

from those committees. There is a Dis ( 
course, bills con 1 be refer d to the mn i 
were not reported at the proper time 
to discharge the committee under the D ( 

sition. 

Now, two years ago we were in this i 
cluded to limit the work of the extra sess 
matters, but we avoided the Discharge ¢ 
ment over. I think this is simpler and « 
factory. We do not propose to allow moti li 
mittees that have been prohibited from rep to 
and therefore we desire to pas 1 reso 
operation of the Discharge Calendar for 
manently, but for this session. Of cet [or 
fact 

Mr. MANN. Was this referred to the Cor on R 

Mr. HARDWICK. It wa t referred { Com ( 
Rules, simply because it was the caucus a nd it 
formality to refer it. If anybody objects, th my 
take it up. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, it could be carried to t 
Committee on Rules. It has been approved b he Di 
caucus, and we have enough votes to put it tl wh if th 
tleman from Illinois prefers to do it that way But if w 
get this resolution through at this time, I \ | to 
I can enter into a compact with the gent! fr I 
about adjournment for some weeks. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask t r 
again reported. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gent 
for a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes 

Mr. GARDNER. Now, we suspend ( 
whole rule - 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No 

Mr. GARDNER. Allow me to state my qu Wh 
want to get at is this: Whether we will be permitted two wer 
| from to-day to file motions to discharge and have them pend 
or whether we can not file those motions to discharge u 
next session? That is very important. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The entire fourth clause of the 1 
suspended. We did not see any need of letting in a lot of 
motions when they could not be taken up, and we have ju 
suspended that part of the rule that relates to the Dischar 


MOTIONS TO DISCIIAR CO) 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. S x I 
the present consideration of 
Clerk's desk. 

Phi lerk read as f s 

I 

i i f 1 
t! ris i 4 t 
the House of Rep tat 

The SPEAKER pro t e l 

Mr. MANN Mr. Spe 
understand, this reso ‘ to 
committee discharge rule 


i > ru 


Mr, HARDWICK. Di 


session 


Calendar. 
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Mr. GARDNER. I quite agree that the gentleman is right in | interfere with the gentleman’s unanimous-cons 
ng ol ese 1 ) ‘ the gentleman | because it is not expected that it shall interfere w 
red whether these motions c: “l the first day of | consent. I assume that either the gentleman from |] 
on, or 1 tv b 14 « 5 the next s on | MANN] or his representative, or the gentleman { 
provi f |Mr. MurpockK] or one of his representatives, w 
MARDWICK ( ( I provide for during the re floor at every session between now and the 23d of JI 
P the yu I i i nany word to ything coming up except ordinary orders 1] 
MANN. ‘The rule is: sary to take, and therefore I ask unanimous ¢ 
M t to the Cler! n in writing to di will not make it unanimous consent—I will ask, w 
publi ll o mous con t, if I can have an und tanding 
. , A to poms: >I man from Illinois and the gentleman from K 
entel Ll ihto ¢ few weeks ro? 
RDWICK, Ex: y- } we have suspended | Mr. MANN. What business is it that t 
| would come up‘ 
GARDNER. 3 » ould l t it in operation on | Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not expect any busi 
: e bills Mr. MANN. Of course, there is the iry ci 
re the com 1 mo is in conference, and the Indian appropria 1 | 
é | the té and mn ¢ ergenc or urgent de 
LARDWICI Phat { i | W pre a ! irted The gentler 1 did 
v, if the gentleman permit, I recognize | report from the Committee on Interstate and 
the Dei tic side of the H se is in a majority merce: but something must be done in refer 
i Ui right to determine whether ¢ yt they will transact merce Court, either by legislation or an approp 
ness except certain special business at a special session | Mr. UNDERWOOD. I take it that qu stion ¢ 
of 4 1 - and of course if they 1 e that determination and | up within these three weeks. 
des of the louse agree in reference to what business shall Mr. MANN. It may have to ec up wi 
ted as the weeks go along, so that Members have Mr. BARTLETT. There is no money to pa. 
ter liberty about being present, it would be perfectly fair | of the court after the 1st of July. . 
mnection with that to make a further agreement or have Mr. MANN. ‘There is no money to run ft} 
so thut the minority could not ‘embarrass the majority | other court has jurisdi 1 of the questi 
this Committee Discharge Calendar. I think that would | merce Court was created to consider. 
be perfectly fair. But what is the gentleman’s intention now | Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘That would come 
i reference to future meetings of the House? tions Committee. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I will suggest to the gentleman Mr. MANN. It would unless the court was 


i I 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] and to the gentleman from Kansas Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ye: 


Mr. Murpock], if he is present Mr. MANN. I think under the cireumstar 
Vir. MANN He is here. | of the House are not many of them in favor of 
‘ir. UNDERWOOD that they enter into an agreement that court, ve if it is the determination of that s 
er to-d no business shall be transacted in the House except | to abolish the court, probably the point of no q 
v in be done by unanimous co t—ordinary orders, and | not be raised. I should not raise it. 
tl f that kind—and that we adjourn for three days at a Mr. MURDOCK. T should like to ask the 
t intil Monday, the 23d day of June. | Alabama about the MacDonald election 
Mr. MANN. Let us have that agreement, coupled with the Mr. UNDERWOOD. I assume that it will t 
mous « ent. weeks for the Election Committees to prepare, 
Mr. MURDOCK. And 45 minutes to-day. | out these election cases. If the MacDonald « 
Mr. UNDERWOOD There would be no question about gen- | reported within these three weeks and unani 
i n making speeches. That could be done by unanimous | given for its consideration, why then it \ 
Poy ear) ft consider it. But if it was not, I think it would 
Mr. MANN. Of course we know you have the power to do} until after the 23d day of June. 
this. But the power to do a thing is one thing and unanimous Mr. MANN. May I gentleman f1 Is 











col it is quite another. I have seen oc ms when, out of | knows \y the facl 

‘ irtesy to that side of the House, I pel itted a resolution to has been prints 

he considered by unanimous consent, only to be reviled a few Mr. MURD¢ ] 

minutes thereafter by some Member side of the House | Mr. MANN. 1 to i 

because it had gone through by unanil is consent, although the | he order that . ey 
nority had allowed it, per force, on account of force or | hearing of the cas he lay 

numbers. But suppose hereafter, after the 25d day of June, | House calls in the parties and determi: 

and along about the 23d day of September we commence to lI dot know whetl that has been d 

tral t all kinds of busines Would tl sentleman then be | j nterested in the ht to s that i 

vi ig to have the committee-discharge rule put in force again? | speedily. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Weill, if we were doing general business Mr. MURDOCK. I understand that is the a 
and the blanket was lifted so that committees could report their Mr. MANN. It is the duty of the Clerk to 
bills to the House, I think it would be proper to lift the prac- | suggested to the Speaker some time ago that 
tice, but so long as we are prohibited from reporting bills from | Clerk that it be printed 
committees to the House by caucus resolution, I think it is the | Mr. MURDOCK. I will ask the gentleman f 
duty of the Members on this side to protect those committees. | it is not his purpose to have that case ¢ 


Mr. MANN. I agree with the leader of the majority in ref- | possible? 
erence to that. I do not think it would be fair to their side of | Mr. UNDERWOOD. I personally have no pu 
the House to permit their committees to be annoyed by motions | matter, but I understand it is the purpose of t 
discharging committees from the consideration of bills which | House to see that a speedy and early hearing of 









they could not report. had, so that it may be disposed of. If there is a c 

Of course the committee-discharge rule always was buncombe. | it, it is apparent that it could not come up betwee! 
{Laughter on the Republican side.}] No committee ever was | 23d of June, because there will not be a quorun 
discharged under it. No vote ever was taken under it, I believe, | there is no contest about it, then I see no obj 
except once, when I caught them without a quorum and got | it 


Yn 








z u 
the Speaker to rule—erroneously—that we had a right to have | Mr. MURDOCK. Then there is no objection to 
a roll call. [Laughter.] it immediately after the reconvening on June 25: 

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman speaks in his characteristic Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; and if the committ 
way. to make their report, it can be considered before 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the nobody objects. , 2 
present consideration of the resolution offered by the gentle- Mr. MANN. Then, as I understand it, we h 
man from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick]? [After a pause.] The | Mens understanding that there will be no bu 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. | emergency business transacted between now ar 
The resolution was agreed to. June, except possibly such ordinary business 4s 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire, before we go by unanimous consent? . 
further, to see if we can enter into a compact which will not Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
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Mr. MURDOCK. How about the bill for the additional 
dgeship in Pennsylvania, which went to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee this morning? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The committee are prohibited from re- 
rting that bill without caucus action. 
Mr. MANN. It has not been sent to the committee yet 


t) \ 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will have to come up by unanimous 
consent in the House, and I take it that the committee would 
not attempt to go to the Democratic caucus and ask unanimous 
consent to report that bill; but I will say, speaking for my 
side of the House, that if that was done, this rule would not 
lated by its being brought up from the committee before 
the 23d. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Then I understand that in addition there 
is a measure in the Senate having to do with midshipmen, 
which bill has recently passed the Senate or is about to pass it. 
Mr. BARTLETT. It is here now in the House. 
M:. MANN. Is the gentleman specially concerned about that 


Mr. MURDOCK. Not at all, but I have been asked about it. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman has pamed the 23d of June. 
Mr. MURDOCK, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman about that bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It certainly would not come up before 
the 23d of June. 
Mr. MANN. It might be taken up by unanimous consent. 


Mr. MURDOCK, It comes within the range of unanimous | 


ynsent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If it comes in here with a request for 
unanimous consent I expect that the gentleman from Kansas, 
if he is opposed to it, will have a representative here to object, 
or the gentleman from Illinois, in case he is opposed to it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not know that I am opposed to it, 
but it comes within the range of unanimous consent. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman spoke of the 23d 
day of June. That comes at about the date when the sweet 
g rraduates are coming out. There is a great deal of incen- 
tive to be present at college presentments, both of girls and 
} 





joys. Would it be practical to make the date a little later | 
than the 23d day of June, so that it would not interfere with | 


that delightful occupation? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will state why I fixed 


that date. I do not know at present how much progress is | 


being made on the tariff bill in the Senate, or how much will 
be made. In the next place, I do not know what action the 
Banking and Currency Committee may want to take. That 


| 


gives us a week in between the 23d day of June and the 4th day 


burg, and that a great many Members of the House would like 
to attend that celebration. I think by our coming back here 

i starting afresh on the 23d of June we could then deter 
mine whether we would have to stay here and do business or 
whether we can go over the 4th of July and these celebrations. 


Mr. MANN. Of course we will not have a quorum until after 


of July. I understand that there is a celebration at Gettys- | 


the 4th of July unless there is some emergency. Is it under- 
| that the President will send in a message on banking and | 
curl y very soon? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I can not speak with any | 


authority, but that is my understanding. 

Mr. MANN. And it will then be referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR CERTAIN COMMITTEES. 


_Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
‘he Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 131. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Revision of the Laws be, and 
: reby, authorized to have such printing and binding done as may 
ve necessary for the transaction of its business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

7 here was no objection. 

rhe resolution was agreed to. 


7 HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 123. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories is hereby authorized to 


have such printing and bi a 
ndin a 
sare auch pe oing am g done as may be necessary in the trans 





present consideration of the resolution which I send to the | 


i 


The SPEAKI 


©R pro tempore is the 


There was no objection. 


The resolutio 


n was agreed to 


Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I ask 1 


Mr. MURDOCK. 


Mr. MANN. 


ferred? 


‘ration of the resoluti 





It goes to that committ 
jut how can the chairman 
say he will take it up immediately when it ha 


present consid W 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 129 
Re solved, That the Committee on Cla 3 be 
printing and binding done as*may be required 
business during the Sixty-third Congress 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to 
Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I a una 
the present consideration of the reso 1 whi 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 139 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Pub I 
Representatives of the Sixty-thire ‘ong 
printing and binding done for th h ! itte 
sary for the transaction of ! al to ‘ 
of the House and during the re es of the Sixty I 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there obj¢ 
There was no objectioi 
The resolution was agreed to 
Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I k unat 
the present consideration of the resol 1 \ 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 137 
Resolved, That the Committee on Coinage, We t 
| authorized to have such printing and binding d 
for the transaction of its business during the Sixt 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I as 
for the present consideration of the tesolu 
the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Hou I | n 15 
Resolved, That the Committee on E! No. 3 
auth ed to have such pris iz and bi ! 
third Congress as may » ret ed f l 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there obj 
There was no objection 
The resolution was agreed to 
Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask u 
present consideration of the resolut 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read us fi 
7 
Resolved, That the Com: n the J 
such printing and bind 
of it business dur the Sixt t rd ¢ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
Mr. MANN. Who offers this resol 
Mr. CARLIN. I do; acting for 
mittee. 
The SPEAKER pro te ‘e. Is there obj 
There was no objecti 
The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. POST. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer tl 
lution. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore The ¢ 
lution. 
The Clerk read as follow 
H 
Resolved, That the ¢ I 
have such prir ting id d 
tion of its business during the Six hird 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is tl 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, re g 
I would like to ask the g ntleman f ) 
plates taking up the contested- M 
| diately? 
Mr. POST. Yes, sir; at once 
Mr. MANN. How can that be done; it h 


Mr. MURDOCK. But when it is referred 


Mr. MANN. 


gut the election case hi: 





hot 
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( 


objection? [After a 


pt through 
on was agreed to. 


administration of centralizec 
re to offer the follow- ai le means, and I believe, 
t than the Federal Govern: 
. natural difficulties of the situa ( 
port it. lerivable from human effort. But, h 
nel Government can and mus 
lertake to dogmatiz i! 
— ; ; protective measures shall be appli r general 
Rang’. ts uation leads me to believe that if the river channel 
L lay n ssary flow therein pet tent, if the banl are reenf ed 
Sixty-third Congress, the levees are built to a designated height and s 
re objection? [After a | 2@tural avenues of relief are utilized and improved, then 
such immunity as the Almighty intended that we should 
THEORIES MENTIONED, 
“Whether the ‘ lever nly’ theory, or tl 
| ‘reservoir’ tl ry, ol he ‘reforestation and 
|} any other theory or any her combination of 
rk will report it. am un ble determine. Ar I consider that I, o1 
layman who undertakes to theorize and dogmatize 
lars, not only wastes time which might be empl 
but interferes with the efficiency of the efforts of thos« 
larbors be authorized | they are doing. If we can induce the United State 
d b d as is 1 ‘ssary in the trans- | take over the river problem and administer the system 
ss during the Sixty-thi ngress, _ — —— material assistance as we who are directly a 
‘ ’ y . - ae tribute, I shall be wholly satisfied to leave the theory of | 
Mr. MANN. What committee is this? well as the details of operation, to the judgment and 


Mr. SPARKMAN. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors. | perts appointed to handle the same. And furthermore 
The SPEAKER pro tempore s there obiecti 9 mn | issue of inducing the Government to assume charge of 
ome : - , I ne - ion? [After in the interim to render the maximum of aid, I am di 


use.] The Chair hears none. of being guided by the judgment of our Representat 
ry 


n was agreed to. 
to offer the follow- 


i 1 of its 1e 


he question was taken, and the re lution was agreed to. who are in intimate touch with the legislative situation ; 

Mr. Sneaker desire to offe “ _ | fied to gauge the same, rather than to hamper and « 
: os ker, I'd re to offer the fol Representatives by demonstrations carnished by raw 

ad ea bones oratory and stereopticon melodramas. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report it. “The inveterate disposition of the average man to r 

T 


Mr. BELL of Georgia. 
lowing resolution. 


he Clerk read as follows: tails about which he is ignorant, to express his opinion 
ee on concerning which he has a sensation as contradistir 
House resolution 138. | thonght, and to become a noisy claquer to issues whi 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads be | personally understand, is perhaps the most serious draw! 
authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be neces- government, and ts without doubt the soil in which most 
sary for its business during the Sixty-third Congress. | lative projects are propagated. The mass meeting of ‘I 
our . . a 7 ras Ci >( he tensible purpose of strengthening 
ha SPT > ’ : “ i eens 9 ' | was called for the oster le pr of strength 1g 
rhe 4 PEAK ER pro tempore. Is there obje tion ? [After 4 | port the broad movement for Federal jurisdiction of the r 
pause.| The Chair hears none. To such a summons every man and woman in the Mi 
rhe question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. a as a but when the en 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas sw mentieaen or led and duly impressed with the importance and nec 
Mr. rei HEN of ‘Ts xas, Mr. . peaker, I present the fol- aid and contro! the real purpose of the meeting devel 
lowing resolution and ask its immediate consideration. indorsement of one of the most extraordinary legislatiy 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the reso- | ™odern times or of any time. The Newlands Dill, a 
lution 7 | triously promoted hereabouts, was the honoree of the 
eee a : measure frankly demagogic in its construction and app 
rhe Clerk read as follows: ary, utopian, and futile in its promise was, over the 
House resolution 140 and earnest requeSt for a hearing on the part of our ty 


on ‘ . “ar Senators, summarily indorsed. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs is hereby authorized . 


to have such printing and binding done as may be necessary in the | DEMONSTRATION INEFFECTIVD 


ransactior f its bus s ‘ing thi ‘ongress : , 
t tion of i business during this Congress. “Such a demonstration can have no effect in so far 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? | fortunes of the Newlands bill are concerned, but by 


fy NY > Seoatenw ‘ J ' és 3 . Representativ i Washington and creating the s| 
! Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, that should be “dur ing the Sixty- thet their off ort » ane saadieeed ~ the gasele of this s 
third Congress.” 7 ie a , 


demonstration can. and no doubt will, work incalculal 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. “During this Congress” is the | general movement for Federal protection upon which w 
language | And the sentiment of these set demonstrations is no 
Sie aarnr 9K ' : If our Representatives should allow themselves to b 
Mr. MANN. Then that is all right. | their well considered course in endeavoring to secure $6 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a | Tiver protection through the regular channels of legis 
pause.] The Chair hears none. after this new thing under the sun promising (if adopt 
r +3 : ‘ — million, there is no assurance but that another mass 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. result in different and contrary instructions. Even on 
—— . , in the present pro-Newlands movement, has changed his 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. | river protection within the past eight months. Onl; 
Mr T , -hYS of featcatnnt laa . —_ September, 1912, he declared that out of the ripeness of 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr..Speaker, I ask unani- | a the abundance of his know ledze ghe nad reached an 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing | and confidence in the efficacy of the levee system as tl 
a letter writte be ’ B. Thomps > issi T est. and the only protection against the recurring 0 
; oo a a” eiete 8 by Mr. W B. rh my Son, CcomEm One! of | lower river. And yet in May, 1913, we find this same lead 
public utilities in New Orleans, on the subject of the improve- | jno our Senators and Representatives with political excor 
ment of the Mississippi River. if they do not abandon the policy which in September he 
The SPEAKER pr “mpore. s or iecti _ | to be the only way, and if they do not at once join in the 
* . PI am) a 8 F cami ws \ Is there objection to the _ to force into Uncle Sam’s fiseal system the compound ca 
4 t of the gentleman from Mississippi? [After a pause.] | concocted by a devoted band of claimers, reclaimers, cons 
The Chair hears none. constructionists. If our leaders are thus variable, what ' 
The article is as follows: of the unthinking hof polloi? If our bedeviled Representa‘ 
ag ‘ : : : hearken unto this fierce command, could they not reasor 
SS es ASSUME RIVER CONTROL—W. B. THOMPSON, | another popular assembly might shortly order the Newlan 
COMMI IONER OF PUBLIC UTILITIES, THINKS THE CAREFULLY ORGAN- | scrap heap and declare for some newer and still more p: 
IZED DEM‘ \TION IN FAVOR OF NEWLANDS BILL SHOULD BB RE- | structive, and promising measure which would und rtal 
GRETTED—SAYS THAT HOPES AND FEARS OF DISTRESSED PEOPLE OF | the solar system and utilize hydraulic pressure for the pain! 
eeeEs? Ve Soe ae Sa lof the vermiform appendix? 
Relative to the mass meeting of last Thursday night, where the New- | F . . 
lands river regulation bill was indorsed, W. B. Thompson, commissioner FOR THOSE CURIOUS. 
of public utilities, Monday gave out a statement as follows: “Tf happily this communication should reach the att 
“The carefully organized demonstration in favor of the Newlands | of the constituents of the said mass meeting and should 
bill enacted in this city on last Thursday night should be regretted. | such some slight movement of curiosity as to what, pc! 
It is particularly unfortunate, just at the time when the moral sense | Newlands bill might really comprehend, perhaps the peru 
of the Nation is beginning to recognize that the menace of the Missis- | following extract from the measure, setting out the objects 


1 
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and specifying what the board created thereby will i 
interest : ‘ “While I do not que ) 
| 
| 










p. formulate, prepare, consider, and de | while I accord to th 





ins for the conservatio use, and de- 














N ; La . viction that I « i 
resources of the United States in| my hum! e 7 idement t 
er the flow of source streams and | pipblic Tre t I 
rivers, and eml h that object flood protection, drain- | ard of mere opportuni i 
f mation of : I 






imp and overflow lands; water storage 
; the beneficial use of waters for 


citizens of other s 


prote on and Ip] t to 





1 artificial | r 
1 for all d 








































































































































































































tic and industrial purposes; | them, and if I had # \ es 
tenance and dev ot of ground water supplies an to aes ental ot ; : 
ground : irrigated lands and under- | or 7 ¢ 
irgement o areas and raising of the | opinion. ¢ ‘ = ’ 
the construction of flood-water canals, by- | tc . ; 
; the control and regulation of drainage | p vhen {t 
reams by turn seepage; the perpetuation | poses | ; 
‘e of woodland cover as sources of stream | ynon the 1 
nudati and erosion; the protection of | g, all a os : 
yil materials; the clarification of streams; | , , om - 
y prevention of the pollution of | m eannam whl caine: 4 : 
tary osal of sewage and purification of | pecocnit} Pe other 
tribution of forests, woodlands, and other | stions we attach to the 
1 irrigated areas in their relation to river | aqinnets ana *han aun ‘ 
ted and woodland areas from destruction | stiach thereto a con 
} st n of huded is; the planting all the ral iicatior > eeaeiaiaedl e 
nt of forest plantati the preservation | ; Ma > = eames. ‘tes tal a s 
‘ l any other growth and protective ver | iaac ah Seetine dian a nae tt e 
the inc se and development of the porosity and ab- | le kn p... ~h - a eae a ; —_ 7 
‘ and storage capacity of the soil upon which rain or | in its ~ aneaetidian ; ; , 
the making and furnishing of plans for flood-water | ennidaits es 
] works of Irrication, and ¢ r for farms, towns, and | _ E . 
t acqui ion, ! ision, and nt I, in ; 
‘ y cultivated farms of lands for water by it } ay 2 , B03 and , 
¢ of the irrigation systems for such lands, includi i : la 
I litches I! y works; the pi so : 
\ tow pd i 3 damage te r- |. ct = I 
impounding f l wi in artificial ge | Care ae a 7 
to pl floods and overftows, erosion, pe- |. 7 : 
ultimate object of all such work being t at 3 
rdize the flow of navigable riy and sour sEsety of | t 1 a 
nd ymplishment of that object to induce and secure o api ds 
municipalities, districts, counties, towns, and | ngec Ul . 
itions.’ ” | 
PROGRAM NOT SIMPLE. ~ tne ; 3 i aoe ree 
have a syn sium indeed. The pro 1 proposed he | ing a commission to e3 i 
‘ yard fs not nearly so simple as the formation of an empire | jn ts, and carrying an app! :tion 
nization of a republic. Compared with the possibilities of f: but we would look wi entire ¢ 
t rospectus John Law’s Mississippi company was a mere adventure | ypon an attempt to pi 
sanut stand. The boa yuld require an army of employees, | and to include in the riatio i 
ne of the items of activity would call for a subboard, a | to make effective such pians as said 
the number of boards would be multiplied by the number | form late to pre it red } 1 nd 
nits in the vast area covered. Take, for instance, the | and otherwise harrassing the ( childre 
d inconspicuous item, ‘the utilization of the water power.’ | quest for knowledg | I am ; 
] ng or else it means an undertaking so stupend that | Newlands bill, recognizing the urgent necessit i 
t mind is staggered in the attempt to comprehend it. A | for dood prevention. appropriates $ Oo 
be tilize the water power of the United States! How? ‘For | no< which includes f r tl M 
beneficial >» in all domestic, municipal, and industrial purposes.’ | G,)/ a? dred 1 . : 
I town, city, and locality in the United States susceptible to the | ja; source regulation, et B : t 
I 1 utilization of water power would be within the purview of | gqditional is appropriated.  ‘ { 
tl rd or of one of its subdivisions, and oll the inhabitants of each | any ' the ft f 
Ww ave a warrant under the promise of the bill to clamor for | pared an 
aid in the developmen sr power for their particular | ang ¢, not d 
nicipal, or industrial profit. This function alone, If | ang to pr 3 of 
i, would involve an organization more complex than any of the la d purchases. tr dest t ; 
present departments of the Federal Government and would require for | ang eaysces enumerated 
e and support the resources of a Monte Cristo. But it | ~ “ oe have no means of know 
said that, of course, this provision is not to be taken literally | pi wij} bec: a lav Mier w ; 
lly Then, I answer that it means nothing, and is the mere by no Means assured Tr the meantime I a 
n of a surcharged vocabulary or else is a plank in the platform | 4? ys with whom flood prevention is tl 
favorable attention of localities partial to expenditure of it is best that we stand solidly be! ’ 
yy the Government for ‘ constructive’ purposes. vate Be = dire and st le affnt 
» foregoing is but one of the minor objects or incidents of the > for the work in 1 ’ ’ 
All tl rivers and waterways on the continent are to be con- |, of the fl l . iced fg 
from source to mouth, and instead of shrinking from the roaring | ;_.. ; ‘ea ; + ' , 
1 of iction which have hitherto washed our valleys, the | 4. . ens } 
a ; ; . ‘ en? | dut , Ss ts 
all only the hushed murmurs of hydrosta equilibrium | ¢ » respons ty ¢ 
e. *s of pure microbeless fluid shall be provided in appro- | * =o ae 
tuat for the delectation, comfort, and financial gain the | 
enef of this bill Subterranean storage basins, channels, | Recla tion is i rt: and 
are to be provided, into which the overt of surface | Is por y, but flood tect 
be condensed and siuiced under thirsty fiel< | ject rep s nts future profit, the « | 
SANDS OF THE DESERT. Soom den semmennie tm aati 
ds of the desert shall be by the alchemy of legislation con- | of the Congress of the United § to t 
to luvia. F s shall spring from hitherto denuded | Of our Stricken vai ~~ a . 1 
n¢ ‘ vear the farmer's j il salutation, woodlands shal] | Nation-wide condit I do believe that 
m hill to dale and from dale to hill, and the sophisticated citizen | ure an ad¢ Pp V rot x 
view with cot ure the phenomenon which so affrighted the > pa n a 
of Cawdor wl ‘nam wood me marching on to Dunsinane. | na a 1 desi ; 
t content with these more obvious works of Improvement our | . 
ve benefactors would charge the board with the duty of in- | 
( zy the porosity of the soil, lest old Mother Earth, through ab- | bus ‘ : : y 
tion or neglect, should permit her capillaries to become clogged | by their o - . 
letriment of the complete harmony of the occasion We have | it leaves its mo 
I tla which makes the nebular hypothesis look like a sum in | n1° 
addition. It is the new genesi As nearly as I can judge, it| “MAY 19 - 
t care of all the imminent ills except the boll weevil, votes fo Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. 8] 
‘ and infant damnation, and 1 am not sure but that under th present considerati: 
> of contemporaneous construction even these burning problems | ; a: eae 
included with its purview and aeebees. Jedi cgammaans |} The SPEAKER pro tempore 
Yhen I have made inquiry of local advocates of the measure in} resolution 
0, a8 to the reason for the omnibus scope of its provision as t The Clerl las fi ry 
s0 great a varicty of objects and purposes should be enumerated; | a } 
, ny diverse interests cot red, so extended a territory provided | Resolved, That the thank 
‘or, and the door of opportunity thrown open to so many different ent be extended to the 8 H 
ints, all in one mastodonic draft upon the Treasury, I have been | following stateme it m aD 
ee ed by way of answer that it was deemed necessary to enlist the | Woman's National Der I , : et 
wo ithy of practically the entire country in order that the huge ap- | Representat om Congress : i , i ‘ bs 
+, -priation might be voted by Congress. I have been told, furthermore, | Sing'c man the House wh vote can be 
om 4 - aps the — was not perfect, perhaps it would have to be | the use of money—not on 
vs OWT or shape ir ‘ , over av Le ‘ len 2 a\4 . : 2a Loar "ACOT ire : 
os ild not interest paul ta aeteapeotn Tarsies a: len on we ‘of the _ c a “oo” M ., Ss; vs k ; I lust 1 { [ 
ee ee Valley were provided for in a generous appropriation for Mr. oa + Bey enero — 





er protection. agree thoroughly with what the Speaker said about the mem- 


this House. 
and 


pro 


this would be a 


not think 


oviject, 


The gentleman from Alabama 


but I do 
therefore I 


tempore. 


ot 
resolution 


>» SPEAKER 


PRINTING 

LEWIS of 
t for it! cons 
lerk 
» SPEAKER pro tempore. 


AND BINDING FOR COM) 
Mr. 


the r« 


ON 
I 


i1L10n 


LABOR. 
unanimous 
I send to 


ITTEE 
S ask 


which 


Maryland. 
deration of 


r 
el, 


desk. 
The Clerk will report the reso- 
» Clerk read follows: 
olred, That the Committee on Labor 
such printing and binding done as may 
third Congre for 1 transaction of its busin 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ion? 
Mr. MANN. Reser the right to object, Mr. Speaker, may 
I ask whether this committee has had this privilege before? 
Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. I am unable to inform the gentle- 
I am too new in the situgtion to do that. 
MANN. Well, I think it would be just as well for the 
to withdraw his resolution until he finds out. I 
is a that new chairman ougkt to find out 


as 
rized to have 
the 


auth 
curing 


is hereby 
sary 


$s. 


ne Pixty 

1e 
5 ‘ 

obje 


y 
bilge 


mah. 
Mr. 
rentlem 
think that 
about. 
Mr. LEWIS 


mn 
matter a 
of the usual 
submit 


tween 


I underst that is 
ctice, but I there should rea for dis 
inating b Labor and the Commit- 
on Indian Affairs, to which this privilege has been granted 
the last few minutes. 
Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman may look at it in that 
he pleas her been in the habit 
it would ide by a general 
that all shall have this privilege. So long as we 
have a general rule that does not extend the privilege to all 
committees, it is not customary to extend it to a committee that 
has not had it before, unless there is a reason for it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I object for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate concurrent resolution of 
the following title was taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

S$. Con. Res. 2. Concurrent resolution 
Committee on Printing to employ 

ADJOURNMENT OVER UNTIL FRIDAY. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Friday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UnpERwoop] asks unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday next. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


and 


be no 


Mary land. 
that 


the Committee on 


son 


if The House ‘tofore has of 


discrimin otherwise prov 


committees 


SENATE REFERRED. 


authorizing the Joint 


a stenographer. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
consent to extend my remarks upon the subject upon 
which I spoke yesterday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Washing- 
ton |Mr. Humpurey] asks unanimous consent to extend his 
remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman means, of course, to revise 
and correct and extend? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. He means to extend, and not to revise. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not catch what 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] said. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I was trying to determine from the gentle- 
man from Washington [Mr. HumMpHReyY] what his request was. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Washing- 
ton |[Mr. HumpnHrey] asked unanimous consent to extend his 
remarks in the Recorp upon the subject upon which he spoke 
yesterday. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
more clear to the gentleman, I will 
extend the remarks I made yesterday. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, what 
does the gentleman mean by “revising” his remarks? I have 
never been willing to set a precedent in the House of permitting 
gentlemen making speeches on the floor to eliminate what they 
have said or to change what they have said. Of course, that 
is not the intention of the gentleman from Washington. But 
for a long time objection was made to requests for the revision 
of remarks. No Member has the right to make a speech on 
the floor of the House and say one thing and then change it, as 


mous 


Mr. Speaker, to make it 
ask leave to revise and 
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| inquiry for my 
| modifications as 
way | 


rule | 





sometimes gentlemen are 
in the Rrcorp thereafter. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Well, as I understand 
Washington, who made quite an extended speech } 
his present request is to extend; that is, add to t! 
made yesterday. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I 
man that I am not going to change anything that I 
day except to change in a minor way 
of expression, and in cases where a 
shall not make any changes at all. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Reserving the right to objec 
I want to say to the gentleman from Washinezto1 

here is “to revise and extend.” 
MANN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
MURDOCK. ‘That is the usual form 
chnically so or not I am not prepared to say. 
Mr. MANN. That is not the usual formula. Tt 
usual formula at this Congress, and I have objet 
eral times. The usual formula heretofore has } 
leave extend,” not “to revise and extend,’ 
tain gentlemen have been in the habit of 
extend.” 
Mr. FERRIS. 


overpersuaded to do wh 


the ge 


will 


say to 
the languag: 
Member 


inter! 


\\ 


té 


‘to 


Mr. Speaker, I want right there 
own personal information. Has i 
practice. when we ask leave to extend remarks, 
we deem desirable, and also ext 
is not the proper interpretation, I have been mis 
ter myself 

Mr. MANN. Leave to extend, of course, per! 
what you please. The leave to extend does not } 
ber who makes an address on the floor of the Ih 
out or to say directly the reverse of what he 4 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objecti 

Mr. MURDOCK. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objecti: 
of the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Hump: 
granted. 

There was no objection. 

THE FOREST SERVICE. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask 1 
sent that 45 minutes be allotted to me in which t 
House, either to use as much of the time as | 
yield the remainder of the 45 minutes to the ge 
Washington [Mr. Bryan]. I ask unanimous « 
dress the House for 45 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle 
[Mr. MurpockK] asks unanimous consent to a 
for 45 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. 
House, does he? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And to yield sucl 
does not use to the gentleman from Washington 
Is there objection? 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the rig! 
I should like to ask the gentleman from Kans: 
purpose of an intellectual entertainment between tl 
from Washington [Mr. Bryan] and the gentleman 
sas [Mr. Murpock]? What is the object of it? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I will say to the gentleman fro! 
cut that I for myself do not aspire to the level of 
tual entertainment; but I do want to make a rep! 
assertions made by the gentleman from Washi! 
HUMPHREY] yesterday in a speech here. The 
Connecticut did not object to his request for una! 
sent to address the House. 

Mr. DONOVAN. No; I will say to the 
Kansas that there are many things that I have not 
I did not object to the proceeding this morning, a 
one, and one that would do credit to Joe Cannon 
object to that. I do not object to many things tl 
here which, if they were done under the cover of 
would put people in the penitentiary. [Laughter.] 
not object to that, but I say when we have i 
bere for hour after hour, with no result except to [i 
eloquence, it is almost the limit. Of what advani 
the United States to hear the gentleman from W: 
the gentleman from Kansas, or perhaps the gentlema 
bama, when he orates on the welfare of the people « 


The gentleman does not want | 


is is 


rent 


rent 


ntellectu 


t 


try, and then when he gets behind the closed door « f 


he enacts some peculiar conduct of the character of t 
Chinee. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears to 
and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] is 
for 45 minutes. 


"¢ 











ue MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday the gentleman 
$, vashington [Mr. Humpeurey]|] made a sensational speech 
; which he criticized the Bureau of Forestry. He went 
extent virtually of advocating the abandonment of the 

/ of national conservation. Now, before I am through I 
: to refute each of the absurd and unfounded charges which 
; ie against the Bureau of Forestry. But before I go into 
¢ 1. which I shall do with some detail, I want to say this 
Z the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpurey]: I 
veroned with great attention to everything that he said. In my 
i ntions of him I was actuated solely by a desire to piece 
0 rmation which I had in part. I will say to the gentle- 
1 from Connecticut [Mr. Donovan] that the gentleman from 
W eton has added this to the situation: The gentleman 
fr Washington yesterday advocated openly what the Re 
I ») leaders in this House, in my opinion, have nursed 
St y for years in regard to this subject. The gentleman 
fr Washington came out in the open and gave us his real 


thought upon the proposition of conservation, and I believe that 
i] pression he made yesterday is the belief and desire of the 
m ho control the Republican Party here and in the other 





Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman will take notice that the 
leader of the Republican side [Mr. Mann] is not present, and 


t he is addressing empty benches when he makes that 
st ment. 

Mr. MURDOCK. TI will take it for granted that the gentle- 
I from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNer] is a leader in the 


in Party. 
Mr. GARDNER. Then, let me at once deny your statement. 
Mr. MURDOCK. If the gentleman denies it, I will accept 
I enial; but I supposed he was, and I also suppose that the 
¢ n from Illinois [Mr. MANN] will be able to take care 
of | self. 


ning of one of the greatest national achievements 
that we have ever seen—certainly one of the greatest achieve- 
ments of our generation. I saw Mr. Gifford Pinchot inaugurate 
policy which made for a practice of national frugality, so far 
s our great storehouses of natural wealth are concerned: and, 
along with that inauguration of a new policy which made for 
national frugality, I saw Mr. Pinchot, together with Theodore 
Roosevelt, call a halt on a high carnival of fraud, deception, 
plunder, and wicked waste in the Nation’s resources. I be- 
li ! then—and I believe now—that in the establishment of a 
{ policy of conservation in this land neither Mr. Pinchot 
Theodore Roosevelt had any appreciable sympathy from 
the leaders in the Republican Party. 
Mr. MONDELL rose. 
Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
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D vy at that time, and I d 
\ it now 

Later Mr. Ballinget 
| of law 1 Seat \\ \\ 

tle | k up a 

l elf, by the way, in t Cu ! 
mude a trip Ohio to set l Ss 
in regard to the Cunning] . 
the department se he ind forw l 
| the Cunningham <¢ ms Now, W 
leclaims a d how importa 


go back to the proposition. When I first came to | 
Congress I saw what I believed then—and believe now—was | 


| 


position upon the part of a 
this House from the East 


exaggeration in the W« out 
The statement, for instance, that a p 
Alaska found 33 locations which he 


friends in the States to father do« 
much magnitude, stated simply; but 1 
the membership of this House precisely 


ment can mean when taken In con! 
ural resources which we have in the ne 


read a statement from the finding of tl 


son in the Ballinger case, which will ¢ 
Cunningham claims were in fact, : 
were, and how from the discoveries of a 


eling through the wilds of Alaska there 
few years a business proposition witl 


$5,000,000 and covering ¢oa deposits of 
is the statement by Mr. Madison, w 


scurces have been exploited in the West: 


The whole line of cond of the Cunnin 
irst indicates a we inderstood ul 


¢ 

I 

erties in common ( nou l \ tl 
, l 


| carrier of glowing a unts t il 





will undoubtedly interrupt me at greater length further | 


, 


( id I will ask him to let me lay the basis of what I wish | 


~+ 


ir. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I shall 
rupt the gentleman at all. I do not intend to interrupt him 
inless he is perfectly willing that I should ask him just a 
sibgie question, 
ir. MURDOCK. I yield to the gentleman. 
r. MONDELL. The gentleman uses the word “ conserva- 
” Is it the gentleman’s purpose to define what he means 
D} nservation in order that we may understand what it is 
that he is discussing? 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will say that I intend to 
d with the forestry proposition. 
Mr. MONDELL. I may not disagree with the gentleman on 


proposition that he lays down. 

MURDOCK. I do not think the gentleman will. I will 
Say to the gentleman that I intend to go into the forest ry propo- 
Mr. Speaker, even while the then President of the United 
states and Mr, Pinchot were inaugurating this new system of 
conservation in the country there was evidence from time to 
ime that they had little sympathy in the Interior Depart- 
m¢ and in the General Land Office. where in the beginning 


1 good deal of the policy of conservation in the matter of for- 
reservations was administered, even though some of the men 
re were appointed by President Roosevelt himself, A nota- 
appointment of President Roosevelt in those days to the 
eral Land Office was that of Mr. Ballinger. I do not 
‘eve that Mr. Ballinger had sympathy with the conservation 





ciates, and it is a severe t 

induced any one of the men vy ) ciated 

of whom were hard-h« I ‘ 

thousand dollars in it u t 

the venture would | f 

iat was to combine t I 

properties in common by mean fa 0 
A. D Campbell, Hora Hienr ( J 

of whom are Cunningham claimant 

business actumer ti I ! 

thousands in an enterprise 

prospectus showed fea | 

case that omitted a ce ! 

inspection. Cunningham h 


such was his scheme. 











It is a remarkable c 
the several persons that an at 
for the joint working of the land 
each one of these claimants, and 
tion in an agreement with the ¢ 
corporation in which tl G 
stock. 


Mr. Speaker, Mr. Balli r, wl 


Interior Department under P lent R 


Secretary of the Interior under President 


ordinates, knowing his «cd e and 


the Cunningham claims, pushed the Cunn 


to patent. 


Patent, however, was defeated by 
agent and the whole matter finally ec: 
Congress, not only the case of the } 
other matters. There was in tigat 
Secretary Ballinger’s restoring to 


vithdrawals of water- 
Garfield, had made. Mr 
water-power sites back int 
that Mr. Garfield had no 
after, when criticism became 


rewithdrew the water-power \ 
gation by the same « 

which the gentleman f 

After the Ballinger inve 

pertained to Alaska wa 

faction of all the pe of ’ 1 
which made Mr. Ballinger’s office po 
hold, the committee made three 1 
signed by all the Repub n membet 
Those members were KN NELSON, 
SUTHERLAND, Ecinvu Root, Samuel W 
sted, and Edwin Denby 

exonerated Mr. Ballinger It made 
Bureau of Forestry; it offered thi 


personally or oilicially. The Der 


ri 


mittee made a report. They found aga 
decided that he was not deserving of pub 


IS86 


he should resign. They also found something in regard to the 
sureau of Forestry and Mr. Pinchot. Here is their finding: 
Third. That Gifford Pinchot and L. W. Glavis were faithful and 

efficient agents of the Government and the people, devoted to their work, 


! duties and in the 


and conscientious in the discharge of their onerous 
rendition of their valuable services: that their protests and actions 
restrained the officers of the Interior Department and prevented the 


and that their conduct through 


people. 


consummation of a great public wrong; 
out was wholly in the interest of the 

That was signed by Duncan U. Frercuer, William Purcell, 
Outuie M. James, and JaMes M. GranaMm. A third report 
made by Edwin H. Madison, a Republican, and he found against 
Ballinger and for Mr. Pinchot, Mr. Pinchot having made one of 
the charges against Mr. Ballinger. I submit that running all 
the way through this is evidence of the fact 
lican leadership in Congress, as nearly as you can define it as 


such, has not been in sympathy with the policy of conservation | 


so far as it pertains to the Bureau of Forestry, and that it was 
in sympathy with the enemies of conservation. Now, yesterday 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpnurey], who I think 
largely voices the present sentiment of the leaders of his party, 
of whom I think he is justly entitled to be called one—— 

Mr. BRYAN. Except Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I except Mr. Garpner, of course, at his 
request. In the resolution which the gentleman from Washing- 
ton introduced, which, by the way, is much more specific than 
his speech, he makes inferentially five charges. Let me take 
up some of the less important ones first, so I may handle the 
others at greater length. One of his inquiries is as to the 
reason for the creation and maintenance of a forestry service 
in Alaska. He said yesterday 
reserves in Alaska should be abandoned. 
gentleman correctly? 


Do I understand the 
I do not want to do him an injustice. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That is correct. 

Mr. MURDOCK. He said all forest reserves in Alaska 
should be abandoned. There are twenty-six to twenty-seven 
nillion acres of lands in forest reserves in Alaska. In the 


Bureau ef Forestry they say that from 16,000,000 to 17,000,000 
acres of that land is forest bearing. If that is true, and they 
say these forests up there are of commercial value, then I sub- 
mit they ought not to be abandoned to be privately used for 
the few, but they ought to be retained by the United States 
because they are a national asset, and they are of future im- 
portance not only to Alaska but to all the Pacific coast. 

Now, the gentleman says again, in making his inquiry, that 
there are in forest reserves many millions of acres of non- 
timbered land, and asks why many million acres of such land 
are included in these reserves. Now, not all the areas of forest 
reserves are timbered, and there are various reasons why a 
portion of the reserves are not timbered. First of all, all the 
burned-off areas in forest reserves are nontimbered, and there 
is a chance there for a restoration and reforestation. There 
are in all these great reserves, as I understand, small 
parks, located at intervals among these areas. There 


are, in 


addition to these, tracts held as protected watersheds, and also | 


considerable tracts of territory above the timber line, and there 
are, in addition to these, other tracts of nontimbered lands 
which were taken in by the very early surveys of the exterior 
boundaries of these reserves. 

Gentlemen should remember that at the time the conservation 
policy was adopted and the lines of these forest reservations 
were run, this country was up against a riot of marauders who 
were seizing public lands through the use of dummy entrymen, 
and it was necessary to act at once, and to act with decision, and 
in many cases the boundary lines were run around the reserva- 
tions which took in lands which were not timbered. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman allow me an interruption right there? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Certainly. Go ahead. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I was going to suggest to 
the gentleman <hat inasmuch as he insisted yesterday that I 
ought to name the names of men I referred to, I hope he will 
give us the names of those gentlemen who were stealing this 
land. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Well, if the gentleman will look in the 
court records out in his country about five or six or seven years 
ago he will find some of them, I think. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I think the gentleman is 
not justified in making his insinuations, and if he makes that 
insinuation 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not make any insinuations against the 
gentleman, but I do say that if the gentleman will investigate 
the court records of his country he will find that there were 
indictments and convictions.. Does the gentleman deny it? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do deny it, and I chal- 
lenge the gentleman to state them. 


that the Repub- | 
| all sorts of reflections upon a former President of | 


in his speech that all forest | 


natural | 
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| 


| have a distinct recollection of reading the evidence 


| in publie offices right here in Washington. 


was | 











Mr. MURDOCK. I will not mention the names. A, 
of fact, the indictments not only reached down into 


tleman’s country but some of them got into Congress 
of them got into other public offices, if I am not yn 





which showed clearly to my mind that records had } 
Does tly 


deny that? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I am not kee; 
ords here, but yesterday the gentleman from k 
insistent upon my naming the names, and I did not 
in my remarks make any accusation of a crimina 


|against any gentleman. 





Mr. MURDOCK, Oh, as a matter of fact, the gen{ 
States and exalted to the skies a former Commissio 
General Land Office, Mr. Binger Hermann. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. In contraventi 
remark, if the gentleman will read my speech in { 
to-morrow, he will find his accusation is not justifice 

Mr. MURDOCK. I hope my remarks are not j 
the gentleman yesterday made an attack upon 


| Theodore Roosevelt, and it seemed to me that whe 


man was handling the Arizona case and the San 
Mountain case he reflected upon the President very 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Does the 
deny it? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I will handle that case unrese: 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If the gentlen 
to yield to me time, I can not help it, but yvesterd 
tleman took up about one-third of my time when I \ 
my address and now he declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman is at liberty 
me. I will yield to the gentleman if he wants to 
tion. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
time later, if the gentleman declines to be interru; 

Mr. MURDOCK. I will allow the gentleman 
me, and he can also speak in his own time. 

Now, there are many places where nontimber 
found in’ forest reserves. One of the reasons for 
there were at one time hasty surveys. Since that ti 
have been resurveyed, and a portion of the forest 
been released, and that is being done as rapidly 
Those nontimbered areas that were placed within 
aries of the reserves in the first instance are being | 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speak 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. 


I will speak 


Certainly. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. How many 
bered land are contained in the forest reserves in Ai , 
were created at the time I referred to, and how n 


California Mountain Reserve and the Grand Cany 
and in that Santa Barbara case, where they ex 
tract of 48.000 acres? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I will say to the gentleman t! 

I could go to the books which I have here and 
verbatim et literatim on that proposition, but I do 
to answer that sort of a question. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speake 

Mr. MURDOCK. Now, if the gentleman will let 1 
if that is the manner of his question——— 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Are there any: 

Mr. MURDOCK. Are there any what? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Are there any t 
those reserves? Is there any merchantable timbe: 
reserves? 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman’s complaint yes 
that there was an exchange of nontimbered land fo! 
land, and there certainly is timbered land on th 
cisco Reserve. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 

Mr. MURDOCK. No; I will not. 


Will the gentle! 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentl 
mit me—— oe 
Mr. MURDOCK. No; I will not. I will as soon | £ 


through with the five charges that the gentleman ma 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will you let ! 
this- 
Mr. MURDOCK. I will not. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
mit me—— 
Mr. MURDOCK. I will not. I refuse to yield. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Does the gentle! 
to “being interrupted? 





Then, wil 
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\URDOCK. I do not; but I expect questions that lead 
ere when I submit to an interruption. Now, I decline 
HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to read to you a | 
from Gifford Pinchot. 
\ f[URDOCK. I ask to be protected from the interruptions 
entleman, 
ILUMPHREY of Washington, Will you let me read one 
from Gifford Pinchot? 
‘VURDOCK, I refuse to yield to the gentleman. 
SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Ferris). The gentleman 
to yield. 
MURDOCK. I refuse to yield to the gentleman; and be- 
has been so discourteous as to insist on interrupting 
said plainly that I would not be interrupted further I 
vield to him further. 
HUMPHREY of Washington. All right. 
WURDOCK, I will not yield to the gentleman further. 
ir. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman refuses to 
es he? 
[URDOCK. I certainly refuse to yield, Mr. Speaker; 
sk that the gentleman take his seat. Now, the gentle 
CtOWNER,. Will the gentleman permit me? 
Mr. MURDOCK, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I want to 
igh with the five charges made by the gentleman from | ‘ 
\ cton [Mr. Humpurey], and I decline to yield. 
rOWNER,. My inquiry is entirely 
MURDOCK, I decline to yield to the gentleman from 
] 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 
I[URDOCK. In his resolution the gentleman from Wash- 
further says: 
the committee shall inquire into the giving to the Santa Fe 
1 the Northern Pacific Railroad and other private corpora 
than 2,000,000 acres of valuable public land, most of it 
in exchange for an equal number of acres of barren, treeless, 
lly worthless lands included in forest reserves. 
N the gentleman yesterday stated somewhat in detail the 
I er of the San Francisco Mountain Reserve in Arizona. It 


s true that the Government exchanged for nontimbered lands in 
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eseryation timbered lands elsewhere. I would not com- 
that trade to-day. I did not commend it then. I do not 
anyone would, although there is this view to be taken 


hat naturally we take the temporary 
lwenty or 
great forest reservation down there 
Nation a very profitable thing. 
ir. JOHNSON of Washington. 
one ment? 
Mr. MURDOCK. No; I will not yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Who 
te of Washington? 
MURDOCK. I will 
gton. 


may 


svt 
Will 


Mit not ld to the 


yie 


exchange by the Government was made 
wn as the lieu-land law. In 1897 
Llaw. At whose request? I think the b 
proposition is Maj. Lacey, then a 

il fowa. He said, on March 3, 1905: 
I ought to say in this 
put into an appropriation bill at the 
feared that they would be shut off from s« 

nal law was passed at their request. 


connection that 


law passed Congress. Under it the gre 


( e of forest reserves. When the 
t ountry it Was made on three propositions. 
Washington [Mr. Humpurey] 
rday. The third proposition, which he did 


pay 


gentleman fr 
Now, Mr. Speaker, until I conclude dealing with 
of these charges I ask that I be not interrupted. 

possible by what 


‘ +3 
Congress 


the proposition 


request 


exchange 


mentioned 


view of it to-day. 
thirty years hence the trade and the perfecting of 


prove to be for 


Will the gentleman yield for 


the taxes in 


m 


passed the 


‘St witness upon | 
Member 


of 


Congress 


was 
homesteaders 


and injured. 


hools 


at special inter 
i the West began at once to take advantage, to seek to 
land which they had in forest reserves 


eXx- 
for better land 
was made in 
The gentleman 
two of them 
not mention and 


I think is a great deal more blameworthy than the other 


ait he did mention, is that in regard to « 
tting leases. 


restricted, first, to a certain area in a given 


xtension of tim- | 
In making the exchange the railroads were 


locality as to a 


1 number of acres, and, second, as to the selection of a 


hot restricted. 
extended the right of the lessees to cut 
think the gentleman from Washington « 


} 
I | 


f, Congress repealed the lieu-land act. 


I.—119 i 


{ think anyone would if he fully understood it. 
ent was made, I think the following year, after the trade 
en made which the gentleman from Washington com- 


in humber of other acres in lieu of lands surrendered they 
The third proposition carried in the agree- 
timber, which I | 
“ommends, and I 
After this | 


If I am correct, | 
riginal Henu-land act repeal was introduced by the gentle- 

















one was in favor of its repe | 
} Was in favor of the repeal of the lie 
all were as far as I can recollect 
| The repealing act was passed her 
one year: went to the Se an 
|} months, as the gentieman fre Wi 
then it came ba k to the Hk “4 
| hours of Cor rress, on th j 
| there was offered an an 
| to read the amendment 
That t Ilouse 
| the s , ree to 1 
th ‘na or the » >A 
s ” 
States may | ed 
| this ac n ny 
} part y tl I 
= s to t 
| There was some discussion of 
}can gather from the Recorp 
confusion that t tion Ww 
} one notable utterance, th ! 
| souri. He said: 
| tte as 
it wil i ut 
dvantag is 
There wa not much debat 
lieu-land law, with th | i 
}and became tlhe iw of ] 
| were apparently cle 1 fore 
| Washington yesterday, kno 
| to it that Congress had ¢ 
Secretary had 1 ie tl 
| passed under his eve, b he 
|} contracts in Secre d 
had its opportunity io a roy 
} proposition, de | staten t bl 
| If there is blame to be id a ! 
| door of Congress and not at tl 
Mr. MONDELL. Will tl 
Mr. MURDOCK. If the ¢ 
| this paragraph, I will then yie 
| stated the situation 
Mr. MONDELL. I do 
stated it 
} Mr. MURDOCK. Tl 
|} a most serious charge 
i was in collusion with tl ‘ 
haeuser people and sil v1 
} pains to find out wha \ it 
| which were open to me are ope 
of the last report of the ¢ 
not know him personally and s 
iat least, to ident fy him 1 fine 
answer the gentleman fr \\ 
| that the Forester bh t dl 
jing with the question of 
| reserves in the West gene 
| with the method the bure hy 
| We shows conclusively, to m) 
old plan of plunder of these g 
| settler had very little ch the be 
He shows that it costs tl rm 
infinite amount of hard labor t 
| pense of from $75 to $250 pel 
| the beginning of a farm it 
days was a burned-out | 
The most conspict exa 
That is, the principle of the f 
owned timbered sections in th 
| is found on the Olymp N 
given in my report 10 I 
other timbered “sri id a 
steads located in the Kan 
} that only 1.54 per 
cultural use; and a s ila 
Water National F\ st of | d 
had been cultivated 
| Asa matter of fact, under the 
| tleman from Washington [Mr. Ht 
and to which I believe thi runt ry 
sible could be accomplished id 
returned to power, that sort of 
would happen, and yet he stands 
donment of an effective policy of 
| which are being denuded of their ft 


man from Wyoming [Mr. Monpeu 


ailure 


he 


thi 
























































TRS88 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JI 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 


} 





Mr. MURDOCK. I will yield as soon as I get through with 
the next paragraph. The gentleman states that the Forestry 
Bureau is in collusion with the Weyerhaeusers and similar tim- 
ber and lumber companies. I deny that. I say that the only 





cooperation between the Bureau « Forestry and these com- 
panies is in the very commendable proposition of fighting forest 
fire the greatest enemy of timber culture. 

I find that the Forester, Mr. Graves, in his last report sets out in 

t deta ind Iam going to ask permission to print his state- 
ment in the Recorp at the conclusion of my speech—the method 
b vhich they are now cutting timber on Government reserves. 
The gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpnrey] said yester- 
day that we were cutting now bout 1.000.000.0000 feet a year. 
[ find that that was true in the fiscal year of 1912. I find that 
under the new §s§ em which the bureau is perfecting that 
from Ju l, 1912, to May 1, 1913, we | e cut 1,819,000,000 
feet, doubling the output in one year fhe annual loss, as the 
oe leman corre vy stated y lay, is 5,000,000,000 feet a 

That is the ai | growth I have no doubt that with 

ie perfection of this system we will finally reach that 6,000, 
000,00 it, and t we will need it and much more, besides. 
How are we increasing the cut? I w try to state it correctly, 

he h I realize that I am subject to correction. I quote from 
{ re t of the Forester: 

Under the policy, in effect until last year, of refusing to dispose of 

1 T [ nr Terry l 1) tees T i or to allow i Dp riod 
i cutting of more than five years, tt ales of timber have 
less than 1,000,000,000 feet A large percentage of the 

I re 1 forest is comparativ j 

[ am informed, Mr. Speaker, that 75 per cent is inaccessible. 
[I continue to quote now from the report of the Chief Forester: 

And although it occurs in large bodies, he y investments are re- 
( 1 for its removal In two parti ir this investment was 
estimat at more than $1,500,000. 

Mr. Grave ‘ 

In the large contract ] \1 sufficiently long to cut the 
timber u conti ‘ j sidering physi al f tors of the 
olf fol it rount 1 markets will absorb, is required. 
When t period ex s fiv yrovi n is made for a readjust- 
I of 1 tumpa pri of each three, four, or five year 
int l Provision is al hanges in the contract require- 
ments v h will insure uti 





The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kansas has 
( ! ired., 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
‘ nd my time f ov minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD rose. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from 
Alabama, whom I see rising, will not object to the extension of 
the time. 

The SPEAKER. What is the request of the gentleman? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
continue for 25 minutes, under the arrangement which was made 
at the beginning of my remarks, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to have his time extended for 25 minutes under 
the agreement made at the beginning. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
‘ight to object, inasmuch as the gentleman has refused to yield 
o me for questions, I couple with that the agreement that I 
nay have 10 minutes’ time when he has concluded his remarks, 

Mr. MURDOCK. Well, make it 35 minutes. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BRYAN. On the agreement which was made I was to 


follow Mr. Murpock, and I merely wish to say I am only going 


ye 


I 
i 
I 


to use about five minutes. Under the situation which the de- 
bate is in I will not attempt to deliver a speech on the proposi- 
tion following Mr. Murpock. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I ask for unanimous consent for 25 minutes 
more, 10 minutes to be used by the gentleman from Washington 
in conclusion. Is that all right? 

The SPEAKER. What about the other gentleman? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I ask unanimous consent for the extension 


» 


of this time for 25 minutes and I will yield 5 minutes to the 
geutlieman from Washington [Mr. Bryan], and when I have 
concluded, the last 10 minutes to go to the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. Humpurey]. I did not object to the gentle- 
man from Washington when he wanted an hour the other day. 
by the way. a 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. But the gentleman tised most 
of it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MONDELL. For the purpose of making an inquiry of 
the gentleman from Kansas. I understood the gentleman from 


| 











Kansas desired 25 minutes for himself. The s 
now makes would only give him 10 minutes. [s 
factory? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Certainly. It gives me 10 
will get through in that time. 

Mr. MONDELL. I understand the gentle 
desires 10 minutes, the gentleman from Washing 
and the gentleman from Washington [Mr. H 
minutes, 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kans 
pocK] asks unanimous consent that the me be 
25 minutes, 10 minutes of which he is to use, 
used by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. B 
minutes by Mr. Humpnurey of Washington. Is 


| [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For'what purpose does the 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. For the 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the R 
subject. 

The SPEAKER. 
extend his remal 
a pause.] The ¢ 


.. The gentleman asks unanir 
ks in the Recorp. Is tl 
‘hair hears none. Is there o! 


quest of the gentleman from Kansas? [After 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Now, Mr. Graves says f 
same line, in dealing with the matter of selli 
reserves: 

Provision is also made for changes in tl 
which will insure utilization, methods of logging, 
practice fully up to the best standards developed in 
time of each periodic adjustment of prices Th 
appraisal is based upon a close estimate of the « 
and the market price of the product. It pe 
profit to the purchaser on his actual investment in 
no more. It is, as nearly as the experts of the se 
the full market value of the timber where it st 
insurance of full value to the Government in larg 
| of advertisement of at least 30 days required by | 
from two to six months. The period of ady 
gives full opportunity to any interested persons to 





| roads or other transportation facilities in connection 








g fu 
tions of timber. All possible further publicity whi 
crease interest anc competition is sought. The | 
justment most commonly used in the negotiations of 
one based upon a comparison of the average mill 
during a specified period immediately preceding t) | 
ment with the prices existing at the date of the o 








The forester, in his discretion, may increase the 
such an amount as he may deem equitable up to 75 7 


crease in lumber values. The operator is justly entit 
of the increase in the market vaiue of his product to 
in the cost of production and other inherent continger 
In sales of large amounts of timber with long 
special precautions are necessary to prevent speculat 
the monopoly of timber holdings. The readjust: 
prices largely precludes speculative profits. Other sa 
speculative purchases are provided by requiring a fixed 
during specified periods which vary from one to five y« 
larger sales are usually from three to five years; by 
to bona fide operators who are financially able to « | 
by refusing to allow the assignment of contracts. M 
vented by (1) advertiseinent and publicity; (2) re 
roads and other transportation facilities constructed 
under reasonable terms for the use of other purcl 
forest products, either by becoming common carriers 
the use of administative discretion in the approval 
any guestion of monopoly through the possible contro! 
tities of timber by affiliated operators arises, a « f 


i 


the relation of the applicant or bidder to other purc! 
forest timber may be required. A certified statement 
ship of firms or lists of stockholders in corporation 
required Lumber companies already holding large 
ber on private lands may be refused sales if there ar 
chasers, and companies having ore sale may be ref 
the first has been cut Further safeguards agai 
found that practically without exception the con 


will result in making additional timber available, and 
largest sales, which may extend through a maxin 
to 2U years, cover but a small fraction of 1 per cent 
able timber on the forests. 

Large sales are made only where they furnish the 
utilizing inaccessible timber. ‘The experience of se\ 
shown that much timber can be disposed of in no « 
refusal to make such sales would result in great loss 
is already deteriorating. Each sale made under su 
only prevents waste, but makes productive an area : 
is offset by decay. The construction of transportat 
connection with every large sale develops and increases. 
other bodies of timber. In a recent case in California t 
the value of timber not sold was estimated to be cons 
than the purchase price of the timber placed under 
the use of a railroad or other improvements granted to 
purchasers, the public will secure greater returns from : 
than it could ever have obtained had the first sale 1 
Finally, every sale of this character opens to general | 
region previously locked up; it makes possible new 0 
aids agricultural development by affording an outlet 1 
local business, and draws in population. 

The annual yield or amount of timber produced 
any area must be the ultimate basis of the cut. It is ab 
sary that provision be first made on each market up 
local needs. Enough timber for such needs, if it 
reserved. 














the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpurey], in | “speckled” nor “spotted.” It is a un r fai 
lution, made five charges. The first was the matter of | legiance to the interest of men of great we h, and tl \\ 
re of lands under the lieu-land law, a law which was | during the decades past, through the ni ‘ tl 
d. The second was the complaint that there were in| of the Republican Party, obtained so n fol 
4} dst of forest reserves nontimbered areas. There were | few against the interest of the peopl 
ere are justifiable reasons for these areas being there. fhose who heard his bitter arraigun , 
1 , makes a third complaint, that no forest reserves in | his emphatic declaration for the immed dl 
\ hould be maintained at all. There are in Alaska six- | try’s remaining timber holdings sterdav w dl 
seventeen million acres of land carrying commercial! | in view of the fact that this cor tion , 
ind needing governmental protection. The gentleman | Forest Service has the spec ndors i] f « 
gS kes a fourth complaint, that the Forestry Bureau acts | tain men, to know that my colleague on np i St 
sion with the Weyerhaeuser Lumber Syndicate. I think | of Washington about » years ago 1 following s 
fement that I have read from the Chief Forester shows | ment: 
ie bureau’s arrangement is open and aboveboard. He I believe in tha 
es for bids. He announces how he arrives at this prop- | ©Y®® Shewn——1 l 
ind he has by that policy induced the building of lines [Laughter.] 
( sportation into the inaccessible points to the extent, he 5 hetiewe fm hie nolt 
eiys one part of his report, that the increase in value of the | are the po! of the ‘ t i 
ng timber on the reseryation was more than the pur- | Party; the; the policies from wh R I 
rice of that which had been sold from it by reason of | ?°Y®F Cepart 
struction of transportation facilities. And finally the [Laughter and applause. | 
in makes a fifth charge, that from four to five billion | He did not then denounce « servation: he did not t 
lumber are being permitted annually to decay in these | claim against the well-known po of TI It 
reservations, and he blames the Bureau of Forestry for | conserve the remaining forests isolated a af 
r not getting this lumber out of the inaccessible places | merce and transportation. 
t. Then the gentleman fr Washing ! : \ 
the facts are these, that the Bureau of Forestry is work- | Theodore Roosevelt was one of the p Le 
g system, which I have explained in detail, which will | Party from which that party would nev 
y utilize the total annual yield of those foresis. It | he did not except it from his | id refe R 
do it. however, so long as the national forests are inac- | policies. 
or any considerable portion of them. The gentleman fr Washingt | 
are the charges, then, that the gentleman brings | the record in the office of the Conse \ 
he Bureau of Forestry. They would not be of moment distinct anticonservation record Q) \ 1907 , 
sentleman did not couple with his resolution the as- | Fifty-ninth Congress, on the second A b 
nade as one of the Republican Members of this body, | “ nay,” unfriendly to conservation; ji ( 
king for a considerable part of the membership of this | on January 19, 1909, he voted WV 
1 representing really, as I believe, the seritiments of | friendly; in the Sixty-second Congress, on vay IY 
lers of the Republican Party—that the policy of national | voted unfriendly on amendmen ( 1) b i 
on should be abandoned. It would not matter so | the bill itself. 
[ say, if the gentleman made the charge, if he did not The debates in Congres how him n 
with it the proposition virtually to abandon the policy | friendly to conservation in the Six th ¢ \I 
conservation. We had the old system. It was a | 1909, while the Appalachian bill was und 
of fraud, a system of cheat, a system of plunder and | Sixty-first Congress, on Januar Is) I 
everywhere. We have now a new system. It pro- | resolution was under discussion; in the Six 
o save to this Nation a great storehouse of national | on June 16, 1911; and in the § \ ond mere 
It would be a calamity not only for the present but | 15, 1912. 
future to abandon a policy of such moment and such The record also shoyv hat my ‘ 
and such worth. Washington, led the anticonservat 
Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my time, less the | linger-anti-Pinchot fight on the floor of t! 
0 minutes, to the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Mr. HUMPHREY of Washing Mi \ 
league yield right there for jus qu 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. The SPEAKER. Does the ge mi m W { 
B N| is recognized for 10 minutes. to his colleague? 
BRYAN, Mr. Speaker, my colleague, the gentleman from Mr. BRYAN. I think I 1 b 
Vi ston [Mr. HuMPpHReEY], addressed the House yesterday | [ will give it to my colleague 
i resolution which he stated he was going to introduce Mr. HUMPHREY of Washi) n I 
‘ for an investigation of.the Forest Service in the particu- | question, and that is, Who made thi 
forth in the resolution. the statement which the gentleman ding 
ed that the Congressman addressed the House from this Mr. BRYAN. It was 1 und 
I on. He did not speak on the resolution or to the reso- | ing conservationist, Gifford Pi 
Although the resolution calls for an investigation of Mr. HUMPHREY of Washi: ) rl | | 
orest Service and the character, competency, and conduct | to ascertain. 
se employed therein, still the gentleman in his discussion Mr. BRYAN. Then, too, if (] fre \\ 
ot press a solitary reason why his resolution should be | ington |Mr. HumMpurey|] who introduce ‘ 
ed. | resolution to investigate the De ! 
uught the gentleman showed every courtesy to the Mem- | before. This investigation was all 
of the House in his debate, and it is my desire to say | suggested by him in order to becloud 
; personal in the course of my remarks. I can not, how- | son was suggested of the cuttlefis! 
fail to refer to the fact that a few days ago, after I had | the gentleman from Washingto! rT it 
s in the House, my colleague made the following com- | purpose of this investigation of th 
ipon me: , . Gifford Pinchot was to defend S« ry B r. 
J . MPHREY cf Washington. Mr. Chairman, first I want to con The Congressinan was accused of le to ] 
ite my new colleague from Washington [Mr. Bryan] that in his | friend, Secretary Ballinger. Many charges of improp 
eech, fresh from the people, newly baptized in righteousness, | ; ; r 4) ‘ , 
words “ Onward, Christian Soldiers” still upon his lips, he | duct of the Dep rtment of the In crior were y 
himself as one of those speckled and spotted protectionists | Secretary Ballinger. And Gifford Pinchot was engaged 
ints protection for himself and free trade for everybody else. | earnest and determined effort to feguard the itr 
Verhaps there are some who will recognize-an old saying, | deposits in Alaska from entry by the Cunningh i 
Soliewhat paraphrased, when I quote “ Cast thy bread upon the | He was successful, and the country owes to him a d 
Waters and it will return again unto thee after many days ’— | gratitude. 
buttered. So I take the liberty of commenting on my colleague's It was claimed in the debate on this former resolut 
bublic record as bearing upon the remarks he made to the | the Congressman from Washington by his resolution to 
Ho se yesterday. gate the Forestry Service, in the Agriculture Departimny 
“hen it comes to any great issue, wherein the great mass of | endeavoring to play the cuttlefish in the waters whic! 
the people are fundamentally interested as against some great | rounded the Interior Department in order to protect | f 














bowerful interest, my colleague has a record which is neither | Secretary Ballinger. 
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4 ww. that there were no charges 
n the Forestry Service. Gifford Pinchot 
i vity.” In the debate 

1 disclaimed any inten 

lived a desire to defend 


t the gentleman from 
investigation now, but 
is ears and by force 
te his friend and to 

‘ir hands? 


the 


om Washington 

ic was robbed of a 

under act of June 4, 
I at did the work fer the 
vners. The forest reserva- 
the Department of the In 


| 


of Washington who 


lieu-land ections and innumer- | 
ther land fi ls in » Depart the Interior raised 
rmined cry for reform and the preservation of the forests. 
ul the jurisdiction was transferred » the Agriculture De 
trtment on March 8, 
The absurdity of an investigation « » present Bureau of 


Forestry in orde 0 obtain i ion concerning these 


frauds is apparent, in view of the fact that all of the selections 


acres. The report of the United States Foreste; 
further shows: 


bered homestead claims on this eliminated ay 
S, the total area under actual cultivation is 570 a 
res to each claim It will be seen that the o1 
nination was defeated and that bona fide sett) 
materially advanced 


The following is taken from the report of the Dx 
Commerce and Labor on the lumber industry. iss 
1, 1913, and is added proof that timberland, if no 
Government, will be rapidly absorbed by the 
perators: 
] ern Washington: One informant did not 


‘ va 
Stey 


; ns County, which occupies the northeastern 
ington, at more than 75 cents a thousand. Others 
County timber could have been bought 10 years b 
ind, but would now cost from 50 cents to $3 
i ; ulators have been picking up tim! 
usand. One exceptionally fine tract 
2,000 acres, estimated at 30,000,000 
: I 000, or $2.50 per thousand on th 
paratively high price was due partly to the quality 
tion of the timber and partly to the size of the holdi: 
some importance In Ferry County, next west of St 
company bought 20,567,000 feet of pine in 1906 at a 
$20,272, or practically $1 a thousand. The land went 
ber, and so did a considerable quantity of larch 
not considered in reckoning the price. All wa 
except one purchase of 320 acres. Nearly all 
thousan¢ n the estimate; probably equival 
thousand, for th ine only, on th ile of 
County the same company made thases of s! i 
to 1908, amounting in the aggregate to about 100,( 
prices ranging from about $1 to about $2 a thousand or 
The greater part of this timber is western pine. 1 


| quantities of larch and fir, a little white pine, and 


complained of were made while the Forestry Service was being 


administered in the Department of the Interior, and the whole 
matter has been fully i 
Bureau of Corporations, Luther Conant, jr., commissioner. 
This full and able report is dated January 20, 1913. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Washington 
has expired. 

Mr. BRYAN. a nimot consent, Mr. Speaker, to 


investigated and fully reported on by the | 


I also ask unanimous | 


a correction in an interruption that I made in 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY] 


wherein I mixed the Department of the Interior and | 


eparitment of Agriculture. 

ie SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
| asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
» Is there objection? 
HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
ion to that portion of the request. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

re was no objection. 


SHOULD ‘BD: 

Mr. BRYAN. It see be the contention of the gentleman 

that the Forest Service should 
; ; 


price can be obtained for them under the old system which 


| purchasers got 10,000,000 feet * more 


neous timber 

A tract of 60,000 acres in Stevens County 
Northern Pacific Railway Co., in 1901, for $1: 
October, 1906, for $500,000. The original 
timber at 310,000,000 feet This 
Pacific cruise, but was far below 
this estimate the price of 1901 was 
1906 was $1.61—nearly four times . 

On the whole, the market valu any giv t 
western Montana, Idaho, or eastern Washington. t 
is perhaps likely to be four or six ti 3 as great in 1 
1900; but those who gathered considerable holdings 
picking up small tracts at the prices then current 
micht now. in some cases. sell for 10 or 15 times wt 

Western Washington: So recently as the years 

* operators were still absorbing large quantities of 

gton which till then was owned by the United St 

ber and stone act alone nearly 600,000 acres in 

en during those three years. Men used to take up 1 

pay the Government $2.50 an acre, or $400 

; and in 1 

was 4 cents per thousand fect or less. Most of tl! 
their lands to speculators at from $600 to $1,500 
instance, in 1891 a speculator bought 160 acres I 


| $800. He estimated that it contained between 


be abandoned; that the timber | 
dings of the country should be surrendered at whatever | 


feet, of which half was cedar. He held it till 
$18,500. So late as the years from 1905 te 
acres in Clallam County, west of Puget Sour 
claimants at an average cost of about $1.220 
totai cost not far from $61,000. The timber wa 
472,000,000 feet. The cost to the speculator, or 
fraction under 13 cents a thousand. The tract wa 
for $200,000, and soon after the speculator had 


i 


received an offer of $280,000 The price he sold 


| thousand on the estimate; the price afterwards off 


prevailed a decade or so ago. All will agree with him when | 


hat the 


Government was fleeced out of valuable timber 
land selections. It is worthy of comment, 


ie Republican Party, then in power, took no | 


op these iniquities. 

Under control of the Republican leaders and at the instance 
of the men in the timl 
control of the Republican Party, who officered the conventions, 
who made the nominations for public office, to whom the pre- 
cinct committeemen and the members of the organization looked 
for instructions under this leadership millions of acres of 
timberlands as well as other lands of almost inestimable value 
were taken from the Government fraudulently, by false affi- 
davits, by congressional aid, and by every device that ingenuity 


( ad invent, 


ver sections of the 


STATE CONTROL IS URGED. 

It is urged by the anticonservationists that the States should 
control these forest lands. Yet the record shows that under 
State control the most flagrant frauds were perpetrated. Liber- 
ality, or else collusion, on the part of State officers has per- 
mitted lands to pass into the hands of large owners of timber 
with astounding rapidity and in very large areas. In 1900 and 
1901, 705,000 acres were eliminated from the Olympic National 
Forest on the ground that the land was chiefly valuable for 
agriculture, and that the forest reserve was retarding the settle- 
ment of the country. Of this large area 523,720 acres passed 
into the hands of owners who are now holding it purely as a 
timber speculation. Three companies and two individuals own 
over 178,000 acres in holdings of from 15,000 to over 80,000 





In general, the less accessible timber has sold 
from 50 cents to $1 a thousand, but’ most of tl 


| such prices are small. What gets into the hands 


is likely to stay there till it commands more. One 
holding of 100,000.000 feet, 25 or 30 miles ithe 
1907 at $1 a thousand, and about the same time pic! 
feet in small lots at an average cost of 81 cents 


| Land Co., which made very extensive purchases of 
country who were in | 


about the same time, buying almost exclusively frou 
understood to have paid an average price of 
George 8. Long, manager of the Weyerhaeuser 


la public hearing before the Pierce County b« 


August, 1908, that the Milwaukee company had 
and up to September, 1907, 6,000,000,000 feet at les 


The land-grabbers know that they can strike a b 
as a rule, under State management than under F* 
The tax argument is persistently urged on behalf 
individual ownership. This means, of course, t! 
had control it would soon pass the timber land 
hands, and that the revenues of taxation would 
creased. It appears absurd to give away propert 
get the taxes. If the property were not worth 
taxes, these timber operators would not want i! 
not amount to so much in any case, and after th 
away the tax is only nominal. 

Moreover, the taxable value of forests in rem 
regions or summits of mountain ranges would 
lematical, and, in our opinion, elimanating the 
of turning the forests over to private ownership, U 
income the State will eventually receive from sales « 
would far exceed any amount that could probably 
from taxes. 


l 


‘ 














him ‘ 
of the mighty Columbia The lands s¢ ‘ed by the 
on within a few months on the ore nds ! 
I vere sold by Gov. H and Laad C missior R 
0, and Gov. Hay wants us to turn over n t 











e waters of © lat River | pf te 
5,000 horsepower—-by paying filing fees to t State 
his speech he favored te 1! 
tr DID NOT APPROVE FRAUD AT SANTA BARBARA, 
rence was made in the speech ague, th 
m Washington, to the Santa i-land ! 


was asserted that Mr. Gifford Pinchot had indorsed this 
ion whereby the Santa Fe ] l 
ige and had really defrauded the Government. In proof 


justice of this charge I here insert the letter written | 


























: hot. This letter ! ve tl iteme! 
It will be noticed that Mr. tated in the letter 
» was informed that “ until ds in one of tl 
I s” were to be substituted f is the Gove ment 
1 giving up. The letter is as fo 
, B ba oF } ¥ » WwW. A. I 3 
1903 
Los A» , Cal b 1903 
\. RICHARDS 
ral Land Office, Washington, D. C. 
AR GOVERNOR: I have just had a look at the water problem 
‘a, and I want to send you a word yout t tuation 
1 the necessity for the acquisition by t Governn ft 
l » Prieta y los Najalehos, if that is the way to spell it. ; 
evit t from what I was able to learn that the 0 
‘ Barbara will be very seriously deficient in water supply n 
, ' \ years unless the acquisition of this area by the G n 
pe ble for the city to acquire a new source from t I 
¥ of the Santa Ynez River. anta Barba 33 draw n 
t iter stored in the Santa Ynez Range al zg t a 
W 1 i is pushing into the mountains. Sources of ground wa 
‘ ‘ cter are not nanent, and it b mes extremely desira 
i ( to own a safe supply 


will remember that the difficulty In 
t and question I am informed that 
untimbered land in one of the Dak 








ta Barbara. From the condition wat 
of the opinion that even at the « at I 1 
the Government, which from t present situation I appre 1d 
to be feared, it uld be wise to make the exchang Wat 
lly the sole output of the forest reserv: i ion, and 
s to me that this action on the part of tl ities r 





in line with the policy which has dik { 
é 3 in this region. 
ct ta be in Meeteetsee for a meeting of cattle and sheen r 


but I shall miss you on your way in for ye 








: trip hoped to do. ‘y not to see Barrett, too, 
V lerstand, has been doing l work 
. nt to send you my best wishes for the complete recovery of 

ds and my hope of seeing you again before long ; 
very sincerely, yours, 
Girrorp Pt ( Forester, 
ROOSEVELT AND PINCHOT STOPPED 
‘re came a time when these fraudulent tra: tions had 








Theodore Reosevelt was elected President in 
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HOW TIMBER IS SOLD 





The average price at which national forest timber was sold on the 
stump by the Government last year was $2 per thousand. 

The Forest Service spent thousands of dollars advertising its timber. 
It secks purchasers by every means in its power It sold during the 
last fiscal year the equivalent of about 800,000,000 board feet of timber 
in all forms—for lumber, mine props, fuel, posts, and many other uses. 

The cut for lumber alone of the entire United States was between 
40,000,000,000 and 45,000,000,000 feet 

All sales of over $100 worth of timber were made after advertise- 
ment for competitive bids. The Forest Service is prohibited by law 
from selling in any other way. It is also prohibited by law from sell 
ing or offering for sale any timber until after it has been appraised, 
or for less than the appraised valu 

To permit of timber being sold for less than its market value the 
law would have to be changed, 

Should it be changed? 

THE CONSUMER PAYS THE MARKET PRICE. 

Who would have benefited if the timber actually paid for last year 
had been sold at half the market price or given away? 

Would the general market price have been less to the purchase r from 


the retail dealer? Not one cent. The mani ifac tt rers who cut this in- 
significant fraction of the country’s total lum! ut would have sold 
their lumber at the market price, pocketing the $1 or $2 or $3 per thou- 
sand less than the market price of stumpage with which the Govern 


ment had presented them. But if they had sold to the wholesaler for 
less, Wo — he have handed the present on to the retailer? And if the 
retailer had got any part of it, would he have given it to the consumer? 


To enable the consumer to benefit by a stumpage price less than pur 
chasers of stumpage stand ready to pay, the Government would have to 
manufacture, transport, and market the lumber, selling directly to the 
consumer from its own retail lumber yards. 

TO MATERIALLY LOWER THE RETAIL PRICE BY INCREASING THE CUT THE 
GOVERNMENT WOULD HAVE TO OVERCUT ITS FORESTS. 

But suppose the Government had by giving timber away to all appli- 
cants raised the national forest cut to one-fifth of the entire cut of the 
country. 

In point of fact, it could not have done this by giving the timber 
away. It would have had to pay lumbermen to come and get it. With 
lumber prices where they are now the Government can get from 50 
cents to $5 per thousand for its stumpage under competitive bids, the 
price depending on the location and kind of timber sold. Ten years 
ago it could not have given away what it is selling to-day; not, that 








is, as stumpage. It could easily have given the timber to speculators 
to hoid rs rising prices. : 
The esent national-forest stand forms one-fifth of the country’s 


} 


otal supply of saw timber. If one-fifth of the annual lumber cut were 
~ iwn poly the forests and at the same time they continued to supply 
the timber in other forms demanded by western mining, agriculture, 
and other industries, the forests would be cut off faster than the coun- 
try's total supply. 

The country’s total supp 
grows 

If the Government gave timber away and the consumer got the full 
benefit the $2 per thousand gain to him would be but a trifling part of 
the retail price It would not restore the cheap lumber prices of a 
few years ugo. 
SALES OF GOVERNMENT TIMBER FOR LESS THAN ITS MARKET VALUE WOULD 

DIRECTLY PROMOTE MONOPOLISTIC CONTROL OF TIMBER SUPPLIES. 

Years before the national forests were set aside speculators were 
busy securing the best timberlands of the public domain. Twice as 
much western timber is in private as in public ownership. 





ly is being cut three times as fast as it 
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| 











would be concentrated in fewer hands. Public timh 
ished. The chance for monopoly profits and arti 
market would have been made materially greater. ‘| 
would pay the score—with usury. ; 
POLICY OF FOREST SERVICE 
The Forest Service is selling timber as fast as thi 





} 
= sacrificing the interests of the public. It is mak - 
sistent with sound business to dispose of the overt 
the forests and bring the annual cut up to a fair porti 
It is advertising commercial opportunities on the for 

successfully. Its sale contracts are framed to mect 
and logging conditions. They are accepted by ibu 
attracting large investment. The small manufactu . 
ever he is eq lipped to utilize the timber. Sut where t] 
organization of the big operator are needed to dev ) 
large sales are made. Yet in all contracts holdir ti 
| tion is prohil sited and the payment of the proper ya! 
frequent adjustme ‘nts of price 
This policy is succeeding The use of national f ‘ 
sound and stable basis is increasing rapidly. Since J 


| have no objection, but I think it is due to the 


i 


At any given price level there is a certain amount of timber that | 


will pay the cost of cutting. The rest is not on the market, because 
to cut and manufacture it would cost more than it would sell for. 

Privately owned timber involves carrying charges to the owners, in- 
terest on capital tied up, taxes, and cost of protection or fire risk. 
Private owners are, therefore, under pressure to sell and extinguish 
these charges. They also have, as a rule, the timber that would nat- 
urally be first to come into demand. They saw to that when they got it. 

But, at a given price level, there is always a limit to the amount of 
timber that is on the market. The owner will not go beyond a certain 
point. When that point is reached he prefers to hold, not manufacture, 
his timber. 

After lumber prices fell in 1907 many lumber mills operated at a 
loss rather than shut down altogether. The owners had miscalculated 
the demand, but having set up their mills could not shut down alto- 
gether without incurring greater losses than those involved in running. 
The output in 1912 in the West was only about 60 per cent of the 
capacity of the mills 

This is what the lumber trade knows as “ overproduction.” 

The consumer thinks there is not production enough, because lumber 
costs him more than it did 10 years ago. But the forests that supplied 
him 10 years ago are gone. Though there is still plenty of timber left, 
it is less accessible and more expensive to get on the market. 

if the Government cuts its stumpage price in half, more miils will 
be located on the forests but fewer will operate outside. The cut 
from Government land will take the place of part of the cut from pri- 
vate holdings. In effect, the Government would pay a bounty to induce 
operators to cut its trees instead of their own. 

Part of this bounty would be a pure gift to the operators. Men who 
find it to their advantage to buy national forest timber at the present 
prices would make more money. To the extent that the cut from Gov- 
ernment land teok the place of the cut from private ho ildings the bounty 


| remarks without asking the consent of anybody, 


| gentleman. He made a statement correcting my r 


would represent the cost of bringing about this substitution. It would | 


be the inducement held out to secure the reversal of the order dictated 
by business conditions. 

This would inevitably accentuate the condition known to the lumber 
trade as “ overpr duction.’ 

Chose operators who are now breaking even or running at a loss 
or with curtailed output would, of course, if they could, withdraw from 
the market and let the cut from Government lands take the place of 
the cut from their holdings. 

If they could all do this, the consumer would not be benefited at all. 
But not all could. They have incurred business obligations which 
they must meet. The weak ones would be shaken out. The value of 
stumpage would decline. The strong ones would seize the opportunity 
to add to their holdings. The field for speculative buying of timber- 
lands would be wide open again. 

Gradually a condition of equilibrium would be restored. The surplus 
of stumpage artificially created would be absorbed, partly by cutting, 


partly by speculative acquisition and withdrawal. Private timber | 


over one and one-half billion feet has been sold Mar 
looking to the forests for new locations If the 
the yearly sales will soon reach 3,000,000,000 feet i 
on a number of forests which are within reach of m 
used. As transportation facilities are extended th 
about on every forest. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washi 
RYAN] also asks unanimous consent to make a « 
cerning the names of the departments, in an int: 
formance that he had with the other gentlen 
ington. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr 


( Y l 





tia 


Speaks 
Ho 
statement in regard to that, since he has referred 


serve the right to object, in order to make this 


regard to the matter. The colloquy occurred ye 

gard to the tra oe of the Forest Service from the I 

of the Interior to the Department of Agriculture. M 

[Mr. Bryan] had the matter exactly wrong. Thi 

colloquy took place. It was not of very great impo 

there was another matter also in connection with 

yesterday that we were talking about changing. I \ 

to strike it all out, but I submitted the question to 

man from Kansas |Mr. Murpock] this morning, 

jected. Now it is a matter for the House to decide v 4 
change the record of things that are actually spoke q 
the floor or not. If the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. M 
insists on his portion of it being kept in, I shal! 
whole record go in. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman from Was! 
HuMPHREY] will remember that my interruption 
quite foreign to the interruption of his colleague [M1 
and I could not see why my interruption was afl 
any change in the remarks of the gentleman from \ 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will say tl a 
man is mistaken. : 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair inquire, W! 
rection that the gentleman wants to make? 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I suggested that tl 
Service had been transferred from the Departmen 
ture to the Department of the Interior. I should 
just exactly the reverse. That is what I want t 

Mr. MURDOCK. Why not let it go? 

Mr. BRYAN. Of course, if the gentleman ob) 
should like to have him object before the whole il 

The SPEAKER. Has the matter been printed 

Mr. BRYAN. No; the gentleman has withheld 
has the speech on his desk. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been printed in the 

Mr. BRYAN. No. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 















does not change his remarks in such a way as to | 
tleman in a ridiculous attitude in his own remar! 
what the other gentleman said. 

Mr. BRYAN. My remarks were commented uw! 








if I were now to correct the manuscript of my) 
changing what I actually said, the gentleman wou 
remove his correction. For that reason I do not cols 
I have the right to do it without his consent. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Why not let it stand? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no right to 


dialogue without the consent of the other gentien 

Mr. BRYAN. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The reason for that is illust 
instance which I will state. Mr. Speaker Reet har 
up once on the objection of another Member. I was s 
speech and was getting to the end of it. was i 
of the last sentence, which happened to be a very lous 
was a carefully prepared speech, and I thought it was 
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sentence. A gentleman bobbed up right in the middle of | Mr. HUMPHREY of Washi: 
ntence and asked me a question that was utterly irrele- | for detaining the House for ; 
o what I was talking about. I answered his question | man from Kansas [Mr. Muri 
then went back to the beginning of my sentence and re- | good deal of my time yesterd 
i the whole of it, and when I received the reporter's notes | yield to me to-day. The 
speech I struck out that question and my answer to it. | complains espe ially is 
eht I had a right to do that. Well, the next morning the Forestry Service 
wr came in and rose to a question of privilege, to know | and the railroads. 
i had stricken out this important question that he had | language as that. In 


oceasion to berate me 
er Reed, who was very kind toward me always. said | when he looks thro 
was wrong about it; that in a dialogue when anybody 
upted a Member who had the fisor he had the right to 
e to be interrupted, and he had the right to strike out the 
m if he refused to be interrupted; but that if he answered 
westion, as I had done, he had no right to strike out the 
‘jon and answer without the consent of the other Member. 
hen you come to study about it, that was a very correct 
becau here is a rea for everything. In thi 
he gentleman from Washington [Mr. Bryan] made ct 
ements which the other gentleman from Washington 
UMPUREY] commented upon. Then, if the gentleman from 
gton [Mr. Bryan] strikes out that statement, or modi 
I do not know what the effect would be in this particu- 
e, but it might put the other gentleman from Washington 


HUMPHREY] in 2 very awkward and preposterous attitude 
arks that did not seem pertinent at all. Ther 
* the rule, a dialogue can not be modified without the 

of both parties. 
MURDOCK. In regard to the matter of the Recorp and 


mination of remarks, it has been my custom to let the 


e 


» stand, simply correcting the bad grammar; but I would 
ask Speaker what his ruling would be in this sort 
se? A few moments before the Speaker came into the 
I repeatedly refused to yield, and yet all the time I 
yiected to a storm of interruptions. Now, do those inter- 
;go out or simp! incli 
hem in. 
PARKER. the gentleman from Kansas declines to 


* 


ly be left in the Recorp? My inclination 


he has a right. when he comes to revise his remarks, to 


out the question or interruption, whatever it was. But 
nswers, then he is not permitted to change the dialogue 
the consent of the interlocutor. 

MURDOCK. I have always believed that the better 
» was to allow the Recorp to show precisely what took 
rring bad grammar. 

SPEAKER. There is no ruling that the Cl 

» make in this instance. 

BRYAN, ha nanimous consent 

» the change, but if my col gue does not wish 

ontent, 

SPEAKER. ) i ( : e gen 
from Washingt: 2 Mr. AUSTIN ros 

HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, un! Mr. HUMPHRE 


nan from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] consents that his inter- | yield now, be 


may be changed, I shall object. by the gentleman from 
BRYAN. Mr. “aker, the matter of the gentleman fron Mr. AUSTIN. Oh, I 
[Mr. Murpock] has nothing to do with my interrupti 3. Mr. HUMVHREY of 
‘e several pages apart. will get me an ext i 
HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to call Mr. AUSTIN. I wil 
r’s attention to this fact, that when I rose and asked Mr. HUMPHREY of 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp the Mr. AUSTIN Inas 
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] pointed out at that time | name of President Finley, 
he should object to a change of anything that had oc gation in my se¢tion 
1 on the floor. gentleman that if he has iy eviden 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington objects. | profited by this legislation I would lil 
. while this matter of parliamentary practice is up, the | I have the utmost confidence in tl 
r would like to make a suggestion, and that is that the | Mr. Finley, of the Southern R 
is not called upon to recognize anybody who says any- | Mr. HUMPHREY of Washi 
in his seat without rising. There is good reason for that, | reflected on the honor or 
i explained once before. There is so much talk going on | I have said they \ 
some people talking as loud in private conversation as | ican Forestry As 
do on the floor, that the Speaker can not possibly be look- | reprehensible? 
everywhere at one time. This morning a Member called Mr. AUSTIN 
the regular order, but the Member did not get up out of | think, that Mr. Hill | 
eatand the Chair could not tell who it was that called for it Mr. HUMPHREY of % ! 
these rules are made to preserve order. This rule is vio- ‘ insinuation and do ho 
ted by some of the most prominent men in the House and by » preaching U ny mal 
e of the oldest Members) When a Member has the floor and riticisn m the way the 
» one wants to interrupt, the proper way is to rise and ad- 
ss the Chair, net because the Chair wants to be addressed. 
it serves to preserve order; it keeps down quarrels and it 
ts fights. So these rules which seem immaterial some- 
es are exceedingly important. 


1¢ gentleman from Washington is recognized for 10 minutes. 


ke 
nh 


of 











1894 


entitled to them, but I challenge the gentleman to point out 
100 acres for every 10,000 that went to the railroads and the 
Weyerhaeuser interests under the administration of the Forest 
Service. He does not attempt to deny that this is true, but now 
he makes the confession—not exactly a confession and avoid- 
ance, but he makes a confession and a whine. He says that 
when this valuable land was given to the railroads for these 
worthless lands in the national forests that Congress was re- 
sponsible for’it. Congress was responsible for the legislation. 
He denounces these transfers now as a steal, little short of a 
crime, and so does my colleague from Washington, but I chal- 
lenge them to show where the Forest Service or anyone con- 
nected with it ever objected to any one of these transfers 


| 
Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker 
| 









The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. No. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman intend to 
yieid later? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I intend to yield in a 
moment. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman has made a very serious | 
statement. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. You take the transfers | 
that occurred in Arizona to the Santa Fe Railroad, you take | 
the transfers that occurred in the Northwest to the Northern | 
Pacific Railroad; during all that time it was the duty of the | 
Iorester and those in connection with the Forest Service if | 
these were not proper transactions to call the attention of 
Congress to them. Congress is to blame for enacting the legis- 
lation that made it possible. That is what I pointed out yester- | 
day; but if this thing were highway roblery, if it was wrong, 
and we all know it was, what were the people connected with | 
the Forest Service doing? Why did not they call attention to 
the facts? Why did not they let it be known that these acres 
which were absolutely worthless were given to the Government 
and in exchange the railroads were permitted to select the best | 
timbered lands upon the public domain? 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If I can get an extension.| 
of five minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER. You can not get it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not guarantee that. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman know who recom- | 
mended and favored the addition to the forest reserve in the | 
North Yellowstone Park while the legislation to repeal the lieu- 
land laws was before Congress—who recommended that that 
addition be made in these railroad lands? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. No; I do not; but if the 
gentleman knows I will yield to him. I have been trying to get 
information of that description. | 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman know whether the peo- 
ple connected with the Forestry Service favored it or objected | 
to it? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Well, I have the state- | 
ment of the gentleman from Wyoming, if he will permit me to 
state it, that the Forest Service was urging it and he was oppos- 
ing it: but it is true 240,000 acres of that land, according to the | 
best information that I can obtain, during the pendency of that 
bill in the Senate, was placed in the ferest reserve, scrip issued 
for it, land practically worthless, and that the Northern Pacific 
Railroad did-get 240,000 acres of the best timbered land in the | 
public domain. Now, just this one thing. I want to ask the 
gentleman from Kansas whether or not he is opposed to this 
resolution. He admits with me that these transfers were 
wrong; that a great fraud has been perpetrated upon the Gov- 
ernment. Is he opposed to investigating and finding out 
whether Congress is to blame or the Forest Service? If the For- 
est Service is innocent, then why not investigate? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. No; not now. I am mak- 
ing no charges further than I have already made, but I ask 
the gentleman whether or not, with all of his talk here upon 
the floor of this House, with all of his talk upon the Chautauqua 
platforms throughout the country about publicity, what objec- 
tion has he to such an investigation? What objection has he 
to letting the facts be known to the country? Let us find out 
why the Santa Fe got a million and a quarter of acres and 
who is responsible; let us find out how the Northern Pacific 
got 450,000 acres of fine timberland for worthless mountain tops. 
I supposed the gentleman from Kansas, when he rose to speak, 
would be urging that the Forest Service be investigated. If the 
Forest Service is composed of the saints that he would have 
you believe, why not let it be knowa? 
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I do not care to discuss in detail the question of ¢ 


serves that contain no forests. 


information. It is approximate 


terday, that one-third of all the forest reserves co 


ital 


chantable timber, never did, and never will, and a ere 


I asked t 


he 


ly correct, a 


Fores ¢ 
me the number of acres of nontimbered land inelna 


forest reserves, and his reply was that he could not 


S 


I 


of this was knowingly set aside for pasture or for 
In the Southwes 
highest authority, at least, for saying that the for 


poses besides forest protection. 


were not created for the purpose of protecting the 


did they pretend that they contain forests, 


on September 3, 1903, wrote a letter from Los Angel 


the Hon. W. A. Richards, Gene 


| be fair to the United States, as the land o1 


ral Land 


Mr. Giff 


Office, 
D. C., in which he makes the following statement : 
Water is practically the sole output of the forest 
region, and it appears to me that this action on the p: 
States is precisely in line with the policy which has dict 
aside of all the reserves in this region. 

his letter was written by Mr. Pinchot in- refer 
exchange of 48,000 acres of land owned by a pri 
near Santa Barbara, Cal., for 48,000 acres of 1 
outside of the forest reserve. This exchange 
consummated. I referred to this transaction yest 
pointed out that the Commissioner of the 


! 


l 


wi 


Gene) 


vned 
| was practically of no value, being estimated to lx 


40 cents an acre. I stated that, in spite of tl 
Conmnissioner of the General Land Office, 
made. My colleague [Mr. Bryan] has quoted t! 
in its entirety in his remarks to show that ! 
Pinchot an injustice when I claimed that he favor 
action. I quote from the letter again. It is a: 

You will remember that the difficulty in the case ! 


| lieu-land question. I am informed that Mr. W 
| take untimbered land in one of the 


Dakotas fo 


t] 


| had opposed this exchange upon the ground that 


hy 


I 


ashbur 


rh 


Santa Barbara. From the condition of the water su 


of. the opinion that even at the cost o 


f a relative 


Goverament, which from the present situation I 


| feared, it would be wise to make the 





exchang 


If I understand the plain and ordinary 1 
lish language, the words above quoted show th 
was in favor of this exchange. If these words «: 
cate, then I have done Mr. Pinchot an 
largely upon this statement that I said that 


Santa Barbara deal. 


1 
\ 


app 


ne 


inju 


1 


} 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS—ADJOURN MI 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the | 


adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ke! 
LEY] moves that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. MONDELL. I hope the gentleman wi 


motion for a second. 





JUNE 


Ss} 


\W 


Mr. SHERLEY. I will withhold it for a second, M 


Mr. MONDELL. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to give 
at the meeting of the House on Friday I sha!! 


consent to address the House for 


Mr. MURDOCK. Before that is acted upon, I as! 
consent to extend and revise my remarks in the I 


one hour. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
pocK] asks unanimous consent to extend and revise ! 
in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I will make it simply 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] is afraid of | 


it “ extend.” 


Mr. MANN. I want it “to extend.” 
Mr. MURDOCK. There are two matters 
Forester that I would like to include. 


Mr. MANN. I was not going 


to object, 


Kansas 


but 


as 


‘ rey fe 


fre 


I 


mm) 
bli 


v 


say that I would object to such requests hereafter. 


Mr. MURDOCK. Is the gentleman objecting t 


or extending? Which one? 


? 


Mr. MANN. Simply with regard to the request to 
the right 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, 


I hope the gentleman from Kansas will make it cle: 


reserving 


my interruption, when I said that I denied a certai! 
the statement which I denied was the gentlem: 
that the speech made yesterd@y by the gentleman 


ington [Mr. Humpurey] represented the Republica! 


the forestry question. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I wil! not withl 


tion for a renewal of this interparty warfare. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 


pocK] asks leave to extend his 
there objection? 


remarks 


Kansas 


in 


’ 


the 


1 


i 


I 












IIUMPHREY of Washington. Reserving 
i want to ask the same privilege. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington 
kEY] makes the same request. Is there 
a pause.} The Chair hears none, and it 
iiieman from Kentucky [Mr. SuerLey] moves that the 
do now adjourn. 

motion was agreed to; (at 3 
p. m.) the House adjourned, pursuant 
y made, until Friday, June 6, 1913, at 


the right 


[ Mr. 


o'clock and 55 
to the order 


12 oc) noon 


accordingly 


ek 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

r clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
sury, transmitting schedules of papers, documents, 
on the files of the Department of the Treasury which are 
“ied in the transaction of public business and have no 
nent or historical value (H. Doc. No. 58), was taken from 
referred to the Committe 
eless Executive Papers, and ordered to be prit 


trea 


eaker’s table, on Disposition 


ted. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
3 of XXIT, bill 


Inder clause Rule s. resolutions, and memo 





=: were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 5842) granting to the 
n employees of the United States the richt to re ive 


me Ou 


compensation for injuries sustained in the cour 
their employment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. granting 


-o149 . 
wiv) ISIOT 


De} iS 
+, soldiers and sailors of the Civil War who are either totally 
‘ hled for labor or so disabled as to require the aid and 
‘ ndance of another person; to the Committee on Invalid 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5844) providing for the free 
ation of articles intended for foreign buildings and ex 
] at the Panama-Pacific International Exposition and for 
protection of foreign exhibitors; to the Committee on Ways 
| Means. 
Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 5845) appropriating $11,500 
erading at the Frankford Arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa.; to th 
( mittee on Military Affairs. 
i bill (H. R. 5846) to provide for the survey of the 


lkill River, Pa.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 5847) to prevent 
ily in the coastwise trade between Atlantic and Pacific 
ports of the United States via the Panama Canal; to the Com- 


mo- 


coast 


to | 


objection ? | 
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is so ordered. | 


| 
| 


| 


propriation to build ley 
|on Rivers and Harbors. 
\lso, memorial of the Legislature of ¢ 
lem of national highways; to the Com 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESO 
Under clause 1 of Rule XNII ¥ 
were introduced and severally referred a 
By Mr. ASWELI A bill (CH. R. 5854) 
| Sarah Ann Davy to the Committee on I 
| By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bi CH. Bi i 
crease of pension to George Bailey; to the ¢ 
Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5855) grant 
Thomas Lowe: to the Committ 1 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7) Zz 
Thomas H. Mellvaine;: to the C 
Also, a bill (H. IR. SS58S) granting a 
gar; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. CHANDLER of New York \ 
t] relief of Bolognesi, Hartfield & ¢ 
c ‘ il Je 
iy Mr. EDMONDS A b (H. R 
Kimiuia UH. Rid to the Committ ‘ ( 
By Mr. FESS A b (Hi. J ss 
( to dé p it. ¢ rad ( 
By Mr. FRANCIS: A 1 (H. R. 5862 
Mary Elizabeth Crowl;: to the Co 
By Mr. GARNER Al (H. R ) 
H. Church, admit ra 
to tl Committee on Cla 
By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H.R 4 
a ion o st W n Cert 
tary Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5865) te Correct 
Robert Stinson; to the Committee on M 
By Mr. GOULDEN: A |! (1. R 
to Henry P. Niebuhr; to the Con ‘ 
By Mr. KONOP: A bill (HL R. 5867) 
pension to James Dougherty; to the ¢ 
By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H, R. 5868) 
tion of services rendered by Herman Hau 
War; to the Committee on Military Affai 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5SG69) to correct tl 
Christopher P. Rhodes; to the Committee 


wittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 5848) to provide for the erec- 
of a monument on the battle field of Gettysburg to com- | 


norate the services of the United States Signal Corps during 
War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on Military 
By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 5849) to amend section 100 
of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws 
I ng to the judiciary,’ approved March 3, 1911; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (FH. R. 5850) 


to amend section 162 


| 
| 
| 
| 


he act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the | 


iry, approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on Revi- 

sion of the Laws. 

By Mr. KALANTIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 5851) to authorize 

(1 provide for the manufacture, maintenance, 

| supply of electric light and power within the Lihue district 
nd the Koloa district, county of Kauai, Territory of Hawaii; 
to the Committee on the Territories. 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5852) for the 
rther regulation of financial institutions doing business in the 
strict of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
ovIaAL 
By Mr. SABATH: A bill 


(H. R. 5853) to create a legislative 





d and reference bureau; to the Committee on the Li- 
} ° 

By Mr. PEPPER: Resolution (H. Res. 121) authorizing the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Department to 
lave certain printing and binding done; to the Committee on 
7? 


rinting. 


Also. resolution (H. 122) authorizing the chairman 


Res. 


the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Department 
to appoint a clerk for said committee; to the Committee on 
Accounts 
By Mr. LINTHICUM: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 93) au- 
rizing the President to accept an invitation to participate 








’ +} 


e Internatic Congress of Medicine; to the Committee on 
Voreign Affairs. 


ma! 














distribution, | 


of | 


By Mr. FESS: Memorial of the Legis] 
struction and ap 


By Mr. SABATH: A b 
Daniel Henry; to the Comn 


(H. R. 


iittee on 


esi) 


Iny 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5871) granting a 
Smetina: to the Committee on Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5872) granting a 
Shoeman: to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5873) granting a 


Andrlik;: to the Committee on Pensions 
By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill 
pension to Mary A. Patnods 
sions. 
Also. a bill (H. R. i) iting an 
Cynthia E. Robinson; to the Committee 
By Mr. TAGGART: A bill CHL. R. 5876 
Elizabeth A. White; to the Committee o1 
Also, a bill (HA. R. granting a 
Lewis; to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 
Levi Mott: to the Committee on Military 
By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R 
to Joseph Wardle; to the Commit 
Also, a bill (H. R. SSSO) granting 
Dikeman;-to the Committee on i 
By Mr. 1 NDERHILI 4 bill 
Johbannah O'Keefe; to 


DRT era 


wit) 


DST8) to correct 


tee on 


Pensk is 
(i. R 
sion to 


sions. 


PETITIONS, EF’ 


Under clause 1 of Rule NNII. petitions a 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 
By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of 8S 
chants of New Philadelphia, Ohio, favoring 
state-commerce law; to the Committee « 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of the Samus 
| Co., of St. Louis, Mo., favoring passage 





(i 


to the Comm 


Invalid Pensi 


the Comm 


rc. 


on 
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na 



































OL ON GMRVNOIOTON " > YD (WaT AMT 

TROG CON RESSLON AL REC ORD—SENATE. TT? mn 
= ema sil cpiliaaansiaian — 

1 ‘ the Com e on the Post Office and | Dillingham Lane Pomerene Smit! ( 

; : ut I } il s 

i 2 I I } Ss 

b; I f ‘ New Orleans I j nson St 

n ae j rf na ( i yf Commerce, of . M ‘ er R » . Sw 
] hi reint 0 ! oft Af jiesinni rive } K Ma Va Sat bury "j 
( nd, Ohio. 1 { to sippl River to | Ma NJ S roth ; 
pre t floods; 1e Ce on | 1d Harbors. Nelson Sheppard T 
‘ I M. B. Pad ele » Paddock, and Irene MT z - Sherman Var 
’ nrahthitine ‘ )CGsorman Shielk Vv 
Wi ( O} , ae rohibiting the Ala. oO Shive Vv 
il t of é é to ( i » on Ways and Overman Simmons Ww 
= Ov Smit \riz 
2 s : ; : an s = Pr 5 s G 

\ petition of the Southern New England Textile Club, of — i , : 

P} R.1., ag t reduction of the duty on cotton goods, TOWNSEND. The senior Senator from M 
. ‘ mer ; 9 a7 ' + . } s 
ets to the Cor t m Ways and Means a on avoidably —o from the city. 

4 petition of tl Traffic Club of New York, favoring an all epee with the = Senator from Mi 
tion for t! ntinuance of the Commerce Court; to | REED). I desire to have this announcement stand 1 
the ¢ tee « ppropriations. rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy Senato: 

ition of ry union pr s of North America, | Swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is 
r ing fre ‘ and free press; to the Committee on the Phe wecretary will read the Journal of the preceding s 
sas ry Mr. BORAH. I ask unanimous consent that the 
. > rns ha ignens rj 
By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the tional Broom Manu- the J« nal t dispen ed with. 
fact rs’ A f Davenp Jowa, protesting against The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objecti 
‘ : r P oS ihiec 
any reat ion of the d y on brooms: to the Committee on W ays | Mr. JONES. Io ect. ‘ 
and Means | The PRESIDEN’ pro te mpore. Objection is mad 

A l f | citizens of N Orleans and Loui- | Journ il will be read. 
siana, f wz the passage of the Newlands river-regulation | The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was 
bill: he Committee on Rivers and Harbors. approved. 

Also, petition of the Traffic Club of New York City, favoring PERSONAL EXPLANATION—AMENDMENT OF THE Rt 
an appropriation for the continuance of the Commerce Court; | Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I rise to a ques 
to the Committee on Appropriations. | sonal privilege. 

Also, petition of the joint advisory board of the Cigar Makers The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from ] 
International Union of America, protesting against free cigars | will state the question of personal privilege. 
from the Philippines; to the Committee on Ways and Means. | Mr. SAULSBURY. In the Recorp of Mond 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petiti« n of rge M. Haliburton, of | I find it stated that the Senator from Massac!] 

Ri 1 ass., protesting against the creation of a committee | Lopce] announced a pair between the junior Senator 

ol health in the House of Representatives; to the Com- | Island [Mr. Corr] and myself, after which I at pear 

i Interstate and Foreign Comn erce voted on the question of reconsidering the amend) 
petition of f Beverly Board of Trade, indorsing move- | rules. In order that the Recorp may be correct I 1 

! f the Amer n Embassy Association relative to securing | to state, so far as I am individually concerned, that 
nt homes for our ambassador to the Committee on | standing as to the pair between the junior Senator fr 

} on Affa rs. ad a Island and myself was that we would protect ea: 

ity Mr. GARNER: Papers to accompany bill (H. R 56863) for | political questions, and I did not consider that I v 
t] elief of Frank Church; to the Committee on Claims. |} on that subject. 

by Mr. THINDS: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The explanation 
Rumford, Me., protesting against the reduction of the tariff on | the Senator from Delaware will be noted in the Ri 
paper, ete.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS (H. DOC. No. 

fr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of the Monte-| , RECINEN™’ 1m ‘haj 
i. : Soe 7 ; 7 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays 
sano Ch r of Commerce, of Montesano, Wash., protesting |. , ; a ; . ae 
aad i , : > latter abner, © ’ senate a communication from the Secretary of th 
‘ the immediate reduction of letter postage; to the Com-|,..° ww, ' 
: os iat Aion aunt Ment ned transmitting, pursuant to law, schedules of papers 
nit »- on the Post ice Ant ost Lond 27 aE » 
: aire re a | ete., on the files of the Treasury Department whi 
] Mir. LOBECK: Petition of sundry citizens of Omaha, . oe A oe Treas : I aa 
. ; 3 - : : | needed in the transaction of public business and h 
Nebr., protesting against a public health committee in the House | ae : ; al 
; . . . ; manent value or historical interest. The commu 
of resentatives; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign : aa : : 
‘ : accompanying papers will be referred to the Joint 
: : 5 namie: RA : . . : Whe ka mittee on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the 

I ir. MOTT: Petition of the Southern New England Textile ee ‘ ae ahah : ~ Paper . e 

; : : ; oe ties _, | Depariments, and the Chair appoints the Senator f 
Club, 7 esting against reduction of the duty on cotton goods; ry . } : : rar 

: , aie mont {Mr. Pace] and the Senator from Oregon [M 
te CK ittee on Ways and Means. | need sa tl mitt = the nart ofthe Genat 
: , . : emp 0 he committee o 1e part o e Senate 
», petition of Local No. 148, International Brotherhood of | mr man fi] notify tl He use of Re wesentatives of t! 
. a a ’ , . . tary whlil iv le ) i epresenta res OF Tt 
P; Makers, of Lyons Falls, N. Y., protesting against reduc- ment of the ioguaaittes ! 
tl the duty on paper; to the Committee on Ways and Means. ea seoraaen 94 : 

By Mr. TREADWAY: Petition of the Massachusetts Peace | . PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Society, protesting against the fortification of the Panama | Mr. OLIVER presented a memorial of the Lancaster | 
Canal; to the Committee on Appropriations. | Tobaceo Growers’ Association, of Pennsylvania, rem 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of sundry citizens of New | against the importation free of duty of cigars from t 
Orleans and Louisiana, favoring the passage of the Newlands | pite Islands, which was referred to the Committee « 
river-regulation bill; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.| He also presented a petition of sundry citizens 

Also, petition of the Traffic Club of New York, favoring an | ton, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
appropriation for the continuance of the Commerce Court; to | the interstate transportation of opium and cocaine 
the Committee on Appropriations. | medicinal purposes, which was referred to the Co! 

the Judiciary. 
ae He also presented a petition of the congregation of | 
SENATE. byterian Church of New Alexandria, Pa., praying for t 
. ‘ . . WIntt 
5 an ¢ me! . stitution to prohib 
Tuurspay. June 5. 1913. tion of an amend it to the ¢ on ti tion to ] ohibi 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judicia! - 


The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. 

Pr: by the Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 

The Vi President being absent, the President pro tempore 
(Mr. CLarke of Arkansas) took the chair. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I suggest 
quorum, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
roll, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


iver 


oO 


the absence of a 


The Secretary will call the 


17 
i 
2 
a 





Ashurst Rrandegee Catron Clark, Wyo. 
Bacon Tristow Chamberlain Clarke, Ark. 
torah Prvyan Chilton Crawford 
Brady Burton Clapp Cummins 


Mr. STERLING. I present a memorial signed by ci 
South Dakota, relative to the proper observance of S 
day of rest in the District of Columbia T ask that 
be printed in the Recorp, omitting the signatures 
be referred to the Committee on the District of Colu 

There being no objection, the petition was ref 
Committee on the District of Columbia and 


~ 


or: 


| printed in the Recorp, omitting the signatures, as follows 


PETITION TO UNITED STATES SENATE. 
To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 
Believine 
(1) In the separation of church and state: 5 
(2) That Congress is prohibited by the Constitutl 
any law enforcing the observance of any 











reli 











































IONAL RECO 


ID 
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t in 1 i) { f ium 1 any I I is . t into tl 
. ; ‘ the ! t : 
MARTINE of New Jersey presented a resolution adopted “A 
e Board of Street and Water Commissioners of Newark, 
J. remonstrating against the abandonment of the port of tiga a 
rk and its consolidation with the port of New York, which : 
ferred to the Committee on C merce. = 
ROOT. TI present a telegram, in the nature of a meme 
from the Fruit Importers’ Union, of New York City, rela An 
the proposed change in the capacity of lemon |! e aa ; 
ided for in the pending tariff bill. I move that the tele I 
be referred to the Committee on linance. 
» motion was agreed to 
SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry veterans of i fo 
» Civil War, residents of the State of Illinois, praying 1 the | 
] i? ‘ iy 
11 of the law suspending the so-called arrearage pension act, | °' 3 
wis referred to the Committee on Vensions prope ‘ 
BRISTOW presented a petition of the congregation of At 
Quinton Heights Baptist Church, of Topeka, Kans., pray ‘eo 
y * *¥_¢ . uv it i ii itt ‘ 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the interstate I a 
sportation of opium and cocaine except for medicinal pur 
<, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary re 1 th 
fr. BRANDEGEE. I send to the desk a resolution adopted | , i 
ie Merchants’ Association of the State of Connecticut, and Ss 
hat it be read. It is a very brief resolution eg 
here being no objection, the resolution was read and r Warren, | 
ed to the Committee on Finance, as follows: } In 1906 
Merchants’ Association of Connecticut, in annual nven This was « 
ad, with members represented in every city of the State, hav 
ed, That in view of the reduction in customs 1 wi : r = 
the tariff bill now under discussion by Congress, and the ‘ ae aa 
hat the retail merchants must at all times carry much mel ear th 
<¢ in advance of their immediate requirements, and in view of | >, +} ' 
t that a great deal of this merchandise will be 1 ered in price | ¢7 anny nnn a 
passage of this tariff measure now under consideration: There noida 
» it further , hk Sammdibeass 
ved, That an earnest request be made to all the Senators and r unk aoe 
ntatives of the State of Connecticut in Congress that a period | ° Het is wl 
months be allowed between the time of the enactment this : 


) 
tar'f! measure and its enforcement, thereby giving time to tl io 
merchant to dispose of much of his stock on hand and arrange ; 


: ; 
ements to avoid excessive loss through the enforcement of | | ‘ a en 000 000 
tariff law without sufficient time to adjust stock to neW | poi wall 
ns. Six per 
NISTRATIVE FEATURES OF THE NEW TARIFF BILL (S. DOC. ) went odu 
oe » raise 61 
NO. 53). Spee simmer & 
' } ' ' 
Mr. LODGE. I ask to have printed as a Senate document an — os Saeee taal 

e from the New York Journal of Commerce of May 28, 29, |) ° Mr Warren 


1 31, in regard to certain administrative features of the tariff | profits have 


It is a very short article. | refuse the int 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? There 


nder the tariff 


lands « the 


setts will be granted. 


na rec 4 
SUGAR INDUSTRY OF MICHIGAN. os 


SENATE. 





no objection, the request of the Senator from Massachu- | that the $200,000 asked 


Mr. REED. I ask to have printed in the Recorp an article | unloaded most of 


the Detroit (Mich.) News, dated April 25, 1913, bearing | (2 ™Aarset 








on the sugar industry of that State. A statemer 
‘here being no objection, the article was referred to the | ings of the & 
; a : ; : n 1912 th 
Conunittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, | carver Count 
s follows: i of the Michigan 
[From the Detroit News, Apr. 25, 1913.] f name to the 
iS OF MICHIGAN SUGAR CO. STOCK PAID $5, FOR GOOD WILI <oSe.. 
9 ¢ of 
SS THAN HAL THE STOCK SOLD IS REPRESENTED BY TANGIBLE nd. hint telbene 
OPERTY—EXACTLY $4,500,000 WAS ADDED TO THE “VALUE” oF THE | Of the Towa Ru 
00D WILL” IN A SINGLE YEAR—SUGAR TRUST NOW OWNS MOST oF | ®! on =" 
PREFERRED STOCK, WHICH HAS FIRST TITLE TO PROPERTY THAT NOW desire to 
EXISTS are so earnestly 
} sas . . : . i through a 
When buyers of stock of the Michigan Sugar Co. invested their , . 





. ir money sf thel1 
got $5,000,000 worth of “ good will” for their cash 


hy ‘ . _ . a compared witl 

They also invested $909,165.90 in stock that is represented by no | : 

iue at all, either tangible or intangible. } 

rhe value of the tangible holdings of the company do not amount t 
} 


LO 








last report of the financial condition of the company, filed 


: ecretary of state (July 3, 1912), shows the following “ assets ment of envoys extraordinary 
Real estate......s.....- staid $2, 994, 217. 41 | | > i ; 
Goods, chattels, merchandise, materials, and other tangi- each Paraguay 
property -—- on : . 1,509,007.13 | and submitted a report 
Cash on hand and in banks___ ~~~ i ; = 275.171 
Good will - eb aches eaten dntgeneeater eseseresene anes _..... 5,000, 000. 00 ; : 
Credits due company- aaa al 487, 038. 51 | tO which was 
a - change with 
a Total bint - 10, 265, 454.10 | jndemnity rights within 
rhe stock issues of the company are listed as follows: 
ic 


P mmon stock sold and paid for — ._ $7, 471, 100. 00 
I - 
‘ 


ferred stock sold and paid for. --- 3, 703, 500. 00- 














! 





Minnes ita Sug 


Sooo ooo 


the Michigan Sugar ¢ 





alf the amount of stock sold Mr. McCUMBER, from 


with | to which was referred the bill 
Uruguay, 


OS Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, from the Committee on P 
referred i 


national 
an equal area of national-forest land, repo 
ments and submitted a report 
fase ak . Mr. SHEPPARD, from the Committee 


rien ciO A Mic ak, sitet secant cinta bei danchcainianion asian cbse 11, 174, 600. 00 | was referred the bill (S. 1 to author 


























N, 


CONGRESSIO 








\L RE 





CORD—SEN ATE. J 




















( rs ¢ 1 County, Wash., to construct and Second. That the limit placed upon 
: oe PP ; > near . Shall be to an : t m t} 
e O no 1 River at or near the | for such servic ‘ t ; i r 1912 
t f ] 1 it W wut nt. amended it would read ) nv i I 
0 fi e CX j eign Relatio1 be ad I: 
{ bill (S. 2319) horizing the appoint- | “A bill to extend the | reorga 
: 1 of 
l o Sy I without amend- _ ” - 
] 10r LO | 7 ‘ : . “ Re it ¢ ed. ete hat the time r the 1 
; e ; ‘ a, | Oe er 65 f the Statut it Large, ent 
I | I n 1 ba the Committee on Mili- | p: iti ry civil « nses of the ¢ 
‘ f { hv l » joint 1 ution (S. J. | end I f 0 r Pp : 
ief Edward L. I to report it ad- | 1%!" sney resate to the 'reesganion 
R relief « wal Leyes, to report MW Ad- | ice xtended anuary 1, 1914 
’ J { joint res be postponed indefi- tr! nates mitted in ¢ iance wi 
Li be on acces t of the second half of the fiscal 1 
mane ‘ 1 thst Ee ee | organizat ordered by such provisior all con 
PI rj t ) v objection, 1t 18 80 | pair of the fiscal year 1914 and, until otherwis 
‘ l | the permanent organization of the customs servi I 
FY ‘ R. I am directed Committee on Mili- | estimates to be submitted t for shall show a 
. : e of su service per a ; to an amount n 
a4 } 34 7 1 ¥; wt ¢ "Dn = ; or ! 
t i i SUDJECT V to EC UIN a re v al imt actually expended for such s in t 
| (Ss. R 100) directing the Con e on J tary AT- | $500,000.” 
f: of the § to accord a |} I , dward L. Keyes, for- In view of tl ur bef the 1 fJ 
tha l ‘ in ft rm j 
meriy a second lieutenant of the Fifth United States Cavalry, { : ~ ; 2 _ 
and J] hbmit p (No. y) there : R lly W. G. h 
rhe PRESIDI | { re The resolution will be placed I cor { that t is a ry genera! 
in len manner in which the « { 
on the calendar under the order made by Pres Ta just | I 
REORGANIZATION OF TH [ VICE. | Presidency, Though indicating no opinion ¢ } 
' : | complaints are jus dt in ext that requires the 
FLETCHER. From the Committee on Commerce I report | Congress, the committee has reached the conclus! 
b fay ably with an dments the bill (S. 2258) to ex tend t a iy oe ‘ . - : t , h ‘eo b — 7 ; 
. : aoe Si . ) -horoughl) nv igat o the ene hat such a 
t] posed reorgal ion of the custom service for a period meritorious may be corrected by Executive action. W 
of two years, and I submit a report (No. 57) thereon, which I | fault to anyone, the committee is inclined to beli t 
“17 47 Le nf : neant for mulgated by the P dent rear he cust d 
a ti Seni vill then ask unanimous consent for th 
may be read. I will then ask un ( t for the | necessity, prepared under condii ia ‘alain ‘ail 
consideration of the bill. 1 quired, and, as a consequence everal features of the « 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida | lenged by interested persons and localities as bei 
: ae : . ; hic 74] dent. The committee fcels that no serious in 
resents a renor rom the ymmittee on Commerce, hich will - ; 7 ond : dg : 
I re its a re p rt fre n til ( Oo nmitt on mmerce, W Ab publie servi by continuing the Executive character of 
be read unless there is objection. } reorganization until the of January, 1914. 
Mr. JONES. Do I understand the Chair to ask whether there | rhe committee accord y recommends that the bill 
is any objection? | striking out all after the enacting clause and insertit 
ul se it the form of bill suggested by the Secretary, except a 


"he PRESIDENT pro temp 
Mr. JONES. 
The 


re. Yes. 


I desire to object. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore 


The question is, Shall the | be oo 
rhe question is, Sl | under ’”’ be substituted, so that the provision will re 


report be read? [Putting the question. ] 
Mr. JONES. I have no objection to the reading of the report. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ayes have it, and the 
Secretary will read the report. 
The Secretary read the report this day submitted by Mr. 


Fiercuer from the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 
[s No. Sixty-third Congr first ssion. ] 

COMMITTEB REPORT. 

Committee on Commerce having had 
58, entitled “A bill to extend the proposed 
customs service for a period of two years,” submit the following report. 
The committee caused a copy of the bill to be submitted to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, with the request that he furnish the committee 
with such information as is shown by the records of his office relating 


ste Rer : a7 sg 
Leena Report wd 5, 


mr 
ihe 


under consideration §S. 
reorganization of the 


9% 


to the necessity for the enactment of any such legislation at this time. 
The Secretary has stated his views in a communication, which is as 
follows: 


TREA DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, June 3, 


SURY 
1913. 
Hon. JAMES P. CLARKE, 

Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communi- 
cation of the 29th ultimo, submitting bill 8. 2258 for comments and 
recommendations, 

The plan of reorganization 
last provides for an o 


« 


adopted by the 
rganization of the customs service which, on the 
whole, is an improvement on the present arrangement of customs dis- 
tricts and ports There are some objections to the plan which could 
undoubtedly be overcome if the time should be extended for putting it 
into operation. 

The reorganization 
Congress in the 





as adopted is an extension of the plan followed 


by creation of the present Puget Sound district, which 





includes the whole of the State of Washington and comprises 22 ports, 
with headquarters at Port Townsend. Seattle, in this district, collects 
about one and one-half million dollars in duties and has exports of 
Ov twenty-two millions. Some of the ports are seaports and others 





are frontier ports, and all phases of customs practice are presented. 
The large volume of business in this district is transacted with expedi- 
tion and with great economy, and the plan followed in the reorganiza- 





tion is, therefore, not an experiment. 
The department has received a number of communications from va- 
us Senators and Representatives in Congress, boards of trade, cham- 
of> commerce, and individuals adverse to the proposed reorgani- 


most 


yn, but of these protests have been based either on erroneous 


eptions of the actual working of the plan or upon feelings of local 


I 
be! 
zati 
con 
pI 


ride They do not alone, in my opinion, present valid or serious 
grounds for deferring the operations of the reorganization. 

However, the plan has also been subjected to the criticism that it 
does not comply with the law, in that the estimate of expenditures 
under it is in « of $10,150,000, the amount which, under a strict 
construction of the act. might possibly be considered as the maximum 
amount authorized. While this criticism may be unsound as a matter 


of law, still, in view 


s 


ot its existence, and of the further fact that the 
reorganization as adopted by the President does not comprehend several 
administrative changes in the customs service which should be included 
in order to make a thorough and efficient organization, I have the honor 
to recommend that the bill be passed subject to the following amend- 
ments: 

First. That the time of the taking effect of the reorganization be 
postponed to January 1, 1914, instead of July 1, 1915; and 








President on March 3 | 


committee, 
of the y 
of the 


The modification suggested by the committ« 
execution of ’’ the words “ performance 
‘ts and things authorized to be done and 


as “ 











“That the time for the performance by the Presi 











things authorized to be done and performed by him unde 
of chapter 355 of the Statutes at Large,” etc. 

The committee further recommends that the title 
amended by striking out the words “two years” and 
thereof the words “six months,” and that the bill a’ so 


modified do pass. 


Mr. FLETCHER. I understand the Senator 


| ton objects to the present consideration of the bi 





Mr. JONES. I am very sorry to do so, 
to object to its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bill goes to the calendar. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Under the objection, I pres 
will have to go over until to-morrow. Then I 
take up the bill at the earliest opportunity. 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I am directed by the Committ 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the S« 
was referred Senate resolution 97, authorizing the C 
Commerce or any subcommittee thereof to hold 
so forth, submitted by Mr. CrLarke of Arkan 


but I 


Objection is 1 


~S 


COMM 


ultimo, to report it with amendments; and I as! 
consent for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks 
from Colorado to let the resolution go over. The « 


which the Chair is chairman is interested in the 
Chair does not know the extent of the amendment: 
been reported, and until opportunity is afforded 
the examination he asks that the matter go over. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Very well. 
ESTATE OF WILLIAM W. ST. JOHN. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. From the Committee to Audil 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back 
with an amendment Senate resolution 96, submitted b; 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. MaRTINE] on the 29th ult 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to c 
resolution. 

The amendment was, in line 3, after the words “ S¢ 
to strike out “Lucy St. John Tate, sister,” 
executor, administrator, or legal heirs.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Scnate be, and 


authorized and directed to pay out of the contingent fund of t 


to the executor, administrator, or legal heirs of William W 


late assistant clerk to the Committee on Coast Defenses of t! 


and ins 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 
















































e Senate, 2 sum equal to six months’ salary at the rate he was | Mr. JONES. If ei} \ 1A a ' 1 : 
} . ¢ t) time f i sath. sai sum to be considered as 
- » be a nd ait a ease ee ; does not come under the obje nthat Lamon 
en re ae caressa | Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Presideat, bef ! I 
PROL D INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. i . 7 
; desire to say that this amendm is 
NELSON, -I desire to introduce the bills which I send to | which I offered a year ago to the then | 3 
esk. ; : which was sent here by 1 Ilouse « Repre if 
JONES. Mr. President, under Rule XIV, I desire to | embodies the recent ‘ wdation of ‘ 
to the introduction of any bills to-day. I ask that bills | in favor « fa graduated ex tnx un 
ro O71 until to-morrow 1 eng ad i ! re « 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the Senator's privi rettes. Itisd t aa " 
Objection is made. tax upon the gre t 
BRISTOW. I introduce certain bills which I send to the | market a he ‘ 
‘ - , y i ts 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, | lesser con - lene ding 
be considered as read the first and second times and | portunity to live 
ywpriately ré ferred. Congress mace ef t } 
JONES. I desire to object to the introduction of the! antitrust law. to destrov nx 
Court a { ted States de thy } 
PRESIDENT pro t ore The Senator from Washing i opoly, d that it eame und t] 
bjects to the introduction of the bills. They will therefore | the country fondly hoped that th 
er. } but through under or through tnadverte ! 
McCUMBER. I offer sundry bills for reference | er ise dd ( S ( . 
\ JONES. I shall have to ask that they go over. In fied In the final work of drat { 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to the | t ! Dey Ed , le a 
ion of the bills, under the rule they will have to li rece d the proval of the Pr sd - 
( ie day. i i ) S ! ) vided 
SMITH of ith Cat ’ I duce a bill to regulate | trusts, o al tha « ii ae ' po 
migration of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the mel r! ent nies | 
| ted States. time to operate 1 contre the ma t f 1 
JONES. I ask that the bill go over. rmo rofits as did e « lt ‘ 
» PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Washin; whether the people of the United § 
biects to the introduction of the bill, and under the rule | of the United State hall ' t that « 
\ eo over for one day. | without any effort to rem 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I introduce two bills for reference. It is probably impos for th r¢ { , 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to object. | interfere with the decree of th ’ ‘ 1 
fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from Washit but it is ] by l¢ son : ; 
ects, and under the rule the bills will lie over for a day. | great powers of tax:.tion to re: if 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I desire to introduce 4 | several great a ciate trusts. just a 1 { 
waive the age limit for admission to the Pay Corps of th been used on pre 3 ms to dest It 1 
I i States Navy in the case of Theodore 8S. Coulbourn troy issues of State nks and » ¢ i 
Mr. JONES. I shall have to ask that the bill go over. mat ine industry for the b« f f 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- | Only a year or two ago C 1 
bjects, and under the rule the bill will lie over for one day. | tion to ki f 
CALLING OF THE ROLL. | So, Mr. President, I have d 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a | S@SSion In practically the sume 
] The Session A we r ag neces ‘ ; . 
1 Dic sATT rr c Peseyt ty hi the roaucts of Ose “Ory ‘ ( 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing ao _— et f tl 7 ; . : : : 
rgests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call | D&5!§, those companies whic! e doing ness } 
7 1 ‘ way. but so designed ; ) HY n the gr é 
> Uli. : 
. ¢ mor ) nower @ erea +} ‘ hax . , 
rhe Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- | VONOPOly power Bs so gres aie 
1 a al ae the competition that eri : inf f 
1 to their names: e j Mr. Py } { : 1, ‘ j 
t Fall M Va Shiv 
Fletcher Mat N.J Sir | for ( s not di ' ' 
| ! Gronna Nel 1 Smit Ariz 1? ) ' le and ji } ; I 
! i : Hitcheock Norris Sr 1, S. ¢ a% 4 ‘ tal : 
v H is OG in Sr t : 3° 3 l 0 ) 
Hughes Oliver Stey i t 1! f 
] James Overt 1 Ss ng £0000 000 ! of te 
? Johnston, Ala. Owen s nothing except the ordinat 8. 
{ n Jo S l SW yn 
Kenyon Pomerene "| ett oes bevond ft! noint a : 
( ) Kern Ransdell Tl n fr th total product of ! f | 
( Wyo. La Follette R } n T rnton * +} ‘ I ‘ 
Ark, Lane Ko ‘| nd , i { 
{ ra Lea Sa Irv V mn first 4,000,000 7 ] ( r the 0.000 4M ! 
( 5 Lewis Shafroth Ww L oe ! d: upon ti xt 4.000.000 
! ham Lodge Sheppard W ha , ani , 
Met be Sherman l 5 eI 
| ax I ' \ 
ir. DILLINGHAM. I desire to announce that my colleague | , y= ' : fact anch 
‘ , to « . P ue } it YT 1? it) qc , +} . Y Tea —— , : 7 
Pace] is absent from the city upon business of the Senate. | i¢ to the 6 cents ound extra t 
1} e this announcement for the d ly. th onerati nee | I a 
» PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-seven Senators have | gnane; neceanits ita, Gd a 
ered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. | :4< od es te , 
THE TARIFF. way in competiti aw d 
Mr. BORAH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 10.000. 000 OOK 
I m to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and pro- ' t 4 ' 
. 7 to « i 
revenue for the Gi vernn it, and for other purposes, which | ° f ing 1 owe 1.400.000.0004 : 
referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be ae , ey ; . 
al Tr , , . ; e the q l | eS hy 
GbURTON submitted an amendment intended to be pr a 4 
l by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and ron f t end t 
I Ime ‘ t 
l le revenue for the Government, and for other purposes ’ a 
was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to | ,,,. . ' that 1 ww dominate and tl t 
i nted. bit to . } thea "1 mt : 
EXCISE TAX ON TOBACCO MANUFACTURES. ‘ . CO A 
'\ y 
Tw rg . ‘Tr : ‘ ‘ ' 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I desire to submit an amendment to the | now, they will not be able to live long. In 
] ing tariff bill in order that it may be printed. \ | viped out; and we will only 1 e fe S 


1900 


owned by the same people, controlled by the same men, and 
practically just as much a trust as was the original trust which 
the court declared to be a trust and which it sought to destroy. 

So, Mr. President, I think we have the right in this bill while 
raising additional taxes providing additional revenue that may 
be needed because of a reduction of customs duties to impose 
this additional internal-revenue tax only applicable to the great 
producers or manufacturers who are violators of the spirit of 
the law at the present time. 

I trust that the Finance Committee—and I address myself 
particularly now to the chairman of the Finance Committee, 
at whose instance I was persuaded last year not to make a 
strong fight for my amendment—I particularly urge him at 
this time to take this amendment under favorable consideration 
in his committee. It is designed not only to raise some revenue 
but I believe it is designed to put into real operation the will 
of Congress for the destruction of monopoly in this particular 
industry. If it works in this industry, it may work in others 
also, and certainly the experiment is well worth the trial. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from Nebraska will be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


INVESTIGATION OF ATTEMPTS TO INFLUENCE LEGISLATION, 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
offer the resolution which I send to the desk, and which I ask 
may be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 

Carolina submits a resolution which will be read. 
The resolution (S. Res. 102) was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the expenses of the investigation of the charge of a 
lobby being maintained in Washington” ordered by the Senate under 
resolution May 29, 1913, be paid out of the miscellaneous items of 
the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary or the chairman of 
the subcommittee thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the law the resolution 
automatically goes to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES. That is not a joint resolution, is it? 

Mr. OVERMAN. No, sir; not at all. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made 
accordingly. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, in this connection, Senate 
resolution 92, known as the lobbying-investigation resolution, 
required the committee conducting the investigation to report 
within 10 days. Your committee has been holding morning, 
afternoon, and night sessions, but it will be utterly impossible 
for it to make a report by next Saturday. Therefore I am 
requested by the subcommittee conducting the investigation to 
ask the Senate to extend the time in which it shall make its 
report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In what parliamentary form 
does the Senator from North Carolina present the request? 

Mr. OVERMAN, That the time be extended in which the 
committee may make the report. 

Mr. SMOOT. How long will it probably take? 

Mr. OVERMAN. It may take two or three or four days 
longer than the time specified in the original resolution. 
make it indefinite, and say that we will report as soon 
can. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Carolina request unanimous 
time be granted? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Carolina asks that the time within which the committee now 
investigating the so-called lobby was required to report may be 
extended beyond the limitation of 10 days, specified in the reso- 
lution. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I regret very much to have to 
object to that request. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Then I move that the time be extended 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution can not be 
considered on the day on which it is introduced in the face of 
objection. 

Mr. OVERMAN. 
within 10 days. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not in order, 
because the Chair treated the request as in the nature of a 
resolution, and it will be laid over one day. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Then we can not carry out the order of the 
Senate. It will be impossible. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
determjne; it is not for the Chair, 


from 


“ 


as we 


North 
that enlargement of 


Does the Senator from 
consent that 


The committee will not be able to report 


That is for the Senate to 


North | 


I will | 
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Mr. OVERMAN. Do I understand that 
Washington insists upon his objection? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. OVERMAN. 
judgment. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. LIrise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
it not be in order at the present time to move to any 
portion of the resolution by which the committee was j; 
to report within 10 days? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can only be , 
reconsidering the vote by which the resolution was ado} 

Mr. OVERMAN’s motion was reduced to the form of 
tion (S. Res. 101), as follows: 

Resolved, That the time when the Committee on the Jua 
instructed to report to the Senate under the terms of Senate 
92, agreed to on May 29, 1913, be extended for a period of 
untH Wednesday, June 18, 1913. 


the Senat 


The committee, then, will exercis, 


DECISIONS OF UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. 
read and referred. 
The resolution (S. Res. 103) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Senate resolution, adopted on the 20th da 
ary, 1885, providing for furnishing to Senators pamphlet pri 
of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 


I submit a resolution, which I as 


same is hereby, annulled. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution be referred? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think the appropriate commit 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Exper 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would dey. 
gether on whether or not the expense of furnishing th 
is paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; it is paid out of that fu 
desire to have the former resolution repealed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution yw 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the ¢ 
Expenses of the Senate. 


To what committe: 


TUBERCULOSIS CURES, 


Mr. BRISTOW submitted the following resolution 
104), which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
directed, if not incompatible with the public interest, to t 
Senate such reports as have been made by officers of the I 
Bureau of the Public Health and such documentary int 
may have upon the so-called tuberculosis cures. 


Mr. BRISTOW. I ask unanimous consent for tl: 
consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator f 
asks unanimous consent for the present consider: 
resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. I shall have to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator fro 
ton objects, and the resolution will go over. 


ST. LOUIS & SAN FRANCISCO RAILROAD CO. 


Mr. KENYON submitted the following resoluti 
105), which was read: 


Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
has not the evidence on hand, and report to the Senate all 
circumstances concerning the purchase of the Chicago & |! 
nois Railroad by the St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad ‘ 
subsequent receivership of both railroads, such information 
the amount paid per share for both common and preferred 
Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad by the St. Louis & Sa 
Railroad Co.; the time of the issuance of such stock and 
thereof; guaranties, if any, made with reference thereto; 
the bonds issued by the St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad ‘ 
time of the purchase of the said Chicago & Eastern Illinoi 
the location of the holders of said bonds; the amount of t! 
in this country and abroad; and all the facts and circu! 
volved in any way in the transactions between said ra 
panies; and all the facts and circumstances leading up to s 
ships, and the progress of said receiverships to date; also 
and the capitalization and bond issues of all railroad and 
panies controlled by said St. Louis & San Francisco Railr 
time of such acquisitions, how acquired, amount of bonds is 
time of such acquisition, and all facts or circumstances invo 
purchase or control. 


Mr. KENYON. I ask unanimous consent for the p 


| Sideration of the resolution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from ! 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of t! 
tion. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I shall have to ask that 
lution go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from \\ 
ton objects, and, under the rule, the resolution will lie « 
one day. 
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~ . 7 | ‘ , 
JONES. That would not relieve the si 1a rj; ¢ I. G 
ect, Mr. President. r. y on 
PRESIDENT pro ten re. Obiection being 1 le. th I < Cree I 
n will go ove If the re ho! ‘ ( . t ¢ (re e I ! id { i * 
ons. no 1 t col iz Ove i n a former day, | for tl Hrs idicial I 1 
under J » VIII w in orde! C] A. Woods to | 1 is ! 
I I E SESSION Lot , I 
UNITED § M t 
BACON. I move that the Ser p! 1 to tl sid - 
of x ive ] Er t R 1 1 to be { 1 State I 
‘ 4 ‘ 1 of \ } a No. 2 
I ion was i to, and the Senate proceeded to the | ? t, a NO. a. 
‘ ion of e - After 483 minutes om nt in MEMBER F 1 I CUTIVE CoUN I 
tive session the doors e reopened, and (at 3 Tulio Larrinag 
Q y tes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Lu : ( 
June 6, 19138 e k } . I 
- —_ ARK A ‘ 
‘ sie wr 
NOMINATIONS. C. A. Berry, Huttig 
A. W. Cammack, Portland 
lire nominati rect d by the Senate June 5, 1! J. F. Gillespie, Cat le 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. D. B. I 1, Hope 
1 om atonat _ = > CON NECTICT 
h T. Griffith, of Kentucky, to be collector of inter CrICUs 
ie for the second trict of Kentucky, in place of Ls \ um I. Austin, Not n hts 
superseded. John J. Bohl, S ford 
, ; V. S. Clark. Milford 
Unirep States ATTORNEY W. 8. Clark, Milford. 
ae Thom MeGrath, Washington 
Virgil Bourland, of Arka to be United States attorney, Harry W. Potter. Glas bury 
district of Arka John I. Worthington, whose Ashmun P. Prickett. H 1 
iS expired. Peter J. Prior, Plainy 
vert S. Phillips, of Florida, to be United States attorney, Allen W. Rathbun, N 
rm district of Florida, vice Richard P. Marks, appointed 
i ’ : bh ‘ Mn a . tay Tx y a 
Warren Davis, of New Jersey, to be United States attorney Fl ‘ 7 ty w 
e district of New Jersey, vice John B. Vreeland, whos J. N. 


expired. 


IPO x Iw t 
PROMOTIONS IN 1 Ansty. R. H. Dunlap, Chipley. 
NFANTRY ARM, Ralph BE. MeKnight, Senoia 
Carl Reichmann, Infantry, unassigned, to be lieutenant | Carrie B. Padgett, Gl le 

| from May 29, 1913, vice Lieut. Col. Willson Y. Stamper, | L. J. Pritchard, Tenn : 
(d Infantry, retired from active service May 28, 1913 | Robert L, Steph LK 
t. Thomas F. Schley, Infantry, unassigned, to be major IDAHO 
May 29, 1913, vice Maj. Carl Reichmann, unassigned, Franklin A. Mille St. Antl 
oted. L. A. Wisener, G1 
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ILLINOIS, 
i. FF. Bieser, Nashville. 
John D. Brady, Buda. 
Kk. kk. Burton, Newton. 
John C. Crawford, Jonesboro. 
Thomas J. Cunningham, Taylorville. 
William B. Davis, Mount Sterling, 
William Foran, Sorento. 
Henry Gilbert, Ashley. 
EK. P. Kimball, Virden. 
Cc. M. Lewis, Bridgeport. 
W. F. Lutyen, Flanagan. 
William MeNeill, Prophetstown. 


John R. McWhorter, North Crystal Lake. 


A. KE. Martin, Benton. 

J. W. Payne, Lamoille. 

Robert L. Rich, Cobden. 

Henry S. Rolwing, Thebes. 

Diniel Du Russell, Trenton. 

T. N. Sutton, Mason City. 

Charles H. Ware, Barry. 

Lewis A. Westbrook, Creal Springs. 

IOWA. 

Charles H. Woodward, Gowrie. 
LOUISIANA. 

Ulysses J. Barrios, Lockport. 

Hattie M. Cooke, Washington. 

Tina Collins, Bastrop. 

Gaston Gonsoulin, Patterson. 

3. H. Miller, Clarks. 

William C. Stewart, Longville. 

MASSACHUSETTS, 

Jesse W. Crowell, South Yarmouth. 

MICHIGAN, 


—_ 


Frank D. Baker, Flint. 

Cc. D. Downing, St. Charles. 

William Grant, Coloma. 

Berend Kamps, Zeeland. 

Russell A. Lee, Harbor Springs. 
MISSISSIPPI, 


Walter L. Bourland, Amory. 
William G. Edwards, Enterprise. 
T. M. Fuller, Hattiesburg. 
Monroe L. Lott, Sumrall. 
Charles W. McKeithen, Woodville. 
Minnie L. Rees, Purvis. 
L. W. Smith, Shubuta. 
Charlie P. Wadley, Tunica. 

NEW JERSEY, 
James J. Davidson, Swedesboro. 
Harrison C. Hurley, Asbury Park. 
Harry M. Knight, Camden. 
Charles McCue, Lakewood. 

NEW MEXICO, 
Howard S. Boise, Hurley. 
A. B. Wagner, Clovis. 

NEW YORK. 
Samuel F. Andrews, Homer. 
Edward Blackwell, Pearl River. 
Fred J. Dunham, Montour Falls. 
Arthur B, Dewey, Tully. 
G. R. Paul Engert, Dobbs Ferry. 
Harry M. Fisher, Nanuet. 
Alphonzo E. Fitch, Cazenovia. 
John J. Glynn, Valatie. 
William H. Harding, Roscoe. 
Willis H. Hawkins, Bellport. 
James Hogan, Marcellus. 
Robert B. Irwin, Nichols. 
J. Marvin Lotridge, Cincinnatus. 
William E. McDonell, Alexandria Bay. 
Herbert McMullen, Marlboro. 
Delbert M. O’Brien, Fayetteville. 
Morris J. O'Neill, Centerville Station. 
Frederick W. Piotrow, Hamilton. 
Charles Ray, Barker. 
Ciarence A. Talbot. Edmeston. 
Albert B. Taylor, Hunter, 
James M. Tuohey, Medina. 
Miles G. Wellman, Youngstown. 
Wiliam F. Wild, Lindenhurst. 
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NORTH CAROLINA, 
W. T. Chambers, Madison. 
G. H. Currie, Clarkton, 
D. D. French, Lumberton. 
T. Lee, Dunn. 


Andrew Lewis Pendleton, Elizabeth City. 


R. J. Lewellyn, Elkin. 
Leonidas M. Michaux, Goldsboro. 
John B. Petteway, Jacksonville. 
Cc. W. Whitehurst, Beaufort. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
Robert Hunke, Richardton. 
John Robertson, Willow City. 
William Strehlow, Casselton. 
OREGON, 
Archie F. Eaton, Sheridan. 
R. L. Guiss, Woodburn. 
John Larkin, Newberg. 
O. J. Skiff, Union. 
Guy E. Tex, Central Point. 
Lewis Ulrich, Jacksonville. 
Ben Weathers, Enterprise. 
Mamie Winters, Burns, 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Earl L. Anderson, Parnassus. 
Arthur E. Brown, Osceola Mills. 
Margaret W. Buchanan, Scalp Level. 
Fletcher C. George, Lilly. 
John 8S. Leiby, Newport. 
Edward Raker, Shamokin. 
W. H. Strauss, Johnstown. 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 
E. C. Bethea, Latta. 
James A. Cannon, Fountain Inn, 
Pearle H. Padget, Saluda. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Henry B. Baer, Bowdle. 
D. J. Delaney, Custer. 
Stephen Jones, Canton. 
Albert Lewis, Conde. 
J. B. Lundy, Mellette. 
M. E. McCormick, Tyndall, 
Carl Oldewurtel, Freeman. 
W. M. Walters, Fairfax. 
Charles L. Wohlheter, White. 
TENNESSEE. 
A. B. Cook, Woodbury. 
TEXAS. 
Pope Allen, Valley Mills. 
E. B. Barnes, Snyder. 
William C. Boyett, College Station. 
Minnie Burke, Blossom. 
P. H. Clements, Goldthwaite. 
C. S. Davis, Ranger. 
J. J. Erwin, Ballinger. 
M. Ezell, Timpson. 
W. D. Foster, Miles. 
Sam K. Hailey, Conroe. 
John M. Hembree, Cross Plains. 
William E. Jenkins, Smithville. 
W. J. Lamb, Mabank. 
S. S. McClendon, Tyler. 
R. K. MeCleskey, Rule. 
P. B. MeNatt, Arlington. 
Cc. E. Maxwell, Strawn. 
B. F. Mitchell, Gainesville. 
John W. Person, Colorado. 
Shaw D. Ray, Winnsboro. 
S. P. Robbins, Lubbock. 
J. Wiley Taylor, Midland. 
Shadrac S. Tullos, Grand Prairie. 
Young C. White, Hamlin. 
VIRGINIA, 
R. Henry Cobb, Franklin. 
George E. Cunningham, Buena Vista 
W. E. Hailey, Keysville. 
H. Lester Hooker, Stuart. 
William F. Kennedy. Kenbridge. 
J. S. Lauck, Shenandoah. 
J. F. Lowman, Hot Springs. 
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Charles F. Russell, Herndon. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Se 
tie A. Southall, Amelia Court House. | ington objects, 
L.. Toone, Boydton. Journal. 


W. Tuck, Virgilina. 


and the Secretary wi eed to read the 


i i ul 


fhe Journal of yesterday's proceedi W ead l ! | 
a PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
WITHDRAWALS. | Mr. FLETCHER presented a memorial of the C 
slice : , and Labor Assembly of Tai nstratir t tl 
nominations withdrawn from the Senate June 5, 1913. | ‘ Labor A a oa = Bd dering : 
; : importation of rs free of duty from the Philippine | 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. which w referred to the Committee on Finance 


h B. Russell, of Massachusetts, to be collector of cus Mr. PERKINS presente 
r the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of | Fresno, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of lk 
M husetts, sent to the Senate on May 29, 1913 compelling 


i a memorial of su 


the observance of Sunday as a day of 1 
mination is withdrawn for the reason that Mr. Russel! | District of Columbia, which was referred 































1 ie ¢ 
3 the appointment. | the District of Columbia 
POSTMASTERS. | He also presented a me rial of sundr 
| Ville, Cal... remonstrati: { 
KANSAS. Fad ‘ 
; Se , _| tional department of public health, whic! ef ‘ 
4. E. Jacques to be postmaster at Wichita, in the State of | ¢, mmittee on Public Health and Nation on 
K . Mr. McCUMBER presented noria f 
VERMONT, Perth, N. Dak., remonstrating against the t) 
McGovern to be postmaster at North Bennington, in | tro! of the national forests to seve St \ 
te of Vermont. referred to the te n ( of 
WYOMING. Resources 
. , . + e ° i ly . y »* , . 
Baird to be postmaster at Powell, in the State of Wyo Mr. KENYON (for Mr. SnermMan) presented 1 
idopted by the Rural Lette Carr \ | 
snssiaslihianceanttaoaiianitaiaiatighlaiie County, Ill... favoring rt ‘ 1 the 1 tn el 
a which were referred to the ( ritte iP () 1? 
SENATE. Roads 
rip iy, June 6, 1913. INTROD : , 
ay Mr: MARTINE of New Jet pee 
Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. ij for proper reference. 
* by the Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. | The PRESIDENT p) ! . Y 
THE JOURNAL. sey will withhold it for the 3 \ ‘ 
es iad, as : : terday and under objecti iid over u { | 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the | pyje they will be ubmitted the s 
of the proceedings of the preceding session. | time ' 
JONES. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a The SECRETAR} en Me Manes « til a s 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. rhe Senator from Washing- Gen. Henry W. Lawt ) Ar ‘ ‘ 
: pom fe . * : i i ° aiwWwtOll ill .\ j ‘ 
sgests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call State of Virginia 
. 7 ae ; | The PRESIDENT pro t re. 1 
» Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- | the bill will be considered as , the ' 
d to their names: | to the Committee on the Library 
Fletcher Martin, Va Smith, Ariz. | Mr. JONES. Is the reading met of t title 
| Gronna Martine, N. J. Smith, Ga. . , i] . 
1 : ; , oot . a reading of the bill? 
Hitchcock Nelson Smith, 8. C. ea pc Hheenne 
Hollis Norris Smoot The PRESIDENT pro tempors It j 
} i Hughes O'Gorman Stephenson Mr. JONES. I ask that the bill be read 
! \ James Oliver Sterling | The PRESIDENT pn rice ive 
Burton Johnson, Me Owen Swanson ; rt ; PRESIT ENT pro = SN ere rhe | 
( ! Johnston, Ala. Perkins Thompson | length if the Senate so determines 
( rlain Jones Pomerene Townsend Mr. JONES Il ask for the first read ‘ 
( Kenyon Reed Vardaman r » PRESIDE ‘ pro tempol ‘| t 
( Wyo. Kern Saulsbury Walsh sae _ IDENT pro tem se 
( Ark. La Follett Shafroth Williams mitted to the senate Lhose rend 
( rd Lane Sheppard Works | length will say “ave 
( ns Lea Shields Mr ON e sHeceet thy hes ef « . 
I 1am Lippitt Shively | po ‘J . ‘ae > s - , 
: The PRESIDENT pro t ore. ‘I 
DILLINGHAM. I desire to announce that my colleague | ineton st gzests the absence of a quo rhe s 
Mr. Pace] is in attendance before a committee of the Senate | ea!) the rol 
s ternoon, and is unable to be present. The Secretary called 1 S 
Mr. KENYON. I was requested to announce that the senior | answered to thell int 
s tor from Illinois [Mr. SuHerMaAn] is detained from the rst I M 
( ber on account of sickness. This announcement will stand | Bacon Gront N 
he day. Bradley . t N 
. wr - vs . : ri ‘ 4 racy i >] ~ ‘ 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The senior Senator from Mary- | Brande Jam I 
| [Mr. Smit] is detained on official business of the Senate | Bristow Johnson, \ I 
nember of the Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy at Catt : } on : 
4 te. ro AOTHE _ i ' 
a Os. ae . , Chamberlain Kenyon s | ¥ 
ir. TOWNSEND. The senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. | Clapp : La | - ‘ 
Suir] is absent from the Senate on important business. I de- aan “ae — ; 3 
that this announcement may stand for the day. He is | Grawferd I é' 
red with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep]. Cummins M Va \ - 
'r. CLARK of Wyoming. My colleague [Mr. Warren] is Mr. SHEPPARD. My enague, tl] Senatol mn) a 
tC on account of business of the Senate. Texas [Mr. CuLrerson}], i iecessarily absent He j rede 
JOHNSTON of Alabama. I wish to state that my col- | with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Poni yen 
le [Mr. BaAnKneap] is necessarily detained by reason of | announcement stand for the day »~ ; 
. ess in his family. The PRESIDENT pro tempore lifty x Sen 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-nine Senators have | answered to their names, a quorum of the § ite 
“Tswered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] | 
se Secretary will read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. | that the bill introduced by the Senator from M 
ir. FLETCHER. I ask unanimous consent that the reading NELSON] be read in full. It is the opinion of the ¢ 
= Journal be dispensed with. the requirement of the second clause of Rule XI\ 
ihe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida | satisfied by reading the bill by title. Of course g 
imantmous consent that the reading of the Journal be dis- | the Chair may be modified and changed by ft 


bensed with. Is there objection? | Senate 


~~ D. | upon application in the proper fo rhe ¢ . 
‘tr. JONES. I object. | somewhat familiar with the decisions of the cor ( 'y 
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Ti ry read the first time by its 
introdt Mr. CHAMBERLAIN : 
\ bill ¢ 245 sranting a pensic 


The PRESIDENT pro tem 


title the f 


S S) nm to Seaman W. Pp 


ore. The Senator fr 

sey [Mr. Martine] has introduced a bill, whicl 
jection, will be considered as read the first and 

Mr. JONES. I desire to ask that the bill ¢ 
morrow. I object. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I give not 
call up the bill to-morrow. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Dill will 


the 
The 


Secretary read the first time by its title the {| 





introduced by Mr. Martine of New Jersey: 
A bill (S. 2493) to provide for the placing of t! 
employees of the Census Bureau on the perman 


Civili service. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection bei 
bill will lie over for a day. 

Mr. CATRON. I desire 
propriate reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The L 
Mexico introduces bills which, without objecti 
the first and second 

Mr. JONES. I desire to object, Mr. President. 

INT pro tempore. The 


to 


‘ + 2 
introduce certi 


times. 


The PRESID 
ington obj 
The following bills introduced by Mr. Carron \ 
time by their titles: 
A bill (S. 2494) to provide for the purchase o 


x 


fir 


| erection of a public building thereon in the city ( 


lel e in the co tions of several of the States; and it has 
l riniv been held tl here no other qualifying language | 
\ ‘ loyed, the read f b tit would satisfy the 
! f it tl the bill ild be i on three separate days. 
i ! i Ul ( il 

JO Mir. Dre \ I I with the opin- 

1 of the ¢ ra I going to t » up the time of the 

! I] I] T pro temp I | can not be read a 
§ ] j 1 face of th j f the Senator from 
\' il 

Mr. JONES. Y< I de et obj« to the second reading of 
{ bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read the 
f time l laid over lt 1 not be referred until it has been | 
read the s id f . The a ill read the next bill, 
introduced by the S« tor {[Mr. Netson], by 
1 ie 

(By req ) A bill (S. 2441) to amend an act entitled 
“An to re te the olf I ind m of vessels subject 
to the inspection ws the United § s,” approved March 
3, 1913, wv read the first time by its tit 

Mr. JONES. I obj to th nd re r of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro ten ore rhe | W | lie over. 

The Chair ing of the § tor fi Washington [Mr. 
Jones] if it is his pur] to ob, te the second reading of 
every bill? 

Mr. JONES. I de to ob { ond reading of all 
bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A mprehensive objection 
will satisfy the requirement of the rule unless there is objection. 
The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will proceed to read 


the bills the first time 

The following bills, introduce 
first time by their titles: 

A bill 12) granting an incre 
Bayne (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill 3) granting an increase of pensi 


“l by Mr. Bristow, were read the 


(S. 24 of pension to Judson 
(S. 244: 
Fisher (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2444) granting a pension to Maggie M. Lane; 

A bill 2445) the relief of Jai H. Devlin; and 

(By request.) A bill (S. 2446) providing for the adjustment 
and payment of accounts of laborers and mechanics arising 
under th ght-hour law. 

‘etary read the first time by th 
ntroduced by Mr. McCUMBER: 
(S. 2447) gra 
A bill (S. 244 

A bill (S. 2449) 
Jennie M. Hunt, 


o 


n to Van Buren 


tS for 


The Secr 
bills int 
Ab 








ing a pension to Horace H. Lockwood; 

for the relief of William Henry Hayden; 

for the relief of the legal representatives of 
sed: 


the relief of Frederi 


S) 


dece: 


A bill (S. 2450) for k J. Ernst; 
A bill (S. 2451) for the relief of Margaret F. Watson; and 
A bill (S. 2452) granting a pension to Catharine A. Riley 


cv 


(with accompanying papers). 

The Secretary read the first time by its title the following 
bill introduced by Mr. SmitH of South Carolina: 

\ bill (S. 2453) to regulate the immigration of aliens to and 
the reside . of 

Mr. JONES. 


alier 


ns in the United 
I desire to say that I do not wish to delay the 


Stat 


es 


ir titles the following | 


| the State of New Mexico: 


| 


| 





Senate unnecessarily There are a number of private bills 
which it is desired by Senators to introduce which may be 
handed to the Secretary; and to su procedure I have no | 
objection whatever, so that pension bills and bills of that nature 
may be handed to the Secretary and introduced as provided by 


the rule 


The PRESIDENT 


pro tempore. Members of the Senate will 
take notice of the concession made by Senator from Wash- 


Ai 


The Secretary read the first time by their titles the follow- 
ing bills introduced by Mr. SHEPPARI 

A bill (S. 2454) authorizing an investigation by the Secretary 
of Agriculture to develop a cotton-gin compress that may be 





constructed at 
ranizati 
and 

A bill ( irge S. Thebo. 
The Secretary read the first time by its title the following bill 
introduced by Mr. SAULSBURY: 

A bill (8S. 2456) to waive the age limit for admission to the 
Pay Corps of the United States Navy in the case of Theodore S. 
Coulbourn. 

The Secretary read the first time by its title the following bill 
introduced by Mr. Tuomas: 

A bill (S. 2457) to provide for the appointment of an addi- 
tional district judge in and for the judicial district of the 
State of Colorado. 


a price within the reach of individuals and or- 
average means, and to encourage the use thereof: 


ons of 


S. 2455) for the relief of the heirs of Ge: 


. 


ee 


and 
‘anting an 


A bill (S. 2495) gt 
Chavez de Montano, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will lie over for a day. 

Mr. PERKINS. I introduce a bill, Mr. Presid 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator fi 
introduces a bill, which, without objection, will b« 
and second time. 

Mr. JONES. I shall have to object, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ton objects. 

The Secretary read the first time by 
introduced by Mr. PERKINS. 

A bill (S. 2496) granting to the city and coun 
cisco certain rights of way in, over, and throug! 
lands, the Yosemite National Park, the Stan 
Forest, and certain lands in the Yosemite Nat 
Stanislaus National Forest, and the public land 
of California, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection b 
bill will lie over for a day. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I wish to introduce sundry 

Mr. JONES. I have no objection to the proff 
but will ask that they go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I wish to offer the bills, and 
Senator objects. they will go over until to-morr 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
introduces certain bills, which, under objection 
from Washington, will be laid over for one d 
will read the titles of the bills. 

The Secretary read the first time by th 
ing bills, introduced by Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A bill (S. 2497) granting an increase of | 
Hyatt; 

A bill (S. 2498) granting a pension to Hel 

A bill (S. 2499) granting an increase 
Wade. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to introduce a bill to 
employment of agents, counsel, and attorneys engaged 


increase of | 


Under the 


Mr. Pr 
The Senator 


0 


Ser 


eir 


ans 


the passage or defeat of legislation by Congré 














persons and corporations interested in the passag 
legislation, and their counsel, agents, and att 
tempting to influence Members of the Senaie 


Representatives other than by oral and written a! 
briefs submitted to regularly constituted commit 
for a return of expenses incurred, and prescribi 
the violation of the provisions thereof. 
Mr. JONES. I ask that the bill may go over u 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator ! 
ton objects. The bill will lie over for a day. 
INVESTIGATION OF ATTEMPTS TO INFLUENCE |! 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unanimous co 
out of order, a resolution which comes regularly bet 
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today, which simply extends the time within which the Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have no objection whatever. 
mittee that is investigating the lobby may make its report. | so far as I know, to this information being had, but it does seem 
reason I am asking indulgence at this time, instead of wait- | to me, without being very familiar with the details which must 
until the resolution is regularly reached, is simply in order | necessarily be involved in this matter, that would impose an 

’ the committee may resume its labors. ‘There are some wit- | immense labor upon the Interstate Commerce Commission to 

ses waiting. I hope the Senator from Washington will not | gather this information and make this report As we know. the 
et to our calling the resolution up at this time, for it would | Interstate Commerce Commission has now an immet burden 
»up at any rate after the reading of bills. | placed upon it by recent legislation calling for the va of 
\ir. JONES. Mr. President, I recognize the great importance | railroads and everything connected with them. 
having this inquiry prosecuted with rapidity. I shall not; TI repeat I have no objection in the world to the resolution, 
delay it and will not object to the request of the Senator from | and it may be very important to get this information, but 1 
Missouri. _ | Suppose, of course, the Senator from Iowa, before introdu , 
1e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri | the resolution, has considered the question both as to the i 
asks for the present consideration of Senate resolution 101, | portance of it and as to the amount of labor which w he dk 

\ h will be read by the Secretary. volved upon the commission if the resolution shall be adopted: 
rhe Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 101) submitted by | and so, before voting upon it, I should be very ul if the 

Mr. OverMAN on June 5, 1913, as follows: | Senator would advise us in this respe Wh is the estin 

lved, That the time when the Committee on he > Judiciary a of the Senator as to the amount of labor which will be involved 
. in ene = Genate under tha tae Senate resolutio : ; oa : 
d te TOY ob 1913. be yore in in ported of 16 Gaye, of ag this EVCRRIS aerOm and the time nece iry to mak : 
Wednesday, June 18, 1915. ' Mr. KENYON. Mr. President 
rhe Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the | fhe PRES“DENT pro tempore. Does the S rv fi 

a tion. Georgia yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

“Mr. REED. I move to amend the resolution, in line 4, before | Mr. BACON. I yield to the Senator 

t] word ** days,” by striking out “ten” and inserting Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I think it notau é 

; nty”’: in line 5, after the word “until,” by striking out Mr. BACON. I can not hear the Senato 
Wednesday ” and inserting “‘ Saturday ”; and in the same line, Mr. KENYON. I could not hear all the Senator from ¢ 

the word “ June,” by striking out “ eighteenth ” and insert- gia said either, so that I am a little in the dark It m- 
twenty-eighth,” so that the extension of time will be 99 | possible for me to state what length of time will be sary 

d instead of 10 days. I am moving these amendments with | to make this investigation. I assume that the commission has 

nsent of the Committee on the Judiciary. nearly all the facts. I would not want to burden the « 
*RESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read | mission unnecessarily, but it does seem to me that this infor 

s proposed to be amended by the Senator from Missouri. mation 1s important, q he question of the Federal control of 
The Secretary read the resolution as proposed to be amended, | stock and bond issues will at some future time become a very 
lows: | important question here. Already there is agitation of the 
lved, That the time when the Committee on the Judiciary was | question of raising the rates on the railroads, and this recs 
ted to report to the Senate under the terms of Senate resolution | ship is cited in many quarters as showing some of the « 

0 reed to on May 29, 1913, be extended for a period of 20 days, or | which make the raising of rates ne essary. 

Saturday, June 28, 1915. There is a third proposition of the stock held in oth 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the | countries and the ill effect of such proceedings upon 
amendments to the resolution proposed by the Senator from | pelq abroad. 

Missouri [Mr. Reep]. I have some knowledge of the circumstance lit ] 
The amendments were agreed to. | receivership, but not sufficient; and it does seem to me t \ 
fhe resolution as amended was agreed to. la matter of thie kind, the Interstate Commerce C: 

THE TARIFF. | without an unusual expenditure of time, could fu l 
Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- | information as would be profitable on these various 

I i by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Mr. President 

| de revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,; Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have not yielded the fl 

' h was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senatot G 

e printed. gia yield to the Senator from Alabama? 
TUBERCULOSIS CURES. Mr. BACON. Certainly. 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no concurrent or Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I w t to k the S 
‘ resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution | from Iowa whether he does not think the 1 ‘ ) 
¢ over from a former day, which will be read. | go to the Committee on Interstate Comme! 1 ord 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 104) submitted | may investigate the matter and see wl ne \ 

Mr. Bristow on the 5th instant, as follows: required to obtain the desired information 

] ed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, | Mr. KENYON. I do not hear the S r 

‘ 1, not incom: atil le with the public interest, to transmit to the Mr. JOHNSTON’ of Alabama. I Ww ther 

s orts as have been made officers of the United States tien ie lated ‘ ' 

] of the Public Health and = aicaenieey a By ‘oi does not think a would be be _ — a 

! ive upon the so-called tuberculosis cures. . * Ir “$ state ( ol = ree U ne { oO I | 

.Ppre 2~_IT n aaa ii mi wid a ihe, } adopted something about what time ike to 
“ sheer =: [ pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | information and what it will cost 
resolution was agreed to Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the suggesti¢ 
7 ; to make to the Senator is that he now | 
ST. LOUIS & SAN FRANCISCO RAILROAD CO. as to not devolve, unless it should bé 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the | amount of labor upon the Interstate | ( 
s 4 resolution coming over from yesterday, whicb the |The suggestion is that the Senator 
Secretary will read. | far as to require the Interstate C ( 
the Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 105), submitted | submit to the Senate what inforn 
Mr. Kenyon on the 5th instant, as follows: | Senate can easily «de ie whetl es 
ed, That the Interstate Commerce Commission investigate, if it | demand to this un e \ t P| 
the evidence on hand, and report to the Senate all the facts and Anvone who has b » fal r S ' 
stances concerning the purchase of the Chicago & Eastern Illi snot and vi I 
Railroad by the St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad Co.. and the operations, and es we 1 = eave L « 
juent receivership of both railroads, such information to contain | that kind, every Who Has d 
; nount paid per share for both common and preferred stock of the | them, knows the im y of the deta ‘ 
7 go & Eastern Illinois Railroad by the St. Louis and San Francise: r+] tomatar wonld now ' 
i ad Co.; the time of the issuance of such stock and the amount | Lt te Senator \ uld now simply re 
1 f; guararties, if any, made with reference thereto; amount of | lution directing the Interstate Comn e Ut 
nds issued by the St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad Co. at the | to the Senate such informat » as tl ive. then 
of the purchase of the said Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad ; nd other Senators car deter e whethet 
cation of the holders of said bonds; the amount of the same held | “*" ; ~ 
l s country and abroad; and all the facts and circumstances in- | is «dé sired: but if the resolution is passed 
N ae | wer yom, tmmancticns between said railroad com the commission must proceed, and tlrere \ 
5, 8 f » facts ‘ircumstances le ing ai racaivar. ; 
Ss, and the canes ar aaah eee Secchi —s AL ‘nie them to do but to go to the fullest ext re ec 
oan ~~ pe ee Te 9 of all railroad and bridge com- | lution, which is a very broad one 
Shes CONTPOLEKC y Sal St. Louis Ss “rancise tailros 7 . > . r iy y Oea . mator ' ‘ ' 
tin e of such acquisitions, how pol a a hei teed ak = pee. a SON. D = - = — = 4 ‘ 
time of such sequisition. and all facts or circumstances involved in such | ™0F* than the work of one man, for not ov two 


purchase or control. 
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| make that kind of an investigation? 














































































































































































































































































































































































































1906 CONGRESSION. AL RECORD—SE NAT E. JUNE 














ine 
Mr. BACON. I may be mistaken about it, but I was under | that it retain its } pre sent place. Unless there is objecti 
the impression that it would require a great deal more time | will be the orde 
i] iui that, Bs: DECISIONS OF THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COUR’ 
~g ota ou M I aa mare pone ye no chisction to the Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, on yesterday the Sen 
MI \ Ne. 42 it Gid NOL, 4 au 3 - Colorado [Mr. SHarrotn] introduced Senate resolutioy 
. Hg KENYON. In answer to the Senator from Alabama [Mr. ~ d it referred to the Committee to Audit and Contro!] 
gemae- } -_ : yr — xpenses of the Senate. It provides 
JOUNSTON], can the Senator assure me that if this resolution That Senate resolution, adopted on the 20th dav of F 
should be referred to the Interstate Commerce Committee there pro af g for furnishing to Senstors pamphlet-printed - 
would be an) O¢ sy of that con ttee and any action by | 4 ! rreme Court of the United States be 
th nd there e to } more meetings of that is hereby, annulled, 2 ; 
committer I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the f; 
Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I do not know. I am sure, I] subject matter ought to go to the Committee on P1 
am not a member of the committee and I have not had any con- | original resolution was reported from the Committee 
ference \ h thei I assume, however, that they would meet. ing. I will say to the Senator, also, that this questior 
Mr. KENYON. I understand there are to be no more meet- | before that committee on several oceasions, and I bi 
ings of the Interstate Con ree Committee at this special | is where the resolution ought to be sent. 
session Mr. SHAFROVH. Mr. President, what induced 
Mr. BACON, Thi ld very easily have a meeting the resolution was a bill which was presented to the ¢ 
ir. CUMMINS. Mr President to Audit and, Control the Contingent Expen 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from In passing on it we found that there was a chat 
ield the ior Senator fi I i" | a page for furnishing the 96 copies to the Senate. 1 
SACON. I do. has a contract with the Supreme Court, and runs 
MMINS As al ber of the Inte ate Commerce | off the forms which he sets up and then furnish 
Committee, IT may y that ] had t one meeting since | Senators. We thought that was a very large char 
the committee vy organized, and apparently that meeting was | as ordinarily one can get — fs printed for 50 or 
solely for the purpose of enabling the members to get acquainted | page, including the setting of the type. Therefore I 
with each other. We have done no business, and have not been | this resolutien. 
, } 
large amount of business before the com iittee to be done. fun of the Senate. Consequently r I thous ht the ¢ 
Mr. KENYON. Mr. President nade and Control the Contingent " Expenses of the 


called together to do any business, although there is a very | ee ~opies are at present paid for out of 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 


| the appropriate committee to which to refer the re 


Georgia yield further to the junior Senator from Iowa‘ it were a matter that involved having copies pi 
Mr. BACON. I have nothing furtl Mr. President, except | Public Printer, I could very readily see that the res« 

to say that I confess the Senator surprise e very much when | to go to the Committee on Printing. But inas) 

he says that one man can do this work in two weeks. I have a purehase of the opinions for distribution amor 

no doubt the Senator has been connected with cases of this | and inasmuch as the expense of that purchase 

kind before, and I certainly have had knowledge of quite a | out of the contingent fund of the Senate, it seems t 


number of them. My experience has been that all these mat the appropriate committee is the Committee to A 
ters involve an immensity of detail. I have been in cases where | trol the Contingent Expe: ; of the Senate. 

it took literally years to go through ; t] natters that were | Mr. SMOOT. Did I understand the Senator to 

involved | copies are not printed at the Government Printing O 

Mr. KENYON. In the preparation of a case, of course, that | Mr. SHAFROTH. They are not. 

i 









is true. I hope the Senator will not object Mr. SMOOT. The Supreme Court has a contrac 
Mr. BACON. No; I will not object, but I will ask the Sen- Mr. SHAFROTH. With the J. L. Pearson P 

ator from Iowa to act upon the suggestion of the Senator from | Mr. Bright, manager. The Supreme Court has 

Alabama. I will say to him that if the resolution is referred | some kind. Whether it is in writing or not I do 

to the committee, and the committee does not report within a Mr. SMOOT. I remember the contract now, Mr. P 

very short ene yy will recognize the right of the Senator to| Mr. SHAFROTH. The decisions do not go 

ask that the committee be discharged from further consideration | Printer at all. 

of the matter, and that the resolution then be taken up. If Mr. SMOOT. That is true. 

it is referred to the committee, the committee can confer with Mr. SHAFROTH. ‘The reason why it was th 


the Interstate Commerce Commission, and we can have some | should not go to the Public Printer was that 
data upon which to proceed in determining whether or not an | Printer had to set up the type and then to print t 


investigation should be had. would probably cost more than it does the present 
Mr. KENYON. If the resolution could be sent to the com- It seems to me, however, that the expense is 

mittee and a report made within a week, I should have no ob- | thought that the Members of the Senate do not 

jection. I assume that after that time we’ will be engaged in | opinions in the pamphlet form. They have 23 se 


the tariff discussion here, which will take all our time. Court decisions that are furnished to Senators 
Mr. BACON. The Senator always has the right, at any time, fuilding, and then, of course, the Supreme C 
to ask for the discharge of a committee if it does not proceed | here at our command. Inasmuch as this item of e% 
with its work If the Senator is correct in thinking that one | ‘he 6th day of February to the 30th day of April 
man could do this work in two weeks, of course I should not | $468, it seemed to me that a saving could well be 
have the slightest objection; but I think he is very much mis- | Senate in this respect without detriment to the | 





taken about that. He must be. In view of that fact, I sug- Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator fr 
gest that he consent that the resolution go to the Committee | yield to me? 
on Interstate Commerce, with a full recognition of the right of | Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 
the Senator, if the committee does not meet, to ask that it be The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from | 
discharged, and that the Senate act directly upon the resolution. | the floor. Does the Senator from Utah yield to 
Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President—— from Wyoming? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mr. SMOOT. I do. 
Georgia yield to the Senator from Kansas? Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I consider these opi 
Mr. BACON. I yield the floor. valuable to the Members of the Senate. They give u 


Mr. BRISTOW. With the permission of the Senator from | rent decisions of the Supreme Court without waiting 
Iowa, I would suggest that he let this matter go over for a day | bound volumes. I am surprised, however, to wore ol 
and himself confer with the Interstate Commerce Commission | pense. I will ask the Senator whether the Committee 
and see about what time they think it will take. Then he would | tingent Expenses has looked into the sort of | cont! 
have definite information, and would not have to go upon any | which the Senate is getting these copies? 
supposition. Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, we can not hear \ 

Mr. BACON. I would be content with that. Senator says. 

Mr. KENYON. If that can be done without losing any rights Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I said that I consider t! 
in the matter, Mr. President, I will consent. rent decisions of the Supreme Court, when the court 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Towa asks | sion, as of very great value to the Members of the Sen 
unanimous consent that the further consideration of the reso- | I should very much regret any action that would cut th 
lution be continued uuti! the next session of the Senate, and|I asked the Senator from Colorado if the committee ! 
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vestigated at all in relation to the contract under which they | have sent for the Recorp showing that d . R 
eyo now furnished, and as to whether they could not be pro- | Senator will look it uw 
, rod from the same pee - a more reasonable cost. The Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I f 
: e seems to me very great; but the necessity, I think, calls | quorum. 
for the expenditure of a moderate amount. 7 rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The §S 
BRISTOW. If the Senator will yield, I will state that | ington can it take a Senator off f! 
the inions may be of value to Senators; I would not say they M FLETCHER. Does the § wish 
were not; but when the matter was submitted to the committee reference of the resolution? 
k as a member of the committee, that a charge of 80 Mr. SMOOT. That is all I asked. 
‘ A for merely striking off 96 additional copies was | fhe PRESIDENT pro tempo! Does Cc] 
I sterous. : | t] me the Se at r from t ah Ba ielded ft} ] 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I fully agree with the Senator. Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Utah und 
BRISTOW. It astounded me to think that the Senate | Senator from Washington suggested 1 of a 
1g buncoed by any such ch irge as that for the insignifi- | and that that took him off the fl 
( amount of labor which is required. The PRESIDENT pro ter ire rhe 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Therefore I made my suggestion roll. 
juiry 28 to whether or not the committee had investi- | rhe ! ! | 
the contract under which the copies are being furnished. | answered to th n 
SHAFROTH. I examined the matter as far as I could. | Ashurst Fletel Martin 
] to the clerk of the Supreme Court and asked him con- | Bacon Gore Ma N. J. 
‘ ¢ it, and he showed me a bill that had been rendered by — 
t! me firm to the Supreme Court, which provided for the | Resta . ' 
I nt of $2.95 per printed page. Inasmuch as that was not O’Gorman n 
diture coming before our committee, however, we did —_, — 7 
n it best to consider the matter until it came up in the ¢ Perkl 
¢ 1] appropriation bill. Pom 2 ! i 
CLARK of Wyoming. May I ask the Senator whether the i —— 
rendered by the contractor to the Senate—— 6 ry 
SHAFROTH. Oh, y Shafroth 
CLARK of Wyoming. Or is it rendered to the clerk of SI ird 
inreme Court? i pro tempore. Fifty ht § itors |] ig 
SHAFROTH. It is rendered by the contractor; and the | answered to their hames, a quorum of the S¢ 
| rendered to the Supreme Court are rendered to the clerk EXTRA CLERK FOR 8S OR SENATOR FROM V Y 
at court in the same manner that this one was presented The PRESIDENT pro t re. The Chair 1 18 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Presideat—— Se ee ee ' ? 
: = ‘ ‘ ‘ will be read. 
» PRESIDENT pro tempore. This whole discussion is pro- The Secretary read Senate resolution 106 r 
ding by unanimous consent. The Chair will include the Sen- | dav by Mr. Kenyon. as follows 
from South Dakota in that consent. pi at That steas Riniiciieoet ithe ne ur J 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I simply want to ask the Senator from | on extra clerk at $1,200 per } , 
lo a question. I have only glanced at the resolution | the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The quest ' lop 
ced by the Senator, but I understand it proposes to do | soy of the resolution , ; 
ntirely with the furnishing of these advance sheets. , Mr IONES I think the resolution ought to co to the Com 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. sein, tn. Re dealt Cremtend ee +1 
seman A ; mittee to Audit and Cont: ie Co i he 
ir. CRAWFORD. I simply want to express the wish and | gq, nate 
that that may not be done. It is possible that we are|’° The PRE IDENT pro tempore. D tha 
4,3 : e ‘ : . : . ‘ eh sli ) pro te pore. j . a 
an exorbitant price for the printing. If that be true, settee te 0 effect ? 
\tter ought to be looked into. But these advance sheets, | ” ‘Mp JONES Ye aes 
‘ the current decisions of the Supreme Court of the United The PRESIDEN r pro t ore. The § f f . 
Siates are a very valuable aid to Senators here. I remember | ,, man - th it the resolution on read . . * ; 
the decisions were rendered in the Standard Oil case and | | iitoo to Audit and Control the C des 
Tobaeco case and in some other important cases they | conta  Tnlocs onan tn aieanttam. each * we = 
i liately became the subject of very great interest and of | ~~“ a moa ae a. = et ro _) 
‘ ssion on the floor of this Chamber. a ree oes ; 
This is something that is not confined to members of the | EERSSARESALION GF TEE CUSTOM ui 
J ry Committee, but applies to every Member, laymen| Mr. FLETCHER. I move that the Senate | 
as lawyers. I think it would be a mistake for all of deration of the bill (S. 2258) to extend the 
to be unable to get these advance copies for reference, | zation of the customs service for a period of t 
ve them in a convenient form in which one can put them | The PRESIDENT pro pore The Ser ia 
pocket and take them to his room or bring them to his | mov that the Senate proceed to th | 
oil or bring them to the Chamber. do not believe it would | indicated by him. 
the interest of the business of the Senate to discontinue Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I¢ e to ask the § ( 
t] . If we are paying too much for them, that is another | is an immediate necessity for the consideratio ! 
but I hope it will not be seriously proposed here to | if it can not be postponed for two 01 ad 
( them out. | yesterday, I understand, on a report from the . Ido 
r. SHAFROTH. I will state to the Senator from South | not know, of course, what the report consi ‘ i 
Dakota that I have looked at this phase of the question also. | tc me that if we could have a short time to ¢ tn 
We had a decision of the Supreme Court the other day that | be more satisfactory. I am aware of the f 
affected questions arising in our State—— is to have any value it ought to | passed d nt 
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of | month, but I ask the Senator wl r two 
( r. Monday or whenever we me W ! i ‘ 
fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. | ference? 
Mr. FLETCHER. This resolution has been regularly referred | Mr. FLETCHER. The bill w r rted 1} ! by the 
t ommittee and it is now before that committee. We are | committee and the report is printed in the I I 
discussing it here, and going into the merits of the whole mat- | report read, and the Senator will find it o1 
ter, it seems to me. Recorp. It is not a long report. I presumed that « ! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair stated that this | who were not here when it was read would be fam ry 
was being done by unanimous consent, no objection having | by this morning. 
been interposed. Does the Senator from Florida object to the | It seems to me to be important to l to ft 
I ‘Yr discussion of the matter? | tion of the measure now, for the reason ind 
‘tr, SMOOT, I just want to make one further statement. | ator, that unless action is taken during this n hi , 
When the Senrte was considering the appropriation bill pro- late. The Executive order which was issued M 
Viaing money for paying for printing these decisions this very | effect the Ist of July. I should lil to } f 


q estion was decided ; end if I had thought for a mate that | Senate on the bul to-day, if po ble, | Lt 
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We have only this month for final action | 


two Houses, 
the department would naturally like to know 
ent they will be called upon to make in order 
to carry into execution the present order, unless that order is 
modified or changed as proposed by the bill. 
} 


proceed as rapidly as possible with this measure. If a post- 


Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator from Virgin 
have no objection to it at all. I do not know what 
came in here yesterday. I have not even seen a yy 
of the report. I have not even read the message of 
dent. I do feel that the Senator ought to give us a 


| least to do that. 
For those reasous I think it quite important that we should | 


ponement is to take place, as suggested by the recommendation | 


of the Secretary of the Treasury, until January, 1914, six 
months instead of two years as proposed in the bill which I 
have introduced and reported, then there is no need to make 
arrangements for carrying into effect the Executive order al- 


rendy made. If a postponement is not to take place, of course | 
the department would like to know as early as possible, because | 


plans will have to be made for enforcing the order as it now 
stands. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. As I understand the present situa- 
tion, there will be no difficulty at any time when this matter 
is up in securing the legislation desired by the department. 


Mr. SWANSON, There seenis to be no objection t 

Mr. FLEVCHER. There is no message from the TP) 
to read. The only thing is the communication of 
tary of the Treasury to the chairman of the Committ 
merce with regard to the bill, and the whole mat 
very briefivy stated. I think in 10 minutes the S 
understand the situation. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have here House Document No. 1450 
ganization of the customs service. Message from the ] 


| of the United States, transmitting plan of reorganiz 


While it is true, as the Senator says, that the report is in the | 


Recorp this morning, I doubt if many of us have had an oppor- 


il the next meeting of the Senate. 
ir. SMOOT. I will ask the Senator—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida 

; the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FLETCHER. 1 do. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask the Senator to let the bill go over for 
to-day. I thought I had the report, but I find I have it not. 
I have sent for it. If the Senator will allow the bill to go 
over to-day, I would be very grateful. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I will agree to that if I can get unanimous 


unt 


close of the morning business at the next session of the Senate 
and disposed of during that calendar day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Florida substitute that request for his motion to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill at this time? 

Mr. FLETCHER. If the bill can now be taken up, I will 
ask unanimous consent that the further consideration of the bill 
be postponed until immediately after the morning business at 
the next session of the Senate, and that it be then taken up 
and considered and disposed of during that calendar day. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not think the Senate should 
be crowded in the consideration of this measure. So far as I 
am personally concerned, I believe it can be disposed of at the 
next meeting of the Senate, but I am not willing to mortgage 
out the time of the Senate in this way. I therefore object to 
the consideration of the bill at the present time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. JONES. sefore proceeding to this important matter I] 
think we ought to have a quorum. So I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I believe I have the floor, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 

Ashurst Hollis Martine, N. J. Simmons 
Bacon Hughes Myers Smith, Ariz, 
Brady James Newlands Smith, Ga. 
Bristow Johnson, Me. Norris Smoot 
Burton Johnston, Ala. Oliver Stephenson 
Catron Jones Owen Sterling 
Chamberlain Kenyon Perkins Stone 
Clark, Wyo. Kern Pomerene Swanson 
Clarke, Ark. La Follette Ransdell Thompson 
Crawford Lane Robinson Thornton 
Dillingham Lea Saulsbury Vardaman 
Fletcher Lewis Shafroth 

Gore McCumber Sheppard 

Gronna Martin, Va. Shields 

Mr. LEWIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. THomMas] has been called from the Chamber to attend 
a committee meeting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-three Senators have 
answered to their names. There is a quorum of the Senate pres- 
ent. The question is on the motion of the Senator from Florida 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 2258. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
if he will not agree to let the bill go over one day. I do not 
think he is going to hasten the matter at all by pressing it 
to-day. I have not even had time to read the message of the 
President. I do not know what it contains; I do not know the 
changes proposed to be made; and I do feel that before we vote 
upon it I should know. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the Senator from Utah suggest a time 
when he will have had an opportunity to investigate it? 


customs service and detailed estimate of expenses of t! 
I do not see why the Senator should insist that we s] 
up this bill immediately, without even giving a chan 
tors to see what the proposed reorganization is. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I should like to accommodate t! 


|} and I am perfectly willing to do so; but it seems to 1 
tunity to read it. I hope the Senator will let the bill go over | 





made a perfectly fair proposition. If the Senate wi 


| dispose of the matter at the next session of the Se 


be perfectly willing to let the bill go over. 

Mr. SMOOT. I understood that the Senator from 
objected to that. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I objected to the imn 
sideration. 

Mr. HUGHES. But the Senator from Wyoming 
object to considering it when the Senate meets again 

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing to agree tl 


| next session of the Senate—whenever that may be 
consent that the bill will be taken up immediately after the 


take up the bill for consideration after the morning | 

Mr. FLETCHER. And dispose of it during that cak 

Mr. SMOOT. I would not like to agree that we s} 
through with the discussion of it. Something might 
that 1 now know nothing of. I think we can get thr 
it on that calendar day, perhaps within an hour or 
I do not think we ought to go to the extent of agre 
that shall be done. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I suggest that the consideration 
cluded on the next legislative day. That will give ti 
It is important to dispose of the bill. I am perfectly 
to be as accommodating about it as possible, but it is 
that must be disposed of pretty soon or it will be too |! 


|} anything at all. 


Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing that the Ser 
Monday shall make it the unfinished business, or he « 
it the unfinished business now. I do not, however, be! 
we ought to tie ourselves down to conclude on a given 
consideration of a measure we know nothing about. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Will the Senator consent to ma! 
unfinished business and take it up immediately after | 
of the morning business at the next session of the S« 
dispose of it during that legislative day? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not see why the Senator includes | 
part of his request. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Because if it is not disposed of 
time it loses its place. 

Mr. SMOOT. Not at all. If it is not disposed 
day, it is the unfinished business for the following day 
exactly the same right, as far as that is concerned, «1 
Senate wants to discuss it opportunity will be given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will stat 
Senator from Florida that it can be taken up at this t 
be made the unfinished business, and it will remain t 
ished business until disposed of or displaced by the ail 
action of the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly; that is what I said. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Very well. I want, of course, to 
sonable about it. If the Senator wishes to examine th 
do not want to hurry it unnecessarily. I want to impr 
the Senate the importance of disposing of the measure 
as possible. I am willing to let it stand on that basis, : 
modify my motion and move to make it the unfinished b 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on | 
tion of the Senator from Florida that the bili become | 
ished business of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I now ask that the unfinished bu 
temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from ! 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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{LARY OF CLERK TO COMMITTEE OF BANKING AND CURRENCY, 


OWEN. I t 
Senate resolution 67, 


Bankin 


} 


move that the Senate proceed to the considera 


increasing the salary of the clerk 


¢ 


Conuunittee on and Currency to $3,000. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore ihe Senator from Oklahoma 

that the Senate | ceed to the consideration of a resolu- 

] ie h will be stated. 

SECRETARY. Senate resolution 67, increasing the salary 

clerk to the Committee on Banking and Currency to 
S ) 

JONES. That is a very important matter, and I sug- | 

absence of a quorum. 
OWEN. There bas been no intervening business since 


ast made the point of no quorum. 
‘The Chair holds that busl- 


ator | 
PRESIDENT pro tem 


ye 
re, 








intervened. The Secretary will call the roll. 
Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
red to their names: 
Gi Newlands Shively 
| Hollis Norris Ss mons 
| James O'Gorman Smith, Ariz } 
Ww John Ala Oliver Smith, G } 
} l Jones Owen Smoot 
( K yon Perkins Stephenson 
‘ erlain Kern l‘omerene Sterling 
7 ( Wyo. La Follette tansdell Stone 
{ Ark, Lane Rob on Thornton 
( i Lea Saulsbury Vardaman | 
Lewis Shafroth 
r Martine, N. J. Sheppard 
( Myers Shields 


PRESIDENT pr Forty-nine Senators having 
ered to their names. a quorum of the Senate is present. 
OWEN. I ask that my motion be put, Mr. President. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Okla- 
oves that the Se 


o tempore. 


ihe 


ni 


( r of Business No. 17, being Senate resolution No. 67. 
ing the question.] The motion is agreed to. The Secre 
will report the resolution. 

he Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 67), as follows: 
lred. That the clerk to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
employment was authorized by resolution of March 17, 1913, be 
the rate of $3,000 per annum from miscellancous items, con- 
fund of the Senate. 
» PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop 
t f the resolution. 
ir. JONES. I desire to offer an amendment to the resolu- 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 

rs an amendment to the resolution, which will be stated. 

» SecreTARY. It is proposed to add, at the end of the reso- 
lution, the following words: 


te proceed to the consideration of | 


And all Senators now having less than three employees shall be 
lj an additional employee, to be paid at the rate of $1,200 per 
1 from the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwi provided | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair 


t amendment can not be now entertained. The Revised 
Statutes provide that hereafter no payment shall be made from 
ntingent fund of the Senate unless sanctioned by the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 


the Senate. 
» Chair recalls that during the Sixty-second Congress this 
e motion was made as an amendment to a proposition which 
{ e from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
nenses of the Senate, when the then presiding officer, 
sident Sherman, decided, and properly decided, in 


opinion of the present occupant of the chair, that no proposi 
tion which imposed a charge upon the contingent fund of the 
Senate could be entertained without having first been referred 
to that committee. 


Mr. JONES. I desire to suggest that this matter has been 


leferred to that committee, and has been reported back by the 
3) ( nittee to the Senate. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. There may have been a simi- 


proposition referred, but it was not the same. It did not 
come in the form of an amendment; and, furthermore, it has 
been reported adversely. 
Mr. JONES. It was not reported from the committee in the 
m of an amendment; that is true. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endment is not in order. 
‘ir, SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to say that I did not 
quite understand what was the decision of the Chair. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair decided that it 
Was hot competent to propose an amendment which imposed a 
“Hurge upon the contingent fund of the Senate without the 


The Chair rules that the 


\ 
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proposition having first been submitted to | ( ) 
Audit and Control the Contingent Exp. S 
Mr. SMOOT. I think the Chair is right in osit but, 
as I understand, the Senator from W M J ] 
k the pe ion that the matter had e 
committee. If such is the « » the 3 
] her question entirely 
The PRESIDENT pro e. Th 
st na th th | ar vl 
Mr. OWEN It has « j 
Mr. SMOOT. “Ss Ins author nf 
¢ I one it not ! 
resolution. 
Tl PRESIDI] | 
mF i tha I ‘ 
sidered by the Committ » A ad ¢ ( 
I es of the Senat I! l 
out of order 
Ir. SMOOT. To that T hav b 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempers The q 
tion of the resolution which | bee r ! 
Mr. JONES. Id to ask the Ser ‘ 
necessity is there for the pa ge of this re 
Mr. OWEN. The cessity | th t] ( 
mittee on Banking d Currency has ve t sk to 
perform—a duty of vast importa It $ 
‘xtremely large, and the diff f that re 
obvious. There are 24 mn ! h 
‘lerical assist: e than is that l 3 
been reported on by the C tee on Ba 1 < 
and has further been reported on by the ¢ t 
and Control the Contingent Ex} ‘ 
Mr. JONES. Does not Si f . 
the committee uld hire wl dd 
Mr. OWEN, It does n req re dd 
Mr. JONES. Then, what is th ! \ f 
Mr. OWEN. It is for th erk of tl ( 
Mr. JONES. Is it for nerea ol 
Mr. OWEN. It is 
Mr. JONES Why should 1 y 
be paid by the chairman of t] comn 
Mr. OWEN. The chairman might do th Qa 
necessary to do it he would be willing to do it 
Mr. JONES. Why should not the C ee to nd 
Control the Contingent Ex] es of th req to 
ca it. 
h OWEN. I call for the r ir « 
Mr. JONES. I have the floo 
Mr. OWEN. The S« t f \\ 
floor. I had the floor 
The PRESIDEN’ o te rl} ( } 
which Senator had fl 
Mr. JONES. I un d the Chair n 
on the adoption of the 1 ution 
e PRESIDENT pro t i > \ y 
ton is right The Senator fi iW } {] ! 
Mr. JONES [ \ l | f 
le re 
Mr. OWEN. TI of t 
ther to say with r ltot 
Mr. JONES. Mr. Preside: LJ ( 
rr the infor j I de lt 
bly 1 
ing and Curt » pay 
to what the Senate has | f 
some Senators are r edi to { 
clerical assistance to dis e 
them, that other Senat \ { I 
especially when, as I 
who | now ! ving § Ae) 
should be raised; but uld 
mractice the econo! \\ i 
thus far, that where in ‘ i yr f 
nereas 
I simply desired to call that s { 
Senate. I] e no doubt tl com 
have no doubt that the « of this i 
that he ought to bave it, and t z 
the pocket of the cl an of ti ( 
| of the committee. 
The PRESIDENT ro t I 
adoption of the resolutio 
| The resolution was agreed to. 
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THE TARIFF (S. DOC. NO. 45). 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, when I asked a few days ago 
for the printing of Senate Document No. 45, the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] requested me to have a note printed 
and made part of that document. I have that note and also a 
supplement to Senate Document No. 45, showing the items in 
all of the schedules that fall in the basket clause under the 
present law and which are enumerated specifically in 
Underwood bill. I ask, Mr. President, that the matter 
printed as a supplement to Senate Document No. 45. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator 
from Utah will be granted, unless there is objection. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to object, Mr. President. 


be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 
ington objects. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SMOOT. If morning business is concluded, I call for 
the regular order, which is the calendar under Rule VIII. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is closed. 


Mr. BACON. Unless there is something very special, I desire 
an executive session. There are executive matters of 
importance that we should dispose of. 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘The only reason I have called for the regular 
order is that we have not at this session taken up the calendar; 
but if the Senator desires an executive session, I will not object. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I guarded what I said. I said 
if there was anything special I would not make the motion; 
but in a general way there are important matters which demand 
immediate attention in executive session; and, therefore, unless 
there is something very urgent I would insist upon the motion. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think there is anything very urgent, 
Mr. President, and therefore I will withdraw my request if 
the Senator wishes to move an executive session. 


to move 


ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY. 

Mr. KERN. 
adjourn to meet on next Tuesday at 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
motion of the Senator from Indiana 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet 
o'clock p. m. 

Mr. KENYON. I will suggest to the Senator to 
Monday. There are a number of Senators who will be com- 
pelled to leave Washington Monday night in connection with 
the West Virginia investigation, and they have some matters 
which they would like to bring up on Monday. 

Mr. KERN. I should like to accommodate the Senator from 
Iowa, but the consensus of opinion on this side is that more 
Senators will be accommodated by adjourning to Tuesday rather 
than to Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa has 
the right to move to amend the motion of the Senator from 
Indiana if he sees proper to do so. 

Mr. KENYON. If adjourning to Tuesday will accommodate 
a greater number, I will not object, for I believe in the rule of 
the greater number. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 
the Senator from Indiana. 
Mr. MYERS. What is the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion made by the 
Senator from Indiana is that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next at 2 o’clock p. m. The 
question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
2 o’clock p. m. 
The question is on the 
that when the Senate ad- 
on Tuesday next at 2 


make it 


The question is on the motion 
of 


RICHARD H. WILSON. 


Mr. MYERS. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of Calendar No. 9, being the bill (S. 662) for 
the relief of Col. Richard H. Wilson, Fourteenth Infantry, United 
States Army. That is a little bill which has been twice favor- 
ably reported by the Military Committee. It passed the Senate 
unanimously at the last session, and it was pretty fully and 
satisfactorily explained at that time by the Senator from Wy- 
oming [Mr. WARREN], the then Senator from Montana, Mr. 
Dixon, and a number of others. I ask unanimous consent now 
to have it put on its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of Senate 
bill 662. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, while this bill ought to pass and 
was reported favorably by the Committee on Military Affairs 
when I was a member of that committee, yet I am satisfied 
that the deiay of a short while will not prevent early action 
in the House, and therefore I will have to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
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Mr. MYERS. Then I move that the Senate proceed 
consideration of the bill the objection of the 
Washington to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro cempore. The Senator from \ 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
named by him notwithstanding the objection of the 
from Washington. 

Mr. SMOOT. I hope the Senator from Montana wi! 
that, because I asked for the regular order, which is 
endar under Rule VIII 

Mr. MYERS. Well, I appeal to the Senator from \ 
ton to withdraw the objection. I should like to ask 
ator from Washington what is the objection? 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the Senator that I stat: 
no objection to this bill; that it is a meritorious meas 
it was reported favorably from the Military Commit 
I was a member of it; and that I favored it—— 

The PRESIDE? pro tempore. The motion is not d 

Mr. JONES. But that a delay of a few days w 
vent early action in the other House. 

Tke PRESIDENT pro tempore. The debate is out o! 
The motion is not debatable. The Senator from Mont: 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senat: 
The question is on that motion. 

Mr. JONES. I have the floor, Mr. President, IT und 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator h 
now. 

Mr. JONES. I suggest the absence of a quorum 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from 
ton suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary 
the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ASHURST (when his name was ealled). TT! 
respects this body only in so far as it respects itself. | 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the calling of 
The following Senators answered to their names: 





Senati 





wry 


4 





Ashurst Hughes Norris : 
Bacon James O'Gorman ; 
Brady Johnson, Me. Oliver ‘ ( 
Bristow Johnston, Ala. Owen Ss 
Burton Jones Perkins St 
Catron Kenyon Pomerene Stei 
Chamberlain Kern Ransdeli St 
Clark, Wyo. Lane Robinson s 
Clarke, Ark. Lea Saulsbury r 
Fall Lewis Shafroth Tl 
Fletcher Martine, N. J. Sheppard Vv: 
Hitchcock Mvers Shields 

Hollis Newlands Shively 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty Senators h 
to their names. A quorum of the Senate is press 
endar under Rule VIIT is in order. 

Mr. MYERS. Is my motion now in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. The 
Montana moves that the Senate proceed to the « 
of Senate bill 662. 

Mr. MYERS. If the Senator from Utah desires to ! 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the calendar, I 
ing to withdraw the motion I have made. [ have no 
put this bill ahead of three or four others. I should 
know the status. I will inquire whether the Chair w 
to proceed to a call of the calendar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was abo! 
the motion of the Senator from Montana, that the Se! 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bil! 662. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator from \ 
that I have not the least objection to the considerati 
bill. But a few moments before he moved for its cons 
I asked that we proceed with the regular order, which 
ealendar under Rule VIII. His bill would have been 
in a very few minutes. At the earnest request of the > 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], stating that the Senate | 
special business to attend to in executive session, I \ 
that request to proceed to the consideration of the 
under Rule VIII in order that the Senator might ! 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

I will say to the Senator from Montana that, after \ 
ing a demand for the regular order, I think it unfair 
now to insist upon taking up a bill that would have ) 
sidered under the regular order within a very few 
indeed. After stating that, Mr. President, the Senate \ 
it pleases. I do not think it was a proper proceeding | 
after I had yielded to the request of the Senator fro! 
to withdraw my motion in order that the Senate mich! 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I desire to disclaim | 
sponsible for the action of the Senator from Utah in w 
ing his motion. I interposed no objection to his motion 


Ser 








1913. 


hdrew it, I supposed he did it of his own free will and accord, 
» not believe I have 
discourteous in this body. If I am to labor the rest of my 
. under the withering scorn of the Senator from Utah on that 
uit, I will try to travel along and live in some way. I 
S iit my motion and ask that it be adopted. 
¢ PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
e motion made by the Senator from Montana. 
The question being put, there were, on a diy 


ision, 


ayes 21, 
es SS 


ever before been accused of being unfair 


e PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum has voted. The 
etary will call the roli 
e Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
ered to their names: 
rst Iiughes Nort Smith, Ariz. 
n James O'Gorman Smith, Ga. 
Johnson, Me. Oliver Simoot 
W Johnston, Ala. l’erkins Stephenson 
} mn Jones Pomerene Sterling 
n Kenyon Ransdell Stone 
( lain Kern Robinson Thompson 
( k. Wyo. Lane Shafroth Thornton 
( Ark, Lea Sheppard Vardaman 
Lewis Shields 
er Martine, N. J. Shively 
Myers Simmons 
the PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-five Senators have an- | 


red to their names. Not a The Secre 

will eall the names of the 

The Seeretary called the names of 

N LANDS, Mr. OWEN, and Mr. 
names when called. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. 


quorum is present. 
absentees. 

the 
SWANSON 


and Myr. 
their 


absentees, 
answered to 
I wish to that my col 
ue [Mr. BANKMEAD] is absent on account of illness in his 
ily. I ask that this announcement may stand for the re 
iinder of the day. 
Mr. BACON. I move that the Sergeant at Arms be directe: 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
cute the order of the Senate. 
Mr. CRAWFORD and Mr. DILLINGHAM entered the Cham 
r and answered to their names. 
fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
swered to their names. 
rhe order requiring the Sergeant at Arms to secure the attend 
of absentees is vacated from this time forward. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


state 


1 to 


The Sergeant at Arms will 


Fifty Senators have an- 


Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
1 of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 

sideration of executive business. After 1 hour and 35 min 


A quorum of the Senate is present. | 


es spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at | 


5 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until | 
Tuesday, June 10, 1913, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 6, 1913. 


COMMISSIONER GENERAL OF IMMIGRATION. 


4 


\nthony Caminetti to be Commissioner General of Immigra- 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

CAVALRY ARM. 
Capt. Oren B. Meyer to be major. 
First Lieut. William A. Austin to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Charles L. Stevenson to be first lieutenant. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
MEDICAL CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants. 


Benjamin Beckham Wariner. 
William Dey Herbert. 
Stephen Harrison Smith. 
George Fairless Lull. 
Charles Clark Hillman. 
Sidney Lovett Chappell. 
Fletcher Olin McFarland. 
Harry Louis Dale. 

Alvin Willis Schoenleber. 
Ernest Chester McCulloch. 
George Russell Callender. 
Edward Thomas Breinig Weidner. 
Raymond Whitcomb Bliss. 
Raymond Cooley Bull. 
Norman Thomas Kirk. 
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William 


> . 
Be njaumin Borde ll. 


Royal Edwin Cum s 

Clarence Ralph Bel 

Robert Henry Duennes 

Bertram Foster Duckw 

John Seymour Crs j ‘ i lk i 


Halbert Porter Harris 


Rt \ or Pus M 
Luke Vo ‘ to b eceivel f pul 
Wyo 
A S CON | ( ry ( 
Charles M. Bruce | \ 1 Cc I 
I Lend Office 
SI VEYOR (¢ FW { 
Kdward A. FitzHenry to be evol 
REGISTER OI fe LAND O 
Ralph R Reed to b regist¢ of tl 
Wyo 
POSTMAST! 
\ S 
Edward S« m. Haze 


G. FE. Arnold, Loyalton. 


R. J. Bagby, Visalia. 
Otto Haese, Mojave. 
Earle Hughes, Fresno 
Fiora S. Knauer, Reedley 
W. A. Lucas, Cucamong 


Charles S. Martin, Sawtelle. 
J. M. Qualls, Sanger. 


‘ PRADO. 
IF. T. Donovan, Longmont. 
H. KE. Maxville, Paonia. 
Ek. FF. Street, Englewood. 
ILLINO 

W. J. McKenna, Melvin. 

[ANA 
Charles A. Daniels, Akron. 


James P 
Geston P. 


Shoals 


Hawkins, l 
Hunt, Rushville 
Eddy Mason, Hagerstown. 
Quincy A. Wright, Fortville. 


Daniel C. Zehner, Windfall 


Bentson, Jewell. 

Booth, Prescott. 

Lloyd Crow, Mapleton 

John J. Donahoe, Gilmore City. 
Kaspar Faltinson, Armstrong. 

I’. M. Finnell, Algona. 

Thomas M. Fitzgerald, Charles City. 
Le Roy H. Lyon, Colfax. 
Edward J. Mitchell, Graetti 
Clint L. Price, Indianola. 
Walter Rae, Massena. 
Edward E. Swank, Richland. 
William Wallace Finn, Wesley. 
George M. Waterman, Sidney. 


Carl 
George Q. 


iger, 


KANSAS, 


J. W. Achelpohl, Argonia. 
Frank J. Castle, sr., Norcatur. 


T. J. Doyle, Englewood. 
E. C. Gresham, Bucklin. 
J. H. Stanbery, Attica. 


J. H. Weltmer, Claflin. 


John Baker, Hazard. 

A. K. Bowles, jr., Jenkins. 
John J. Hagan, Corbin. 

E. F. Thomasson, Livermore. 


MISSOURI, 


Roy C. Barnes, Sturgeon. 

Charles Ferguson, Burlington Junction, 
William D. Johnson, Crocker. 

Simeon FE. Juden, Hayti. 

Cora D. Perdue, Orrick. 

William S. Walker, Bethany. 

Willis Wiley, Crane. 






























pp ' 
RASKA, 


‘ Tic e |’ rsburg 

A. J ‘erri Palmer. 

Bb. S. Littlefield, Syracuse 

R. V. McPherson, Cra 

I 1 H. Ossenkop, Louisville. 
Liat N. Ws e, Coleridge. 


NEW 
Grace FE. Emerson, E: 


HAMPSHIRE, 


ist Rochester. 
OKLAHOMA, 
J. P. Brawley, Hastings. 
Robert Burton Mayfield, Blair. 
J. R. Capshaw, Chattanooga. 
Mary I’. Cumpston, Lenapah., 
Sydney A. Doyle, Maud. 
Jesse L. Gallaway, Foss. 
Morris D. Gibbins, Fort Sill. 


Andrew J. Grayson, Blanchard. 


Edward Hensley, Mountain Park. 
George H. Hancock, Welch. 
Della Hickman, Spiro. 

George P. Lawson, Coweta. 

O. P. Ramsey, Kiefer. 

N. L. Sanders, Broken Arrow. 


Bettie Smythe, Marlow. 


C. KE. Steele, Sayre. 
Galen B. Townsend, Mangum. 
P. W. Tucker, Comanche. 


Henry T. Vanderford, Sentinel, 
G. B. Williams, Manitou. 

OHIO, 
John P. Bakle, Antwerp. 
Daniel D. Duty, Wellsville. 
tolla N. Frysinger, Rockford. 
Elmer E. Green, Byesville. 
J. W. Kissell, West Unity. 
William TT. Mann, Clyde. 
Edward J. Meagher, Glendale. 
Harley W. Purdy, Bradford. 
Charles E. Yost, Fayette. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

Bernhart Helbling, Aspinwall. 
M. McLaughlin, Unity Station. 
J. H. Smith, Yardley. 


Cassius 
WEST VIRGINIA, 

James Brady, Barboursville. 

Floyd J. Brown, Bluefield. 

Thomas F.. Henritze, Welch. 

Benjamin I’. Patton, Harrisville. 

Andrew Price, Marlinton. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 6, 1913. 


12 o’clock noon. 


Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 





ry 


The House met at 
Yhe Chaplain, Rev. 
lowing prayer: 


Almighty God, our he: 


venly Father, always present, working 


in and through the hearts of Thy children, make us tractable 
to the holy influence that our thoughts and deeds may be in 
consonance with Thy will that we may advance Thy kingdom 
upon the earth, have the approving conscience and assurance 
that the world is a little better that we have lived and wrought 


} 
al 





fter the similitude of the Master, for Thine is the kingdom 
1 the power and the glory forever. Amen. 


alli 


The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, June 3, 1918, was 
read and approved. 
LEAYE OF ABSENCE. 
Ry unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 


} 
NRooT, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 
ITTEE RESIGNATION. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the resig- 
nation of a member from a committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


COMM 


Howusk OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., June 6, 1928. 


Hon. CHAMP CLARK 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. CO. 
My Drar Mr, Speaker: I desire to tender my resignation as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on the District of Columbia, to which honorable 





position the Committee on Wa 
which nomination the Democratic 


and Means has nominated me, and in 
caucus has concurred, 
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I made it clear at the Democratic caucus Monday that I 
be able to render good service to the House, the Democi 








itic | 
the District on that committee. I favor home rule, and I 4d 
that I, coming from far-away Colorado, can tell the peo 
ington much about how to run their affairs. Ther mar 
problems connected with the government of this gr ty 
ministration of its affairs that I have not the tir s 
should be studied by any Member of Congress who t 
mittee assignment. 
I am sure there are many Members who would be glad 
this assignment. The people of Colorado sent me here for 


poses than to study the intricacies of Washington gov 





years [ have been a specialist on freight rates and 
tation problems. My desire to be ass 1 to membership on 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Comn is weil known t 
the House. desire this assignment bex s¢ TI feel that I 
plish more for the people who sent me here on that than o 
committee. I feel that it is a grave mistake to spoil a ¢ 
maker by trying to make a doctor of him. Just so I { 
would be a mistake for me to serve on a committee for 
on whieh I have no special qualification, and in so servi 
hope of serving upon the committee where I feel I ean do 
Very sincerely, yours, 
GEO, J 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 1 
will be accepted. 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE INTERIOR I 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I offer the 
priviieged resolution in reference to printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the ri 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hoase resolution 142. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the I 
partment be authorized to have such printing and binding 
be neeessary in the transaction of its business during t 


Congress. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, res 
right to object, I will say that, of course, the reso 
privileged. The gentleman offered it as a privileged r 

The SPEAKER. He can ask unanimous consent f 
ent consideration. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I assume that is tl 
man’s request. I desire to ask the gentleman fr 
if this committee had this authority in the last Co 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois asks 
consent for the present consideration of the resolutio1 
objection ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
immediate consideration of the resolution which | s 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous 
the present consideration of a resolution, which the 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 148. 

Resolved, That the Committee on War Claims be aut! 
such printing and binding done as may be necessary in t 
of its business during the Sixty-third Congr 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Reserving 
ject, I should like to ask if the committee of whi 
man is chairman had this authority in the last ¢ 

Mr. GREGG. Yes; and it has had it for several y: 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


ss 


> 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
immediate consideration of the resolution which | 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. 
consent for the pre 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 144. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Tr Ak 

third Congress is aut! in 


The gentleman from Illinois : 


sent consideration of a resolution | 











orized to have such printing and Ilr 
the use of the committee as may be necessary for the trans 
business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, reser 
right to object, I should like to ask the gentleman w! 
the resolution if this committee has had this authorit) 
tofore? 
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Mr. SABBATH. It has. me whether he can r ht some ol ose find 5 
oe SPEAKER. Is there objection? | proposition ? 
re wis no objection, | Mr. GL. Ai) ‘ 3 
he resolution was agreed to. committee,” and I presume that that 
bu Hess o } com Pe cl] 3 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. business of the committee, such a 
¥ : i - : , y...1. | Guired in the transaction of the busines \ 
ge from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, | pairs question, I uld hink tl 
7 . a iil S jt stIOL, Worl ho LOInK $ | 
need that the President pro tempore of the Senate had | |, ee ' ! 
xT , . tT) = aad , . ee cover the proposit 1 that he has ore ec 
ted Mr | AGE : nd Mr, LANE members of the Joint select Mr. MURDOCK. ] : m4 
ttee on the part of the Senate, as provided for in the act : 
mar “ * _ il Lise ¢ Lh ( { 
ruary 16, 1889, entitled “An act to authorize and provide | * y,,, CGT.AS . 
be . . ' . * Ek ri \ ‘ , 
he disposition of useless papers in the executive depat Mr. BURKE of § h D i 
for the disposition of useless papers in the Trea: * | right to obiect. I d i . that (] ’ } 
ri ment 
1) rtment,. reported 
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION OF ARID I ANDS. The SPEAKER Without objection, the ¢ Ie yy 
SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent | report the resolution. 
e present consideration of the resolution which I send to} ‘The (Merk again read the r 
erk’s desk. | Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I 
SPEAKER. Is that a printing resolution? from Virginia if 3 re ition | of | 
ir. SMITH of Texas. Yes. {of any committee action? 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous | Mr. GLASS. No: it has not. 
it for the present consideration of a resolution which the | Mr. BURKE of South Dakota I wv d like to k j 
( k will report. |} ranking minority member on the Com) ee on Banl 
e Clerk read as follows: . | Currency has been ce ited ? 
House resolution 145. Mr. GLASS. He has not He is out of th ty 
' v°* 
lred, Vhat the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands of the | Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Is the intention of 
f Representatives be. and is hereby, authorized during the Sixty Oe il Ea A Seans ; : 
‘ress to have such printing and binding done as may ct mimittes 0 1 DUDKINE lL Curr y to bh 
d for the transaction of its business. near future? 
e SPEAKER. Is there objection? Mr. GLASS. It is not. It would be necessary to | 
rhere was no objection. thority for the heat it the re «es | 
: - TTDI ‘ 
The resolution was agreed to. T’. BURKI ( s h D } ( { ( ( 
‘ = 7 = ian iden when we mn expect | on 
COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. s ; 
es . ; ; : , ; from this committee? 
ir. LOBECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the Mr. GLASS. I can not. 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the} wry BURKE of South Dakota [r. s { 
( S desk, | of the ranking minority 1 er of tl I 
» Clerk read as follows: ito the consideration of the resolution, 
House resolution 146. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from h Dal 
lred, That the Committee on [Expenditures in the Treasury De 
is authorized to have such printing and binding done as shall COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS A? GROUN 
ary for the discharge of the work of the said commititce during | alae al al de , . s 
xty-third Congress. | Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimou 
: ; } , 4 » presen ‘onsider ) of Lie rs ) t I \ 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? sent for tx _ nt consideration Lt ti ! i ma Wi 
, 1 ‘ ‘ . em o the desk 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, reserving the | > = ene = 4 ’ 
right to object, I desire to ask the gentleman if this committee | The Clerk read as follows: 
d this authority during the last Congress? <Cune ae 
) RECK TT j } j Resolved, That the Committee on Public B nd ¢ 
Mr. LOBECK. That is my understanding. ae Bp eee ot ae eR Matsa 
: pie towts aa . , | authorized to have such printing and binding done as 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Does the gentleman know? for the discharge of the work of said « 
Mr OBECK iow that we h: inting < inding an ' “Ep 
Mi _L BECK. I know that we had printing and binding | fhe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present co 
wen fast yor. , : tion of the resolution? 
‘ir. BURKE of South Dakota. If the gentleman states that There was no objection 
: . ° ] WialS A DEI JC Ol, 
they had that authority, I shall not object. The resolution was agreed to 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. COMMITTEE ON INVALID P 
The resolution was agreed to. Mr. POST. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the genti 


COMMITTEE ON REFORM IN THE CIVIL SERVI‘ 

Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 


from Ohio [Mr. Snerwoop], I ask unanimous consent for 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Iiou resolution 149 


the Clerk read as follows: Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensior nd is | 
, ) ’ ¥ i ’ ' ‘ 
use resoluti 7 authorized to hav uch printh and binding « iy bey 
House resolution 147. during the Sixty-third Congress for the transaction of | isine 


Resolved, That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service is ‘ 
f authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be| The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con 
sary for the use of the committee during the Sixty-third Congress. | tion of the resolution? 
‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- There was no objection. 
tion of the resolution? The resolution was agreed to. 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. Mr.-THACHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous coi 


COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY. 


t-s 


» pNrese “onsideration of the Ssolmtion wi ih vk te 
Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | the present consideration of the 1 : 


: : ; ' vale « asi ive rea 
present consideration of the resolution which I have sent to desk and ask to have 1 ad. 
the desk The Clerk read as follows: 


he Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be, and is | Resolved, That the © minitt ‘oo io? a ma n 
'y, authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be | sentatives be, and it is hereby, autho 24 i o | : 
juired for the transaction of its business, and that said committee | binding done 4s may be Nn ry for the tran - 
and subcommittees thereof shall have authority to sit during the ses- | during the Sixty-third Con . 
shone of the House and during the recesses of the Sixty-third Congress. The SPEAKER. Is there object 
rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- There was no objection. 
tion of the resolution? The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Virginia just how : 
much printing and binding they can do under this resolution? Mr. OLDFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con 


' 


COMMITTEE ON PATENT 


In view of the fact that I have constant requests for reports | the present consideration of the resolution which I send t 


of the Pujo investigating committee, can the gentleman tell | desk and ask to have read. 





ww 











































itte.s ns ienmente 


that the uniform pr 
ler the rules is to elect the Clerk of the if 








action of its busi: other officers by resolution, and it is also a matter of 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? knowledge that the general parliamentary practice of 
There was no objection. tions throustiont the land is to “move to close no 
The resolution was agreed to. which is only another m¢ thod of “moving the previ 
COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN TH! TE DEPARTMENT. tion,” the two motions having precisely the same eff 
Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker I ask uw mous consent for the RECEIVERSHIP OF ** FRISCO ” RAILROAD SYSTEM. 


l- 


present con: panels gece met uuOn W I send to the desk. | Mr. HINEBAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I 
1€ ee EVE aS 2 | to extend my remarks in the Recorp 


ask unanin 


- — — : ‘ I t The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
2 lved, Th tl Committee on E ture in the Stat epart- a rh pry Oe rea ae 
ment is hereby} 1thorized to have such print and binding done as Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the ri 


ma aad n the transaction of its ness I would inquire upon what subject? 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? Mr. HINEBAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I will state, in 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, reserving the | the gentleman’s question, that on the 2d of June | 
i 














right to object. T v ld like to ask if a similar resolut was | 4 resolution in the House directing the Interstate « 
pa d during the last ¢ 3? Commission to investigate the recent receivership of 
Mr. ITTAMLIN. ft | Railroad system, and the remarks I desire to insert 
TY} was no objection. | ORD are — which I have dug out with reference 
The 1 resoluti« was agreed to. Mr. B. \TY LETT. Mr. Speaker, I have no object 
COMM EE ON PI Ss aa AKER, is ther COPS F 
: 7 , 7 - ; i There was no objection, 
Mr. CRISP. Ir. Speaker, in the a » of the gentleman Mr. HINEBAUGH Mr. Sneaker. on the 2d da 
“ry > [\tr {rCHARDSON oe) rat r he ( mi ittee o : a ae . eee ’ ag 7s 
fri i Alal am Mr, IICHABDSO }, chairman of the Comm ‘tee | introduced the following resolution: 
on Pensicns, who is ill, I ask unanii sent for the presen 8 lon 116. 
, wT : +: _ ; . louse resolution } 
consideration of the following res tion, which I send to the; ; : s * } 
om Whe the St. Louis & San Francisco Ra ilroad syster 
ues! J | cation of Charles Nagel, former § tary of Comn 
Phe Clerk read as follows: i} and Frederick W. Lehmann i Solicitor Ge \ 
House resolution 153. | States, was p laced in the 148 OL A rte I r bec 
. . . ® inability to ke u ) its issu i wo-year per 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions is hereby authorized to “for oe a Ook tin ae oe 
; ’ ' 1 } ltr lone as be ¢ ivy i he r <. <7}. : . ; Se amt - c e . an 2 
! cn prin i binding done as may be n ary in the tran Whereas the total anthavtned stock of said railroad 
i n of its bu 000,000 ; and 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? Whereas its total stock outstanding is $49,993,262 ; 
Thar ae * I all nae Whereas its total amount of nds is $320,31 1: 
Here Was HO objecuion, | Whereas the gross earnings of said railroad system for 
The resolution was agreed to. | and 1912 were $42, 100,364 : and 
| Whereas the net earnings for said years were only $1; 
COMMITTEE ON FOR Y AFFAIRS, | Whereas the said receivership has caused many cha 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- | ment to be made in relation to watering the com 





‘ : me. i a8 | many other abuses in the management of said ri ail oad 
sent for the present consideration of the resolution which I wheen 3 approximately $26,000,000 worth of the bonds 






nd to the desk and ask to have read. have been sold in Paris: Therefore be it 
The Clerk read as follow 3: } Resolwed, That the Interstate Commerce Commission 
House resolution 154 hereby, directed to investigate fully all the facts concerni 


ersh 





and also the management of said company for : 
* to said receivership, and report all such facts t 





Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be, and the same is 














hereby. authorized to have such printing binding done as may be year pr 

necessary for the use of the committee du the Sixty-third Congress. On the 28th of May, 1913, the St. Louis & San F: 
The SPE AR. Is there objection? road Co. was placed in the hands of a receiver on 
r" here was no objection. tion of Charles Nagel, former Secretary of Commer 
The resolution was agreed to, and Frederick W. Lehmann, former Solicitor G 

PREVIOUS QUESTION ON NOMINATIONS FOR COMMITTEE MEMBERsHIP. | United States. The reason urged for the app 









receiver was the inability or refusal of the said 
pay its issue of two-year 5 per cent notes, due J) 
sum of $2,250,000. This railroad system has a tot 


nois [Mr. cana made a parliamentary inquiry of some im- 
portance, to which the circumstances at that particular moment nital stock of $200.000.000, of which $49.992.262 _ 
did not necessitate an answer from the Cc hair, but upon which standing. The company has also issued bonds to 
several prominent Members think the Chair should render an 2) 219 44 . 
opinion for future guidance, and, it being a new question, the $820,312,443. 
Chair concurs in their s ugges stion. 
e parliamentary inquiry was this: 
When the floor leader submits to the House a list of nominations for | P&™! 


SPEAKI On 'Tuesday last the gentleman from Illi- 
Mi 










The gross earnings of the railroad for the y 
amounted to $42,100,364, while the net earnings for 
1 were only $12,992,518 


membership on committees, has he or any other Member the right to Of the bonds outstanding belonging to the 
u the previous question on the said list of nominations? $26,000,000 worth were sold in Paris. Three milli 


fter due consideration of the question, the Chair is of the | in Paris within 10 days of the receivership. In 
opinion that under such circumstances the motion for the pre- | mileage of the Frisco system was 1,402, since \ 
vious question is in ort Mr. B. F. Yokum, manager of the system, with pr: 
It so happened that on thi s particular occasion the floor leader | lute power, has acquired and made a part of the [ri 
of the majority [Mr. Unperwoop] simply moved that the list | the following lines: 
which he submitted be adopted, but it would have been in order The St. Louis & Missouri Railroad, with 545 1 
for him to have offered a resolution for the same purpose. Had The Springfield Missouri to Kansas City, 185 
he offered a resolution, it is clear that he could have moved the Monett, Mo., to Red River, 285 miles. 
previous question; and by analogy, it is equally clear that he Oklahoma City to Red River, 175 miles. 
could have moved the previous question on his motion. Other- Sapulpa, Okla., to Denison, Tex., 193 miles. 
wise we might be placed in the preposterous situation of spend- Pierce City, Mo., to Ellsworth, Kans., 524 miles. 
ing days or even weeks or months in the election of committees. Hope, Ark., to Ardmore, Okla., 224 miles 
To say that the pre evi ms Que stic n can not be moved and ordered in Beaumont, Kans., to Red River, 31S miies. 
such 2 posture of affairs would be to give the widest possible lati- Fayetteville, Ark., to Okmulgee, Okla., 144 miles. 
tude for filibu : a practice which the House frowns upon. Tulsa, Okla., to Ardmore, Okla., 175 miles. 
cour hould the majority leader, as the mouthpiece of Branches, 975 miles. 
both the Committee on Ways and Means and of the majority Trackage to Kansas City, 4 miles. 
party caucus, abuse the powers of said committee and of said Carrolton-Irving, cut-off 11 miles. 
caucus, tl fouse has its remedy by voting down the motion The following lines were leased and contr 
for the previous q ion, thereby throwing the list of nomina- Kansas City, Fort Scott & Memphis, 919 
tions, made by cither motion or resolution, open to amendment. Kansas City, Memphis & Birmingham, 285 : 
It goes without saying that until the motion for the previous The following lines are operated i ude en 


| |o- 


question is agreed to by the House the motion or resolution to Fort Worth and Rio Grande, 235 miles 
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Paris & Great Northern, 17 miles. 

New Orleans, Texas & Mexico, 277 miles. 
Beaumont, Sour Lake & Western, 118 miles. 
Orange & North Western, 61 miles 


s+ Louis, Brownsville & Mexico, 510 miles. 
Rio Grande, 22 miles. 


s+ Louis, San Francisco & Texas, 245 miles. 


It is provided that no further | 
(gage shall be placed upon the property nor the amount of 
ie preferred stock be increased, except with the consent, in 


either instance, of the holders of a majority of each class of | 
pr ‘erred stock given at a meeting called for the purpose, and | 
of such part of common stock as shall be represented at the | 
meeting. The St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad Co. owns all | 
ie capital stock of the Kansas City, Fort Scott & Memphis | 


Railroad and all the stock of the auxiliary companies. The 


pital stock of the St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad Co. 


‘efore may be said to represent the ownership of the entire 
system, 


ther 
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ro & Eastern Illinois, 1.275 miles. Total mileage, in- | this company has so 
520 miles trackage, 7,520 miles. The company also] to | ( \ 
the Birmingham Belt Railroad, 40 miles th ury of t 
the management of Mr. Yokum, in August, 1902, the | the pock 3 of ert 
St. I is & San Francisco Co. acquired the greater part of the | $°6.000.000 I 
if the Chicago & Eastern Lllinois, and in 1911 merged the OO OOO.O00 w t] ‘ 
] le & Terre Haute Co. with the Chicago & Eastern | POO00 ne Ss, wh 
] . which he prey iously controlled. The Chicago & Eastern art and scattered 
| s at the time it w acquired owned $1,000,000 of the | to result in gre 
the Chicago & Western Indiana Railroad Co. 1 ind « 
Frisco system operated the Chicago & Eastern Illinois |q market. unle 
ndently, together with all its 22 branch lines, 1,275 miles, | he United States G 
es of which is double track t] h inve 
common stock outstanding of the Chicago & Eastern | will demonstrate 
] s at the time it was acquired by the Frisco system w ment of B. F 
$7,217,800 (or $15,000 per mile). | te transportation 
The preferred stock amounted to $8,830,700. sis of a treme 
I lition to all this, $6.408.500 worth of common stocl oie heen in a f 
trust by the Trust Company of America till July, 1912, | j¢ will also be fi d 
it of “trust assets,” by agreement made dated July. f this company | 
for improvements, acquisitions, or refunding, to be termi f the tangible pri 
on satisfaction of the St. Louis & San Frat co ti | 4) “ ' oa 
ents. (See vol. 85, p. 1001.) | described by the Pat 
HISTORY. | A} 
St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad was organized Sep- | : ~ ‘ ; 

10, 1876, reorganized June 29, 1896, under the laws of e the idea ! 
Missouri. y in 
In December, 1909, certain interests purchased from the Rock e . ao ap a 

I 1 $28,940,300 of th 9,000,000 of common stock acquired | o will ne ! 
03: but the St. Louis & San Francisco and its controlled As for i tmen 
re now operated independent of the Rock Island lines. | oy, = sehen 
» Frisco system owns all the capital stock of its leased and | za 1, at any rat 
ry companies and more than 834 per cent of the out- | nl 
§ ling capital stock of the Chicago & Eastern Lllinois Rail- | * = ; ; 
road Co. Mr. Speal t is 
rhe Frisco system, together with the Southern Railroad. owns | CTe@ted an_ 
he stock of the New Orleans Terminal Co., each one-half, | SS8#nce of 
and they jointly guarantee $14,000,000 first mortgage 4 per cent en r rt 
r gold bonds. Bes ee 
Again, on July 19, 1907, the Frisco system acquired the St. | soxaboaesrclliats 
Louis, Memphis & Southeastern Railroad Co. | merce. 
On July 15, 1997, the Blackwell, Enid & Southwestern Rail- It must be appar 
road Co. railroad comp: 
On July 20, 1907, the Ozark & Cherokee Central Railroad. | and u prs ney ; 
On July 19, 1907, the Arkansas Valley & Western Railroad, | 1% “He value of bik 
On July 17, 1907, the Fort Sill & Van Buren Bridge Co. por =e e] 
On July 18, 1907, the Oklahoma City & Western Railroad, | @"-' ly taxed and 
1 on the same date they also acquired the Sulphur Springs | *' dence thi ayo 
Railroad. (See Poor’s Manual, p. 1175.) zs me —- é] 
OPERATING RESULTS from t] { ; 
The total operating expenses for the year 1911 was $29,320,400 | able members of th 
i the net earnings $13,838,828. The net miscellaneous income | _ It has n 
for that year was $2,333,971, making a total net income for | tional authority to re 
t year of $16,172,779. Bae cry pee * 
rhe authorized capital stock of the Frisco Co. was $5,000,000 : 
il preferred, $51,000,000 second preferred, and $164,000,000 . mn - et . ee 
common stock, making a total of $200,000.000. | Seeedl ter the. cates 
Che outstanding stock consisted of $5,000,000 first preferred, | authori ‘y and not 
$16,000,000 second preferred, and $29,000,000 common, a total of | those which prompted 
»vJ,000,000 of outstanding stock. > 4 ste :¢ 
_ its treasury stock is made up as follows: $6,535.10 first pre- | the effort ail t 
ferred, $53 second preferred, and $149.60 common, making a | 2 more sacred : 
of $6,737.70, the par value of the shares being $100. | which one of 
‘he preferred stock, in the order of preference, is entitled to | affecting dir 
imulative dividends at the rate of 4 per cent per annum | Bepusiic 7 
‘iority to common stock. Phere wo BU 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


House joint resolution 93. 


Resolved, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
accept an invitation extended by the British Government to the Govern- 
ment of the United States to participate by delegates in an Interna- 
tional Congress of Medicine to be held in London in the year 1913: 
Provided, That no appropriation shall be granted at any time for ex- 
penses of delegates or for other expenses incurred in connection with 
the said conference, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object. I would like to have the gentleman make a state- 
ment of what this proposition is, 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the resolution author- 
izes the President to accept the invitation of the British foreign 


office to send delegates from this country to attend a medical } 


conference in London, beginning on the 6th day of August and 
ending on the 18th of August. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman if there is any particular necessity for adopt- 
ing this resolution at.this time? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes; because we have put in one of 
our appropriation bills an inhibition against accepting an invi- 
tation of this kind unless it is approved by Congress, and this 
invitation ought to be accepted at once, because this convention 
takes place in August, and they are arranging now for it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. In the opinion of the gentle- 


man, is it not likely that subsequently an appropriation will be | 


asked to pay the expenses in connection with the commission 
that may be appointed? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Oh, I think not. All the funds for 
the expenses of the delegates of this country have been arranged 
for, and if an appropriation is asked it will not be granted. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Has this resolution had con- 
sideration by the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. 
on Foreign Affairs last Wednesday and unanimously reported. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
tleman if this resolution comes within the prohibition, I believe, 
put upon what measures shall be reported to the House by the 
Democratic caucus? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. The Democratic caucus gave unani- 
mous consent to the Committee on Foreign Affairs to report this 
resolution. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I think, Mr. Speaker, for the 
present I shall object to the consideration of the resolution— 
however, I withhold the objection. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say to the 
gentleman from South Dakota that this invitation was extended 
to the Government by Mr. Bryce, late ambassador here, on the 
12th of January, and the President has been unable to accept 
the invitation owing to the inhibition in one of our appropria- 
tion bills. It is necessary for the medical associations of this 
country to get their delegates together and prepare to attend the 
congress, and for that reason I thought it would be well to have it 
passed at this time. The congress takes place in August, and 
every country has accepted the invitation to that congress 
except the United States, and it is at my request that the com- 
mittee considered this resolution immediately because I wanted 
to put those gentlemen in a position to accept the invitation and 
attend the congress, There is no appropriation. No appro- 
priation is asked now, indeed it is specially provided there shall 
be no appropriation, and none will be asked in the future. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
knows that has been in resolutions heretofore and it did not 
operate as a bar to the parties interested coming here and asking 
for an appropriation, and I think the gentleman believes that 
there will be an appropriation asked for sometime in the future 
in connection with this matter. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I will say to the gentleman I know there 
will be no appropriation asked. Among these gentlemen is the 
chairman of the executive committee, a personal friend of mine, 
one of the professors of the Johns Hopkins College in Balti- 
more, who assures me there will be no appropriation. These 
gentlemen are all provided with money to go and attend this 
congress. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, in the absence 
of the minority leader, for the present I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects. 


COMMITTEE ON 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the following resolution: 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution. 


ROADS. 
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It was considered by the Committee | 


I would like to ask the gen- 


The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 155. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads be, and the same } 
authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be 
for the use of the committee during the Sixty-third Congre 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, reser, 
right to object, what committee is making the request? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Roads. Is the; 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was ag 
COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE POST OFFICE DEP 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous co 
the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resoluti 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 121. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the | 
Department be authorized to have such printing and bindi: 
may be necessary for the discharge of the work of said co: 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, rese 
right to object, I desire to know whether or not this « 
had the authority in the last Congress asked for in 
lution? 

Mr. PEPPER. It had. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was ag 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURR! 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous conse! 
present consideration of the resolution which I s 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia | \M 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
lution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 156. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Curre: 
hereby, authorized to have such printing and binding dor 
required for the transaction of its business, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

CONGRESS AND AERONAUTICS. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous co! 
dress the House for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
asks leave to address the House for one minute. 
tion? , 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Reserving the righ! 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. W 
has anything to do with a spelling school or a spe 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. No. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, there is general in 
country on the subject of the possible use of variou 
air craft, both in peace and in war. The most illum 
tribution that has been made to the literature of t! 
recently is an article by my colleague from Ohio, the |! 
LIAM GRAves SHarp, from the fourteenth Ohio dist) 
an article which appears in the June number of Air 
subject of “Congress and Aeronautics,” and I ask 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by pr 
article. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in t! 
by printing the article named. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the article referred to: 

{From the Aircraft, New York, June, 
“ CONGRESS AND AERONAUTICS 
“(By WILLIAM G. SHarp, M. C.) 

“Perhaps the old adage that ‘necessity is the m: 
vention’ could not be better exemplified than as it a} 
backwardness of Congress in encouraging aeronaull 
ment by making liberal appropriations therefor. W! 
parisons in the matter of appropriations for this o' 
the European countries are highly interesting and i! 
to the average Congressman, yet as long as the imminen 


actual need appears to be so remote, the tendency is ! 
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in a concrete form not only what our own and other 


ents had accomplished in the development of aviation, 











as much with the desire to ascerta he attitude of 
War Department for its encouragemet r int 
the following resolution (H. Res h Ww 
reported out and favorably acted H 
' ' 
l, That the great importance nd t 
i iv on is lit T ts War ) ne 
v 1 civilized nations ne of il ‘ 
ney in equipping their armii 
ns both of attack and of transport, the Secretary of W : 
hereby. respectfully requested, if t tible with the 
re send to t! H R ‘ tat i ma 
the wing | ts 
T! sult KV and t t of 
ts made by our official.a ts in foreign 
nt and value of aerial navi ion, eith f 
to encourage scientific researc! 
1. The extent and cost of our G ronment’ ent 
s or other air craft now bei! used in an | y ’ 
tment, and the nature of the instruction 1 ae 
ng given to its Army officers d en ed 
The plan now < ; lated 1 the W : ; t f 
tl present equipment of a planes, hydroas la , and 
craft for the purposes of warfat 1 national defense, to 
with recommendations for such legislation as wil! adequately 
wh ser e with r 7 both ¢ ré tne $1 number 
‘ ! Sienal ¢ ! let i 
x the lic} ' f asAdit il 8 
il » of I fleet ti wit t r 
i y I 3 1 t 
} 
rhe report of the Secretary of War in transmitting sucl 
ation (contained in H. Doc. No. 718, 62d Cong., 2d sess.) 
only fully responsive, covering all the points involved in 
ution, but furnished in a most logical id attractive 


' 
many facts of much interest. That part of the report 
briefly outlines the plans contemplated by the War De 
nt for increasing the efficiency of this particular branch 
i sting. For the excellent 
which the report was compiled much cred 
es Allen, former Chief Signal Officer of the Army, whose 
in the field of aviation has been notable. It goes without 
ng that of the 80 pages of that report but 7 or 8 were 
ted exclusively to the development of aviation in the United 
8, yet our rank in this field compared to other nations is 
relatively much less. Indeed, so much has been sai 
n about this disparity that space will not be taken here 
tistics, comparative tables, etc. We are more concerned 
hat is to be done in the future than what has not been 
in the past. 
“AS an appeal to one’s patriotism in defense of his country 
s ilways met with the more enthusiastic response, whether it 
for the sacrifice of life or in the payment of large contribu- 
ns for war, so naturally the fostering and encouraging of 
shew field of enterprise by which man has come to navigate 
air has met with its greatest encouragement abroad, as it is 


‘rvice is especially inter 
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credit of first actually establishing the possibility of navigating 


the air, both by aeroplane and the hydroaeroplane, yet the credit tery tender, loving hands are gently bedecking with 


of the extent to which it has been developed has been trans- 
ferred across the water, 
putably belong very many of the achievements in this work. 
To the more mercurial Frenchman aviation has become almost 


a fad, and adding to its exhilaration the promise of supremacy | 
in warfare the whole populace has become enthusiastic on the | 


subject. To the more practical American the aeroplane in 
particular has been looked upon more as a kite, and the paid 
exhibitions of the aviators have often been attended with 
fatal results that no little amount of skepticism prevails as to 
its practical utility. The report of the distinguished men whom 
ex-President Taft appointed to consider the establishment of a 
national aerodynamical laboratory should awaken much inter- 
That their recommendation will have much weight 
Congress there is no doubt. The urgent need of supplying the 
element of safety to our various types of aerial machines has 
been recognized from the first; and indeed its lack has done 
more to retard the development of the science in this country 
than any other cause. Manifestly, aside from the influence that 
such lack of perfection may have upon the unwillingness of Con- 
gress to encourage the work in a practical way, this element of 
danger constantly stands in the way of its gaining popularity. 
There is to-day no greater need in the development of the navi- 
gation of the air than the establishment of such an institution 
as a laboratory, in which all the meteorological problems, as 
well as the more purely dynamical and mechanical, may be 
worked out. Once a principle is evolved by which more stabil- 
ity can be attained with its consequent lessening in the risk by 
accident, the development of the various types of air craft will 
go forward as rapidly as the improvements in the automobiles. 
The prestige that comes from ‘nothing succeeds like success’ 
will impress itself quite as much upon Congress as upon the 
country at large, and as applied to this whole subject of a 
better recognition of the work of aviation such encouragement 
will take the form of more liberal appropriations for every pur- 
pose for which it may be useful to man and with which activity 
the Government has to do. In that day legislation affecting its 
interests will take cognizance of it in the same manner, as far 
as applicable, as it now does of all the existing methods of 
transportation, convenience of safety appliances, 
carrying of mails, regulations as to rights of way, speed limits, 
license of aviators, competition of rates, use in war, ete. Then, 
too, will the scientists be enabled to mount the heights hereto- 
fore unattainable, and even without the inconvenience of taking 
time to alight send by wireless communication their latest 
reports as to meteorological conditions. They will also be able 
to announce important discoveries of new properties of solar 
energy and the medium of that energy, the all-pervading ether.” 


so 


est. 


passengers, 


SPANISH WAR MEMORIAL EXERCISES. 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp by printing a brief but eloquent 
address of Congressman Sinnott at the Spanish War memorial 
exercises in Arlington Cemetery on last Deceration Day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Kann] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the address referred to: 
[Remarks of Hon. N. J. Sinnott, of Oregon, 

exercises, Arlington Cemetery, Washington, D. 


Spanish War memorial 
C., May 30, 1913. 

“\ sad, sweet duty summons us here to-day. Sad because it 
is man’s nature to mourn the departed. Sweet because the 
patriot dead before us evoke memories of a most happy epoch 
in our Nation’s history. They recall an epoch in which we saw 
the sons of the Southland and the sons of the Northland march- 
ing shoulder to shoulder under one flag, oblivious of the past, 
except as they were equally inspired in their devotion and loy- 
alty to the Stars and Stripes, inspired as they had a right to 
be by the sacred memories of their sire’s heroism, whether dis- 
played under the banner of Grant or Lee. 

“The Spanish-American War, with all the burdens and re- 
sponsibilities it imposed upon us, was not without its rich recom- 
pense even though it left many a vacant chair. It swept from 
the Western Hemisphere the last remnant of Old World tyranny 
and oppression. It gave us the superb story of Dewey in Ma- 
nila Bay; it gave us the thrilling tale of Schley at Santiago. 
Only last week a Nation-wide and successful protest against her 
proposed desecration recalled the historic cruise of the Oregon. 
It gave us the proud memories of San Juan Hill and Malabon. 
But above all the richest and most glorious heritage of this war 
lies in the fact that it bequeathed these priceless memories to 
be shared in common by the North and South. 


and to France and Germany indis- | 
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with | 
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“To-day in other portions of this beautiful Arlington 


flowers the graves of those who, hearing the call of duty 
serve the Union, donned the blue. In still other parts 


| cemetery loving hands are fondly spreading the gar] 


the graves of those who, hearkening to the call of ho 
State, donned the gray. Here where their sons lie under 
together the ‘better angels’ of our nature bid us | 
vidious comparisons as to their motives in that f; 
struggle. We can only regret that the imperishable r 
their valor and fortitude on American soil was not 
We can only contemplate in sorrow t! 
separate sepulchers are sad reminders of a d 
country. 

“But here in this plot dedicated and consecrated as 
mon shrine for American patriotism, here among th 
hallowed by the heroes of a common cause, no such 
or grieve us. On these tombs we all may 
fondly, and tenderly strew our floral tributes. For lvi 
us in commingled graves sleep side by side the choic ‘ 
of the Northland and the Southland. 

“Here sleep the brave who sank to rest 
By all their country’s wishes blest.” 


once 


“Here rest an entire Nation’s patriot sons, pledg 
future. Their mingled blood has washed away ever 
sectional hatred, rancor, and division—every doubt o 
ness and solidarity of our country. 

“It was indeed a happy dispensation of an all-wis: 
Providence which vouchsafed to us the War with 
came when the sons of the veterans who wore the } 
gray had reached manhood’s prime and vigor. It e 
together to dispel all suspicions or misgivings as t 
plete unity and lasting reconciliation. In their mutu: 
sacrifice, and heroism under the Stars and Stripes { 
real the poet’s vision, the vision which beheld: 

“Our grand old ship Union's voyage o’er, 
At anchorage safe she swings: 
And loud and clear, with cheer on cheer, 
The joyous welkin rings. 
Hurrah! Hurrah! It shakes the way 
It thunders o’er the land; 


One heart, @he hand, one flag, 
One nation evermore.” 


PRINTING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON THE 
HELM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cons 

consideration of the resolution which | 
lerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [\ 
asks unanimous consent for the present 
resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 157. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Census be, and 
authorized to have such printing and binding done as may i 
for the transaction of its business during the Sixty-third ¢ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CENS 
Mr. 


resent 


‘ 


S 


J 
( 


consider: 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL TUESDAY. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to a 
consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjou 
on Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr 
woop] asks unanimous consent that when the House 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. Is there « 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so « 


sk u 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, just before adjourn 
Tuesday last I announced that I would to-day ask ul 
consent to address the House. I have found it imp 
secure certain data that I desired to use, and therefo! 
not to-day ask for the privilege of addressing the Ho 
will make the request on Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman making his reqt 
or just announcing that he is going to make it? 

Mr. MONDELL. If it is proper to make the reque 
shall be glad to make it now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I suggest to the gentleman, Mr. * 
that I do not think of anything that will come up on | 
but I think it would be better order to wait until | 
because I do not know what will come up. : 

Mr. MONDELL. I think so, too, and in the absence 0! 
tion then, I shall ask unanimous consent to address th: 
for an hour on Tuesday, 
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| 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS. j attack was renewed, and definite statements were made that a strong 
| . 











, . : . . | effort will be made next winter to cripple the service and br a4 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- | national forests. In these attacks it is rved that the Forest Service 
consent to extend my remarks by inserting in the REcoRD | pe aes aaeey _ its regulation und ds are tyrannical 
: ; ANd inetiicient, anc 1a 1@ people of the West : \ t ! 
n newspaper clippings and letters that I have. | posed to the whole national-forest syst oe 
BARTLETT. What about? } true or whether they are merely part of 
rr rhy - . for to e% lef tior . 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. | ! : a eno t 
mkEY] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in|  gome of the charges a t 
RtecorpD by inserting certain newspaper clippings and also| 1. That a national fore 
a ° ° ‘ neich } 1 
tters. Is there objection? a That all } 
MURDOCK. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker. | withhela 
BARTLETT. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker, | 3. That ; 
purpose of inquiring of the gentleman what subject it} fF aioe Yan 
s, While I have full confidence in the gentleman, yet some- | and not 1 ; 
[I know that the privilege has been abused by indiscrimi- | ©. That 1 
° . : : | stations 
y granting leave to print letters and clippings. | 7. That the { 
\ir. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman's inquiry is | anxi keep tl 
roper. One of the clippings is taken from the Washing- abe 4 iF od 
‘ost, a reprint from the Seattle Times, headed “A victory | ynow nothne 
ervation—After 10 years’ fight opponents of Pinchot 9. That ti 
. . : wl . r 
die”: and the other clipping that I have is from the |! 10) - v 
+ . i L 
ern Idaho News. and all owners tn 
\ BARTLETT. On what subject? | The ¢ vit 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. On the same subject. It} ¢ ee! . 
answer to a circular letter that had been sent out by the | ; out me Vv 
N inl Conservation Association to a selected list. It seems | Fo! e 
this one particular letter got outside of the selected list, | ; d “rigs t 
i this is a reply to it. \ aii a 
SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman's re r of 
{ t? n ~? I Tr 
‘* MURDOCK. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, | ; iled 
I iid like to ask the gentleman what the letter is about? I hope 1 Ww 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The letter is an answer to | ("> i de 
one sent out by the National Conservation Association—the | sideration, 1 
ar letter that had been sent to varions people in regard | th , 
to the conduct of the national forests, consisting of 10 questions. 
ntleman from Kansas is undoubtedly familiar with it. I 
» had a copy of it myself for the last two weeks. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Who wrote that letter? | IIon. ¢ y P 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It is signed by Mr. Gif Pr 
ford Pinchot, and it is written on the letterhead of the National 
( ervetion Congress. This is in answer to that letter, in|,” a 
V he wishes to know how the Forest Service is conducted clad ! 
Mr. MURDOCK. The gentieman proposes to publish the let- | 1 
tself along with the other document? lin t a 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. | he ead Pend 
Mr. MURDOCK, I have no objection. ling f t i 
rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection? = : 
There was no objection. hope, however, of 
Mir. HUMPHREY of Washington. The other one is a letter | not a d to 
t I have received from C. W. H. Heideman, of Bonners : ass | 
Ferry, Idaho, in regard to the same subject, in which he ex- | 4 ving 1 
presses great anxiety to have the Forest Service investigated, | I ha 
| says he will furnish evidence if he is called upon. t i 
' ' * ~ . 7 . . « I \ if 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ( 
There was no objection. tt 1 
The decuments referred to are as follows: < 
Bonners Ferny, Ipamo, J , 191 for 1.425 1 
Mr. Humpurey, M. C., t) { f 
Washington, D. C. pired N ‘ 
_ DEAR Sir: I notice with much pleasure that you |! » just int 
i in Congress a resolution call for an inv ition of tl t yn : 
] st Service. I am sorry you do not go further and investigate all n. 4 
I of the operation of the Forest Service, bl » | n sure if ; ; 
8 an investigation were made it would uncoy conditions and |! er a 7° : v 
methods so rotten as to cause the world to blush for shame. Chary v08. & | 4. 1 no ¢ 
rhe evidence to convict them is not lacking, but it seems impossible | ! a C 
t charges considered by the higher-ups. Only a few months ago ‘ rge No. 2 A 
gh forest official—no less a person than a chief of the operating |! a y of i 
( sion of the Forest Service—deliberately tricd to bribe me with an | °* : - I I . ! 
offer that would land an ordinary citizen of your State in the pen i oes 
to prefer charges against him to the Forest Service would only | furthermore, the | 
t in a waste of postage of ti \ the a 
I ose herewith copy of some correspondence. I can make good Charge N ‘ 
statement I make. charge is tru i : 
Yours, very truly, C. W. H. Hripemay, Charge No. 8: Th 
ons tent mar t 
on ™ . ; - Chi N 9. | 
the Northern Idaho News, Sandpoint, Tuesday, Nov. 12, 1912.] | can not be I 
SERVICE UNDER FIRE—PINCHOT EXPECTS IT WILL BE VIGOROUSLY | Sug I 
TACKED AT COMING SESSION OF CONGRESS HEIDEMAN’S WARM LET B n 
PINCHOT REQUESTS “ PLAIN AND STRAIGHT OPINION” AND Gets | in whi I 
NOT LIKELY, HOWEVER, THAT NATIONAL CONSERVATION associa- | homestead unit A 
ON WILL USB IT. dated December 14, 1911 I 
; In anticipation of a vigorous attack on the Forest Service President it letter 4 ie bet 
‘iford Pinchot, of the National Conservation Association, is gathering ee ee Set aie 
opinions for use when the fight opens. One of his letters was sent to ar eee aoe ag 'T ‘ 
nce _H. Heideman. of Bonners Ferry, and Mr. Heideman gives him ; a t Ss. I ( | 
&n opinion which will prebably not be used by the Conservation As to s é, re ; oa a Meo 
CiALION, Following are copies of both letters: . n — a Me a , ya , 
Mr. C. W. H. Hempeman, P These Sees 
3 Bonners Ferry, Idaho. The G ment Ww 1 1 did ‘ 
mee toe Sin: Every year since it was established the Forest Service | Railway, who shipped it to Canad ct F 
448 been vigorously attacked in Congress. During the past session the’ me the timber on the land for which I 
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let me keep the timber, and yet John D. Jones, acting assistant district 
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| owned timber in the entire Nation 





forest under date of November 18, 1911, orms me that the land 

had been examined i s found to be of tionable agricultural 

‘ fer 0 u they would neithe! é tl land nor sell 

t timbe for cas} Six year have p ed sit these lands were 

locked up ( vel nded that s la should | nullified 
eretionar; p r assumed b ul ting assistant district 

or t r 

( e SP t doubt the tr 1 charge. 

j serious ¢ ! : inst the Forest Service, 
2 t e is tl i vestizating the truth 
‘ t by j all men, should 
j t prove ¢ha t ’ e “big business,” 

1G iment « It is yt ‘ everyday 
t - e a price I illy consi ed that 
us with 1 es Y« personal 
f eu ! } Ss a ] , tX i t = of 
instead ¢ asking our § and Con 
ppl I that we d ¢ to part e 
dt f t : I 1 sav or 

A ndred sett it na I t t lI 
a m ¢ 3 1 i dared th i in the hands of 
1 

now , | helieve T am a 1 and a conservationist, as 
gC nd true a fi 1 to the nat 1 i , as is the president of 
t! National Ce tion A iat I man who lost his 
job Alaska be I was fi ing for t vation of humanity 
" Bu f Ke tion of this great G nt made their rast 
t} the ‘ ld get me “ fired,” and they d ut not until I bad 
lat i one f their number in the pen 1 I ing the Indians. Al 
though it hurt, I never squealed, but kept 1 on fighting. If you 
ac t IT am a conservationist, get the records in that case, or, better 
still, let me send them to you complete. Read my article on “ The Use 
of Gam Forest and Stream, July 22, 191i Read my article, * Did 
Taft do Wrong in the ‘ roller Bay matter?” Northern Idaho News, 
Decem , 1911. | d my address to the int reclamation meeting, 
Creston, British Col bia, January 26, 12 Yet 1 am proud to be 
called one of the enemy of the Fore vice’ so long as it over- | 
ri and nullifies the laws of Congress. de t that I am a fair 
f ter as an enemy read my address to the F ited Comme al Clubs 
of e Inland Empire, Sandpoint, Idaho, last winter on “ The Crime 
a it Idaho.” This is me political ¢ m in the West Den 
era Gov. Hawley and lican Senat Borah, Democratic Gov 
Nor of Montana, and Republican Gov. Hay, of Washington, are all 
§ lir } Ide » shoulder in fighti t crime against Idaho, 
\ ' na ww na. 
I bore Ser } ] 1 by itl +t am 
f st offi ] n d t iW ( cr 
so lor will we ? 
but one way in which the National ¢ rvation A iation 
c » fo , and that is join (t 1d purge and purify 
1 S j In my humble opt n, t deathblow to conserva- 
tion wil | truck when the admin ition of public lands, etc., now 
‘ raced in forest reserves is turned over to t St As for me, I 
uld rather see every acre of forest land g a 1d despoiled than 
live under t pe cution and domination of t present Fx Service 
or turned over to State control With all the j r of my tongue and 
pen I will fight until the damnable despotism is wiped out. 

There is one man (Col. Roosevelt) great enoug ind strong enough to 
right the wrong and ve the forests, he, te 3 been deceived and 
has forgotten the man called “ settler. He is o busy now busting 
trusts and fighting imaginary foes to listen to the cry of anguish that 
he would } , and so we must punish him and punish ourselves. 

' 3 letter is only the voice of one humble citizen driven to despera- 
ti the very creature which you and he created for my protection; 
and yet you call me “ land grabber,” until I have lost faith in the sacred | 
tradition that in free America even the i est can get a fair and a 
square deal. Your letter to me is evidence that you have heard the 
rumblings from tl! West. Very soon you will hear the roar of a mad 
dened empir F yet, sir, I do you the honor to believe that we both 
want the same conservation. We both want the national! forests. Why, 
then, should we not be fighting a common cause? I believe it is be- 
cause (you) the powerful conservation association has neglected its 
opportunity of investigation; because you have allowed the howl of 
$ ial interests—there are special interests on both sides of this ques 
tio! to drown the cry of the man seeking to build a home for himself 
und children ; because instead of righting a wrong you are perpetuating 
it; because the incompetency of the Forest Service can not discriminate 
be een special interests and honest settler. 

Now, sir, I have written plainly. My neighbors would indorse this 
letter but for the fear of antagonizing the Forest Service and losing 
their land. I have no right to ask them You can find them if you 
ad re to. I have touched upon but one phass the personal phase, if 
you please. I have equally strong views upon other phases of the great 
conservation problem 

Sincerely, yours, C. W. H. HEIDEMAN, 
[From the Seattle Times.] 
VICTORY FOR CONSERVATION—AFTER 10 YEARS’ FIGHT OPPONENTS OF PIN- 
CHOT POLICY DIB, 

{. L. Manning and Mrs. Fannie E. Manning, defendants in a Forestry 

Service contest against their homestead in Snohomish County, lost their 


case te-day in the General Land Office when both failed to appear to 
answer the charges of the Government. After waiting for more than 
1) years to obtain their patent, death claimed both. As a result 160 
more acres have been added to the ground being conserved for pos- 
terity. 

F. 


Ww Straley and W. 8. Boyer, representing the Government, appeared 


at the appointed time before Registrar John C. Denny and Receiver 
Albert Saylor to prosecute their case Contest had been filed against 
the homestead because it was within the Snoqualmie forest service, set 


aside by an Exeeutive order of the then President, Theodore Roosevelt. 

The defendants had settled on the land years before, when the forest 
reserve was unheard of and when special inducements were being 
offered to pioneers to come into this State and build up the country. 
After the region had beep surveyed they began waiting for the patent, 
but the conservation theories of Gifford Pinchot and his followers pre- 
vented the consummation. 

Death finally stepped in, and Mrs. Manning was left a widew to de- 
fend the contest against her claim. 

Date for the hearing was set this morning, but she did not appear. 
Death had also faken Ker. a result the Forestry Service registered 
another victory, and the land was restored to the reservation by default. 
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Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous co; 
extend my remarks in the Recorp, and to include therein . 
findings by the Bureau of Corporations in regard to the 
ownership of standing timber in the United States. , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, and to 
porate therein certain findings made by the Bureau of (, 
tions as to standing timber in the United States. Is 

1? 


ir. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right { 
I should like to know how much of a document this is 


rent 
t 


eman proposes to insert in the RecorpD, and whet] 
it is the same article which in whole or in part was 
the Recorp by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Br 
Mr. MURDOCK. I have not seen the gentleman's 
I want to say that I include in my remarks largely 
of Mr. Smith, then at the head of the Bureau of (« 
I should say it was a matter of four or five thousar 
The SPEAKER. 
r 


] is there objection? 
here was no objection. 


Mr. MURDOCK. ‘There would be no patience anyy 


the recent onslaught upon the pelicy of conserva 
national timber reserve if this simple little senten 
placed before every voter in the country, to wit: O1 
and ninety-five holders own over 40 per cent of the 
timber. 

And there would be nation-wide indignation at any s 


tion if t 
one-tenth of all th 

that ts, if ever 
the country could be reached with this single fact, t 

Of the 1,013,000,000,.000 feet of privately owned ¢ 
Pacific Northwest three holders—the Southern Pa: 
the Weyerhaeuser Timber Co., and the Northern 
way—own one-fourth. 

There would follow a storm of popular protest 


of the plan of forest reserva 
three owners hold over 


knew that ! 


’ 


P 


conservation attitude that no man here or el 
to lace. 

The story of the concentration of ownership of ti 
United States, astounding and appalling in its det 
in a Government document issued January 20, 1913 
title “ The lumber industry—Part I, Standing tim! 
the result of an investigation by the Bureau of Cor; 

The startling revelations of this report are particu 
nent at this moment because of the attacks here 
bureau of the Government, which is protecting our t 
standing for policies which will prevent further 
cencentration which means the enrichment of the f 
impoverishment of the many. For back of the « 
lurks the most sinister of all the democracy’s peri 
oly in land. I desire to give certain ] 


sew he! 


col 


ie! 


Sai t Iii 
them certain quotations from this report on the | 
try. I will set forth: 

First. The concentration in ownership in the tl 
timbered sections of the country. 
Second. The official narration of the means by \ 


7 
Pett 


ion in timber holdings was accomplished 

Third. The conclusions of the Commissioner of | 
on the gravity of the findings. 

THE EXTENT OF ION. 

First. Of the 2,800,000,000,000 board feet, estima 
timber in the country, outside of Alaska, four-fifths 1 
owned. Of the standing timber on the land 54 per 
the Pacific northwest, 28 per cent in the southern | 


and 5 per cent in the Lake States. i 


CONCENTRAT 


l 


Now, in the Pacil 
the timber stand is 1,500,000,000,000 feet. Of this 
000,000,000 feet is privately owned. Three holders, the + 
Pacifie Railway, the Weyerhaeuser Timber Co., and the > 
Pacific Railway, own one-fourth. 

The southern pine region has 
timber. Of this 29 holders own one-sixth. 
own 39 per cent of the long-leaf pine. 

The Lake States have 100,000,000,000 feet. 
16 per cent. Forty-four holders own 37 per cent. 
own 54 per cent of the pine. 

HOW CONCENTRATION WAS ACCOMPLISHED. 


Second. The report of the Bureau of Corporations ¢ 
primary cause of concentration in timber ownership our 
land policy. The report says on this score that a clear 
into the results of the land policy thus far pursued is new 
to a wise.settlement of questions of the first magnituc: 
before the country involving its natural resources. Th 
says further: 

The land legislation which has been especially responsil 
present concentration of timber ownership may be divided 
classes: (1) Land grants: Special grants for railroads, wat 


+ 


ce 
? 
‘ 


334,000,000,000 feet of 
Sixty-sevel 
Ten holder 


w 
> 
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and river improvements; and general grants to States for edu 

purposes, drainage, internal improvements, etc (2) General 
laws: The cash-sale law, the scrip and warrant acts, the pre 
on and homestead laws, and the timber and stone law. These 

and general laws, loosely drawr nd loosely administered, wert 
of the concentration of timber ownership now existing. 





1 





rhe story of the land grants to railroads is a familiar one. 
One-eighth of the area of “ public-land States "—155,000,000 
gcres—were given the railroads. Up to June 30, 1910, the im- 
: se total of 113,660,000 acres had been actually patented to 
railroads under their grants. This is practically the equivalent 
of the entire land area of Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, and 
tilinois. The retention by the Southern Pacific and the North 
ern Pacifie and the purchase by the Weyerhaeuser Co. of these 
rond grants form the basis of the three largest timber hold 

in the country. 
: equally interesting account of the process of concentration 
ven in the report on the administration of the public-land 
The report of the bureau gives this summary of our 
d laws: 
most important general land laws of the United States were 


{ nprivate-sale law; the act making military-bounty land warrants 
je: the preemption law; the homestead law, with its commu 
1 feature: and the timber and stone law Historically, the under 





theory of the early land policy was that the public lands should 
sold for revenue. To this end settlement without legal title was 
rst prohibited Sales of land in unlimited tracts were made, 
lit being allowed at first, but after the breakdown of this system 
gh overspeculation in land the sales were strictly for cash, 
the later development of the land policy emphasis began to be 
i on the rights of the settler as against the mere land speculator, 
| various acts were passed, culminating in 1841 in the act known a 
preemption law, which gave the settler a preference right to buy 
¢1.25 per acre one 160-acre tract in consideration of his residing 
eon and improving it. This tendency toward favoring the settler 
at odds with the making of the immense land grants in the 20 
ueceeding 1850. But, as pointed out above, the expectation 
s that the railroads would dispose of the lands to settlers much as 
Government was doing: and when it was found that this was not 
* done public sentiment demanded that whenever new grants were 
or old ones revived conditions should be imposed requiring sale 
ted land in small tracts to actual settlers. 
rhe homestead law of 1862 carried the preemption law a _ step 
by giving one 160-acre tract free in consideration of residence 
| cultivation This law made the preemption law unnecessary, 
y he latter was not repealed till 1891. The abuse of these laws in 
t timber regions will be pointed out below, but on the whole they 
were of substantial benefit in the agricultural development of the 
country. 
e timber and stone law of 1878, which has conspicuously failed to 
mplish its apparent purpose, was originally urged on the ground 
that the settler, limited to his 160 acres of cultivated land, needed a 
wood lot” to supply timber for his domestic use; and that for local 
‘ mercial use, in districts where the public lands had not been offered 
for sale, there was no legitimate way of getting timber from the pubile 
( in. Within five years the practical e t of this law in trans 
ferring public timberlands almost directly to large corporations and tim 
be peculators was recognized in official reports, and its repeal was 
ngly urged. It nevertheless still remains in effect. 


After dealing with the cash-sale law and scrip acts the report 
gives an account of the abuse of preemption, homestead, and 
timber and stone laws. It says: 


















rhe general land laws, the cash-sale law, and the law making military 
warrants assignable placed no limit on the amount of land any one 
person could acquire from the Government The Federal preemption, 
homestead, and timber and stone laws, on the other hand, limited each 
individual to a 160-acre tract; yet under cover of these laws great 
as of timberland have passed from the possession of the Government 
tracts of 160 acres each, only to fall almost directly into the hands 
large timber owners. 
It has been noted above that some of the State land laws limited the 
amount of State land that could be taken by any individual, without 
thereby securing any effective check against the speedy transfer of the 


lividual’s right in the land to some great timber holder, who prac 
a used many such individuals to build up a great holding. ‘The 
has been true on a far larger scale of the Federal preemption, 
mestead, and timber and stone laws. 

reemption and homestead laws: The Public Land Commission (of 
1879), in its preliminary report, February 24, 1880, said: 

_“ Until the passage of the act of June 3, 1878, entitled ‘An act for 
the sale of timberlands in the States of California, Oregon, Nevada, and 
in Washington Territory,’ there was no manner by which timber or 
mberlands in either of the States or the Territory mentioned could be 
tained excepting by settlement under the homestead and preemption 
ws, and by the location of certain kinds of scrip and additional home 
ad rights, which cost several dollars per acre. 

‘Settlements upon timber-bearing lands in the States and Territory 

ntioned in the act, under the homestead and preemption laws, are 
usually a mere pretense for getting the timber. Compliance with those 
‘aWS In good faith where settlements are made on lands bearing timber 
oF commercial value is well-nigh impossible, as the lands in most cases 
Possess No agricultural value, and hence a compliance with the law 
requiring cultivation is impracticable. 
, The commission visited the redwood-producing portion of the State 
California, and saw little huts or kennels built of ‘shakes’ that 
ere totally unfit for human habitation, and always had been, which 
re the sole improvements made under the homestead and pre- 
mption laws, and by means of which large areas of redwood forests, 
ssessing great value, had been taken under pretenses of settlement 
and cultivation which were the purest fictions, never having any real 
—— in fact, but of which ‘due proof’ had been made under the 
A 8. 


Many official recommendations were made for the repeal of the pre- 
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Speculators in agricultura! and timber lands. 








funtion law, and in 1891 it was repealed. All its purposes were better 
filled by the homestead law, and for years before its repeal it had 
een used as an easy means of transferring public lands to large 
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During the four years 1 
hor tead commutat 3 ad n ! 
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a 97.000 000 feet l qGjovernn it 
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“The head of a large lun ? mpany at D M 
for t tatement, mad t 
that between the vear ISS5 
Minnesota and him ‘ 
of pine lands from the Gover! t 
simply filing names of perso: found in [3 linn 
cago lll.) director W 
would appear at the local 
that dat This gentleman t t 
company had a standing en t Ww t 
thev were to permit this kind of pr f f 
claim Ife denied t t 
preemption law tt is f I 
system ¥ ! ued l t 
the homestead act 
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of the homestead law 
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tained from the Government as one “ homestead.” The 40-acre piece is 
ussessed to an individual, and 18 acres of it are reported free from tim- 


ber. The other 120 acres are owned by the same great timber company 
that owns the rest of the section. 
On the 23 “ homesteads,” 3,676 acres, the whole amount of unfor- 


ested land, whether naturally barren or cleared by man, is 33 acres. 
This clearing may be all on one elaim, and, if not on one, is probably 


on two. Of the 22 “ homesteads,” at least 19, probably 21, and possibly 
22, have no cleared land whatever. 


THE TIMBER AND STCNE ACT. 

The act of June 3, 1878, entitled “An act for the sale of timber lands 
in the States of California, Oregon, Nevada, and in Washington Terri- 
tory,’ is commonly called the “timber and stone act.” Later the act 
was extended to all the public-land States. It previded for the sale, at 
not less than $2.50 an acre, to citizens of the bnited States or persons 
who had declared their intention to become citizens, of all such land as 
was chiefiy valuable for timber or stone. Not more than 160 acres was 
to be sold to one person; but this interposed no serious obstacle to the 
acquisition of unlimited quantities through dummy entrymen. 

The practical effect of the timber and stone act in aiding timber com- 
panies to assemble large holdings was early discovered, but it is still 
unrepealed. In 1883, five years after its passage, the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office vigorously denounced the law, and its repeal 
has been frequently urged in official reports of the Land Office, in the 
report of the Public Lands Commission in 1905, and in the report of 
the National Conservation Commission in 1909. 


The law specifies that lands taken under it “may be sold * 


at the minimum price of $2.50 per acre.” In administrative practice 
until November 30, 1908, the maximum price asked was $2.50, as if 
the law had read “shall be sold.” Since that date, by order of the 


Commissioner of the General Land Office, tracts taken have been ap- 
praised and the price fixed with reference to the amount and value of 
the timber and land, but at not less than $2.50 per acre. This is an 
improvement of administration, but it does not remedy the vital 


defects of the statute. 
The criminal prosecation of timber frauds under this law, and of 
other public-land frauds as well, has been greatly hindered and in 


many cases prevented by the statute of limitations (U. 8. Comp. Stat., 
ch. 19), which provides that a prosecution for criminal offenses against 
the United States (other than certain excepted crimes) is barred after 
n lapse of three years. As to recovery of the lands themselves, fraudu- 
lent entries may be canceled by the Interior Department at any time 
prior to patent. After patent has issued, any suit by the United 


States to annul or cancel it and recover the lands must be brought 
within six years of the date of the patent. (Act of Mar. 3, 1891, 2 
Stat., 1099.) 

On the evil effects of the timber and stone law in general it is suf 
ficient to refer to five official reports: The first that of the Public 
Land Commission in 1880, the second that of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office in 1883, the third that of the same officer for 


1886, the fourth that of the Public Land Commission in 1905, and the 
fifth that of the National Conservation Commission in 1909. 

The first Public Land Commission as early as 1880 recommended a 
law for timberlands, which provided for retaining the fee ownership of 
natural forest land, selling the product on lease, and maintaining a 
perpetual supply. These recommendations of the commission were not 
enacted into law. 

A report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office in 1883 
— pointed out the abuses under the timber and stone act, in part 
Tollows : 

“The present and increasing value of timber is an inducement to 
individuals and companies to make large investments with a view to 
the control of the timber product, and the further enhancement of 
prices resulting from such control. The facility with which the restric- 
tions of the public-land laws are evaded is a temptation to the illegal 
acquirement of title for the purpose of such investments. 

“It would perhaps be of little moment how soon the public title 
to lands should pass to private holders, since that is the ultimate 
yirpose of the laws, if the further purpose of the laws that public 
ale should in the original instance be widely distributed among the 
people could also be secured, But if this can not be done, and the sys- 
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acres on cach of these “ homesteads” were reported by the assessor 
in 1910 ae fi from timber : 
Acre reported by the assessor as free from timber on certain “ home- 
steads in Pierce County, Wash. 
Acres 
Part of ion Section. “egg Range. | free from 
ship. | timber. 
| | 
Ss wiveukehetond> mimes adeunbe tad 12 | 15 | 4 I 
BB, Boo concnetceh danske diceasesinaeendnetie 12 15 | 4 : 
W.4 NW. 4 and W.48W. }.............. 12 15 4 1) 
hk We oan Bh, BOW. A ccsccavowstevs } 12 15 4| @¢) @® 
ge a Rg ee ee 12 15 | 4 (?) 
Lic ne GO ©. OBO Be vcccnvissiices | 4 | 15 | 6 0 
Paty he stivnorasubins ninnmdanannddie abba ubaaee | 4) 15 | 5 0 
SR Wire iidbnnshis Soeeaiaes ualetaraiaass 22 | 16 | 5 | 0 
UT as sectnls o:elninccnialdg hail aheonialee etine w ied 22 | 16 | 5 | 0 
acti c-walithls ables dinate sdbhianiucsidas wiabeaion 22 16 | 5 0 
OU SM cn hintabic ablssassieewiceaheualeeee | 22 16 | 5 0 
Ein It cidade Sanipiiikcshnetindeab ne tatu allied | 32 16 5 0 
Bn Uicciietidis ante encahiciee ematvighie nama walle saci 32 | 16 5 0 
5 ih Atlin asad api eeita kn Paani: nate wladindaeae 32 16 5 0 
Sts Dine nscdienk wince. anpialainrdonicaies vail ieee bala 32 | 16 5 0 
A a 16 17 5 0 
DN ithe odin a cciadiitendatiaianeeds 26 17 6 0 
EE Ea a ee eee ey pee ee 26 | 17 5 0 
RE iG aided cide Dnadikactinahacaaie aawnealll 28 | 7 5 0 
SI nied cnaaes deaunee de akalinaanias 28 | 17 5 0 
f © ss sa eteaslaanes teapots ibaa aad 23 17 5 0 
FF eee ee ee 30 17 5 0 
I a ct ct aR al | 32 17 5 0 
EG Riisicccseansien seedmanesendaiks 32 17 5 0 
' 
‘These four tracts, being three “ homesteads” and three-fourths of | 
nnother, are owned by one lumber company and are assessed together. 
The assessment shows 15 acres untimbered on the four tracts, but does 
net show on what tract the clear land is. 
“These two tracts, of 120 aeres and 40 acres, respectively, were ob- 





tems of public disposal are to result, as they now do, in | 
capitalists to indirectly obtain great bodies of public land 
tainly but poe for the United States to require a price t 
for its timberlands somewhat commensurate to their 


value, 

“Several propositions have been presented in Congress loo! 
change in the methods of disposing of lands valuable fo 
The subject is one of difficulty, and it is important that + 
action be taken. I am of opinion that such lands should be r 
law from ordinary disposal, and sold only after appraisemen 
sealed bids, at not less than the appraised price. It would } 
that an act to such effect should not deprive settlers on t 
lands of the right to take timber for domestic purposes or the 
of their improvements.” 

Again, in his annual report for 1886, the Commissioner of ¢} 
eral Land Office gave numerous specific instances of violatior 
timber and stone law. 

The Public Lands Commission of 1903 In its second part 
of February 13, 1905, in speaking of the frauds under this law. 


chiefie 


out that in many cases transfers of the land were made to 
companies immediately, often on the same day as the tiile 
ceived; that the criginal entrymen rarely realized more t 


wages for the time spent in making the entry and « 
the transfer; that the corporations which ultimately secured | 


usually absorbed by far the greater part of the profit; and 
timber was withdrawn from use till the corporations that 
saw fit to cut. 


The commission urged the repeal of the timber and ston 
in its place recommended the sale of timber (without th 
remaining unreserved public domain, as follows: 

“We recommend the enactment of a law under which 
lawful for the Secretary of the Interior to sell to the highest | 
nublie outery or otherwise, under such rules and regulations 
fect to such conditions and restrictions and in such quantitics 
may prescribe, the right to cut and remove, within such peri 
as he may fix, any timber from any unappropriated, nonmin 
veyed public lands, after first having had such timber duly a; 
and after giving public notice of the time, terms, manner, and p ‘ 
such sale; that he shall have power and authority to reject a: j 
all bids offered at any such sale, and that it shail be unlawful! f : 
purchaser at such sale to sell, transfer, assign, or in ar 
alienate the rights secured by him under this act, except as aut i 
by sald Secretary; * and that no lands valuable « > 
timber shal! hereafter be patented under the commutation pr f 
the homestead laws; that any person who violates any of t! 
sions, or any regulation or requirement prescribed pens . 
shall forfeit to the United States all benefits conferred, and a}! 3 
paid by him, and that any right to cut and remove timber h he 
may then hold shall be canceled and revoked.” 

The commission also urged the classification of lands. Its 
mendations quoted above have not been enacted into law. 

A further statement as to the results of the timber and st 
was made in 1909 in connection with the report of the N 
servation Commission, by Mr. H H. Schwartz, whose statement 
commutation clause of the homestead act has already been given 
Schwartz said in part: 

“In practice * * * this law has resulted in the sale of - 
12,000,000 acres of valuable timberlands, of which fully 19. 
acres were transferred to corporate or individual timberland } 
by the entrymen. These lands brought to the people or Gen ( 
ernment a gross sum of $30,000,000. At the date of sale | ” 
reasonably worth $240,000,000. The profit of over $200,000,\1 t 
not to the needy settler engaged in subduing the wilderness, 2 
wealthy investors. Not over a fractional part of 1 per ce : 
timber purchased from the United States under this act Is 
sumed, or even cut by the men and women who made the ent 

“The law requires, and each applicant makes, an oath « 
among other things, the following: 

“* Phat he does not apply to purchase the same on specula' t 
in good faith to appropriate it to his own use and benefit; and 
has not directly or indirectly made any agreement or contract 
way or manner, with any person or persons whatever, by w 
title he might acquire from the Government of the United Stat j 
inure, in whole or part, to the benefit of any person except hit 

“The Supreme Court, in United States v. Budd (144 U. &., 104), 
holds that an entry and purchase made with intent to sell at 


vance if the market improves, and with no intent to use t r 
itself, is not a * purchase for speculation.’ 
a & * od * * 


“With enough entrymen possessed of $500 each, or credit t 


that amount, and a prospective buyer at a small advan 
chinery is complete for transferring title from the Gov 
general public, to the single corporate or individual inves ) 


process has been automatic, and in most cases neither fraud, 
nor false swearing is needed. 
» ” x * * - s 

“Since January 6, 1908, the person entering timberland 
some investor has given his notice of a willingness to } 
entered, need not even have the $500 with which to buy, n 
have credit upon which he may borrow that amount. The ° 
Court of the United States, in the case of United States v. W 
(207 U. S., 425), decided upon the above date, bolds that an 
who has filed his sworn statement designating the particulir 
desires to purchase may, between the date of so filing and tl 
actual payment—the 60 or 90 days during which he advert 
plication to purchase—lawfully contract to sell or convey 
after patent issues. In other words, he may enter the lan 
intent to sell at once if he can make a profit; the corpor 
vidual investor may inform him that he will buy at a prot; 
entry is made, and before the applicant advances a dollar ot 
chase price, entryman and prospective purchaser may contra 
vey and the investor bind the bargain by depositing with er 
attorney enough of the sale price to pay the Government for 
and the identical money advanced on the lawful contract to 
over the counter of the land office by entryman’s attorney at 

“There is no fraud in the entryman; no risk to the investor 
single concern may secure a wood lot of 100,000 acres in les 
year, at a profit of $1,000,000 to the corporation and at a | 
same sum to the general public, which is the Government. — 

“TI recall a specific instance in the Susanville and Redding d 
California, where a single investor, in the course of proba)!) 
years, acguired approximately 700,000 acres of heavily tim ered 
a large amount of which was secured under the timber and ¢ 

























































































































































nother large operation in central Oregon train! Is ¢ women 
achers were shipped out from Minnesota and entered lands 
» timber and stone act. A bundred ens of Oregon made 
ntries. These lands were then transferred to a timber invest 
Minneapolis, Minn., transfers going to him by deeds to a « va 
rhe articles of this incorporation were pecullar They provided 
nly the president need own stock t in Its offi “ ce 
the president (who was the i vr) and his wife and sor 
respectively, secreta! and ti 
the past 10 years there have n like individual oj it 
' Idaho, Washingten, and Colora : 
x nt illustration, p niy ft al Working n 
ind timber and stone la it also of t danger invol i 
ne eliminations from the nati il for is found in t 
Peninsula of Washin Over 400,000 acres (net area) wer 
ted from the Olympic nal Fo t in ) id 1901 on 
that the land was cl tluable r ire and that t 
of the country was | arded I land thus eliminated 
cultural use was large taken yu the tin r and s i 
eh requires oath tl the land i iluable cl vy for tir 
‘ fit for cultivation.” It is now (10 years late eld mostly |} 
er holders in private ir id of pu re ve Only 0 
g » living in the area eliminated, and the total amount of iand 
‘ in cultivation is only 570 res, an averag f | than 6 
to the settler Thus, tt alleged pury if the elimination w 
ed and bona fide settlement was not ivanced 
fact that the land poli of 1 past 6O yea l I Ited in 
sferring great tracts of timberland from the public to a | l 
er of individuals becomes more sign it when t \ involwed 
nsidered. Two concrete examples of the prodigality of the policy 
given. 
| bureau selected some 34 sections of the best timberland in Pierce 
_ Wash., and then t d the manner in whic ese sections 
iginally alienated by the United States and the amount received 
¢ for them. The sections were chosen for their relatively high 
d luation, ranging from $25,000 to $52,000 per section of 640 
They are not ir tended to be regarded as average as typical, 
, it is believed that there are many other equally striking in 
The exact area of the timberland selected for this study was 
) 2 acres. The total assessed valuation of the timber (exclusive of 
t nd) in 1910 was $1,132,389 It is probable that tl ash value 
e timber on the Individual sections would range m about 
50.000 to about $125.000, and that the cash value of the whole Its from 
g 0,000 to $2,750,000. 
I pt for the land in the Northern Pacific grant and the school 
ns the earliest date of initiation of any right to these lands was 
S89. ly 22 years ago, and (with the exception of se 
issed to the State without patent) all of it, Including > re 
d, has been patented within the last 18 years Nearly all was 
ted without cash recompense, and in no case for a greater msid 
f n than $2.50 an acre. For the 5,082 acres not included in the 
Nor rn Pacific grant and the State grants the Government received 
ss than $5,000 


hands 
valuation 
500,000, 


ell the tracts shown In the table have passed Into the 
it corporations. Thus, 12.023 acres, with an assessed 
89 and a pr ralue of about $1,.200.000 or $ 











d to the Weyerhaeuser Ti r Co., and 6,080 acres, with an 

sed value of $308,260 and a probable cas! ‘ , ym $600,000 
$750,000, is assessed to the St. Paul & Tacoma Co. 

1909 an estimate of the present value of certain lands included 

rt cases, or before the Interior Department, on charges of Iille 

fraudulent acquisition from the public domain, was officially 
























d to Congress in connection with the request of the General 

1 Office for the special appropriation of $1,000,000 which was made 
ivestigate and prosecute the case: This estimate showed a total 
ition of $114,723.273 for the Iands tnvolved In the cases listed. | 

statement does not in all cases show the aereage involved, but 
ng this where it is shown, it is found that the estimated value of 
S61 acres of land claimed or secured under the settlement or timber 
i¢ laws, as placer locations, or under the land ts, is no less 
2,581,400, is Is an average of over $58 p acre, W is 
ne of this land the Government received no cash payment and | 
none of it more than $2.50 an acre. The 556,861 acres includes, 
ver, 300 acres of mineral lands alleged to have been erroneously 
ed under the Union Pacific grant (which excluded minerals). | 
i estimated value of the 300 acres is $15,000,000, or $50,000 an acre 
© includes 161,600 acres of coal lands taken under timber or under 
ner forms of entry, valued at $9,360,000, an avert of $58 


or over twenty-three times the highest price received by the Gov 
‘nt for any of it. Of timberlands proper, it includes 288,201 acres, 
LN iluation of $7,135.800, equivalent to $25 per acre, or ten times 
ehest price received by the Government. In point of size, the main 
ft tl 288,201 acres is a holding of 200,000 acres of 
the boundaries of the forest reserve taken up as 
the Government price of which is $2.50 per acre. T 
>0,000,000, or $25 per acre. 
! Sides the 556,861 acres referred to, the statement shows 
of mineral and coal land entries, other than placer | 
*d to be fraudulent, with an estimated present value of $15,355 
us, 78,000 acres is coal land, valued at over $15,000,000, an aver 
of $193 per acre, as against the regular Government price of $10 
><). A single case involved 40,000 acres of coal land, valued at 
»-U0 an acre, or $8,000,000. One item of the statement which specifies 
vo acreage covers four suits involving mineral lands acquired under 
. id grants which excluded minerals. The value of the lands com- 
prised in the four suits is placed at over $25,000,000. 
3 estimate of the values involved in land cases pending in 1909 

en *pective of whether in the final outcome the Government or the 





is 





84,262 








( t} 





I claimant obtains the land) strikingly illustrates how the Gov- 
: ent’s land policy with reference to timberlands—as distinct from | 
: ultural lands—as it has actually worked out in practice, has dis- | 
osed of Immense public wealth in timber and other resources without | 
ring any adequate return therefor in money or social advantage. | 

: sermore, this wealth, instead of having been distributed among a 
number of independent owners, as contemplated by the original | 

d 2 of this policy, has actually been concentrated to a very marked 


in 
in 


a comparatively few hands. 
_in this chapter there has been an attempt to set forth some of the 
/'neipal features of the public-land policy which have contributed to | 
: present concentration of timber ownership. There have been traced | 
artially here and there the effects of Federal laws disposing of the 
ub ‘ec domain, such as the great land grants, cash sales, and the home- 
tead and the timber and stone laws. 
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Much of the legislation in ques- | | 
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rants by the Federal Government; (b) direct Government sales in un- 
imited quantities at $1.25 an acre; (c) certain public-land Jaws, great 





tracts being assembled in spite of the legal requirements for small 
holdings. Such laws were wholly inappropriate to forest regions; but, 
though vigorously condemned in several public reports, they are still 
largely in force. In theory they were intended to distribute the public 
lands in small tracts as homes for freeholders. In fact, they actually 
furthered timber concentration in vast holdings. The 1,802 largest 
holdings of timber (as compared with a vastly wider distribution of 
public lands in nontimbered agricultural sections) involve 79,092,000 
acres of timberland—including a considerable acreage of timber rights 
in the southern pine region—and in addition some of these holders 
own 10,652,000 acres lying in timbered parts but not now bearing 


merchantable timber. 
During this interval, and chiefly in the latter half thereof, the value 














of standing timber has increased tenfold, twentyfold, and even fifty- 
fold, according to local conditions. The present annual growth is only 
about one-third of the present annual cut. Replacement by new growth 
is very slow. 

Examples of the increase during this interval are: From $5 to $30 
an acre, $7 to $40, $20 to $150, $1 to $13, $4 to $140, $1 to $50, 
Specific tracts have been sold first for $24,000 and later for $153,000; 
$10,000, and later $124,000; $240,000, and later $2,500,000; $23,000, 
and Itater $500,000; $25,000, and later $1,125,000. These examples 


illustrate the remarkable profit made by certain individual holders. 





What did the Government get for the timber? Of the southern 
pine sold for $1.25 an acre, much is now worth $60 an acre. Large 
amounts of Douglas fir in western Washington and Oregon, which the 
Government gave away or sold at $2.50 an acre, now range from 
$100 to $200 per acre. The great redwood belt in California was 
alienated on similar terms, and some of it is now worth hundreds of 
dollars an acre, Practically none of the great forests in the public- 


land States was sold by the Government 
The great increase of 
tion of ownership. 
The former Chief of Field Service of the General Land Office, H. H. 
Schwartz, stated oflicially (1909) that the timber and stone act “ has 
resulted in the of over 12,000,000 acres of valuable timberlands, 
of which fully 10,000,000 acres were transferred to corporate or indi- 
vidual timberland investors by the entrymen. These lands brought 
to the people or General Government a gross sum of $30,000,000. At 
the date of sale they were reasonably worth The profit 


‘ for more than $2.50 an acre. 
value gives grave importance to the concentra- 


i. © 
saie 


$240,000,000. 


of over $200,000,000 went not to the needy settler engaged in subdu- 
ing the wilderness but to the wealthy investors. Not over a frac- 
tional part of 1 per cent of the timber purchased from the United 
States under this act is held, consumed, or even cut by the men and 


” 


women who made the entries. 

An effective illustration of what has happened under our land laws 
appears in the report of the United States Forester for 1910: 

“An investigation emphasizes the probability that heavily timbered 
lands, if opened to entry, would pass into the hands of large owners of 
timber. Of 705,000 acres eliminated from the Olympic National Forest 
in 1900 and 1901, on the ground that the land was chiefly valuable for 
agriculture and that the settlement of the country was being retarded, 
523,720 acres passed ultimately into the hands of owners who are hold- 
ing it purely as a timber speculation. Three companies and two indi- 
viduals own over 178,000 acres, in holdings of from 15,000 to over 
80,000 acres each. Of timbered homestead claims on this eliminated 
area, held by 100 settlers, the total area under actual cultivation is only 
570 acres, an average of but 5.7 acres to each claim. It will be seen 
that the original purpose of the elimination was defeated and that bona 
fide settlement was not materially advanced.” 


OF THE TIMBER THE WHOLE INDUSTRY. 
Whatever power over prices may arise from combinations in manufac- 





CONTROL CONTROLS 


ture and distribution (as distinguished from timber owning), such 
power is insignficant and transitory compared to the control of the | 
standing timber itself or a dominating part thereof. The Senate and 


House resolutions, to which this investigation is responsive, ask for the 
causes of the high prices of lumber and the effect of combination upon 
such prices. The resolutions, therefore, required determination of both 
the amount and the control of standing timber. 


AMOUNT OF STANDING 


There is now left in continental United States about 2,200,000,000,000 
board feet of privately owned standing timber, of which 1,747,000,- 
000,000 is in the “investigation area,’”’ covered in great detail by the 
bureau. This area includes the Pacific Northwest, the southern pine 
region, and the Lake States, and contains 80 per cent of all the private 
timber in the country. In addition, there are about },000,000,000 
feet in the national forests and about 90,000,000,000 feet on other non- 
rivate lands. Thus the total amount of standing timber in continental 
Inited States is about 2,800,000,000,000 board feet. The present annual 
drain upon the supply of saw timber is about 50,000,000,000 feet. At 
this rate the timber now standing, without allowance for growth or 
decay, would last only about 55 years. 


TIMBER. 











The present commercial value of the privately owned standing tim- 
ber in the country, not including the value of the land, is estimated 
(though such an estimate must be very rough) as at least $6,000,- 


000,000, Ultimately the consuming public will have to pay such prices 
for lumber as will give this timber a far greater value. 

This is the first comprehensive and methodical investigation of the 
amount and ownership of our standing timber. It rests on the best 
information obtainable from records of timber owners or the knowledge 
of men in the industry, information which daily forms the basis 
actual business dealings. (A bee canvass of the forests was out 
of the question.) The data collected by field work in about 900 coun- 
ties, assembled, mapped, checked, and weighed in the office, are reliable 
within a relatively small margin of error. All figures relate to mer- 
chantable saw timber, in terms of lumber yield. The unit “ board foot ” 
is a foot square and an inch thick. 


CONCENTRATION OF TIMBER OWNERSHIP. 


Three vast holdings alone, the greatest in the country, those of the 
Southern Pacific Co., the Weyerhaeuser Timber Co., and the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Co. (including their subsidiary companies) together 
have 238,000,000,000 feet, or nearly 11 per cent of all our privately 
owned timber. They have 14 per cent of that in the “ investigation 
area.” With the five next largest they have over 15 per cent of the 
total privately owned timber and over 19 per cent of that within the 
investigation area. Finally, nearly one-half (48 per cent) of the pri- 
vate timber in that area is held by only 195 great holders. The term 
“holder” covers any single interest—individual, corporate, or group— 
which is so united as to be under one control. 
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The Pacific Northwest: Five-elevenths of the country's | 
owned standing timber is in the Pacific Northwest (California 
Washington, Idaho, and Montana), 1,013,000,000,000 feet Or , 
this is now owned by 37 holders. Many of these are closely 
The three largest holders (named above) alone have nearly on 
This section now furnishes only one-sixth of the annual cut 
timber is being largely held for the future, and the large oy 
will then be the dominating influence in the industry. 

The Southern Pacific Co. holding is the greatest in f} 
States—106,000,000,000 feet. This is about 6 per cent of 
timber in the investigation area, and 10 per cent of that i; 
Northwest. It is difficult to give an adequate idea of its im: 
stretches practically 680 miles along that railroad betw: 
and Sacramento. The fastest train over this distance tak 
During all that time the traveler thereon is passing throu; 
large proportion of which for 30 miles on each side belong 
road, and in almost the entire strip this corporation is th« 
owner of both timber and land. 

The second largest holder is the Weyerhaeuser Timber Co 


its subsidiary companies), with 96,000,000,000 feet r 
include further very extensive timber interests of the W 
family and close associates. 


These two holdings would supply the 46,584 sawmills in 
for four and a half years. They have one-eleventh of our i 
timber. 

The third largest, the Northern Pacific Railway Co., has 36 
feet. 

These three holdings have enough standing timber to build 
nary five or six room frame house for each of the 16,000,0 
in the United States in 1900. If sawed into lumber and pi: 
their timber would load a train about 100,000 miles long. 

The holdings of the two railroad companies are Govern: 
and 80 per cent of the Weyerhaeuser Timber Co. holding 
from the Northern Pacific grant. Many other large ho 
and in other regions) were mainly purchased from some lar 

Southern pine region: In the southern pine 
334.000,000,000 feet of privately owned timber. Concentrat 
timber is much less than in the Pacific Northwest. Thi 
ever, a high concentration in the more valuable species, lon 


region 





pine and cypress. Sixty-seven holders own 39 per cent of 
29 per cent of the cypress, 19 per cent of 


yellow pine, 
and loblolly pine, and 11 per cent of the hardwoods. 

The Lake States: In Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michiga: 
100,000,000,000 feet of privately owned timber. In Wisco1 
have three-fourths of all the timber. In Michigan 110 
66 per cent. In Minnesota € holders have 54 per cent 
valuable white and Norway pine, 16 per cent of the 
and 2 per cent of the hardwoods. Taking all three Stat 
have 65 per cent of all the timber. 

EFFECT OF CONCENTRATION, 

Such concentration in standing timber, if permitted to 
increase, makes probable a final central control of the w 
industry. A few strong interests. ultimately holding th 
timber, can set the price of timber and its products. TT! 
the National Lumber Manufacturers’ Association recent! 
bermen on the Pacific coast: 

“The day of cheap lumber is passing and soon wil! 
the men who make the money will be those who own 
hold it until the supply in other parts of the country Is ¢ 
they can ask and get their own price.” 

Certain further factors, not exactly measurable, 
the real concentration. First, a further interweaving 
corporate and personal, connects a great many holdin 
bureau has treated as separate; second, there are very larw 
timber so scattered in small tracts through larger holdi: 
are substantially “ blocked in’”’ or “ controlled” by the la 
third, the concentration is much higher in the more yal 

General information obtained indicates a very high 
in timber ownership outside the investigation area, 


POLICY OF GREAT HOLDERS, 


The largest holders are cutting little of their ti: 
reserve to themselves those incalculable profits which ar 
with the growth of the country, the diminishing of tin 
the further concentration and control thereof. Many 
who are protesting against conservation and the national 


Incl 










because of the “tying up” of natural resources t 
liberately tying them up far more effectively for private 
The fact that mature timber is thus withheld from 


evidence that great additional profits are expected to 
further increase in value. 
LAND MONOPOLY. 

Standing timber is not the only question. When the 
cut the land remains. There bas been created, there! 
framework of an enormous timber monopoly, but also an 
land concentration in extensive sections. This involves 
wealth in minerals. The Southern Pacific has 4,318,000 a: 
ern California and western Oregon, and, with the Union | 
controls it, millions of acres elsewhere. The Government 
now suing to annul title to the Southern Pacific lands | 
noncompliance with the terms of the original grants. | 
Pacific owns 3,017,000 acres of timberland and millions 








| timbered land. The Weyerhaeuser Timber Co. owns 1,545 
In Florida, three holders have 4,200,000 acres, and the | 
timber holders have over 16,990,000 acres, nearly one-! 
area of the State. In the whole investigation area the 1. 


holdings of timber involve 79,092.000 acres of timberland 


considerable acreage of timber rights in the Southern pin 
in addition some of these holders own 10,652,000 acres | 
bered parts, but not now bearing merchantable timber. | 
Northern Pacific and Southern Pacific lands in nontimbered 

Finally, to timber cencentration and to land concentrati 
in our most important timber section, a closely conn 
domination. ‘The formidable possibilities of this combinat! 
Pacific Northwest and elsewhere are of the gravest public imp 

THE FUTURE. 

These are the facts of the lumber business in its 2 
feature, the naiural supply. ‘The paramount consideration re 
to be stated. There are many great combinations in othe! 
whose formation is complete. In the lumber industry, on 
hand, the bureau finds now in the making a combination cause 
mentally, Ly a long-standing public policy. The concentration 


most 
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ing Is sufficiently impressive. Still more impressive are the posst- | 








the future. In the last 40 years concentration has so pro- 
t 195 holder nany interrelated, now have pr ‘ally one 
the privat owned timber in the Investigation area, which 
i SO per cent of the whole. This formidable process of con | 
tion, in timber and in land, certainly involves grave future possi- | 
f impreg » monopolistic condl 3s, who far-reaching cons 
it is now difficult to anticipate fully or to overestimate, | 
e tl past history, present status, and apparent future of 
resources. The underlying cause is our put land policy, 
1 enormous |! 3; of wealth to the public <« 1 its monopo- | 
w interests. It lies ‘fore 1 now as a wreible object | 
future management of all the natural resources still | «]y 
ng in the hands of the Government, 


? 


ts given, the conclusions upon them, the menace which 
in the plain documentary recital of past policies, mu 
every citizen pause, and reemphasize to everyone tle 
sity of guarding at every point, and from all attacks what- | 
the new and saving policy of conservation, which will 
; in the way of national frugality upon the one hand and | 
» us from the extortions of mo! opoly upon the other. 
* JOHNSON of W: ington. Mr. Speaker, I desire unani- | 
gs consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing 
» telegrams. 
[r. BURKE of South Dakota. On what subject? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Principally, a telegram show- | 
that Mason County, one of the large counties in my district, } 
sting of nearly 600,000 acres, received from the Forest | 
‘e last year, to help them pay their expenses, the sum of | 


at.Oo. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks 


| 

inimous consent to extend his remarks by printing certain | 
telegrams. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. | 

Che first telegram referred to is as follows: 


SHELTON, WASH., June 5, 1913. 
ALBERT JOHNSON, M. C., 
Vashington, D. C.: 
In reply to your request, Mason County, which contains 930 square 
, or 585,200 acres of land, has received In 19138 the sum of $24.65 
the Forest Service. Not a great sum to help in the upkeep of this 
county, of which 165,722 acres are in the Olympic Forest Reserve. 
The sum of $24.65 will not go far toward building the county roads we 
need so badly and which cost $10,000 to $12,000 a mile in many lo- 
ealities. Kindly explain to leaders of ail parties. 
Grant C, ANGLE. 
The second telegram is as follows: 
PorT TOWNSEND, WASH., June 4, 1913. 
Hon. A. JOMNSON, Washington, D. C.: 


erson County, with an area of 1,747 square miles, or 1,078,400 









Q 730,000 acres in the Olympic Reserve, and received from the | 
ice in 1912 the sum of $602. Area of assessed lands outside | 
of 1 rve is but 280,000. acres 
H. L. HANSEN, Assessor. 
Per T. S. S., Deputy. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, comment is un- 
necessary. I favor conservation of a rational and practical 


ind and not for the dream-book kind which is filling up the 
libraries, the magazines, and the Government reports. 


‘oe 


ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 40 | 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Tuesday, June 10, | * 
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1913, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclu- 
sion and opinion in the case of Lester P. Chester and Freeland 
Chester, executors of Thomas R, Chester, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 59); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclu- 
sion in the case of Dennis Hannifin v. The United States (H. 
Doc. No. 60) ; to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 

3. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of fact and conclusion in the case 
of William G. Staples, son and sole heir of William ©. Staples, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 61); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the 
court in the case of W. J. Sims, executor of W. B. Sims, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 62); to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 


ismitting a certified coy 


transmittins 


clusion filed i 


| the United States 


FLOOD of Virginia 


nuthorizing 


said bill and report w 


* clause 3 of 
rials were introduced and seve! 
By Mr. PADGETT: 
iin enlisted men of the 


By Mr. GRAHAM of 
By Mr. RAKER: 


Cal.; to the Committee on the Publ 
Mr. GREGG: 
action under the act of March 
the Committee on I 

By Mr. PADGHTT 


» of public property; 

By Mr. RUCKER: 
of chapter ; 
nended by 








| other militi 
erated with 
in the war for the suppres 


By Mr. ASWELL: 
master General to a 
charge; to the Committee 

Also, a bill 
limits of the grant 
burg Railroad Co. ; 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A 
struction of a bridge : 
the Committee on ‘rstate al 

3y Mr. KORBLY: A bill (HF. 
sons who served in the Military 
during the Civil War; to the Cor 

By Mr. MAPES: 
hanging as a punishment for crin 
to the Committee on the District 


establish a uniform system of bankruptcy th 
States; to the Committee on the Judici 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: . 
| $3,500 for the transportation of soldiet 
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the celebration of the Gettysburg anniversary; to the Committee 

i Appropriations, 

By Mr. BYRNS A bill (H. R. 5896) to give 
parties to suits in equity in the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia the right of trial by jury; to the Committee on the 
Judici iry. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. to protect fish 
not remaining the entire year within the waters of any State or 
Territory and authorizing the Department of Commerce to 
define the seasons and regulate the manner and conditions under 
which they may be taken or destroyed; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


of Tennessee: 


DSOT ) 
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Also, a bill (LL. R. 5898) to regulate the interstate transporta- | 


tion of fish or products or compounds thereof when intended to 
be used for fertilizer or oil or in the manufacture of fertilizer 
or oil; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 5899) to provide com- 
pensation for employees of the United States suffering injuries 
or occupational diseases in the course of their employment, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 5900) appropriating money 
for the improvement of Matawan Creek, N. J.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5901) 
provement of Shoal Harbor and Compton Creek, N. 
Cominittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. to relieve the 
Supreme Court and to extend the jurisdiction of the Commerce 
Court, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 5903) to provide for the 
to the State of New York of all lands heretofore 
acquired by the United States in that part of the bed of the 
Harlem Ship Canal to be eliminated up to the new bulkhead to 
be hereafter established by the Secretary of War; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


appropriating money for the im- 
J.; to the 
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cession 


By Mr. GREGG: Resolution (H. Res. 141) providing for a 
stenographer to the Committee on War Claims; to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: Resolution (H. Res. 
158) for the appointment of a committee of seven members to 


investigate the production and marketing of perishable vege- 
tables and fruits; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 94) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial from the Legis- 
lature of the State of Wisconsin, requesting the enactment of 
legislation permitting the use of the postal savings deposits for 
the purpose of encouraging the proper development of State 
systems of long-time loans to farmers; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Memorial from the General Assembly of the 
State of Pennsylvania, urging the enactment of a law estab- 
lishing a minimum rate of wages for employees in the arsenals 
of the United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5904) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph K. Jefferys; to the Committee on Pen- 
Sions., 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5905) for the relief of the heirs of Alex- 
ander Stalnaker; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5906) granting a pension to Edgar Travis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5907) to correct the military record of and 
grant to J. W. Mankins an honorable discharge; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENT: A bill (H. R. 5908) granting an increase of 
pension to Owen E. Courtney; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5909) to correct the military record of 
John Sanspree; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 5910) granting a pension to 
Oliver EB. Penewit; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H, R, 5911) for the relief 
of C. M. Parkins; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R, 5912) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles R. Gentner; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 5913) to reinstate Edward 
P. Dieter as second lieutenant in the United States Marine 
Corps; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


ee 
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jy Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 5914) granting 
crease of pension to Levisa V. Dodge; to the Committee o 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R, 5915) ¢ 
an increase of pension to Charles R. Taylor; to the 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KORBLY: A bill (HI. R. 
record of William P. Waggener;: 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McCANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 5917) granting 
sion to Sarah A. Robinson; to the Committee on Inys 
SLONS. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5918) granting an increase of pe 
Alexander Motry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5919) granting an increase of }x 
Loren Shedd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5920) , 

a pension to Alexander W. Donaldson; to the Comunit 
Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 5921) - granting 
increase of pension to James Buchanan; to the Commi 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (11. R. 5922) granting 
Susana A. Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5923) granting an increase of per 
Elizabeth Dailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5924) granting an increase of pe 
Lucy A Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 5925) 2 
a pension to Sarah J. White; to the Committee on Inva 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5926) to grant honorable discharges 
quartermaster volunteers who served in the military 
the Civil War, and including their names in the roste: 
Union Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5927) granting an increase of } 
Betsey E. Hubbard; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5928) granting an increase of )» 
Charles H. Bower; to the Committee on Invalid Peus 

$y Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 5929) granting : 
Hugh W. Sawyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5980) granting a pension to Taylor J 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5931) granting a pension to Tho: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5932) granting a pension to Marie | 
cott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5933) granting a pension to Is 
ber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5934) granting a pension to § 
Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5935) granting an increase of | 
William Glidewell; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5936) granting an increase of 
Alexander Quick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5937) granting an increase of ) 
Cornelius Buckley; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5938) granting an increase of | 
John W. Toppass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5939) granting an increase of 
James Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5940) granting an increase of | 
Daniel C. Bruce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5941) granting an increase of 
William M. Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5942) granting an increase of pe 
Israel Sturges; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5943) granting an increase of pe 
William J. Bryant; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5944) granting an increase of } 
John ©. Schnelle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5945) granting an increase of pe 
Melchert H. Raney; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5946) granting an increase of p 
Simon P. Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5947) granting an increase of Pp 
Isaac West; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5948) granting an increase of pe! 
Thomas M. McClanahan; to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5949) granting an increase of pens 
John Fort; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5950) granting an increase of pens 
Philip Farrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5951) granting an increase of pens: 
William H. Wilson; to the Com ttee on Invalid Pensio 





5916) to correct the 
to the Committee on M 


an increase of pens 






to 
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so, a bill R. 5952) granting an increase of pension to 
( rity Breeding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, a bill CH. R. 5053) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Brookover, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
\lso, a bill (HL. R. 5954) granting an increase of pension to 
‘" er Stewart: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\iso, a bill CH. R. 5955) granting an increase of pension to 
Emsey O. Young; to the Committee Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 5956) granting an increase of pension 
Claridon F. Cherry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 5957) granting an increase of pension 
Wiley T. Huddleston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (HL. R. 5958) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph S. Bogie; to the Committee on Pensions. 

\lso, a bill CH. BR. 5059) granting an increase of pension 
Nathan M. Martin; to the Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill CH. R. 5960) granting an increase of pension 
David Shulz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 5961) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Runion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 5962) granting an increase of pension to 
Emanuel Carmack: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (CH. R. 5963) 
McGuire, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

\Iso, a bill CH. R. 5954) to carry out the findings of the Court 

Claims in the case of Francis M. Sheppard; to the Committee 

War Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A Dill 
‘ se of pension to Mary E. 
Pensions. 

\lso, a bill CH. R. 5066) for the relief of Clyde Odum; to the 
( mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (FH. BR. 5967) for the relief 
estate of John Snyder; to the Committee on War Claims. 


on 
to 
to 


to 


Committee on 


\iso, a 


(H. R. 5965) granting an in 
Patterson; to the Committee on 


HY 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
he Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER (by request): Petitions of the 
board of the Elgin Women’s Mission. of Elgin, Ill.; the First 
Congregational Church of Dundee; and the First Congregational 


h of Carpenterville, Il., favoring an amendment to the 
( itution of the United States abolishing polygamy; to the 


( ittee on the Judiciary. 
\lso (by request), petition of the St. Louis (Mo.) Jobbers 
Sh Manufacturers’ Association, favoring l1-cent letter 
postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of sundry business men of the 
| congressional district of Kansas, favoring the passage of 
legislation compelling concerns selling goods direct the con- 
by mail to contribute their portion of the funds for the 
elopment of the local community, county, and State; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of the Corn Producis Refining Co., 
of New York City, favoring the passage of a bill giving the 
Commerce Court jurisdiction over the decision of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the State of New York Commission of High- 
ways, at Albany, N, Y., favoring an amendment to the postal 

ws with reference to the highway bulletin; to the Committee 

the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Rice & Adams, of 


o 


lo 


Buffalo, N. » oF favoring 


l-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of H. Planten & Son, of Brooklyn, N. Y., pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill 4653, known as the 
Richardson bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 


By Mr. FESS: Petition of sundry business men of the sixth 
congressional district of Ohio, favoring the passage of legisla- 
tion compelling concerns selling goods direct to the consumer by 
mail to contribute their portion of the funds for the develop- 
ment of the local community, county, and State; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, favoring the pas- 
ge of a bill to prevent negroes from having fraternal orders 
under the names of Mason, Odd Fellows, Knights of Pythias, 
ete.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_ By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of the Lancaster (Pa.) Tobacco 
Growers’ Association, protesting against absolute free trade in 


8 


oe from the Philippines; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


executive | 


|} Sumer by mail to ce 


for the relief of the estate of James | 


development of the loca! community, county, and St 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. SHARP: Petition of sundry business men in the 
teenth congressional district of Ohio, favoring the pass 
legislation compelling concerns selling goods direct to tl 
| sumer by mail to contribute their portion of the f f 
| development of the lo community, county, and S 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of B ) 
of Los Angeles, Cal., favoring the passage of the Bat 
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Also, petition of the National Cigar Leaf 1 co A 
at Atlantic City, against free « rs fre po] 
the Committee on Ways and Means 


Mr. 


orders 


Ly 
ternal 


MAPES: Petition of the me 


of Grand 


passage of the bill to jm it the N 
orders under the names of Mason, Odd I Ws 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of the M ichus i 
ciety, relative to fortification 1 neutralization of » |’ 


Canal: to the Committee on Interstate 1 Foreign Con 


By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the Board of Stre - 
Commissioners of Newark, N. J., prot e 
donment of the port of Newark; to the Con " 


and Ilarbors. 

By Mr. SVARKMAN: Pet 
first district of 
legislation compelling concerns selling goods 


mtribute their 


congressional 


porti« n ott 


for 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post O 
Post Roads . 
Also, petition of S. B. 


against including mutual life 
tax bill; to the Committee on 

ty Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: 
Association, Galveston, Tex., 
lands bill fer the rol of the w 


tributaries: to the Committee on Ri 


con 


sy Mr. WILLIS: Petition of the Cleveland Chamb 
merce, of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring continu e of 
tariff laws; to the Committee on W: I Mea 
| By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of 
} Warne, Rolet N. Dak., favering the | 
| close the doors of the Panama x] ition 1S 
Committee on Industrial Arts and ks 
SENATE. 
Tuespay, June / 


The Scnate met at 2 o'clock p. m 

Prayer by Rev. W. V. Tudor, D. D., « 

Mr. JONES. Mr. P1 dent, I v 
quorum 

The PRESIDENT pro t ee | 
roll. 

| ne Seer. tary cal ‘ | thy l, 1 ] ha ( 
answered to their nam« 
Ashurst Dillix 1 N ( 
Bacon Fletel N 
Bankhead (Jronna oO'* } 
Bradley Hollis oO! 
Brady Janu Over : 
Bristow Ve Mi |’ = 
Burton Jol 1, Ala b’* 
Catron Jor I’ 
Chamberlain Kern I 
Chilton I R 
Clapp Lea i 
Clark, Wyo. Lewi s 
Clarke, Ark. MeCumber s 
Crawford McLean s | 
Cummins Martin, Va. Sim \ 

Mr. LEA. I desire to announce that o 
SHIELDS] is absent on business of the S« te 

Mr. JONES. I wish to state that t! s 
Michigan [Mr. TOWNSEND] is una\ d f 
Chamber on important business. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. My colleague the r Set 
Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON], is necessarily sent Hy 


with the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. pu Ponr] I 
this announcement stand for the day 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


swered to their names. A quorum 


Sixty Senators | 


of the Sei 


The Secretary will read the Journal of the preceding ses 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Jou thie 


ings of Friday last. 


rnal ol 


(w 


@. ? 





CONGRE 


‘ 


1; 
sp 


I CATRO I ask that the further reading of the Journal 
p ed with 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can only be done by unani- 
I - nf 

r. (RON. I ask unanimous consent that it be dispensed 
Wi i 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Mexico asks unanimous coi it that the further reading of the 
JO il be ensed with Is there objection? 

> I al compelled to object. 

Phe PRI DENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 
ton obj s. The cretary will read the J Dal. 

the Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. LEWIS. I ask that the further reading of the Journal | 
be dispensed with at this time. 

The PRESIDEN'LT pro tempore. Unan onsent has been | 
asked and refused 

M LEWIS. Under what parliamentar procedure may I 
renew the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Set can not renew it, 

Mr. LEWIS. It can not be renewed? 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Only by unanimous consent, 
and that has been denied. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, I was under the impression that 
my motion as a motion would take a little different order than 
a requ I understood that the previous procedure was a re- 
quest, and that required unanimous consent. The distinguished 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] objected. I have now 

ade a motion, and 1 fancied that did not require unanimous 
co ent. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is mistaken. It 


requires unanimous consent 


Mr. LEWIS. Then I was in error, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal must be read 
unless by unanimous consent it is otherwise directed. The mo- 
tion is not in order. The Secretary will proceed with the read- 
ing of the Journal. 


The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Friday last. 

T PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, 
the ial will stand approved. 

Mr. JONES. I desire a vote on the approval of the Journal. 
I object to its approval by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All in favor of the approval 
he Journal will say [Putting the question.}] The 
ayes have it. 

? 1] 


Mr. JONES. I call 


} 
ue 
T 


sour! 


of t ‘ aye.” 


for a division. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those who 
proval the Journal as read will please rise 
they are counted. 

There were on a division—ayes 31. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will note the 
presence of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. SarrmMan], the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. Norgis], the Senator from New Mexico 
[Mr. Catron ]—— 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I do not see why 
who voted should be counted. 


favor the ap- 
and stand until 


OL 


e 
» ol 


those of us 


rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not counted 
any Senator who did vote, 
Mr. NORRIS. I voted. 


Mr. CATRON. And I 

The PRESIDENT 
supposed the Senators did not vote. 
ayes have it; and the Journal 
Mr. JONES. I should like 

vole, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty- 
the affirmative, and about 20 Senators w 
to vote. 
JONES. I do not desire to make any point of order 
against the presiding officer counting Senators present for a 
quorum, because I think that ought to be done. 

Mr. STONE. I desire not to make a point of order but to 
make a protest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The protest will be noted. 

Mr. STONE. I do not think that is a proper proceeding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the first place, the Chair 
will state that there is no authority in our rules for this so- 
called division. That method of ascertaining the sentiment of 
a deliberative body comes to us from the Parliament of Eng- 
land, where the process of division is in the nature of a 
separation, and those who favor or oppose a certain proposition 
are required to leave the house and to return between tellers. 

The system adopted of taking the judgment of the Senate by 
asking those who favor a proposition to rise and be counted, 


voted. 

pro tempore. The Chair begs pardon. He 
A quorum is present; the 
is approved. 


to 


have an announcement as to 


the 
one Senators voted in 
ere present who declined 


Mr. 
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a ——  — 











and then that those opposed to it shall rise is a sort of 
tion of presiding officers, and is intended to advise hin 
or not the majority of those present favor or oppose ; 
question. The Chair has been unable to find any auth 
our rules for tl alled division. It never 
in the judgment of the Chair, to be made the mean) 
tributing to a filibuster It di 
with the Chair, I far as a 
ver authority for it in the The Chair 
hesitancy says that a quorum is present, and that the 
adopted. 


Mr. SMOOT. 


, thie . , 
) LUIS So-« was 


movement. 


should say, the C 


is largely 
sO 





dis rules, 





Mr. President, I aru not going to 
vision of the Senate on the ruling of the Chair, but | 
want at this time to enter my protest against any 
dent being made in the Senate, that there may |! 
record a future that there was an 
raised, 

The 
also, 

Mr. STONE. If it would be a parliamentary inquiry 
like to know whether under the ruling of the Cha 
be proper to count the hats of Senators in the cloakr 
whethe: they were present? 

The PRESIDENT ten 
the inquiry of the Senator i 
nection with this proceeding. 

Mr. STONE. It is not frivolous. 
of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it has been d 
not been done this morning, and the Chair is only d 


a 


at 


so 


to show time 


PRESIDENT pro The protest will 


1 mpore 
tempore, 


pro 








It was done in 


the situation he finds here to-day. The Chair lay 
Senate—— 
Mr. STONE. Then the Choir declines to state 


his opinion, his ruling would extend to counting Mem! 
cloakroom. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course the Cl 
to make any such declaration as that, because it ] 
relation to the matter with which we are dealing. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, possib]; 
tion may come up hereafter, and in order to have 
absolutely clear I wish to make an inquiry: Would 
sible for the Chair to announce the vote as to th 
Senators voting aye, the number of Senators voti! 
number of Senators present and not voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The opportunity | 
for the present. I am satisfied that Senators who 
and decline to vote would aid in that, and the Cl 
would be a proper thing to do. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think the Recorp sho 
on that subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no objecti: 
except the fact that the Senator makes the inquiry t 


some Senators may have come into the Chamber 
may have gone out. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I made it as soon as ft! 


tunity was offered, and it was not a dilatory movem 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is sure it 
and the Chair does not so characterize the Senator’s 
he is only calling attention to the practical difficulty i1 
as some time has elapsed since. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly the Chair must 
some idea of the number of Senators present and not yo! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair ha 
idea. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not question the : 
the Chair’s recollection, but I should like to have tl 
show something that would be an accurate statement, 
of fact or otherwise. 
Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I am in entire sympat! 
the attitude of the Chair on this question, but I sug 
there should be some record made in addition to the! 
ment of the presiding officer that a certain number 
are present. It seems to me that the names of those 
and not voting should be disclosed in the Rrcorb. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll call just bef 
vote was taken disclosed the presence of 60 Senators, 
Chair relied somewhat on that roll call as a basis of the 
ment made, because there appeared to be no departure l 
the Senate up to that time. I agree with the Senator fro! 
fornia that there ought to be a record made disclosing the n° 


ean ¢ 


of those who vote in the affirmative and those who vote ? 
negative and those present who decline to vote On this | 





lar oceasion it would be difficult to do so now, because U) 
elapsed and Senators may have come and gone. 














1913. 





Mr. WORKS. If the Senator from Kansas will pardon me 
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1929 


Susan Hardy, surviving administratrix de bonis non of Joseph 
ment, I was not speaking particularly with reference to | Rogers, deceased, v. United States (S. D No. 62): 
special question, but as to what might happen in the future. Sarah R. O'Rourke, widow (remarried) of Stepken G. B 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. As to what may happen in | bridge, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 6 

future it is not for the Chair now to determine. Lydia A. Canfield, widow of John S. Cat | 

Mr. BRISTOW. As I understand the ruling of the Chair, it | United States (S. Doc. No. 64): 

it when a division is called for the rising vote on it has Louis H. Waters v. United States (S. Dk No 
; sume effect as the viva voce vote; there is no record made} Frank B. Hayden v. United States (8S. D N 

those present or absent, and it is simply a question of judg | Mary P. M. Carr, widow of E 1. cl 

it with the Chair as to whether or not the motion is carried. | United States (S. Doc. No. 67): 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is it exactly. |} Lamira A, Ellison, widow of J { i. 1 d. 

ir. BRISTOW. If a Senator wants to question the judg- | United States (S. Doe. No. 68) 

: ¥ g . | se, . : 
n of the Chair, he can resort to a roll call. William J. Cameron United States (S. D No. 69); 
i¢ PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is exuctly right. Albert G. Jones v. United Stat (S. Ds 70 
BRISTOW. ‘That being the case, I see no reason why George W. Dutton United S S Dk No. 7 

re should be an entry made as to the number present or Robert Kerr v. United States (S. D ‘ 

sent. If it is the same as a viva voce vote and the Chair John A. Green v. United States (S. Di 73): 

ply takes the rising vote in order to satisfy himself that his William A. Porter v. United States (S. D No. 74) 

icment in making the announcement was right, then a divi- David Sisson, Frank H. Sisson. and Ne W. Sisson. 

is of no consequence. |} dren and sole heirs of Heary T, Siss di J 

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. OLIVER addressed the Chair. | States (S. Doe. No. 75); 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To whom does the Senator} John Z. Delashmutt, son and sole heir of John J. Delas! 
from Kansas yield? deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 76): 

Mr. BRISTOW. I yield to the Senator from Illinois. Edwin 6B. Parsons v. United States (S. De No. 77) $ 

Mir. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to Say that in the | Joseph M. Knap United States (S D No. 78): 

I do not see fit to vote the Senate can order me to yote | Willison C. Hall United States (S. Doe. No. 79) 
proper exercise of its authority. | Nathaniel M. Macrae United States (S. Doe. No. 80)¢ 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not a question of the] pavid W. Madara v. United States (S. Doe. No. 8 
S tor voting. it is a question of the Senator being present. Solomon G. Krepps v. United States (S. D No. S82) 

Mr. SHERMAN. I declined to vote because there was such | Jacob Lasalle v. United States (S. Doe 94) 
disturbance in the Senate that I was not able to distinguish | Albion L. Mitchell v. United States (S. Doc. No. 84 
what the Senate was trying to do. Half the time I can not} George Bucklin v. United States (S. Doc. No. 85) 
hear from the seat I have here. I vote by guess sometimes. | George W. Gunder v. United States (S. Doc. No. 86 
I will vote when I think I can make anything like an intelligent | Mary F. B. Cleveland, daughter and e heir of ! 
guess upon the question pending, but I am not blessed with Beatty. deceased. United States (S. Do No. 87 
acute hearing and have not been for some 20 years. My posi- Walter S. Dunn, guardian of Caroline L. Dunn. min 
ti here in the Senate is not extraordinarily good. It is not | of John T. Croxton, deceased. v. United States (S. De 

m any malicious intent that I refrained from voting, but} jane I. Long, widow of Eli Long, d “l St 
only because ordinarily I desire to know upon what question | ¢g pPyoe. No. 89): 

s . ; *} ; . >? i ry . i ' : : 2 ry’ 
I vote. and it requires more than ordinary vigilance here to | Third Presbyterian Church of Me renn United 
discover what the question is a great part of the time. The | gtates (§. Doe No. 90): 

oustics of this Chamber must be bad and the disorder is much Willis B. Long, jr., administrator of W BL] deceased 
worse, It exceeds that of any legislative body I ever Saw. v. United States (S. Doc. No. 91) 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, in view of the suggesion made | Sam B. Strother. administrator of est of § el G. Mason. 
yy the Chair that some time has elapsed since the vote was deceased. v. United States (8. Doc. No. 92 

ken, and that possibly some Senators may have left the | Bernardine R, Thomas, admin itrix ¢ ite of Fr 4 
Ch mber, t make the point of no quorum. . | ienain Chaves. @, Valtel Oi . bh No 93 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the North Memphis Savings Bank, administra of E h 
ro b - , ; | Brinkley, rv. United States (S. Doc. No. 94) 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Sen: tors} James R. Slack. Sarah E. Alpaug! . Mae < : 
answered to their names: children and sole he of James R. §S deceased. ed 
Ashurst Fletcher Norris Smith. S.c States (S$. Doc. No .) 

Ba n Goff O'Gorman Sr t te Ki 7) das Q ; 

Bankhead Gronna Oliver Stephenson Uyr a > a eas M ee a 

Bradley Hollis Overman St n Abiel W. N mn United St SD \ 97 

Brady James Owen Stone nitett Fu orne ow of Wi 1 —" 
sristow Johnston, Ala. Page Suther 1 | x. OO “tp . . ‘ ; 
Burton Jones Perkins rl United St: (S. Doe. No. 98) 

( yn Kern Pemerene rhompson Shy \ \ United States (S. D vo. 9 

Chamberlain La Follette Robinson ‘I rnton enes Lonefellov vidow af John a : 
Chilton Lane Saulsbury Tillman Ast my aa Ow ahs oh D. I 
Clapp Lea Shafrotb Vardaman | United States (S. De No. 100); and 

Clark, Wyo. Lewis Sheppard Walsh | Charlies W. Whistler v. United State Sj N ( 

Clarke, Ark. McCumber Sherman Warren Vin Paine Chie: jean. eal ns ne 
Crawford Martin, Va. Shively Weeks | Pi © foregoing bu aIngs were, with the accomp: ’ 
Cummins Myers Simmons Williams | referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered ! 
Dillingham Newlands Smith, Ga. Works } 

' . : hid FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAI 

Mr. LEA. I desire to make the announcement that the junior 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] is necessarily absent on | The PRESIDENT pro pore laid be 
business of the Senate. munications from the n ( ( 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-four Senators have | transmitting certified copies of ling 

swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. of taw filed under the of J 20 

; staat einan spoliation claims set-out in 1@ annexed fi t 
FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, Seay ee 
relating to the following causes 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate com The vessel schooner Scotland Neck, Jo Hy ; 
municationg from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- |v. United States (H. Doe. No. 88) ; 
mitting certified copies of findings of fact and conclusions} ‘phe vessel brig Aurora, John Frankford, mast \ ed 
Hied by the court in the following causes: States (H. Doc. No. 81) ; 

_Jehn 'T, Veatch, Mattie J. Enlow, Harry Veatch, Sarah E. | The vessel brig Alfred, Russell Lewis, master, v. U: 
Spayd, Ada V. Spears, and Charles A. Veatch, children and sole | gajos (H. Doc. No. 82): 
heirs of James C. Veatch, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. |” > eS sied . eae 
< aank | he vessel brig Jemima and Fanny, George Hastie, 1 
No. oO): 4 . o . 
‘ > - ~ r} | Inited States (H. Doc. No. 80); 

Maria B. Wheaton, widow of Frank Wheaton, deceased, v. | ~~. bien Radha Raina, 6 ' ' 
7 c . -—-~ } ne -ssel Sscnooner Livety, JO urrows l nite 
United States (S. Doc. No. 57); | i the EH D ee @8) « oan burl ' ‘ 

Henrietta O. Whitaker, widow of Walter C, Whitaker, de- | St 'eS (#4. boc. No. WI) : z. 
ceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 58): | [The vessel sloop Robert, Thomas Town, m I ed 

Alexander E. Mintie r. United States (S. Doc. No. 59) ; States (H. Doc. No. 07); 

John Mars v. United States (S. Doc. No. 60): The vessel brig Julius Casar, Benjamin Ward, maste v. 

George Haven Putnam v. United States (S. Doc. No. 61) ; | United States (H. Doc. No, 68) ; 














The vessel brig George, William Bell, master, v. United States 
(If. I ‘oO. TO): 
th vessel schooner Leander, William Smith, master, v. 
l ed States (H. Doc. No. 69); 
fhe vessel brig Anthony, Thomas Mason, master, v. United 
s (H. Doc. No. 71); 
| ship V'homas, John Holland, master, v. United 
‘ (H. Doc. No. 76); 
vessel sloop Beiscy, Lemuel Pope, master, v. United States 
(H. Doc. No. 72); 
I) brig Betsey, Jonathan Pitcher, master, v. United 
States (Il. Doc. No. 74); 


The vessel sloop Betsey, Robert Maffet, master, v. United 
States (H. Doe. No. 75); 


rhe vessel brig Lydia, John Wilkins, master, v. United States 
(H. Doc. No. 73); 

Che vessel schooner Harriet, Isaac Da Costa, master, v. 
United States (H. Doc. No. 77); 


(he vessel schooner Betsey and Nancy, Asa Sage, master, v. 
United States (H. Doc. No. 78); and 

The vessel brig Fair American, Josiah Richards, master, v. 
United States (H. Doe. No. 79). 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES D, GILMAN AGAINST UNITED STATES (S. DOC. NO, 55). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclu- 

and opinion filed by the court in the cause of James D. 
Gilman v. United States, which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be 
print a 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CATRON. I present certain petitions in regard to the 
tariff, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the request will be granted. 

Mr. JONES. I did not understand the request, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Mexico requests that certain petitions which he has presented, 
having relation to the tariff, be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. JONES. I will have to object to printing them in the 
RECORD, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 
ton objects. The petitions will be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. GRONNA presented a petition of sundry citizens of Grand 
Forks, N. Dak., praying for the exemption of mutual life insur- 
ance companies from the operation of the income-tax clause of 
the pending tariff bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

McLEAN presented a resolution adopted by the Mer- 
chants’ Association of Connecticut, favoring an allowance of 
four months between the time of the enactment of the new 
tariff bill and its enforcement, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. THOMPSON presented a petition of the board of directors 
of the Chamber of Commerce of Salina, Kans., praying for the 
enactment of sound banking and currency laws, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a memorial of Local Union No. 107, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, of Erie, Pa., 
remonstrating against the importation free of duty of cigars 
from the Philippine Islands, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Los 
Angeles, Cal., praying for the exemption of mutual life insur- 
ance companies from the operation of the income-tax clause of 
the pending tariff bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

tle also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Los An- 
geles, San Fernando, Glendale, and San Diego, all in the State 
of California, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the 
District of Columbia, which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented a memorial of the State 
Federation of Labor of Maine, remonstrating against any reduc- 
tion in the duty on print paper and wood pulp, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine (for Mr. BurtercH) presented a 
joint resolution adopted by the Legislature of the State of 
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Maine, which was referred to the Committee on Fina 

ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Joint resolution by Senate and House of Maine Lezgislatu 
sixth session, 

Whereas the tariff bill now pending in the National House of RP 
atives makes reductions in the tariff? which seriously affect 
ucts of the land, forest, and manufactories of Maine; and 

Whereas in the opinion of the legislature the effect of su 
passed in its present form, will be to seriously injure 
of the State, and in effect is an unjust and unfair di 
against its business interests: Therefore be it 
tesolved, That the Legislature of Maine protests against t} 

rate of reduction in the proposed tariff bill as an unfair 

discrimination against the State of Maine and its busine 
and further 
Resolved, That we urge upon our Senators and Repr« 
Congress that they use their best efforts to secure such vl 
in the proposed schedule as will put the business interests of 
upon an equal footing with those of all other States affected 
reductions in the tariff schedule; and further 
Resolved, That the secretary of state be requested to send 
of these resolutions to our Senators and Representatives in € 
Cart E. MILLIKEN, Pre 
JOHN A, PETERS, Speu 
IN SENATE CHAMBER, April 
Read and passed in concurrence 


t 


W. E. Lawry, 8 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 
Read and passed 
Sent up for concurrence. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE OF MA 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY 

I, J. E, Alexander, secretary of state of the State of M 
custodian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify: 

That I have carefully compared the annexed copy of joint 
of the Senate and House of Representatives of the State 
legislature assembled, with the original thereof as filed in 
of the secretary of state of the State of Maine, on the 1 
April, 1913, and that it is a full, true, and complete transc: 
from and of the whole thereof. 


In testimony whereof I have caused the seal of the Stat 
unto affixed. 

Given under my hand at Augusta, this 14th day of April, A 
and in the one hundred and thirty-seventh year of the i 
of the United States of America. 


(SEAL. ] J. E. Atexa 
Seeretary of 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine (for Mr. BurLercH) pres 
lutions adopted by the Friday Club, of Wayne; the W 
Club, of Skowhegan; and of the Conklin Class, of M 
in the State of Maine, remonstrating against the tr 
the control of the national forests to the several Stat 
were referred to the Committee on Conservation of > 
Resources, 

He also (for Mr. Burieicn) presented a memorial 
Business Men’s Association of Machias, Me., ren 
against the consolidation of the Machias customs dist 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. BURLEIGH) presented a memori 
State Federation of Labor of Maine and a memori 
Chamber of Commerce of Rumford, Me., remonstratil 
any reduction in the duty on print paper and wooed p 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS OF LIQUORS. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I have a n 
quests for copies of the message of ex-Presiden|t 
the so-called Webb-Kenyon liquor bill, together with the 
of the Attorney General. For some reason thet ig 
opinion of the Attorney General were not printed. I 
the desk a copy and ask that it may be printed as 
document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ut 
that a certain message of ex-President Taft and the ac 
ing opinion of the Attorney General be printed as a 
document. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. I am compelled to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from W 
ton objects. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then, Mr. President, I move 
document which I send to the desk be printed as 
document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is in 
the opinion that at the present time a motion of that 
not be made, as the order of business is the presentation \ 
tions and memorials. It would require a suspension | 
order to entertain the motion made by the Senator from 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, a parliamentary | 
Will that motion be in order at the close of morning bus 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Very well. 


1 





l 










CONGRESSIONAL I 


President, before that decided I 








ir SMOOT. Mr is finally The PRESIDENT pro tempore The infinished bus 
1 Senator from Utah that under the law itself | comes up to-day. Does the Senator desire to dis 
requirements must be met before a paper can be printed Mr. STONE. No, sir. 1 understand the unfinished b ( 
ublic document. One of them is that there must be an | does not come up until 4 o'clock. 
ste from the Public Printer as to the cost, and I do not fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair d rr" 
that the! n would be in order without that informa- | ber the exact terms of the order, but thought it w ) 
n hand. after the morning business had been coneluded 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was under the Mr. STONE. I looked at the order as printed on ft! 
on that all messages from the President of the United | which dees not show anything except that th fel ) 
were printed as a matter of right, and that there was a | by the Presiding Officer is the untinished business. 
r fund provided for that purpose. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The entry on em 1 
SMOOT. ‘That is true, Mr. President, and I wondered | calendar may not disclose the exact terms of tl der u 
s document had not been printed. | Which the bill was made the unfinished busine The Se 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. | from Florida (Mr. Fiercues) is not in his = 
rhe Senator from Missouri will proceed to s | I 
WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | Of course, the Chair will submit any req t the Senator 
, were referred the following bills, reported them each with | make. 
Iment and submitted reports thereon: Mr. STONE. I have no wish to displace, o1 
21. A bill authorizing the Secretary of War to relieve the | place, the bill which was made the unfinished | t I 
hington-Oregon Corporation, as far as he may deem ad-| was laboring under the belief that it would m ome u 
in the public interests, from certain conditions in 4 o'clock, and that in the meantime we might proceed h 
titled “An act granting to the Washington-Oregon Corpora- | Indian appropriation bill which I have in hand 
right for an electric railroad. and for telephone, tele- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair was of the tion 
g and electric transmission lines across the Vancouver | that when the bill was made the unfinished business it w the 
{ ry Reservation, in the State of Washington,” approved | intention of the Senate to take it up immediately upon the 
August 9, 1912 (Rept. No. 60); and conclusion of the morning business without reference to whether 
S. 1808. A bill for the relief of Joseph L. Donovan (Rept. | or not the two hours had expired. Still, the languag f tl 
No. 61) order will govern in that respect. 
NATIONAL CONSERVATION EXPOSITION. Mr. STONE. I read it only on the face of the ¢ dat 
lr. ASHURST. On behalf of the junior Senator from Ten- rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Secretary will examine 
 [Mr. SHieLps] I report favorably from the Committee tee Recorp and see just exactly what was agreed to in that 
on Industrial Expositions the bill (S. 2065) to provide for par- be a wOSIET: ir. Prestient fcr — 
t ition by the Government of the United States in the|. — = ¥ LETCHER. Rees Presi — ae b = rope or 
National Conservation Exposition to be held at Knoxville, | ™“e the unfinished bi eee ee ore ap hearts ar ae 
Tenn., in the fall of 1918, and I submit a report (No. 62) we it takes its place as the SS SENS. I do not thi 
thereon. it can be displaced by anything ¢ se. ft s not made the u 
Mr. WORKS. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com- | ##ished business by consent; made so by motion. 
ekat wa Ate GA ¢ : . ; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A vote of the Senate would 
ee eee al ce _ a meeting of the committee displace tt 
\ held to act upon this report? " in ae tes ‘ ; : ; ; mn . 
Mr ASHURST. The sane is predicated upon the action of Mr. STONE. Chere IS no 1bDte aren to dist ice it me point 
ommittee. All the members of the committee but one were | is whether it comes up at the end of the rning hour; that is, 
ent, and the Senator from California will remember that he | *' 4 © Clock, or sooner ’ ; ‘ 
valuable attendance and assistance before the committee Mr. PLET HER. It a 2 medi: = ea 
n this bill. the morning business, I take it. 
ir. WORKS. ‘To what does the bill relate, I will ask the| M®. BACON. | Xo. Mr. Presid 
rman? rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Un that ed 
Mr. ASHURST. It is a bill appropriating $50,000 for the pur- | the order, a would aes. ns 
of permitting the United States Government to make an | Mr. BACON. It went over simply upon to ii 
exhibition at the Conservation Exposition at Knoxville, Tenn. | ®Side, and it necessarily comes up at the nm OF t 
The Senator will remember the bill. | morning hour, which to-day will be 4 o 
Mr. WORKS. Yes; but the report has been so long coming| . The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secre d 
in that I thought the Seazator was making a report upon some | from the Recorp the proceedings had at t - 
other bill. | consent was given. 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the The Secretary read from the Reconrp J IMs 
calendar. lows: 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. Mr. Smoor. I ask the Ser t t the I 
Mr. STONE. From the Committee on Indian Affairs I desire | if the Sen: w ullow the b 4 y L d 
to report back with amendments House bill No. 1917, the | sar will ada aad , 
Indian appropriation bill, and I submit a report (No. 63) | nay oe ll ss hele » amediately s t . 
thereon. | ing | ness t next sessi t Senate and dis; ‘ 
I wish to say, Mr. President, that the bill has been printed in | #! ulendar ¢ a ' t S 
isual manner for the use of the Senate and is accessible | cite that, ‘ ty a erg 
to Members of the Senate, as is likewise the report. I desire | the 1 at this time 
t te further that the bill is one of the appropriation bills| Mr. Fur ER. If tl i taken up, I 
that failed at the last session, and hence it has become neces- ee aad oat go apne lee mg tt 
to pass the bill at this session. It passed the House some | ate, and that it be then tal » am 
' ; ago; the Committee on Indian Affairs has had it under ee et ta . 
consideration for some time, and has finally agreed upon the | a nsideration of this m So 
I which I now report. | cerned, I believe it can be di 
[It is very important that the bill should be considered at | ate, but I am 1 : 
once, for two reasons. The first is that the present fiscal year | this way. 1 on ' 
‘ res the last of this month, and unless the bill is passed | 
t! will be no available funds for carrying on the great | The PRESIDE> tempore. qt ; 
Indian Bureau and of continuing the obligations of the Goy- | business later on. In tha f the k 
ernment after July 1. sy 3 tl truth, the 1 hed bus W I 
Another reason is that the tariff bill, in all probability, will | 4 o'clock, and the request of the Senator from M 
be reported to the Senate at a very early date, and because of | STONe] is entirely in order. 
the universal interest in that measure it is important that this} Mr. STONE. My recollection of the matter accord 
appropriation bill should be disposed of. I will ask, Mr. Presi- | statement made from the Secretary's de ud 


a nt, that at the conclusion of the routine morning business the 
Indian appropriation bill may be taken up for consideration. 
fhe PRESIDENT pre tempore On to-day? 
Mr. STONE, 


To-day. 
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ment ! le on the face of the calendar. I 
sent on as the routine morning business, t! 
of bi reports, and so forth, is concluded, th 


to the consideration of the Indian appropriati 






























































The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. LANE. There is an inquiry upon my part in respect to 


a clause or two in the bill, the disposal of which I am in igno- 
rance of, and upon which I wish to have information before I 
will consent to its passage. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object to 
the present request of the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. LANE. I would until such time as I-knew those facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not a question about 
what the Senator will do. Does the Senator now object? 

Mr. LANE. 1 will object to it until I know those facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
objects. 

STONE. I will say to the Senator that of course I do 
not know to what clauses in the bill he refers, but in any event 
it is not open for discussion at this point. It would be out of 
order. When the bill is taken up and we reach the clauses re- 
ferred to, the Senator can ask such questions as he may desire. 

Mr. LANE. I go further than that. Unless I am informed as 
to what action has been taken upon the bill by the record I will 
question it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Sen- 
ate is as to granting unanimous consent as requested by the 
Senator from Missouri. Is there objection? 

Mr. LANE. There is on my part. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objects. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, notwithstanding the objection, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Indian 
appropriation bill, subject to the right of the unfinished business. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I wish to say just a word. 

Mr. STONE. I withdraw the motion for the moment, and will 
make it later. 

Mr. GRONNA. I wish to say a word about this particular 
bill, and I hope the Senator from Oregon will listen to what I 
may have to say. 

Mr. LANE. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. GRONNA. The Senator from Oregon knows- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A Senator can address the 
Senate on the motion submitted by the Senator from Missouri 
only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That motion has been withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 
ton objects to debate on that motion. 

Mr. GRONNA. I do not wish to address myself to that. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The mction was withdrawn, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ihe Chair begs pardon. Has 
the Senator from Missouri presented the report of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs that he announced he intended to submit? 

Mr. STONE. Yes; I sent it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. She Senator from Missouri 
presents the following report from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 1917) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 


The 


Ss 


Mr. 


The Senator from Oregon 















380, 1914. 
Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 









Dakota is recognized. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I had hoped that the request 
of the Senator from Missouri for unanimous consent to consider 
the Indian appropriation bill would not be objected to. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Washing- 
ton will state it. 

Mr. JONES, Is this proceeding by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 
ton objects to the Senator from North Dakota addressing the 
Senate at this time. 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The following bills on the 
Secretary’s desk have been read the first time, and will now 
be read a second time. 

The Secretary. Senate bill 2440, by Mr. Netson, providing 
for the erection of a suitable monument on the grave of Maj. 
Gen. Henry W. Lawton in Arlington National Cemetery, in the 
State of Virginia. 







CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
second time it will be referred—— 


The bill having been 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I am not going to n 
| point that that is not a reading of the bill within the ; 
| cept that I simply desire at this time to read the ry 


the Recorp. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
hear the Senator. 
Mr. JONES. I read paragraph 2 of Rule XIV: 
Every bill and joint 
to its passage, 


The Chair will be 


resolution shall receive three readij 
which readings shall be on three different 


aga 


the Seuate unanimously direct otherwise; and the  presidi 
shall give notice at each reading whether it be the first, 
third. 


I am not going at this time to make the point that 
reading of the bill by title does not comply with that 1 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
made that point, and the Chair has ruled that it w: 
taken, 

Mr. JONES. I had not made that point on the sec 
ing of the bill, Mr. President. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course, the Chai 
corrected that far; but the Senator made it on the fi: 
and the Chair is unable to draw a distinction b 
two readings. The Secretary will proceed. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I think I will bring t 
to the attention of the Senate. I appeal from the «& 
the Chair. 


} 
has 


ao 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from \W 
ton appeals from the decision of the Chair, holding t] 
first and second readings of a bill the reading of th 
title satisfies Rule XIV. 

Mr. JONES. [First, I desire to suggest the abs 
quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from \\ 
ton suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary 
the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following + 
answered to their names: 

Ashurst Goff Newlands Smit} 
Bacon Gore Norris 8 
Bankhead Gronna O’Gorman Smit 
Bradley Holiis Oliver Smo 
Brady Hughes Overman Stepher 
Bristow James Owen Sterling 
Burton Johnson, Me. Page Stor 
Catron Johuston, Ala. Perkins Sut! 
Chamberlain Jones Pomerene Thoma 
Chilton Kern Ransdell Thom] 
Clapp La Follette Robinson Thorn 
Clark, Wyo. Lane Saulsbury Till 
Clarke, Ark. Lea Shafroth Vardat 
Crawford Lewis Sheppard Week 
Cummins McCumber Sherman Wi 
Dillingham Martin, Va. Shively Work 
Fletcher Myers Simmons 

Mr. CUMMINS. I desire to announce that my coll 
KENYON] is absent from the city upon the business o! 
ate. I make that announcement for the day, for ever) 
which may occur. 

Mr. LEA. I again announce the absence of the ju . 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] on official busine 
Senate. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The junior Senator f! 


ginia [Mr. SwANson] is absent on official business. Hi 
chairman of the committee investigating the strike in \\ 
ginia. He is paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
I make this statement to last during the continuance « 
investigation . 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. My colleague [Mr. WAr 
been called from the Chamber on official business. 

Mr. HUGHES. I desire to announce that my colleag 
MAnrtINnE of New Jersey] is absent from the city on ofli: 
ness, being engaged in the investigation of the strike 
in West Virginia. He is paired with the junior Senat 
Iowa [Mr. Kenyon]. This pair will continue during 
sence of my colleague on that investigation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-seven Senato! 
answered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is pr 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, this is a very import: 
tion, and one which it is of interest to the Senate t 
settled in a way which will be satisfactory and in acco! 
with what may be to the best interest of the business 0! 
Senate. It certainly ought not be settled along any | 
lines; and it is a question of such gravity that I think it « 
to have more consideration than would be had upon s! 
vote upon an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
I confess to very great difficulty in the matter myse!! 
of the gravest of the considerations which suggest thems 
my mind is that the rule draws no distinction between \\ 














das to the first reading, the second reading, or the third 

e; and if the ruling of the Chair should become a prece- 

to be thereafter followed, it might be held that no bills 

be read in full at any stage, and that the most important | 

; il bills could be required to be voted upon without being | 
|. I simply suggest that as one of the difficulties, without | 

ng now to discuss it. 

t I rose to suggest was this: In view of the fact that this 

( m has arisen, and that there is evidently a difference of 


n upon it, and in view of the grave consequences which | 

tow from a decision of it, especially under any circum- 
which might zive it a partisan tinge or complexion, 1 | 
to inquire of the Senator from Washington if he will not 
\ iraw his appeal and let this matter, under proper resolu- | 
tion, be referred to the Committee on Rules, and then come | 
| - to the Senate for its consideration and determination after | 
examination. It is too grave a matter to be disposed of | 
$s way. | 


. JONES. I will say to the S tor from Georgia that that | 
’ be entirely agreeable to me, because I suggested a momen 


hat I did not care to raise the particular point at this | 
but in view of the statement of the Chair I felt that the 


ight to be brought to the attention of the Senate. The } 
tion of the Senator from Georgia is entirely agreeable | 


r. BACON. If the Senator from Washington will act upon 


t suggestion, I will undertake to see that there is intro- 
( 1, either by myself or by some one else, such a resolution 





1] enable the matter to be referred to the Committee on 
and let it be carefuliy examined there, and come back 
to the Senate for consideration when it may not be in any 


manner influenced by any partisan considerations or by any 


questions which may now be uppermost in the minds of | 


rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is the judge of 
1 procedure, and can order as it p! 
Mr. JONES. If it is possible to do so, on the suggestion of 
Senator from Georgia, I desire to withdraw the appeal from 
n of the Chair. 


es in such matiers. 








i ceeciszy¢ 


ihe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator withdraws the 
) 


. JONES. And I wish to express the hope that the Senator 


f Georgia will prepare a resolution of the character he has | 


a 


i¢ PRESIDENT pro tempore. In making the ruling tl 
W announced, the Chair did not act hastily or without a 
| opinion based upon examination. 
this matter has been the subject of inquiry by judicial tri- 
3 I 


rly all modern constitution 





bills shall be read on three separate days. The crowded 
n of the calendars of the various State legislatures has 


le it neces 


Z 


iry to expedite their business in order to com- 
within the time usually ifmited the matters necessary to 


stantially to be that di 


does not 


bill 


Phe PRE 

Chair. The bill will be 
The bill (S. 2440) pre 

monument on the grave 

Arlington National Cet 

rie d time by its t 





lisposed of; and they have fallen into tle habit of reading | 


by title on the first and second readings, when they are | 








mel » referred, and the journal bas shown that. 

j natter has been brought into controversy before the 
courts. Upon examining the reason upon which the practice 
rests the courts have readily reached the conclusion that a 


reading by title would satisfy such a provision. The Louisiana 
5 Court has made that decision. It is very true that 
the California Supreme Court decided o vise, but the great 
preponderance of opinion is in favor of it 





proposition that a 
ling by title will answer the parliamentary purposes of the 
lirst and second reading of a bill. 

Here we have habitually dispensed with the first and second 
reading absolutely without ever going through the formality of 
knowing what the text of the bill is) Under the circumstances 
the Chair believed that it was the intention of the makers of the 
rule that it should not be utilized for obstructing the business 
of the Senate, but on proper occasions to inform the Senate and 
to afford an opportunity to investigate the serious matters that 
were to be considered. 

As it is always within the power of the Senate to have any 
paper, bill, or otherwise read upon the demand of the majority 
of the Senate, there seems to be no reason why the rule shall be 
given such a Jax construction as would make it an efficient 
means of delaying the proceedings of the Senate. 

The Chair has no pride of opinion about these matters. He 
is simply trying to do what seems to be consisteyt with the pur- 
poses for which the Senate is organized in carrying on its busi 
ness. The Chair will not regard the withdrawal of the appeal 
aS any accommodation to him. 

Mr. BACON. In order that the matter may be correctly 
Stited in the Recorp, I understand the ruling of the Chair sub- 
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A bill (S. 2461) granting an increase of pension to Sarah But- 
ler (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine (for Mr. BuRLEIGH) : 

A bill (S. 2462) granting an increase of pension to Alice C. 
Sawtelle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 2463) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Gregory (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

by Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 2464) granting an increase of pension to Calvin W. 
Birg, alias Calvin Burton; and 

A bill (S. 2465) granting an increase of pension to William 
O'Callaghan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 2466) for the relief of Elsie McDowell Bunting; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2467) for the relief of F. M. Lyman, jr.; and 

A bill (S. 2468) for the relief of Jacob E. Michael; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2469) for the relief of the Eldredge Bros. Live 
Stock Co., a corporation; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

\ bill (S. 2470) to reinstate Frank Ellsworth McCorkle as a 
eadet at United States Military Academy; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (8S. 2471) for the relief of William R. Boggs and others; 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

A bill (8S. 2472) to correct the military record of Herman von 
Werthern; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 2473) for the relief of Alice H. Morse; and 

\ bill (S. 2474) for the relief of Mrs. Jarvis M. Williams; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2475) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor F. 
Goodale (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2476) granting an increase of pension to Jésephine 
M. Downes (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2477) granting an increase of pension to Emily A. 
Potter (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2478) granting an increase of pension to Harriet C. 
Squire (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. :479) granting an -acrease of pension to Laura H. 
Lathrop (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2480) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Boyd (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2481) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
F. Nearing (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8S. 2482) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
S. B. Ramsay (with accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 2483) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Spence; and 

A bill (S. 2484) granting a pension to David Hurbert; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (8S. 2485) granting an increase of pension to Henry P. 
Wilcox; 

A bill (S. 2486) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Brann; 

A bill (S. 2487) granting a pension to Paul L. Bahr; 

A bill (S. 2488) granting a pension to John Cooper; 

A bill (S. 2489) granting a pension to Arthur W. S. Maw; 

A bill (S. 2490) granting a pension to Walter F. Davidson; 
and 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ing 
the Senator from Washington if it is his purpose to o| 
the second reading of this bill? 

-Mr. JONES. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection of t! 
tor from Washington is comprehensive, and without es 
tention to each bill presented, the Secretary will read 
the first time. 

The Secretary. By the Senator from New Me) 
CaTRON], a bill granting an increase of pension to | 
Chavez de Montano. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go o 
The SEcRETARY. sy the Senator from California 
KINS], a bill granting to the city and county of San | 
certain rights of way in, over, and through certain pu 
the Yosemite National Park and Stanislaus Nationa 
and certain lands in the Yosemite National Park, the St 
National Forest, and the public lands in the State of « 


| and for other purposes. 


A bill (S. 2491) granting a pension to John Cooper; to the | 


Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (S. 2492) for the relief of Paymaster Alvin Hovey- | 


King, United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A bill introduced on Friday 
last under objection went over for a day, and it will now be read 
the first time. 

The Secretary. By the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mar- 
TINE], a bill to provide for the placing of the temporary em- 
ployees of the Census Bureau on the permanent roll of the civil 
service. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 

The SrcreTary. By the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
Catron], a bill to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon in the city of Clayton, in 
the State of New Mexico. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go oy 
The Secrerary. By the Senator from Colorado [M 
ROTH] a bill granting an increase of pension to W. H 

A bill granting a pension to Helena A. Edie; and 

A bill granting an increase of pension to John Wa 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will ¢ 

The Secretary. By the Senator from South D 
CRAWFORD] a bill to regulate the employment of agent: 
and attorneys engaged to secure the passage or defe: 
lation by Congress; to prohibit persons and corporati 
ested in the passage or defeat of legislation, and thei 
agents, and attorneys, from attempting to influence M: 
the Senate and House of Representatives other than by 
written arguments and briefs submitted to regularly « 
committees; providing for a return of expenses in 
prescribing penalties for the violation of the provisi: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go o 

Mr. SMOOT. I introduce the following bills. 

Mr. JONES. I object to the introduction of the | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills under 
tion of the Senator from Washington will go over ! 

The Secretary will read the bills by title. 

The Secretary. A bill to provide for agricultural « 
coal lands in Alaska; 

A bill to amend an act entitled “An act relative t 
zances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and 
certain corporations to be accepted as surety thereon,’ 
August 13, 1894; and 

A bill to provide for the erection of a public | 
Cedar City, Utah. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to ask if this reading of ihe 
be considered as the first reading? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; that order v 
Jaxed, and the bills will be received, their introduct 
been objected to. 

Mr. BRADY. I present a private bill for the reli 
liam P. Havenor, which I understand the Senator f! 
ington will not object to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it is a pension ! 
private-claim bill, it may be handed to the Secretary 
be referred. The Senator from Washington has ind 
he has no objection to bills taking that course if t 
introducing them presents them at the desk. 

Mr, CUMMINS. I present the following bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go o 
Mr. LEWIS. I introduce a bill, to be referred to 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, under 0! 
will go over for a day. Are there further bills or ji 

lutions? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I have a bill wl 
sire to introduce, and I desire to make a brief stat 
connection with it. It is a bill providing for mediat 
ciliation, and arbitration in controversies between cert 
ployers and their employees. It represents the work ol! 
mittee consisting 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, is this discussion gol! 
unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can only proceed bj 
mous consent. 

Mr. JONES. I shall have to object, as I objected 
Senators. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state to the Senator that ! 
pose is simply to indicate that this bill is an enlargemen! 
Erdman Act. 


iit’ 
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| 
‘ir. JONES. I shall have to object to the discussion of the | ee Se eee ee. ae Le 8] nae : emed For 
Henator from Nevada. | sale or aan hase as aforesaid of tton | rv future delive 
ir. NEWLANDS. It was prepared - and by the persons herein mentioned shall be in writi ‘] ly : 
(the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must state to the | mah ee ~~ > oe a an a indicatin ; a parti ereto d 
senator from Nevada that the Senator from Washington has | gece" Anat the Secretary of the Treasure le her aca — 
objected to the discussion of it. The Chair does not see any | empowered to make, prescribe, and publish all 
sible objection to the Senator from Nevada addressing him- Seeetene cal p+ aa oe oe a deme A 
self briefly to the Senator from Washington, with a view of | jg hereby authorized to require all persons coming \ oes 
‘ iining the necessity of the measure and wiv he should | to keep such records and systems of iting 
li e an exception in this case. } rect y dis I se t a a sactions In col n et n wi whic » h 
Mr. NEWLANDS. That is my purpose. | sary to conduct the inspection necessary to collect. the ta 
Mr. JONES. The Senator can not convince me that I should | authorized, and otherwise to enforee this statute i oall 
make an exception in this case, ee ee nee in pursuance thereof, as in | 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to make a statement to the Sen- | “Spc — "That the tax authorised by the faverote weet ; 
itor from Washington, with the hope that he will withdraw his | declared to be a lien upon the property of every « 
; : and upon the exchange membership of evs n er f 
objection. — ‘ 5 the contract for sales or purchases of cotton 1 iture 
Mr. JONES. I shall have to object to a statement being Honed in section “a ann anil) Gem the prot 
de to me at this time. | to any contract for the sale or purchase « rtton 
fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the face of the objection | Any cotton exchange, board of trade, or other sim 
the Chair will state to the Senator from Nevada that debate | ton exchange, board of trade. or other similar place v 
this time will not be in order. The Senator from Wash- | for the sale or purchase of cotton for future d 
ington has announced definitely that he will not yield, and there as ae aan or ope ~ os i : a 
is no way to do it. shall evade, or attempt to evade, the payment of t UX 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I will offer this bill, then. |: ti ine - OF shall othe rwise \ lolate tt tat ° or al 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On objection, the bill will | « anon, on anon m1 ietion the reof shali pay a fine in a1 
lie over for a day. } | than $1,000 nor more than $20,000 ind in ea of 1 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I introduce a bill granting to the town | Sens or unincorporated associations of persons lating tl 
of Nevadaville, Colo., the right to purchase certain lands for | ae punishment by imprisonment for no’ a oe come 
? } mo than three yeal may be imposed, at the d on « 
the protection of its water supply. SE¢ That the payment of the tax levied under aut 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado en — sha | not exempt any person frot penalty ¢ 
offers a bill, which, under objection, will go over for a day. | eeeineneier eer aan aed “- . ee oe ee ee Shae 
Mr. BRISTOW. Let me inquire as to the disposition of the | taxes imposed by said section “be held to prol 
resolution offered by the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. KEenN- | ™uUnicipality from linposing a tax on the s ul 1 
yon] at the last session. COMMITTEE SERVI 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That comes up under another Mr. KERN. T ask for the adoption of the following o1 
order. | with reference to committee assignments 
Mr. BRISTOW. It will come up automatically. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is a privileged 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will come up auto | presented by the Senator from Indiana which the Secretary 
matically when the present order of business has been con- | wil! read. 
cluded. | The order was read and agreed to, as follow: 
AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. Ordered, That James Hawitzon Lewis. Scnator 1 ' 
Mr. THOMAS submitted an amendment conferring jurisdic- | appointed a member of the Committee ¢ Indi \ fl 
tion upon the United States Court of Claims to hear, determine, | vacaney caused by the resignation of Senator ‘Tu FON U 
and render final judgment, with the right of appeal, as in other | On motion of Mr. Kern, it was 
cases, in any action which may be brought in the court by any | Ordered, That Senator Gorr be assigned to the place on tl 
Indian nation, tribe, or band which has been recognized as such om an 7 Inter cate Comm ree made vacant by the re 
nation, tribe, or band by the United States, ete., intended to be | AY senators Thomas he iii tn te abe dae 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was | Irrigation and Reclan m of Arid Lands mas nt | 
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. tion of Senator Gore therefrom, 
THE TARIFF. AMENDMENT OF TH 
Mr. WORKS submitted five amendments intended to be pro-| Mr. BACON. I desire to give notice that di a n 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and | of the next legislative day of the Senate, or, on a later da I 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, | Wil! offer an amendment as follows to the second paragraph of 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered | Rule XIV of the Standing Rules of the Senate, to w 
to be printed. | At the conelt sion of the said ond para ap of Lid KR ‘ 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I submit an amendment intended | Pepa i, eeert Pn ee oe See Snare. 3 ih 
to be proposed by me to the bill (H. R. 3821) to reduce tariff |to wit: bien 
duties and to provide revenue for the Government, and for other | “?rovided, That the first or second readir f each bill o1 
purposes, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and re- | T°So'Utlon May be by tlle only, ani ' = ee 


3 e “a otherwise order.”’ 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


There being no objection, the amendment was referred to the 

Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 
_Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas to 
the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for 
the Government, and for other purposes, viz: Add as new sections after 
the end of line 6 on page 168 at end of section 2, the following: 


INHABITED ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Mr. WORKS. I submit a resolution which under the 

practice of the Senate I suppose will go over un 

I give notice that I will desire to take it up to-morrow 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Se 

resolution. 


‘SecTion —. That upon each sale, agreement of sale, or agreement The Secretary rend the resolution (S. Ie 107) fo 
to sell, or upon each purchase, agreement of purchase, or agreement to eal” lives +} es . f the District of ¢ 
purchase of any cotton for future delivery, at or on any cotton exchange, | ,, Resolved, That the Cc ore eee 
or board of trade, or other similar place, or by any person acting in | they are hereby, directed to furnish aaah salt Seen 
conformity to the rules and regulations of any such cotton exchange, | #24 occupations of all persons ow ston aa the @ & 
board of trade, or other similar place, there is hereby levied a tax of | Within what are known and designated a ” ; 

f 


the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES. Let the resolution go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash 
ton objects, and the resolution goes over. 


ne-tenth of 1 cent per pound in all cases where the cotton men- 
tioned and described in such contract is not actually delivered, in good 
faith, in compliance with such contract, by the seller to the buyer therein 
respectively named. Any sale, agreement of sale, or agreement to sell, 
tr any purchase, agreement of purchase, or agreement to purchase of 
i cotton for future delivery at or on any cotton exchange, board of 
trade, or other similar place, or by any person acting in conformity to 
0 





TABLE OF IMPORTS. 
he rules and regulations of any such cotton exchange, board of trade, or 
ther similar place, in any foreign country, where the order for such 

sale or purchase has been transmitted from ihe United States to such for- 

eign country and either the buyer or the seller described in such con- 
tract of sale or purchase is at the time of the execution thereof a resi- ' { 
dent of the United States, shall be deemed and considered in all re- | amount, that I have had prepared a table showing the importa 

Spects a uals agreement of sale, or a 7 sell, or eo tion for the years 1907 

agreement of purchase, or agreement to purchase for future delivery o : Thre a be ; meeeding hr sanimous 
the cotton deseribed therein within the meaning of this section, and shall Mr. JONES. Mr. President, is this preceeding by unaniimou 

be subject to the tax levied by this section. A corporation organized i consent? 


Mr. SMOOT. I have received so many letters as 
information as to the amount of importation, whether free o1 
dutiable, and the equivalent ad valorems upon the du 


L—122 





1936 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah has 
not stated for what purpose he As soon as the Chair 
learns what he desires to do he can answer the question of the 


arose. 


Senator from Washington. 
Mr. SMOOT. I intend to ask unanimous consent for the 
printing of this table. Does the Senator from Washington 


object ? 
Mr. JONES. I 
quorum, 


do. I desire to suggest the absence of a 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator—— 

Mr. ASHURS'1 Mr. President, if I am in order I rise to 
move that the resolution 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, a point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 


ington has suggested the absence of a quorum. 
Mr. ASHURST. I beg pardon. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
roll. 


The Secretary will call the 





The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Ashurst Fletcher Mvers Smith, Ga. 
Bacon Goff Newlands Smith, Md. 
Bankhead Gore O'Gorman Smith, 8. Cc. 
Bradley Gronna Owen Smoot 
Brady Hollis Page Sterling 
Bristow James Perkins Stone 
Burton Johnson, Me Pomerene Sutherland 
Catron Johnston, Ala. Ransdell Thomas 
Chamberlain Jones Robinson Thompson 
Chilton Kern Saulsbury Thornton 
Clapp Lane Shafroth Weeks 
Clark, Wyo. Lea Sheppard Williams 
Clarke, Ark. Lewis Sherman Works 
Crawford McCumber Shively 
Dillingham Martin, Va. Simmons 


Mr. BRADY. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Boran] is absent in West Virginia attending the duties of the 
investigating committee. I will let this announcement stand for 
the day. 


Mr. CATRON. My colleague [Mr. Fatt] is absent. He is 
paired on all matters with the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 


Situ], who is also absent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
answered to their names. 


Fifty-eight Senators have 
A quorum of the Senate is present. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, executive clerk, announced that the President had, on 
May 29, 19138, approved and signed the following joint resolu- 
tion ; 

S. J. Res. 30. Joint resolution extending the leave of absence 
of Mrs. A. E. Grant, 

ST. LOUIS & SAN FRANCISCO RAILROAD CO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution coming over from a former day, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution 105, submitted by Mr. 
IKKENYON on the 5th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission investigate, if it 
has not the evidence on hand, and report to the Senate all the facts 
and circumstances concerning the purchase of the Chicago & Eastern 


lilinois Railroad by the St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad Co. and 
the subsequent receivership of both railroads; such information to 
contain the amount paid per share for both common and preferred 
stock of the Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad by the St. Louis & 
San Francisco Railroad Co.; the time of the .issuance of such stock 
and the amount thereof; guaranties, if any, made with reference 


thereto; amount of the bonds issued by the St. Louis & San Francisco 
Railroad Co. at the time of the purchase of the said Chicago & Eastern 
Illinois Railroad ; the location of the holders of said bonds; the amount 
of the same held in this country and abroad; and all the facts and cir- 
cumstances involved in any way in the transactions between said rail- 
road companies; and all the facts and circumstances leading up to said 
receiverships, and the progress of said ré verships to date; also the 
names and the capitalization and bond issues of all railroad or bridge 
companies controlled by said St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad Co.; 
the time of such acquisitions, how acquired, amount of bonds issued at 
the time of such acquisitions; and all facts or cireumstances involved 
in such purchase or control. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion of the resolution, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, regarding this resolution, 
which was offered by the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. KEn- 
Yon], I wish to say that I have interviewed the chairman of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and he thinks it desirable that 
this investigation should be had. I hope that it will result in 
some recommendations to Congress regarding the federation of 
State railroads into one organization for ithe purpose of engag- 
ing in interstate commerce. 

The St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad Co. is both an 
operating and a holding company, organized under the laws of 
Missouri. Under its charter some 50 or 60 railroads of vary- 
ing length, in various States, have been gathered together into 





The question is on the adop- 
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one great organization, covering a mileage of about 7.500 
for the purpose of more effectively engaging in interstat 
portation. 

I have long been of the view, Mr. President, that ( 
should legislate upon this subject in such a way as to ; 
either a national incorporation law, with a view to uni 
one ownership noncompetitive railways that are intended ; 
gage on a large scale in interstate transportation, or s 
providing for national holding companies under which 
union of railroads can be accomplished. As it we fi 
though the purpose these railroads have in their union 
state and national, yet the law under which this purpos 
complished is a State and not a national law. Thus 
the evil of the laws of different States authorizing the 
tion of holding companies, with insufficient restrictio) 
capitalization and with insufficient control as to their o; 

This practice has been recognized, and almost all t] 
systems of railway, instead of being unionized or fede 
der a national iaw, have been unionized or federated und 
laws. AS a consequence, we have a great laxity regard 
eapitalization of these holding companies and regard 
issue of stocks and bonds. In this case the railroad c 
tion in stock and bonds for these 7,500 miles of railway, 
gates nearly $75,000 a mile, which would appear to be 
large aggregate when we consider the character of the 
through which these railways run. 

I hope that the Interstate Commerce Commission will | 
this question, and, under the power of recommendation 
that commission by the organic law, that they will mal 
suggestion to Congress regarding national legislation t] 
cure this evil; that will furnish national machinery fo 
izing the railroads for national purposes, and which wi 
proper restraints against excessive capitalization. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on a; 
to the resolution offered by the junior Senator from Tov 
KENYON]. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ii f 
the Secretary what business has transpired since the t roll 
call. [A pause.] The Secretary informs the Chair t] 
have been numerous bills introduced. The Secretary 
the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Sena 
swered to their names: 





is, 


Ashurst Goff Norris Smith, § 
Bacon Gore O'Gorman Smoo 
Bankhead Gronna Owen Steph 
Bradley Hollis Page Sterli 
Brady James Perkins Stone 
Bristow Johnson, Me, Pomerene Suther! 
Burton Johnston, Ala, Ransdell Thoma 
Catron Jones Robinson Thom) 
Chamberlain Kern Saulsbury Thornt 
Chilton Lane Shafroth Vardar 
Clapp Lea Sheppard Weeks 
Clark, Wyo. Lewis Sherman Willia 
Clarke, Ark. MeCumber Shively Worl 
Crawford Martin, Va. Simmons 

Dillingham Myers Smith, Ga. 


Fletcher Newlands Smith, Md. 

Mr. LEA. I again announce the absence of the juni 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] on important publir 
I make that announcement for the day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The announcem 
senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Lea] will accou 
absence of the junior Serfator from Tennessee [Mr. S 

Mr. ASHURST. My colleague, the Senator from 
[Mr. SmirH], is absent from the Senate on important 

Mr. FLETCHER. I desire to announce that my 
[Mr. Bryan] is unavoidably absent. He is paired \ 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowNnsenp]. I make t 
nouncement for the day. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to announce that the junior 
from Michigan [Mr. TowNsENp] is absent on public bi 
will let that announcement stand for the remainder of 

Mr. WEEKS. I desire to announce that my colle 
Lopcr] is unavoidably absent. I make that announ 
the day. He is paired with the Senator from Ge 
Smit]. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-one Senators ! 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is p! 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the remarkable perfor 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones], which he ! 
earrying on here to the absolute disgust of every Senato! 
floor for nearly a week, is predicated, as we all un 
upon the failure of the Senate to adopt a resolution gi\ 
an additional $1,200 clerk. That is a most grievous thin: 
great public wrong which no doubt justifies this re 
and most unusual action on the part of the Senator fro! 















proposition that if the Senator from Washington will pre- 
a subscription paper, I will get one of the pages to cireu- 
it nmong Senators, and I think we can raise 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
the Senator from Missouri is bordering pretty closely upon 


n. With a view to ending this farce, I am going to make | 
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lation of the rules of the Senate, and the Chair suggests | 


he take notice of that fact. 

| TONE. I think we can raise enough to pay a clerk for 
mths, and then go on with the business of the Senate. 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop 
f the resolution submitted by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 

ON | 


e resolution was agreed to. 
ARMOR PLATE FOR VESSELS OF THE NAVY. 


ASHURST. Mr. President, some weeks since I intro- 
( 1 a resolution, being Senate resolution No. 78, directing the 
- tary of the Navy to transmit certain information to the 
te with reference to the cost of armor plate for the last 25 


s. I simply rise to ask unanimous consent that that resolu 
} 


tuken from the table, where it now lies, and that it be | 


“l to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRESIDENT pro tempore It does not require unani 


consent to refer to a committee a bill or resolution. 


ASHURST. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
be so referred. 
Ter? 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked 
» Senator from Arizona for the reference of Senate resolu 
No. TS to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

JONES. I do not understand that it requires unanimous 
nt to do that. I object to the unanimous-consent proposi- 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ari 
move that the resolution be referred to the committee? 
ASHURST. If the Senator from Washington objects to 
mous consent being given 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing 

objects to unanimous consent. 

Mr. ASHURST. I move that Senate resolution 7S be referred 

the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arizons 
moves that Senate resolution 78 be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I wish to be heard for just 

moment. I rose to make this motion because I believe the 
resolution should go to the Committee on Naval Affairs. It has 
been lying upon the table for some time. That was my primary 
motive. My secondary motive was to see if I could draw forth 
an objection from the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones]. 


very close. I value his friendship highly, and I believe he has 
own himself to be a good Senator until very recently. 

Mr. President, the man who wastes his money is not a useful 
man in business; the man who wastes his substance is not a 
useful man in the economy of the Nation; but the man who 
wastes his time—— 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ari- 
zona yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. ASHURST. I decline to yield, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arizona 
declines to yield. 

Mr. ASHURST. The man who wastes his time wastes his 
life, because a human life is made up of time. The man who 
wastes his own time does himself an injury, while the man 
who wastes not only his own time but the time of other people 
does a grave injustice to other people and approaches the fron- 
tier line of culpability very closely. I desire in a spirit of 
friendship to say that I believe when the Senator from Wash- 
ington reflects upon his conduct and observes that he is not 
only wasting his own time but the time of the ambassadors 
from 48 sovereign States, called here under the Constitution to 
deal with the complex and ever-present propositions of State 
and National sovereignty and the destinies of 90,000,000 people, 
he will realize that the time of these ambassadors, these Sen 
ators, should not be wasted in frivolity. We should be about 
the business of the people. We should be attending to our 
duties. I hope the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] will 
ho longer continue this filibuster, which does no credit to the 
Senate and reflects no credit upon himself. The Senator should 
hot resort to such a method except in defense of a vital 
principle. 

_ Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I tried to interrupt the Senator 
in order to save the valuable time of the many ambassadors 











who are here by the suggestion to him that I 
his motion 





| The PRESIDENT pro tempore rhe questi son 
} tion of the Senator from Arizona that te 1 
7S be referred to the Committee on Naval Aff 
The motion was agreed to; and tl resolu iW 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, as follows 
| WI s bids were opened by t Secreta of t N in 
1915, for furnishing armor pla for t 
Where the I i 
in t State of I inia 
} ft mnfer i i 
per te aod 
Wi ' e then 8 etar N ! 
| tion 1 le on the f t s 
ed t ! 1 
ivanece the ' 
| tract. awards t \ 
} practical j j 
| the thre ! l 
| Wh I Ss il ved t 
| they comy na ) t { | 
cont et varded by the 
of t $25 per ton hig r than t 
0 t of the Navy | 
] That tl s ‘ 
aire G f ard to Ss 
rep t 1 the iount i 
Na I @ the ist 2 
nat ot the tt or ¢o t 
INVESTIGATION OI ATTEMPTS 1 I N 
Mr. WILLIAMS. From the < nittes » A 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate I 1 rt | 
j} ably, with an amendment, Senate re l 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The S r fro 
sippi, from the Committe to Aud nel ¢ t! ( 


Expenses of the Senate, reports a v 
tary will read. 


The Secretary read the resolution (S. Tk 
Mr. OVERMAN on the 5th instant, as fo 


‘lobby being maintained in Was 


} resolution of M iy 2, 191 a | a 
|} the contingent fund « the S te 
chairman of the Committe on | Jud 


rhe personal friendship existing between himself and myself is | 


subcommittee thereot 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask unanimovs consent f i 
consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator f MM 
asks unanimous consent that the res tion 1 rted 
may be considered at this time. Is there obje 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senat 
ton objects. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Do T underst:und the S« 
ington to object to the request ? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘This is a resolution to pay the ey 


the committee that is trying to find a lobby | 

Mr. JONES. I desire to suggest to the Senator 
sippi that probably it would not be out of | for the 
able Senators to pay out of their own pock whatevel 


may be attached to the investigation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator permit » to 
why he objects? 

Mr. JONES. I have been objecting to alm t ever 


for unanimous consent to-day, and I do not feel that 


make an exception in this case 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator tell 1 why 
jecting to nearly everything to-day? 

Mr. JONES. I have too much confid 


gence of my friend from Mississippi to |! \ { hye 
know why these objections are being mad 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have been informed t 
business began at the last session of the S { 
not here, and really I have be 1 informed tl th N 
holding up the Senate and the country because he y 
ditional clerk for certain Senator Is that tl 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I am not h 
I am simply asking that these matters be conducted 


to the rules of this honorable body. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. But do I understand that really, n 
der it all, as a matter of “ honest-Injun” trutl t} 
down South, the real reason why the Senator is holdt 
business of 90,000,006 of people is because he want 
Senators to have additional clerks, and that until t 
consents to that he will not consent to having the Si 
business? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President. of course. I do not k: 


the understanding of the Senator from Missis pi 


anding, 


Presi- 
inimous 


ri} Micci 
ine Vi LSS1S- 


unanim 
m Washing- 


he objects to 


mm Washing- 
thing before 


. — 
ion wuieon 


The 


CS. 


be 


rea 


as follows: 


resolution will 


Res. 108), 

United State Supreme 
; and 295, ‘ ge T. 1pson 
pard et al., d l 1913, be 
t 10.000 additional | s thereof be 


tempore. 
ution 


Court in 


4 Sir 


folding roor 


Mr. President, I ask una S 


consent 


sideration of the resolution. 


Florida 
of the 
objection? 

nt matter, and I 


The Ser from 
present consideration 
re ad. Is the re 
r this a very import: 
3 if the Senator will cl 
that these documents shal 
will get his proportional part. I do not 
whether that would be done under tl esolution or not. 
r. FLETCHER. That would follow under the resolution. 
JONES. I understand from some Senators that that 


ro tempore. 
for the 
been 


1ator 


ili, 
be distributed so 
senator 


e I 
} 
\f» 
\ir. 


follow 
SMOOT., 


Mr. President, under the resolution that would 
follow. As I understand, the copies are to be printed for 
use of the Senate and would go to the document room. 
LETCHER 
would be prorated among the every docu- 
then the extra copies would go to the document room. 
r. JONES tut I wish the extra copies to be allotted to 
ors, because every Senator will have a great many 

; for the important decisions. I think th ought to be 
rtioned among the Senators and not mply given to the 
persons who go there and apply for them. If the Senator 
will amend as to meet situation, I shall 
have no objection whatever. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I am perfectly willing to do that. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let me suggest Senator that his resolu- 
tion be modified so as to provide that the 10,000 additional 
copies shall go to the folding room; then every Senator will 

t his pro rata of the number. If they go to the document 

ym Senators will get them as they call for them. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I that the word “document” 
nged to ‘“ folding,’ so that the resolution will provide that 
10,000 copies shall go to the folding room. 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 

tril the word “ document” and 

there is objection, that 

hears no objection. Is there objec- 
consideration oi the resolution? 


pro 


en Senators as 


Se 
ap] si 
firs 

solution that 


his ré so 


to the 


S oO 
ask 
“o 
from Florida 
insert 
will be 


ss fo strike oul 
ldil . a Unk 
agreed to. 

m to the 


The Senate, | 


present 
iy uhanimous consent, eded to ¢ 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The qu 
to the lution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I understand t 
now ipon the adoption of the resolution? 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. It 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to be heard in some very relevant 
regard to that question. 

A moment ago 
was holding up the business of the Senate and of the country, 
no reply except a sort of a defiance hurled at me, 
inviting me to make a reply for myself. That left me to guess 
at what his intentions were. I had much preferred to have 


estion is on agreeing 
res 
he question 
is | 
is. 
arks in 
Ss I 
nd obtained 


| “ Beef!” 
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the American soldiery as in full panoply of war, fighting for 
liberty against British oppression. After drawing a picture 
of all America at that day at a very acute stage, he said that 
there was hurled at the ear of night the hoarse voice of one 
John Hook, who was screaming through the American Army, 
“ Beef!” “ Beef!” 
I have never seen anything come much nearer a reproduction 
of that picture than what is going on now. Here are the sworn 
represe! ives of 90,000,000 people, expected to attend to t 
pub business and to expedite it to the best of their ability, 
when there is hurled upon the startled ear of night the hoarse 
voice of the Senator from Washington, or perhaps the hoarse 
voice of a parrot somewhere, exclaiming, “‘ Jones wants a 
clerk!” “JoNES wants a clerk!” “Jones wants a clerk!” 
The Senator m [Mr. StTone] comes into ft] 
Chamber and tries to fix the annual relations between us and 
the only native American men in this country—to get a hea 
and there comes an objet 
Somebody asks why, and echo answers: 
sa ch “ Jones wants a clerk!” 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis 
sissippi yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. One word, and I will. Then 
Mr. JONES. It is right at this point that I wish to make : 
observation. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


fre Missouri 


‘tion 
“ JON! e 
* JONES wants a clerk ! 


to everything. 


wel 19? 


4 


Does the Senator from Mis 


| sissippi yield to the Senator from Washington? 


ge the language | 


| ing. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well. 

Mr. JONES. I simply wanted to say that evidently the Se 
ator from Mississippi had not answered the call of the Senate 
and was not here when the objection was made, because thie 
objection did not come from the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well; then I have only made a mis 
take about the incident and none as to the soul of the proceed 
If somebody else had not objected, I suspect the Senator 


| from Washington would have objected. 


| to public issues, and he is silenced, too; and the gentle shephe 


| “ Jones wants a clerk!’ 


lirst there would be printed 1,000 copies, | 


| prepare tariff bills, because we must be here to see 


| ton. 
| wanting a clerk. 


| a national issue, I 


re. | can not do a thing; 


But that is not all. There steps into the Senate the Senator 
from Mississippi, desirous of making brilliant remarks relevan 
rd 
asks why, and echo answers: “ Because Jones wants a clerk!” 
> “ Jones wants a clerk!” 

Mr. President, since John Hook went through the American 
Army, disregardful of all the great acute crises of patriotism sur 
rounding him, screaming “ Beef!” “Beef!” “ Beef!” nothing 
precisely like this has presented itself to the American people. We 
we can scarcely get this body adjourned to 
go out and attend the meetings of subcommittees; we can not 
what 
going on; and no business can be done on the floor 
Senate because the Senator from Washington wants a clerk. 

I served in the other House with the Senator from Washing 
I served with him here. I am very fond of him. But | 
really do think he is making too much of a big thing about his 
That it is a large thing, I have no doub 
That it is of immense importance, I have no doubt. That it is 
have no doubt. But I do contend that it 


the 


of 


S 


| not so great a national issue as attending to the people's busi- 


be | 


ness day by day. 
Mr. President, in my opinion there is a sacred right to fili 
buster now and then when a great cause is at stake, when 


| great principle is at stake, when a people's civilization is 


the word | 
considered | 


nsider the | 


stake, when something that is vital is up for consideration, and 
when it is desired that legislative action shall be held ba: 

until the American people can take due notice and instruct thei 
representatives. But this is the first time in my life I have eve 
known the entire business of the country to be held up by a 


| one-man filibuster, with no rhyme nor reason in it except the 


ia 


eonstant iteration and reiteration of the phrase “ Jones wants 
elerk!” I submit to my friend from Washington that 
issue is entirely too small, that the amount in the pot is entirely 
too little for the ante demanded in order to play the game. 

It does not concern these 90,000,000 people whether the Sena- 
tor from Washington gets an additional clerk or not. It is a 


the 


| secondary matter; in fact, I might say it is a sort of tertiary 


i asked the Senator from Washington why he | 


had him state why he was holding up the business of the coun- | 


try He leaves me, therefore, to draw my own inference. 


Something over 100 years ago Patrick Henry described Amert- | 


won 


en as standing upon the tiptoe of expectancy, waiting 
he 


of American defeats or victories. He then described 


| 


matter. They are paying money every day for him and me and 
everybody else to stay here and attend to public business. For 
the last three sessions of this body they have been paying what- 
ever it costs this body to carry on a day’s proceedings multiplied 
by three in order that he might impress the Senate with the 
idea that he needed and ought to have a clerk, and perhaps that 
some other Senators needed and ought to have clerks. 

That is not all, Mr. President. I was once in the minority 
myself, strange as it may seem. In fact, I have an indistinct 
recollection of spending about 16 years in the minority, on the 




















































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE | 


oo 
——_ 
° 
ww 
sa 
= 

















‘ For some time upon this The PRESIDEN' ( 
s » clerks. I heard no | S« or from Ney 
i+ ind pro ail ing th t ’ 2 } cnty of ‘ 
e that I should be " \ 
g y there never was a day I Ss ra \ 1 2 
when I did it have ist I hiz 1 oO 
ym V iington has to do Mr. NEWLANDS Now | i i 
[ » i ] > Te ‘ I i 
ter to be brought into Phe PRESIDENT 
great semirevolutionary | of the 8S Ss] = 
blie attention upon a | | 
“it question, should not be made ridiculous by being brought Mr. FLETCHER. |] : 
wh to this sort of level. I am astonished at it more because | for a few 1 : I « { \ 
comes from the Senator from Washington than if it had come | d Os f this bill. I { ! 1 
from almost anybody else in this body, because he has a sense | not like to ’ ‘ 
of humor; he has a sense of proportion; and he ought to have Mr. NEWLANDS If the S m W 
seen the discrep: ney between the nec ssity of earrvit r on the interpose al objecti d | i i 
reat business “of a great people upon the one hand and the |; unanim« consent that tl 1 
small question of JoNes wanting a clerk upon the other. I hope Mr. SMOOT. I suppose the S¢ | 
e will put an end to it by his own free and voluntary action ke to have the unfinished 
nd let the representatives of the people in the Senate of the Mr. NEWLANDS L do 
United States proceed with the public business unfinished business. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I can not help but think about | Mr. SMOOT. It w ‘ 
the great proposition of filling some post offices that animated | The PRESIDENT pro t re. If 
the Senator from Mississippi not very many months ago in hold- | mous consent without displ: ie un 
1g up the business of the Senate in order that some of his Mr. NEWLANDS., I ask, then, thout ¢ 
friends might get hold of them. But I am not going to subject | ished business, unanimous nsent for t ert of 1 : 
myself, in answering him, to the further criticism of my friend | with the accompanying state t, in the 
from Arizona as to wasting the time of the ambassadors. It The PRESIDENT pro tempore Is { re ¢ 
seemed to me that I should rise at the conclusion of the remarks | Mr. JONES. There is no d bt but tl 1 
of the Senator from Mississippi and suggest that we have been | ment will be p1 | l 1 t, but I ’ 
wasting now for probably 15 or 20 minutes the important time | expression, “ play any favorites 
of these great ambassadors. And, Mr. President, I suggest the | have to object 
absence of a quorum. The PRESIDENT pro t 0 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, before that is - unfinished business will be pr d 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from Washing a 
ton having suggested the absence of a quorum, the Secretary ee 
will call the roll. The Senate, as in com! tee of the WI 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators | sider the bill (S. 2258) to extend the pr 
answered to their names: | of the customs service for a period of two ye 
\shurst Fletcher Martin, Va. Smith, S. Cc, rted from the Col tee on ¢ ! with ! 
Bac Goff Myers oI , to strike out all after the e1 z ‘ na 
Bradley Gore Nev Stepl n 
I tow Gronna Nort St ng I t time t I I 
ton Hollis O'Gorman Stone things authorized to 1 i 
( n J Page Sutherland of « pte ) t S I 
( nberlain Johnston, Ala Perkins Thomas proj s 
Chilton Jones Ransdell thompson I 
Clapp Kern Robinson rhornton } 24, 1912, in so 
Clark, Wyo. La Follett Saulsbury Vardaman | service, shall be extended un J 1, 191 
Clarke, Ark Lane Shafroth Week rhat timat S 
Crawford Lea Sheppard Williams be o1 nt t ! 
illingham L, Sherman Works rganization ordered by 
all McLean Smith, Md | haif of tl f ul y 14 l 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-five Senators having | +f a, 
answered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. | total ‘ 
The question is on the adoption of the resolution offered by the } t! 1 1a ! 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Fiercuer]. | less $500,000. 
he resolution was agreed to. | The PRESIDENT p ‘ i 
ARBITRATION BETWEEN RAILROAD COMPANIES AND EMPLOYEES | Se tne an dment rte ‘ ‘ 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I move that the bill which I offered during | Mr. SMOOT. Mr. P 
the morning hour with reference to mediation, conciliation, and | been Same eS . owt 
arbitration between railroad companies and their employees | th ' na to the pre : ; 
printed in the Recorp with the statement that this bill was | ‘©#?rh of ly S00d reas a ! 
prepared by a committee consisting of five of the presidents of | In the first piace ‘formed 
the great railway systems of the country, five of the repre- | Operation the change de 
sentatives of the various railroad organizations, such as the | SUbmitted by President Taft | 
locomotive engineers, railroad trainmen, and so forth. and five | there was not time in which to eu 
of the representatives of the Civic Federation, and this bill that is one of > first questions ¢t 
epresents their work in the improvement and-enlargement of | I have no doubt, M Pre 
the Erdman Act. Acting in cooperation with this committee | © Pass this bill t 
were the Chief Justice of the Commerce Court, Judge Knapp, | @@y of July of tl qal 
and the Commissioner of Labor, Mr. Neill. | I notice in the « f t 


Mr. SMOOT. Did I understand the Senator to make a | the number is 124, and ‘ : , C40 
motion that the bill be printed in the Recorp? |} and that of the port f entry t f enti 
Mr. NEWLANDS. That it be printed in the Recorp. | delivery in charge of t t 
Mr. SMOOT. I do not know whether that motion is in order. | tors the number vw be reduced from oof ft 
I have always understood that when documents were printed in | re ion frou , 
the Recorp it was done by unanimous consent. ll not 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate can control | the elimination or U lat f 
almost anything by a majority vote, unless a limitation is found | For instance, in Maine there are day 14 rd 
in the rules. | Under the reorganized plan there will be but 1 dist I 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state that this is a matter of great that district will not only clud he 14 fM 
interest not only to all the railway employees in the country | but it will include New Hampshire well 


but all railway officials and to the public at large, for we all | I notice also that there are a number of M 
know that serious controversies are now pending between the | will be ports of entry, but not wit Le tor \ 


railways and their employees regarding wages, and it is desir- | deputy collector will have charge of the part of 
able that a system of conciliation should be speedily perfected. | The only collector who will be appointed unde ( zed 
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plan is the collector who will be located at Portland, Me. | Mr. CRAWFORD. The report indicates that the adjustmen: 
However, all the work that has been done formerly by the | in some of the districts will take some little time. 

collectors will now be done by the deputy collectors under the; Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I know; but those are matters for 
direction of the collector of the Maine district. future consideration. The sundry civil appropriation act, wh 

In looking at the reorganization, I can not see where it is | provided for the action of the President, told what the Pres 
going to seriously affect any State in the Union. It is true | dent should do. The President has done that. There is 
that a number of cities will not be classed a collection district, | need of an extension of time for that. Now, what is the ext 
wiih a collector in charge, as now provided, but those districts | sion of time for? That is the question I wanted to put to th 
vill have a deputy collector who will perform the duties the | Senator from Florida. 
collector is performing to-day, and it will save to the Govern- Mr. FLETCHER. I shall be very glad to answer when | 
ment just that much money. an opportunity. 

{s I stated, there have been added a number of cities which | Mr. SMOOT. I will allow the Senator to answer the 
will be subports of entry where to-day there are none, and it | tion. I yield to him for that purpose. 
will be an advantage, as far as that is concerned. Mr. FLETCHER. As the Senator from South Dakota [\ 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— CRAWFORD] has indicated, it is not at all the effect of the ) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Utah | to undo all that has been done. There is not any claim n 
vield to the Senator from California? | by the friends of the bill that the plan in a general way is | 
”" Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. satisfactory to the department at present, nor is there any 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah | tention here to destroy or upset or uproot that plan. The o 

ields. | purpose of the bill is to extend the time for “he performanc 

Mr. WORKS. I suppose that in all places where there were | the acts required of the President under the act of 1912 

ctors of customs before there will still be maintained an | January 1, 1914, not with the idea that the department is 
office in charge of a deputy. posed to the plan or altogether opposed to the order of Presid 

Mr. SMOOT, <A deputy collector. Taft. 

Mr. WORKS. I shouid like to ask the Senator from Utah Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator does not get 
whether he has determined what would be the saving of ex- | notion. The query in my mind was this: At the last 
pense in that case. There will probably be just as many officers | We devolved certain duties upon the President of the | 
at those ports as there were before. There may be some little | States, giving a period within which those duties were 
difference in the amount of the salaries to be paid, but that will | Performed. 
be about all. Has the Senator made any calculation as to the Mr. FLETCHER. Yes; he was was to report at th 
actual saving? regular session. 

Mr. SMOOT, As I stated before, the greatest saving will be Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. At any rate, we devolved « 
in the salaries of the collectors themselves. I pointed to Maine | duties upon the President of the United States requiring 
as only an instance. To-day there are in the State of Maine | to do certain things. Now, he has done those things. They w 
14 collectors, but under the revised plan there will be but 1j| done two months ago. 
collector, Now, can we extend by a bill in this form the doing 

Mr. WORKS. I understand, Mr. President, but I do not |} thing which has been consummated two months ago? That 
understand whether that will in fact reduce the number of em- | the query in my own mind, and it is the query I want: 
ployees in that office. A.deputy may be paid as much as a col- present to the Senator from Florida. 
lex tor of customs is paid for like services. That is what I am Mr. FLETCHER. I see the point suggested by the S 
trying to find out. L / from Wyoming. It seems to me beyond any question if ( 

Mr. SMOOT, hen let me say this to the Senator: Take | oress had the power to vest this power in the President, 
Bangor, Me. To-day Bangor, Me., has a collector and at the | the power to continue that same authority in the Presiden 
same city there is a deputy collector, whereas under the reor- | jn the individual, but in the office. 
ganized pian there will not be a collector, because the collector | we CLARK of Wyoming. I think thers is no ques! 
will be located at Portland, Me., but the deputy collector will | that we would have the right to give new authority. 
— eg es intained additional help | 2Uthority we have already given having been concluded, 
as an cia alan) dhe tedie REET RSS. CEP | extend that same authority or must we give new authori 

SET) 2 ete : a ae Mr. FLETCHER. I think that can be done, and I th 
Bangor, Me,, by the collector, deputy collector, and his assistant | done by this bill beyond any question. Under the a 
can be done by the deputy collector and his ‘assistants just as proved August 24, 1912, the President rae vg =aedamgal 

ee i — ae Se a are. certain things, and it was provided that “such reorgan 
well, That is one of the sreatest Savings in the reor ganization. | shall be communicated to Congress at its next regular cas 
In other words, there are in the present organization 124 col- | The President did communicate to Congress, as the Senato' 
lev tors, and in the reorganization there will be but 49, or a Sav- | said, his order reorganizing the customs service. That 
ing of the salaries of 75 collectors. I will read to the Sena- | nog ‘not gone into effect. It will not go into effect unt 
tor eal ) Oe ist of July. It is still in suspense, as it were. The w! 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President-—— : : reorganization plan and system as outlined by that order 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah | in the control of Congress. 3 
a mare tee South Dagotat Congress is now asked to pass an act which shall co 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The Senator seems to be proceeding on the | ned cet — eG a ne ee ae 


itt 





1 


Assul io thé . il is » g 1 { solutely an STTOV - 
eile the dees eee ae Siamcatina by President waft I to this time and, without attempting to destroy what mae 
do not so understand it at all. I am, in a way perhaps, invading Gene, provides oo wary = re yelp. J a _ 
the function of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Frercuer], but | CF *2Y inconsistencies to be corrected or any further eee 
being a member of the committee that reported the bill, I under- | C®@2ges to be made the President will have an authority 
stand it does not annul the order made by the President, It | t Within met —— : 
simply extends the time in which the consolidation of customs Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. My query was not directed 
districts mav be made effective. It extends the time until the | Whether the thing ought to be done or whether a change ous 
ist of next January. It does not prevent consolidation from | to be made or not. My query to the Senator from Florida 
being made to-morrow or from being made next week if the that having done a thing and completed it, so far as the 
conditions are all right for it. There are some complications in thority which we conferred indicated, can we extend se 
some of the districts which it will take a little time to adjust, for further work upon a thing that is already completed? 
and on that account the report from the Secretary of the Mr. FLETCHER. I think undoubtedly that can be done 
Treasury to the committee was to the effect that an extension | 2n act of Congress. 
until the 1st of next January should be allowed. Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am sure it can be done by an 

So it seems to me the Senator is proceeding on the erroneous of Congress, but can it be done by extending the time as 
assumption that the bill proposes to annul an order made by the | bill provides? 
President. Mr. FLETCHER. It seems to me there can be no quest 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The statement of the Senator | about that, since, as I say, the plan of reorganization ha 
from South Dakota bears directly upon a question I was going | yet gone into effect. aie Fs 
to ask the Senator from Florida. It occurred to me in looking Mr. SMOOT. I want to ask the Senator from Florida, wi 
over this whole matter that there was nothing to extend the} he is on his feet, for what reason does the Senator ask the 
time for. the time be extended from July 1, 1913, until January 1, 191}: 








graces 





Mr. FLETCHER. I will say, Mr. President, that while the 


plan provided for in the Executive order generally meets with 
he approval of the department, and is, broadly speaking, a wise, 
economical, and efficient plan, there are certain ob, ions to 
it, more or less local in their nature, based, as the Secretary 


t 
indicates, perhaps, on a kind of misapprehension in certain 


localities; and it is intended to give an opportunity for those 
matters to be adjusted and rearranged. The objections are 
not to the plan as a whole; they do not go to the idea of reor- 


ganization, but to some specific provision of the scheme pro- 
posed. It is desirable that the ijusted, and that such 
other changes may be made in the plan as may seem wise. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Florida another question. Is it not an absolute fact that 
the reason for wanting the time extended for six months is 
because under the reorganization a great many collectors wil 
be displaced on July 1, 1913? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I think not, Mr. President. I can under 


A 


stand, of course, the intimation; but I will say to the Senator 
that I was present at the hearing which the President afforded 
in the East Room of the White House on this plan as sub 
mitted to him by the Secretary of the Treasury. There were 
objections raised to the plan from, I should say, more than half 
the States on the Atlantic seaboard, from more than half the 


States on the Gulf, and from more than half the States on the 
Pacific by their representatives there present. 

Mr. SMOOT. That was done on the ground of local pride, 
was it not? 

Mr. FLETCHER. There were various objections made. Of 
course I could not undertake to enumer: 
their detail; but there were representatives of these different 
important communities and ports; members of boards of trade, 
business men, and others present who were protesting against 
the whole plan of reorganization. 

I am frank to say to the Senator that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I do not believe, as relating to Florida, there was any 





» objections in all 


,-ECORD—SEN ATE. 


W v I 
} 
I : ‘ 
s ( res I 
Department of Pr 
ry I ( < 
d has vy made or re 
eaves th t order 1 t so I S 
sav, to such rev ion = ft I’ ‘ 
t 3 the Se I e are ¢ 
lered uj m to 1 \ 
s e sa I \ l I 
So far as Fl la ij i, I 
ought also to be le of 
two I) d 


$1. 800.000 


need of reorganization at all. I am quite sure that Florida is | 


entitled to more than one collector of customs for that te 
Under this plan the whole State of Florida is made into one 
district, which embraces also portions of the State of Georgia 
including the St. Marys River and St. Marys, and the head 


. . . eS : . :.2 | 
quarters of the district would be 500 miles from the chief port 


of entry on one side, 400 miles in another direction, and over 
400 miles to another port. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator must know that it is not 
affect any city in Florida, with the exception perhaps of the 
appointment of one collector in a number of cities, for there is 
not one of the cities of Florida that will not have a deputy col- 
lector. Every city will be able to do business exactly the same 
after the Ist of July as it is doing to-day. The only way the 
bill affects Florida in any way, shape, or form that I can see 
is that it g 
which she has to-day. 

Mr. President, I could call the Senator’s attention to the 
amount of business which is done at each one of these cities, 
and if the question arises for the Senate to decide whether 
they think it is proper to have a collector and a deputy col- 
lector in several of the cities I can do so; but I will name 
city, so that the Senator will understand the point I am making. 
I will take, for instance, Pensacola, Fla. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I think there ought to be a collector of 
customs at Pensacola. 

Mr. SMOOT. Why should there be a collector of customs at 
Pensacola and also a deputy collector? 

Mr. FLETCHER. There ought to be a collector of customs 
there because Pensacola is an important port on the Gulf, with 


ing to 


ives her one collector instead of eight collectors, 





Mr. SMOOT. One mil n five hundred 
one hundred and twentv-five do 


Mr. FLETCHER. It 
but we have 1 a S mu a2 000A 
iin! As I have said, however, I do not 1 

tr ne he I ) 

youve ! t] | lol ( » l 
not whetl \ oug!l to | ‘ cto. 
( { \ 1 ] ¢t if wl he 
i 1) ntil J: a 
dep ) $s ough » | I \ 
< { } ] ad \ e 1 

Mr. SMOOT. That is just the point I 
the Senator’s attention to. There » 
zation has been made; there is n ‘ 
ean be put ij peration by the 1 ‘ of J 
tha Ss 1 in tl 
until J lary 1, 1914, and, in tl I 
changes { I \ ! I 
fluences tl be b to be i 








en ‘ is colloquy will give ‘ u 
ike to have, it oO lal i l erm 
upon the ques I ne 1 both S« 
gated this matter very thoroughly I 
zation of this service authorized under 
intended to bring ab { rta eco 

ting off collectors here and there 

I have been informed hether corre 

that the plan of reorganization which 


worked out does not, as a matter of fact 


| expenses of the service. I want to ask the 
or the Senator from Florida whether that 
ic anv s yas a resu of this reor 
amount of sav 


one of the most splendid harbors in the country. The importa- | 


tions are of considerable moment to Pensacola, and to require 
the people who have to deal with the customhouse to dea! with 
a deputy at that port or else go 400 miles to Jacksonville, for 
instance, to deal with the collector himself is not, I submit, 
quite the thing to do. 

In the first place, I do not believe there is any saving of 
consequence as to the dollars-and-cents proposition and there is 
not certainly any advantage as to efficiency. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Presid , tl 
of the President of the |! Ls 

Mr. SIMMONS, 1! ive f l 
information. 

Mr. SMOOT I wa ne to sav ft 
message from the President of the 1 
plan of reorganization of the customs st 
mate of the expenses of the sam | 


tailed expenses are given, every item, and 

of the $10,500,000 that w pproy j 
service—and I might say that in the | 

always been insufficient—under the reor;: 

item accounted for, the amount y be $1 
Senator can see that there is 


organization plan 
Mr. FLETCHER The Pre 
may add, if the Senator y ‘ . 


i “the total eost of ] for said 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in that case I do not believe | 


there will be one appeal out of a thousand made from a deputy 
collector to a collector who is 400 miles away. 

Let us come down to another city. We will take the city of 
Apalachicola, for instance. What reason can the Senator give 


why there should be a collector and a deputy collector at Apa- | 


lachicola, when all the money that is collected from the duti- 


&ble as well as the free list is $1,010 per annum? Yet there are | 


at Apalachicola a collector and a deputy collector. 


amount not less than $350,000 


Mr. SIMMONS. The total cost being al 


Mr. FLETCHER. ‘Ten five hundred 


Mr. SIMMONS. And wo | 
S800.000, 
Mr. SMOOT. Three hundred d fifty t 
Mr. FLETCHER. ‘That \ ; the | 
by some other people 
“Mr. SIMMONS. That is a much 1 
had b en ndvised of. I tho if | ns 
Mr. FLETCHER On that point, i 


will allow me, in reference to the s ‘ 
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movement here is prompted by a desire to put more people in 
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office or to keep some people in office, I desire to call attention | 


| cause of its name. 
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, right in that connection I wan} 
to say to the Senator that past history has not proved what he 
says as to a foreign shipper clearing for a particular port by 
I want to call his attention to the distr 
as it exists to-day called the Oregon and Washington district 





| Under the Washington and Oregon district there are five eo! 
| Iectors, and they are located at different cities in both Washing 


i} ton and Oregon. 


| location of the ports. 


to a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury to the chairman of 
the Commerce Committee referring this bill with his recom- 
mendation, wherein he says: 

While this criticism 

That is, the criticism as to the reduction of the cost of the 
service 
may be unsound as a matter of law, still, in view of its existence and 
of the further fact that the reorganization as adopted by the Presi- 
cent does not comprehend several administrative changes in the customs 
service which should be included in order to make a_ thorough and 
efficient organization, I have the honor to recommend that the bill be 
p ed subject to the following amendments: : / 

lirst. That the time of the taking effect of the reorganization be 

poned to January 1, 1914 

Yhat is, instead of two years, as the bill which I introduced 
provided. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have read carefully that report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, but I do not think it is a very 
strong indorsement of this measure. I read from the first page 
the following: 

fhe department has received a number of communications from 
various Senators and Representatives in Congress, boards of trade, 
chambers of commerce, and individuals adverse to the proposed reorgani- 
zation, but most of these protests have been based either on erroneous | 
‘ ptions of the actual working of the plan or upon feelings of local 
prid They do not alone, in my opinion, present valid or serious 


uds for deferring the operations of the reorganization. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 


vield to the Senator from Delaware? 
Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator from Delaware. 
\ir. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, the remarks of the Senator 


from Utah, I think, are calculated to place this discussion on a 
plane where I not think it belongs. Certainly in favoring 
any change — 

Mr. SMOOT. 
Senator refer? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I referred to the Senator's suggestion in 
regard to retaining places in which to put officers, 

Mr. SMOOT. I referred to the present organization, which, 
of course, could be construed as the same thing. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Well, I must say that it seems to me that 
so far as the State which I in part represent is concerned such 
plane of argument as that or such a statement as that is not 
justified, for the reason that my State is particularly affected 
by this change. I will describe to the Senator in what way it is 
affected, as he has said that no particular State is affected. 

Since 1799, under a statute of the United States, there has 
been located in the city of Wilmington a collector who could, 
immediately on the arrival of a vessel having a cargo destined 
to that port, settle all questions which might be in dispute re- 
garding valuation, the duties to be paid, and the issuance of 
clearance papers, and he determined every question at once. 
Now, under the order of the President—and for myself I do not 
like Executive orders to take the place of statute law—the ports 
of Delaware are all placed in the district of Philadelphia. There 
are no district courts of Philadelphia; there are district courts 
of the eastern distri¢t of Pennsylvania, but there are many 
statutes of the United States which require that offenses shall 
be tried in the courts of the district where the offense is com- 
mitted. If we are put in the district of Pennsylvania, for ex- 
ample, many criminal offenses may come up for trial, and we 
will not know where the forum of trial, where the situs of the 
offense, is. I suggest this as one of the objections to the 
Iexecutive order. 

I also suggest that the mere placing of the customs collector 
in the district of the Delaware River and Bay, under the domina- 
tion of the port of Philadelphia, necessarily prefers that port 
'The President in his order describes it as the “ headquarters” 
for the district. His designation of the port of a district is the 
‘headquarters” of the district. “ Headquarters,” according 
to all the dictionary definitions that I can find, means the place 
from which orders are issued. It is usually, as applied to army 
where the commander in chief is located. The mere 
naming of Philadelphia as “ headquarters” gives Philadelphia 
a preference over every port in the district of Delaware River 
and Bay; and necessarily a master clearing a vessel from some 
foreign port, if he is going to the district of Philadelphia, clears 
for the port of Philadelphia. Uf a master sailing for the Dela- 
ware 
for Philadelphia, he will necessarily take his boat directly to 
Philadelphia, where every question may be immediately deter- 
inined and where he will not be delayed in unlading. 

But the objection to this Executive order is far deeper than 
that. When the Constitution was adopted the question of the 


do 


I inquire to what remark made by me does the 


inuatters, 


contre! of the ports of this country was a grave one, 





They have never found any trouble whatever 
in the past in relation to the criticism the Senator has just 
offered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not know how that may be in 
Washington and Oregon district. I do not know the relatiy: 
Here in this district, however- 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘They are not very much farther apart than t] 
perts of Delaware and Philadelphia. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I can not tell as to that. 





Mr. SHIVELY. But none are subports; they are all poris y 
Mr. SMOOT. Oh, there are subports, both in Washington 1 i 
in Oregon. 3 
Mr. SHIVELY. But with these five cellectors they are 
ports. 
Mr. SMOOT. That is true; but in the reorganization it 
be the same as far as results are concerned, and ii will be ea 
| the Oregon district. In that district there will be one colie 
just the same as there is one collector now, in the reorga: . 
tion plan, at Philadelphia. When the Senator gets through 4 
will explain how I understand the situation at Delaware. ) 
| Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall be very glad to hear the Sen f 
|} explanation. I simply want to assure him that in this m 
among Delawarians there is no question of partisanship; 
there is a question to which I desire to call the Senator's a 
tion and which probably will be raised in the courts of 
United States, and, if I am correctly informed, which the Rk 
publican authorities in Delaware will see goes to the Supr a 
Court of the United States before it is determined. a 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want the Senator to disi is 
understand that there is no partisan feeling with me in the Be 
tion I have taken. I am only discussing the question as p 
whether or not the reorganized plan is the better as a y ‘4 
After the thorough examination that was made of it, and ¥ 
report made to the President, and after it has been adopted é 
put into force, in my opinion the reorganization plan should en 
| be changed. Perhaps the Senator may think otherwise. 1 * 
| I do feel it my duty to call the attention of the Senate to ef 
changes that are being made, and why I think they are | a 
made, f 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Then I suggest to the Senator, Mr. P * 
dent, that if many of us, as we evidently do, disagree abot & 
great benefit which may come from this reorganization % 
months is not an excessive time in which to conside: ¥ 
| changes which, as I understand, the Secretary of the Tre: Bi 
| desires in making this communication. It seems to me é 
granting a period of six months in which to consider any ch es 
| which are to be made in this order which, it must be admitt 4 
| was hastily drawn immediately prior to the 4th of March, w a 
it had to be made in order to be valid, will undoubtedly be 4 
the order itself in regard to its details. eB 
Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator that I do 
| understand that this order has been hastily drawn. The mat! 
| has been considered, and investigations have been made of 
| for some years past; and this plan is a culmination of 
investigation. It is true that the President did not send in ! 
message until March 8 of this year, and it is true that it d 
not take effect until the 1st of July of this year; but it is) 4 


jay has half a cargo for Wiimington and half a cargo | 





true that it hes been hastily worked out. I am positive t! 
the investigation was a thorough one in every district and ev: 
port of this country. 

Mr, SAULSBURY. I ¢an only suggest to the Senator fr 
Utah that the President’s order, as I understand, came in 
3 o'clock on the morning of the calendar day of March 
Under the amendment of the sundry civil bill of 1912, he h 
had probably a year and a half to eonsider that matter. There 
must have been in his mind at that time grave doubts as 
some of the provisions of his order to have caused him to ! 
tain it until that time, and not to have been able to get it 
until the very last moment. It is human experience that when 
orders of that kind are made at practically the last moment il 
is possible, there have been some reasons for the delay; aud 
the orders usually are not in the very best form that they could 
be made. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Right at this point I should 
like to make a statement. I do not think I am violating avy 
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confidence when I say that in discussing this very question | b 


with President Taft somewhere about the Ist of March hej thing 


told me personally, as I was vitally interested in it, my State | 


having two ports of entry affected by this order, that he had | What we say in this bi and I call the S« r’s { ) 
not had time to investigate it; that he knew it was important, | the language—is “that the time fer t rf 
and that the law seemed to require that he should investigate | President of the acts and things tho l to be d nil 


it. He asked me whether, in case he did allow it to zo over performed by him ” in a certain pal 


those who were asking for time for thorough investigation | s 


would undertake to defend his action in not fulfilling the re- | the time for the performance of an t that has 
quirements of the law by making that statement on the floor. | performed and co! ed. | \ 
He said that to me just a few days before he issued the order. | Ul mnclusion that is desired by tl 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, of course I had no knowledge | was, Ought we not to proceed t way 
of that. | indicated by the Senator from G 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to call the attention of the | 
Senator from Utah to one or two other things. I do not know | ¢ 
that he heard the suggestion I made the other day when the 


junior Senator from Florida introduced a bill affecting this lable. I do not see how it is pos 
same subject matter. It was that the constitutional provision | for performing a thing that 


which was inserted as clause 6 of section 9 of Article I of the | l 





Constitution provided that no preference should be given to the | Mr. BACON, Mr. President, g 
ports of any State over those of any other State, nor should | of the very serious suggestions l s« 
vessels bound to or from one State be required to enter, clear, | Ware, In connection with what has 
or pay duties in the ports of any other State. seem to me that there ought to be no differs 

I have been going over as carefully as possible all the deci- | by an effective provision this 1 tr should 
sions of the Supreme Court, and. so far as that is concerned, | that the proper conclusion may | 
the decisions of the circuit and district courts, which bear on | Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do n v\ { S 
that point. I have not been able, of course, to find any case | Georgia nor the Senator from I da t f 
which is on all fours with the question now under discussion; | that I have been speaking of th Sof the 
but there are many of those cases, which I shall not weary the Mr. BACON. I think myselt . S$ 
Senate by referring to, which seem to hold that this would be | Senator from Wyoming is a very pertin [ 
a preference of the ports of one State over those of the other ought to be reframe 
that is, a preference of the ports of Pennsylvania over the| Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Presid 


ports of Delaware, by placing over the subcollectors, if yor 


fit to call them so, or the dep ty colle tors, if you please, of all 


See 


the ports of that great estuary, the collector in charge of the LD 


port of Philadelphia. My own belief is that that is the effect 
of it. I think that question will have to be examined in the | 
courts of the United States if this Executive order stands, | ‘ 
The people in my State, without exception, Democrats and Re- | ‘ 
publicans, hope that we may maintain our State identity. 


With respect to the suggestion of the Senator from Wyoming, | W4!t I© no 


I only want to say that I have very grave doubts myself as to 


whether the wording of this amendment is sufficient to authorize | Chactmen 


the President of the United States to re-form the order made 
by the former President, which was an executed order. The 
question which he suggests, as I understand, is whether the 
power which has been given once has not been exhausted by 
its exercise. It seems to me that if we are going to pass this 
bill it would be well to be sure that it does give the President 
now in office an opportunity to re-form, in such respects as he 
may desire, the Executive order of the former President. I 
think, from reading this proposed act, that it would be very 
wise to do that. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield to me for just a moment right on that point? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Replying to the Senator from Dela 
ware, my suggestion was this: I suppose that without the au- 
thority given to the President by the sundry civil bill of last 
year the President could not have made the adjustment that he 
did make. We gave him the authority so to do. We gave him 
no other or different authority. In the execution of the author 
ity which we gave him he did, as a matter of fact, organize and 
complete the organization and proclaim it as the organization 
of the Customs Service. It is now a thing that is settled and 
done, and we can not undo it except by an act of Congress. 
We can not undo it except by enacting some legislation that 
shall do away with what is now the law of the land in the 
organization of the Customs Service. Whatever we authorized 
President Taft to do was done, and in pursuance of the author- 
ity which we gave, and which he exercised, the customs dis- 
tricts as he organized them and proclaimed them have become 
the customs districts of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Suppose, in place of having vested this power | 
in the President of the United States, we had by statute made 
these changes, with the provision that they should take effect 
on the Ist of July. Could we not now, by act of Congress, sus 
pend that operation until the 1st of January next? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Having vested the authority in the President, 
and that authority having been exercised by him, what is the 
difference between that eud the conclusion which would have | 
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Does the Senator fro | i vie ] ‘ - . } 


| have to be faced on the Ist of J 


powers that President Taft has already exe ‘ 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I think there is 

perhaps it should be done, but I v ed to 1 

here one of sympathy on the side of g g 

|} what is asked here. There is no hostility to 

President's order in the report from the Seere ry I 

ury. He is in sympathy with it; he cor ned 

attention to some matters that require lliti« | 
may require some modification, and th s 

purpose of affording additional time in wl 


Mr. CRAWFORD. The inti lion that the | nose of Is 
to hold in office so many customhouse oflice nad t it cl 
of thing, I think is really unjust to the 1 ( ttee ut 
reported the bill. They took the report of tl secre nit 
acted from an entirely different stand] t i thel 

; treatment of it. 
Mr. SMOOT. I have stated before th I I 1 
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Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Why, 


hall be extended. As a matter of f . we in ! ‘ { 


Mr. BACON. I think so I thi oe 
‘ffect of the law to wl the S ref 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I thir r 
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iASs been completed We « i SUS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (M 


ikota? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes: Ty 1 em aa a 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Ws 

idequate thing Lo do lf we le 


ind it requires modification, the ques 


1 it t? So ought we not to ref! e the b 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming My impress ya 
t of some sort we should e the Pre 

up to the first of next January to 


be corrected. Now, let us do it e ‘ 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I hope the S 
in the attitude of being hostile 
Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 do not 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 4 
effectual. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly: I understand 
Senator from Utah was making a 1 her wholesnie 


the purposes of this bill. The Committee on Comme 


up of members of both parties, after 


the statement of the Secretary of the Treasur wer 

pathy with it, and made a unanimous report here, | ‘ 
seems to be good reason why a ] lod 

should be allowed for the purpose of maki: f y effective, 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I hav le in esale at 
tack upon the bill. 


eo 
ft 


the reorganization can be put into effect by J y I t th ve 
If that is the case, there is some reason other than that for 
this proposed extension; and I asked the Senator f: Florida 


as to what reasons there were. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The Secretary of the Tre down 
the term of the original bill at least a vear i | { i 
substitute for it. 

Mr. SMOOT. A year and a half. 








iA CONGRES 


FORD. A year and a half. The Se 


‘| iry being in touch with these — aints al a questions, 
: 
l 


ib a the Sen or from Delaw » has raise d here, recom- 
d that thi time be extended . the Ist of Ja inuary. It 
j to me that is a ve ‘y reason ble request. 
Mr. SMOOT. The very fact that the time was cut down 
from two years to six months led me to believe that there were 
ie reasons other than those appearing upon the face of the 
itter, and I w simply trying to find out what those reasons 
\ e] : 
Mr. STONI Mr. Pres 
Mr. SMOO' I should ‘ ») answer the Senator from Dela- 
{ I ed I would. 
| ll tand situation in Delaware to be this: Unde 


rT 
prese re is a collector of the Delaware district 
eated at Wilm n, Del., and there are two subports of entry. 
Mr. SAULSBUI Two or three. 
Mr. SMOOT. Two in Delaware, one at Lewes one one at 
iford. Then there are ports of delivery in Delaware at 
sast] Penn and Delaware City. The only 
ude in the State of Delaware is that the collee- 


tor will be iscated at Philadelphia instead of at Wilmington; 








but the deputy collector will be at Wilmington, and there will 
also be a bport of entry at Lewes. As far as the port of de- 
livery is concerned, that will not be interfered with hereafter at 
any | » in the United States wherever Congress designates a 
city as a port of*delivery. It will be presided over by a sur- 


of customs just as it is to-day under the present plan. 
‘ difference that there is in Delaware, as far as I 
can see, is that instead of having the collector located at Wil- 





mington, Del., he will be located at Philadelphia, as Delaware 
part of the Philadelphia district 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, in reply to the Senator 

from Uta an only say that if instead of calling the district 


ot the De! 


they sho li 


are River and Bay the district of Philadelphia 
‘all it the district of Wilmington and there locate 
the collector of customs for that district, and there settle all 
questions which might come up of a general character regard- 
ing the delivery of cargoes within that whole district, I think 
before long you would see the water front of Wilmington 
bristling with wharves and piers, and Wilmington might become 
i: great rival for the commerce of Philadelphia. In that event 
the masters of vessels who had to unlade within the district of 
he Delaware River and Bay would naturally come to Wilming- 
ton, where questions of immediate importance to them could be 
promptly settled and they would not be delayed in the unlading 
or the delivery of their cargoes; and located 27 miles down the 
river, as it is, with the short rail transportation and the saving 
in water transportation up a tortuous channel, it would be 
nimost as convenient vrs them to come there as it would be to 
so on. So if the change is made in this district and Wilming- 
continued with a collector, 
he port of Philadelphia, Delawareans will probably be very 
well satisfied. In such an event as that, however, you would 
very soon hear the merchants and the shippers of Philadelphia 
complaining that a preference had been given to the ports of my 
State over the ports of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course the objection made by the Senator 
from Delaware is answered by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to a great extent, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. But, 
ment, 
tutional rights local pride. It is a misnomer of constitutional 
rights that they should be called local pride. 

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator insist that Wilmington, Del., 
has a constitutional right to be designated as the Delaware col- 
lection district? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. TI insist that the State of Delaware is en- 
titled to the same privileges and the same consideration and the 
same rights to her ports as any other State has to its ports, 
and that to place over the ports of any State an official desig- 
nated in another State and there having his headquarters, as 
shown by the President's order, is giving a preference to the 
ports of the State where the headquarters of the district are 
located. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator simply criticizes the whole system, 
not only the proposed plan of reorganization but the system as 
it exists to-day, because there are the Washington and Oregon 
and other districts in which more than one State is included. 
if there has been a wrong done to one or other of those States 
under the present system, of course we are doing nothing more 
under the proposed plan than what now exists. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. But because one wrong has been done 
in one State surely it does not justify a second wrong being 





ton is 


if the Senator will pardon me a mo- 


done in another State. 


and the collector is taken from 


the Secretary of the Treasury calls a question of consti- | 
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iry of Pe Mr. SMOOT. I do not know that there has been a wr ng 


done. Congress has passed upon every one of these districts, 
and has designated every district and subport of entry. 

gress has had it all in its hands. The system in the past has 
been left to Congress, and this reorganization has been done )b ‘Vy 
direction of Congress after a consideration of several years. In 
an appropriation bill authority was given to the President to 
make a reorganization, and money was provided for it. In 


Con- 


| accordance with that act the reorganization was made. 


Of course I understand the Senator objects to the plan of 
reorganization, and he or any other Senator has that right. But 
[ was not going to discuss that question. I thought the question 
here was simply as to an extension of time for six months, and 
I wanted to learn what that extension of time for six months 
was for, because I am informed that the plan ean be put into 
operation by the 1st of July of this year. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I can not answer—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield further to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I can not answer as to what may be t! 
object of other Senators in desiring this extension. The obj 
which I have in favoring the extension is to enable the Presi- 


| dent to preserve in its integrity a district which has existed 











my State for 125 years, I hope for that reason that the ) 
will be passed, and for that reason I shall vote for it. Othe 
Senators have other reasons doubtless, but that is my reas 
as I have tried to explain. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I have reason for asking to | 
the bill passed. The fact is that the consideration of this | 
was very inadequate and somewhat hasty so far as the Presi- 
dent of the United States was concerned. I happened to 
some familiarity with it. 

The port of Kansas City has been established for a good | 
while, and is a very important port. News was received 





| that city to the effect that the port was about to be abolished, 


or reduced to a subport, and protests were made to me. I saw 
the President about it at that time. He knew practica 
nothing about the matter beyond the fact that such a law had 
been passed in one of the appropriation bills, but in a practi 
way he was not advised. The whole matter had been turned 
over by him to one of the Assistant Secretaries of the Treasur) 
Mr. Curtis, who has charge of the customs service, and he w 
working out a plan of reorganization. 

On the President’s suggestion I visited Mr. 
laid the plan before me, so far at least as it related to th 
ports of my State. Beyond that I did not seek to go. 

Later on when he had completed that work, almost at t 
end of President Taft’s term, when the result of taat work had 
become somewhat generally known, numerous Senators ani, 
I think, Members of the House whose constituents were « 
cerned, visited President Taft and talked with him about 
I do not venture to say that he was dissatisfied with the report 
made to him by Assistant Secretary Curtis, but it had taken 
weeks and weeks for Mr. Curtis to work out the plan. TT! 
President was pressed, closing up the business of his term, and 
he was sure that there was no relief from any mistakes made 
except by congressional action.. A joint resolution it was sug 
gested might be passed extending the time for the going into 
operation of this provision of law. I discussed it myself with 
numerous Senators on the floor, and I introduced an amend- 
ment to the deficiency appropriation bill which I think was the 
last appropriation bill that came over. 

My amendment was very similar in phraseology and identi 
in purpose with what appears in the bill now before the Senate, 
extending the going into operation of this provision in the sun- 
dry civil law under which this rearrangement has been made. 
The Senate adopted it in the last general deficiency bill, and it 
went to the House. That body did not see proper to adopt if. 
It went into conference, and was one of the very last items in 
that deficiency bill which the Senate yielded. I talked as other 
Senators here talked with the Senate conferees about it, and 
those conferees, headed by the colleague of my friend from 
Wyoming, were persistent in their demand that the amendment 
should remain. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator yield for just 2 
moment? Was not the amendment to which the Senator refers 
incorporated in the deficiency bill prior to the time when the 
consolidation was reported back to Congress? 

Mr. STONE. I am not sure about that. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It was in the last Congress, was 
it not? 

Mr. STONE. Yes; it was in the closing days of the last ses- 
sion of the last Congress. 
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Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. And, in my judgment, it was a 
very proper provision at that time, the President up to that 
time not having acted and carried out the terms of the law. 

Mr. STONE. I think the President delayed sending his re 
port here until almost the last hours of his term. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Until the very last hours. 

Mr. STONE. I think that is true; and I think I do not vio- | 
late any propriety in saying that the President kindly, consid 
erately, was waiting to see what action Congress would take 
with reference to the matter before sending in the report. He 
sent it because there was nothing else left for him to do under 
the mandate of the staiute. So here it is. 

Mr. President, there is no doubt whatever that numerous 
points designated as ports of entry ought to be stricken from the 
map as ports of entry. I read a public document showing that 
in many places the cost to the Treasury of collections exceeded 
by many fold the amount collected. There was one point I 
recall where it was stated officially that it cost $1,100 for every 
dollar collected. That was the most extreme of all the cases, | 
and the figures ran on down in that way. Of course su h | 
things ought to be remedied. That for the saying. but, on the | 
other hand, I think Mr. Curtis in formulating his plan of read- 
justing the customs service has made some mistakes. I do not 
Say very many, but there are some. Kansas City, long a port 
of entry, is reduced to a subport. 

Probably the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] has the record 
in his hand; he has a document in his hand that looks very 
much like the one that I examined; but the record will show 
that the dues for duties collected at Kansas City on imports de- 
livered there were collected at a rate almost as low as the cost 
incurred at St. Louis and Chicago. Nor is that all - 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator will pardon me just a moment, 
I will complete this one thought—— 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly; but I only wanted to under- 
stand what imports there are at the port of entry of Kansas 
City. Are they in bong, or how do the goods come to that port 
of entry? I confess my ignorance, and I wish to have light. 

Mr. STONE. I presume it is just as they have a port of entry 
at any place. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. By water transportation? 

Mr. STONE. Or any subport. They have a collector and a 
surveyor of the port there, and unless this bill goes into 
operation 

Mr. CRAWFORD. But what do they receive to justify it? 

Mr. STONE. Goods shipped from abroad can be shipped 
through to a port of entry at Salt Lake, Denver, or anywhere 
else. 

Mr. President, I was going to say that Omaha and Denver in 
this reorganization scheme were retained as ports of entry, 
while Kansas City was reduced to a subport, and yet the col 
lections at Kansas City far exceed those at both Omaha and 
Denver combined. It is no wonder that the merchants, manu 
facturers, importers, business men, and the people general]: 
that great, growing, thriving metropolis, the largest city b 
tween the Mississippi River and the Pacific Ocean, the largest in 
population and in the volume of business, should protest. I 
think it ought not to have been done. I do not believe that 
President Taft ought to have done it; but it was in and you 
could not strike out one or another without reorganizing the 
whole thing; and he sent it in as it was prepared by the As 
sistant Secretary of the Treasury. I am not criticizing the 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, so that the record may be cor- 
rect, as I have it from the department, I want to say to the 
Senator that Kansas City and St. Louis at the present time are 
only ports of delivery and they are presided over by a surveyor 
of customs. Under the reorganization St. Louis is made a dis- 
trict, with a collector located there. 

Mr. STONE. I know that. 

Mr. SMOOT. And Kansas City remains just where she is 
to-day. 

Mr. STONE. No; she does not. Kansas City is subordinated 
to St. Louis. Kansas City is put under the jurisdiction of St. 
Louis. 

Mr. SMOOT. Not according to the report that I get from 
the department. It may be wrong, but—— 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, we talked this matter over with 





Mr. Curtis, the Assistant Secretary, at considerable length and | 


looked into it, and I do not think I am mistaken; but whether so 
or not, I know that the office of surveyor of the port of Kansas 
City is abolished. 

Mr. SMOOT, No. 
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J saan Kansas City just as it is; but it certainly is an 
St. Louis : 
fr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I desire to state that 
‘ up the time of the Senate in discussing the pros | 
1 cons of this matter; nor do I concede that the impression 
of the Senator from Utah as to the grounds of objection to the | 
order that w made on March 83 last are precisely as he has 
ndicated. ‘Those are matters of detail which, if the time is 





extended, we are to take up with the President and with the | 


Secretary of the Treasury, to be thrashed out there, and I do 
rot intend to go into that que stion at all. The proposition 
here is to suspend the operation of this order and then to ex 


tend the right and the power of the President until January 
1, 1914. 





Upon reflection I concede the point raised by the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CLarkK] upon the legal question. Che 
President having already actually signed the order which he 
was authorized to sign by the act of August 24, 1912, there may 
be some doubt whether the bill in its pres language would 
effect the purpose both of the Secretary and of the committee 
Therefore I am going to offer these amendments: 


After the word “ the,” where it oceurs the first time, in line 
‘operation of the Executive order of March 
1913, made and promulgated.” Strike out the words “time 
for the performance by the President of the acts and things 
authorized to be done and performed by him.” Insert, in line 
15, after the words “ shall be,”’ the words “ suspended and the 
time for said reorganization.” Then, at the end of that para- 
graph, in line 16, after the word “ fourteen,” insert “and that 
until the last-mentioned date the President is hereby author- 
izel to modify, change, and amend the same”; so that, if 
amended, the first paragraph of the bill will read as follows: 


i, page 2, insert 


That the operation of the Executive order of March 3, 1913, made 
and promulgated nunrder the provisions of chapter 355 of the Statutes 
it Large, entitled “An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex 





rnment for the f 1 year ending June 30, 1913, aud 

,’ approved Au t 24, 1912, in so far as these 

relate to the reorganization of the customs service, shall be suspended 

and the time for sald reorzanization extended until January 1, 1914, 

id that until the last-mentioned date the President is hereby suthor- 
to modify, change, and amend the same 


enses of the Gov 


other purpose 









us 


I offer that as an amendment to the amendment reported by 


the committee 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the | 
amendment of the Senator from Florida to the amendment re- | 


ported by the committee. 

rhe amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee as amended. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, since the bill has been amended 
I should like to inquire of the Senator from Florida whether 
the act giving to the President authority to reorganize these 
districts limited the discretion of the President in any way in 
the reorganization. As to the number of districts or as to the 
expense connected with the service, is there a limitation in the 
law? 

Mr. FLETCHER. The act, I will say to the Senator from 
Nebraska, under which the President issued this order is the act 
of August 24, 1912, and the particular provision is found on 
page 20 of the sundry civil bill. ‘That is not changed by the 
pending proposition. 

Mr. NORRIS I understand that is not changed, but does 
that act fix 

Mr. FLETCHER. I will read the provisions of the act. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have it here. That act simply fixes the limit 
of cost of the service at $10,150,000 instead of $10,500,000, 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. And of course this bill, if it were enacted, 
would still compel the reorganization to be made within the 
limitations fixed by the act. 

Mr. FLETCHER, It extends the time. I have not sought 
to amend the last clause of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to extend the 
proposed reorganization of the customs service for a period of 
six months,” 
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JUNE 10 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
| consideration of executive business. After 20 minutes spent in 
executive sessien the doors were reopened. 


ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY. 


3 








| 
| 
Mr. KERN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
| it adjourn to meet on Friday next at 2 o’clock p. m. 
| The motion was agreed to. 
| CLOTURE AND DILATORY TACTICS. 
Mr. OWEN. I desire to give notice that on Friday next, the 
15th instant, following the routine morning business, I shall 
| address the Senate on the subject of cloture and dilatory 
| tactics, 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. STONE. I desire to give notice that on Friday next, im- 
mediately after the close of the morning business, I shall move 
to take up for consideration House bill 1917, the Indian appro- 
| priation bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Friday, June 13, 1913, at 2 
o'clock p. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 10, 1913. 
CIviL SERVICE COMMISSIONERS. 

Charles M. Galloway, of South Carolina, to be a Civil Service 
Commissioner, vice John C. Black, resigned. 

Hermon W. Craven, of the State of Washington, to be a 
Civil Service Commissioner, vice William S. Washburn, resigned. 
JUDGE OF THE District CourT OF ALASKA. 

Frederick M. Brown, of Alaska, to be judge of the district 
court of the District of Alaska, to be assigned to Division No. 
3, vice Peter D. Overfield, whose term will expire at the close 
of June 15, 1913. 


UNITeD STATES MARSHAL. 

| <A. B. Gray, of Nevada, to be United States marshal for the 
district of Nevada, vice Harry J. Humphreys, whose term has 
expired. 


PUBLIC PRINTER. 

Cornelius Ford, of New Jersey, to be Public Printer, vice 
Samuel B. Donnelly, resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 6th day of June, 19138: 

Kirkwood H. Donavin, 

William R. Smith, jr., 

Frank J. Wille, 

Elwin F. Cutts, 

John C. Latham, 

Clarence C. Thomas, 
Stuart O. Grieg, 
Charles M. James, 
Joseph S. Hulings, and 
Franklin P. Conger. 
| Passed Asst. Surg. Albert J. Geiger to be a surgeon in the 

Navy from the 28th day of October, 1912. 
| Benjamin F. Iden, jr., a citizen of Virginia, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Medical Reserve Corps of the Navy from the 4th 
day of June, 1915. 

Second Lieut. Edward M. Reno to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 3d day of January, 1913. 

Second Lieut. Joseph D. Murray to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 16th day of May, 1913. 
| Lieut. Col. Charles L. McCawley, assistant quartermaster, to 
be a quartermaster in the Marine Corps with the rank of colonel 
from the 2d day of June, 1913. 

Maj. William B. Lemly, assistant quartermaster, to be an 
assistant quartermaster in the Marine Corps with the rank of 
lieutenant colonel from the 2d day of June, 1913. 

Professor of Mathematics Guy K. Calhoun, with the rank of 
ensign, to be a professor of mathematics in the Navy with the 
rank of lieutenant (junior grade) from the Gth day of June, 
1913. 


POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 
Edwarc C. Barnes to be postmaster at Evergreen, Ala., in 
place of G. Cullen Dean. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 27, 1912. 
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J. W. Barnes to be postmaster at Prattville, Ala., in place of 
Churles Booth, resigned. | 
J. F. Beatty to be postmaster at Atmore, Ala., in place of 
William Wagner. Incumbent’s commission expired December 

16, 1912. 





I 
f 





Clarence Byrd to be postmaster at Opp, Ala., in place of Edgar | 
A. MeFerrin. Incumbent’s commission expired February 20,| ,, : 
1913 Wilson M. Be 

Josephine Carlisle to be postmaster at Girard, Ala. Office 1 Bt . 
became presidential January 1, 1913. " -. Cooper | > , Ma \ 

W. H. Cieere to be postmaster at Haleyville, Ala., in place of ¥ 12 om : 
Newman H. Freeman. Incumbent’s commission expired April 1, LU1s. 5 

3 ; C. A. Fletel ’ \! oO 
1915. \. 1 

J. W. Horn to be postmaster at Brantley, Ala. Office became |! ! : J “3 J 4, tvto 
presidential January 1, 1912. | a St HE. Ha cel ; ' 

Richard C. McCarty to be postmaster at Slocomb, Ala., in| °* hn C. Ac I 
place of Lemuel A. Carroll. Incumbent’s commission expired | ¥ j ox 
. , ‘ s* | Eres? ] T Ix ¢ ‘ » _ 
February 20, 1913. Frank J. Kelleher to be | 

ARKANSAS. Toe : i 
H. R. Cantrell to be postmaster at M sfield, Ark., in place of 11. 















' 
James W. Harper. Incumbent’s commission expired May 18,|_,"** “; 2 CC@ne@ess to b — 
seas , place of Robert H. Roe, 1 



















Stephen R. George to be postmaster at Magazine, Ark., in ~— har ES oe ” eee ae nel : 
place of Richard P. Chitwood. Incumbent’s commission expired 1912. | 
June 2, 1913. a a : 
L. J. Miller to be postmaster at De Witt, Ark., in place of ex setae gs a . ao 
Edward Bowers. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu: 14, b 1¢ 1 09 
1913. ee 
i Tol \\ SS I i 
CALIFORNTA. | of WcrR 
Jesse D. Brite to be postmaster at Tehachapi, Cal., in place of Cha rT ( 
Peter J. McFarlane. Incumbent’s commission expired January | ,, » of Ed rd F. S | 
22. 1913. or ee ee 
Alexander Ludwig to be postmaster at Redding, Cal., in place : ai a : : 
of Angus J. Drynan, resigned. ee Ss a eee 
Mary F. Stevenson to be postmaster at Imperial, Cal., in place | _— = —* — o pcan , ' 
of Horace E. Allatt. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1918 od : 
1i. 1913. ; waaries & Couch to be pos ner ~ 
R. H. Summers to be postmaster at Colton, Cal., in place of we H. H. Newb; - mee 
: Wilson Hays, deceased. | eee ” TT 
COLORADO, om aS See oon me ' 
-F. F. Reinert to be postmaster at Fort Morgan, Colo., in Ww Mia " R Vo ,’ io gree ( 
4 place of Frank E. Baker, removed. ' 


Bruce Russell to be postmaster at Yuma, Colo... in place of 


K. B. Frantz, resigned. 










CONNECTICUT. | Daniel H, Bar { 
J. A. Leahy to be postmaster at Plainfield, Conn. Office ba- | Pie OF Busse 
came presidential October 1, 1912. -e “* ioe 
Frederick H. Smith to be postmaster at Darien, Conn., it a Brede os an 
place of G. T. Schlueter, deceased. ierman ‘Lernes, 1 S 














GEORGIA, 





Thomas K. Dunham to be postmaster at Darien, Ga., in place 





Sea tee . ; ; at | ; n |} place of George C, Allen. hh 
of T. K. Dunham. Incumbent’s commission expired May 18, cember 20, 1910. 
1913. Edward Z. De 





Hattie F. Gilmer to be postmaster at Toccoa, Ga., in place of 





Hattie F. Gilmer. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, | ] 


Wary anuary 11, 1913. 
1913, Ham 






Martha E. Gorham to be postmaster at Crawfordville, Ga., 
place of Martha E. Gorham. Ine 
January 27, 1913. 


in| John C. Roberts. 1 


imbent’s commision expired | 1913. 
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oI l ! s G te he ( 
eg Josephine Hilliard to be postmaster at Union Point, Ga., in| piace of G e A. Pof 1 
4 place of B. L. Bryan. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 16. 1909. 
Fd ary <i, 1918. F a , ; ; ; Leo L. H te } t W ! 
Alman G. Hock nh il to be p stmaster at Cumming, Ga., in| Charlies C. Barry li hy 
place of John E. Puett. Incumbent’s commission expired May | 744 191° 
"9 91° | 7 eee ‘ io 
22,1912 etn A | John W. Hanna to be postmaster at W 11 
John N. King to be postmaster at Rochelle, Ga., in place of | ,¢ w m Cardon. 1] 1M 
John N. King. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 1913. | 1919 
A. J. Lovelady to be postmaster at Ball Ground, Ga., in place Elmer Hopkins to be ] ' T 





of Levi L. Spence. Incumbent’s commission expired May 7, | Ragcar O. Beanbloss 
1912. 


, : ; cember 14, 1912 
John S. McKenzie to be postmaster at Comer, Ga., in place A. G. Jol ae 4 
of Henry M. Bird. Incumbent’s commission ex] 











jired January 






~ place of Charles H. S81 
27, 1913. ’ Eva Keith to be post ster ( 1] I 
L. F. Maxwell to be postmaster at Cornelia, Ga., in place of | Keith. Incumbent’s commiss expired Ja 1 
Isaac T. Sellers. Incumbent’s commission expired February 20, Frank Kenney to be rm t it Oxfor | 
1913. . nlace of Lewis W. Sk ; : of TD 
W. A. Tall ‘y to be postmaster at Milltown, Ga., in place of P 1 1 






41. “ember i 1912 

John W. Berryhill. Incumbent’s commission expired May 18, Frank K rt be t Edd e. | 
1915. | of J. M. Crosson. Incumlx Ss expired Fi 
HAWAII. 1912. 












A. H. Silva, jr., to be postmaster at Kahului, Hawaii, in place Thomas J. McCaffrey to be pos ster Wi 
of J. N. S. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expired April | in place of James B. Martin. Incumb« 
1, 1913. February 12, 1912. 





i 1 S. Moon to be postmaster 
W. L. Gustin. I 
1913 

Andrew T. 


‘ 4 11 . 
at Kellert 


cumbent’s commission 


expired January 11, 
O’Brien to be 
in place of Harry C. Chapple. 
February 20, 1913. 
Joseph H. Riseley 
4 Higman. 
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on, Iowa, in place of | Allen E. Stebbins to be postmaster at 
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place of Harry Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 11, 1918 

Sam Robinson to be postmaster at Gravity, Iowa. Office be- | 
came presidential January 1, 1912. 

Rudolph W. Schug to be postmaster at Strawberry Point. 
Iowa, in place of Gilbert ¢ ooley, deceased. : 

Fred 8. Stoddard to be postmaster at Jesup, Iowa, in place of 


John C. Felts. Incumbent’s commission expired February 20, 
1913. 

Bessie C. Swan to be postmaster at Story City, Iowa, in ‘ 
of Annas M. Henderson. Incumbent’s commission ex d Janu 
ary 9, 1912. 

A. E. Thomas to be postmaster at Buxton, Tow in place of 


Mills. Incumbent’s commission expired 


KANSAS, 





Viola Ha ton to be postmaster at Altamont, Kans., in place 
of Frank EK. George. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
11, 1 : 

Edy rd Corrigan to be postinaster at ili Kans., in 
)) f Charles E. Green. Incumbent’s ion expired 
heb ry ll, 1913. 

Maric IX. Henderson to be postmaster at Haven, Kans., in 
I e of William J. Waterbury. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
] d April 2 1913. 

Kk. C. MeDermott to be postmast at Spearville, Kans., in 
] e of Eva M. Baird. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 

ry 14, 1913. 

Thomas O’Mara to be postmaster at Colony, Kans., in place of 
i. T. Metealf. Incumbent’s commission expired April 15, 1913 

Eugene Skinner to be postmaster at Cherokee, Kans., in place 
of John F. Price. Incumbent’s commission expired January 11, 
Leb hed. 

W. A. Waddell to be postmaster at Cottonwood Falls, Kans., 

1 place of June B. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired 
\ ch 31, 1912. 


LOUISIANA, 


George D. Domengeaux to be postmaster at Breaux sridge, 
] in place of George D. Domingeaux, to correct name of 
appointee. 

liarry J. Geary to be postmaster at Lake Charles, La., in 
place of Tolbert J. Wakefield. Incumbent’s commission expires 
June 14, 1913. 

J. H. Houck to be postmaster at Gibsland, La., in place of 


M. L. Tatum. Incumbent’s commission expired April 19, 1913. 

Frank G. Hulse to postmaster at Delhi, La., in place of 
Luvinia Insley. Incumbent’s commission expired February 18, 
1155. 


Ye 


John R. Nash to be postmaster at Logansport, La. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1911. 

MAINE. 
Menander Dennett 
William T 


to be postmaster at Lewiston, Me., 


Smart, resigned. 


in place 
of 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
John H. Flavell to be postmaster at Hanover, Mass. 
became presidential October 1, 1912. 


John H. Kane to be postmaster at Lexington, Mass., in place 


| came presidential January 1, 


| place of Carl M. Lund. 





JUNE 


LQ), 


Sheridan, Mich. Offi 





became presidential January 1, 1913. 

David E. Storms to be postmaster at Harrisville, Mich. 
Incumbent’s commission expired 
ary 11, 1913. 

R. D. Watson to be postmaster at Rochester, Mich., in pla 
of Winthrop A. Hayes. Incumbent’s commission expired A): 
25, 1910. 

Isaac C. Wheeler to be postmaster at Manton, Mich., in 
Charles H. Bostick, removed. 

William H. Wint to be postmaster at Williamston, Mich 
place of Eber S. Andrews. Incumbent’s commission expired Ly 
14, 1912. 


of 


cember 
MINNESOTA. 

Deviny to be 

of James M. Diment. 

22, 1913. 

Charles H. Dietz to be postmaster at Mapleton, Minn., in 

.. G. Spaulding, resigned. 

G. A. Earhuff to be postmaster at North St. 
place of C. B. Boody, resigned. 

M. F. Finnigan to be postmaster at Morris, Minn., in pla 
Charles A. Lee. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
1918. 

John F. Flynn to be postmaster at 
place of Frank R. Coughran, resigned. 

Fr. W. Kramer to be postmaster at Lewiston, Minn. 
1913. 

postmaster at Ellsworth, Min 
Incumbent’s commission expired! | 


John postmaster at Owatonna, Minn., in 


Incumbent’s commission expired Jam 


Paul, Minn 


Worthington, Min 


Oflic 


Michael Hollaren to 
place of James Walker. 
cember 14, 1912, 

Mark T. Randall to be postmaster at Amboy, Minn., in 
of Harry E. Woodis. Incumbent’s commission expired A] 
5, 1913. ’ 

Enoch FE. Ritchie to be postmaster at Howard Lake, M ; 
in place of Mark M. Woolley. Incumbent’s commission ex} 

February 9, 1913. 

Itugh Toohey to be postmaster at 

A. Maxwell, resigned. 


be 





Fulda, Minn., in place 
Jesse 
MISSISSIPPI. 

Cc. W. Bolton to be postmaster at Pontotoc, Miss., in pl: 
James W. Bell. Incumbent’s commission expired Februar: 
1913. 

David Walley to be postmaster at 
of John L. McCoy. 


19 
1913. 


Richton, Miss.. in | 


Incumbent’s commission expired Ma: 


tetra Maes 
Aer 


MISSOURI. 


Ff 
W. L. Hixson to be postmaster at Billings, Mo., in pla a 
| Alonzo Turner. Incumbent’s commission expired April 8. 1° 3 
L. M. Hutcherson to be postmaster at Warrenton, M: v2 
place of Iola W. Morsey. Incumbent’s commission ex) £ 
December 14, 1912. Bs 
Louie L. Jobe to be postmaster at Bloomfield, Mo., in plac eS 
Frank McNew. Incumbent’s commission expired May 7, 1!) . 
Louie C. Mattox to be postmaster at Cuba, Mo., in place 3 
Andrew S. Munro. Incumbent’s commission expired April 19 a 
19138. 
William C. Murray to be postmaster at Doniphan, Mo., 


Office | 


of L. A. Saville. deceased. 
James H. Roach to be postmaster at Winchester, Mass., in | 
place of John W. Richardson, resigned. 
MICHIGAN. 
Henry A. Bishop to be postmaster at Millington, Mich., in 


place of David J. Evans. 
cember 14, 1912. 
Charles W. Cargo to be postmaster 


place of George A. Barnes, resigned. 


Incumbent’s commission expired De- 


at Bellevue, Mich., in 


M. S. Carney to be postmaster at Decatur, Mich.. in place of 
Arba N. Moulton. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
19138. 


John S. Hardy to be postmaster at Honor, Mich., in place of 
Wesley T. Smith, removed. 

John Lutz to be postmaster at Saline, Mich., in place of A. M. 
Humphrey. Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 
1912. 

John W. O'Leary to be postmaster at 
place of George L. Worthington. 
pired January 11, 1913. 


Brooklyn, Mich., in 
Incumbent’s commission ex- 


8, | 


place of Otis M. Gary. 
ary 12, 1913. 


Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 


ie say: ae 


NEBRASKA. 

W. C. Bartlett to be postmaster at Elmwood, Nebr., in p! 
of W. K. Sargent, resigned. 

Edward J. Brady to be postmaster at McCook, Nebr., in pla 
of Lon Cone. Incumbent’s commission expired April 1, 1!1° 

V. W. Clayton to be postmaster at Wisuer, Nebr., in place of 
Frank C. Evans. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 
1913. 


J. B. Lane to be postmaster at Blue Hill, Nebr., in place of 
A. D. MecNeer, resigned. 

Frank D. Strope to be postmaster at Orchard, Nebr., in pl: 
of William E. Alexander. Incumbent’s commission expired 


January 11, 1918. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Irving H. Hicks to be postmaster at Contoocook, N. H., in 
T 


place of Frank I. Morrill. Incumbent’s commission expir 
April 5, 1913. 
NEW JERSEY. 


Samuel H. Chatten to be postmaster at Pennington, N. J., in 
place of Joshua L. Allen. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 11, 1913. 

John J. Foley to be postmaster at Bernardsville, N. J., in 
place of Alfred B. Gibb. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 13, 19138. 
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Joseph Mark to be postmaster at South River, N. J., in pla: 
of Samuel Gordon. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
11, 1913. 







Edwin Clute h 
of James H. Callanan. Incumbent’s con ssion expired Jan 
uary 16, 1912. 

Michael Finigan to be postmaster at Norwich, N. Y., in place 
of J. Johnson Ray. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
16, 1912. 

Jacob L. Hicks to be postmaster at Highland Falls, N. Y., in 
place of Joseph F. Stephens. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1913. 

J. Mailler Hunt to be postmaster at Chappaqua, N. Y., in 
place of Henry W. Bischoff. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 12, 1915. 


Andrew Mealey to be postmaster at Greenwich, N. Y., in pl 
of Mortimer R. Tefft. Incumbent’s commission expired De 1 


ber 16, 1912. 

Fred L. Merrell to be postmaster at Copenhagen, N. Y., in 
place of Fred A. Green, Incumbent’s commission expired J 
uary 21, 1913. 

John Puvogel to be postmaster at Hicksville, N. Y., in place 
of Samuel P. Poole. Incumbent’s commission expired April 13, 
1913. 


. L. Tripp to be postmaster at Pine Plains, N. Y., in place of 


Jol 
\ 


1913. 
V. S. Waterbury to be postmaster at Ballston Spa, N. Y., in 
pla e of Hiro J. Settle. I 


ruary 18, 19158. 


1 W. Hedges. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 


necumbent’s commission expired Feb 


NORTH CAROLINA, 


E. H. Avent to be postmaster at East Durham, N. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

J. Hi. Bowen to be postinaster at West Durham N. CC... 
place of Lonnie E. Pickard. Incumbent’s commissien expired 
February 19, 1912. 

A. N. Bulla to be postmaster at Randleman, N. C., in a 
of Luren D. Mendenhall. Incumbent’s commission expired Ja! 
uary 28, 1912. 

J. H, Carter to be postmaster at Mount Airy, N. C., in place 
of Robert T. Joyce. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
24, 1912. 

P. J. Caudell to be postmaster at St. Pauls, N. C., in place of 
P. J. Caudeil, to correct name of post office. 

W. F. Flowers to be postmaster at Fremont, N. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

W. G. Fussell to be postmaster at Rosehill, N. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

G. W. Hill to be postmaster at Vineland, N. C. Office became 
presidential July 1, 1910, 

A. H. Huss to be postmaster at Cherryville, N. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 

D. J. Kerr to be postmaster at Canton, N. C., in place of 
Charles F. Smathers. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 28, 1912. 

H. D. Lambeth to be postmaster at Elon College, N. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

J. H. Lane to be postmaster at Leaksville, N. C., in place of 
Mattie S. Martin. Incumbent’s commission expired May 16, 
1912. 

S. S. Lockhart to be postmaster at Wadesboro, N. C., in place 
of Percy B. Matheson. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru 
ary 27, 1912. 

E. T. MecKeithen to be postmaster at Aberdeen, N. C., in place 
of James MeN. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 28, 1912. 

Robert S. McRae to be postmaster at Chapel Hill, N. C., in 
place of William BE. Lindsay. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 12, 1912. 

J. W. Noell to be postmaster at Roxboro, N. C., in place of 
Henry J. Whitt. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 
1911. 


W. L. Ormand to be postmaster at Bessemer City, N. C. | 


Office became presidential January 1, 1915. 

Cc. D. Osborn to be postmaster at Oxford, N. C., in place of 
John W. Brown. Incumbents’ commission expired February 27, 
1912. 


L. M. Sheffield to be postmaster at Spray, N. C., in place of | 


J. Sanford Patterson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
20, 1912. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 
Peter Karpen to be postmaster at Medina, N. Dak., in place 
of Mary C. Dwyer. Incumbent’s commission expired April 15, 
1913. 
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1950 


Shepherd M. Lash to be postmaster at Herminie, Pa.., 


of Burrell G. Ingraham. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
] 10, J ~ 

j is W. U, MeBride » be postmaster at Beaver, Pa., in 
e of Harry J. Boyde Incumbent’s commission expired May 
1 1912 

Join ID. Moore to be postmaster at Oxford, Pa., in place of 
Alexander H. Ingram Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 29, 191 


W. H. Pertser to be postmaster at Saltsburg, Pa.. 


in place of 


Joseph A, McClaran. 
1915 

John H. Raln to be postmaster at Schwenkville, Pa., in place | 
of V. G. Prizer, resigned 

T. Cheyney Scott to be postmaster at Malvern, Pa., in place 


of Edward Weir. Incumbent’s commission expired 

9, 1913. 

Samuel G. Shannon to 
Office he« 

Oscar We 


became p! 


be 


preside ntial October 1. 


Norwood 
1912. 


Lemoyne 


postmaster at 


Station, 


Pa 


ime 


. Pa. Office 


fensberger to be postmaster at 
idential January 1, 1913. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Rufus G. Durham to be postmaster at Landrum, 8S. C. Office 
) 





became presidential January 1, 191: 

William M. Me Millan to be postinaster at Clinton, S. C., in 
place of John P. Little. Ineumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary ¥, 1915 


T. M. Mahon to be postmaster at 
of A. G. Pinckney. 


Williamston, S. C., in place 
> 


Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 
I io be postmaster at Inman, S. C. Office 
esidential January 1, 1912. 

SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Rush O. Fellows to be postmaster a Bellefourche, S. Dak., 


in place of Marion H. Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 17, 1912. 

©. M. Iverson to be postmaster at Hudson, S. Dak., in place 
of Alexander B. Coutts. Incumbent’s commission expired April 


9, 1913 
TENNESSEE. 
be postmaster at Dresden, Tenn., in place 


R. E. L. Brasfield to 


0 John LP. Gibbs. 


19i2 
Cc. B. Bowden to be postmaster at Martin, Tenn., in place of 
W. H. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired April 28, 1912. | 
J. C. French to be postmaster at Memphis, Tenn., in place of | 
Leander W. Dutro. Incumbent’s commission expired May 28, | 
1912. 


R. D. Tiunt to be postmaster at Sharon, Tenn. Office 
presidential January 1, 1913. 

J. I. Johnson to be postmaster at Watertown, 
of James A. Cox, Incumbent’s commission 


1912. 


Tenn., 
expired 


in place 
May 23, 


TEXAS. 
postmaster at 
Incumbent’s 


Ball to be Orange, Tex., in 


commission expired 


place of 


Jobn a. 
;: March 


James 1 


1913. 


( 
‘) 


Ralph H. Barnett to be postmaster at Hereford, Tex., in place | 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 


of Clarence Smith. 


16, 1911. 


Myrtle C. Bradshaw to be postmaster at Roxton, Tex. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1912. 
Kate G. Burke to be postmaster at Crosbyton, Tex. Office 


became presidential January 1, 1913. 
W. H. Cook to be postmaster at Henrietta, Tex., in place of 


T. F. Berner. Incumbent’s commission expired April 15, 1918. 

W. L. Coleman to be postmaster at Alpine, Tex., in place of 
Louis W. Durrell. Incumbent’s commission expired April 28, 
1912, 

M. C. Fields to be postmaster at Lott, Tex., in place of C. A. 
Cox. Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, 1912. 

Ik. R. Fleming to be postmaster at Victoria, Tex., in place of 
Edward H. Clark. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
11, 115. 


J. W. Gaskin to be postmaster at Jacksboro, Tex., in place of 
Evert Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, 
112 

Henry Van Geem to be postmaster at Eastland, Tex., in place 
of I>. G. Hunt, removed. 

J. W. Hardecastie to be postmaster at Lexington, Tex. 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 


Office 


W. B. Hutchison to be postmaster at Tulia, Tex., in place of | 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1913. | 


Jeff Potter. 


Fk. P. Ingerson to be postmaster at Barstow, Tex., in place of 
¥. P. Ingerson. 


Incumbent’s commission expired April 28, 1912. 
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in place | 


Incumbent’s commission expired April 1, | 


28 
February | 


Incumbent’s commissicn expired May 18, | 


became | 


| in place of Eugene S. Turner. 


|of Ray Haggerty. 






JUNE 10, 


George P. Knight to be postmaster at Stephenville, Tex.. in 
place of W. H. Christian. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 13, 1906. 

Henry L. Luckett to be postmaster at Toyah, Tex., in place of 
E. I. Ellis. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 1913. 

John W. Miller to be postmaster at Dilley, Tex. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1912. 

Charles B. Moore to be postmaster at Lovelady, Tex., in place 
of Charles B. Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
1912. 

J. L. Noel to be postmaster at Pilot Point, Tex., in place of 
W. B. Carson. Incumbent’s commission expired May 22, 1912. 

T. J. Oden to be postmaster at Lindale, Tex., in place of 
Adelia C. Pruitt. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
1913. . 

B. C. Sanford to be postmaster at Plainview, Tex., in plac 
of George Keck. Incumbent’s commission expired January 2s 
1913. 

G. W. Smith to be postmaster at Sonora, Tex. 
presidential January 1, 1912. 

Annie Stryker to be postmaster at Woodville, Tex., in pla 
of John C. McBride. Incumbent’s commission expired Mat 
1, 1913. 

Green B. Taylor to be postmaster at Pecan Gap, Tex. Offic: 
became presidential October 1, 1912. 

J. W. Winsett to be postmaster at Higgins, Tex., 
A. G. Mitchell. 
19158. 

T. P. Woodward to be postmaster at Yoakum, Tex., in | 
of Frank Quota, resigned. 


2d, 


Office be 


in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 11, 


VIRGINIA, 


W. A. Broocks to be postmaster at Chase City, Va., in plac 
R. L. Hervey. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
1912, 


J. D. Crenshaw to be postmaster at Cambria, Va., in place of 
A. W. Moses. Incumbent’s commission expired May 20, 1512 

Lulu M. Ray to be postmaster at Mount Jackson, V: 
place of Albert A. Evans, deceased. 

I. Henry Savage to be postmaster at Chincoteague Is 
Va., in place of John W. Field, deceased. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Wirt A. French to be postmaster at Princeton, W. Va., 


place of J. H. Gadd, removed. 


Harry B. Moore to be postmaster at Ronceverte, W. Va 

place of John Driscol, removed. 
WISCONSIN. 

Arthur R. Curtis to be postmaster at National Home, W 
in place of Matthew O'Regan, deceased. 

Samuel Dewar to be postmaster at Westfield, Wis., in p! 
of Robert J. Audiss. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb 
ary 9, 1913. 

Charles A. Gesell to be postmaster at 
place of John L. Extrom. 


Tomahawk, Wis.. in 
Incumbent’s commission expired I) 


| cember 14, 1912. 


Frank Gottsacker to be postmaster Wis.. 
place of Edward R. Mattoon, deceased. 

Frank Hall to be postmaster at Rio, Wis., in place of Chat 
J. Linquist. Incumbent’s commission expired May 6, 1912. 

James F. Horan to be postmaster at Friendship, Wis. Offic: 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

W. C. Kiernan to be postmaster at Whitewater, Wis., in pla: 
of Frank B. Goodhue. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 
ary 11, 1913. 

Wigand B. Krause to be postmaster at Port Washington, Wis, 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


at Sheboygan, 


April 24, 1912. 

Max C. Stoltenow to be postmaster at Spencer, Wis. 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

Harvey Vincent to be postmaster at Park Falls, Wis., in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 


Office 


14, 1912. 
WYOMING. 


Cc. G. Mudd to be postmaster at Powell, Wyo. Office became 


presidential January 1, 1913. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 10, 1913. 
MINISTER. 


Thaddeus Austin Thomson to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States of America to 


| Colombia. 
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Unitep States ATTORNEYS. 
J. Virgil Bourland to be United States attorney, western dis- 
trict of Arkansas. 
Edward C. Love to be United States attorney for the north- 
ern district of Florida. 
Herbert S. Phillips to be United States attorney for the 
southern district of Florida. 
Fred Robertson to be United States attorney for the district 
of Kansas. 
J. Warren Davis to be United States attorney for the district 
of New Jersey. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. | 
Josh T. Griffith to be collector of internal revenue for the 
second district of Kentucky. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ILLINOIS, 
Marshall FE. Daniel, MeLeansboro. 
John Odum, Harrisburg 


George P. Cooke, Milford 
oul. | 

Il. B. Sibila, Massillon. | 

TENNESSEE. 

Margaret G. Elliott, Murfreesboro. 

J. C. French, Memphis. 

. N. Maxwell, Somerville. 

Adam S. Nichols, Dandridge . 

G. H. Rhodes, Whiteville. 

I. R. Roberts, Erwin. 

R. L. Strong, Collierville. 


MOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuespay, June 10, 1913. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the f 
lowing prayer: 

We rejoice, O God, our heavenly Father, in Thy goodness 
and in Thy wonderful works to the children of men. “The 
heavens declare Thy glory, and the firmament showeth Thy 
handiwork. Day unto day uttereth speech, and night unto night 
showeth knowledge There is no speech nor language where 
their voice is not heard. Their line is gone out through all the 
earth and their words to the end of the world.” And we rejoice 
with exceeding great joy that Thou didst reveal Thyself in the 
heart of the Christ as the Father of all men, and didst pour 
out Thy love for Thy children in the sublime sacrifice on the 
Cross of Calvary. We rejoice that the Christ spirit has been 
coming more abundantly and with greater potency into the 
hearts of men, uniting all peoples into one great family, teach 
ing that what hurts one hurts all and what helps one helps all. 
Hasten the day, we beseech Thee, when all men shall recognize 
the sublime truth and practice it. In the spirit of the Chri 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, June 6, 1915, was 
read and approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. Loseck, by unanimous consent, was granted 

sence for two weeks on account of important business 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL FRIDAY. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Fri 
day next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani 
mous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Friday next. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 166, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia is hereby 
authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be neces- 
sary in the transaction of its business 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolutien was agreed to 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


CoO I E ON EXPENDII IN 
Mr. DOUGHTON Mr. Spe ra 
t he S t « isiderat e res 
Cle s des 
l} ( rk re id is follows 
H 7 
i { ( 
mixt 1 4 
rhe SPEAKER Is ther 
Mr. BURKE of South J] I 
right to object, I desit 
had the authority in the last ¢ 
Mr. DOUGHTON. I think 
Ir. BURKE of South Da I 
Mr. DOUGHTON. I was 
the t Congress, but I how 


I know they had that aut 
The SPEAKER Is t 


ion of the resol 





i VV 
I \ 
i MceRKRELLAR Mi 
Caldwell, of M | y’ 
La \ss t 1 cle ve 
Press As int } } \I 
of levees n he Mississ 
ex nt presentation 
MoUs CoOUSeE to 
‘ ‘ } r! ~ 
rhe SPEAKER Is 
man from Tem 
There was no ob 
rl dd ~ sas f 
I prot n of ( 
LI ! flow 1 the tad 
u f tl l “l 
be a dutv ] thu 
dex I te 
. ; fai ted t 
1 ( \ { » Was y i It 
United States S f 1 12 
be of ss the S f 
Commerce 1 the Pre | I 
On) l that Wol was 
to be und ken by } 
New \ I ’ f 1 
i r : 
‘ 1 | , V\ } 
yuest aN | I ] 
lood This q 
| i Ss ‘ { 
\i 
VW gy W f gs 
pp t 
ra 
t soe . g 
f they had a é to 
ed eng } a 
tat ‘ah ‘ é S 
shown that such methods had pr ef 
is an age of spe 
of his own affair 
of pers ; who ] ¢ | 
done 
The ! 
sippi River is a eng 
} m a { I I 
Unfortunately, however, there is a w 
the opinions of engineers and t : 
without offering anything 
the locks at the Soo, the new 1 | 
other works of great magnitt 1 f 
constructed by advocates of cle } 
engineers. Experts and 


pa pe rs’ eonstructed the world’s 


its submarine cables, it 


s brid 


| wonderful works, and yet the : 








ei 


OW t comes a of such magnitude and such far 


‘ceived the homage of 


for little or naught with a certain newspaper which con- 





‘And in his speech of April 11, 1913, before the National 


e Congress in St. Louis, Mo., referri 


TQ 


proposed system of reservoirs would have cost hundreds of 
1 its effect on tl} year’s flood he t the lower 
eeded 6 in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Current Opinion, in its May issue, referring to the flood of | 


“Make these into one, and you would have a reservoir 1,740 


Ox £ 4 1 


es long and 1 mile wide and 25 feet deep, longer, wider, and 


er than the Mississippi River from Memphis to the Gulf. 
ig the cost of such reservoir, consider the small 
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square miles, the magnitude of the sum require 


the White and Wabasb, 
Cumberland and the Tenn ee in 1913, and what would 


Mississippi 








Dp 
om the Missouri, how many and how large I rvoirs would 
requil dtol ld their w ters, were Ww< uld they be pli ced _ 
} 7 ‘ the < r 
N ! t tl 1912, w did ( { n the 
y 
\ ( vus Is his § I 
) ‘ ! t i flood of 1912 w 
| i \ vicinity of Cairo, I 
q < 1 « ‘ es t? 1 the St r 
f about 15 f ; the q itity of mate to 
tion would be over 100,000,000,000 cubi ls, and its 
m f y to ht ired billior of d Ss Such a 
hy 1d ild a levee line 7,000 miles long and over 150 


eresting article in the Scientific American of May 38, 





ker, editor in chief of the 
News, after d issing the reservoir system at 

’ < S 
When we apply the cost of reservoir construction per million gal- 
water s d to ‘ v s of water req to be stored, 
to tak ure of f waters of rivers d ng thousands 





‘Ss appalling. 


JUNE 10, 





REFORESTATION. 
“ Expert investigation has pro en that forests have very little 


to do with floods. The Senate Commerce Committee, to whose 




















investigation I have referred, went into this matter fully, ; 
reported as follows: 
‘Nothing in the evidence discloses the fact that the destructi f 
ti r tends to cause or promote floods. It is the generally a 
opinion that it tends to rather diminish than to increase the rain 
7 i i Louis speect ys: 
hat even un e mo extr 
cla tation as a means of reduci 
h requires the conversion of too 
f be practicable. The waste land 
( tably be « into forest reservati is t l 
irea to produce an le effect on floods 
ars to produce a good forest growth, an 
ives of that forest to decay in sufficient 
i] tisfactory as an absorl 
1 to ay ‘ nage the Mississi 
he article in the Scientific American 1 
i t f; s on t S quest n: 
_ si eat r 
V iW ts Hudsor 
ym Mar 2 rn it dat 
rt 1 ; y whi l ittained 
volume towing it river were less than the flooc which o 
Febr y, 1 I ‘ h used by water from the sout 
( t Ad 1857 nearly the whole of t! 
was cove Better proof that a for ‘ 
yn a nt great flocds in the streams { 
from it « ld records show also that i 
tl was at Pittsburgh which was 


I i } 
gher than the f April, 1913. In 1832, however, a very 





I ‘ eny and Monongahela w ‘ 
Ww fens d height on record tn t M 
si River, i844 and the next highest ir 
At th the y drained by the upper Mis 

d Missout ral condition. The recent fi 1 
refe: gt aused by an extr ‘ 
I fall, ar ; done in the removal 
, ti tion ‘atinage of swan ps had 
do \ h it 

TRIB IES AND OUTLETS. 

“Other suggestions for reducing flood heights are the 
of some of the waters into tributaries, making cut-offs, 
lets. The United States commission in 1860 came to this 
clusion: 

de 1 S 






‘It has been demonstrated that no advantage can be 
liverting tributaries and that the plans of cut-offs and o y 
l uutlets to the Gulf are too costly and too dangerous 
attempted. 





aN) 





“The Senate Commerce Committee in 1898 says: : 
“Your committee can discover neither from the evidence nor 

other sources any material relief from the outlet system. 
“Col. Townsend, in his speech in Memphis on Septem! : 

1912, says: 
“ Cut-offs have been repeatedly tried in Europe as a me: 

reducing floods, but always with disastrous results. A © 

affords relief at one locality, but at the expense of anothe : 
“IT thought the outlet plan had died with John Cowden, | A 

only a day or two ago it bobbed up in a newspaper, and the 


scheme of sending the Mississippi River to the Gulf through t! e 


Atchafalaya was again exploited. Owing to pressure brot 


| to bear on the Government a number of years ago a thor e 


‘Even if the monev and land cou!d have been found for this 


investigation of this scheme was made, and its futility as w 
as its appalling dangers were clearly proven. 

“Since Cowden’s scheme apparently has outlived him, I 
not be surprised to have the ‘ pseudoscientists of the new x 
papers’ advocate canals on the east and west banks of the riv: 
as large as the river itself, insist on digging holes in the bo 


faery, : 


on 


of the river to connect with subterranean currents, and evs 


erection at regular intervals along the banks of hot-air « 
to increase evaporation. 
ABOLITION OF THE LEVEE SYSTEM. 


} ‘ 


“ While the total abolition of the levee system can hardly 
considered a remedy for floods, yet some owners of lands w 
outside the levees and others who own no land anywhere « 
for this. Even a certain newspaper, without the courage | 3 
openly advocate it but which almost daily declares levees to be 
a failure, every now and then hints at it and tries to pers ) 
planters whose lands have been overflowed that the benefit to 
their soil from silt deposit more than offsets flood damage. It 
is needless to say that the ] 








sole proprietor of this paper does 
not own a plantation. It is asserted that with the levees ! 
moved the water would spread over a vast territory, would 1 
be deep, and would run off quicker; but it is well known t! 
the immense volume of water passing through levee crevasses 


takes much longer to reach outlets than when confined 
lotta 


the river’s bank. The shallowness of an overflow as 3 
that of 1912, or in June, as sometimes has happened, and which 
would frequently happen without levees, is not of much con- 


sequence to the planter who sees the catfish sporting in the 











1915. 




















row and hears the bullfrog croaking in the meadow. 
present levees would be utterly impossible, and 

would be met not by injunction, the weapon of the 
the shotgun, a more immediate and effective 
protection of property. 


any 


attempt 
law, 


but by 
weapon for 


the 


TSP OF 
R i t 






“Before I come to levees as a means for flood protection I 
want to say a few words about the fa tatement which hi 
often been made and is now frequently being made that 
cause the bed of the river to rise, and that 
bottom of the river will be where the top of the levees now is, 
and that, consequently, no limit can be placed on levee heights. 
To prove this it has been asserted that levees have caused the 
beds of certain European rivers to rise. Though this is not true, 
it is said and written over and over again. As far back as 1860 
the Government commission, referring to the River Po, said: 

“The extreme low water surface of the River Po has not changed 
perceptibly in more than two centuries, and consequently the bott 
the river has not been elevated during that time. 


se is 


after a while the 


“Col. Townsend, in his address in Memphis last September, 
said: 


“ Several hundred years ago a French traveler visited Italy, and on 
his return reported that levees had raised the bed of the Po River 
This statement was carefully Investigated and found to be untrue, but 
it has traveled over the whole world wherever rivers have | I 
proved and vexed the engincers in charge of their im rhe 


french engineers have made careful 
of France and found no evidence of 
studied the Rhine and the Austrians 
fail to detect it. The Mississippi 
observations of the Mississippi 
Scour than a fill. 

“As great a newspaper as the New York Evening Post | 
February stated that levees had caused the bottom of the Mis 
sissippi River to rise, and what do you suppose was their au- 
thority? Mark Twain, when he was a pilot on the river. 
paper did not take the trouble to find out whether the Govern 
ment had taken soundings or if it had any reliable data on the 
subject, but relied entirely on Mark Twain’s statement mat 
years and years ago. Is it not astonishing? 


investigation of 
such action , 
the rivers of Au 
River Commission has ma 
River and found more ey 









ast 





LEVEES. 

“A properly constructed levee system is the only feasible and 
economical method of preventing floods of the lower Mississippi 
River. This has been the opinion of all civilian engineers who 
have given the problem special study and of all United States 
engineers who have had charge of Government works along the 
river. As United States engineers are not allowed to stay in 
any locality more than two or three years and as there are 
many sections of the river each in charge of an ojilicer, there 


have been many such in the last 25 years whose duty it was to 


investigate this system, and they have done so entirely free | : 


from personal interest or scientific prejudice. For a like period 
of time the Mississippi River Commission—a body composed of 
civilian engineers as well as those of the United States Army 
and a body varying greatly in its personnel over this period— 
has studied the subject and approved levees as the proper means 
for flood control. 

“As far back as 1860 the Government after dis- 


commission, 


carding other methods, as I have already shown, came to this 
definite conclusion : 

“The plan of levees which has always recommended itself by its sim- 
plicity and its direct repayment of investments, can be relied for 
protecting all of the alluvial bottom lands liable to inundation below 


Cape Girardeau. 


“Another United States commission in 1875 so decided. 


“The Senate Committee on Commerce in 1898 boldly de 
clared: 

“From all the evidence taken by your committee it i viden 
that the basins along the Mississippi River can only be protected from 
floods by an ample and complete system of levees from C: to th 


Head of the Passes. 

“Col. Townsend, one of the ablest engineers in the world and 
now president of the Mississippi River Commission, was st: 
tioned in Memphis for over six years, in charge of this section 
of the Mississippi River. He also has spent many years on 
other portions of the river. He has investigated the levee sys- 
tems of foreign countries, and it can almost be said he has made 
levees a life study. In his Memphis speech he said: 

“ Levees have been tested for ages and have proved uniformly 
cessful when built to adequate dimensions; no other method of 
from floods has been successfully applied to large streams. 


ne 


To destre vy | 


} } 
ieVees 


let | 


“Maj. E. M. Markham, of the United States Corps of Engi- | 


neers, in an article which appeared in the Memphis Commercial- 
Appeal on May 4, says: 


“It is therefore somewhat difficult to follow the theory, if one « 
ts, upon which is based any conclusion that levees once built to tl 
eight and section demanded by well-understood principles of physi 
= not keep the basins dry from any river stage for which they may 
e constructed, since it is not understood why the head, current, and 


x 
1e 


es, 
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Rh e, the D l i » Po dl { \l 
ke the Mississip} 1 whicl 
would be amus Il, b 
of some of our ‘} io s sts 
levees ‘mud banks 1 who 1] ‘ h 
break occurs i le alf ie Ss ‘ 
embankment tut we “11 l 
visible proof o ee acy f I 
system. The levees Maj. D s 
have not broke Kiven thes ees ‘ 
of the perfect system pr lb 
missi n, but they held the pre 
1913 Why not point to t 1) e 
cacy of levees whe | on 
crevisse n bac ct sf l t l ‘ cs 1é 
of levee failut I fear tl ( ‘ 
convinced aga her Ww e is 

‘ 1 \ 4 \ 

b providing for the ¢ | 

various proje Ss, among 1 \I 
It provides an annu I of 
$35.000.000 of whik l 
dollars to the Miss Rive f 
25,000,000 to the Missouri Riv $5.00 
S5.000.000 to e@ MIiSSIiSSID] Rive 

to the Sacramento and San J 
$5,000,000 for the pul e of le 

aI no specific appol $ he 
lie oned in bill: 
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ig to the subj s covered 

“ The Bureau of P Lidus 
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The Ge i Sur 
examination f 3 ] s 

“The R m 1 Se f 
and the pur ise of ds f 

The Forest S« ‘e for th 
infestation of itiona e } 
h ters cone ed with ( \ 

The expenditure f $10,000 04 
sissip] Ri r fi » ta 
e) Ww e ow s . l 
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oO the W | 

these words I do ! 
n 3 tl ‘ ) 
be yag nd 4 
done may be worthy l 
the Mississippi Rive ! 
its banks is big b 
depends 
are not of su 
large 

“The b h tl M I 
been instrumental ! 
years 36,000,000 I ! 
for bank revetment; : 
through the ! ‘ . 
five ‘ rs I le i ; 
per annum for le d $5.04 TA 
ment: and the M s Ri ( 
a careful estimate of cost of this y 
sufficient to put the levees in an im] 
ever prevent o floy VV _we eas 
help us, we are not trying to prevent 
Our position has either not been understos 
yocates of the Newlands bill or else h: 
represented. tecause we believe that 
should be treated by itself, just as the P 


because we think we can obtain from Congress ar 
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American progress, is to be surpassed in the coming 10 years 
] 1as been done has been pione ig work. In agriculture 1 
‘ ms had to be solved: in oil devel nent many hundreds of th 
sands of dollars had to be lost in testing out the oil flelds in the Stat 




















nt id work operations have been seriously hampered by ur 
] il agitation, some of it honest, some of it thorough!y dish 
: of the political agitator, working for his own interest whil 
y I y he was working for theirs In « 
vi mistakes hav« en made by « rdoing sj ulat 
perat he number of these seems to be exceedingly sma! 
thi taken into consideration. Indeed one of the most 
ig facts which impresses the student of the development of thi 
t elatively small amount of speculative operations, especi 
‘ ecti« with the vast ofl and gas operations, that is going 
d with speculation in times past in other oil and gas r 
er . » of the wild speculative boom of the Beaur 
1 wl at y suddenly became the center of the world’s 





vities, nor is there anything comparable to the speculative era 
Indian gas fields when that section was undergoing its wond 













le\ : nt following the discoveries of gas in large quantities. 
Men from all over the world are gathering In Oklahoma, and « 
from abroad, from the North and from the West, is being heavi 
ested in oil and gas and manufacturing operations. But this 
movement of men and money has not produced anything like as 
speculation as I have found in times past In other rapidly devel 
regions Indeed, so far as speculative land forever is concerned 
lieve there is less of it in evidence, even in the most rapidly dev 
ters of oil and gas activity, than in many of the conservativ 
growing cities of the central Sout 
Oklahe as been an expe for testing ont 
tical s. A good many : proved dis fai 
ts prog lazing as fit has | have been far it 






iffered from this fever ) 
with which it was worked by the politi 
in politics, in finance, and In railroad cont 


tton 


agitation and the e 
as an experiment st 
A saner view of the 
at is coming about. ‘The people of the » have learned | 
experience that a good many of the experi its that have been 
by politicians have been paid for by the people and not by the 
i : There ts now a widespread sentiment throuchont the St 
ring about more favorable conditions for the building and oy 
ft railroads. It is fortunate that this is the case, because all th: 
cations point to a volume of traffic which will tax to their 
y al l d factlities of this section. It fis al 
erests of the State, acricuitural, indus 














































mm al at railroads shall be given as quickly as possil 
por i ; capital order to {i ase their fa 
ver to build r h-needed br -h lines. If 
f 1 that more favorable legislation wi t 
lro do this, then 1e situation in all this 

i be consid bly er rered by the certainty of transp 

ilit being wholly Imadequate to meet the growing needs 
TI ioneering work has been done, and the field has been clear 


made ready for much greater progress than that of the past 
ondition in every line of business except that of the purely t 
Dp lation is preparing for a far-reaching advance 


One of the greatest inges that is now taking place in the ind 





life of the Southwest is the practical transference to the Ok! 
field from Indiana and Kansas of the window-glass and bottle 
industry. This ange is significant of what will follow in the 
f re in other lines of industry The gas potentialities of 0! 


ire apparently almost without limit, and as far as is possi 
people who dominate the gas situation are conserving this 1 
fu vy for utilization tn home Industry It ts estimated 
horities that when the glass-making plants now und 
str on are completed this section will make more than 80 | 
f the wink and bottle glass produced west of the Mississippi 
a “ 






nr 













I 1 ye or more the ‘o raflroad people have been qu 
§ essive rki to bring about this transference of the 

om the | exhausted gas rections of some other States 
virgin gas ] the situation here is greatly li 


le coal which can be utiliz 
pply become partly exhansted, 





So abun ! is the supply of gas. with w 
ny placs baving a producing capacity of 5,000,000 to 25 


et per day, and rigid laws preventing the undue waste of ga 
it seems reasonable to look for a much longer life for this g 
n i mally } ipa in any gas region. 

ft the glass-making industry and the rapidity ¢ 
velopment, a large proportion of which ts due to the work 
F o System's department of development, ts the following 
glass plants now in operation or under construction: 
Co.. elly le 
H. Kerr & Co., fruit jars. 
y Glass Co., lamp chimneys. 
ass Co.. window class 
Glass Co., window glass. 
nps and jelly elas 


1 o 


r 

















lass cturing Co., fruit | 
e Window Glass Co., window glass. 
Gla Co., window glass 
tros. Glass Co., window glass. 
ker I tros Glass Co., bottles. 
tlackwell, Oklahoma GI ( fruit jars. 
Ponca City Glass Co., wi glass 
The sh {nmvestment in these plants will be considerably over $1 
000, and possibly will run to $1,500,000. The largest single pl 


that f the Skelton Gls Co., which ts under construction, ar 
ready has under roof about 8 acres. Dr. Skelton, the owner < 
plant, a very large operator in oll and gas, as well as in ind 








I states that when the plant ts fully completed and_ read 
I n it will represent an actual outlay of at least $1,000 
B 1 on this esti of cost for this plant when completed, a 

f ‘ ep ts will considerably exceed the amount stated. 

Sk plant is being bullt for producing glass by patented mac 


A number of other glass plants are now negotiating with a v! 
locating in this section 
While the glass-making Industry In this rapid development 
it Importance not only in itself, but by reason of the fact t 
indicative of a trend of industrial interest to these almost li: 
gas flelds, the tremendous oil industry of the State is the spect 
ng of the day and likewise the great wealth and freight creat 
Up to the present time a large proportion of the oi! produ 
this State has been shipped out by pipe lines in its crude state 





eat 









Ae, 


weve 


- 





; 
£ 
i 
t 





Px 
ha 
v7 


sae: 


# eet Ty 








refined elsewhere. Now there fs a very rapid growth of the oil-refinery 


industry in Oklahoma, which will add vastly to the railroad 
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and at the same time practically quadruple the value of every barrel | qahle and extravagant d . ] 
of oil that passes from its crude f * refineries now in : : } ' 7 
operation and now beir ted, to the stat In some cases | P! on bill At is “ s & $ 
the value of the oil ar y-products re than quadruple | House im) i i . Hi 
but safe ) ivy that « el oO i haste was so in ’ j ‘ . * a ! 
i ' Ww g f is CET = ¢ will is t ce : t] 
ul retineries, be i ased in value to at ist $4 | ° * nO Lhe Preceue : t , 
rule they could find and ed ) 
tat I dduced in the a f 130 ) ba Is oO 4) minutes, he , ot \ 20) 3 
> re than a yea ) wa ; 





f: ‘ At the present time caref mak ‘ 
165,000 barrels per day, while the market price is 88 cents : 1. | 


Thi ill mean an increase of probably 10,000,000 to 12 





ini 








} w 1 
reis for the year, carrying the production of this year to largely over , : E 
60,000,000 barrels, as against 52,000,000 barrels last year. With this Siet i 
increase in production and an increas¢ f nearly 100 per cent in price, t 1 VW ( 

this year’s oil output will probably be at least double the value of last \ e WN . 
ears 
















At the present time there are in operation two ines carrying t | 3 Very y 
oil to Port Arthur and one to Baton Rouge, where the Standard Oil - 3H ! 
Co. has a large refinery. There ar I lines to the north owned \ 
by the Prairie Oil & Gas Co., fe ibsidiary of the Standard 
and probably ontrolied by tt andard Oi! people. This Prairie Ss S 
company carries oil to Whiting, Ind nd it is there continued on its s. { 4 
journey in the pipe lines of the Standard Oil Co. to Bayonne, N. J., a : . ' 
distance of probably 1,800 to 2,000 miles. ‘ are four ; y 
lines that carry oil to independent refiner 1 the no ! I 
Kansas. The Magnolia company proposes to build anoth f 









this field to a connection with its Texas line, in ord 
Beaumont for refining at that point. 

The refineries now in operation or under construction cl é 
following | 




















































t put ‘ ‘ ‘ f 
Chelsea, efining Co., 800 barrels daily capacity 3 | e 
Vinita, can Refining Co., 1,000 barrels daily capacity ; 
Sand Springs, Phoenix Refining Co., 4,000 barrels daily = ‘ l i this d \ 
Sand Springs, Waters-Pierce Oil Co., 1,000 bar aily s be Ss . 
Tulsa, Constantine Refining Co., 1,000 barrel ‘ capa y : ‘ 
Tulsa, Texas Oil Co., 5,000 barrels daily capacity : 
sa, Uncle Sam Oil Co., 6.000 irrels daily capacity £ the ss ii l 
rulsa, Cordon Retining Co., 3,000 barrels dally ipa et t 
Sapulpa, Sapulpa Refinir Co., 4,000 barrels daily capa j 
Okmulgee, Am« in Refining Co., 3,000 ‘ daily | ’ 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma City Refinin 600 barrels daily ca ‘ 
pacity. a zs } th s be Pres e 
Big Heart, Southwest Refining Co., 750 barrels daily capacity lin this b . , ; } f ‘ . 
Ponca City, Ponca City Refining Co., 5,000 barrels daily capacity, “e 
Cushing, CC. B. 8 er, 5,000 barrels daily capacity. | : . A 
Cushing, Brown Refining Co., 500 barrels daily i I do not believe i his mysterious =f I 
Cleveland, Cleveland Petroleum Co., 500 bar y. ‘ ine al + ¢] ' g 4 ‘ 
: M iskogee, kogee Refining Co., 1,000 t | anything about the ¢ l am OT I ‘ : ‘ I 
Muskogee, y Refining Co.. 500 barr |} do not know whether he has the « f 
Coalition, Ci R ing Co., 200 barrel ni his predecessor, but I can not co ve 
The Magnoli il Co is § red an opt ma i ant fu tee I ‘ } 
Ti : . ' . : . Oo 4 » heip I l S \ ‘ \ 
City with a view to build a refinery, and it 1 to t will ——_* - 4 ; ‘ a “ 
be of large size | make up his mi and therefore I « f 
It is estimated the last fineries took al t 16 per cent of stigate he hold ry up of this 
I instigat { l a | I f 
+ ; - + + , Wi - + . 
he oil production of that this with e rge . . aa a a ‘ ; : 
number of new big refin struction and included in this de ide, an » It ' , : 
list, home refineries will take at the rate of 80 per cent or more of the | Senate is u ng to cut down 
; enlarged production of this field |11 to 5 
Pittsburgh bankers and business men wl recently me down to this | : ; : 
section in a special train ide the s n that e the ginning It is a s J i 
of the oil and gas development Pitt irgh had sold t hese interests in | such a great | I d 
Oklahoma $90,000,000 wort of m inerv. Wi ne & a ) ‘ . “ ’ ¢ ‘ 
; , : : it has not been l 
of well-drilling ri nd 1 2 ¢ . at mi} g jumpeam 4 l nd : ‘ , 
; the vast supplies of pi ot! equipment, he can readily believe | 2reatiy to | re tne sf I | e ¢ 
that the Pitt ch $! | the attitude of the House upon this « 
and over 1.000 a it is in the in f wis I f 
is required for every well p the board should be cut down fron l 
conservative men to |! found add onal reason. be use tl ~ 
: 1 ith he indnetr £ « } ’ 
fled with the ind I tha In the compromise _ . 
still wider portion of the St 
even than the magnificent tota clause existed the § ite obje 
. of qi 


the 




































} n from ground. I lition to the vast deposits of | B now the 8 4 t 
: K 0 a tins, according to t esti tes of the l 1! giving un anv < } f [ } 
Geological 79,000,000,000 ti yf If ev S = woot 
t : b ' } I 1} mn Sea e } I 
& homa’s oll at £ j : t of coal will be » 3 
4 many generati in position to know are of the oy} vielded rel } 1 7 
' Oklahoma has av arly 2,000,000,000,000 feet serious difference | . | | 
4 day. At the im} cent : king industries : , 2 ° 7 : 
manufacturing concerns are contracting for ; on the 3 « on ques ft | 
per 1,000 cubic feet, with slightly hi r figures f small « vield d that , t 
. bh e - a . . . ; 
So great is the ent iasm of Oklahoma for th al iment } aa aati eo . ' 
} tries that many towns are not only willing ! . , “nes 
; at 3 cents per 1,000 f ut add to t ind large cash LV} SPEAK E! rhe eA 
F bon isen to industries that will stand cl SRVOStIgAt! on. - Mr. GILLETT I 1 l 
& } ts this p nome } v < ' g r g r ng - 7 
iis | } i i c ting Tha &PRA > 
E great advan in refining in the State, Oklahoma is this year At SPI CER. ! 
E with a promise of the largest crops it has « produced. More unanimous ¢ sent t 
he intr duc ion all over t State of si while I ve put | there obi SOT \f ( 
: 1ousands, aha some y yt S$ of thousal . De ved the tarm : rT ' 
5 iterests from the dan f ) t comes in the Mr Gill i . J 
- future it wil) possible for a ve irze p th irmers in | some el st 
% the State to cut the growing crop and put it into silo I tt feeding. the 
i This development is on so large a ale lis ing so actively encou . 
5 aged by t f ted it, and inker i railroad f if I 3 1 I 
c who are I n¢ its i ( . that f 2 an agricultural ind- | if I was d 1 
1 point the future of Okl yma is a much safer, sounder proposition than | yyw} to pt } ry 
é eve before e { 
$y 4 ( 0 It] f t ] less f is } ind obi \ 3 \ » i 
1 into form I do1 care to say ( 
ca SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, | Mr. ANTHONY Mr. S 
“ Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to Mr. GILLETT! 


address the House for five minutes. The SPEAKEI! 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks | to yield. 
unanimous consent to address the House for five minutes. Is Mr. GILLETT But it d , 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, of the Unit S 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of | to impress his « S 





the House to the extraordinary and, as I think, the unreason- 
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Senators matters of patronage, it seems to me as if he 
ht, when he is there distributing spoils, drop a word here 

nd there as to the importance of this bil! passing 
Of course, it is not as pleasant to suscest to Senators to re- 
quish patronage as it is to give them patronage; but, after 
the bitter ought to go with the sweet. The needs of the 
co try ought to be considered as well as the needs of Senators, 
wi the President should, it seems to me, not only be active in 
dispensing patronage, but should also, when it is important to 
the country, use his influence toward diminishing patronage. 
It seems to me it is a reproach to the majority party, a re- 


Democratic House and Senate and President, that 


this great bill, which every department of the Government is 


urging should pass, should be longer delayed by a little in-| : 


rnificant matter of patronage, and the Democratic Party in 
both Houses ought to see to it that some conclusion is reached 
on this important matter. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker—— 


Vhe SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Kansas rise? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
ihe gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Gittetr] be given five 
Ininutes more time, so that I may ask him a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AN- 
rHioNY] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Mas- 
schusetts [Mr. Grtiterr] be granted five minutes more, so that 
he can interrogate him. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the gentleman 


from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY] take his own time. 

Mr. ANTHONY. All right. I ask unanimous consent for 
ive minutes, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. An- 
rioNy] asks unanimous consent to address the House for five 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GiLt_etr] has spoken upon the 
question to which he has just addressed himself with so little 
apparent information, although I understand he is one of the 
conferees that have had these questions before them between 
the two Ilouses. I am surprised at the statement he has made 
that an insidious lobby has been at work here in the effort to 
prevent the cutting down of the membership of the boards of 
soldiers’ homes from the present number to seven members. 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman will notice that I did not say 
‘insidious lobby.” 

Mir. ANTHONY. Well, that is what we have been speaking 
about. Lobbies are always “ if they are against you. 
The only lobby that I know of that has been at work here on 
this matter has been a lobby headed by former Members of this 
Iiouse in the effort to cut down the membership of the soldiers’ 
home board, and I want to say, for the information of the 
gentleman, that in my opinion one of the cheapest pieces of 
politics ever played on the floor of this House is embodied in 
that little rider which was put in the sundry civil bill in order 
to cut down the membership of the soldiers’ home board from 
12 to 7. Its real purpose is to center the control of that board 
into a little handful of men. It is in order to place the power 
or control of the Board of Managers of Soldiers’ Home in the 
hands of a few men who have influence apparently with the 
Committee on Appropriations. That is a fact. The Committee 
on Appropriations ought to be ashamed to tie up the grea 


insidious ” 


pretext, and the conferees instead of playing petty polities on 


conditions into which they are plunging the country. 

As a matter of fact out my way Uncle Sam is engaged in 
standing off his creditors to-day, and has been doing so for 
eight months, simply because you will not pass this bill. The 
thing to do is to waive the questions of petty politics and leave 
the law as to the Board of Managers of Soldiers’ Home to 
stand as it is. The Senate is right in its contention. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker - 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri rise? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I wish to ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp for the purpose of printing a 
statement of Mr. Edwin D. Mead, giving the utterances of sey- 
eral Presidents of the United States on the subject of interna- 
tional peace. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorpv. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for five minutes. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] asks unanimous consent to address the House for five 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, whatever may be the mo- 
tive actuating other Members of the House relative to the 
reduction in the membership of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, there can be no 
misunderstanding of the position of the gentleman from Kan 
sas [Mr. ANTHONY] who has just spoken. His hostility to the 
present control of the board of managers and against reducing 
it, so as to eliminate certain members from it, is due to the fact 


| that certain men on that board, who have given their time and 





attention and energies to attempting to make it an effici 
board, have declined to permit the gentleman from Kansas 
persuade them to burn coal from his district at the home in 

district instead of oil, which is used at a considerable savir 
as has been demonstrated from time to time. 

He has twice endeavored to persuade the House to overr 
the control of the board and the recommendation made by t 
Committee on Appropriations, in order that those in whom he 
peculiarly interested may have a chance to sell coal to the s 
diers’ home. He has failed on both occasions, and now he © 
cizes the members of the Committee on Appropriations for 
yielding to the Senate in this matter, although the House, afte: 
the matter had been a number of times thrashed out, insis 
upon inserting in the bill the provision to reduce the numb 
members of the Board of Managers of the Soldiers’ Home. 

Now, what are the facts, Mr. Speaker? The Board of M 
agers of the National Soldiers’ Home consists of the Presid 
and the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, and one or 
others, ex oflicio, and 11 members. There are 10 branches. | 
a number of years this branch of Congress in its investigat 
has come to the conclusion that under the system in vou 
inefficiency results from a membership of 11 upon the Board 
Managers of the Soldiers’ Home, and several times the Ik 
has inserted a provision in the sundry civil bill reducing 
number from 11 to 5. 

A few years ago the Senate refused to yield because 
vacancies were about to take place. Those vacancies occ 
in 1912. In order to take care of the vacancies about to o 
the Senate refused to acquiesce in the attempt to make t! 
reform, and the membership was continued at its then size. A 
the last session of Congress the House determined again 
reduce the number to five. There were a number of items 
controversy in the sundry civil bill, and in the adjustment 
the differences between the two Houses the Senate yielded u 
this item. When Congress convened in extraordinary sess 
a month or two ago, several heads of departments addres 
communications to me, suggesting that certain items inserted 
the Senate in that bill and agreed to by the House in the 
justment of differences should be eliminated. They did 
want these items. They did not approve them. They w 
not recommend them. And yet the House, believing that 
was proper to continue its acquiescence in the adjustme 
differences that had to be made between the two Houses, pa 
the bill in the form in which it had been agreed upon. 

Then the Senate took a different attitude. It had in the |! 
everything for which it had contended, and it attempted t! 
to take back one of the things it had yielded in order to obtain 
what it more particularly desired. The result is that differs 





| still exists between the two Houses. 
sundry civil appropriation bill as long as it has on that flimsy | 


The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY] says it was 


| the meanest piece of politics he has ever seen. It was peculiar 
the bill should try to agree upon it and pass it and relieve the | 


polities for the Democratic House to reduce the membership in 
a board when it would have the opportunity to participate 
with a Democratic Senate in filling the places and would have 
eliminated any possibility of the gentleman from Kansas having 
any say whatever as to those who should be put on the board 
to fill the vacancies. Four vacancies will occur in 1914. Three 
exist now. Unless this provision be insisted upon, the member 
ship of the beard would be continued at 11 for about six years 
longer, and any attempt to make any reform or to increase the 
efficiency of the board would be futile. 

Last winter, Mr. Speaker, the Senate appointed a subcommittee 
to investigate the Pacific Branch of the National Soldiers’ Home 
at Santa Monica, Cal., and the report of that subcommittee 
was to the effect that the management of the home was so in- 
efficient and the conditions so intolerable that that home should 
be transferred from the jurisdiction of the board of mangers 
to the War Department. Sut still the Senate insists upon 
continuing the membership of this board at its present size. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr, FITZGERALD. I ask for two minutes more, Mr. 
Speaker. 
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homes who are suffering either from tuberculosis or some 
other disease of a most s J 
that the management of the h } ri uch tha iny of the|, Be . I, et 
inmates could be beaten ly Tl oe — 
guards over them, a 
of that character. 
Sometimes there 

because of the character of 
Many of those complaints 
apply for admission to the 
not easy to administer to their wants. They have 
that younger men do not have. They need care that you 

a men do not need, and it is very easy to irritate them. 
quently complaints come that investigation shows do not justify | copies shall ‘first be de ( 

the indictment made against the administration of a particular | SeDt#tives and t ! 

home. In « there have been complaints of con- | #1, "the amount of - : 

| ditions which have shown that there should be improvement in | as practicable, a statement of : 

, the control and management. ing, or any legisiat 

5 If I received such a communication as that mentioned by the i ene eee a ei — 4 

gentleman from Illinois, I would send it to the president of the | or against any m 1 ne! “th 

board of managers and ask that the matter be inquired into. | ests of such pe! 

I am quite certain that an investigation would be made to de- | “*? of legistative comnse’ ai 
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( i interested in such claim otherw jan 
nt; 1] it shall be the duty of the Cor t on 
o and port to the House of Rep! ves any 
n 
Ir of s s 1 and 2 of | 
i upt of the dignity of this 
R t tat from the Hall of the 
f Rep itat nd his name 
din wt g rance to th 
HT of tl HH of this House 
t ifter i i 1 offender 
{ ad l F 1 i yn- 
te f the d pr nd att bal 
‘ ] 
\ MURRAY of Oklahon Mr. Speaker, w have |] rd 
] Pa | nd other lobbies until there is a likelihood 
of an ro hod of dealing with this subje The pro 
| 1 rule which I have had read was the rule of the Oklahoma 
{ ivention, over which I had th hon to 
| ( VW i convention is the I ithfinder in } 2 ssive 
tio! go ment Nowhere, at no time, was that 
f l € ( trolled or influenced by any da ro obby 
rhere are those who would tell us that we should have a 
oO hi bye Statutes, blind as they may be, might 
subject a citizen to a criminal prosecution that would b ruel, 
harsl nd unjust 
I « ede that a right kind of a lobby is not only not wrong 
| extremely wholesome No man who ever exper ed the 
re nsibility of legislation would deny that sometimes a by 
absolutely necessary. I remember distinctly in that conven- 
l that we had every ci izen rej re sented except one, We had 
al operators and the coal miners, the great oil operators, the 
laboring men, the merchant, the banker, the lawyer, the teacher, 
minister of the gospel, the medical doctor, and every class 
‘ tizen except one—the dentist. The dentist did not i 
even a lobby, and when we came to write the schedul 
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required to be equipped,” 


and I submitted that to the house. 
The proviso prevailed > 


and it was accepted by the senate. 


I submit that to you, that but for the fact of that old Irish 
man lobbying unwillingly we would have done even the labor 
man an injustice; and so I say to you the man who under 


takes to say that he knows all there is about life, 
| basis of legislation, 


which is the 
is the biggest fool that ever attempted to 





rule a people or to legislate for them. [Applause.] 

Old Solon, the world’s greatest lawgiver, uttered the greates 
truth of all times when, in reply to a question, “ Have you 
given your people the best laws?’ he said, “ No; I have given 
them the best they are fitted to receive.” Laws are for t! 
period or the times, and laws must be made to meet the de 
sires, the wishes, and the conditions of the people, even th 
sentiments, their heart throbs, and their social and sociologi 
needs. When law or government is founded upon this prin 


it is wise, and without taking into account every citizen in th 
Republic we will fall short of meeting that requirement. 

Now, instead of a law, why a rule? Because the House 
then enforce its rules witheut depending, as it would be obli 


| under a statute, upon jurors and courts. Again, it could d 
termine the offense, whether it was aggravated or not, 


| ths 


\ 
| I delibe 
t 
} 
i 


yield where lenience is required and extend punis! 
it is required. I say to you that no lobby, it makes no d 
ence what the question may be, who comes in the open and 4 
‘Ss the proposition in the open is a danger. Some politi 
astonished at me in the first legislature of our State w 
rately asked Mr. Winchell, of the Rock Island Rail 


ment wh 


cusses 


rere 


o come before the committee and tell the committee and 
ouse what the railroad people wanted. I said that there 
a community of interest between the railroad and the jx 
if they would be fair with each other. And I said to M 
Winchell, “ We want to hear you. You can not buy us, 
|} your representatives, when proposing to buy, will defeat 
purpose. But if you will come and state in a reasonable 


| try 


| it be dem: 


lutely put the dentists on one side of that State out of business 
due to our ignorance of their needs. But for the fact that it 
was discovered before the final print, it would have been a 
hardship against that class of citizens. 

I want to say to you now that all law and government must 
be founded on the conditions of the governed, and no man 
either in this House or in the other knows, or whoever has sat 
in either knew, all of the conditions of every business and 
every profession. No law can be as broad as the Republic that 
does not take into consideration every citizen in the Republic, 
ind we must get much of that information from those who by | 
experience in daily life understand best their own soni tions. 

{ remember again in the first legislature of our State, over 
which I presided as speaker, a bill had passed the senate by 
unanimous vote and was backed by a labor lobby before the | 
senate. The labor lobbyist was a miner. The bill sought to | 

rn labor interest on the railroad. It provided in two simple 
tions that every locomotive operated in that State should be 
equipped with an electric headlight of 1,500 candlepower, capa- 
bie of producing a light 70 rods, without the aid of a reflector, 
lowed with a criminal provision for its violation. 

I could see the general purpose of the bill to be to prevent 

and protect human lives, but I did not think the labor 


wrecks 
} 
| 


leader who reque sted the passage of this law knew the specific 


wants of railroad men. I knew that I did not know. I did 
not believe the senate knew about it. I walked down to the 
switch yard one day and said to an old Paddy, “I want to 
read you a section of law.” He said, “ Begorra, who are you?’ 
I said, “ This is Speaker Murray, Pat.” He said, “ All right.” 
I read the first section, and old Pat began to pull his hair and 
he said, “If you pass that into law I will resign my job.” I 
said, ““ What is the matter with it?” and he said, “ Everything.” 


I said, “I conceive the object is to prevent wrecks 


life and property.” “ Yes, that is true; but does it not say 
every locomotive?’ I said, “ Yes’; and he said, “ Now, sup- 
pose I am standing here in this switch, and some night a 


switch engine is here and one 
proceed to meet me 


is down there, and they would 
with these powerful lights, and I would not 


know whether it was on the track or not.” I could see that, 
and I said, “ What kind of an engine do you call this?’ He} 
replied a switch engine, and I asked, “Are there any other 
that ought not to be equipped with this light?’ and he re- 


sponded that a “dead” engine ought not to be equipped with it. 
I asked him what was a dead engine, and he said it was one 


going in for repair I then asked him if there were any other, 
and he said that there were; that engines operating wholly in 


the daylight ought not to be required to be equipped with this 


and to save | 


| and the Members would know whom he represents, what lhe 





light. ‘‘Any other?’ I asked him, and he said no. I went 
back to the office and dictated a proviso to the first section: 
“ Provided, however, That switch engines, dead engines, and | 
engines operated wholly in the daylight should not thus be | 


| and a dishonest lobby; a 


and by argument, 
plane, this 
and I will 
But, reme 
i. 


and meet us face to face and on a fair, 
ete “py will give you what you are entitled 
personally back whatever is right for your com 
amber, a can not buy anything, and you must 
I hope to see the day come when railroad lobbyists « 
paid lobbyists any kind will cea and that the grest 
terests will come before the committees and before Cone 
and in the open and to the public say, “We want this, and 
will show yeu why it is right”; and whatever is right, wh 
inded by a laboring man or by men of wealth, 
be enacted into law. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Oklaly , 
has expired. a 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, may I ask j aa 
two minutes longer? 

The SPEAKER. 


se 


of 


The gentleman from Oklahoma asks un 


menus consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there object bd 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. go 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I would draw ee 
under this resolution as a proposed amendment to the rules 4 


method whereby the lobbyist could be registered and know 


tote 


. 


resents, what special legislation he is seeking to favor or de 
feat. There is no wrong in an open, fair, free discussion of 
proposition anywhere. The insidious lobby is not the lobby 
that is trying to get what is their right in a fair, honest way, 
but is trying to do it in an improper way, or to get sometiing 
he knows to be wrong. 
I would welcome my constituents; and but a few days : zo 
the farmers down on the Big Pasture, who had bought 
erty from this Government, felt that they hai paid too mu 
and that they were unable ever to pay for it; they came to us and 
we called our delegation together, listened to them patiently, 
and in that we were doing our duty and they were better «1 
abled to tell us their side than we could get it by any other 
ineans. So let us draw a distinction between an honest lobby 
he'pful lobby and a lobby that hinders 
When we do that we can do it by a simple rule, 
the pathfinder 


)rop- 
i. 


and prevents. 
as the Oklahoma constitutional convention did, 


as I said in the beginning, of all progressive constitutional gov- 
ernments—it stood straight against all jests, gibes, all ridicule, 


all abuse, all vituperation and villainous slander of the corpo- 
rate press, backed by a partisan judiciary in the very dawn of 
progressive government. When the road was hard to find and 
statesmen in other parts of the world were halting in doubt, 


groping in the dark in search of the road, Oklahoma pointed 
the way. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
I may address the 


[Applause. ] 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent tbat 
House for one hour. 
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SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyomirg asks unani- | Mr. J. Mr 
isent that he may address the House for one hour. 
‘“EENERSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
s 


e to say I would like to have half an hour : 


concludes, to speak on 
I would suggest 
footing. 


2ENERSON. I desire to : 


sidered, 
pers in their hands 
Mr. MONDELL. 
ing the business 


withhold it. 


pa 


MONDELL. I will 1 
BRITTEN. Mr. S| 
extend my remarks in the R RD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemat Illinois asks u 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears n i 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the follow 
ing resolution of the Chicago Association of Commerce, which is 


self-ex] 


ago Asso 
d changes in tl 
ates is a matter wl 
rmination of which the $+ 
seut s may be more fully informed by hea 
b ted complete informati as to the pro] 
effect on the | interests of the country, and 
the proposed 
matter of : : 
“Resolved, ' if > icagt Commerce respect 
urges th ‘ he prope changes in the manner of administ 
the cust l ; d into law full 
tunity r be all e views and evider 
public at la mporters, an nerch s; of the country may 
mitted; and be it further 
“Resolved, That a copy of tl resolutions be forwarded to 
Senators from Illinois, the tepre atives. ir ‘ongress from C 
County, Ill., and to the chairman of e ance Committee of 
United States Senate.” t 
Very truly, yours, | Pauncefot 
Tu CHICAGO ASSOCIATION CF COMMERCE, legally or morally o1 
By Howarp ELTING, President. bound to observe it 
Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. Mr. Speaker, I make the same re- | oan Wade fote t 
quest, to extend my remarks in the Recorp. | we violated any of its | 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the made by — a St 
1s .. 6 mr ‘ : St es. 1@ wording o 
gentleman from California? [After a pause.] The Chair hears | O45 5+s these leg? on 


bone. ‘the one that has 
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, , of 1 and in time of war. stands n one | pendence or “ that concern the interest of third — ” T think this 
1 other, and tl Ur Ss ys, | qu n vitally affects beth tt honor and the inde idence of the 
7) t e my! S r ated Un d State but however may ar upon that De int. there c 
t 1 Does tl n tha ! i States | be no quest it concer a third party Pans yr one of tl 
tion in th LK treats | protests thi Britain makes after waiting 10 ye irs is that w 
. me t United | have violat Hay-Pauncefote treaty by permitting Panama to pass 
ul v pass | her s through the canal free although Mr. McLean apparent 
in ti \ - must k | did not know If the Hay-Pauneefote treaty is in full ferce and 
t I If | effect 1 ith Panama is abrogated, as both of these treaties 
I t t t dj} can not p in for« at the same time. Cherefore it vita! 
s kK | affects th f Panama, and we have no right under the I 
j r fhe through t tC our- | of our to submit this question to arbitration witho 
! IS exXac the sa 1 regard to | her cons is, to submit to arbitration a question c 
. 1 t iS PA n s lairs is to renounce sovereig is to decl: 
‘ i val if M [cLean is Ccor- t a Nation. The Pana Canal is built u 
mh peopie, W a construct | nerican soil It is no longer under the control of treaty-ma} 
5 \ Mel fe oat but under the control of Congress. It is o own proj 
: » BR ou , ) nt! rd I in people at F ave id for it. hey have ask 
{ ) i ile 1 y a is gers | no < nation to help ar the expense or the onsibi 
I ' ! he riv mn th F Does | of it struction or mainter and they will never consent to a 
N ¢ he t boat, | an r n of earth what they are going to do with their « 
y t ¢ eve 3 the } own | property 
I con t ic 1 is t th ii W. E. compu 
i 1 f 1 « i 1 to | Mr, KELLY of Px yivania. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
; 2 : . 7 ed | r ~~] Ue st 
"iB rd t fay-1 , ‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the g¢ 
t 1 M MeL 0 ! tleman from Pennsylvania to extend his remarks in the Rec 
: < . Sen eae {After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
i om da : ger Mr. KE LLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, early in the s 
‘ ( and United States agreeing upon} sion I introduced the following measure to provide old-: 
‘ : rd a tr h Great | , . 
} 1 t 1 Z . luties ges all ‘ 
! 3 ts 0 His Brit Majesty's A bill (H. R. 4352) to pr ns 
S < United Stat 
: f British Yet, me st: | Be it nacted, ¢ , That ever > condition 
t for l off and W s laid down by this act for the recei are f 
r t t i. P seefote t i entitled to receive such a ose condit 
: : j ised tl right t : 4 ea ‘ to b Lfillec nd the recs } nsion under t 
luties in British ts than reed Britis a 1 not rive the pensioner of any franchise, right, or privil 
And to-d if an erica 5 : him to any disability. 
T ‘ re B t t the conditions for the r ipt of an old-age pension 
' ‘ t follows: 
( | " S th rson u have attained the age of 65 years 
! le 1 ‘ f eit 1 f rson must have been a citizen of the United States 
i ! » of f< 3 xt | eding the application for a pension under t 
t t : violated t t nm a not have had an income fro soul 
f If 1e that ild he ie pension herein provided for, for the 1: is next 
P i ! { » th a ippiicati ave $Y per week 
vw t ft v is in f f 1d «¢ { erson 8 1 be disqualified for receiv contin 
t n \ a with us « sine in old-age pension under this act, notwithstanding t f 
i rid bef i » | } the above conditions 
os i} » tu to fore he becomes entitled to a pension, he has habit 
ds ase Olsen Smith (159 U. §s 9 ' rk accordi to his ability, opportunity, or need 
t \ it ) make tl and support of himself and those sally dependen 
t oe is in A orts tha ided, That a person shal i not be disqi fied under this | 
‘ j ad i re t { AY ics has continuously for the 10 years previous to attaini: 
i te 1e Su ‘ he United by -m ans of payments to fraternal, benefit, or other so 
: 1t Br ‘ a trade or other approved steps made s h provis 
we had t rig . thing | 2 old age, s ness, infirmity, or want or joss of employ 
\ domest nd that ¢ t B . d not I recognized as proper provision for the purpose ; and any s 
P i x on te . oa to . 1 t he in the case of a ma ried i 
’ ‘ ao pe tr a a I I sp ght of the wife to a pen 
sted nw » that w 4 Phat | rte A » as well as by the husban 
. ‘ } ‘ i | (Dd) nti inany piace @S a pauper oral i 
es 7 : _ ~ licial | : . ; ? | ) in son aft conviction for a felony, 
. oo 2 ‘ . —- | for a after the date of release from impri 
t x * : 3 { ) \ ay Cd 7 
taten of te | od aa person fulfilling the required conditions sh: 
\ \ ) a i Ta \ ssel | 7 } , ’ tae ntit 
: Wa X , i i om | snsion roll of the United States and be enti ke 
; pes, s a pension from the United States Government 
\ R ‘ -_ 1 fa Nova %,, d = appro} iation from Congress, Such pension s 
— ' ee ae dt edie > | beg to the following schedule : ; : 
: ; 9° a ae . : ae Wi age weekly income of the per calet I FF 
‘ S ; : a and | this es not exceed $6, $4 per week; ¢€ , but does not 4 
: : nt e any vessel that | ceed $7. } per week; exceeds $7, 4 t does xceed $8, $2 per w " 
, ao ae waat nauol ¥ uid exceeds $8, but does not exceed $9, $1 per w f 
= i eee eae an A $e Armee. | _, Sec: 5. That in calculating the income of a person for the pu 
: uf ; : ; Sjemait anes | of this act account shall be taken of a 
~ oe of ¢ aust | (a) The income which that person may reasonably expect to 1 é 
~- , a : _ oy | during the succeeding year in cash, excluding any sums re al 7 
~ : s ee account of an old-age pension under this act, that income, in t 
: m a : states nha decided cn t | sence of other means for ascertaining the same, being taken to | 
’ lated my cree And | oS , income actually received during the preceding year. 
point further . ; . is (b) The yearly value of any advantage accruing to that person fr 
’ Mel ; _— som when was the ownership or use of any property which is personally used or « 
1 i, a ! An v s wa a 12 tien joyed by him. 
, tions =e 0 ving it (c) The yearly income which might be expected to be derived 
mm suco d pted by Great B 0 any property belonging to that person which, though capable of inv . 
ut | | ment or profitable use, is not so invested or profitably used 
I esp ’ te W 1 he r to nd Canal. | (ad) The yearly value of any benefit or privilege enjoyed by that 
mat ¢ } Ip! al right 1 into in the person. 
I r cons got ons, AnD mn vessels are| Sec.6. That in calculating the income of a person being one of a 
| l to the Welland n because B vessels are | married couple livi tog er, the income shall not in any ca 
;% t _s " Ca taken to be less than one-half the total income of the couple: Provids 
t I 1 Was to construct a car across Nicara und then | That when both h and and wife are pensioners, except where they a 
§ t T ed States you can pass ir vessels fre« uch our | living apart, pursuant to any decree, judgment, order, or deed of sepa 
‘ 1 will mit us to pas vessels free through ix canal,” | ration, the rate of the pension shall be three-fourths of the rates giv 
t we \ ld have the ¢ : = n we have on our northern | in the above schedule 
I i B i ference t he P 1 Canal Great Britain is now Sec. 7. That if it appears that any person has directly or indire tly 
d iring that while we own canal, control it, and will have te pay | deprived himself of any income or property in order to qualify hims 
{ it and res} sible f¢ that she should get the same use of | for the receipt of an old: ge pension, or for the receipt of an old-ag 
it we do, W I nything or bearing any of the burdens pension at a higher rate ‘than that to which he would otherwise be 
This is neither « se nor justice, and the American people will | entitled under this oak. that income or the yearly value of that property 
nev ibmit to proposition, nor is there anything tn the | shall be taken to be part of the income of that person. 
blay-Paunce ¢ obligates us to do anything of the kind. Sec. 8 That any assignment of or charge on and every agreement 
This disposes juestions raised by Mr. McLean except one, | to assign or charge an old-age pension under this act shall be — 
where he declares that we should arbitrate this question. I deny that | and on the bankruptcy of a person entitled to an old-age pension the 
there is any justice in his position. In the first place, we are asked to | pension shall not pass to any trustee or other person acting on behalf 
submit our case to a prejudiced court—to a jury packed against us. | of the creditors. 
In the next place, our arbitration treaty says that we are under no | Sec. 9. That the said pension shall be paid in 13 equal installments 


obligations to submit questions that involve our national honor or inde- 


in each year, in advance. 


It shall begin on the date the claim is “fled. 
























































Nation to-di y is that of old-age dependet 2 It B 
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d for by the mastet 
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out worker was provid 
ad labored as a fi 
of gigantic factories, 
and employee and the shifting of 
and brought this problem 
which has become more pressing with every year. 

and of this country 


other times the wor! 
with whom he |] 
But 


of 


changed 


end rather than as a sé 


the era with the impersonal relat 
loyer 
the 
dependency 


The 


. ‘ } ‘ 
en} emniovmen 


conditions of old-age 


poorhouses charitable institutions 


are to-day crowded with aged men and women who performed 
splendid service until the weakness of age overtook thet 
Still others of these unfortunates beg on the streets Othe 
sell trifling articles or do anything they may t the bitte 


to prevent t 
stigma of the poorhouse being placed upon them. 
When we these worn-out 


as paupers, an injustice. 


servants of humanity 
They are not paupe 


o longer strength to m 


have classed 
we have done 
any more than the soldier 1 
in the ranks can be called a deserter. They are victims of un- 
just conditions, and their hardships and misery are preventable 
by a statesmanship which will not uphold the squandering of a 
nation’s funds for worse than useless purposes, while the aged 
parents of the people are forgotten in their misery and want. 
They tell us that the aged Indian when he saw himself be 
coming a burden upon the tribe calmly his grave and 
refused to live longer. But surely in and in t 
Nation we will neither demand nor permit such sacrifice. 
Year by year national legislation has had an 








i 
vho has 1 








selected 


this age his 


increasing trend 


toward déaling with questions which affect the entire social 
life of the people. Government has long recognized its duty 
toavard the child by declaring that the opportunity of free edu 


must be given to every child within the borders of the 
Nation. Having recognized its duty toward those at the thresh 
old of life, government. must recognize also those at the other 
extremity, those whose departure can not long be postponed. 


cation 


This action is one of simple justice, and it becomes impera- | 


tive when it is proven that this Nation is witnessing a great and 
growing volume of distress due to the infirmities of old age 
Boasted prosperity does not stop the human tide flowing toward 
old-age dependency; depression only accelerates the current. 
Growing more numerous are those we term “ unfortunates,” 
whose only misfortune consists in their having lived long. 


’ 


vast has this distress become, so injurious to the public wel 
fare, and its relief so expensive that there is no other problem 


greater than this before the American people. 

Only recently has the subject been given the attention it de 
serves, a fact which in itself is a crying condemnation. Statis 
tics are difficult to secure, and I believe that I have perused all 
the figures compiled on the question in this country. The Na 
tion has never considered it, and the State of Massachusetts is 
the only State that has really made a methodical 
of the subject. The report of the commission on old-age 
sions, provided for by the legislature of that State, and which 
was issued in 1910, is the most authoritative work on the sub 
ject in this country. 

This report states that of 
the age of 65, 41,212 were absolutely dependent upon charity for 
By their support. A large number of the non- 
‘a dependent were provided for by relatives and in other ways, 
and the number of dependent ones is declared to be very con- 

servative. 
The increase has been startling during the last few years, and 
shows that the problem is growing more and more in magnitude, 


investigation 


pen 





177.000 persons’in the State 


over 


150,788 classed as 


and that it already has reached the place where earnest atten- | 


tion must be given to it. We have an army of industrial wage 
earners in the Nation numbering more than 18,000,000. By the 
calculation of investigators there are 1,250,000 persons who have 
reached the age of 65 in want, and must depend upon assistance 
for their daily needs. 


It is costing each year in public and private charity the sum | 
of $150,000,000 to take care of this army of worn-out and cast- | 


off soldiers of peace. That means that 1 of every 18 wage- 
workers at least is dependent upon others for support. It 
means that 1 out of every 75 persons is a “dependent,” and 
that the other 74 must provide for his maintenance and sup- 
port. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- 


So 


unce D \ 
‘) t 
} , ‘ 

Of pau ] 
we j ‘ | f 
ive rhe ré ’ 

I ‘ ‘ f es 
wl he ost \ f ‘ 
Y dered Mh : 

er { ~ é ) 
ne Ls 1, on 

While not é é 

nil I be S } +) 
fact S { { \ t eS « l s | < 
VW ‘ a a enre a ‘ \i < 
( S tS report s \ ot ft ) 
had owned I t s t { 
cent had st i ht \ { 
t would be worth ! t ‘ 

« e 1 \ c ‘ ! . 
the h rts of 1 ad S j 

rhe \ { ritv of the 1 ¢ 
dene lent | us f ‘ 
could have 1 The Mass s 
GU per f the red paupers wl ‘ 
to Ww t be se of sickness, : cle so f 
ine tl f b Ist] = I oS it i 
and o1 y & per t I 1u ( ‘ 

i ese ~ ‘ N 
those who have Stt ed l s oad é t j I 
cent of the patiperis 1 tl u 
The United St mm sus |] l oO OOO 
fatal cidents ir every y s f I 
ind the 1 f lents | | OOO OOM) 
each yea I \ er ce¢ ! 
the professi ! I f ! 

That means th least 15,000 
breadwinne1 ft des ‘ 1 ' 
porary a it V I 3 
and every yeal 

As reg ius = ki = t ' 4 
are < every day 1 tl | A 2 ; | ' ; 
estin tes that hie ¢ gy hy ‘ S07 
for med W I 
xper Les i \ T ? 
neou ol ne W ne tL tiv 

Ne we can not , flat ( 

‘ t+ 1} ) ti S ( ‘ 

faults of ind lua W he tl fatl 

when the wage rie S own ou f 

down by preventable disease, when 

paid workers, the povert) 

charged to the individual, but 

the conditions which make that } rhe ty } 
is that the great mass of unskilled I's | 
many of the sl “Ml work f s the CO} de 
pendency in old age. Ev t 

poverty line until the possil tv of workir ' Scala 
drop below it then, w , it { tl 

tragic fate through sickness, em} ‘ 

But in spite of these fact either t l ~ y 
State has thus far taken st f da 
tressful conditions. Every other great nh ot i 

| zation has devised pension sys ( ‘ 
compulsory, contributory or noncontributory, | 


support, not *harity - to justice, not | merism 

Germany was the originator of leg tion 
vision for old age without the taint of pauperism l ‘ 
pulsory insurance law for old age was | sed in 1 ) It re 
quires all workers whose income does not exceed $476 
‘weekly contributions to the old-age fund. One l one 
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hundred and forty weeks’ contributions must be paid before the | under existing conditions, they talk of the doctrine of no 


insured is entitled to a pension, and he must have reached the 


age of 70 years. The fund is maintained by contributions from 
employee, employer, and the Government. 

Denmark followed in 1801 and made the age limit 60, with the 
pensioner proving that he is not able to provide the necessaries 
of life. 

New Zealand passed an old-age pension law in 1898, making 
the age limit 65 and the income less than $300. 

New South Wales passed a similar act in 1900. The preamble 
reads: 

Whereas it Is equitable that @eserving persons who during their term 
of life have helped to bear the public burden of the Commonwealth by 
the payment of taxes and by opening up its resources by their labor 
and skill should receive pensions from the colony in their old age— 

And so forth. 

Victoria followed in 1901, making the age limit 65 years. 
Belgium passed a Jaw in the same year, combining insurance 
and pensions, with the age limit 65. France passed a !aw in 
1905, with combined pensions and government savings banks, 
and age limit of 70. tauly in 1906 passed a law providing for in- 
surance subsidized by the Government and requiring 25 years’ 
payments and age limit of 60. Austria passed a contributory in- 
surance law in 
reached the age of 65. Canada in 1908 passed an old-age an- 
nuity law providing for annuities of from $50 to $600 per year. 
England passed an old-age pension law in 1909, with an age 
limit of 70 years. The Commonwealth of Australia passed a 
law in 1909 superseding those of the colonies. It makes the 
age limit 65, and its expressed purpose is “to provide old-age 
pensions as right and not as charity.” 

In fact, every European country, with the exception of Russia, 
has taken steps to solve the problem of old-age dependency. 
The plans have proved successful, of course, in varying degree, 
but all have met in convincing fashion the objections raised 
by their opponents to their passage. 

Frederick L. Hoffman, an expert American investigator, vis- 
ited Germany recently and reported that— 

While some objections were raised to the compulsory contributions, 


still there is no dissenting opinion that government action has resulted | 


in far-reaching reforms; that it has been of vast benefit to the people; 
and that it has come to stay. 

Sir Richard Sedden, prime minister in New Zealand, in speak- 
ing of the effect of the old-age pension there said: 

Until this act passed we had not encouraged our working people to be 
sober, industrious, and thrifty. If they happened to be unfortunate 
so far as work is concerned, or if illness had rendered it difficult for 
them to find employment, or if their wages had been very poor and un- 
satisfactory, we had practically condemned them to seek charitable relief 
in their old age. The effect of this old-age pension at 65 is to encour- 
age habits of thrift, since there is now something for the aged worker 
to hope for. 

Hon. Percy Alden, member of the British Parliament, in his 
book on “ Democratic England,” convincingly argues for the 
old-age pension from its working in England. He says: 

We think very little of voting many millions for armaments, and 
we call such expenditures insurance against possible hostile attacks. 
Surely the insurance against the discomforts and miseries entailed by 
old age upon the poor is at least as legitimate a national charge. 

It would require volumes to contain the favorable declarations 
of statesmen and others in the countries where old-age depend- 
ency is being met as a national problem. Suffice it to say that 
old-age pensions have proved successful in every country where 
they have been put into operation. They have come to stay 
because they ought to stay. 

But while every other civilized nation has been considering 
and acting upon this question the United States has been a 
laggard. In spite of the fact that ‘Thomas Paine, one of the 
founders of this Republic, strongly advocated old-age pensions 
in his “ Rights of Man,” and other patriots have followed him 
through the years, this Nation has never yet taken action. 

it may be safely said, however, that it can not be much longer 
delayed. ‘The principle has been admitted in our poor laws 
thet those who can not support themselves have a claim upon 
society for the means of existence. It is more a question of 
method than of principle, and before many years we will admit 
that no Government can neglect its aged work people and still 
be just, and the Government that is not just can not be stable 
nor secure. I am convinced that this Nation will not much 
longer stand for the relegating of worn-out workers to the poor- 
house where “ men sit and hear each other groan.” 

tut facing the conditions of to-day we find in some quarters 
bitter opposition to the principle of old-age pensions. It is based 
on different ground, though the object is the same. First, there 
is the element fundamentally opposed to the entire idea that the 
Nation owes a duty to worn-out workers aside from maintaining 
poorhouses. This class sees in poverty nothing but the conse- 
quences of shiftlessness and intemperance and poor manage- 
ment. Secure in the posessions they have wrested from fate 








1906 which provides benefits for those who have | 
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ference with natural laws. They declare that governme: 
no right to interfere in matters of this kind, that a gover, 
only duty is to act as a policeman. 

This class believes that all things old are sacred and al! {) 
new are dangerous. They believe that the men and won 
children living in the slums of our cities are there because | 
revel in dark rooms and foul alleys and have neither the 
nor ability for improvement. It is the attitude of the 
individualist, with his Ishmael-like philosophy, that in th: 
struggle for existence, every man for himself, ean ultimat, 
be accomplished. It is so preposterous in the light of 
in the billionaire and countless paupers that it woul 
untenable in this age; but the fact is that it is held by 
persons, and is a theory which must be met in the ady 
all measures which would make of government a too! 
promotion of the public welfare as well as a policeman’s « 

These extreme individualists talk much of natural con 
but the fact is that the “natural conditions” so greatly « 
sized by them do not exist anywhere in a civilized stat: 
state of nature is not found even in our fertile fields of | 
grain, our orchards, and our flocks and herds of don. 
animals. Man has not allowed nature to have its « 
has modified the development of plants and animals, and 
and multiplied forms they are serving mankind. 

What then shall we say of man-made conditions in 
and government? Is government to stand aside while th« 
crush the weak and unjust burdens are piled upon the s 
of helpless ones? That argument would, if carried to its 
conclusion, end most disastrously to those propertied on 
urge its claims to-day. It would prevent the passage of a 
law to restrain the highwayman, who with his weapon in 
compels the luckless pedestrian to surrender his money 
life. It would give force to the doctrine that might is 1 
would follow its doctrine of the survival of the fittest 
logical end. 

This cry of “ Let natural conditions work out the prob): 
mockery under the conditions. A new situation has arise 
plex circumstances have taken the place of the simple cor 
of a past era. The Nation is a web and woof of citizensh 
a single torn thread mars the whole fabric. The interd 
ence of the elements in this Nation makes action by 
greater than all of them imperative. Government must 
duties which were unnecessary in the past because of the « 
opment of a rapidly changing society. 

The course of legislation for many years shows how gr 
the field for governmental action. Providing for the 
schools, penalizing the adulteration of foods, regulating 
labor for women, prohibiting child labor, stamping « 
gious diseases among animals, inspecting the work of 
houses, looking after sanitary conditions, all these are 
witnesses to the government activities which are to-d 
sally commended, but which met with the most bitter opr. 
at their inception on this same ground of interference vy 
course of nature. 

The argument of paternalism was invoked against th 
ures just as it is against old-age pensions. It shows 
lute ignorance of the meaning of paternalism, since thr 
be no paternalism in a government of the people, for the | 
and by the people. Measures advancing the public gocd, 
are only evidences of the principle of self-help, the im, 
of laws upon the people by the people themselves. 

And to those who talk so glibly of the laws of nature. I v 
suggest that the most natural thing in the world is for 
to struggle to secure justice. The history of the world is 
tory of mankind struggling against injustice in pursuance 
ideal implanted in its breast by Almighty God. The pur 


| justice always has been the aim of American patriots; it : 


will be their desire until it be attained, and it will not 
attained in this Nation until the worn-out workers of Ar 
are assured a living in their old age free from the 
brand of pauperism. 

But other opponents of the old-age pensions declare 
government should not assume the burden since privat 
mentalities will meet the need. They say that employing « 
tions should maintain old-age pension funds, or that labor u 
fraternal societies, retirement funds, and so forth, will solve 
problem and meet the need. This argument can be ¢ 
analyzed, and we can see just how much these plans 
complish, for they have all been tried in this country. As 


| as corporation funds are concerned, the plan is unjust, si! 


places labor in a servile position, restricts the mobility of ! 


and would prove a most fragile support in case of failure 


the corporation, leaving the aged employee without the sup)! 
he had confidently counted upon for years. 
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Rut let us look at the history of all these plans in this coun- State insurance plans have been put in oper nin M 
f The facts are procurable to all and will answer the con- | chusetts and Wisconsin, but they | 
on. A number of railroads have founded railroad relief | cessful, and they also aim only t ‘ 
: They ( msist of two kinds, the coutributing and non- 
buting. In the contributing the employee must pay dues | rhese plans are the only ones ever att 


assessinents through a long period of y 


a large number of years, and he forfeits all rights when he | to assure an existence in old age for 
ymes in arrears through any cause. In the noncontributing | t of charity upon °**. The curs 
tem the railroad companies supply the funds, but they re- | how far short they have « W 
conditions which few men can meet. Employees must have | 4nd proves that they can not hoy re f f 
in the constant employ of the company for long periods, and the problem were theirs to re he 
must have been loyal to the company under ail cireum- | and the average worker in this Nation 
es. The companies refuse also to admit any rights to a | taking advantage of thei 3 . 
sion, Claiming the privilege of granting or refusing a pension | [But then ther e | ‘ ( I 
All the railroad funds in the country, as given in the | they have an entirely different \ ypoin 
us report, provided in the year reported for but 2,306 They recognize the gre mn of old 
eficiaries. ism, and they are w tthe Gk 
en there are 461 establishment funds in this country con- | culmination. But they declare that tl 
ited by the employees of individual establishments. They | dividual must be a vital fact pine | } 
ided for 14 aged workers in the year reported. State savings banks by which they v d stimu I 
‘re are a number of industrial benefit societies composed | provide annuities for old age. Or they advo 
of workers in certain lines and not dependent on labor unions, | thrift, with weekly pay) n crom wre to 
the year reported they cared for 15 aged persons. | again as pensions in old age. Some of the Europe 
he Carnegie pension fund of the United States Steel Corpo- | and Canada have based their 7 3on such 
on is in a class by itself among these plans. Its pensions | These plans bring up the reason for the t f 


provided from a fund of $12,000,000 contributed jointly by | organizations already in existence to et 
Carnegie and the Steel Corporation. During its bhtstory it has | first place, these advocates take for gra ! the 1 f 


ded for 1,606 persons, according to its own report. which lays up funds for old age is the w 
rhe labor unions have not solved this problem. They can not | the existing conditions, They forget that th ! 
it, and we have no right to expect them to even try to | relation between thrift and income 
e it. They have no means, save through dues collected, to | The fact of the matter is that the cine 1 . of 
blish old-age pension funds, and they can not successfully country have many wiser as well sn 1 


such dues to those already required from the membership | using their money, even if 


‘the purposes of maintenance. The Government figures show | average laborer in this country is depen t ’ 
t of 125 national and international labor unions in this coun- | for the support of himself and family I @ ad 
nly 4 have a fund for old-age benefits. These 4 provided | be able to save something from his wag \ ‘ to 
129 persons during the year reported out of a total member- |ocably appropriate those savings for pi 
of hundreds of thousands. distant future? What of the education of |} 


their necessary conditions these fail to meet the need for | preparation for imminent perils, such 
provision for old age. They must require members to have paid | ness, accident, and so forth? The worker { 
dues for many years, they must have passed physical exami- least have answered that query when so ! 
tions. and they must not be in arrears at any time. These | for temporary disability number their 1 » I n, 
quirements, aside from the fact that labor unions only have a | while there are practically none 


embership of 2,000,000 workers out of 18,000,000, preclude of old-age benefits. 
f even in their own membership for those who need it most.| Then, again, I would like to k how ¢ re be t ted 
Besides these there are 530 local labor organizations in this | when payments can not be kept » in ft 
try, but none have old-age pension funds and only 6 pro- | If it is decided that workers may stop 
for permanent disability benefits. These 6 organizations, | the amount due them on a of p he ole 
the year reported, paid allowances for 106 persons, | purpose of providing for old age f s. The pe est } I 
These plans on the part of corporations and labor organiza- | ers will always find times when they have Der d 
is provided in one year for 3,425 aged workers who had given | mediate need for the money saved throug] LOS¢ Und 
ir lives to faithful industrial service. The number is so| such a course only the more prosperou 
that it is pitiful when we realize that only 1 out of every | be aided, and the ones really in heed « ,% 
{00 dependent persons of 65 years of age and over were taken | out it. 
care of through these means. They can not and they should But supposing that the other course taken l 
attempt to solve the question of old-age Cependency in this | are forfeited as the result of 
ion. | creases the incentive to ke t he pay ! t 
Other plans have proved equally weak and inefficient. Fra- | give the power, and that » vil po 
ternal societies can not cope with the problem. Aside from | already considered 
» fact that their membership includes but a small percentage | It has been stated by the be rities t $600 is the 
hose likely to need help in old age, they are required to raise | mum income which w provide acti necessaries of 
necessary funds entirely through dues collected. That mea! for a family of five in the I l States in all ind ries o1 
t men and women must pay from their earnings through a|of agriculture. This figure is given by Prof. J. A. R 
ng series of years before they can possibl; hope to reap a lhis book “A Li ‘ Wage.” I am sure that it f far t 
nefit, and I propose to show a little later that such a require of the minimum requirement in the gr at 
ut is absolutely impossible of fulfillment by those who need | but we can accept it as at least t 1 @Y el 
rovision in old age in the greatest degree. Out of 182 fraternal Prof. Ryan has taken the } + report m f ex! 
benefit societies in this country but 42 have any provision at study and tabulation has iown that « 10 1000 of the 


for old-age relief, and they touch the problem in the most | 18,900,000 industrial worl of th : less 
distant way. $600 a year. 
| 


Municipal pensions in some cities provide for policemen and The average income of 35,000,000 n LO w 133 
firemen, but they touch only a small fraction of the question. | Omitting the agricultur ! salaries 
rhey concern workers who receive wages vastly above the | with the wages, the average e \ (O09 a yeal Such 
average and they require payments of regular dues from monthly | figures go far to prove the ct n of Robert Hunter t 
alaries. “not tess than 10,000,000 pe! e in poverty in this ! l 


Teachers’ retirement funds, as organized in certain cities, fall | that is, they may be able to get a bare » but the 
under the same category. Well paid while employed, teachers | not able to « n those hich ermit tl ) 
are far better able than the average person to pay dues for a | maintain a state of phy ul ¢ i 

ug period on the possibility that they will need help in the They also bear out e state f Prof. Lee We n 
days of old age. probably the best autl ty 1 thi wibiect th 

Private insurance companies have never in any way met the | when he ys, in his work on Old A Dep y: 
need. They can be of advantage only to those who are able to} 11 apparent that tens and hund 


keep up payments for a long period, and that is an impossibility | ea fi United Sts dividual and f 
Hat : a than a living ag it those who 

for those who need the relief most and who have worthily | ‘ ik Metamiensin aadieiean a | oir aaa 7 

earned it. t tl ft a 
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So it is clear that any plan for solving this problem that in- 
cludes so-called thrift, whether it be voluntary or compulsory, 
is impracticable, since the average laborer can save nothing— 
has nothing to save from. Though he work ever so hard and 
ever so long he can not make ends meet in the struggle for 
daily existence, and the task of laying up funds for a long- 
distant future is beyond his utmost endeavor. 

But to those who insist upon contributions from the workers 
I would suggest that as long as we have taxes upon commodities 
that are consumed by every family in the land there can be no 
such thing as a noncontributing scheme. The workers of the 
Nation through a long series of years have been contributing 
largely to the revenues of the Government, and a pension in old 
age is but a return of a portion of their contributions. 

Then, there are objections raised to old-age pensions on the 
ground that it would lay an overwhelming burden of expense 
upon the Government and tax its resources to the uttermost. 
Such statements are misleading, for the fact is that the estab- 
lishment of old-age pensions as provided in this bill is to be 
urged not only from the standpoint of humanity, but from the 
standpoint of economy as well. 

Counting the war pensions paid to persons of 65 years of 
age and over and the public and private charity funds for the 
care of persons of that age, the sum of $180,000,000 is being 
spent every year in this country. The veterans of the Civil 
War are decreasing in greater numbers with every passing year, 
and in the nature of things the last survivor will soon have 
heard the last bugle call which summons him to the Great 
Beyond. The sum now used in paying war pensions to those of 
65 years of age and over could then be transferred to the 
fund for the pensioners of peace without an added cent of 
taxation being levied. 

The cost. of maintaining poorhouses and benevolent institu- 
tions for persons of 65 years and over to-day, if transferred to 
the old-age pension fund would be an act of humanity and wis- 
dom and economy. Figuring that there are 1,250,000 aged de- 
pendents in this country who would come under the provisions 
of this bill, and that each one would receive the maximum pen- 
sion of $4 a week, the expense would be but slightly greater 
than the present haphazard, cruel, and unsatisfactory method of 
dealing with old-age dependency. 

But aside from all that, I am convinced that the expense will 
not prevent the adoption of a governmental pension plan for 
the retired industrial army here any more than it did in Eng- 
land. Our new income-tax law, brought to the provisions of 
the English law, would yield $400,000,000 of revenue. Besides 
that, the day is not far distant when an inheritance-tax law 
will be passed in this country, if for no other reason than to 
prevent collossal fortunes from remaining intact through gener- 
ations and forming a perpetual menace to free institutions. 

There are some who urge the argument that has been ad- 
vaneed against every great humanitarian measure ever pro- 
posed in this Nation—that it is unconstitutional. Their fore- 
runners declared that the Nation could not grow by purchase, 
as in the case of the Louisiana addition, because it was uncon- 
stitutional. They declared in 1860 that the Nation could not 
save its own life by putting down rebellion, because it was un- 
constitutional. To-day they forget that one of the fundamental 
purposes of the Constitution, as expressed in the preamble, is to 
promote the general welfare, and that the task of providing 
for the aged workers of this Nation in justice is one which 
might well occupy the mind of everyone who believes that the 
noblest motive is the common good. 

But the Supreme Court has more and more noticeably in the 
past few years been handing down decisions which tend to 
throw light upon this question. It has decided that the taxing 
power may be used for the purpose of not only relieving but of 
preventing pauperism. In the North Dakota cases it said: 

If the destitute farmers of the frontier of North Dakota were now 
actually in the almshouses of the various communities in which they 
reside, all the adjudications of the courts, State or Federal, upon this 
subject could be marshaled as precedents in support of any taxation, 
however onerous, which might become necessary for their su port. 
But is it not also competent for the legislature to make small loans, 
secured by prospective crops, to those whose condition is so impover- 
ished and desperate as to reasonably justify the fear that unless they 
receive help they and their families will become a charge upon the 
counties in which they live? 

Then there is an array of decisions which refuse to apply in 
charitable cases the rule that the private character of the bene- 
fit necessarily makes the character of the purpose itself of a 
private nature. 

The Supreme Court, in the sugar bounty cases, said: 


Debts of the United States, to pay which Congress may by the 
Constitution levy and collect taxes, include moral as well as legal 
obligations. Payments to individuals, not of right or of a merely legal 
claim, but chee eae in the nature of gratuity, yet having some feature 
of moral obligations to support them, have been made by the Govern- 


ment by virtue of acts of Congress appropriating the public 
ever since its foundation. Some of the acts were based upon 
erations of pure charity. . 


In the same case the court further said: 


In regard to the question whether the facts existing in 
case bring it within the description of that class of claims 
gress can and ought to recognize as founded upon equital}: 
considerations, and grounde apes principles of right and 
think that generally such question must in its nature be on 
gress to decide for itself. Its decision recognizing such a . 
appropriating money for its payment can rarely, if ever, be the 
for review by the judicial branch of the Government. 


The question of the constitutionality of such legis! 
this was discussed exhaustively by Miles M. Dawson, 
at law and consulting actuary, of New York, in his brie 
with the Federal Commission on Employers’ Liahi 
Workmen’s Compensation on June 14,1911. This brief is | 
with the report of the commission. It takes up the ques 
to whether a tax may be levied for such a purpose wu 
Constitution, and cites numerous decisions to prove that 
He then takes up the question as to whether the money | 
disbursed for such a purpose. He cites the numerous ho 
voted and paid by the Government many times and fr 
early date, among them being for the relief of sufferers by 

arthquake, Indian depredations, overflow of the Mi 
and Ohio Rivers, cyclones, yellow fever, grasshoppers, 
seed by failure of crops, or from accidents at arsenals. 

Mr. Justi¢ée Story in his Commentaries on the Consi 
after an exhaustive review of the authorities, conclud 


the power to appropriate is coextensive with the purj 
which the tax may be laid and collected, 

The following are among his statements regarding thi 
ject: 

Sec. 923. * * * But then, it ts said, if Congress may 
for the common defense and general welfare, the money ma} 
priated for those purposes, although not within the scope of 
enumerated powers. Certainly it may be so appropriated; for if « 

ress is authorized to lay taxes for such purposes it might tr 
f, when raised, the money could not be applied to them. That 
be to give a power for a certain end and then deny the end inter 
the power. 

Sec. 924. * * © The only real question is whether, ev 
ting the power to lay taxes is appropriate for some of the | 
other enumerated powers (for no one will contend that W 
itself, reach or provide for them all), it is limited to such ap; 
tions as grow out of the exercise of those powers. In ot! 
whether it is an incident to those powers, or a substantive | 
other cases, which may concern the common defense and th: 
welfare. If there are no other cases which concern the com 
fense and general welfare except those within the scope of 
enumerated powers, the discussion is merely nominal and tf 
If there are such cases, who is at liberty to say that, being 
common defense and general welfare, the Constitution did not i 
embrace them? The preamble of the Constitution declares « 
objects to be to provide for the common defense and to pro: 
eral welfare; and if the power to lay taxes in express terms 
to provide for the common defense and general welfare, w! 
can there be to construe the power short of the object, to 
shall be merely auxiliary to other enumerated powers and n¢ 
sive with its own terms and its avowed objects? One of the | 
lished rules of interpretation, one which common sense and 
forbid us to overlook, is that when the object of a power 
defined by its terms or avowed in the context it ought to be 
so as to obtain the object and not to defeat it. The circums 


any 
wl 


‘ 
jus 








so construed, the power may be abused is no answer. All | 
be abused; but are they then to be abridged by those who a: 
ister them or denied to have any operation? If the | 


constitution, the rulers are to obey it. Neither rulers not 
functionaries, much less any private persons, have a right 
it because it is, according to their own views, inconvenient 
ous, unwise or impolitic, of narrow limits or of wide influence. 
Sec. 925. Besides, the argument itself admits that “ Cong 
authorized to provide money for the common defense and gen 
fare.’ It is not pretended that when a tax is laid the spec 
for which it is laid are to be specified or that it is to be solely 
to those objects. That would be to insert a limitation nowhe: 
in the text. But it is said that it must be applied to the 
fare; and that can only be by an application of it to some pa 
measure conducive to the general welfare. This is admitted 
then, it is added that this particular measure must be wilt! 
enumerated authorities vested in Congress (that is, within 
the powers not embraced in the first clause), otherwise the ap) 
is not authorized. Why not, since it is for the general welfar 
Sec. 975. The other question is whether Congress has any | 
appropriate money, raised by taxation or otherwise, for any « 
»0ses than those pointed out in the enumerated powers which 
Phe clause respecting taxation. * * * ; 
Sec. 976. The reasoning upon which the opinion adverse to t 
thority of Congress to make appropriations not within the s 
the enumerated powers is maintained has been already, in a 
measure, stated. * * * The controversy is virtually at an end 
is once admitted that the words ‘“‘to provide for the common 4 
and general welfare” are a part and qualification of the power | 
taxes; for then Congress has certainly a right to appropriate ! 
to any purposes or in any manner conducive to those ends. 


The decisions are clear and to the point and indicate the e 
eral attitude of the Supreme Court on questions somewha' 
the nature of old-age pensions. But there are many precede! 
for the power of Congress in this matter. It has grant 








beunties for the encouragement of manufactures, for edu 
tional institutions, for the distribution of seeds; surely it h*s 
the right to grant money for such a purpose as providing ~ 
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lage. Congress has used its resources for the benefit of citi | very fundamentals of justice on the part of society, and t 

s, as in the case of its public lands; it has, through home- | scciety owes a sacred g n in the matter 
stead acts, given valuable tracts to citizens who would occupy Only those will be benefited who have amply ¢ 1 I 
‘hem. and, in the case of soldiers, has granted them outright. | aff s only those who have through long years he 1 to 
rhe police powers of Government have been greatly enlarged | t the material welfare of the Nation and 

recent decisions, and the Supreme Court, in the case of the |! s and strength. Though hard pressed e 

e State Bank against Haskell, s : t] ! » been faithful and hard wot ‘ ! 

It may be said in a general way that the } t to all burdens ch fully and \ ut com] t l know 

great public needs. thing of great industrial districts and I have been 1 
y to protect the health, morals, and mind of a citizen ’ hases of ¢ y life wl me 
inst the injury resulting from poverty in old age ‘ . IT am » to rel 
ant as to protect his life : nst tl ssassin, his bo the sit I : on the 1 
nst the bully, or his money against the thief. But, 1 take it, ! pily f the r, 
that this Congress is not to be bound in its action by th er battle w 1 iite I rhe | 
tious pleas of unconstitutionality. The legislative depart t | > ever ’ hill 1 | \ ed \ 
t is responsible for p r measures consis W i to U ul 
and the advar ment « 12 common well . If anothe hero A ! bane W 
rtment sets tl  } res aside, it is respo le for its | CMUS meet in the e ( I 
on. We may rest assured that in thi . as ( y other | at Sight in 
al problem in the | tory of the Nat , the peo] 1 the world. I « t sympathy C1 
ider the question until it is settled right : he and want put t v ng W ucl 
I have tried to point out every argument used against old » | u as e to dutty) lat that cour 1] ; 
r weakness j Si W re d that w 
nsw I ‘ » 1 } wwe \ d { burdens of t 1 « 
whre old-age vai bor that t e lifted from bending s 
rking of the I 1 every | @ that e i Mi W to grow 
( s instead of th sand st sitions. | ¥! old and be i 1 to bear ind dl ht 
discourage tl but, as tl me ul ived lon 
! puts it, ] ¢ muuraged thrift | y , 7 cond . atacsigen Phe 
‘ to ho} 1} irage | Mass of \ sare |} ed by pitiless 1 from 
ember the words of 1 d Harri- | UP unds to | a old age. Unen ent, si 
a ile ¢ er ¢ se at h j nd ( t i ( ‘ { ) 
] { reds It means i \ l ! 
4 \ 1 the wa earners of t d ’ : ' 
that ap or a é t ‘ and which ge iy it \ 1es 
il ? il ll ‘ 

Old-age pensions do not disintegrate the fa \ i } » the | I re Ze dis Se « } yb ' . 
opposite effect, and the aged parent or grand), who can | the 7 it th ill has no né . : 
help support the home in which he finds ref I g } eul f the d ise which makes poverty in d age 

tead of a burden. Our own Civil War pe have not | evitable. Other measures must deal with that question. b 
broken up families; they have cemented them, while it has been | this we can relieve present-day « and t , ‘ . 

to the poorhouses to disintegrate the family. aim of k lation and statesmanship ’ 

Old-age pensions have not had n nie is Outh ert . | l. aside from old-age m 3. an 1 ‘ { ead i 

; but have rather helped to teach the people that they had b- |] charity s 1 is ina te and 
4 tial share in government; that the Government is, in fact. | ] es of the country the uy hon ‘ 
themselves, and that in seeing that justice is done, no more and | or woman is placed with those \ 
less, they were attending strictly to their own business them to poverty and dis , Little \ 
the objections have been weighed in the balance and | res { worker chooses death rather th 
found wanting in other countries. That they will meet the same | is vastly to his credit that such the 
fate here can not be doubted. | To leave these faithful ones in their old as — 
7 I urge the adoption of this measure because it ts the only just | private corporations is inwerthy of the civ et 
method of dealing with the problem. The Nation must act, for | To place the responsib! upon vo , 
it is not a State question. The Massachusetts report, to which | ardly d just, for thev can : 1 
I have previously referred, says in concluding: we ] > no shad of right in expe , j 7 
If any general system of old-age pensions is to 1 established, it | Mot be ted t Lin { rOR j S l 
ld be done by the National Congress and not by State legislatioz 7 ion and the N n is the only aut , , } | 

Contributory plans will not meet the need, for they do + | deal with 
reach the poorest paid workers, the ones who need help the most If } d 3 f ‘ 
and who have, in fact, made contributions all thx s to the | burning badge of failure b ing about ¢ 
Government revenues, and thus have a right to « ind of the | triceus in their ol ' re loathed 
Government an existence in old age will it of pau run s upon th i] 1 to 
perism. to ire Wwe ‘ } } leu | \ } t 

Chis bill which I have introd l kes the pension fund a | warded with a cell in the poort ttle bett in a C1 i 
national charge, and no contribution is demanded from the pen- | Bal’s, which is the punis! eed for Ul | 
sioner. The receipt of an old-age pension does not deprive its l and come to W 
recipient of any franchise, right, or privilege, nor does it inflict This bill enacted into 


upon him any disability whatever. and would give to : ed years ¢ 
It is not a measure of charity; it is a measure of justice. It | tribute of reward and su rt It w | of 

is a legislation inspired by the spirit of humanity—yes—but | heaven's light for that 

also by economy and good business judgment, for it works good | Whose daily bread is a gi! ( inset iH 

to all and evil to none. It is a legislation which will assuage | them, seeing the notic f the i d ( n ft 


misery and reduce agony, bringing peace and comfort to those | Lhewspapers, have written to 


who need it most and have earned it best. It is a legislation to | stories from real life are ! e path l 
protect the weak and the needy, not by an appeal to pity, but by | enacted by mimic characte! 
an appeal to right and justice. It is a legislation which aims to | pul hope into tl I ts 0 ho 


carry out that fundamental purpose for which this Government | in the terror of poverty in old age i e those of 
was founded—the promotion of the common welfare. younger years who fear 
It is not the purpose of this measure to lavish largess upon | them a new love of country and he } : 
those who deserve only condemnation. he poverty and misery duties are regarded s well ! 
due to degeneracy and vice will always exist as inevitable pun- | inte 
ishment for misdeeds, and no right-thinking person would wish | ‘Those are the aims of this les , and 1 
to attempt to legislate it out of existence. Sut this measure worthy of the highest and best state* } 
will provide for those who reach the heipless days of old age in | Their accomplishment in the triumph of 
poverty as the result of social wrongs and through no fault of | age pensions will be one of the 
their own. They are the victims of circumstances over which | ever made toward fulfilling her destin 
they have no control; their mis ‘ry is due to the neglect of the | as a synonym for justice, whose alta! Lise 


erests, welfare as well as wart 
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ity, and whose welfare and perpetuity rest upon the affection 


and love of its people. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming for one hour? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


tleman from Minnesota |Mr. STEENERSON] that he may follow 
the gentleman from Wyoming for 30 minutes? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 
to the second request, for the information of the House I 
would like to know what the gentleman from Minnesota is to 
talk about. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Agriculture. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, having been granted an hour. 
I do not want to be ungracious, but I think it is entirely pos- 
sible that if the House is in a willing frame of mind I may ask 
for a few minutes in addition to the hour, and I want to know 
if the gentleman from Minnesota would object. 

Mr. STEENERSON, No; as long as it 
my time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota |Mr. STEENERSON] for 30 minutes after 
the gentleman from Wyoming gets through? [After a pause.] 


is not out of 


taken 


The Chair hears none, and the gentleman from Wyoming is 
recognized for one hour. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Speaker, on Monday, June 5, the 


gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpnurey]| addressed the 
House on a resolution he had introduced for an investigation of 
the Forest Service. During the course of his remarks he se- 
verely criticized the acts of those influential, one time or an- 
other, in the Forestry Service and made some very emphatic 
and rather startling statements as to the character and effect 
of certain features of national forest reserve policies, past and 
present. On the following day the gentleman from Kansas 
{Mr. Murpock] made a speech in reply to certain assertions 
made by the gentleman from Washington the day before. In 
the course of his remarks the gentleman from Kansas said that 
the gentleman from Washington “ virtually advocated the aban- 
donment of the policy of national conservation,” and further on 
in his remarks the gentleman said, in substance, that the lead- 
ers of the Republican Party had never had any sympathy with 
the principle of “conservation,” had been and were opposed to 
it, and would if they had the opportunity entirely overthrow it. 
Being somewhat interested in knowing just what the gentle- 
man meant by “ conservation,” I interrogated him as follows: 


The gentleman uses the word “conservation.” Is it the gentleman’s 
purpose to define what he means by “ conservation,” in order that we 
may understand what it is he is discussing? 


To which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpocr] replied: 
I will say that I intend to deal with the forestry proposition. 


It is my present purpose to also discuss briefly some features | 
of our national forestry policy, and also certain other matters | 


relating to the public domain which are sometimes grouped 
under the head of “ conservation.” 

The gentleman from Kansas did not define “ conservation ” 
at my request. He would probably experience some difficulty 
in giving a definition which would be acceptable to all of those 
who most frequently and glibly employ that term. But what- 
ever it is, he says the Republican Party is against it. While I 


do not pretend to speak for the Republican Party as a whole, I | 


desire to make some observations as to my personal views rela- 
tive to some things that have been done in the name of con- 
servation, and I think I shall have no difficulty in making it 
quite clear that the Republican Party and the members of that 
party are entitled to the credit for most that has been done in 
the way of a reasonable anc proper use and conservation of 
the Nation’s resources. 

On the other hand, I think it can be made perfectly clear 
that some who have most conjured in the name of conserva- 
tion and have had the most to say about it have, consciously 
or otherwise, been the enemies of a wis® conservation, perma- 
nent and useful to the people, through proper protection and 
use of the Nation’s resources: 
ing the withdrawal from use of needed resources; second, by 
defending rather than seeking to reform faults of administra- 
tion; third, by advocating impracticable and unworkable legis- 
lation; and, fourth, by opposing legislation without regard to its 
merits which does not have the O. K. of certain influences. 

CONSERVATION AS A FETISH. 


I know of nothing more unfortunate in the political history 
of the past few years—I can not think of anything much less 
defensible—than the way in which the word “ conservation ” 
and a certain nebulous undefined theory so labeled has been 
used to boost private ambition, to exploit extravagant and 
impracticeble propositions, to defend maladministration, and to 


First, by advocating and promot- | 
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prejudice the public mind, without argument or 
against men or measures. 

From the standpoint of the man who makes a fetish of . 
vation every fault of administration, every criticism 06! 
cies or measures, is fully answered by the simple pr 
damning as an anticonservationist him who has the temer 
criticize acts or policies. And these same gentlemen are 
on the hair trigger to condemn and oppose or exalt and 
port men or measures according as they receive or are « 
the conservation brand by the high priests of the cult. 


reason, f 





PROGRESSIVES AND CONSERVATIVES, 


I doubt if the gentleman from Kansas, looking for 
will, after mature consideration, conclude to appropri 
his party every proposition, policy, and suggestion, howe 
treme, extraordinary, burdensome, or quixotic, made 
name of conservation. If he does, I assume he will con 
necessary for him to prove, to his own satisfaction at le 
the party of which he was long a member, which aided | 
its support, has been and is consummately wicked in eve: 
that appertains to or can be brought within the purview 
tremendously elastic term with which he proposes to cor 

In connection with these matters I have just one or t 
gestions to make. The first is that he will have no d 
in appropriating to himself and retaining 


| party, if he desires it, all of the questionable credit to 











cured through the defense and advocacy of certain thing 
have been done and certain things that have been proj. 
the name of conservation. Neither the Republican 
Democratic Party, nor any informed member of either, \ 
my opinion, dispute with him a complete monopoly of 
and approval of some of the acts and some of the propos 
formed and proclaimed in the name of conservation. 

Second. As I see with the eye of prophecy the no-dist 
when the gentleman from Kansas and most of his now d 
followers will be endeavoring to feel once more perf: 
home and comfortable in the Republican band wagon, | 
that their comfort and enjoyment will not be enhanced 
recollection of charges or declarations, with flimsy fou 
hurled against the Republican Party. 

THE FORESTRY POLICY. 

In answering the speech of the gentleman from Was! 
the gentleman from Kansas seemed to admit many of t! 
ments made and to make an effort to excuse the Forest 
on a plea of confession and avoidance. Being really 
conservationist than the gentleman from Kansas, with 
ing made claims in that direction, I want to gges 
much force as there is in many of the facts related by 
tleman from Washington, I doubt if all the inferences | 
from them are fully justified. I do not pretend to be | 
informed as to the workings of the Forest Service in 


su 


| of Washington, but from some knowledge of the general s 


it is my opinion that the service is perhaps not wholly 
for the fact that the sales of timber in Washington 
pared with the amount the Government owns, pitiab!) 
for, undoubtedly, much of the forest is inaccessible. TT! 
policy heretofore followed has not, however, been alto 
wise one is evidenced by the fact, to which the 
from Kansas called attention the other day, that very 
the service had largely increased its sales and contra 
ARGUMENT 


OF SERVICE NOT SOUND IN ALL CASES 


The argument of the Forest Service in support of th: 
of asking as high a price for stumpage as that asked 
ceived by private holders of timber lands and thus rest! 
sales, to wit, that any reduction they might make would 
benefit the purchaser of the timber, who would not pa 
benefit on to the consumer, is undoubtedly sound as it 
to certain regions and conditions; but that it is not def 
under all conditions I have pointed out on the floor in 


| past in relation to specific cases, cases in which the peo 


my State, my constituents, have been compelled to pay 

prices for their lumber than they would have paid, had 

lands been in private ownership or, had the Governmen \ ‘ 
the stumpage at what had been the prevailing price | 
Government established a monopoly. 

Whether or no the bureau can justify its present stumps -° 
rate in Washington I do not know. I have heard no s° 3 
complaint in my State along this line for some time past, | 
think all will agree that as a general proposition it is the 4 
of the Government to use its enormous holdings with a \ 
of keeping down prices rather than as though the Gover 
were one of the timber barons, and the biggest of them 2), 
selling its timber at the highest price it will command in virtut 
combination with other owners. 


ret 
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RESERVES INCREASE VALUE OF PRIVATE HOLDINGS. | Mr. MONDELIL Mr. Hitcheock 
rhere is no blinking the fact that the present ownership by The effect of this decision was to give an immediate ex ing 
Government in reservation of vast sreas of valuable timber- | value to all of the lands in private ownership with thie 
d has had the effect of steadying and increasing timberland | exterior boundaries of the reserves, and that « hat \ e 
ues generally, of raising stumpage values above what they | depended largely on the value which was then placed upon the 
iid be if the Government were still disposing of its lands | timberlands which could be secured through ex we It is 
nominal figure, and the extent to which our forestry | true that some of the privately owned lands, railroad and 
y does this depends in a large degree upon the policy wise, within the reserves were heavily timbered, aud + 
sued in making sales, | there was no incentive for their exchange except as th 
1: is true, therefore, that in a certain very important sense | upon them was cut. 
inclusion of vast areas of valuable timberland in the SAN FRANCISCO MOUNTAI ! 
Northwest States in forest reserves has steadied and increased The effect of the legislation w ent . 
value of the lands held by the great timber barons. One | Land Office, and after the Secretary's decision considerabl 
Joes not need to be an expert in forestry to be able to realize was exercised in creating reserves to ex ude as far : 
ihat fact as being inevitable. This fact is not, however, neces- | jand-grant lands. It was with that object 1 view that. u 
y one that condemns the policy of forest conservation, nor | the recommendation of Commissioner Hermann, the San FI 
proof of the fact that it is unwise to hold these great tim- | ejgeq Mountains reserve when created resembled a b 
| tracts in public ownership. It does, however, illustrate | at Jeast that portion of it within the land-grant ts of 
iy why certain large timberland owners have been favor- | Santa Fe Railroad. 
to the Government holding vast areas in reserve. Having | ‘phe administration and contro! of the reservation { 
red large holdings themselves, they naturally prefer to | proved to be difficult and vexatious, and with a \ 
the Government hold the remainder rather than to have it solidating the reserve and at the same time avoiding somew 
private ownership without adequate fire protection and | ¢he granting to the owners of the railroad land the full 1 
ing competition. of exchange which they would have under tl ieu lst 
POLICY SHOULD BE TO SELL SO AS TO KEEP DOWN PRICES. | Secretary Hitchcock entered into an agreement the effect 
\Vhile it does not necessarily follow that because certain large which was to allow the exchange provided by ie statute with 
ts are benefited temporarily, or possibly permanently, by | out restriction as to about two-thirds of the railr 
icy of forest reservation that the policy is necessarily | lands and restricting the exchange of the other third to i 
¢, it does emphasize the importance of so administering | ties in which there were no valuable timberland it 
reserves that the benefits which naturally and inevitably | allowed the owners of these lands to cut under Go 
to large timberland owners in the vicinity shall not be | regulation the timber from certain of the lands then und 
1d and emphasized by methods of administration. The} timber lease before making tl xc} 
ves and their tiniber supply should, so far as practical, be The gentleman from Wansas [Mr. Mt 
| for the purpose of keeping down the prices which a pri- | day that there was no contract, the infer e be l assuimed 
inmonopoly might be disposed to maintain. | that there was no valid or binding agree me i Sas near 
LIEU-LAND LAW. a contract as the officers of the Government co 
In the course of his remarks the gentleman from Washington | ! by agreeing to put the lands in reserve on thi basis of 
. reference to the so-called forest reserve lieu-land law and | 28reed plan of exchange. Secretary Ballinger, for e 
d attention to the unfortunate character from a public | Te@son, in a communication which he addressed e 3 
lpoint of a large number of the transfers made under it, later to the Senate on the subject, said that the “ 
ely criticizing transactions which were highly beneficial to | Contract. ; ‘ie 
n railway companies and other large owners of lands} | Mr. Mt RDOCK. I will say to the Han J WV 
hin forest reserves. The gentleman from Kansas in reply- | @<&t that was the basis of my remarks 
to some of these criticisms fell into the very curious error The SPEAKER pre tempore (Mr. B 
riticizing the repealing act rather than the lieu-land law | Does the gentleman yield? 
h the repealing act wiped from the statute books. Mr. MONDEI I, Yes, 
rhis is rather old straw, and it has been thrashed over to Mr. MURDOCK. The basis of my remarks v 
an extent that it seems rather superfluous to discuss it ; cation which Mr. Ballinger made to Congress 
rther. I should not except for the fact that there are certain Mr. MONDELL. I could never understand how S¢ 
ts involved in the discussion which I think should be cleared | Ballinger came to use that expression, unless it was that he 
1 the interest of the accuracy of history. feared that there might be some criti m of his predecessor if 
I was not a Member of Congress at the time the sundry civil } the word “contract,” which wa tuall ot 1 \ | 
} of June 4, 1897, which contained legisiation relating to forest | to designate the exchange that was a ed up But, at at 
eserves, including the so-called lieu-land selection provision, | rate, the agreement was made and the ow , the raiiroad 
was considered and enacted into law. I had been a Member of | Companies and the Aztec Cattle Co. and oi! ittle and land 
the former and became a Member of the succeeding Cougress. companies which owned the land, began to make the ex uv 
A short time after the act was passed I became Assistant Com- By this time it became clear, as Commis er Hert 1 had 
ssioner of the General Land Office and therefore had some | stated in his reports, that the lieu-land law w stake d 
knowledge of the view taken of the act in the Land Office and | on November 24 I introduced House bill 24866, which read 
of its effect the first 18 months after it was placed on the | follows: 
’ statute books. The gentleman from Kansas has quoted Mr.| That from and after the passage of this act no public lan 
Lacey,then chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands, to the | United States chiefly valuable ee eee 
" effect that the legislation was demanded by settlers who, finéing ly \ cdl mentgggeF F ome | mr se Big } oe nn aa don ; 
themselves within the boundaries of forest reserves, desired to | by an unperfected bona fide claim or patent within a 
exchange their lands for lands outside the reserves in order that | 224 any location or selection — oy eee ace 
they might have the benefit of schools and other institutions, | forest peaerve shall angel ee ee 
which they could not hope to have in a region where ali further I am of the opinion that it would have | het . o 
set Vement va prohibited, there being at that tre no provision named the lav in th i form ri thi th D pr bit all ¢ 
for the agricultural! entry of lands within the reserves. because there is no question but that it is well for the Gove 
SCOPE AND EFFECT OF LAW, ment te have private lands not used or occupied by ttler 
At that time Binger Hermann, of Oregon, was Commissioner | far as possible, excluded from the reserves, where they are t 
of the Gefieral Land Office, and when the owners of lands within | ber growing or timber producing, or where they are needed fot 
5 the reserves secured through railroad and other grants applied | the protection of watersheds 
| for the privileges of exchanging, he held that the privilege was When the bill was taken up for consideration in committee 
hot intended to apply to lands so acquired; but later Secretary | certain objections were made to it, one being that the measur 
Hitchcock held that the law did apply to all privately owned | if passed in the form introduced, might prevent the completi 
‘ands in forest reserves. | of exchanges where lands had been surrendered and other lands 
Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield there? selected. The officials of the Interior Department were of 1) 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes. porate that exchanges under way would not be affected and 


Mr. MURDOCK. Does the gentleman know whether or not | would be, if found regular, perfected in any event. They did 
the question was submitted to the Department of Justice or any | however, express the opinion that the legislation would pre 





one of its assistants? | vent the carrying out of the agreement which the Secretary had 
Mr. MONDELL. I do not know. | made relative to lands in the San Francisco Mountains lore 
Mr. MURDOCK. Who was the Secretary at the time? Reserve, and the legislation as reported, and as it passed the 
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| pate the gentleman’s speech, and if I am doing so it 
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committee, and the committee then reported it out. 

out the House bill and inserting the bill prohibit 


changes. I am still of the opinion, as I was at the 
it would have been better to pass the House bill, al! 
changes so lo s they did not take timbered lands. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 


ill 


OV 


ng a 


I do not 


isi} 


wi 
perfectly agreeable to me to wait until the gentleman 
that point; but if not, I want to ask if it was durii 

that this bill of which the gentleman speaks was pendi) 


| Senate that the transaction took place about the 240. 


] ‘ ept he as ered by ih ¢ 1 from the 
pre ons of the act and also contained a provision specifically 
pre 1 r that t sl lld not affect cases het { applicants 
for hange had done everything that the law and regulations 
demanded them to do, but where the cases had not been finally 
passed upon by the department. 

My recollection is that this action was taken upon the insist- 
ence of those repre senting settlers and other small transferees, 
who feared that the act might jeopardize their interests in spite 
of the as rance of the Interior Department that it would not. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speake will the gen- 
tieman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield to | 
the gentleman from Washington? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; I would be glad to. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I would like to ask this | 
point whether any of this was railroad land that s afterwards 
exchanged when the transfer had not been completed? 

Mr. MONDELL. There were all kinds of land in that condi- 
tion. The gentleman will understand that the railroad com- 
panies themselvyes—that is my understanding of it, although I 
have never inquired into it carefully—the railroads themselves | 
made comparatively few exchanges. The railroads generally, I 
think, sold their base lands, and other parties made the ex- 
changes. It is true that a great many of these exchanges were 
for nontimbered public lands of comparatively little value. The | 
lieu rights were used largely throughout the West by ranchmen 
and others for the purpose of taking up lands adjacent to their | 





| then a comparatively small amount of railroad 


holdings. The farmers and stockmen took 10 and SO and | 
160 acre tracts here and there, and conside1 of the land | 
was absorbed in that way, although much of it was absorbed 
in taking valuable timberlands in the Northwest. 

In a report made January 13, 1904 by the Acting Commis- 


sioner of the General Land Office to the Committee on Public 
Lands on H. R,. 4866, concurred in by Secretary Hitchcock, the 
statement was made that there were over 3,500,000 acres within 
the primary limits of the land grants of 1 rious railroads, 
wagon roads, and military roads subject exchange in addi- 
tion to an amount not possible to determine within indemnity 


h 
tC 


e Vi 
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limits. There were also large acreages of State school lands 
which were legitimate basis for exchange when in private 


ownership, and a large amount of these lands, possibly a half 
million were in such ownership. After the legislation 
passed the House it went to the Senate, where it had many vicis- 
situdes. Finally it came back from that body modified in this 
way, that instead of providing that there should be no ex- 
changes for public timberlands it provided that there should 
be no at all. It did recognize the San Francisco 
Mountains agreement; and the amendment provided for by the 
conference report, to which the gentleman from Kansas referred, 
was the amendment which the Department held to be unneces- 
sary, but which was adopted by the House—out of excess of 
caution, possibly—to provide that cases before the department 
which were regular should be completed. 

Mr. MURDOCK, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. ‘Then, do we understand that the amend- 
ment to which I alluded which was offered in conference and 
accepted was the same amendment as the gentleman had previ- 
ously offered in the House? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will not say that it was the same amend- 


acres, 


exchanges 


ment in actual words. I could tell by referring to it, 
Mr. MURDOCK. Virtually the same amendment? 
Mr. MONDELL. Virtually the same amendment. That is 


my recollection. I have not recently looked it up. I am stating 
it from memory, but I think it was in effect the same, though it 
did recognize rights down to the date of the passage of the act 
instead of the earlier date fixed by the House bill. 

Mr. MURDOCK, The gentleman has of the 
delay in the Senate. What was the reason for that delay? 

Mr. MONDELL. “The gentleman” is not acquainted with 
the doings of the Senate, and does not have official knowledge 
of the reason of the delay. 

Mr. MURDOCK. As I recollect, the bill of the gentleman 
passed the House in April of one year and did not come back 
into the House from the Senate again until March of the next 
year, a matter of 11 months. 

Mr. MONDELL. When the bill went to the Senate there was 
no action taken for some time, and then all of the House bill 
was stricken out and a composite proposition then pending be- 
fore the Senate committee was substituted. It provided, among 
other things, for exchanges of like character and quality both 
as to soil and timber, but it related to a number of things. 
That was inserted in lieu of the House bill, and when that bill 
came before the Senate the Senate referred it back to the 
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| lands 


in Montana, where the Northern Pacific Railroad 
have received 240,000 acres of practically treeless and 
cally worthless land included in a forest reserve th 
changed for timbered lands? 

Mr. MONDELL. My recojlection is that while tl 
was pending there was a considerable addition to 
reserve in southern Montana, and that there was a cor 
amount of railroad land in the land so included, and { 


iS { 


not contain timber of any considerable value, although 
part of it was mountainous, broken land, with so1 
timber upon it. I think that was the last of the i 


railroad land before the repeal of the act. 
form became a law March 3, 1905. 

Had I been in Congress at the time the law w: 
probably would have been impressed as were othe: 
necessity of allowing settlers to make exchanges, t! 
and « 
lands in the reserves. When the necessity became 
for the modification or repeal of the law, my thou 
ducing the bill was to prevent any more valuable ti: 
to be taken in exchange. Without regard to the me: 
agreement which the Secretary of the Interior had 
tive to lands in the San Francisco Mountains Fo | 
the probability is that that agreement could have hx 
as a claim, and having been largely executed, its 1 
was seemingly imperative. The repeal of the act 
put an end to exchanges which would have 
three or four million acres, at least. 

Some features of this matter illustrate 


The act 


how m 


| best intentions in the world may become unwitting! 


transactions not in the public interest. They illust: 
portance of being careful and conservative even 
vocacy of general propositions which, in the main, 
tirely praiseworthy. So anxious were some forest 
thusiasts to extend the area of the forest reserve 
did not always scrutinize carefully the motives and 
of those who urged establishment and enlargement oi 
Furthermore, many of those who were the most ea1 
cates of a very wide extension of reserves believed 
tensions should be made, even though in the consolidat 
reserve the Government did not, in the first instanc 
good trade. This is illustrated in a statement in a le! 
Mr. Pinchot, then Forester in the Agricultural De} 
Commissioner Richards, of the General Land Office, 
of September 3, 1903, which the gentleman from 
[Mr. Bryan] placed in the Recorp of June 3. 

Referring to certain exchanges for lands in a Californi 
reserve, he said: 

I am strongly of the opinion that even at the cost of a r¢ 
bargain by the Government, which from the present 
prehend is not to be feared, it would be wise to make th 

While I do not entirely disagree with the view 
pressed, I am of the opinion that greater care should hay 
exercised by those responsible for recommending and urs 
establishment and extension of reserves to see that lands | 
mended for inclusion did not include considerable ar 
paratively nontimbered lands in private ownership. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. Does not the gentleman believe, in ‘ 
be fair to himself and Mr. Pinchot and to those who 
the Recorp, that this sentence which precedes the 
which the gentleman has read from Mr. Pinchot’s letter 
also go in the REcorD: 

I am informed that Mr. Washburn has agreed to take unt 
land in one of the Dakotas for his holdings back of Santa bat 

Mr. MONDELL. That is to be inferred from what ! 
Mr. Pinchot said in his statement I read “that in the })) 
situation” he did not apprehend poor bargains were 
feared, and still as a general proposition he took the 
that exchanges should be made even though the bargain 
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be a poor one. I am inclined to think it was in the case he Mr. MONDELL. Well, I do not recall I ever did, but still it 

referred to. does not follow there might not have been cases of that kind. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- | Possibly Mr. Pinchot did not deem it his duty to oppose. 

ileman yield? Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I am not arguing it was 
Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. I wanted to know the facts. That is what I am trying to ascer 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The one particular criti- | tain in regard to these matters. 

eism that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock], it seemed Mr. MONDELL. I do not pretend to be fully informed, but 

to me, urged the other day in regard to what I said was that I | my recollection is as I have stated. I reiterate that in all of 


bad asserted that these exchanges were made with the consent | these matters I am always inclined to think that men in publie 
of the Forest Service. I think I am paying the gentleman a | life act from honest motives. I have seen very few exceptions 
well-deserved compliment when I say that no man in the House | very few cases where public men did not act from prop 
is more familiar with these transactions than the gentleman | motives in what they did : 

from Wyoming [Mr. MonpELL], and I would like to ask him 
this question: Has the gentleman ever found anywhere where 3 ; 7 . 

these exchanges—the San Francisco Mountain exchange and _The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] in the course « 
the Great Canyon exchange, or any exchange made with the his very interesting remarks, to which I have referred, referring 
Northern Pacifice—where there was any opposition to that to the forest-reserve policy, gave Mr. Pinchot and ex-President 
transfer which came from the Forest Service or from Mr. | Roosevelt exclusive credit for the establishment of that policy 
Pinchot? and stated that in it they had little or no sympathy from the 


THE FOREST-RESERVE POI 


woers , . a lies Po riy : , ‘ . ‘ box t 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, that is a pretty large con- : ace rs — the “ en I mm 6 I mar no dish nto take 
; va , ‘ither ‘se distinguished gentlemen an roper 
tract which the gentleman from Washington places in my hand. ais ata ful on h 1 7 7 pm — niet ' wee 7 : en Cae 
As to many of these forest reserves, I know no more as to a — a: ne sidin — -stedats "tes nee eee 
: ‘ str ntal i 4 PF ace shing e re all free 
who recommended their establishment than does the gentleman | “TU™Mentat in aiding or aecompisain Q all fre 


recognize the useful, helpful, and patriotic services of the ex 
President to the people in many lines. The ex-Forester advo 
cated and accomplished some good things, and all these services 
were while the gentlemen were Republicans; they have had no 
opportunity for public work as officials since they left the party. 
But when the gentleman from Kansas giv these gentlemen 
credit for the establishment of the policy of nationa fore 
reserves he is not speaking accurately. 


from Washington. I know something about what happened 
while I was in the Land Office and from hearsay I know what 
happened with regard to some other reserves, but when you say 
the Forestry Service, of course you are using a very broad 
term. At the time this act passed and for several years there- 
after there were two forestry services. One was the Forestry 
Service in the Agriculture Department and the other was the 
Forestry Service in the Interior Department, and while they : : : 
were entirely separate and the two of them were in frequent It may be interesting to briefly sketch the inauguration and 
clashes, still they were more or less in harmony, sometimes the growth of the national forest reserves. In 1890 Commi 

more and sometimes less, and the Forestry Service in the Agri- sioner Groff, of the General Land Oflice, serving under Secretary 





ural Department was constantly making recommendations— Noble and in the administration of Benjamin Harrison, sug 
in the service and those interested in the subject—with gested legislation reserving mountain timberlands, and reporting 
ecard to these reserves. on a Senate bill in March of that year recommended that wood 
rhe gentleman need not confine his statement to the Forestry | !@%48 and timbered areas, which for climatic, economic, or public 
Service. He will remember that the board that arranged the | Te#S0ns required the protection and supervision of the Feder 
blishment of the 15 reserves that were established the last Government, should be reserved ‘rom disposition under tl 
year of Mr. Cleveland’s administration was composed, I think | general land laws. . In March, 1891, : resident Harrison sig =r 
cne or two exceptions, of men not connected with the For- | the bill whi h provided, ne other Caines wee Se ch a 2 
estry Service either now, then, or at any time. They were all of | ae ee W a cS Svs Were oF Se 
| high-minded, patriotic gentlemen, honest to a fault. They and before the close of President Harrison's adt ration 1 
reserves were established, containing approximately 13,000,000 


recommended some very extraordinary territory to be put into | 
forest reserves. They probably did more to harm the forestry- 


Acres, 


, : UNDER CLEVELAND AND M 
‘serve policy for several years than all of the enemies of the , 
policy put together, because their recommendations were made During the first three years of the succeeding admi 
* * : : . Pree) ‘7 ‘la Jan » cs ; sais er os 
from palace-car windows, and they did not in every case include | of President Cleveland 3 reserve were establishes 


lands that ought to have been included, and they did in some | ing 4,500,000 acres, and in the last year of his administr: 


i 

cases include lands which ought not to have been included in the | 15 new reserves, with an area of approximately 20,000,000 
reserves; and that was so patent that Congress for a year sus- | 4cres, wer created. During President McKir 1 
pended those reserves, and finally they became effective, only to | Of the reserves last referred to, which had been temporarily 
have their boundaries largely changed later. | Suspended by act of Congress, became effective, lL 12 new re 

I can not do more than to reiterate what I have said, that I | S¢Tves were created. So that when the Agricult Department 
think many men, who I think are honest men, allowed their zeal | !" I ebruary, Wo, was given supervisi A the 1 rves the) 
to run away with their judgment in the matter of creating re- | Were oo in number, containing nearly 63,000,000 res. Son 
serves, and without intending to do so they became unwittingly | “7,900,000 acres, in addition, had been examined . 
the aids of men who for improper purposes were trying to have th reatter included in r serves, making $3 reserv: vith 
reserves created, to wit, in order that they might have lieu-land | 5U,000,000 acres al the time the Agriculture 1D) 0 
rights; and it all illustrates this, that in human affairs it is | Forest Service in that department, su 


often hard to draw a dividing line between what is absolutely | ment of the reser 

correct and virtuous and what is harmful and ill advised. [| 

should not be disposed to criticize any of those gentlemen at all} [Por some time before the transfer of the r 
at any time if it were not for .he fact that some of them are | peen considerable friction between the I 1«) 





tremendously prone to criticize other people for doing things reserves, and the Forestry Division under t) \ ture D 
which they think are entirely proper. | partment. It was thought at one time 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- | be overcome by the transfer of the For y Bur -to the J 
tleman yield again? see Department. There were a number of obstact nd 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will be brief, because my | jections to such a transfer, and largely in the ft | 
time is running and I have not even started. } mony and in the hope of a more satisf: 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I will try and | the reserves, I introduced the bill w! 
make my statement specific. My colleague from Washington, | ruary 1, 1905, as I have stated, tt ferring the forest reserve 
Mr. Bryan, thought that I unduly criticized Mr. Pinchot. I cer- | to the Agriculture Department Not only were many reset 
tainly had no intention of doing so, and I therefore want to ask | covering a vast acreage thus transferred to the Forest S 
this specific question of the gentleman [Mr. MonbeEtx], who is in the Agriculture Department, but prior to that time pract 
perhaps more familiar with these records than anyone in the | cally all of the important legislation now in force 
House: From the time of the creation of those forest reserves | management of the reserves, except the forest-reserve h 
in Arizona until the law was passed repealing the lieu-land law, | stead law, had been placed upon the statute books. While 
has the gentleman ever seen in the records anywhere any pro- | administration of the reserves in the Interior Department 
test coming from Mr. Pinchot against any of those transfers or | not in all respects satisfactory, looking back upon it now the 
exchanges by the railroads of land in various reserves for land | work of that department in forest protection and in many fea 
outside? tures of administration, carried on with an appropriation of 








from S1t ”) S200.000, seems under the circumstances to 
have |! re! rkably effective. 

t one time and another since the reserves were transferred 
to the Agriculture Department I have severely criticized ce 
tain features of administration. I did that particularly at a 
time when it was very unpopular to do so; but I have never 
at any time favored or suggested the abandonment of the public 


forested land and 
On the contrary, my 


control of large areas of 


watersheds in the West. criticisms have 


all been in the hope of calling attention to and remedying cer- 
tain evils of reserve creation and administration. Certain of 
these evils were possibly temporarily inevitable. 

The prese1 management of the reserves has to a consider 
able extent removed a very definite ground of complaint by the 
elimination from reserves lands the reservation of which served 
no public purpose, but retarded settlement and development. 
I bave never approved the elimination of heavily timbered 
lands from the reserves; on the contrary, I have frequently in 
yea past criticized the failure to include certain of such lands 
in rese! 

THE SERVICE AT THIS TIME, 

The sei e is also, so far as my pe rsonal observation goes, 
making nb eal t effort, and with some considerable success, 
in removing causes of complaint as to acts and methods of ad- 


ministration, I am of the opinion, however, that there is plenty 


of room for improvement, particularly in the direction of active 
and effective sympathy and aid to those of small and limited 
means, farmers, miners, and others, who in one way or another 
seek to acquire rights upon or utilize the resources of the re- 
serves as Congress has provided they may do. We need a fuller 
realization of the fact that the reserves are for use, and that it 
is the duty of oflicials to encourage rather than to discourage 
their proper use. I would suggest to all friends of a national 
forestry policy that that policy will be best served by urging 


and assisting in improvement of administration rather than by 
wholesale ination both of the arguments and the motives 
of those who may criticize. 

STATE VERSUS NATIONAL 


conden 


CONTROL, 

An effort has been made of late to stampede honest but unin- 
formed friends of a national forestry policy into believing that 
there is a concerted and widespread movement, sinister in its 
purpose, on foot to transfer the reserves to State control, and 
this bogie man is constantly raised as the only answer made to 
criticisms of the service and its policies. 

I do not pretend to be fully informed as to what the general 
public sentiment in all parts of the West may be in this regard, 
but I believe that there are comparatively few people who think 
it would be wise or practical at this time, or at any time in 
the appreciable future, to transfer the reserves to the States. 
For one thing, most of the States in which forest reserves are 
located are not in a financial position to assume and carry prop- 
erly the burden of the reserves, and I think few of the people 
desire to assume the responsibility. 

I do not object to those transfers on the ground that the people 
of the States are not to be trusted to honestly administer them. 
In my early days in the West the cowboys used to say of a par- 
ticularly despicable fellow, “ He is ornery enough to rob his own 
trunk.” I have never thought the people of the sovereign States 
of the Union were subject to that kind of criticism. I do not 
think the people of the Western Commonwealths are going to 
rob their own trunks. I do not think they would squander 
their reserves; if they would, then self-government in the 
twentieth century is a failure, for if the people can not be de- 
pended upon to govern themselves under that Government where 
rests the greater part of their sovereignty, then there is not any 
hope for self-government anywhere. So I do not oppose trans- 
fers on the ground that people are going to squander their 
patrimony. I do oppose it on the ground the States can not 
afford it in many instances, and in other instances they have not 
and it would be difficult for them to speedily secure the ma- 
chinery to operate the reserves. Further, as is pointed out by 
the Oregon conservation commission in a little pamphlet I got 
the other day, there are some questions connected with the 
reserves that are nation wide or at least interstate, and it would 
be rather difficult for the States to administer the reserves for 
that reason. 

The SPEAKER, 
has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not know how long it will 
take me to conclude, but I would like to have permission to con- 
clude my remarks. I think it will take me something over 
half an hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent to be permitted to conclude his remarks. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 


lands protecting | 
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and by earnest effort to remedy faults that may exist. 
proving service, which, whatever may be its faults, I belir 
Forest Service to be, is likely to incline people to hope f 
ther improvement under National rather than try the 
ment of State control. : 
THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 
I have taken up more time than I had intended in t! 


cussion of forest reserves, for I desire to discuss at som 
other matters pertaining to the public domain which fal! 
the all-embracing term “ conservation.” 

As a matter of fact, while the forest reserves 
portance in their relation to the 


are of y 


general welfare in many 


ern States, the reserves are of relatively less importa 
interest to the people of those States than are the nm 


problems and questions which relate to the acquisition 
went, and use of the mineral and nonmineral public la 
meny regions of very great extent there ure no forest r¢ 
The great majority of the people ara seldom brought in 
contact with the problems which the forest reserves 

Most of them are never directly affected by the reserves 
methods of their administration. On the cther hand, t! 
lems of the acquisition, development, and utilization of 

lic lands is one that quite directly affects the great maj 
the people of the regions in which the lands are located, 

When one talks “ conservation,” therefore, in the pul 
States they conjure up in the minds of their hearers a 
of public-land problems, and it certainly is not the fault 
people out there that the mental picture “ conservation 
up is one of lands and resources locked up and number'!es 
tious, exasperating, and well-nigh insurmountable 
placed in the way of the use and acquisition of such | 
remain unreserved. 

I do not believe for a moment that any considerabl 
of those who favor whatever in their minds represents « 
tion desire a system under which the condition of the 
farmer, stockman, miner, oil driller, and others seekin 
velop lands and resources shall be one of extreme exasj» 
and difficulty. Possibly they find it hard to understand j 
the preaching and practice of the most extreme form « 
servation can seriously affect people claiming rights unc 

EFFECT OF CONSERVATION ON ADMINISTRATION, 

The fact is that those charged with responsibility in | 
ministration of the land laws have been so impressed wit) 
extreme doctrines taught and extreme views expressed 
name of conservation that they have been consciously or 
wise affected in their whole attitude toward public-land 
tions. No department or bureau officer or clerk has ey 
his job or his reputation by construing the law agains! 
desiring to secure rights on the public domain. On the 
hand, the clerk or official who can discover some new or 
excuse for preventing the establishment of rights or titles 
ervy of his fellows and marked for popularity and promot 

Furthermore, it is natural and inevitable that among 
whose permanent or temporary employment depends uj 
extension rather than a curtailment of Government 
there should be some having a disposition, conscious or « 
wise, to lengthen rather than shorten the scope of the a: 
in which they are engaged; and, finally, as perfectly ord 
simple, and convincing cases pass along without any co! 
and only those less worthy or perfect or involving specia! 
tions of public policy attract special attention, a naturally 
picious disposition soon comes to assume that perhaps af 
the best service is rendered by those who withho!d rather 
those who permit the enjoyment of rights the law confe! 
in this state of mind among administrative officers and « 
you have what seems to amount to a public sentiment 
rights on the public domain should be greatly curtailed 
like-minded influence of a less public character, one do: 
have to hay. a lively imagination to conjure up a con! 
under which claimants before the bureaus having to do with ti: 
public domain have a hard time in securing the rights i 
benefits the law was intended to grant them. 

ALL FOR PROPER CONSERVATION. 

All right-minded people believe in a proper conservati: 
all our resources, both on the public domain and elsewhere. \\ 
believe we are better conservationists who insist on jus 
under the laws and guarded and orderly development 
those who really create monopoly and promote injustice }y 
tying up resources and making the way of the settler, alw 
a hard one, still harder. 

At one time and another I have taken up with the | 
rior Department practically every cause for complaint by * 
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ic domain. I have made many speeches on ne | 


tlers on the pub! 
subject, some of which have been held by some people to indi- 
cate that I was not at all in harmony with what they were dis 
posed to call “conservation.” In December, 1911, I wrote a | 
letter to President Taft, which I propose to put into the Rec- | 
orp, if I may be allowed to do so, and which I feel I am justi- 
fied in doing now, the gentleman having passed from public 
life, in which I called his attention to certain features of the | 
administration of the land laws of which our people bitterly 
complained, and desired a betterment of them. I am frank | 
to say that whoever might have been to blame, we did not get 
very much relief. I am frank to say that in the main, so far 
a relief through administration was concerned, things went 
from bad to worse. In the meantime, however, Congress has 
passed some liberalizing legislation affecting agricultural land 
and entries which has been very helpful. 

Complaints with regard to the administration of the public 
land laws are of a vast variety, and I do not want you to lose 
sight of the fact that this constant agitation of some unde- 
fined thing known as conservation has been the most powerful 
of all the factors in bringing about a frame of mind in the 
department and among department officials under which it is 
entirely conservative to say that every statute is construed, so | 
far as it can possibly be, in a way to make it difficult to secure | 
the rights which it provides, and that, on the contrary, if there | 
is any ambiguous language in the statute, or a hazy court deci- 
sion anywhere, that can be found to make the perfection of 
rights and claims difficult, you can depend upon it that there is 
some ambitious person around in the department who will find 
it. ana demand that it shall be made the rule in all cases. In 
these days he is a brave man, secretary or commissioner, who 
dares suggest to any clerk in his bureau that a certain construc- | 
tion of statutes is illiberal and shall not therefore be adhered 
to. They have in mind, no doubt, certain things that have 
occurred: how certain gentlemen have been criticized; have 
temporarily, at least, lost their reputation; how these questions 
have been made political in many cases, And, as I said, it is 
a brave man who, under these circumstances, dare do right. 

CHARACTER OF COMPLAINTS. 

These injustices are as numerous as the stars and as diversi- 
fied as they are in magnitude, and one would need a week and 
not an hour to discuss them. It happens that many of the com- | 
plaints come to me because of my believed familiarity with 
public-land questions and the fact that I have been on the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and was for some time its chairman; 
perhaps by reason of the fact that I have been at times very 
emphatic in my statements in regard to these things. Referring 
igain for the moment to forest reserves, I want to emphasize 
this, that never since I have served in this House have I had 
what ex-President Roosevelt used to call a “ big man ”’—mean- 
ing a man of wealth and large influence—make complaint to me 
about a forest reserve or the Forest Service—not one. On the con- 
trary, on one occasion when I criticized the service for put- 
ting an upset price on stumpage much above what stumpage had 
been considered worth in the locality, the man who had the con- 
tract was much provoked for my mentioning the fact. He said, 
“It was none of your affair; I was perfectly willing to pay 
that price, and you have gotten me into trouble.” 
care to say—because the gentleman perhaps exaggerated—what 
he claimed happened to him because I criticized the Forest 
Service for charging too much for stumpage. 
get a fair price for my lumber, because there is none other in 
the country, and I do not know any reason why you should dip 
in.” I told him I dipped in because it was the interest of my 
constituents I was looking after; that his business enterprise 
did not interest me. The incident illustrates the fact that the 
trouble has been with the little fellows. 


| 


| 
| 


And so it is in the main with these public-land questions, and | 


I presume that is true of the experience of every Member of 
Congress from the West. A railroad company, a great land 
company, if they have troubles with the department, have 
people they can afford to pay to look after them. The men 
we hear from are the small fellows, the men who find it diffi- 
cult to pay an attorney or who find it impossible to employ one, 
and who appeal to their Congressman for aid. 
UNWISE WITHDRAWALS. 


Now, how do these difficulties arise? They began to multiply 


about the time the public lands of the country first began to be | 


largely withdrawn. I am not going to discuss the propriety 
of those old withdrawals. I made a speech very severely criti- 
cizing the coal-land withdrawals of June, September, and 


October, 1906, and it is not necessary to go over that ground | 


“gain. But that withdrawal was not necessary to accomplish 
what was sought to be accomplished. 











As a matter of fact, after six month we ired 
a modification of the order, which still left 1e le tive 
as it was before, so far as the object l concerned, 
and that object was to prevent the acquis 1 of coal lands. 
tut in the meantime thousands upon thousands of s« ers had 
the statutory period run upon their entries, and had difficulties 
in making proof. Many of the people were unable to make en- 
tries or to go on with improvements. A th l | diffi 
culties, some of which are still trailing their h through 
the departments, arose from that unwise action WW the 
way in which it was done, 

There was no authority at that time for withdrawals. Possi 
bly there was a condition that justified the kind of a withdrawal 
which the modifying order left. The Republican Party rue to 
its adherence to a proper policy of conservation, put on the 
statute books a withdrawal t which de withd il, 
And under that act President Taft made a ¢g t many } 
fectly legal withdrawals—more than | hould ! in 
my opinion, in the interest of conservation, 

POW 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpocx! the other 4d 
in the course of his remarks criticized ex-Secretary Bailins 
for having restored a lot of power sites. I do not know whetlhe 
he restored any real power sites to entry or not. I know he 
did not in my State. He restored a lot of land to entry that 
the most enthusiastic conservationist, if he had been on the 
ground, would not consider power sites. For instance, at one 
time I began to get letters from people on the Big Horn River 
in my State—from homesteaders, Carey Act entrymen, desert 
entrymen, men who wanted to open a roadside stucco plant, 
and others—stating that the country was all tied up. I went 
| to the department to find out what the trouble was 

I found that a tract of approximately 3 miles wide, about 14 
miles on each side of the river, for about 125 miles, zigzagging 
and following the sinuosities of the river, had been withdrawn. 
I asked a certain official how he came to do that He said, 
“TI would rather not discuss that matter with you.” As a 
matter of fact, I am of the opinion he did not want to make 
that withdrawal—was instructed to. There was not anywhere 
Within that 200,000 acres a tract of land that anybody, I 
imagine, ever can use for a power site, except at one po d 
that was retained in reservation. 

The probability is that that will never be d, but it is 
a possible point for power development. Otherw the stream 


is a perfectly placid, slow-flowing stream, up there in a broad 


I would not | 


He said, “I can} 





valley, which you could not under any circumstances utilize 
for the development of power. And now that it has been re 
| stored, no one has secured any power rights on it, or sought to 
|} secure any power rights on it, many a settler has completed 
| his land entry on the banks of that river, and at one point 
some gas wells have been developed for the supply of two small 
towns. A railroad has come down there and gotten a right of 
| way over a part of that land, a few miles of it, and the ordinary 
industries of the country have gone on. 

| That reservation was made just a few days before Mr. Gar- 
| field went out of office. It is hard for me to believe that he 
| would have made that reservation if he had expected to remain 
| in office. It is very, very hard for me to believe it. All I did 
|} was to make a map of it and place it on the Secretary’s desk 
| with the letters of the fellows who were affected, and say, 
“Please look at that,” and walk away. A large part of tl 
withdrawn land was covered with some sort of a claim that was 
| unperfected. 

So much for that. 
| Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentle ad 
| Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Unfortunately, I iP 
| sent from the Chamber during a portion of tl ( vs ad 
| dress, which I otherwise would have been ve to hear 
I wanted to ask whether or not the gent had d 
| suggestions as to remedies by legislation, in i f the 
| settlers? 
| Mr. MONDELL. I am coming to that 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The reason I | made t n 
quiry is because, unfortunately for our committee, and I thin! 

unfortunately for the whole western country, the gentl 
| from Wyoming has severed his connection ith the Pul 

| Lands Committee, for which we are all sorry; and I ¢! 
speak for the whole committee in saying that we would |! 
| to receive suggestions from him along the ie on 

| know he is so capable of enlightening us. 

| Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman is very kind. I ed f 
a long time and with a very great deal of pl eon that 

| mittee, and gave a great deal of time to its w r) ‘ 


part of my service was at a time when this same feeling that 
I have discussed was running rampant, and it was pretty diffi- 
cult for us to get anywhere, to accomplish anything really worth 


while, although we did greatly improve many of the land laws, 

and particularly the laws relating to agricultural settlement. 

Much progress was made in spite of adverse sentiment. 

DECISIO $} AFFI TING AGRICULTURAL LANDS 
Now, what are the difficulties before us to-day? First, a 

great variety of questions that I shall not stop to discuss at 

length relating to agricultural settlement. There have been a 

very considerable number of decisions curtailing and reducing 

the rights and privileges of settlers. Why, within the last 158 | 
months we have had decisions that overturned the uniform 

practice of the Land Office for 40 years, and against which no | 


one, as far as I know, ever uttered a note of protest. And 
more recently we have had other rulings which reduced to the 
minimum the benefits to the settler and magnified to the maxi 
mum the requirements placed upon his devoted head. The de- 
under the law have be trying, the 
delays under many classes of titles most vexatious. 

I am somewhat hopeful of this new administration, and I 
serve notice now that I propose to give it credit for all it wiil 
do in the way of affording proper relief. I do not want to ask 
the administration to do too much, for fear somebody will say 
the administration has got in bad by following after these wicked 
anticonservationists. 

In spite of the extreme so-called conservation sentiment which 
many instances would withhold all rights to the public 
domain, Congress has liberalized the homestead laws very 
greatly in the last few years, and I want to emphasize this fact, 
that in doing it we have had no aid or comfort that I can recall, 
although we have not had serious opposition in every case, from 
the gentlemen who particularly pride themselves on being con- 
servationists, either in the enlargement of the homestead area, 
in the reduction of the period of residence, or in the other 
improvements that have been made in the statute. 

TIMBER A 


cisions desert-land nm most 


orn 
= eh 


ND STONE ACT 

We have heard much of the timber and stone act. No doubt 
it was the means of passing much valuable timberland into 
private ownership that should have remained in public control, 


but of late years there has been but little valuable timberland 
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public lands of the West to the public-lands States? 


| 





outside of reserves, and people have sought to utilize the law | 


to secure lands containing scattering timber adjacent to their 
agricultural holdings. Some of the land sought has had very 
little value for timber or stone; in fact, for anything except 
grazing. When an application is made to purchase under the 
law the tract is inspected by an agent of the Land Office, and 
an almost universal complaint is that if the land has any con- 
siderable amount of timber it is appraised above its value. If 
it contains but little or no timber and is not of immediate value 
as a stone quarry the entry is denied, because it is not valuable 
for timber or stone. Under such an administration of the law 
not much land is sold, though the public interest would be 
served by selling such lands and putting them under taxation 
and private protection. 
ISOLATED TRACTS, 

IT shall not trespass on your time to discuss the question of 
the sale of isolated tracts, as I shall put into the Recorp, along 
with other letters on public-land subjects, a letter I recently 
delivered to the Secretary of the Interior on this subject. 

REPAY MENTS. 

No feature of recent administration of the public-land laws 
reflects less credit on the Government than the rulings and deci- 
sions denying to those who have made payments for public 
lands the return of their money in cases where the claim or 
title to the land is denied. In these cases the Government re- 
tains both the land and the money the entryman offered in pay- 


ment for it. As usual, this sort of bunko game is justified on 
the ground that it is in accordance with the intent of Con- 


cress. This retention of an entryman’s money along with 
the land he sought to acquire is conservation with a vengeance. 
MINERAL LANDS, 

The mineral-land claimant is often a man of some means, able 
to hire a lawyer, and so a Member of Congress does not hear 
directly from his constituents so many complaints of adminis- 
tration as in the case of agricultural entries; but those cases he 
does hear and know of fully illustrate the refinement of the 
policy of exasperating delay, microscopic examination, and 
seeming reluctance to part with an acre of public lands which 
characterizes the mineral-land administration more, perhaps, 
than any other. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I want to ask the gentleman if it 
is not true that ‘» the three or four years that he and I served 
on the Public Lands Committee no one from the West ever 


| the 








| been my opinion in regard to it. 


| of cattle think it is a good thing. 


| the sale of coal lands at a classified price. 






JUNE {0, 





sought to have that committee report out a bill grant 
Al 
not fact that the ultraconservationists have been 
most desperately through nearly all of that time to p: 
bill at present known as the Lever bill, seeking to wit 
from entry all the public domain for the purpose of Jess 
for long periods of time? And have not the American Nat 
Livé Stock Association, of which Mr. Jastro 
head, and whose company own 150,000 head of cattle—h 
that association, along with Mr. Pinchot and Mr. Gray 
few other distinguished gentlemen, been most ardent ad\ 
of that bill, and have they not repeatedly been before ou) 
mittee for that purpose? 

Mr. MONDELL. I think the gentleman is a little ext) 
his statement that the Lever bill would directly witha: 
that it contains any provision directly withdrawing, la) 
entry. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 
Mr. MONDELL. 
it 





also a 


Growers’ 


I did not mean that. 

The gentleman is of opinion that t] 

would be to largely discourage settlement, and t] 
Some good people have | 
that it was a good thing, and many men who own lare 

It is true that many nx 
call themselves conservationists have favored the leasing 
public grazing lands, a measure which a great many 

believe would be a fatal blow to settlement and deve! 
There is ground for difference of opinion, we all realiz: 
also true, as the gentleman from Colorado says, that no 

tion for the transfer of the public lands to the States | 

before the committee. 


of 


COAL LANDS, 

Now, passing for a moment from that question, w! 
gentleman from Colorado and others will have to wres 
and I shall not until it comes on the floor of the Honse, ; 

I may appear before the committee and make a few 
tions, let us go to the coal-land situation. We are nov 
other atmosphere. We have left the domain of the sett 
whom all of us sympathize, and we have gone into the « 
of the coal baron. While all coal operators are not ) 

I have discovered at one time or another in my life, the 
with the present coal policy is that the Federal Govern: 
constituted itself and is in fact the greatest monopolis 
world, and following the example of other monopolists, 
out-Heroded all of the monopolist Herods that ever ea1 
pike. The Government, unlike other large lan 
does not need the money, is'not paying interest or tax: 
therefore it puts a price on coal lands that would fairly 
one. 

I do not criticize the policy of coal-land classificat 
As a matter 
I discussed and favored it before it was adopted, alt! 
do not want any credit for its adoption. For a time a 
able policy was followed, and a price was placed on co 
high enough to discourage purchase for speculative holdin: 
not so high but that a man could go into the coal-minin 
ness in a large or a small way. It did not have the « 
absolutely preventing development, but there came ¢lass 
and reclassification and reclassification until coal lands in 
parts of the West are now classified as high as $500 a 
and because in one place where a mine has been opened 
the coal was at the end of opened entries they did s 
small tract for near that price, the argument is made th 
price is not excessive. The price is so high that no on 
millionaire can open a coal mine or get coal land in tl 
of transportation on the public domain. That coal runs 
way from the brown lignites of the Dakotas, running 
all the grades to semianthracite, some of which fo 
Colorado. In the main it is what the department calls 
bituminous.” An illustration is the Pleasant Valley « 
Utah, the Rock Springs and Cumberland coals in Wy: 
and certain coals in Colorado and Montana. But thei 
other things about coal-land legislation. The gentleman 
Kansas, the other day when upon this point, spoke of the ' 
ningham cases. 


is 


OPENED AND IMPROVED A MINE. 

I probably know less about the Cunningham cases tha 
people except those who talk the most about them. |! 
read little of the evidence regarding them. I think the 
thing I read carefully in connection with them was thie 
of the Pinchot brothers to the President protesting agains 
patenting of the entries. While I am on that point I w: 
refer to a statement made by the gentleman from Kansas 
other day, in which he was not entirely accurate, to the « 
that the Land Office had at one time ordered the expeditic 
the cases with a view to issuance of the patents. I think 
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Mr. Pinchot himself made that statement at one time, but after- business with the Government relati 


wards corrected it as being inaccurate. The Land Office, as a | difficult. 
matter of fact, when the controversy arose, was proceeding to | PHOSPHATI 
investigate the entries, and they had been held up so far as We have heard of phosphate w 
patent was concerned 

But referring to the Alaska decisions, the other day I had a 
curious illustration of their effect. A coal miner—I do not 
know Lim, but I have letters from others who do know him 
and vouch for him as being a good, honest man, though I do 
not know that it is entirely necessary that a man shall have a | jn Utah and Wyoming. Phos 
certificate of character in order to take public land; but assum- | need withdrawal for the protect nu 
ing that it is necessary, this gentleman, I am sure, can secure it. | much as limestone does. But I 
This miner made application, having saved a little money, for | grawal of known phosphate deposit 
a preferential right to buy 40 acres of coal land. In pursuance | est of the distant future. There i 
of his rights he dug into the vein, squared it up, I think tim- | phosphate now at all. Where they 
pered it a little; at any rate got it into shape so he could take | gre practically valueless so far a : 
out and did take out some coal. He did not, it is true, open a : 
mine and run a railroad in and spend a lot of money which he 
did not have. In fact, there was little market at that time. 
When he came to offer his money in payment for the land 
there was a protest against it, another party claiming the right 
to purchase because the entryman had not “opened and im- 
proved” a coal mine in accordance with the decision in the 
Alaskan cases. We have been disposing of coal lands for 25 | tile soil there may be some phospha 
years. Wherever a man found a piece of coal land and opened | apie to put it mildly, 
up the vein and found what it was and said he wanted to work In > 
it as soon as he could, and he wanted to pay for it, it was sold | 


cry a few years ago of how the cou! 
tion bowwows because the phospl 
drawn. <A very good gentleman fro 
down here before a conservation 
|} hight one or two or three million 


3 
{ 


drawal of a reasonable area, large 


phosphate; but, Lord, when you « 
acres, including the irrigable aml 
the perfecting of entries and preve 
the ground that from one to five th 


in blocks of 100.000, 200.000, or 3t 


to him; but the law does = he shall have opened and im- is because in examining geological atlases of years ago they 
proved a coal mine, and if you can construe that to mean a large | paye discovered that in that territory there is a limestone 


developed mine, you see what the effect is on our friend the 
miner. The Land Office did not think that they ought to hold 
him too closely to the Alaskan decision, but the Secretary’s 


which, some 25 years later, at a di 
the other side of the Continental 1 


, os : some phosphates. That is not overdraw it at il 

office thought differently, and unless the new Secretary shall | gne statement Is it any wonder ; ; Hem 

ve P » isi . a ‘ . Larratary ‘ ; i ~VT) ee . 7 are ¥ . 

overturn the decision of the late Secretary that miner can | friends when things like that are done in the name of 

not get that 40 acres of coal land; and he was proposing to pay | vation? 

a classified price for it, remember. It is not taking the lands | A lot of these withdrawals are fmmnaterial in a practical ¥ 

of the public domain without giving something for them. Nobody desires to utilize the lands except as the herd 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield for | grages over them. but many of them are lands to which men 

another snterruption - that subject? |} Want to acquire agricultural rights upon, valley lands, wh 1 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes. ae | have been withdrawn because over on the other side of the 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Has this kind of a case been called | Gontinental Divide they recently found phosphate in a limestone 


to the gentleman’s attention, where lands have been classified, | o¢ 


ae the same character that the Ge 
say at $50 an acre, and then the man goes and opens up a coal 


‘ 7 years ago proved existed there. There is no phosphate, l is 
mine and offers to buy it, and is notified he can have it at that | anyone knows. but possibly it is underlaid by the same old 
figure; then he goes ahead and spends a large sum of money | stone that perhaps contains | tone - hund 
on it, and when he comes to prove up to have the department | oywoy. 
tilt the price up $200 an acre and tell him he can not have the : a eshte 
land unless he pays the additional price after he has spent | : ; . ; 
$3,000 or $4,000 in the development of the claim? | We made appropriations to have those I; 1 

Mr. MONDELL. Oh, yes; but what do you expect of a de- | “Fe restored or examined for r Pacior If itl 
partment official with the air full of shouts of conservation, the | V® could cure the whole thing by providing f len 
air full of charges that Government officials have not gotten all | Teserving the phosphate. Well, I have no obj ( i 
out of the public lands in every case that should have been se- | vor legislation that will allow thi ! 
cured? Under these conditions the man had what he assumed | Of lands known to contain mineral, ex the miner 
to be a vested right. It would be a contract right if the Govern- | from the grant to the farmer. I intreduced t | 
nent were an individual, and before he has completed the con- | C@™me a law for limited patents under agri ent oO 
tract and made the last payment, or perhaps after he has made coal lands. To apply that principle nerall di ¢ ec 
payment—lI think there have been such cases after payment has | 8 not pleasing to the American farmet t A ' 
been made—some oflicial of the Government comes along and | 4merican citizens of any sort or kind ‘ W 
guesses that the coal land ought to be worth more money than | their titles in fee, and whil mety ' h 
the original appraisement, and tilts the price double and some- | Portant—to please the Amer le in t ter of t 
times treble what the man was to pay in the first instance. | titles—f think that a man | t ! 

What is the official charged with responsibility to do? Is he to | indication of containing mineral, \ 

lay himself liable to some sensational charge that he is aiding | Shot if it does contain mineral, it is f 

and abetting the looting of the public domain; that he only re- | be compelled to take a iimited patent 

ceived $2,000 for a tract of land that somebody in the Govern As a matter of fact, if mineral ! 

ment service had guessed was worth $5,000? His job is secure, land, I do not know of anyone t 

and no man outside of those who hate injustice will eriticize | interest to have own it than ‘the far [ 
him if he takes the safe course and says, “ Well, I guess you | do not know of any better condi! 

will have to pay the increased price.” Yes; I think there have Illinois, where the farmer ow th ! W 
been cases such as the gentleman from Colorado refers to, and | are not to have that condition out West ! 

they have not, to say the least, reflected credit on the Govern- duced the bill that separat ( f ! 

ment. estate where coal is known or be l As | 

If a public official has the courage to say that a contract is a | giving no sign of mineral chat 
contract and that it makes anarchists for a government to go | tracts I think the public welf | by 1 
back on its contracts, he is liable to be criticized; he is liable | the ownership in fee in pra c eve the 1 
to be condemned as an enemy o* the public. That has been the | cases where mineral may some day be 
trouble. I have not blamed some of these men so much when I} _ I shall not refer further at length to w ey 
have realized the conditions which surrounded them. I hope we | for I referred to those a short t +a t 
are reaching a day when it shall not be a cause for criticism if | still remains withdrawn as_ water-pows 
& man deals fairly by those who do business with the Govern- | that never, under any circumstances, could b 
ment, and that it shall not be a cause for promotion because a | development of water power. We need rv 
man discovers some peculiarly ingenious way or scheme whereby | need legislation for the use of these lands. I ( troducet 


a law may be tortured into making the way of him who does | a bill which I believe is along the 


phate is concerned. I have no dispos 


inatter, that are actually known an 


some instances, when you ask 
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ONE KIND OF POWER SITR 


I have been having some considerable correspondence with | 
some settlers who desire to make homestead entry in the valley | 


of one of the larger streams of my State. ‘These lands were 
formerly located, but conditions were at the time adverse, and 
the people gave them up. Since then the land has been with- 
drawn as a power site. Making inquiries in regard to the mat- 
ter, TL am told that it is in the realm of possibilities that some 
day these lands may be submerged should anyone seek to build 
a dam at a point 4 or 5 miles lower down. There is no pros- 
pect that anyone ever will. If it is feared that power might be 
developed by such a dam, to the great damage of the public, 
that can be prevented by the simple process of holding the dam 


site in withdrawal. What is done, however, is to prevent the | 


only settlement possible in the region on the theory that some 
distant day somebody might want to build a dam and sub- 
merge these lands. The fact that in such an improbable case, 
under our Wyoming law, the lands could be legally condemned 
does not seem to have occurred to those responsible for the with- 
drawal. Some day a dam may be built at the Great Falls of 
the Potomac, above this city. Would it have been wise to pre- 
vent, from the beginning of settlement hereabouts, the use of 
these lands? Here there may be some question of the right to 
condemn: out West there is none. 

The House has already been more than kind and patient with 
me, and while I should like to discuss a lot of these other ques- 
tions at length I shall not do so now, but shall close with a 
few suggestions as to what may be done to better conditions. 
First of all, we want a better administration; we want a fairer 
adininistration. Of all of the things that are indefensible in 
public administration, the worst is the attitude of an adminis- 
trative officer that because a law is not as he thinks it ought to 
be he will make it practically inoperative in order to compel a 
change. 

OIL LANDS 

That is the difficulty with the oil-land situation in my State 
and surrounding States. Oil land may be taken under the 
placer acts; at least that is the law. It is said that it is 
not a satisfactory law. Possibly it is not in all respects in 


all localities. And yet, taking everything into consideration, | 


under all the conditions, it works fairly well. They say a man 


can take too much land. It is the same old law under which | 
men worked out placer deposits in narrow gulches, and if a | 


man could acquire all creation under it they would have done 
it in those cases. 
Congress has not seen fit to change the law. In the mean- 


time there may be localities where the law is not working well, | 


where it is very patent that it is not, where its tendency is to 
create a monopoly. If there is any such place—I do not know— 
but if there be, then there no doubt is a. justification for the 
withdrawals. 


But this is the situation in my State, so far as oil lands are | 


concerned: We are away off yonder, so far from all large cen- 


ters of population that our oil deposits—deposits which we be- | 


lieve to exist, of which we have indications—have not been 
sought as have been the deposits of the surrounding States 
nearer the centers of population until quite recently, although 
we began the development of oil 25 years ago. In quite a 
number of places much money was expended years ago with 
comparatively little returns. But for the last three years 
peop!e have been looking in our direction—not the Standard 


Oil; the Standard Oil does not drill wells. It leaves that kind of | 


hazardous business to venturesome souls who engage in it in 
early youth and continue on to the grave. They have been 
seeking these fields. They have been locating lands. They have 
been leasing from people who have located. One would think 
the Government would encourage that sort of thing, there being 
a law providing for it, but, no, the agents of the Government 
haunt the water tanks, the sidetracks, and roost on the way- 
side fences, watching an oil derrick as it comes into the country 
and withdraw the lands around it the minute they find where 


the heroic and venturesome souls propose to spend their money. | 
Men do find oil even under such circumstances. It is often- | 


times a hundred-to-one shot so far as the first location is con- 
cerned; but fail or win, they have no adjacent territory that 
they can develop; it is withdrawn. 

VILLAGE GAS SUPPLY. 

Fifteen years ago a man attempted to find some gas near a 
small village in the center of our State, at that time 200 miles 
from a railroad. ‘Two hundred miles over the mountains into 
that arid valley he carried his drill and set ig up on a piece of 


shale ubsolutely and utterly worthless and valueless unless it | 
did contain something down below, and most of it did not. 
He finally, after much drilling, found some gas, but he could not | 
with his limited means utilize it. It was 10 miles from a town 
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of 1,500 people, and 2 miles from a town of 300 people. He « 
not even supply the nearby town, much less the other. 

It took three or four years and a number of transfers to {j 
pass that oil land and some surrounding land into the | 


i 


of people who had money enough and courage enough to ¢ 


; With the work. They finally got more gas. They piped 
gas into the town 10 miles away, and into the town a mi) 
a half away, spent an enormous amount of money and dis} 

| extraordinary courage and energy and enterprise. The 

| ented several quarter sections of land, but on all the pat 
|} lands they could not get gas enough even for the smal! 
they had to supply. The wells proved to be inadequate 
have, however, one or two claims, including the claim on \ 
gas was first found, to which they have been trying to 
patent for years, and they do not care to drill any more | 
until they do get a patent. They have had three separat; 


distinct investigations by agents of the department sent 2 


400 miles to make them, and they do not know now w! 
they are going to get their patent. Somebody somewher 
heard of a decision which may raise the question as 
that company was organized away back yonder when it 
money into that enterprise; and if there is any way in w] 
statute or a decision can be distorted and tortured to pr 
| the men who have put their money into it from getting 
title, I have no doubt but what some one connected w 
Government will attempt to have it done. 

SALT CREEK FIELD, 

In the central part of Wyoming we have a field why 
oil was found 25 years ago; lubricating oil, and not mu 
Finally some people wenc in five or six years ago 65 mil 
the railroad out on an arid, salt, sage flat and put doy 
wells at great cost and found some good oil and piped it . 
miles to the railroad. Immediately all the surroundin: 
was withdrawn, including much that had been claimed, : 
and prospected for years, and that enterprise which mich 
and prosper and develop is held back. It can not ir 
The price of oil is going up, but you can not develop 
Wyoming, because the land is withdrawn. 

A law is on the statute books which says that a 
secure title to oil land by doing certain things involving 
| expenditure and paying the Government for the land. ‘I 
a withdrawal act which says that for certain purposes 
|} can be withdrawn; but it does not provide that the Pr 
shall have the power to say that land acts of Congress 
null and void. That is what these withdrawals amount 

If there was any probability or possibility of monopoly 
would be some justification, but there is not. Nobody) 
there is. 


MOORCROFT FIELD, 


The other day I received a petition from some peopl 
| northeastern part of my State, where 30 years ago 
| fellow pulled in over the mountains a spring-pole outfit 
| rope and chains necessary and put down a well and got 
| oil. They have been trying for 25 years to get oil in 
| quantities, but have not succeeded. Recently further and 
| ful investigation has developed the location where oil in 
| quantities can probably be found, and capital was found 
| was willing to go in and make the expenditure. There 
|} another oil development in 100 miles; but when they 
| drills there and started to work, or got ready to wo! 
| land was withdrawn, and the drills stand on the sidetra: 
the communities stand still. There is no development. 
people may think it is lovely to live in a country wher 
can get public lands. Under such conditions a man would | 
God if he could live in a country where lands were pri\ 
| owned in order that he might go on with enterprises. 

NO OIL MONOPOLY, 

Nobody, so far as I know, is proposing any oil mono} 
wanting one. Even though this extreme conservation seu 
must be placated, there ought to be some way whereby a 
seme territory can be developed. Of course they say. “| 
leasing law.” It does not occur to me as being quite the | 
| thing under a republican form of government for administ! 

officers to say to a Congress: ‘“‘ We will repeal your laws 
| we will prevent development until you pass the kind of 


REMEDIES, 

| What are we going to do with regard to the matter? 

| we ought to continue in an evolutionary way still furtl 
|extend the farming homestead and the grazing homeste 
regions where land can not be generally cultivated. 


' lands, nonmineral, valuable for no other purpose than gr 









we want.” What if they did not fancy such a law as Con: 
might enact. Would it in turn be nullified by withdrawa! 


I 


We ought to have some legislation under which purely graz 
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roduction, handling, or transportation of coal or other prod 


in e p 
ue of tl District of Alaska 
] That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 

i limited mining leases to applicants qualified under section 3 of 
t! ict nd to municipal corporations tract not exceeding 160 
‘ in extent, and covering a period not exceeding 10 years, for the 
mining of al for use in the District of Alaska Such limited leases 
hall 1 addition to the above limitations, be subject to all of the con 
‘ ns of the general leases issued under the provisions of this act, 
ex that a renewal of such lease shall be discretionary with the 
Secretary of the Interior and that the acquisition or holding of such 
lin d lease shall be no bar to the acquisition or holding of a general 
lt previded for in this act, nor shall the holding of a general lease 
be a bar to the acquisition or hotding of a limited lease 

Ss 12. That 75 per cent of all the moneys derived from licenses 
and kk rranted under the provisions of this act shall be paid into 
and nstitute a part of the “Alaska fund” in the Treasury of the 
United Stat provided for and created by the act entitled “An act to 
provide for the construction and maintenance of roads, the establish- 
ment and maintenance of schools, and the care and support of insane 
persons in the District of Alaska, and for other purposes,” approved 
January 27, 1905, and may be expended for the purposes described in 
sald act; and the residue of the moneys derived from such licenses and 
leases shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States and con- 
stitute a part of the general fund of the Treasury 

See. 15. That the reservation contained in section 1 of this act shall 
not prevent the location and patenting of lands containing workable 
deposits of coal under the mining laws of the United States with a 
view of extractirg metalliferous minerals therefrom But licenses and 
leases provided for in this act may be issued without regard to the fact 


that the lands may be covered by mining locations, and the Secretary 
of the Interior shall provide by appropriate regulation for the ob 
servance by licensees, lessees, and locators of the respective rights of 
each: Provided, That all patents issued under the mineral laws to 
such lands shall reserve to the United States all the coal contained 
therein, together with the right to provide for the prospecting for and 
mining of the same. 

Sec, 14. That the act of February 4, 1887, entitled “An act to regu- 
late commerce,” and all acts amendatory thereof, are hereby extended 


to and made applicable to the District of Alaska in so far as the trans 


portation of coal is concerned; and for the purpose of administering 
said acts in Alaska with regard to the transportation of coal, the 
jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission and of the Com- 
merce Court is hereby extended to the District of Alaska. That the 
Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to make 


all necessary rules and regulations in harmony with the provisions of 
this act needful and necessary for the administration of the same. 


LEASING 

We shall probably to a certain extent adopt the policy of leas- 
ing. I do not look upon it as being wise and satisfactory beyond 
all question, and yet I would be very happy indeed if it were 
possible to provide that all the remaining coal, oil, gas, and 
phosphate lands in the West should remain in public ownership 
leased by the States. I shall probably be labeled as an anti- 


LEGISLATION, 


conservationist for declaring in favor of the State doing 
this work. It is a curious thing; I have never been able to 
understand it, but the same people who call themselves con- 
servationists with a big “ Con,’ with a capital “CC,” are the 


Same people, or many of them, who on all occasions insist upon 
their complete confidence in the people. 
opinion, are to be trusted always. I believe that. The final 
judgment of the people is the voice of God in matters of gov- 
ernment as near as we get it. The final judgment of the people 
under our form of ‘government best secured in the State 
where the major portion of the sovereignty of the people resides. 
In this, the forum of the Nation, we stand with shortened and 
limited authority, but back yonder in the States the people are 
clothed in all the authority of sovereignty. Everything 
sovereignty, save the limited power delegated to the Nation, 
rests and resides with the people in the States. If the people 
in the States can not be trusted, what foundation is there for 
the faith so loudly proclaimed by gentlemen who make a fetish 


is 


of conservation, at the same time proclaiming their loyalty to | 


the people? 
STATE 

There are many reasons why it would be a wise policy for the 
State to retain and lease mineral lands. The State has com- 
plete police power and jurisdiction, and there would rise none 
of those questions of conflict between the national jurisdiction 
aud the State police jurisdiction which a national leasing sys- 
tem would raise. I do not know just what would happen in the 
case of a coal-mine strike if we had a*lease law under Federal 
control. 
possibly not a fortunate or satisfactory one; but with the mine 
completely under the control of the people in the State that ques- 
tion could not arise. 

Whether it is wise that the Federal police power shall be 
extended or not is another question, but that the problem would 
arise under Federal leases there can be no question at all. 
Further than that, the States now supervise the mines. They 
must under our form of government. They would continue to 
do The States are entitled to the revenue, not but that I 
think the States would get it under a Federal-lease law. I think 
there would be enough influence that Congress would probably 
pass over to the States a little more than the Federal Govern- 
ment would ever get clear out of the mines, just as we now do 
in one way or another in the matter of the 


CONTROL. 


SO, 


of | 


The people, in their | 
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I think there would be quite a question there, and | 


forest reserves. ' 


| pose of aiding in the disposition of the public lands in ac 








The probability is, however, that legislation for State ] 
of public lands and resources could not be accomplished 
time, and therefore if we are to try the experiment of 
it will have to be, in all probability in the first instance 
periment of Federal leasing. I am hopeful that the 
can be worked out in some satisfactory way. I want 
just this suggestion: Those who desire to aid in the so 
these problems should remember that the easiest way 
surest wey to defeat the settlement of the problems in 
and workable way is to be extreme in their demands o) 
or the other. That is the rock on which we have split 
past. That has been largely the difficulty. I do not ch; 
one who has honestly conjured with the name of “; 
tion” with any intent to prolong the agony and extend | 
of complete solution, but I do know that, intentionally 
the extreme view and theory of conservation has made j 
difficult than it otherwise would have been to solve thes 
lems in a way that anyone believing in conservation 
use would consider satisfactory. 

Mr. BRYAN rose. 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BRYAN. Before the gentleman takes his se: 
be kind enough to state whether his position is friendly 
friendly to the proposed investigation as ted 
pending resolution offered by my colleague? 

Mr. MONDELL. Oh, I have not thought very much 
I do not imagine the Forest Service itself would obj 
It has been very fashionable of late to investigate eye 
and if anybody desires it I do not know why anyor 
object to having it passed along to the Forest Service 
say, however, to the gentleman that I have never mys 
very much given to investigations. I prefer construct 
I have been on several investigating committees, but I | 
the spirit of the sleuth and detective to a sufficient «i 
make that sort of thing particularly alluring to me. I « 
shall not stay awake nights either to urge or prevent it 

Mr. BRYAN. Does the gentleman think a sleuth or d 
would undertake that investigation? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I do not know. There are yp 
honestly believe it would be an excellent thing for the 
I have not any doubt but what the gentleman's collea: 
think that it would be for the good of the service. It 
I do not pretend to be infermed, and I am not passing 
proposition. 

It is for that side of the House to decide as to invest 
and if they decide on this one, of course we will have 
ticipate in it as a minority, and I suggest that perh 
gentleman from Washington, Mr. Humparey, and the 
man from Washington, Mr. Bryan, could appropriat 
the committee as representing the same view of this 
important subject. [Applause.] 
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} 





sugges 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 


Under leave to extend his remarks, Mr. Monpbett! 
for printing in the Recorp a letter he wrote President | 
December 11, 1911, ip regard to certain features of ad! 
tion of the land laws. 

The letter is as follows: 


DEcEMB 
The PRESIDENT, 
White House, Washington, D. C. 
My DEAR Mr. PRESIDENT: On the occasion of yor 


through northern Wyoming I imposed upon your patience 


of referring briefly to some features of the present adr 


| our Jand laws which a large majority of our people who ar 
|} and acquainted with the same believe give them just ground 


plaint. 
There is in my State a widespread opinion touching o1 
istration to the effect that the agencies provided by law 


the letter and spirit of the statutes have, in a consid 





been converted into instrumentalities whose primary ob 
pose seems to be to make it as difficult as possible for the 


avail themselves of the opportunities afforded by the land | 
discourage the acquisition of public lands. 

I desire to emphasize the fact that this regrettable conditi 
lic opinion is widespread and exists to a very great extent 


n 


t 


the Intermountain States, and as one who has had wide « 
to become familiar with conditions in the field and in the de 


I regret to say that in my opinion there is much of foundati 
It is, I think, generally believed, and with reason, that in 
some classes of cases the Secretary's office has to some extent « 


yractices and decisions of the Land Office, of which bitter 
nas been made, but in the meantime entrymen nave had t! 
suspended for months and years and have been compelled to in« 
expense in attending hearings and perfecting appeals. If it 
fact that every doubt and technicality is resolved and construed 
the entryman in the General Land Office, that office certalr 
great grievance against public opinion in the public land Stati 


In a letter of this kind it is manifestly impracticable 
details in regard to the vast variety of policies and practices ; 
been complained of; they mostly have their root in the view ! 
referred to, that the first and primary purpose of the Land De; 
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ke the acquis! 1 of publ land difficult, and incidently furnish | and the price of the land increased ' to n 
‘ yment to a large I ber of people I feel, however, that 1 owe | and then it was discov l in j 1 < ft » i p 
ou to refer in some detail to certain classes of cases. 30-day period tixed vy the ca fl 
I I AD c npleted nd pa \ I 
M hl een said by the extreme advocates of permanent Vern sete i ora ans t at 
ywhership of lands, relative to restrictive laws with relation to | mage it acco — ’ 
i sal of mineral and tii * lands, but these people have not | goe , a f +1 : : i ; : 
it nderta he unpopu task of crying down the homesteads a See ates : ‘ 
nd administration, however, has steadily increased hi urdens — et : 
t iled his privi : iimant wilil ! l ) 
ti ince the lit unding the commutation of home- | ! pee Gof | ; : 
es W at ‘ ‘ it I nd t ose Who hold t! is vie V i ‘ ; l ’ 7 : ! 
no s] ymplaint is—except as made retroactiy end — n iS that ! 
ieve 1 s to | t tlement, which we aaa aad ; ad : 
Still the fact must 1 t sf f that this action con : tae 2 CEUC t 
1 the denia! of privileges v i been enjoyed from tl Saecaeh: , Se = 
‘ lay ntain 4 ‘ rhe — 
( a de ion has been promulgated from t ; : ; > 
I s the rule of constructive residence o ' , A ' 
t Tr ire the only class allowed und “ Sl : 
legi I ffects nearly all homesteaders. Froi : : ewe ‘ 0 
ginning of the homest 1 pe y it was realized that after 1 
teader had left his former home, traveled far, and selected ; ‘ 
nm e tin , vitably elapse during which he would be |, \ G ul I ad 0 i 
ng ‘ rs ¢ he old me and preparing the new one for i t 
| ng which time a stri compliance with the law as to | #ud 1 ! t n ! 
ot be expected In order to meet the conditions of thi when © vas more | land 
d of transit a rule that for the first six months after filing e | tain cia f fa I l 
in would be held as be n the land was rds ( ] 
ed, and has been followed ¢ me the oppos re ( i i 
s ado and applied taken and held , y 1 i \ I i 
land on strength of the d rule, I n ast man lred I | i 
a com] nt of it lows Minnesota, t : V 
is, and all the other pu ic were u ‘ boo r) n it 
d under it; and no man ri as I know, in | June 22, 1910, “To | f : { enti on ! { 
because under the rule it at a homesteads Ww I dumped into tl >} i : Liiy { Land ofr 1 
y resided on his land w ur years and six owly ground ts t m4 ( l i 
instead of five year Is homesteaders ¢ raship to tbe entry i I t n I 
confronted with harder « ditions than homesteaders have hers eu to t yy 1S i n f d l 
encountered, should wonder why they should be the victims of | Proofs made on lands within a \ 1] 
11 for which thet n no public d 1d and which can | Secretary of the Interior as subject t of | ry 19, 1909 
e no purpose ve to eml er the people it : ts and cause thos nlarged hot d act N +4 ilid 1 ' i 
\ have lived among ho teaders ali our to wonder what | Jecting enti n to t ‘ p ‘ : h : 
ill about I \ \ d t 
TIMI AND STONE ENTRI! i { ! t | 
t nN i ot l I l 
is no doubt but what some land has been acquired in times ccuse f ar expense a d de ; ' ved + f 
ier the timber and stone act not of the character contemplated | examination. in advat ( offi e ¢ ati 
law hat is, the necessities of farmers and siock men for pas papers are before tl offices exa 
ambing grounds, and watering places has led them to make entr} ability. in the lar maiority of « 
nd of some value for those purposes, but of little or no value for the | with law a een ae 7 
or stone it contained. This fact, however, does not, in my opin It is no doubt unfortunate that chap } 
warrant the expenditure of large sums of money in the attempt to | view held in the West that those p: 
the restoration to the public domain of such tracts, which are | its adoption e. unconsci 
fit for cultivation and of trifling value for any purpose. | ing cast s for the Special Serv Lb ! 
Neither does it, in my opinion, justify a policy w lich, not content | and safeguarding the passing of 1 adi i 
placing on the timber which such a tract may contain a stumpage | jin accordance with the lay I 
fixed by an employee of the Land Office, often in excess of 4 | that excessive appropriat fol i] ‘ 
ible valuation, insists if the iand be nontimbered and claimed | jing of trivial and vexatious ca and ‘ 
ts stone value on proof being furnished that an immediate and | drawn out contests with the G ! ent I ‘ i i 
ing market exists for the stone. In the matter of the timber and | gantly proves that such is the an 7 
ne act the position of the Land Office seems to be that if the land I have repeatedly protested against tl 
practically worthless they will refuse to sell it at the statute price agents in prote st ng and } riding up en 11 
1d will exhaust the resources of the special service to prevent its | to the entrymen of the fact or cause of sus} ion, An 
ng sold. of the department can and d for on 
COAL LANDS. him or for no reason at all, write “ protested” on 
I have recently had some correspondence with the Secretary of the | #2 entryman and by so doing suspends his proof indetinit O 
Interior relative to the classified prices of coal lands. As my object there is no limit to the number of cases tha \ created 
to have the facts understood by the Secretary and not to enter into | loss and hardshi » to entrymen through t | t can not 
a wordy controversy, I shall not take that question up further than | mated It is intolerable. 
to reiterate that while I freely admit that it has not been the intention | A IDRAWA 
f any Government official having to do with these matters to create a ‘ >? . an) j : 
opoly in the hands of present owners or to raise the price of coal In the matter of hasty and ill-considered w Iraw there } 
in the public coal-land States, the effect of the policy adopted has been | ™Uch improvement, though there is still reasona 
t considerable measure to bring about those results. There are other for complaint in regard to some old withdraw \ 
features of the coal-land policy, however, to which I desire briefly to such as the power-site withdrawa Tr e tl 
call your attention. ; regard to the matter is adopted tl President w 1 not | l 
I have in mind a typical instance in which some coal miners who | by public opinion in making sweeping restorat I 
id saved a little money were trying to open a small mine. Improve- however, where withdrawals of alleged power sits ! » mar 


ments of considerable value were made; but before entry of the tract | retarding irrigation development and so seriou afl ng tl 
t price had been increased to such a figure that they could not raise | Of those whose plants are, in the main, on land in 4 e ow 
the sum necessary to buy 160 acres without giving some sort of a | 45_to demand prompt action 

pledge to a local bank. Though the Government was asking a very Much complaint has reached me from th 

high price for its land and the parties had expended a considerable sum develop new oil and gas fields in my State to the effect t! 

in opening a small mine, they were informed they could not enter under development work is started in given ( t 























these conditions, and the mine was closed. ‘The great company operat- | Geological Survey appear and for th th d 
ing in that field still has a monopoly. In another case, because several withdrawn from entry Althoug! ich withdrawal 
coal miners who had saved up some money are claimed to be jointly | Tily prevent the perfection of title to the | 

iterested in the purchase of a 40-acre tract—which, perhaps, all had | Work is in progress it does prevent explorat 
contributed to improve—one of them who applied to purchase at a high the first location prove valuel and in ar 
classified price is now confronted with adverse proceedings. The little the field as is necessary to secure a suff nt 
mine is in jeopardy, and the great corporation which now controls fineries and pipe lin The effect of the 1 ) 
the field will continue to have no competitors if this entry is canceled, | and almost suspend the exploration and d 

There is a considerable class of coal cases to which I have hereto- | public lands 
fore called the attention of the Secretary of the Interior in which, in | Until Congress shall show some disposition to ad 
my opinion, the decisions of the General Land Office savor of sharp | acquisiti of oil and g ind, it t 
practice, and certainly involve a repudiation of the acts of local Goy- | Which is at least adapted to new fi h i ! 
ernment officers, in harmony with long-established practice and not | All the opera to which I refer are by it lent t I 
contrary to law. Some of these cases are now before the Secretary of | gemerally by men ind rclat of limited 
the Interior for decision. Some are held in the office of the commis- | This letter is al too long, thoug! t 
sioner awaiting the Secretary's action on the cases before him. |a number of class Case f which i ‘ t [ 

With variation of detail the cases are about as follows: Qualified | have written _you because I feel that my « to 1 nst 
entrymen made application to purchase coal lands at the price which | mands that I use my best endeavors to remedy the ¢ litt 
had been placed upon them by classification. Advertisement was had | exist and which lead good, honest n to | ie tl ! 
and the parties were notified by the local officers of the Land Office couraged and embittered As a supporter of tl imir t 
(registers and receivers, appointees of the President) that within a | feel it my duty to acquaint you as the respor le head of 1 
certain period, which they designated as the 30-day period after publi- | istration with « views of some of these matters | I 
cation, they must complete proof and pay for the land. Within the | called upon to make public reference to them, ft yé 


period thus fixed by the President's appointees, local officers of the | action respecting them as may seem to you | 
General Land Office, proof was completed and payment made. I desire to have it clearly understood I ha the | 
In the cases I have reference to, it happened that subsequent to the | regard for the officials in charge of these matt d 
application to purchase, in some cases subsequent to the payment of | on many subjects, all of which naturally inclin me to ref 
the money and completion of proof, a new classification had been made | as is consistent with my duty to my constituents f ) expre n of 














a val of acts and policies for which they may be in part re 
r 

It} 1 the fashion with a certain class of people to dispose of 
com] ind protests coming from the West touching public-land 
matter y consigning those making them to the category of “ land 
grabbers,” “looters of the public domain,” and “ undesirable citizens.” 
I do not anticipate such procedure in this case, and I trust that careful 
copsideration may be given these matters, which vitally affect many 
good folks who desire and expect nothing more than their rights under 
the law and the fair, honest treatment which they are entitled to re- 
ceive from their Government but powerless to enforce against it 

While this letter is not personal and you are at liberty to make such 
use of it as you deem best, I shall not give it publicity. 

Yours, very respectfully, 


Also letter to Hon. Walter L. Fisher, Secretary of the Interior 
June 24, 1911, on the subject of public coal lands, as follows: 
PUBLIC ¢ 


OAL LANDS, 









JUNE 24, 1911. 
Hon. WALTER L. FISHER, 
Secretary of the Interior, City. 
Sir: Prior to 1873 the public lands of the United States were dis 


t] 
posed of without taking into consideration the questi 
not they contained coal, and therefore all the lands cont: 
cite and bituminous coal in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia, 
and West Virginia, and most of such lands in Alabama, passed into pri 
vate ownership as agricultural lands and at nominal prices. 

In 1873 Congress passed the coal-land law, providing for the sale of 
coal lands at not less than $10 per acre, where such lands were more 
than 15 miles from a completed railroad, and not less than $20 per acre 
for such lands as were within 15 miles of a railroad, and from that time 
until 1907 coal lands were sold at the prices named in the law. 

In 1997 the policy of considering the price of $10 and $20 per acre, 
fixed by law, the minimum price and of selling coal lands at a classified 
price in excess of the minimum was adopted. For a time the classified 
prices were not generally greatly in excess of the minimum prices, but 
gradually those prices have been increased by reclassification (in some 
cases the same lands have been classified three times) and by higher 
inal classifications until, according to a statement recently made by 
Director of the Geological Survey, the classification of 14,473,609 





to whether or 
ining anthra- 


ion as 








the 
acres made prior to March 31, 1911, had raised the valuation of these 


lands from 36,460,613, under the minimum prices fixed by law, 
$668,433,342 under classification. 

The mere statement of an increase in valuation to nearly three times 
that fixed by the statute does not, however, give an adequate idea of 
the actual conditions in the fields where coal is being mined, for in such 
localities the classified price is from ten to twenty-five times the statute 
rice, 
he comparatively low average increase in valuation is due to the 
fact that much of the land which has been classified contains, or is 
believed to contain, thin veins or deposits of low-grade lignite coal 
having no present market value and not salable at any price as coal 





land. These lands have largely been classified at or near the minimum 
price, thus keeping down the general average. On the other hand, in 


all of the fields where the coal is of sufficiently high grade to be work- 
able, or is being worked, the prices, even for lands far from means of 
transportation. have been increased from the minimum fixed by law to 
from $150 to $500 per acre. 

Whatever one’s views may be as to the proper interpretation of the 
coal-land law, and therefore as to authority of executive officers to fix 
prices above those contained in the statute, there is much force to the 
argument that the value of coal-bearing land differs so widely, and the 
temptation to large holdings, particularly in fields of exceptional quality, 
is so great, that a graduated price rather than a flat rate is the better 
from the standpoint of public policy. However, as it has never been the 
policy of the Government to attempt to secure an exorbitant price for 
its lands by creating a land monopoly, it would seem logical that under 
a system of valuation the price should be fixed with a view of dis- 
raging the acquisition of lands for speculative purposes rather than 
vith the intent of capitalizing the necessities of citizens who must have 
coal of which the Government has a monopoly. 





cou 


The first prices fixed under classification were in the main not ex- 
cessive, though quite high enough to discourage purchase except with 
a view of immediate development, and therefore though the policy 
involved a questionable exercise of executive authority there was a 


general disposition in the country affected to withhold criticism and give 
the new pclicy a fair trial. The reclassifications and increased valua- 
tions, however, have placed coal lands at such prohibitive figures and 
contemplate such a serious burden on western communities that the 


people of the public coal land States have become thoroughly aroused 
over the situation, and as the Representative of the people of one of the 
States whose citizens are suffering and are certain to suffer more from 


the effect of the present policy, I feel it my duty to call these matters 
to your attention, in the hope that the present policy may be radically 
modified. 

The valuations which have been fixed on public coal lands in Wyo- 
mi Colorado, Montana, Utah, New Mexico, and other Western States 
are, in my opinion, so beyond all reason and justification that I find it 
difficult to discuss the subject in an entirely dispassionate and respect- 
ful way, for to characterize the policy and procedure which has been 
pursued in what I believe to be a fitting manner would require the use 
of language more forceful and pointed than I care to use in a com 
munication of this character. If the situation were not so serious, it 
would be somewhat relieved by the large element of grim humor it con- 
tains in the assumption that the Government is to secure at some time 
in the future the extravagant prices which have been laboriously figured 
out, and that therefore those responsible for the classifications have 
added hundreds of millions to the national wealth by the simple process 
of giving free rein to their imagination. 

It should be remembered that most of the coal in the public lands, 
estimated to underly at least 50,000,000 acres, is lignite or subbitu- 
minous coal and, compared with the best bituminous coals of the east- 
ern part of the United States, is of low grade; little of it will make 
coke, and much of it would not be sold in competition with high-grade 
bituminous coal. 

The prices fixed by classification in all the better fields are, however, 
very much higher than the average prices asked by private owners 
for the high-grade bituminous coal contained in lands in Illinois, Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, West Virginia, and elsewhere. The surface of much 
of the coal lands in the States mentioned is valuable, while the sur- 
face of most of the Government coal lands is of trifling value and can 
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be secured by homesteading; and yet the average classified 
higher than is asked for the better coals and nighly vatua 
States adjacent to markets. A disinterested investigation will 
truth of these assertions. 
It is perha a matter of no present material cons 
rather ridiculous, that lands containing, or which are Ix 
tain by the Geological Survey, lignite coal of poor or med 
|} and so remote from transportation and markets as to ha 
value for coal should be valued at hundreds of dollars , 
it is a matter of the highest immediate importance that co; 
the vicinity of means of transportation and for the produ 
enterprising men are willing to take a chance of finding 
held at prices which prohibit development, create a mono 
mines now in operation, and thus materially advance the pr 
to the consumer in a country having millions of acres of < 


to | 


The net result of the classification policy in the Rocky 


has been to prohibit the opening of new mines and to inecrea 
of coal to the consumer from 50 cents to $1 per ton. 
While tl! major portion of the coal lands in ficlds of f 





quality and where transportation makes development possib 
valued for sale at from $200 to $450 per acre, the highest 
which any public coal land has been sold is $180 per acr 
two 40-acre tracts at that price—tracts probably essential to 











sion of developed mines. In 1909, 80 acres were sold at $12 
one tract of 160 acres was sold at $75 per acre; and wit! 
ceptions and one sale of 40 acres at $65 per acre no c 

| been sold at more than $50 per acre. 

The total sales of coal lands at prices above $30 per 
tember, 1907, when the first classified lands were ld 
follows: 

Price per acre: 

$35 dpsinaaiecnteial ia a 

S- = 

$ ba 25 Se eicstib hacia bilita bciaiandkel 

Yo aneeeppririaessienienadanaeroe ai 

: nancies ‘ ‘ nviaiienentae 

$ inh — “ pane 

: as . ae ire vente 
Total acres nates ‘ . es 

When we take into consideration that this constitutes 
coal-land sales by the Government in over four years at classit 
above $20 in Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, Mont 
Mexico, North Dakota, South Dakota, Oregon, Utah, Washi: 


| realize 


Wyoming, where the Government owns millions of acres 
lands rated above the highest price paid by these purel 
how the coal industry has been paralyzed by the 
prices which have been placed on coal lands. ~ , 

It is conceded that if these exorbitant prices are retained 


lands, and the remainder of the public coal lands are li 
same excessive prices, eventually some high-priced land \ 
| for as the privately owned coal lands are worked out and 


| sold at the prices which the Government monopoly makes 


: ; ve p 
time will come when the necessities of the people for fuel y 
the sale of some of the Government land, no matter how hi 


may be, and the people of the West will be compelled to pay 













for the monopoly thus fostered by Government policy. In 
while no complaint has been or will be heard of the n 
exacting the last possible penny for Government coal lands 
coal operators who own large bodies of coal lands. The | 
ideal one for them. 
If it is to be urged that the high price now asked for G 
coal land, far above what the most grasping private own 
think of askin will conserve our coal. we must admit t! 
have that tendency by taking coal from the category of 
and placing it among the luxuries. gut this is a Govern 
| which is not likely to be tolerated in a region whose fuel r« 


| inexhaustible. 


| far as the use of the coal 





Practically none of the coal from what is now ( 
ment land can ever be profitably shipped east of the Misso 
and if it could, Wyoming alone could supply the entire count 
present rate of consumption for over 700 years, according to 
ment estimates, 

The question of the disposition of the coal on Government 
is concerned, is one affecting only the 


of the country west of the Missouri, and the people of th 
not blessed as is the territory further east with bountiful s 
high-grade bituminous coals. but nevertheless fortunate in 
haustible supplv of coal, such as it is, should not be expected to 


to a policy which creates a monopoly by Government action and 
contemplates laying on them and their decendants a burden 
amounting to many hundreds of millions of dollars, no part o 
proposed to be returned to the people who pay it. 

I trust you will find time to give this matter your careful c 
tion at an early date. The policy of prohibitive coal-land prices 
proposes a grievous burden on our people and an entire rev 
our governmental policy, has never been approved by Congress 
mally indorsed by any branch of our Government. It has simply 
out of the activities of a single bureau of the Interior Departn 
it has been suggested that the determination to force a 
system on the country is largely responsible for the prohibiti 
at which coal lands have been classified. If the leasing 
virtues and advantages, and no doubt it has some, they should 


coal-! 


syst 


| parent enough to bring about the adoption of the system otherwi 


by prohibiting sales of coal lands through hostile administration 
coal-land law and prohibitive or grievously burdensome coal-land 
The coal-land law as now interpreted by the department is ina 
in that it renders practically impossible the assembling of a s' 
area for a modern mine. The policy of selling at a classified pri 
enough to discourage purchases of coal lands purely for speculat 
future development has its advantages with our law as interp! 
protecting operators unable to secure large holdings against pur 
by others of land in advance of and necessary to the extension 0! 
operations with a view of speculation at their expense; but this 
and such others as may be claimed for the system of classifi 
entirely negatived by the extraordinary prices adopted which creat 
burdensome monopoly in coal lands and lead to a monopoly 0! 
prices. We shall in all probability never return to the nomi: 
named in the coal statute, but every consideration of sound 


policy dictates values that shall not lay grievous burdens not < 
plated by Congress on the users of coal in one portion of our ¢ 
and every proper purpose claimed for the policy of classificat! 
be served by values high enough to discourage the purchase of c 
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portunity to enlarge their holdings. 
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Also letter of March 22, 1913, to Hon. Franklin K. Lane, Sec- | WP!ch oll lands are now enterable. I do not 


to file on these lands as oil land L hav b 


retary of the Interior, relative <o ceded lands of the Shoshone but my view is that in the first | the « 
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very greatly reduced if retained at all; and that under the law if any 


lands are declared to be oil lands they must remain subject to the 
mineral laws. 


PHOSPHATE LANDS. 


reach the character 
development of the 


We now 


of withdrawals which most seriously 
affect the 


region in question and which, in my 
opinion, are, without possible exceptance of the so-called placer with- 
drawals, least justifiable or defendable. I refer to the so-called phos- 
phete withdrawals. One time and another in the rise and fall of the 
mining excitements in our State a considerable part of our territory 
has been claimed, by one class or another of boomers, to be valuable 
for some sort of mineral, but it remained for the experts of the Geo- 
logical Survey to discover valuable phosphates, or any phosphates at 
all, in this part of the State. I am not informed as to what enthusi- 
astic member of the survey made the startling discovery that about 
150,000 acres of this land was underlaid with phosphate, and I do not 
know by what process he outlined these valuable phosphate beds. The 
fact is that the most persistent prospecting on the part of many 
individuals in this region has failed to discover — phosphate at all. 
If the area of alleged phosphate was not so great the matter might be 
treated as a joke; covering the area that it does, located as the lands 


withdrawn are, it is a very serious matter in retarding the develop- 
ment of this region. I give it as the cpinion of men who have in- 
vestigated this matter since the department officlals made, in Wash- 


ington, the discovery of this mineral 1,800 miles away that there is no 
land in the entire section referred to which possesses any indication 
whatever of being underlaid with phosphate beds that would be of 
value anywhere in the world. 

In my opinion the designation in question is not only contrary to law, 
not only involves a waste of public money, but is exceedingly harmful 
to the public service, as it creates the impression in the locality that 
these things are done either in pure ignorance or for ulterior purposes 
having no connection with any mineral development. 

POWER SITES, 

These lands not being public lands there is no authority in any law 
for the reservation of any of the lands as power sites, and, with the 
exception of lands in the canyon of Big Wind River above Thermopolis, 
most of the lands withdrawn would be of no value as power sites under 
any conceivable condition. 

PRACTICAL EFFECTS, 


The practical effect of these withdrawals has been to limit and re- 
strict the sale of these lands, to the very great detriment and injury 
of the country and of the Indians, 

Congress has already advanced to the Indians, who own these lands, 
large sums of money for irrigation works and for other expenditures 
on their diminished reserve, and it is highly important that they begin 
to realize by the sale of their lands, as the funds are needed for fur- 
ther improvement of their reservation. It is important, also, that 
these lands pass into private ownership and get on the tax rolls as 
rapidly as they can consistently. None of the lands subject to sale are 
irrigable. A considerable portion of the land has but very little value, 
but other portions are fairly good grazing lands, and if sold in reason- 
able areas could be disposed of to the benefit of the Indians and of 
the community. It so happens that a considerable portion of the most 
desirable of the lands and those most salable are contained in the 
phosphate withdrawals. That is particularly true of the lands west 


of the Big Wind River, in townships 5 and 6 north, ranges 3, 4, 5, and 
6 east. In this locality there are some lands that could be utilized 


for dry-farming purposes, and the people who know these lands are 
so well satisfied that they contain no phosphates that they openly 
charge that the phosphate withdrawal is in the interest of large stock- 
men who do not want to have the lands sold. 


WHAT SHOULD BE DONB: 


I most earnestly request that the matters to which I have referred 
be taken up for thorough and careful consideration. I earnestly recom- 
mend that whatever is done shall be done in accordance with the laws 
relating to and affecting these lands. I recommend that the §&o-called 
gold placer and phosphate withdrawals be restored; that the coal and 
oil areas be reduced to such lands as may be reasonably held to be 
valuable for these minerals and subjected to the laws for the disposition 
of such minerals, 

I do not believe, as IT have before stated, that there is any authority 
for power-site withdrawals on these lands, and I doubt the necessity of 
any such withdrawals. At any rate, it is ridiculous to maintain such 
withdrawals on streams like Owl Creck and the North Fork of the 
Big Wind River. The lands have no value for power-site purposes, but 
they are of some value fo. grazing or agricultural purposes, 

Very truly, yours, 


Also letter to Hon. Franklin K. Lane, Secretary of the Interior, 
under date of May 23, on the subject of oil-land withdrawals, 
and with particular reference to the Moorcroft, Wyo., oil field, 
as follows: 

MOORCROFT OIL FIELD, 


2° 


ms 


May 1913. 


Hon. FRANKLIN K, LANE, 
Secretary of the Intcrior. 


Sir: I am in receipt of a telegram and I have a letter from the 
Moorcroft. Commercial Club, of Moorcroft, Wyo., protesting against 
Order of Withdrawal, Petroleum Reserve No. 28, Wyoming, No. 7, which 
withdrawal I find on investigation covers a large portion of lands in 
townships 50 and 51, range 66 west; townships 50, 51, and 52, range 
67 west; and townships 51 and 52, range 68 west. The telegram and 
letter I have received inform me that a considerable portion of this 
land has been located as oil placer lands, and that preparations were 
being made for the active development of the lands for oil in the imme- 
diate future. The letter I have from the secretary of the club states 
“it is safe to say that a quarter of a million would have been spent 
here this season.” I take it for granted that on comparatively little of 
the land was the work of development actively going on at the time 
of withdrawal, and therefore the withdrawal probably suspends all 
operations in this field for the present, causing great losses. In the 


southern part of this field more or less drilling for oil has been done for 
more than 20 years, and some 4 or 5 years ago many thousands of 
dollars was spent in drilling. 

While much of this work resulted in the discovery of oil, the discover- 
ies have not been in quantities to warrant providing transportation 


2 


facilities to market the oil. Recent investigations in the field by ox, 
have located what are probably the most promising points of a 
ment, and just as this had been accomplished and development 
about to start in a large way lands are withdrawn and 
brought to a standstill. 

This history of the Moorcroft field is but a repetition of 

erience we have had in Wyoming for the last five or six 
Whenever some one ventures to undertake to develop oil lands. ; 
prospects of finding oil seems to be at all promising, the agent, 
Geological Survey swoop down on the territory, withdraw t} 
and prohibit further extended development. That has been the 
in the Casper field, in the Cody field, in the vicinity of Cowley. - 
a number of other points in the State where we are attempt 
velop oil. 

I can not believe that if the present practice in this regard 
understood it will be continued by your department. It is ey 
ing to the last degree, and it is particularly trying just at 1 
when few of our industries are prosperous, and we have hoped 
velopment through independent operations in oll in various 
the State. 

It is true that the withdrawal act gives the President auth 
withdraw lands, but no one ever contemplated that that powe: 
be used to prevent development in an ordinary way under 
law which has been provided by Congress for oil development 
been frequently suggested that wholesale withdrawals are ; 
every promising oil region with a view of forcing Members of 
to lend their influence to the prompt passage of an oil-lea 
However that may be, a policy which tles up and withhold 
needed resources {s one which no one can justify. Congress |; 
extended the placer acts to this class of entries, and while t|! 
be some argunient as to the law being a perfect one under 
tions, no one, so far as I know, has claimed that the act doe 
well under the conditions existing in Wyoming, where field 
and the drilling very largely in the nature of “ wildcatting 
term is used in the oil business. 

I can not believe that you will give your assent to the 
tying up of our resources, and I earnestly hope that the lar 
Moorcroft field, and other lands which independent ope: 
anxious to develop, may be released from withdrawal. 

Very truly, yours, 


eve! 





». WwW. 


Also letter to Hon. Franklin K. 


Lane, Secretary of 
terior, under date of May 27, 1913, on the subject of rey 


of money paid on land entries which were not pert 
follows: 
REPAYMENT ON LAND ENTRIES. 
M AY 
Hon. FRANKLIN K. LAN®E, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

My Dear Mr. Secretary: On the 22d of April I placed in 
GRESSIONAL RECORD two joint memorials of the Legislature of \W 
and made some observations relative thereto. One of these | 
was a protest against certain features of the administrati 
land laws which the protestants claimed retarded the irrigatio: 
tion, and settlement of our public lands. This resolution als 
certain acts of special agents and favored an enlarged and 
homestead law. The other resolution, to which I now parti 
your attention, relates exclusively to the policy of the Inter! 
ment in the matter of repayment of moneys paid by entryn 
chasers under the homestead, the timber and stone, and the d 
acts, and the coal-land laws. 

Copies of these resolutions were placed before Congress 
their adoption by the legislature, but as under the practice of 
resolutions of this sort do not appear in the Recorp when p: 
the usual way I took this method of having them appear, 
copies of these resolutions were probably sent to your p! 
presume you have not seen them, therefore I now respectfully « 
to your attention. 

With a view of having Congress secure information as to | 
status of applications for repayments, I introduced some ti! 
House resolution which I hope to have reported as soon as « 
are appointed, which resolution is as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 1 
furnish the House of Representatives a list of all applicat 
payment of money paid on public-land applications, selection 
and proofs which have been pending in the Interior Depart: 
three months, with character of application, selection, entry, 
name of land district, of applicant, and amount involved.” 

As you are aware, the original act—and one of most Lf 
tion to repayments of money paid in land purchases and ent 
act of June 16, 1880 (21 Stat., 287). This act provides, am 
things, for the repayment of all moneys which have be 
account of homestead, timber-culture, desert-land, or ot! 
which entries were canceled for conflict or, having been er 
allowed, could not be confirmed. This remained our only ger 
ment statute until the passage of the act of March 26, 1905 
48), which act was drawn in the Interior Department and its 
recommended on the ground that there were certain classes of 
tions for repayment which the statute of June 16, 1880, did 
and that additional legislation was necessary. 

While the department recommended the passage of this |! 
the ground that it was necessary to cover certain classes of ca 
the old law did not cover, I notice that the circular of July 2 
states that the later act refers more particularly to moneys d 
with proof under the timber and stone, desert-land, coal-land, « 
mineral-land laws. This view of the statute is illuminating 
of the fact that while, unlike the statute of 1880, the later act 
for repayment in all cases where applications, entries, or p! 
been rejected for any reason, there is a provision that “such 
nor his legal representative, shall have been guilty of any fraud 
nection with such application.” 

The statute of 1880 above referred to clearly covers the ¢! 
jority of cases of applications for repayment under most of t! 
laws. This is particularly true as to moneys paid under the | 
and stone act. By a curious process of reasoning, the Land Offi 
held in a number of cases that had the land been of the characte! 
the applicant asserted it was the entry could have been periected. 
as the office, or rather the special agent, held that the land ha 
been described with absolute accuracy by the applicant and wis 
in the opinions of the agent, land that ought to be sold und: 
timber and stone law, therefore the entry was not, in the sens 
templated by the statute, “erroneously allowed,” although as a ™ 
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jeations which have been called to my attention by my constituents, 
1 from infort thus secured I feel constrained to say that, in 
opi the poli which has been pursued in denying repayment 
i la number of cases has been not only contrary to the letter and 
of the law, but little short of a public scandal. 
I know that it will be vigorously sisted as a defense for the policy 
' ich a great Nation retains ti money of its citizens without 
gf ! in return that there have been fraudulent applications; 
} have applied for and purchased lands knowing they were not 
ed to them; that they 1 not complied with the law; that they 
i made statements relative to them which were not true. It would 
extraordinary indeed if among the many thousands of trans 
ms in public lands between the Government and its citizens the 
no ca yf fraud or attempted fraud However this may be, it Is 
tion: true that the statute of 1880 did not contemplate that 
1a ca wl » fraud was attempted or charged, the offending 
was t d ‘ scation of his property; het t! 
r reas iich the 1 t ‘ are held to mie 
n tl pr i that act 
When we come to consider th t of March 26. 1908, wi 
of which it is WwW to bring practically all 
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on tl osition that ft ip t or his legal 
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lid not contemplate tha mere suspicion or inference on the 
in official of the (¢ nn t uld be conclusive proof of 
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So far a dv these matte eations for repay- 
I mde one entries seem to be most numerous. 
I J practice of the Land Office to sell, under the 

r ar any tract of rough, broken, rocky land 

t for cultiy itained brush or brushy timber or rock, 
is that in many instances these lands were 
hased timber or stone on them had any consider- 
value, | tract was of some little value for the fire 
1 it furnished or as an addition to the farm or ranch for pasture 
poses. Several years ro the department began to cancel entries on 
! f that character, ar although it is not claimed that tl lands 
ny considerable value or that they are in fact worth more than 


e canceled entries is denied on the 
in the opinion of the agent, accnu- 


paid for them, r 
nd that the 


payment on tl 
did 


entryman 






y describe the land. illeged inaccuracy of description is th 

ise for punishing an apy ‘ant by keeping his $400 in the case of a 
160-acre entry, besides depr him of his entry. 

In the case of some appl for repayment under the desert-land 

nd coal-land act to which attention has been called the 
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I sincerely and trust that you 


matter of repayn and tha 





‘ which has recently grown up of withholding the money paid by 
ntr in cases where the Government refuses to consummate the 
pul or the entry. 





ry truly, yours, F. W. MONDELL. 


Also letter to Hon. Franklin ‘x. 
rior, under date of June 6, 1913, signed by the 
Wyoming delegation in Congress, asking for the resto1 to 
entry of oil and gas lands in the vicinity of Basin and Greybull 
Wyo., as follows: 


Lane, Secretary of the Inte- 


the members of 





ation 


FRANKLIN K. LANE, 


Secretary of the Inté 





Sir: We are inclosing herewith petitions signed by good and pre- 
ntative citizens of Basin and Gre ili, Wyo., requesting the restora- 
tion to eniry of lands in the vicinity of these towns now wiihdrawn as 
oil and gas lands 
‘The situation is briefly as follows: A number of years ago, after con- 
siderable drilling in the locality, a gas well was developed near the town 
of Greybull. After many vicissitudes and much delay capital was secured, 


and a considerable number of wells were drilled and pipe lines were laid 
to supply Basin, 10 miles distant, and Greybull with gas. Last year the 
supply from these wells proving inadequate, further wells were 
on patented land, but they have not materially added to the supply 
fhe company operating in this field has, we are informed, found it diffi 
cult to secure funds for further drilling on lands on which they applied 
for patent several years ago, and now await ection on the third inspec 
tion of the said lands, which has been ordered by the General Land Offic: 


Some time all public lands in the vicinity which gave promise 





since 


of yielding oil or gas were withdrawn frem all forms of entry, and it is | 


the restoration of these lands which is uow sought 
too strongly upon you the ance to the 
Basin and Greybull and the surround'ng country 
tunity given for the further of this 
people have discarded their 1 furnaces f 
wholly 


ers, and now find the ga: 
every prospect of a corzplete failure of supply 


We can not urge 
people of the towns of 
of having an oppor- 
as and oil field. The 
gas ranges and heat- 
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development 
stoves ar 


supply 





inadequate for their needs, with 
unless more territory is 


drilled | 
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of living is a revi st in country lif 
nize that upon the prosperity and etliciency « 
pends the supply of our food as well as the materials 1 
ing, and these constitute the principal items i that cost \\ 
President Roosevelt appointed his untry-life e 
sent its report to Congre and recommended 1 Ay pr 
to continue the work it met with a cold re 
action w: ever taken thereon I ot ‘ | 
the causes for this ne ect ¢ e] t< vy ft { 
due to personal hostility on the part « | ! ( 
to President Roosevelt and his b { ( ) \ 
he had already forced from the Le tion e 
Hepburn railroad law and M 
them felt that he was undertaking too man a 
time, from spelling reform to regula { 
and hence condemned his country-life pol \ i | 
The time has now come when, I think, tl m1 d } 
sided and when this question can be considered 1 it 
The question is world-wide in its importance 1 
future permanency of our institutions and ci tion 
well-being of the people is like a tree—agi l 
manufacture and commerce are its branche d 
root is injured the leaves fall, the brat ! 
the tree dies.” 

The last censt shy that f th ] t ce« | y 
nerease for the ypulat of the urban at ‘ ‘ 
times that for the population li mw in rut te { 0) 
total increase in the population of the United State i 
past decad 15.997 ,691—seven ths wa i url ! 
three-tenths in rural territory Populs , 
ind towns of 2,500 or less is « so ! t] 
were eliminated not over 40 7 cent 
tendency to desert the country for th ty | be 
on and deplored by teachers and publicist 
been done to stop it On the rary 
upon the prevailng high price for th 
began to blame the farmer for the hi co of 


demand free trade in farm produc The Sect ry of Act 


ture instituted an inquiry into the n r iv LO 1 f 
that the farmers were not receiving exorbitant for 
products, but that before they reached 

was doubled by the profits of the middleman and 
the problem of reducing the st of « bution 
consumer, We have not yet heard of 
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profits, and I fear we never wi Co ‘ 
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among the people of the United & 1 
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kets and Bureau of Farm Organization ! whicl 
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ciations of both producers and consumer This will be lat 


a work of propaganda, for it is « 
do little or nothing except t 


to help themselves in the manner poi 


ean by this means obtain cheaper plies and the 
ter prices, it will surely be worth 1 effort: b | | 
probl m of cou! try life will by no means b 


Sir Horace Plunkett, the Irish te 
cooperation, who has done such great work f 
| his own country, published in 1910 a very tru 


| 
~ | | 
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the subject The Rural Life Problem of the United States, in 
which, as a step toward the solution of the problem, he proposes 
the formation of two organizations, one designed to carry on a 
popular propagandist organizing campaign, the other an institu- 
tion for scientific and philosophic research relative to the prob- 
lems of country life. The Department of Agriculture, by the 
establishment of the Bureau of Farm Organization and Mar- 
kets, has undertaken the first part of the work suggested as 
needful by Sir Horace, and now I am proposing in the bill I 
have introduced in the present Congress to ostablish a country- 
life institute to carry on the second part of that work. In 
gpeaking of the proposed institute he said: 
The country-life institute would be 
lis researches, if only to subserve the country-life movement 
United States, would have to range over the civilized world, and to be 
historical well as contemporary. It should be regarded as a con- 
tribution to the welfare of the English-speaking peoples, one aspect of 
whose civilization—if there be truth in what I have written—needs to 
be reconsidered in the light which the institute is designed to afford. 
Its task will be of no ephemeral character. Its success will not, as 
in the case of the active propagandist bedy, lessen the need for its 
services, but will rather stimulate the demand for them. b 

Let me summarize this case. I have tried to show that modern civili 


footing. 
in the 


on a wholly different 


as 
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zation is one sided to a dangerous degree—that it has concentrated 
itself in the towns and left the country derelict. This tendency is pe- | 
culiar to the English-speaking communities, where the great industrial | 
movement has had as its consequence the rural problem I have ex- 
anined. If the townward tendency can not be checked it wil! ulti- 
mately bring about the decay of the towns themselves, and of our 


whole civilization, for the towns draw their supply of population from 
the country. Moreover, the waste of natural resources and possibly the 
alarming increase in the price of food which have lately attracted so 
much attenticn in America, are largely due to the fact that those who 
cultivate the land do not intend to spend their lives upon it, and with- 
out a rebabilitation of country life there can be no success for the 
conservation policy. Therefore the country-life movement deals with 
what is probably the most important problem before the English-speak- 
ing peoples at this time. Now the predominance of the towns which 
is depressing the country is based partly on a fuller application of 
modern physical science, partly on superior business organization, 
partly on facilities for occupation and amusement, and if the balance 
is to be redressed the country must be improved in all three ways. 

Cities are being made very attractive. We know that in 
these modern times the taxpayers willingly contribute to the 
extension of the parks, the widening of the streets, to the estab- 
lishment of free playgrounds, with paid athletic teachers to 
teach the young how to amuse themselves. We know that the 
schools are free, and that they are supplied in many places 
with free textbooks and with free meals. And we know there 
are numerous attractive amusements in the city. We know 
that they are proposing to have a minimum wage of $2.50, even 
for women and children, and consequently is looked to by the 
country people as a sort of heaven to which they want to go. 
Some of us can remember when we worked pretty hard for less 
than $2 a day. Two dollars a day was the highest I ever re- 
ceived in harvest in southern Minnesota, and I was a pretty 
husky lad and a good stacker, which was the most difficult job 
of all. [Applause.] 

There must be better farming, better business, and better living. 
These three are equally, necessary, but better business must come first. 
For farmers the way to better living is cooperation, and what coopera- 
tion means is the chief thing the American farmer has to learn. 

To ameliorate city life is well, but life in the country must be 
made equally desirable if it is to successfully compete for popu- 
lation. The new tariff policy, which encourages importations of 
the food supply from abroad instead of its production at home, 
will eventually prove a failure as a method of reducing the cost 
of living. We shall find that we have further accelerated the 
movement from the country to the city by discouraging our 
farmers, and food prices will go higher instead of lower, and 
then what? No doubt many of the people in the cities will 
begin to say: “‘ Well, if our own people will not cultivate the 
farms, what is the matter with the industrious Chinese and 
Japanese? They are good cultivators of the soil, and will work 
cheap—their standard of living is not high; let us put them 
to work, and we shall get what we want—cheaper food. We 
shall lower the cost of living.” It is true there is hostility to 
oriental immigration now, but sentiment often changes. The 
cry for cheap food, which has transformed the high protec- 
tionists in New England and the Eastern States into free 
traders in agricultural products which they have to buy, may 
also transform them into advocates of oriental immigration. 
The promise of cheaper food will appeal to all the people in 
the congested centers in every part of the country, and it is 
not at all improbable that they may- espouse the policy of unre- 
stricted immigration for that reason. Once that policy is 
adopted there will begin a gradual transformation of country 
life in America, and we shall have a system of agriculture 
mainly carried on by means of oriental labor, incapable of 
assimilation, and forming a distinct class. If such a thing 
should come to pass, it would be the end of popular government 
and democracy. Then it will be time for another Goldsmith 
to sing of the departed glory of our rural life. 





| pointed to fill a vacancy shill be appointed only for the unexp 
| of the commissioner whom he shall succeed. 
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This may be a gloomy foreboding, but that it is not entir 
fantastic is evidenced by the fact that it is the chief topic 
discussion at the International Congress of Agriculture 
in session at Brussels. Here is a clipping from a daily | 

The former French premier, M. Meline, president of the Tenth In: 
national Congress of Agriculture, in his inaugural address yesterd 
emphasized the vital importance of preventing the people of the count; 
from migrating into the cities. 

He showed by statistics that while the population of the world 


MLpeET 


i 


increasing, the production of cereals and meat was decreasin 
declared that this was so even in the United States and Canad 
which Europe was accustomed in the past to rely to make 


ficiencies. This economic fact, he explained, was the cause of t! 


| cost of living, which tended to become higher more and more rapid 


My bill is tentative, and only intended as a suggestion. 


the idea meets with public favor its details can readily 
perfected. Perhaps the work of such an institution might 
peal to philanthropists of means who would be willing 


endow it; and, if so, the organization could be changed 


to create a corporation as well as a governmental c 
sion. We have a precedent for such a dual organizat 
the Smithsonian Institution, which is both a governny 


agency and a corporation and is supported by both privat 
public funds. 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. May I interrupt the « 
man to ask for a more complete statement of what th 
contains? I am sure we would like to have at least th: 
features contained in the bill. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I will now proceed to give a « 
statement, and will read most of its provisions: 


A bill to create a commission to be known as a country-] 
and defining its duties and powers. 

Be it enacted, ctc., That a commission is hereby created to | 
as a country-life institute, which shall be composed of fiv 
sioners to be appointed by the President, by and with the ad) 
consent of the Senate, one of whom shall be designated chair: 
the commissioners first appointed shall hold for the terms of ty 
four, five, and six years, respectively, from July 1, 1914, th 
each to be designated by the President, but successors of s 
missioners shall be appointed for six years, except that any 


per 
Each commission 
an annual salary of -- The commission shall | 
thority to appoint a secretary, who shall receive an annu 
of ———-—, and a treasurer, who shall receive an annual salary of 
and employ such other clerical or other assistance as may | 
necessary, and to fix the compensation of such employees. 

Sald commission shall have authority, and it shall be its d 
institute and carry on a scientific and philosophic inquiry into 
life in all its phases, and to report thereon and cause the ri 
such study and inquiry to be published and disseminated an 
people. 

Said commission shall include in its inquiry the following 

1. The influence of cooperative methods on the productive 
tributive efficiency of rural communities, and on the develo; 
social country life. 

The systems of rural education, both general and techr 
different countries, and the administrative and financial basis th: 

3. The relation between the agricultural economy and th 


receive 


» 
“~. 


». 


food. 

4. The changes in the standard and cost of living, 
omy, solvency, and stability of rural communities. 

5. The economic interdependence of the agricultural produ 
urban consumer, and the extent and incidence of middle profit 
distribution of farm products 

6. The action taken by different Governments to assist the de 
ment and secure the stability of the agricultural population 
possibilities and dangers of such action with special referen 
delimitation of the respective spheres of State and voluntary cf 

I think that is a very important thing to know, because if 
yovernment undertakes to be a guardian and to manage « 
thing, it will naturally dwarf private enterprise, and it w 
a sort of paternalism that can not develop citizens in a 
Republic. So there is danger in too much Government 
ance. 

7. How far rural and agricultural employment can relieve t! 
lems of city unemployment and assist the work of social reclamati 

8. The effect of existing land tenures, speculative holding of 
cultural land, and absentee farming has upon agriculture, and w! 
the stability and progress of country life requires that any of t! 
modified or abolished, and how. 

I have thus outlined the purpose and objects of my Dill, p! 
cipally to stimulate thought and discussion of the sub 
And I hope that this subject, which was brought before 
American people by President Roosevelt in the report of | 
Country Life Commission, will meet with a better recept 
than that did then. It is one of the policies which that s 
man espoused, and its importance is growing every day. [.-\ 
plause. | 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
extend my remarks in the Recorp, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mass: 
setts [Mr. Rocrers] asks unanimous consent to extend lis 
marks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted fo ext 


and in tl! 


consent 


unanimous 


my remarks in the Recorp, I print the brief on Schedule | te 
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ily submitted by Samuel Ross, of New Bedford, Mass., to 
Senate Finance Committee. Mr. Ross is one of our State 
senators and is just completing 20 years of service in our leg- 
ture. He is president of the Mule Spinners’ Union, a mem- 
- of the emergency committee of the United Textile Workers 
\merica, and is one of the recognized labor leaders not oniy 
Massachusetts, but of the United States. 
‘he brief is as follows: 
My message to you is from the workers. I am sent here by 
workers in our textile factories, and my expenses are paid 
my local union in New Bedford. I have been associated 
h the labor movement in this country since a young man. | 


s president of the International Spinners’ Union when 22 | 


rs of age. and for nearly 20 years its international secretary ; 


member of the executive committee of the United Textile | 


rkers of America since its inception up to the present time, 
also a member of the emergency committee which is com 
1 of five members only. I do not claim to represent all 


se interests, but I do know something of the feelings of the | 


and file of the textile workers, and having talked recently 


- . » ¥ . . 
, most of the secretaries of -he large cotton workers’ unions | 


the proposed tariff, I am somewhat conversant with the 
opinion of these men on this subject. I want to say that in our 
opinion the proposed duties are too low to prevent large impor- 
on of competitive products. Only yesterday I met President 
Golden, of the United Textile Workers’ Association, who gave 

permission to say for him that he was opposed to any re- 
duction in the tariff that would be injurious to any of our cotton 
or woolen industries. 


“Now, gentlemen, we are convinced that your proposed rates 
‘ too low to permit of continued cmployment, in view of im- 
rtations that will surely follow the passage of this bill. Let 
me say here, however, that this does not mean lower wages 
for us. The large textile unions have declared in their conven- 
tions that in view of the high cost of living, wages must not be 
reduced. That any attempt to lower the wage rate will meet 


with our most strenuous opposition, so it is not lower wages we | 


r, but periods of no wages from a reduction of, or cessation 

, output. 

‘We find no fault with revision of the tariff rates. The Dem- 
ocratiec Party was elected to reduce the tariff, but I feel sure 
from the conversations I have had with the people in our mills 
that they trusted the party not to make such reductions as 
would tend to further increase the hardships of the working- 

n. That this would be the result is proven by the fact that 
preparations we know are how being made by foreign manu- 


facturers at no little expense to manufacture products for ex- | 


port to this country, which products are similar to those now 
being made by us. The jubilant spirit with which the cotton 


schedule has been received in England, by the president of the | 


English manufacturers’ association, down to the sinallest manu- 

icturer, is very apparent from trade and business conditions in 
England and the fact that in some cases jobbers and users of 
yarns from 50s upward are using the argument that in many 
cases it will be impossible for our manufacturers to quote prices 
within several cents a pound of that at which the foreign mannu- 
facturers can sell. I bave in mind a case in my own city of 
New Bedford, where a mill bought 80s yarns from England in 
preference to making it themselves, although possessed of the 
facilities for so doing, when a general reductic : of wages of 10 
per cent took place, and they then commenced making the yarns 
themselves. It is only fair to say that this was some years ago 
and previous to the enactment of the Payne-Aldrich bill. 

‘Il am no expert on cost of manufacture or sale of products, 
and can only speak to you from the employees’ standpoint, view- 
ing the situation as an employee would. I desire to impress 
upon you gentlemen the difficulties under which our industry is 
laboring at the present time. My local organization, with about 
625 pairs of machines requiring the employment of 1,000 men 
and boys, has paid out in stoppage pay to its members during 
the past five years from $50,000 to $70,000, and we only pay for 
the first 13 weeks of stoppage. Stoppage pay is paid to the 
members of our union due to the stoppage of machinery, because 
of lack of work. 

“As showing the condition of our industry, let me say that our 
mills in New Bedford, for example, have depreciated in the 
price of stocks within the last three years some 25 per cent to 
v0 per cent. Our industry in New Bedford is larze and is built 
up almost wholly withi the last 30 years on goods manufac- 
tured previously abroad. We have at the present time about 


54,000 looms and 3,000,000 spindles. This is more spindles than | 


there are in New England outside of the States of Massachusetts 
and Rhode Island, and half as many more than there are in 
Rhode Island. 


L—125 


“We ask you to consider seriously any proposed edule th 
would seriously cripple this industry or the cotton busine i 
general. I ought to add, however, that in New Bedford eo 
the great fine-goods center of this country. © i 
more to build and equip than similar plants al { 
double the cost of English fine mills. Our wages \ \ 
higher—according to the Tariff Board repo t ie i el 
cent more than that paid in English mills. You ean | 

} to reduce our standard of living, and in orc on 

| we must have not only present wages but 

} ployment. 

“It has been suggested that a ground ( 

| prepared tariff rates has been based on the . 

| instance, your subcommittee tell me th t] ‘ 
ished products made in the cotton mills of (1 t S 

} are worth $628,000,000, and that the ‘ | | 

| for making these products $133,000,000 | 

| cent of the value of the finished product, and you \ 

are giving us an average of 20 per cent dutic { | 
gentlemen, that it is tmfair to take the aver 

labor cost to the wholesale value of the finished prod ) 

|} purpose of basing tariff rates For instance, in my city, 
Bedford, Mass., the wages paid to wholesale \ » of 

|} product would be from about 15 per cent to 60 \ en 
70 per cent, while the protection you prop would \ 
10 per cent on the lower numbers to 25 pet 

numbers. This condition would apply in a great ( 

degree to the larger textile centers of this country 

“Your subcommittee asked me what rate of 1 I 
would support. I am not an expert on this matter ! 
only suggest rates from my knowledge of lal costs 
country and abroad, and also with reference to th 
into this country. I have mentioned above the 

| in the city of New Bedford commenced to manufacture St 3 


rather than import them, which they had previou 
| only after there had been a reduction of 10 per cent 


in Ul 
cost. May I say here that the amount of importati 
of this number are greater than the amount manufa i 
this country? The tariff duty on these yarns wa ) 
[ should now suggest, since your subcommittee asked e 
the reduction be not less than 35 per cent on Nos. 90 1 ) 


not less than 10 per cent from Nos. 1 to 20, and a propo 
advance from Nos. 20 to 90, for each 10 numbers, w 


i i t\ 
of 40 per cent on numbers over 100, and a fair differe f 
increase for yarns advanced in manufacture beyond 
| the gray and for cloths. This advance is about the propor ! 
|of advance in these numbers of the labor cost b 
|} country and abroad. 
| **New Beprorp, MASss., May 23, 1913.” 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanin ee 
| extend my remarks in the Recorp. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there obje« 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BRYAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimoer ) ‘ 
tend my remarks in the Recor, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman f1 \ 
ton makes a similar request. Is there objection 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, under authority to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp, granted in connection with the | 
of a certain resolution of the Spokane Chamber of C 


in the Recorp on May 15, I desire now to add that 1 
| resolutions by the Chamber of Commerce of the City of S 


Wash., were made by that body after special study | 
mittee on military affairs. I believe there is 
findings and conclusions and the subject of lk ! 
consideration for the Pacific Coast States SO porta oO 
warrant for these resolutions the careful attention « he off 
having the matter in charge. 

I desire to take advantage of this opportunity to a] 
further voice of protest against the discriminat » thin } 





heretofore been practiced ainst the Western States b 1° 
Navy Department in the distribution of the shi 


f 


| There is a vast coast line out there, extending fr Pan 
ama Canal to the Aleutian Islands, constituting the nd. 
that demands the constant care of the N . 

| We have in the Pacific Ocean the P|! pine Tsland 
Hawaiian Islands, and an immense ocean commerce 1 diy 
matically we are in constant negotiation with the ] l 

| topies of a more or less delicate nature. Phere 
every hand. 

It is a matter of common knowledge that ever s {] 

| Spanish-American War there have been ehan 
in the Pacific Ocean than in the Atlantic. As the course ol 


ace ee tees 


oe 


wtueme <n 
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empire has taken its course westward, so the possible area of | 
couflict and controversy has gone westward. The Pacific Ocean | 
presents to-day a race problem, the question of commercial | 
supremacy, maritime authority, and naval control. 


In the Western States and in Alaska lies practically every 
nere of the public domain of the United States, its coal and its 
timber. The Government owns practically all the land in | 
Alaska, and it is now proposed to develop that land and the | 
vast resources of Alaska by a Government railroad. The people 
of the Pacific coast are just as good people as those of the 
Atlantic, and they pay their taxes promptly. There is no rea- 
son why the fleet should be retained almost entirely in the 
Atlantie Ocean. 

At this time the vessels in the Pacific are entirely inade- | 
quate to save the Government from a charge of partiality in the | 
distribution of the fleet. Not a single first-class battleship in 
the Pacific Ocean. I do not care to say more, aS my remarks 


might be misunderstood just at this time, but I am glad, while 
the public eve is turned to California and the Pacific coast, to 
call this matter to the attention of Congress. There is every 
reason why the Army should be garrisoned mainly in the West- 


ern States and a fleet of battleships be maintained in the 
Pacifie Ocean. The people of the Western States demand that 
cousideration. 
SENATE BILL REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its 


propriate committee, as indicated below: 
8.2972. An act providing for an increase in the number of 
midshipmen at the United States Naval Academy after June 30, 


a] 


1913; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
ADJOURN MENT. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 
! motion was agreed to; accordingly the House, under its 
pre us order, adjourned (at 3.40 o’clock p. m.) until Friday, 
June 13, 1913, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


| letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. 
ti initting a certified copy of the findings of fact and con- 
civsions of law in the French spoliation claim relating to the 
schooner Lively in the ease of The Insurance Co. of the 
State of Pennsylvania v. The United States (H. Doe. No. 66) ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 


”. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and con- 
clusions of law in the French spoliation claim relating to the 
sloop Robert in the case of The President and Directors of the 
Insuranee Co, of North America v. The United States (H. Doc. 
No. 67); to the Committee on Claims. 

3. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and con- 
clusions of law in the French spoliation claim relating to the 
brig Julius Cesar in the case of The Insurance Co. of the State 
of Pennsylvania v. The United States (H. Doe. No. 68); to the 
Committee on Claims. 

4. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and con- 
clusions of law in the French spoliation claim relating to the 
schooner Leander in the cases of The President and Directors 
of the Insurance Co. of North America v. The United States; 
John N. A. Griswold, trustee of United Insurance Co. of New 
York, v. The United States; T. B. Blucker, jr., and Charles C. 
Leary, receivers of the New York Insurance Co., v. The United 
States (H. Doe. No. 69); to the Committee on Claims. 

5. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and con- 
clusions of law in the French spoliation claim relating to the 
brig George in the case of The Insurance Co. of the State of 
Pennsylvania v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 70); to the 
Committee on Claims. 

6. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclu- 
sions of law in the French spoliation claim relating to the brig 
Anthony in the case of the Insurance Co. of the State of Penn- 
sylvania v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 71); to the Com- 
mittee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and cenclu- 
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sions of law in the French spoliation claim relating to the 
Betsey in the case of the President and Directors of th, 
surance Co. of North Ameriea v. The United States (H. Dox 
72); to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed 
8. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of ( 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and « 
sions of law in the French spoliation claim relating to th, 
Lydia in the case of the President and Directors of th 
surance Co. of North America v. The United States (H. D, 
73) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed 
9. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of © 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and « 
sions of law in the French spoliation claims relating to th, 


| Betsey in the case of the President and Directors of +) 
| surance Co. of North America v. The United States (H. Doc 


74) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed 
10. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of © 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and « 
sions of law in the French spoliation claims relating to thy 
Betsey in the case of the President and Directors of t! 
surance Co. of North America v. The United States (H. Doc 
75); to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed 
11. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of ¢ 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and 
sions of law in the French spoliation claims relating to tly 
Thomas in the case of The President and Directors of | 


surance Co. of North America v. The United States : as 
The Insurance Co. of the State of Pennsylvania v. The | | 
States (H. Doc. No. 76); to the Committee on Clain | 


ordered to be printed. 


12. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of ¢ 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and 
sions of law in the French spoliation claims relating 
schooner Harriet in the case of The Insurance Co. of the s 
of Pennsylvania v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 77); | 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

13. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of ( 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and « 
sions of law in the French spoliation claims relating 
schooner Beisey and Nancy in the case of George H. 1; 
administrator of Benjamin Butler v. The United States 
Walter G. Eells, administrator of Samuel Eells v. The | ed 
States (H. Doe. No, 78); to the Committee on Claims «1 
dered to be printed. 

14. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of ¢ 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and « 
sions of law in the French spoliation claims relating to th 
Fair American in the case of The President and Direct 


the Insurance Co. of North America v. The United States (Hi. 
Doc. No. 79); to the Committee on Claims and ordered 
printed. 


15. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of C! 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and « 
sions of law in the French spoliation claims relating to the ves 
sel brig Jemima and Fanny in the case of The Insurance 
of the State of Pennsylvania v. The United States (Il. I) 
No. 80); to the Committee on Claims and ordered 
printed, 

16. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of © 
transmitting a certified ecépy of the findings of fact and « 
sions of law in the French spoliation claims relating to 
brig Awrora in the case of The President and Directors « 
Insurance Co. of North America v. The United States (H. | 
No. 81); to the Committee cn Claims and ordered to be pr! ! 

17. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of C! 8, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and « 
sions of law in the French spoliation claims relating to 
brig Alfred in the case of The President and Directors 0! 
Insurauce Co. of North America r. The United States (H. PD 
No. 82) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be pri 

18. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Cl: 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and con 
sions of law in the French spoliation claims relating to 
schooner Scotland Neck in the case of The President and Di- 
rectors of the Insurance Co. of North America v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 83); to the Committee on Claims and or 
dered to be printed. . 

19. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conc 
sions in the case of Jacob Beekman Rawles v. The United Stat : 
(H. Doe. No. 84) ; to the Committee on War Claims and ordered 
to. be printed. 


| 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 5968) to effect certain re- 
forms in the civil service by segregating clerks and employees 
of the white race from those of African blood or descent; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Ry Mr. RUCKER: A bill (CH. R. 5969) to codify, revise, and 
amend the laws relating to publicity of contributions and ex- 
nenditures made for the purpose of influencing the nomination 


and election of candidates for the offices of Representative and | 


Senator in the Congress of the United States and limiting 
the amount of campaign expenses; to the Committee on Elec 
tion of President, Vice President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress, 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: A bill (H. R. 5970) to reinstate certain 
Indian depredations cases on the dockets of the Court of Claims, 
and to authorize their readjudication according to an act enti- 
tled “An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of 
claims arising from Indian depredations,”’ approved March 38, 
i891: to the Committee on Cl tims. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 5971) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to prevent cruelty to animals in transit 
bv railroad or other means of transportation from one State or 
‘Territory or the District of Columbia into or through another 
State or Territory or the District of Columbia, and repealing 
sections 48386, 4387, 4388, 4389, and 4390 of the United States 
Revised Statutes,” approved June 29, 1906; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 5972) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to make monthly settlements to certain per- 
sons borne on the pension rolls; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 5973) to regulate the im- 
migration of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the 
United States; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: A bill (H. R. 5974) to provide for the 
surveying of the unsurveyed lands in the State of New Mexico; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5975) to define procedure in creating forest 
reserves in the State of New Mexico; to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 5976) to provide for the ex- 
amination and survey of West Creek, Ocean County, N. J.; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5977) to provide 
for publication by national banking associations and savings 
banks and trust companies of the reports of resources and lia- 
bilities and dividends required iv be made by them to the Comp- 
troller of the Currency; to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5978) to amend section 5 of the act of Con- 
gress entitled “An act to establish a Bureau of Immigration 
and Naturalization and to provide for a uniform rule for the 
naturalization of aliens throughout the United States,” enacted 
on the 29th day of June, 1906; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 5979) to authorize the 
survey, platting, dedication, sale, and rental of the tidelands 


and the harbor area in front of and adjoining the town of 


Juneau, Alaska, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 5980) to authorize the 
President of the United States to build or acquire steamships 
for use as naval auxiliaries and transports, and to arrange for 
the use of these ships when not needed for such service, and 
to make an appropriation therefor; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 5981) authorizing 
the Secretary of War in his discretion to deliver to the town 
of Berryville, in the State of Arkansas, four condemned bronze 
or brass cannon with their carriages and outfit of cannon balls, 
etc.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 5982) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate the carriage of passengers by sea,” 
approved August 2, 1882, as amended by an act approved De- 
cember 19, 1908; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 5983) to regulate detached 


Service in the line of the Army; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5984) providing for the in 


provement 
the Kootenai River in Idaho; to the Committee 


on Rivers and 
Harbors, 

Also, a bill (HT. R. 5985) providing for the improvement of 
the St. Marys and St. Joe Rivers in Idaho; to the Committe 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: A bill (CH. R. 5986) to author ‘ 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the gover z J 


Mexico for the use of the State of New Mexico in e fur 
of its capitol building the unused balance of the sun 
priated for the purpose of defraying the expens 
Stitutional convention of said State and certain eleetior to th 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (1H. R. 5987) to encourage and promote the sinking 
of wells on desert lands in the State of New Mexico; to t 
Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (II. R. 5988) to create a co 
mission to be known as a country life institute and detinin 
duties and powers; to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: A bill (H. R. 5989) to authorize 
exploration and purchase of mines within the boundaries 
private land claims; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

iy Mr. WILDER: A bill (H. R. 5990) inereasing the rate of 
pension of certain widows of soldiers and sailors in the late 
Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: A bill (H. R. 5991) to authorize the 
payment of $2,000 to the widow of the late Tranquilino Luna, 
in full for his contest expenses in the contested-election case of 
Manzanares against Luna; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5992) to provide compensation for the 
owners of property injured or destroyed by overflow caused by 
the Government works at Lake McMillan, a part of the Carls 
bad project, in New Mexico; to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 5993) authoriz 
ing the city of Montrose, Colo., to purchase certain publie lands 


for public park purposes; to the Committee on the Public I ! 


Anas 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Resolution (H. Res. 159) directing 
the Secretary of State to investigate the ownership of the beef 
industry in the Argentine Republic in so far as the same 
controlled by individuals, partnerships, and corporations of the 
United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Resolution (H. Res. 160) 
directing the Committee on the District of Columbia to inquire 
into the practicability of requiring the substitution of electricity 
for steam in the operation of railWay lines in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROTHERMEL: Resolution (H. Res. 161) providing 
for the appointment of a select committee of three Members of 
the House to visit the seal islands of Alaska and report upon 
the condition and conduct of the public interests thereon; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. KONOP: Resolution (H. Res. 162) authorizing the 
Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings to have print 
ing and binding done; to the Committee on Expenditures 
Public Buildings. 

ty Mr. HINEBAUGH: Resolution (H. Res. 163) for the ap 
pointment of a select committee to investigate the receivership 
of the St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad: to the Committee 
on Rules. 

ty Mr. PEPPER: Resolution (H. Res. 164) authorizing the 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives to contract for the 
purchase or exchange of typewriters for the use of the Hous 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma: Resolution (H. Res. 165) to 
amend the House rules, placing a limit to lobbying; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CHANDLER of New York: Joint resolution (If. J 
tes. 95) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: Memorials of the Legislature 
of Pennsylvania, favoring the establishment of a minimum rate 
of wages for employees in the arsenals of the United States of 
$1.50 for women and $2 for men; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


es ot the 


oll 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
| were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 5994) granting a pension to 
Joseph E. Bilbo; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of New York: A bill (H. R. 5995) granting 
an increase of pension to Eleanor K. Fillis; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (TI. R. 5996) granting an increase of pension to 
Nora Johnston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5997) to remove 
the charge of desertion against Peder Anderson; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5998) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John Reardon; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ty Mr. CLAYPOOL: A bill (H. R. 5999) granting an increase 
of pension to Ezra Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SIONS. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 6000) to appoint Brig. Gen. Thomas M. 
Anderson, United States Army, retired, to the grade of major 
general on the retired list of the Army; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 6001) granting a pension 
to Margaret Duggan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 6002) granting a pension to 
William Clephane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: A bill (H. R. 6003) to correct the 
military record of A. W. Sudduth; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6004) to eorrect the military record of 
Ramon Padilla; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H_ R. 6005) for the relief of Juan Ocana; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6006) granting land to school district No. 
15, Taos County, N. Mex.; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6007) for the relief of Jose T. Santillanes; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6008) granting a pension to Francisco 
Montoya; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6009) granting a pension to Donaciano 
Gurule; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6010) for the relief of B. A. Nymeyer; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (CH. BR. 6011) for the relief of the estate of Jus- 
tininno Castillo; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 6012) granting an increase of pension to 
Margarita S. Salazar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R.°6013) for the relief of the heirs of Fran- 
cisco Gonzalez; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6014) for the relief of Serapio Romero, 
late postmaster at Las Vegas, N. Mex.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6015) for the relief of Juan Paiz; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6016) for the relief of Machinist Alfonso 
M. Skinner, United States Navy, retired; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (CH. R. 6017) for the relief 
of Paymaster Alvin Hovey-King, United States Navy; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 6018) granting 
a pension to Alice E, Welding; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6019) granting a pension to James H. 
Schneider; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6020) granting an increase of pension 
to William D. Mahurin; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Sions., 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6021) granting an increase of pension 
to William H. Cleveland; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 6022) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6023) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. D, Gerall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6024) granting an increase of pension to 
Arminta Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6026) granting an increase of pension to 
Isom Richey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6027) granting an increase of pension to 
W. R.. Gabbord; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6028) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6029) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur G. McKeown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R, 6030) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn F. Datley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 6031) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Conine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6032) granting an increase of pension | 
James Haley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6033) granting an increase of pension 
John Kimbell; to the Committee on Tivalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6034) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Frederick ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6035) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua Lindsey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6036) granting an increase of pensio: 
M. Carlton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6037) granting an increase of pensior 
John Cavin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6038) granting an increase of pension ¢ 
William Sturgeon, now known as William Patton: to the 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 6039) granting a pension 
Patrick J. Dugan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY: A bill (H. R. 6040) for the relief o{ 
heirs of James Caughlen; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 6041) granting a pensio 
Marie E. Tilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6042) granting a pension to Annie Cant 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6043) grant 
an increase of pension to Lewis Kotchin; to the Committec 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 6044) granting : 
increase of pension to Walter S. Sylvester; to the Comm 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 6045) granting an i: 
of pension to George A. Swepeniser; to the Committee on 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6046) granting a pension to Ella Afi 
bach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 6047) granting a pension to 
Henry J. Hennigar, alias Edgar Swissberry; to the Commitice 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 6048) granting a pensi 
Louis K. Rohde; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6049) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Wells; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6050) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Meek; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6051) granting an increase of pension to 


Christopher C. Stevenson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 6052) for the relief 
of William P. Havenor; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6053) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to amend the record of 
Lieut. William S. Cox; to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 6054) granting an increase of 
pension to Ferdinand Walser; to the Committee on Invalid l’en 
sions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 6055) for the relief 
of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Huttonsvi 
W. Va.; to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of the Lima (Ohio) Presb; 
tery, protesting against practicing polygamy in the United 
States and making it a crime against the Nation; to the C 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of the Mineral City Hardw 
Co. and 10 other merchants of Mineral City, Ohio, favoring the 
passage of legislation to compel concerns selling goods direct t 
the consumer by mail to contribute their portion of the funds 
for the development of the local community, county, and State; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURRY: Petition of the Central Labor Counci! 0! 
Contra Costa County, Cal., favoring an investigation of (lic 
conditions of the West Virginia labor troubles; to the Comuuit! 
on Labor. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Papers to accompany Dil! 
the relief of C. W. Reeves; to the Committee on Invalid Peu- 
sions. — 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the Traffic Club of New You k, 
favoring the continuance of the Commerce Court; to the Coil 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of the Santa Clara County Humane 
Society, San Jose, Cal., favoring the passage of legislation [Pr 
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erstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of F. A. Miller, Riverside, Cal.; E. G. Hunt, 
Pasadena, Cal.; and the Foothill Study Club, Saratoga, Cal., 
ivoring the passage of the bill preventing the importation of 
mes and feathers of wild birds for commercial use; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of J. H. Humphreys and 7 other citizens of 
California, protesting against including mutual life insurance 
panies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
\lso, petition of A. C. Rulopson, the Lodi (Cal.) Merchants’ 
Association, and others of California, favoring the passage of a 
i-cent letter postage rate; to the Committee on the Post Office 
d Post Roads. 


Also, petition of H. 


ting the shipment of immature calves; to the Committee on 


ih 


Mi 


A. Logan, Norwalk, Cal., and 3 other 


citizens of California, protesting against the reduction of the | 


rariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of F. A. Hilen, Santa Cruz, Cal., favoring the 
passage of legislation for the creation of Mount Shasta, Cal., 
as a national park; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HINDS: Petition of the Maine State Federation of 
Labor, protesting against reduction of the duty on paper; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Maria EF. | 


Tilton, of Kittery, Me.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for pensions for Annie Cantara, 
of Biddeford, Me.; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the public buildings committee 
of the Civic League of Improvement Clubs, of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring the erection of new buildings at the Golden Gate 
Life-Saving Station; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Evidence in support of 
House bill 5915 for the relief of Charles R, Taylor; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of the John H. 
Doremus Co., of Passaic, N. 
of commercial organizations in the income-tax bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Board of Health of the State of New 
Jersey, favoring the establishment of a committee on public 
health in the House of Representatives; to the Committee on 
Rules, 

By Mr. McCOY: Petition of the Board of Street and Water 
Commissioners of the city of Newark, N. J., protesting against 
the abandonment of the city of Newark as an independent 
customs port; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY : Petition of the Maine State Federa- 
tion of Labor, protesting against any reduction in the tariff on 
pulp or paper; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

by Mr. PALMER: Petition of sundry citizens of Philade!phia, 
Pa., favoring building a memorial bridge across the Delaware 
River between Philadelphia and Camden; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


by Mr. PETERS: Petitions of sundry citizens of Boston, fa- 


voring the repeal of the clause in the Panama Canal act 
exempting American vessels from the payment of tolls; to the 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 
1698) to provide for an enlarged homestead; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TUTTLE: Petition of the Board of Street and Water 
Commissioners of the city of Newark, N. J., protesting against 
the abandonment of the city of Newark as an independent cus 
toms port; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of the National Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, favoring the passage of the Sims 
amendment to the bill (H. R. 27876) relative to keeping the 
gates of the Panama Exposition closed on Sunday; to the Com- 
iuittee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

_By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of sundry residents of the thirtieth 

New York district, protesting against mutual life insurance 
funds in income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
_Also, petition of the National Broom Manufacturers’ As: 
ciation, protesting against the reduction of the tariff on brooms; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Albany (N. Y.) Society of Engineers, 
favoring the deepening of the Hudson River to 27 feet as far as 
the Troy Dam; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of S. A. Johnson. 
of Bantry, N. Dak., protesting against the passage of bill (H. R. 
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4653) relating to the sale of patent medicines; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


J., protesting against the inclusion | 
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Frinay, June 13, 191 


rie ‘ . , : 
The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. j 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D q 
The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair 4 
THE JOURNAI 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary wi L the 
pal of the preceding session. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I suggest tl sence of a 


quorum. 








The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will he 1 

The Secretary called the roll, and the fo sen ! l 
swered to their names 
Ashurst Fall 

| Bacon Fletcher 
Bankhead Gallinger 
brady Gronna 
Bristow Hitchcock ( 

|} Bryan Hollis Smoot 
Burton Hughes Sterliz 
Catron James Stone 
Chamberlain Johnston, Ala. Sutherland 
Chilton Jones Thomas 
Clapp Kern rhompson 
Clark,Wyo., La Follette rrornton 

Crawf rd Lane r wns nd 
Cummins Lea Walsh 
Dillingham Lewis William 

| du Pont McCumbe Shafroth Worl 

Mr. THORNTON. I desire to announce that the junior Sen 

ator from Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL] is absent on account of 
| Sickness, 

| Mr. TOWNSEND. The senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
| SmirH] is absent from the city on important business. He 
paired with the junior Senator from Missouri | Mr. Reep]} L 
desire to have this announcement stand for all votes to-day. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I desire to announce that 1 
colleague [Mr. WARREN] has been called from the city on \- 
portant public business, and that he is paired generally with 
the Senator from Florida [|Mr. FLiercuer}. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I wish to announce the enforced a 
of the junior Senator from Maine [Mr, BurLeicu} by reason of 
prolonged illness. 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to announce the absence of the S« tor 
from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] on imperative busin¢ 

Mr. LEA. I desire to have the absence on important publie 
| business of the junior Senator from ‘Tennessee |[Mr. Stiteips] 
noted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators have a1 ered 
| to the roll call. A quorum is present. The Secretary w I 
| the Journal of the proceedings of the preceding s« n. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journa f the 
ings of Tuesday last 

Mr. SIMMONS. [ move that the further ding of 
| Journal be dispensed with. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. ‘That can only be don 
| consent, 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there obje \ 
Mr. JONES. I object 
| The VICE PRESIDENT The Senator f W 
| objects and the Secretary will read the Journ 
fhe Secretary resumed the reading of the Jou 
| interrupted by 
| Mr, JONES. I understand that the Senator from M 
[Mr. SToNE] is anxious to take up the Indian app 
| bill. So I will withdraw my objection to dispensing \ e 
| reading of the Journal. 
The VICE PRESIDENT Is there objec 1 to « 
| with the further reading of the Journal? The ¢ 
| none, Without objection, the Journal will ind ! 
rUBERCULOS CURES (8S. Doe NO. 1 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a « 
|eation from the Secretary of the Treasury, tr ‘ { , n 
| response to a resolution of the 6th instant, certain reports and 
documentary information regarding so-called tul i 
which have been given wide publicit etc., wl 
| accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on IP 
| Health and National Quarantine and ordered to be pri 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAI 
| The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 8 e 
| tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Clii 
mitting certified copies of findings of fact and conclu ed | 
| by the court in the following causes: 
| Ethelbert Barrett, administrator of the estate of M. W. ¢ 
‘ rison, deceased, v. United States (S. Doe. Ni i); 
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deceased, v. 


Robertson, administrator of estate of John McAnulty, 
United States (S. Doe, No, 105): and 

elizabeth Snyder, administratrix of Sampson Snyder, de- 
ceased, and Hoy Cooper, administrator of John Snyder, deceased, 
v. United States (S. Doc. No. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. NELSON. I present a joint memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota, which I ask may be printed in the Rrcorp 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


louse joint memorial 1025, 


Whereas there is a very strong general sentiment in favor of the sup- 
pression of the gigantic monopoly now exercised by the Standard 
Oil Co. of Whitings, Ind.; and 

Whereas the said company has to-day absolute control of the Nation's 


if not the world’s output and supply of crude oil, gasoline, and petro- 
leum, and the said company has unlimited and unrestrained power 
to dictate the market prices of the said commodities, and by virtue 
of its unlimited and unrestrained powers does wrongfully and unlaw- 
fully and without any justification increase the market and selling 
prices of said commodities, which results in great injury to the con- 
and 
hereas the said company is wrongfully and unlawfully discriminating 
against States and selling the said commodities cheaper in some 
States and localities than others, without regard to the difference of 
the cost of transportation and selling; and 
Whereas by reason of the rapid progress made in motive power the said 
products—crude oil, gasoline, and petroleum—-have become a_ com- 
mon necessity in every profession and vocation of life everywhere ; 
and 
Whereas the said Standard Oil Co. has absorbed nearly all like compet- 
ing Industries; and 
Whereas it is impoasible for private os to cope with or curb this 
gigantic and unjust monopoly: Therefore be it 
Resolved (the senate concurring), That Congress be, and is hereby, 
requested to enact a law providing for Government ownership and con- 
trol of oil-producing industries sufficient to control prices and break 
the gigantic and unjust monopoly now existing; and be it further 
Resolved, That the legislatures of all other States of the United States 
now in session or when next convened be, and they are hereby, respect- 
fully requested to join in this request by the adoption of this or an 
equivalent resolution; and be it further 
Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and hereby is, directed to 
transmit copies of this resolution to the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States and to the several Members of said 
body representing this State therein, and also to transmit copies to the 
legislatures of all States of the United States. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of William L. Finley, 
State gume warden of Portland, Oreg.; Herbert R. Mills, M. D., 
of Tampa, Fla.; Francis 8. Dane, of Lexington, Mass.; Lilias S. 
Kdwards, of Sanbornville, N. H.; Clarabel Gilman, of Jamaica 
Pinin, Mass.; Elizabeth Richardson and Charles F. Richardson, 
of Hill, N. H.; Louisa Holt, of West Summit, N. J.; 
Marry W. Althouse, of Pottsville, Pa.; Helen Willard, of Brook- 
jine, Mass.; Willard Van Name, of Albany, N. Y.; Theodore O. 
Ilamlin, of Rochester, N. Y.: Jesse A. Tolerton, game and fish 


sumers ; 


W 


Sugar 


commissioner, of Jefferson, Mo.: S. McG. Pierce; of Boston, 
Mass.; Dr. and Mrs. T. M. Dillingham, of Marlboro, N. H.; 
M. tl. Hoover, chief of publication New York Conservation Com- 


inission; George M. Warner, of Philadelphia, Pa.; William 
Fdward Coffin, of New York; C. E. Flenner, secreary-treasurer 
Illinois Electric Railways Association, of Wheaton, Ill.; P. T. 
Jackson, jr., treasurer Bay State Cotton Corporation, of Boston, 
Mass.; Edward Bowditch, of Albany, N. Y.; W. I. Ewart, of 
Seattle, Wash.; Helen M. Merriman, of Intervaie, N. H.; W. 
Hinckle Smith, of Philadelphia, Pa.; W. S. Cady, Wesleyan 
University, of Middletown, Conn.; Dr. L. Duncan Bulkley and 


Hi. k. A. Gibbs, of New York; Mrs. A. J. Spalter, of Winchendon, 
Mass.; M. B. Banks, of Westport, Conn.; R. Erbsloh, of New 
York; Sarah J. Eddy, of Bristol, R. I.; James J. Putnam, of 
Bosion, Mass.; A. B. Bates, of New York; C. R. Blackall, of 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Alice Vanderbilt Morris, of New York; 


George W. Hager, of Marlboro, Mass.; C. W. Trainer, of Boston, 
Mass.; Fred C. Church, of Lowell, Mass.; Dorothy Temple, of 
North Hampton, N. H.; Alfred Wagstaff, president of the 
American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, of 
New York; Isabella Winslow and Maria L. C. Winslow, of 
Middleboro, Mass.; Marshall McLean, of New York; students of 
Washington Irving High School, of New York; Mrs. Oscar Old- 
berg, of Pasadena, Cal.; Mrs. R. D. Crain, of Winchendon, 
Mass.; Henry W. Osgood, of Pittsfield, N. H.; Woman’s Club of 
Richmond, Va.; John W. Draper, of New York; Sidney V. 
Lowell, of New York; Albert H. Wallace, of Montclair, N. J.; 
Mrs. Frank H. Goler, of Rochester, N. Y.; Edna L. Johnston, 


of Manchester, N. H.; Edward R. Williams, of Boston, Mass.; 
Alice M. Wood, of Muskegon, Mich.; S. W. Wellington, of East 
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Hartford, Conn.; George S. Bowdoin, Julia G. Bowdoin. . 
Edith G. Bowdoin, of New York; E. R. Lyman, of Philade|p} 
Pa.; Joseph W. L. Jones, of Tiffin, Ohio; Elizabeth Bigeloy 
Colchester, Conn.; Henry Justice, of Philadelphia, Pa.: Art} 
Malcolm, of Philadelphia, Pa.; Henry G. Seaver, of Brook 
N. Y.; G. Langmann, I. G. Langmann, H. W. Langmann | 
H. C. Kudline, of New York; E. C. Frank, of Glendale. ¢ 
William A. Hamann, of New York; William C. Adams, of |: 
ton, Mass.; Anna Custer, of Manchester, N. H.: Mrs. [, « 
Christopher, of Manchester, N. H.; Helen Mansfield, of Glo 
ter, Mass.; A. R. Shattuck, of New York; Job Barnard 
Washington, D. C.; E. M. Clark, of Morristown, N. J.: Ad: 

J. Smith, of New York; Effie L. Tufts, of Exeter, N. H.: | \ 
Timmerman, of Hamlin, N. Y.; Emily B. Adams, of Springtiesd 
Mass.; Walter McDougall, of New York; Emily G. Hunt, F)\, 


M. Hunt, and Elizabeth W. Hunt, of Pasadena, Cal.: J. |; 
Child, of Boston, Mass.; Eleanor Mellen, of Boston. M 

Helen J. Wolf, of Cincinnati, Ohio; Elizabeth I. Cummins. of 
Wheeling, W. Va.; K. Adams Wells, of Wheaton, Ill.: \rc 


Orville H. Platt, of Washington, Conn.; Alice C. Gilber f 
Walpole, N. H.: C. S. Brown, of New York; Mrs. James Speye; 
of New York; Margaret Eaton Brown, of Pittsburgh, Pa.: \ 
Abba D. Chamberlin, of Pomfret, Vt.; Eugene Swope, of ( 
nati, Ohio; E. J. Boyle, of Boston, Mass.; Ruthven Deane. of 
Chicago, Ill.; Emily W. Lyson, of South Berwick, Me.: Victoris 
EK. Tonkonogy, of New York; Emma J. Welty, of Portland 
Oreg.; G. A. Jones, of New York; Mrs. Cora D. Berlin. of \ 
bleton, N. Dak.; of the Bird Lovers’ Club of Brooklyn, N. Y.-: 
Helen Clapp, of Charlestown, N. H.; and Mary C. Yarrow, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the adoption of the clause 
Schedule N of the pending tariff bill prohibiting the importation 
of the plumage of certain wild birds, which were referred to thy 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of H. Baker, of Aurora, | 
Hubard M. Wright, of Walpole, N. H.: Samuel W. Co! 
Brookline, Mass.; Plimpton, Cowan & Co., of Buffalo, N. \ 
H. Planten & Co., of Brooklyn, N. Y.; L. A. Tworoger, of La 
conia, N. H.; the Crocker Grocery Co., of Wilkes-Barre, Pa.: 
the J. R. Watkins Medical Co., of Winona, Minn.; the Ke 
Industrial Association, of Keokuk, Iowa; the Roddewig 
Schmidt Candy Co., of Davenport, Iowa; M. A. Newmark 
Co., of Los Angeles, Cal.; the Omega Chemical Co., of New 
York; and the American Specialty Manufacturers’ Asso 
of New York, praying for the exemption of mutual life 
ance companies from the operation of the income-tax ¢la 
the pending tariff bill, which were referred to the Co! 
on Finance. 

Mr. McLEAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of I) 
port, Mount Carmel, and Bethel, all in the State of Conn 
praying for the exemption of mutual life insurance com) 
from the operations of the income-tax clause of the | 
tariff bill, which were referred to the Committee on Fina 

Mr. PERKINS presented a resolution adopted by the Boord 
of Trade of Pasadena, Cal., favoring the adoption of a | 
letter postage, which was referred to the Committee on | 
Offices and Post Roads, 

He also presented a memorial of the Calaveras Alpine 
Stock Association of California, remonstrating against the ti 
fer of the control of the national forests to the severa! 
which was referred to the Committee on the Conservat 
National Resources. 
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WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


Mr. ASHURST. From the Committee on Woman §S 

I report back favorably without amendment the joint res: 

(S. J. Res. 1) proposing an amendment to the Constitut 

the United States extending the right of suffrage to wom: I 
present a report upon this exceedingly important subjec' 
I ask that the same be printed in the Recorp. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be | 
on the calendar, and, without objection, the report v 
printed in the Rrcorp. 

The report (S. Rept. No. 64) this day submitted by 
AsnHourst is as follows: 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. Asnurst, from the Committee on Woman Suffrage, submit! 
following report, to accompany Senate joint resolution 1: 

The Senate Committee on Woman Suffrage, having under cons 


tion Senate joint resolution No. 1, introduced by Mr, CHAME 
to wit: 


Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution 

United States extending the right of suffrage to women. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the [' 

States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each 
concurring therein), That the following article be proposed to the ! 
latures of the several States as an amendment to the Constitution 0} 








which, when ratified by three-fourths of the 


valid as part of said Constitution, namely: 
‘ARTICLE 


Secrion 1. The right of citizens of the United States to 


vote 
denied or abridged by the United States or by any Sti 
t ol x. 

Sec. 2. The Congress shall have power, by appropriate lk 

force the provisions of this article.” 
direction of a majority of the committce » resolution 





d favorably and with the 

ion of granting to women the elective franchise beir 

consequences and vast importan 

of one-half of the citizens of the United States, tl 
vithstanding the able argument n this sub] 

rts whicl 





have been submitted to Conzress 


} { 
6) took the view that a full and complete hearing should 





pon a nul 


recommendation that it do pi 


involving the f 


committ 


of eminent person adadre 1 th it 
of and against the resolution. 
I S. 
Observant persons will not fail to 1 
il and social conditions in the I 
‘ that the conditions under which we 
cing, and that many, if not most, of 1) 
» that ( ty and government st 


! It is not nee ry, m the 
causes of these changes, but it w 
ntributing causes thereof are the ado, 
tation; the rm ony communication 
telephone, the tel iph, the post 
obtaining educ iti on “and the 














schools, the newspapers, an 
statesmen, publicists, and editors e tl f t 
living in an age of inquiry, criticism archit 
tunately the untry realizes that smug conten 
ent, deadly to the progress, advancement d happ 
free from the exigencies of life ee from the d 
t erment of condition lose that keen ir tive t 
t which adds so much zest, 1uty, and grace t ‘ 
History is largely an account of man’s struggle for 1 


1 the beginning of the human race down to the | 







































mankind reaching out f 


CONGRESSIONAL 


ris 


1ith« 

















al 


le has been toward liberty yr lom 
d i surably attaining it. 
\ in civil liberty is the fruitage of many centuries of ear 
and | ‘lotic endeavor. The preserv: tion of civi ibertv wi lw 
‘ end upon the vigilance and zeal of those who love freedom, and 
I do love liberty well enough to contend for it, if a peo 
r turgid quietude to the boisterousness of liberty, t may 
! that the usurpers of power will sooner or later imp tyrann 
and despotism upon them. 
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 
Only a short time since some of the wisest and most fou! 
vens of this Republic believed that by reason of the comp rt 
cedure and la majorities required it was difficult, if not im; 
to amend the Constitution of the Unit a States, and me ¢ 
tatesmen even urged that strained constructions should b placed 
the Constitution so as to change somewhat “th truct ‘ 
al system, bring it into conformity with the dynaz ‘ io! 
and thus secure needful reforms. 
y says of amending the Constitution of the United Stat 
The sovereign of the United States has been roused to serious a 
tion but once during the course of 90 years. It needed th i of 
the Civil War to break his repose, and it may be doubted wh: er any 
thing short of impending revolution will ever again rouse him to tiv 
ity. But a monarch who slumbers for years is like a monarch who dot 
not exist.” 
Speaking in the Senate of the United States on the 5th day of 
1909, Hon. H. D. Money, w clo observer of I and event 
a statesman whose memory thi I ion reve , a scl r, thinker, and 
itor, whose services here added glory and usefuln to th body, 


‘Mr. President, I am one of those who believe that there 





be another amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 
I » not believe this amendment (income-tax amendment) to the 
stitution will ever be a part of it.” * * #* 





But contrary to the opinion w 
nany thinking people, within the 


ich a few 
past five 








re adopted under the 
1 involved. The 


procedure which is indisputa! 
adoption of these amendments, in 
V able reforms they will bring about, has convince 
people that our Federal Constitution is iving, bre 
: ree that protects persons as well a ) nd 











he Constitution of the United States have been proclaimed, 





‘rocrustean bed of fixity incapable of r changt 
During the Sixty-second Congress, from D nber 4, 191 i, to 
ber 4, 1912, 21 amendments were proposed to the Constitution 


United States, and the feeling that the Constitution — y i 
is not confined to any one political party. ‘To this date, 
Sixty-third Congress, 14 proposals to amend the Constit 


nited States have been introduced in the ite and 32 
t! » House of Representatives, demonstr: that t 
noninterference, careless, laissez faire policy; I I t t 





of the present day. 
New occasions t 
Time makes anc good uncouth, 
They must upward still and onward 
Who would Keep abreast of truth. 
Lo, before us gleam her camp fire; 
We ourselves must Pilgrims be, 
Launch our Mayflower and steer bold 
Through the desperate winter sea, 
Nor attempt the future portals 
Vith the past’s blood-rusted key. 
But it can not fairly be argued that the proposed constitutio 
ment which 
shall not be denied or abridged by the 
reason of sex, is a new, “ novel,” or 


new duties, 

















radical "’ 


phase of this subject has been discussed from time to time | 
the ablest minds of the Nation. It has been considered in 
to the Constitution, and constitutional law bearing 
given earnest and careful consideration. 


upon 
has been 


movement, 


duri! 


' 
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provides that the rights of citizens of the Uniied 
United States or any Sta 
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1990 


Gains in equal suffrage since 1838 


Time | Place, | 


Continued 


Kind of suffrage. 





910 | Diet of the Crown Prince of | Suffrage to the women of its capital city, Lai- 


Krain (Ausiria | bach. 

| India (Gaekwar of Baroda).| Women of his dominions vote in municiy al 

| | _ elections. 

| Wurttemberg, Kingdomof..| Women engaged in agriculture vote for mem- 
bers of the chamber of agriculture; also eli- 
gible. 

| DO NC be dataniviteaan W omen in all towns, villages, and third-class 

] cities vote on bonding propositions. 

1911 Full suffrage 
| Municipal! suffrage in capital city, Belize. 





Parliamentary women over 25 


uffirage for 


years of age. 

SGT nn ek cco Full suffrage. 
Oe SS Do. 
Is & ie 6 tinea Do 
191 III ws as tits wh ich at acon ee Do. 


We do not feel called upon in this report to discuss (if, indeed, it 
be debatable) the question as to the equality or inequality of the two 
BE from an intellectual standpoint. It is, or at least ought to be, 
an axiom of American liberty that a class of persons obedient to the laws 
as are the women; a class which has a peculiar care for the rights of 


ACS 


others; a class which is taxed upon its labor and property for the sup- 
port of the Government; which is liable to punishment for acts which 
the law makes criminal; which is patriotic, learned, and in a large 


measure capable of the highest degree of efficiency in the useful arts and 
sciences ; which is patient beyond estimate and constantly pouring forth 
costly sacrifices for the common good of the species, should not be 
denied a voice in the enactment and enforcement of laws and concerns 
of the Government, 

“Government is simply a tool In the hands of the people for the 
fashioning of that people’s civilization.” Government is strong or 
weak, capable or deficient, according to the people who control and make 
up that Government. In this Republic the people constitute the Gov- 
ernment They are its creators and its maintenance; they are the 
Government, ‘That the granting of the elective franchise to women 
would add to the strength, efficiency, justice, and fairness of govern- 
ment we have not the slightest doubt, and this is especially true in 
the United States, where all power is reposed in the people with uni- 
versal suffrage as the primal basis of its exercise. ‘“‘ The people” in- 


cludes women, who can not be denied those ee a privileges and 
responsibilities which men claim and assert for themselves without 


doing violence to the fundamental principles of our Government. 

It is anomalous and archaic, in a free Republic, professedly made up 

of, controlled by, and administered for all the people, to deny to one- 
half of its citizens the right of exercising a valuable function of citi- 
zenship, to wit, the elective franchise, and thus preclude that one-half 
from the right and power to say what law or polity shall be its rule 
of conduct, And this anomaly becomes odious and abhorrent when we 
reflect that the particular one-half of citizenship thus excluded is the 
identical one-half from which springs so much wisdom, courage, cheer, 
hope, and good counsel. In this Republic we are in constant warfare 
against fraud and violence, avarice, and cunidity, and in behalf of 
liberty and justice, whose success will be accelerated by extending the 
franchise to women, in whom the materialistic is generally submerged 
for the idealistic; a class of voters who look to all laws and move- 
ments as to how such laws and movements will affect their children ; 
how such laws and conditions will promote morals, human health, 
and human progress, more especially than as to how this or that par- 
ticular law or polity will develo ) or serve material or property interests. 
In other words, as has been said, “ Man looks after the affairs of life, 
but woman looks after life itself.” 
Woman's sphere, her ideals, and her duties make her the inescapable 
and essential conservator of human life, charged as she is with the 
duty of conserving the human race; and it is in harmony with political 
and natural justice to accord to her the right to say what laws shall 
assist her in bringing about the betterment of economic conditions, 


AMERICAN CITIZENS. 
This question as to who is an American citizen was left somewhat 
in doubt by the Constitution of the United States until the adoption 


of the fourteenth amendment in 1868, when that amendment, in the 
first section thereof, created a distinct Federal citizenship, as follows: 


“ARTICLE XIV. 


“SpecTrion 1. All persons born or naturalized in the United States, 
and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States, 
and of the State wherein they reside.” * * # 


The rights attaching to an American citizen may be divided into 
two classes; that is to say, civil rights and political rights. On the 


ground of public policy minors, incompetents, and others are fre- 
quently denied political rights. The right of suffrage—that is, elective 
franchise, or the right to vote—is a political right which, upon the 
grounds of sound public policy and a due regard for the genius of our 
form ef government, should never be withheld from a class of citizens 
fairly and in good faith proved to be worthy of possessing this right. 
That the class of citizens described in the above resolution (females) 
has abundantly demonstrated it is eminently worthy of possessing such 
a right has never been successfully contradicted. In determining 
whether or not a particular class of citizens is entitled to the elective 
franchise the following rules, set down by 8. E. Forman, Ph. D., in his 
Advanced Civies (see p. 106), will be found useful, and if a class 
fairly and in goed faith meets the requirements of these conditions it 
is respectfully submitted that the elective franchise should be granted 
to such a class. The things to be considered, therefore, are as follows: 

1. Wiil this class of citizens (females) vote whenever the lawful 
opportun’ty is presented? 

2. Wjjl this class of citizens (females) attempt to comprehend the 
questions upon which it votes? 

3. Will this class of citizens (females) attempt to learn something 
of the character and fitness of the persons for whom it votes? 

4. Will this class vote against dishonest persons for office? 

5. Will this class oppose dishonest measures? 

6. Will this class refuse, directly or indirectly, to accept a bribe, and 
refuse, directly. or indirectly, to give a bribe? 

7. Will this class place country above party? 

8. Will this class recognize the result of the election as the will of 
the people, and therefore as the law? 
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9. Will this class continue to fight for a righteous, although ad 
cause so long as there is a reasonable hope of success? 

10. Is this class of citizens able to read and write? 

11. Does this class of citizens pay taxes? 

We submit that the class of voters (females) sought to 1 
chised by this resolution answers each and every one of these j 
atories with distinguished credit to itself and that it fully, fair 
in good faith measures up to these requirements. . 

We therefore, upon all grounds, conclude that the resolution 
be submitted to the States for their adoption or ratification 

Subjoined to this report, and made part thereof, will be f 
memorial of the National American Woman Suffrage Association 
Senate Document No. 519, Sixty-first Congress, second session 

{Senate Document No. 519, Sixty-first Congress, second s¢ 
To the Senate and House of Represcniatives in Congress a ml 

Your memorialists, representing the women of the United s 
desiring the right of suffrage and now being represented in n: 
convention, representing nearly every State in the Union, resp 
demand the recognition by Congress of the right to vote for 
women of the United States who possess equal qualifications wit 
in the matter of intelligence or other conditions imposed by the 
States upon the exercise of suffrage. 

We ask legislation which will provide that no citizen of the | 
States be denied or abridged the right of vote by the United 8S 
by any State on account of sex. 

We ask that an amendment be submitted to the fifteenth ; 
the Constitution of the United States, so that it shall read as { 
to wit: 

“ARTICLE XV. 

“SecTion 1. The right of citizens of the United States to vot 
not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any 
account of race, color, sex, or previous condition of servitude.” 

The reasons for our request are as follows: 

(1) The women of the United States are citizens of the 
States, entitled by nature to an equal right to enjoy the opp 


of life. 

2) They perform half the work of the United States. 
3) They bear all of the children of the United States. 
4) They educate these children. 
5) They inculcate in these children lessons of morality, of 
n 


( 
( 
of industry, of civic righteousness, and of civic duty. 

(6) They deserve to be honored by the children of the cou 
entitled to equal dignity and honor possessed by men. 

(7) They pay half of the taxes of the United States. 

(8) They possess half of the property of the United Stat 
least they are entitled to possess half of the property of the l: 
States by virtue of labor performed and duty well done. 

Their property and their right to liberty and to life are su 
law. The law controls the property rights of women and {| 
of women to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, and, th 
we demand the right to a voice in the election of Representa 
write these statutes and to execute them. 

We notify you that the injustice of the past, denying | 
obvious rights, will no longer be patiently endured. You can 
the presence of God and with a clean conscience, deny the 
the reasons we present justifying our demand. 

Answer these arguments, 

Answer these sound reasons with a good conscience, and 
compelled to yield to the righteous demand of the women of A: 

You well know, as students of history and as students of stat 
that the ballot is the right protective of every other right, and 
ing this, how will you deny women equal opportunity to « 
wages for equal labor? 

Will you suggest that good women will not vote and bad won 
vote? This most untrue and unkind suggestion has been emp! 
and finally answered by history, which demonstrates that t! 
percentage of women vote as men, and that the vote of und 
women is an utterly negligible quantity. That women are : 
regarded as bringing to suffrage a preponderance of evil, but t 
vote has brought to use of the State an important influen 
interest and well-being of children; new and stronger laws for t! 
tection and advancement of the interest of children; new and 
laws for the preservation of the public health; new and bet! 
for decency in administration and the beautifying of cities, a 
worthy candidates by all parties are offered where women vot 

We demand the right of suffrage because it is justified by 
natural right, because it can not be denied by conscientious, th 
studious men who desire to deal justly with all human being 
We desire these rights in order to raise in dignity and pov 
mothers of this Nation, and for the broader reasons that no 
ever rises higher than the motherhood of the nation, and the w 
of this Nation is not promoted by denying to the mothers 
Nation the elemental right of suffrage which is essential, not 
protect their own rights of life, liberty, property, and pu: 
happiness, but to protect their children, whom they have so loved, 
the treacherous pitfalls that line the pathway of life. 

Very obediently, yours, 
ANNA Howarp Srtaw, 
President-of National Amcrican Woman Suffrage As 
RACHEL FOSTER AVERY, 
First Vice Preside 
CATHERINE Waven McCuLLocn, 
Second Vice President 
Mary WARE DB5NNETT, 
Corresponding Secret 
ELLA SEASS STEWART, 
Recording Secre 
Harrier TaAyLor Upron, Treasure 
LAuRA CLAY, Auditor. 
ALICE STONE BLACKWELL, 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 
I present the following bill for re 


rn 


na 
na 


Audité 


Mr. TOWNSEND. 
and reference. 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the introduction of the bi 
go over for a day. 


Mr. STERLING. I present the following bill for a spe 


act. ; 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go over for a day on ob 
tion. There are on the Secretary's desk certain bills w! 


have been read the first time. 
ond time. 


They will now be read the 











The following bills were severally read the second time by 
tle and referred as indicated: 

By Mr MARTINE of New Jersey : 

A bill (S. 2498) to provide for the placing of the temporary 
employees of the Census Bureau on the permanent roll of the 

il service (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 

e Census. 

By Mr. CATRON: 

A bill (S. 2494) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon in the city of Clayton, 
he State of New Mexico 

Mr. JONES. That is the second reading? 

The VICE PRESIDENT It is the second reading. The 
bill will be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. CATRON: 

A pill (S. 2495) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia 
Chavez de Montano; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 2496) granting to the city and county of San Fran 
isco certain rights of way in, over, and through certain pub! 

nds. the Yosemite National Vark, and Stanislaus National 
Forest, and certain lands in the Yosemite National Park, Stanis 
us National Forest, and the public lands in the State of 
alifornia, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Public 





Lands, 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

\ bill (S. 2497) granting an increase of pension to W. IL. 
IIyatt; 

A bill (S. 2498) granting a pension to Helena A. Edic; and 

A bill CS. 2499) granting an increase of pension to John 
Wade: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWLFORD: 

A bill (S. 2500) to regulate the employment of agents, coun 
sel, and attorneys engaged to secure the passage or defeat of 
egislition by Congress; to prohibit persons and corporations 


interested in the passage or defeat of legislation and their | 


counsel, agents, and attorneys from attempting to influence 
Members of the Senate and House of Representatives other 
than by oral and written arguments and briefs submitted to 
regu.arly constituted committees; providing for a return of 
expenses incurred; and prescribing penalties f 

the provisions thereof; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The following bills were read twice by titi'e and referred as 


or the violation 


Mr. McLEAN: 

ili (S, 2501) granting an increase of pension to Abbie 
cer (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S, 2502) granting an increase of pension to James 
Henry Martineau: and 

A bill (S, 2508) granting a pension to Mary Butterfield; t 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (8S, 2504) to reimburse George Heiner, postmaster at 
Morgan, Utah, for loss of postage stamps; to the Committee on 
Claims 

A bill (S. 2505) to correct the military record of Joseph 
Forbes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

iy Mr. BRADLEY: 

A bill (S, 2506) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Bachus (with accompanying papers): and 

A bill (S. 2507) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
N. Lair (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 2508) granting a pension to William H. Tucker; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill €S, 2509) granting an ine 
Jones: and 


B. 


A bill (S. 2510) granting an increase of pension to Edgar T. | 


Limes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The following bills on the Secre 
tary’s table have been noted for intros 
the first time. 


tuction and will be read 


The Secretary. By Mr. Smoor, a bill (S. 2511) to provide | 
| 


for agricultural entries on coal lands in Alaska; 


A bill (S. 2512) to amend an act entitled “An act relative to | 


recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and to 
allew certain corporations to be accepted as surety thereon,” 
approved August 13, 1894; and 

A bill (8. 2513) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Cedar City, Utah. 

Tne VICE PRESIDENT. The bills will go over. 


CONGRESSIONAL R 


rease of pension to Moses N. | 


ECORD 


The Sre Any I Mi DRAI is } 
iW m PB. ila, ! 

i} VICK PRESIDEN | \ 

Che Secrerary. By \ i | ( 

i erstil mnmerce W j 

eree Com n to ‘ pov ‘ 

ince of tt K, th iss! ‘ idl 
{ l li tioh, ¢ ‘ 
wmomge an interstate conmmel Dus 
cerns engaged in any fe ( ! s 
other purposes as shall protect t mb 
md excessive bond issu 
object of effecting ) nad ti 
colinerce 

The VICE PRESIDENT, ‘1 | \ ) 

The SECRETARY. Ly Mr. CUMMINS _ ' 
the Attorney General to take \ e 
the United States from a dec tered by ( \ 
the United ‘States in and fer the Southern D 
in the suit of the United States against t nN 
Co. and others, and extend the time f y 

| for other purposes 

The VICK PRESIDENT | bill w y r 

The Secrerary. By Mr. New anps, a bill (S 17) 
for mediation, conciliation, and arbitrat oOuLro\ 
tween certain employers and their employees 

Mr. NEWLANDS. IL should like i ‘ s to 
that bill was not referred to the Committee on Inters 
merce at the last session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was not (>) on 
to the reference, and the bill is now being read fe 
time, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will it be in order w to re 
reference to the Committee on Interstate Co! ree 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It can not be referred 1 
it has been read the second time, and obje n b | 
to its second reading to-day 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Does that imply that it mus 
another day? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It lies that i ‘ 
another day for its second readi under the rule of 
ate, which requires that on jection a b hall | 
separate days. 

Mr. NEWLANDS May I as! t who e 
pliance with the rule was req 1 

The VICE PRESIDENT. fhe Chair f i 
Recorp that it was done at the si tion of ‘ 
Washington |[Mr. Jones]. 

Mr. NEWLANDS I understood that the obje 
Senator from Washington was only to \ 
tain statement be published in the I ) 

il b I did not understand that object 
reference of the hill to the Co nittee « 

Mr. JONES I simply desire to sugg 
Iam king that each of these bills sl ori) 
lar fori pre ceribed by the rule 

The VICE PRESIDENT. rhe b : 
{ ble Lil be rt ad by 

The SECRETAR By Mr. S81 oTH 
to the town of Nevadaville, Col tre t to] 
lands for the protection of water su 

The VICE PRESIDENT Phe bill vy ‘ 

Mr. MYERS. I introduce a joint re 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the joint re 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go« 

Mr. SMOOT. I offer a bill S 
Treasury to use at his discretion cet ! 

Treasury in the purchase or 1 ption of 
| bearing obligations of the United &S 
| Mr, JONES. I ask that the bill ove 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill w 
Mr. DILLINGHAM I desire to intre ) 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the joi I 
under the rule 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go 

Mr. McCUMBER. I introduce the W 1 I se 
desk. 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the bill may go over unde 

The VICE PRESIDENT rhe bill w ro ove 
rule. 

Mr. ASHURST. At the request of 
from Arizona |Mr. Smiru], who is nex 
Senate to-day, I introduce for him ) 
the accompanying papers, be referred | t 
| lie Lands. 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the bill may go over 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go over. 

Mr. THOMPSON, I introduce the bill which I send to the 
desk 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the bill go over for a day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will go over. 


1 


ponsibility I 
referred to the Committ 


Mr. ASHURST. 


bill, and ask that il 


introduce a 


‘ 
e on Publie 


Upon my 
hn be 


owh re 


lay 

Lands 
Mr. JONES. I ask that the bill shall go over under the rule. | 
The VICK PRESIDENT. It will go over. | 
Mr. NELSON. I introduce a hill for reading and reference. 
Mr. JONES. I ask that the bill may go over under the rule. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I introduce a bill for reading and ref- 


erence. 


Mr. JONES. I ask that the bill go over under the rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will go over. | 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, is morning business concluded? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business has not yet been 
announced as being concluded. Concurrent and other resoln- | 
tions are in order. 


AMENDMENT OF THI 


I desire to give notice o 


RULES. 
f 


Mr. THOMAS. f a proposed amend- 








ment to Rule V, section 2, as follows: 
at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate a question | 
shall be raised by any Senator to the preser of a quorum, the 
presiding officer shall forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll, 
or he may count those Senators who are present at the time such ques- | 
tion is raised without calling such roll and announce the result, and 
these proceedings shall be without debate. 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS OF LIQUORS (8S. DOC. NO. 103). 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, Isasked at the last ses- 


sion of the Senate for the printing of ex-President Taft’s veto 
message on the so-called Webb-Kenyon liquor bill, together with 
the opinion of the Attorney General in connection therewith 
‘The Senator from Washington [Mr. Jonrs]} at the time objected, 
but I think he did not understand that what I desired printed 
was the President’s message, which ought to have been printed 
in due course without any request. 

I renew my request for the printing of the message and the 
accompanying opinion of the Attorney General, and I hope the 
Senator from Washington will not object. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to say that as that is | 
a2 message from a President of the United States and should | 
have been printed at the time it was transmitted, but for seme | 





reason was not, I shall not ebject. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Utah [Mr. SurHEertanp]? The Chair hears 


none, and the order is made. 
GOOD ROADS, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. TI have a request from the president of 
the International Good Roads Association to have printed in the 
Recorp some short comments upon the subject of good roads, and 
I ask unanimous consent that they be inserted in the Recorp. 

Mr. JONES. I shall have to object to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

SUNDRY CIVII 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I desire to make a 
report of the conference committee on the part of the Senate 
on House bill 2441, being the sundry civil appropriation bill. 


This bill has been before 
day May. ‘There is only one difference between 
Houses, and that is practically whether or not 
5h members 11 members of the Board of Managers of the 
National Soldiers’ Homes. The bill it came to the Senate 
from the House of Representatives contained a provision that 
hereafter when vacancies occur in the board of managers such 
vacancies shall not be filled until the number of members of 
the board is reduced from 11 to 5. This provision in the House 
bill was a plain, simple piece of legislation, having no relation 
to any appropriation whatsoever. It was a plain change of the 
statute law of the country, reducing the number of the Board 
f The Senate 


the conference committee since the 9th 
the two 
there shall be 


of 


as 


of Managers of the Soldiers’ Homes from 11 to 5. 
did not approve of that piece of legislation in an appropriation 
bill and amended the bill by striking it out, thus leaving the 
government of the soldiers’ homes in the hands of 11 managers, 
as now provided by law. -That single difference has held up 
the sundry civil appropriation bill since the Sth of May. 


ie conferees appointed by the Senate have made every 
effort which could possibly be made te reach an agreement with 
the conferees of the House of Representatives. Although our 
efforis were unsuccessful, we have continued the conferences as 


eee ttttt CCL LLL LLL LL LLL 


far as reason will permit them to be continued. We are in- 
formed by the coufs s on the part of the other House that 
they will never accept the amendment made by the Senate. 


CONGRESSIONAL R 


| $116.000.000. now bad 


| the bill H. 
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They will not even consider any modification 
taken by the House in the original bill. 


So far as I am concerned, and, as I believe, so far as thx 


of 


the py 


conferees on the part of the Senate are concerned, we | 
thought, and we still think, that this legislation should 
have been embraced in an appropriation bill. We do not 


that the government of the soldiers’ homes will be improy 
reducing the number of the members of the board from 11 
I gravely doubt, Mr. President, whether or not the gover; 
of these homes by a board appointed as the board is now 
appointed is a wise method of government. I believe 

I perhaps ought not to affirm it, for my investigation has 


been exhaustive—I strongly incline to the opinion th 
government of the soldiers’ homes is not good and that 


modification might wisely be made; but when made, it 
be made by legislative enactment standing on its own 
and not by a provision injected into an appropriation b 


is a very bad state of affairs when Senators are confront: 
the alternative of accepting a piece of legislation which thy 
not approve of or an appropriation bill e 


lefeating 
ly needed for the conduct of the bu 
of the Government. 

I have received letters, Mr. President, from the War 1D 
nent and from the Treasury Department, stating that t! 
ernment is embarrassed for the want of the money carr 
this appropriation bill. The amount appropriated is 
available until the 1st of July, but about $14,000,000 int 
for river and harbor work was made available at once, ly 
there was immediate necessity for that money; and, 
manner, about $10,000,000 for public buildings was made : 
able at once for a like reason—it was needed immediately. 
departments of the Government have been embarrassed 
more than a month for the want of this money, and the | 
of those departments, as I have said, have been writing | 


| to me of the most urgent character, stating that the busines 


the Government has been impeded and embarrassed b< 
appropriations have not been made. 

Under these circumstances, Mr. President, we have not ! 
willing to take the responsibility of delaying this approm 
hill any longer. The conferees appointed by the Senate fe! 
it was incumbent upon them to present the matter to th 
sideration of the Senate, and I therefore offer this resoluti 

Resolred, That 
R 


If that resolution is adopted, the bill stands passed w 


the Senate recede from its amendment numbe1 
. 2441, 


further procedure. We have reached no agreement wit 
House conferees, and can reach none unless we do what 
resolution provides shall be done. Instead of agreeing 


ourselves the conferees preferred that the Senate take | 
sponsibility of dealing with this matter. We prefer tha 
Senate shall say whether we shall recede or whether we 
defeat this appropriation bill and embarrass the Governn 

insisting upon this amendment. 

As unfortunate as the situation is, Mr. President, my 
ment is that we had better recede. I do not think that \ 
afford to withhold these appropriations which are ure 
needed at this time and for which the departments of the ¢ 
ernment are appealing to the chairman of the Appropria 
Committee and the presiding officer of the Senate, asking 
there may be some immediate action in order that the Gov: 


ment may be relieved from embarrassment. We can not r 
this embarrassment, Mr. President. except by receding f 
amendment, and I think the differenee between a govel 
body of 5 and a governing body of 11 is too small a d 
to justify us in proceeding further in our efforts to ¢ 

think is right. I therefore submit the motion to the Sen 
order that the Senate may take the responsibility of dete: 


ing this matter. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia ! 


that the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2 
House bill 2441. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I fully realize the importa! 
of passing the sundry civil appropriation bill: but I trust t 
motion will not be adopted. It seems to me the House should 
recede. In the first place, this appropriation ')i!! s to \ 
by the House contains an amendment to substant The 


may be a strong argument why in a matter per! ing e) chy 

sively to an appropriation we should recede v} 

of the House, but the proposition presented to ' 
AN 


ent from that. There is a demand that we sheuld, at the d 


3 is vVé qu 


tion of the House, change the hw as it has exists i 
first enactment, and that, too, not on a bill presented to us 
the ordinary way, but as an amendment to an appreprintion ) 


So it is not for the Senate to recede in such case as (i 
for the House. 
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Again, if there is any one thing upon which the veterans of Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
the Civil War have insisted in the last few years it is the main- | a question, with his permission. 
tenance of the law as it is. They are becoming fewer in num- Mr. SMOO'T. Certainly 
per; they are disappearing like the leaves of autumn; many of Mr. LEWIS. Does this proposed elimination of mem! 
them find their homes in these soldiers’ homes throughout the eliminate the governor of the soldiers’ home at Danville, I 
country, and it is the earnest desire not merely of the oceu-| Mr. SMOOT. I can not tell, because the bill provides that as 


pants of those homes, but of their comrades outside, that there | vacancies occur they shall not be filled; and I really have not 
should be one member of the board of managers living near | here information that will enable me to tell the Senate 
each home. The old soldiers who live in these homes have | whether that would be one of the vacancies before the numb 
their wants; they have their complaints, and they desire ear- | is reduced to five or not. 
nestly the sympathy of a local member of the board who can Mr. MARTIN of Virginia Mr. President, I have a 
listen to them and who can know of their needs. So, Mr. | which shows the dates of expiration of the various terms 
President, I think the law should continue as it is. We owe it Mr. SMOOT. That will tell. 
to the occupants of these homes, and we owe it to the surviving Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. If it is desired, the Secretary can 
veterans of the Civil War. read that list. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I made the motion in the Com- Mr. SMOOT. I will ask that the Secretary read the list, and 
mittee on Appropriations to strike from the House bill the pro- | then the Senator can tell. 
vision under consideration. A majority of the committee voted The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the Sec 
that it be stricken out. In looking up the history of this mat- | tary will read as requested. 
ter I find that by the act of March 21, 1866, the membership of Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I should like to suggest that on 
the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled | page 260 of the Congressional Directory, which we all have 
Volunteer Soldiers was fixed at 12, namely, the President, the | our desks, there is a list of the branches of the National Hon 
Secretary of War, and the Chief Justice, together with 9 citi- | for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and their managers. It 
zens. The President, the Secretary of War, and the Chief Jus- | the foot of page 260. 
tice are ex officio members during their respective terms of Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the Secretary may read the list 
office, but they have never participated in any of the meetings The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as r 
of the board. quested. 

The act of March 2, 1887, provided that the number of elected The Secretary read as follows: 


members of the beard be increased to 10, and by a joint resolu- NATIONAL HOME FOR DISARLED VOLUNTE! OLD! 
tion of March 3, 1891, the number of elected members was in- Branches: Central, Dayton, Ohio; Northwestern, Milwaukee, W 
Southern, Hampton, Va.; Eastern, Togus, Me.; Western, Leavenworth 


creased to 11. 

Mr. President, a local manager, as he is called, comes generally 
from each State in which a branch home is located. The mem- 
bers of the board of managers are not paid a salary. All that | tne secretary of War, ex officiis, Washington, D. C.: Maj. James W 
the Government does for them is to pay their actual expenses | Wadsworth, president, 346 Broadway (New York Life Building), New 
in going to the board meetings or returning from the meetings | York, N. Y.—term expires 1916; Lieut, Franklin Murphy (holds ove 


} 


Kans.: Marion, Marion, Ind.; Pacific, Santa Monica, Cal.: Danvill 
Danville, Ill.: Mountain, Johnson City, Tenn.; Battle Mountain Sar 
tarium, Hlot Springs, S. Dak. 

Managers: The President of the United Stat the Chief Just 


. : a aa " sien. Mehta ea untjl successor is appointed). first vice president, Newark, N. J term 
and in attending to whatever duty they may have to perform | expired 1912; Col. Henry H. Markham, second’ vice president, Pasa 
within the State to which they are assigned. The provision | dena, Cal.—term expires 1916; John M. Holley, Esq., secretary, I 


Crosse, Wis term expires 1916; Maj. William Warner (hold l 
until successor is appointed), Kansas City, Mo.—term expired 1912 
Col. Edwin P. Hammond, La Fayette, Ind term expires 1914; Ger 


made in the House bill will involve more expense to the Govern- 
ment than the law as it now is. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— Joseph S. Smith, Bangor, Me.—term expires 1914; Lieut. Oscar M 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield Gotta nail (poiae over ante sueceenes is eee: Dayton Ohio 
. . - wal . erm expires 912; on 4 5 assey, Sevierville, enn erm explres 
to the Senator from Nebraska? 1914; Capt. Lucian S. Lambert, Galesburg, Ill.—-term expir 1914; 
Mr. SMOOT. I do Gen. P. H. Barry, Greeley, Nebr.—term expires 1916 
Mr. NORRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator if there | (eneral treasurer: Maj. Moses Harris ; 
Inspector general and chief surgeon: Col. James E. Mill 


is anything in the law constituting this board which provides | 
that there must be one member on the board from each State | 
which has a home within its borders? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; Mr. President, there is not anything of | W®S adopted: 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, at the last meeting of the board 
of managers, without a dissenting vote, the following resolution 


} 

: t : aa Resolved, That, in the opinion of the Board of Manage Nation 
that kind in the law. cae ; Some for Disabled Valuntees Goldiers. it would net be to the b 

Mr. NORRIS. ‘That is just a custom? interests of the members of the home to have the number of manage 

Mr. SMOOT. That is a custom. reduced. The board as now constituted gi to each of the bran 

- ss sae 4 of the home a representativ on the board Expericon how that 

Mr. NORRIS. How many soldiers’ homes are there, alto- | giving to each branch a local manager increases the efficiency of th 
gether? management and adds to the comfort of the members 

Mr. SMOOT. There are 10 or 11. I believe. Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 

Mr. NORRIS. And there are 11 members of the board of make a suggestion there? 
managers? Fhe VICK PRESIDEN’! Does the Senator from Utah yield 


to the Senator from Nebraska? 


Mr. SMOOT. Yes; the chairman of the board makes the Mr. SMOOT. I do. 


eleventh. 


Mr. NORRIS. Well, is it true that every member of the | cg ety colle he = gly ee ee eee 
board comes from a State in which there is a National Sol- | (26 "enator from Zilinois got that idea, F think, from the qi 
diers’ Home located? | tion he asked that each member of the board of manage ( 

: : |} from a State where there was a home located \ readit 

Mr. SMOOT. I so understand, Mr. President. | the list of the managers and of the hon hows f thet 

Mr. NORRIS. I have not looked it up, but I am satisfied the | jot true. Those two ‘propositions etal shen Mheiak ceibeuneiitis 
Senator is mistaken about that. | with eneh other. A member of nm: hho rd of imagers does 

Mr. SMOOT. That is as I understand it, Mr. President. | not necessarily have to come from a State within wh horde 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not believe that is the fact. there is a home located, as I suggested hile ago 

Mr. SMOOT. And it was so reported to the committee. Mr. SMOOT. Mr. FP: dent, | know that all the testimon 

Mr. NORRIS. Has the Senator at hand a list of the soldiers’ | which was taken before the committee was to the effect that the 
homes? reason why they had the local Juanager wa on account of 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I have not a list. decreasing the expense to the Government, as their traveli 


Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will permit me, I should like | expenses would not be so much trave 
to inquire of the Senator from Virginia whether he has a list | they would be if they had to travel out 
of the soldiers’ homes? | several States. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I think I have not a list of the | In that connection the part of the minutes that I have le 
soldiers’ homes, but I have a list of the governors of the sol- | contains this language: 
diers’ homes, giving their residences. Experience has shown that this number of memb is to 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not expect this matter to be brought to | Interest of the none, cing one eter tive on the ‘howd 
the attention of the Senate to-day or I should have brought the | jocat manager. ‘These local managers, while taking a lively interest in 


list with me. I have it in my office. If the Senator from Vir- | each of the 10 branches, give particular attention to their resp 


. . * : “{ . hus enab x tl f 1@ semiannual meetin of he boar 
ginia has a list of the home managers, and will read it, of | Pranches, thus enabling th ea een Oe SS ee : 
course we can tell whether there are any soldiers’ homes in | pome as tend to the comfort and happiness of the twenty-odd thousand 
other States than those where the managers live. of members 


Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator will find that that rule,| I have felt that the conferees on the part of the Senate should 
at least, is not universally applied. insist upon the amendment of the Senate. But from what the 
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embers of the conference committee on the part of the House 
ve stated to me I am positive that the statement made by 


I 
! 

the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] is correct, that rather 
than recede they intend that the bill shall fail. I do not want 
to be one that will cause that to happen, especially for the 
} on that the department has called attention to the urgent 
ie sity of the passage of this appropriation bill. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

ir. GALLINGER, I will ask the Senator whether it would 


legislation for the conference committee to report 
and let the two Houses act upon the item in con- 
trovers} than for the House conferees to communicate 
to an individual Senator what they propose to do? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, only this morning the Senator 
from Virginia was speaking to me in relation to the question of 
reporting it in this way, and he decided it was best to bring it 
directly to the Senate rather than to have a disagreement and 
report a disagreement. The result, of course, would be the 
Fame, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have not examined the matter, but it 
occurs to me that this is a proposal to amend a bill that is in 
the hands of the conference committee. We have not juris- 
diction of that bill at the present time, and, under the rule, I 
do not think we can take the action that is contemplated. 


net be better 


n disagre 


ynent 
rather 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I am sure the 
slightest examination on the part of the Senator from New 


Hampshire would satisfy him that he is mistaken about that. 
It has been done many, many times. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator point out an instance? 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It has been done many times. The 
papers are in the possession of the Senate. They are on my 
desk. When the Senate recedes from this amendment the bfll 
becomes a law, if the President signs it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the Senator from Virginia the cus- 
tody of the papers in his individual capacity or as a member of 
the committee of conference? 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I have them as the chairman 
of the conference committee. They are in the custody of the 
Senate, in a sense. They are in the custody of the Senate’s 
committee now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Are they not equally in the custody of 
the committee on the part of the House of Representatives? 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. That I consider entirely imma- 
terial. I dislike to take the time of the Senate, but there are 
many, many precedents justifying this course. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will not ask the Senator 
to take the time of the Senate to read the precedents. I pre- 
sume there are precedents on both sides, as usual. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I have them right before me. I 
do not think there can be found a precedent that raises a doubt 
about the validity of the action which I propose. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems to me that when a bill is sent 
to a conference committee it is in the custody of that committee, 
and that it is not competent for an individual member of the 
committee to bring the papers before either body and ask that 
the body shall recede from any action it has taken. If the 
precedents are all the other way, then I feel very much like 
Speaker Reed felt when he ruled a Member of the House out 
of order, and the Member next day called his attention to the 
fact that according to Reed’s Rules the Member was in order; 
and the Speaker said: “ Well, the book is wrong.” I am still 
of opinion that when a bill is in the custedy of a conference 
committee it is not competent for an individual member of that 
committee to bring it before the body with a view of amend- 
ing it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President——- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator whether the pro- 
vision of the bill under dispute involves any change in existing 
law? 

Mr. SMOOT. It does involve a change in existing law. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. As such I believe it is subject to objec- 
tion under the rules of both Houses. 

Mr. SMOOT. No; it is not subject to an objection here, 
because the Senate has stricken out the provision of the House. 
It was subject to a point of order in the House, but the point 
was not made there. The Senate struck out the provision 
inserted by the House in the appropriation bill, and left the 
appropriation bill without the proposed amendment to the 
present law. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 


And left the existing law as it is? 
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Mr. SMOOT. And left the existing law as it is. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah vield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield. 

Mr. LEWIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Utah 
he now understands, in view of the observations of the Sent, 
from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], that if the modification sucvestec 
by the House shall obtain that would eliminate the officers 
in command or control at Danville, Ill.; or could it, in 
ordinary operation, produce that effect? 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not follow the time of expiration of the 
terms by States; but if the Senator will turn to page 260 of 
Congressional Directory, he will find there the date of ;| 
expiration of that officer’s term; and if the expiration of }j 
term comes before the reduction, as they stand to-day, of (1) 
11 members to 5, then, of course, he would be affected. © 
the other hand, if it does not, he would not be. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah 
ther yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wish to inquire of the Senator from 1 
in relation to the answer he has just given to the Senator fro; 
Illinois, whether it is not true that each one of these soldiers’ 
homes has a governor outside and distinctly independent of 1! 
board of managers? 

Mr. SMOOT. Each one of them has a local manager. 

Mr. NORRIS. He is called the governor, is he not? 

Mr. SMOOT. And the local maneger is a member of 
3oard of Managers of the National Home. That is the off 
I have been discussing. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator certainly is mistaken about {! 

I thought his mind was cleared on that point when he rr 
from the record that the State in which the home was lo 
did not necessarily have to have a member of the board of n 
agers. Besides the board of managers, as I understand d 
I should like to be corrected if I am wrong—there is a | 
governor of the home. Referring particularly to the hon 
Danville, Ill., there is a governor of that home, and he is | 
a member of the Board of Managers of the National Home 
we should take them all away, it would not affect the part 
officer about whom the Senator from Illinois has inquir 
the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I understand that the gov 
to whom the Senator refers is not involved in this proposi| 
He may be the governor, but I am speaking now of the 
manager; and all the local managers, 10 in number, are 
members of the Board of Managers of the National Home 

Mr. NORRIS. No; the Senator is mistaken about that 

Mr. SMOOT,. I have here the minutes of the meeting, : 
also a statement made by one of the managers of the ho 
and it 

Mr. BURTON. If the Senator will permit me, each sold 
home has a superintendent. 

Mr. SMOOT. He is designated the governor. 

Mr. BURTON. Or governor; I do not know by what 
he is called. 

Mr. SMOOT. 





I may be mistaken in his exact designatio! 


Mr. NORRIS. He is not a member of the board of mana s 
Mr. SMOOT. No; and he is not involved in this ques! 
at all. 


Mr. NORRIS. The man at Danville now is not at all in 
in this proposition. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yi 
to the Senator from California? 

Mr. SMOOT. Let me ask the Senator from Illinois a questi 
Is there a member of the Board of Managers of the Nat 
Home from Illinois? 

Mr. LEWIS. I would rather yield to my colleague, who 
more familiar with the details of the matter than lam. I « 
not answer that question. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a member of the board of man- 
agers from Illinois at the Danville home. There are several 


gentlemen scattered about over the country who are members 
of that board. It has been my pleasure to transact business 
not only with that board of managers, but with nearly ever) 
one in the United States within the last four or five years. 
There is uniformly a board of managers, if the Senator from 
Utah will permit me, that is local te each one of these branches 
of the home, located at different points in the United States 
Out on the coast, in California, there is one. There is one i 


Wisconsin, at Milwaukee, or in the vicinity; and there are 











1913. 





others at different points. These managers are merely a local 
honrd; and they have under them, acting as the executive officer 
of the home, a governor or superintendent of that home in each 
place where one is situated. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator from 
Illinois, I will state that I notice in the record that Capt. 
Lucian S. Lambert, of Galesburg, I11., is a member of the Board 
of Managers of the National Home. Therefore he is involved 
in this question. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will permit me, I beg to dis- 
agree with him. The Senator from Illinois inquired about the 
governor at Danville, Ill., and when I interrupted the Senator 
awhile ago I wanted to call attention to the fact that the 


eovernor or superintendent, or whatever the ofiicial title may be, | 


at Danville, Il., is in no way involved in the question now 
before the Senate. Capt. Lucian S. Lambert, of Galesburg, I1., 
is a member of the Board of Managers of the National Home, and 
he has just as much authority in regard to the home in Cali- 
fornia as the home in Illinois. He does not live at Danville, 
and he has no control over that home except as a member of the 
board of managers, that board having control over all the homes. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from California? 

Mr. SMOOT. In just a minute. I will then gladly yield to 
the Senator. 

The Senator from Nebraska is wrong, because the fact is tha 
Mr. Lucian S. Lambert is not only a member of the Board of 
Managers of the National Home but he is the local manager, 
and it is his particular work to look after the interests of the 
home in Illinois. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Utah now 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WORKS. ‘The Senator from Utah is mistaken. There 
is no such thing as a local manager. The managers may be 
appointed from anywhere, as I understand the law, and they 
may be assigned to any one of the homes thought desirable 
Therefore it is not at all proper to say that they are local 
managers. Each home has a governor, who is local to that 
particular soldiers’ home, but it is not so with respect to the 
managers at all. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, all I am doing is to give the his- 
tory exactly as it has been given to me. The Board of Man- 
agers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
consists of 11 members. There is 1 of those 11 who is presi- 
dent of the board, and the other 10, by the action of the 
board, are designated to certain homes. The home in Illinois 
is presided over, as far as the board of managers are con- 
cerned, locally by the member designated by the board of man- 
agers of the national home as the local manager. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
there? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is Capt. Lucian S. Lambert, is it not? 

Mr. SMOOT. That is right. 

Mr. NORRIS. He lives at Galesburg, does he not? 

Mr. SMOOT. He does. 

Mr. NORRIS. The home is located at Danville. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is true. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does he draw a salary? 

Mr. SMOOT. He does not. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does the Senator wish the Senate to under- 
stand that the gentleman who has charge of the home at Dan- 
ville, Ill, manages it and performs all the duty without a 
salary? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not. There is a governor or superin- 
tendent who gives his personal attention to the detail work 
of the home, but the Board of Managers of the National Home 
designated Capt. Lambert as the local manager representing 
that board, and that is what he does. 

Mr. NORRIS. They might send him there. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is not a question of sending him there. He 
is designated. 

Mr. NORRIS. What does his designation mean? 

Mr. SMOOT. His designation means that he shall look after 
the interests of the home as the representative of the board of 
managers. 

Mr. NORRIS. What authority has he? Has he any other 
authority except that which the board give him? And have 
they not the same right to give him the same authority over 
any other home in the country if they want to do so? 

Mr. SMOOT. Nobody has stated that they could not assign 


him to any other home. The only authority he has he gets from | 


the board of managers itself. 
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Mr. NORRIS. T ask the Senator which one of the board of 
managers runs the home in Virginia? Will the Senator give 
me that information? And while he is getting that. it m ! 
that he can give me the name of the man who runs the 
diers’ home in South Dakota; and while he is looking for 
South Dakota he might think aNout Kansas, too. and tell us 
who is running the Kansas institution 
Mr. SMOOT. I do not know what the Senator mi : as to 
running—whether he means the superintendent 
Mr. NORRIS. I understood the Senator to say that or 


member of the home is designated to take exclusive charge of 
one home. 

Mr. SMOOT. T did not say that he had charge: I said that 
he would look after the interests of the home. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator did not use that 1 ‘ 

I have used language of the same import; and if he does not 
mind I wish he would tell us now what he does mean. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know that it is necessary to repeat: 
but I will say that there isa Board of Managers of the National 
Hiome consisting of 11, and that those 11 members designate 
one of the board to supervise, as it were, a particular home 
and his special work as a member of the board of manage 
is to look after the interests of the home to which he is des 
nated. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator tell us which one supervises 
and looks after the home in Virginia and the one in Kansas 
and the one in South Dakota? 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not the list. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has the list in his hand right 
there; his fingers are on it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say that I can give it from the Congres 
sional Directory quicker than to hunt anyone out. Lieut. 
Franklin Murphy would look after the home in New Jersey; 
I do not mean as superintendent, but he is designated by the 
board of managers as local manager. 

Mr. GALLINGER. To visit it. 

Mr, SMOOT. If there is no home in New Jer ey, he is desig 
nated to some other State that has one. 

Mr. NORRIS. I asked the Senator a particular question in 
regard to three separate homes. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then in Kansas City, Mo., there is a home, 
and William Warner is designated as local manager of it 

Mr. NORRIS. I did not ask the Senator about that 

Mr. SMOOT. He is the local manager representing the board 
of managers at that home. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The Senator from Utah will have to guess 
again. There is no home at Kansas City, Mo. 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not mean at Kansas City. I meant the 
home in Kansas. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Kansas City, Mo., is in Missouri, and there 
is no home in Missouri that I know of 

Mr. SMOOT. Is there not one in Leavenworth? 


Mr. BRISTOW. In Leavenworth, Kans., and Leavenworth, 
Kans., is a different city from Kansas City, Mo 
Mr. NORRIS. I ask the Senator who is designated by the 


board to look after the home in Kansas. I should like to ha 
him give the name. 

Mr. SMOOT. I understand, of course 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah is kill 
ing a great deal of very valuable time. There is no such thing 
as a Federal soldiers’ home in Missouri. There are two State 
soldiers’ homes. 

Mr. SMOOT. TI have not yet said that the members of 
sjoard of Managers of the National Home are appointed to the 


home of the State that they live in, but they are appointed to 
represent some particular State. There is no doubt about if 
Mr. WORKS. I should like to sk the Senator from Utah 
if there is any such officer as nerintendent of the soldiers’ 
home. 
Mr. SMOOT. I think he is designated governor. 


Mr. WORKS. Of course. 
Mr. ROOT. May I make a suggestion 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Dves the § from Utal 1 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. ROOT. I think this board of managers is practically a 
legislative body for the soldiers’s home in its various brat 
and one member is made practically a subcommittee of the 
board to look after the affairs of the home which happens to be 
most convenient to his residence. It may be in the same Stat 
where he lives or in a neighboring State. Each home | 4 
management complete, its governor, its executive for and the 


supervising body of all is the board of management, who may 
appoint subcommittees. 
Mr. WORKS rose. 
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Mr. ROOT, Let me say one word further while I am up. I 
think the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] is right, and I 
hope his motion will prevail, for from some knowledge gained 
officially years ago of the working of this system and from 
what | understand to be the opinion of Mr. Wadsworth, the 
president of the board, I think we would have better adminis- 
tration with a board of than with a board of 11. Better 
administration, after all, is what we want to accomplish, and 
that, after all, is what is for the benefit of the great body of old 
veterans who are in these homes; and because I think that would 
be the result I am in favor of the motion of the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course I do not believe that the result would 
be the better management of the homes, but, as I said before, 
rather than see the great civil sundry appropriation bill fail 
I shall vote for the motion of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, as ! understand it, the 
question involved here is a change in existing law by means of 
un appropriation bill, a practice which is denounced by the rules 
of both Houses. The last House determined to relax that rule 
and to carry through matters of general legislation upon ap- 
propriation bills, and insisted upon such legislation, notwith- 


o 


standing the protest of the Senate; and this practice is re- 
peated at this session in the reenactment of the sundry civil 


bill, which was vetoed at the last session. 

I think the practice of general legislation upon an appropria- 
tion bill is bad, and that is the judgment of both the Senate 
und the House, as expressed by their rules. We had a realiza- 
tion of the evil of this practice during the last Congress when, 
without consulting the proper committees, without debate in- 
volving the special subject, the House sought, through the action 
of an Appropriation Committee, to put upon the bills legisla- 
tion of a general character and of the highest importance; and 
there was hardly a case where this legislation was not, in my 
judgment, ill-considered and prejudicial. 

I recall that one amendment was offered which would have 
demoralized the entire civil service of the District of Columbia, 
practically bringing to a termination the official lives of all the 
clerks employed in the District of Columbia at the end of five 
years and submitting them to all the uncertainties and harass- 
ments incident to temporary employment, and also subjecting 
the Government, in my judgment, to the inconvenience of an ill- 
trained body of public servants. Fortunately that amendment 
was beaten finally by the veto of the President, if my memory 
serves me right. 

Another amendment provided for the absolute abolition of 
competition in architecture under the noted Tarsney Act, a bill 
introduced by a Democrat and put through by a Democratic 
Congress, an act which has been of the highest service to the 
country, insuring the enlistment of the highest artistic and 
architectural capacity in the service of the Nation through a 
competitive test. That amendment was forced through against 
the protest of the Senate, without the consideration of the 
proper committees either in the Senate or the House, and by 
mere tenacity of purpose and resoluteness of will upon the part 
of the House managers. 

And now to-day we have another change in existing law about 
to be forced upon us by the House. One would think that when 
the Senate managers object to such a change and insist upon 
its being made through the usual forms of law the House, 
obedient to its own rules and to the established procedure of 
legislative bodies, would recede from its indefensible position. 
But we are told by the managers upon the part of the Senate 
that the House insists, and that the bill will fail unless the 
Senate yields to this departure from well-established legis- 
lative procedure. We are called upon to consent to revolution 
in our legislative methods, and we are not only called upon to 
consent but we are forced to consent. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. With the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, although it is not at all conclusive of the 
question, I think it is just to say that the House conferees rest 
their position largely on the fact that this provision was agreed 
to by both Houses of Congress at the last session. They con- 
tend that the two Houses reached an agreement; that not only 
the conference committee agreed to it but that the House 
adopted the report of the conference committee. They feel that 
they ought not to be required to change now. I say that not 
because I think it is conclusive, for the matter is still open; 
it is not the law, but it is for the two Houses to determine 
whether it shall be the law. 

I felt in justice to the situation presented that I should state 
to the Senate that the House conferees rested largely on the 
fact that the two Houses once agreed to the provision which 
they now insist upon. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. My answer is, Mr. President, if the two 
Houses agreed it was because the House persisted to the end in 
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revolutionary methods. There must be an end to patience. 
my judgment, and the Senate should stand not only for its o 
dignity, but for the verity and the correctness of legisla) 
procedure. . 

Mr. President, where will this end? If the Senate yields o 
and yields twice and yields thrice and always yields we y 
have a revolutionary body in the House composed of the Ajj 
priation Committee, which with the consent of that body \ 
do the legislation for every committee in both bodies, which y 
initiate general legislation upon appropriation bills, which 
initiate changes in existing law and carry them through 
House, and then by fixity of purpose and pertinacity force {} 
will through the Senate. 

I believe this practice is a vicious one, and I believe 
time for the Senate to take a stand. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to pass to a matter persona 
myself and to make a personal statement regarding the posit 
which I took in a speech on the 16th of May last regarding 
sugar and the wool schedules of the tariff. 


[The further remarks of Mr. NewLanps, with insertions 
appendices, are printed in the Appendix. ] 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, possibly the effect of 
amendment made to the existing method of management 
apprehended. The present method of managing the | 
maintained by the Government is through a superintende 
commandant. He is the executive officer representing the ly 
of managers at that particular home. He exercises all of 
executive and managerial power that is vested in any pu 
officer, as a matter of fact. Whatever the legal theory m 
under which he is appointed or exercises the power ot 
office he is the actual executive on the ground administ: 
the affairs of that particular institution. He is appointed 
the first instance nominally and in many instances really by 
board of managers, 

The board of managers consists of 11 men, appointed 
various parts of the country, together with the ex officio 1 
bers of the board of managers, the President of the United 
States, the Chief Justice, and the Secretary of War. ©! 

11 members appointed, outside of those designated, ther 
3 of them whose terms expired in 1912. These, I think, y 
out exception, hold over. No reappointments have been m 
so far as I can find. Four of them have terms expiring 
1914 and four of them in 1916. 

The provision of the House proposing the reduction of 
actual membership of the board from 11 to 5 does not pro 
either economy or efficiency. It doez not produce economy 
cause the reduction of the board from 11 to 5 does not dis) 
with the performance of any duty. It does not reduce tlie « 
pensation paid by a single dollar. 

These homes range territorially from California to M: 
from South Dakota, I believe, to Virginia. In the Mississ 
Valley they run from Leavenworth, Kans., to Marion 
Those 11 men, as a matter of fact, do not exercise manic 
or executive power in the management of these instiiu 
They exercise technically supervisory power. Their pro) 
legal function, Mr. President, their actual power, is more t! 
of a visitorial committee. However it may be regarded |! 
the real point of view as to whether this is a charity or 
not only the theory of the law but the idea on which 2)» 
priations are made and expended is that this is a government 
charity. 

I have not thought that in legislation that was a proper 
to designate it. I have always felt in justice to those receivi 
relief that some explanation should be made. It is more pr 
erly the payment of a preexisting debt, but in the classification 
by the acts of Congress those institutions are regarded as grea! 
public charities. Eleven of them are maintained by the G 
ernment under appropriations. 

If these be taken in their legal signification as public chati- 
ties, Mr. President, the board of managers actually exercise | 
power save that of visitation. The visitorial powers of | 
11 men are for the purpose of keeping the charity within t 

{ 


purposes of the founder. The founder in this instance is 
Government. The object of this visitation is to keep not ons 
the expenditures within bounds for the purposes for which t! 
appropriation is made, but to keep the executive or manager 
officer at the head of the institution in the constant and faithf 
discharge of his duties in order that the purposes of the found: 
of the charity may be effectually accomplished. 

There will be no economy in the exercise of the reducti 
proposed by the House, because reducing the number to ! 
will not reduce the duties to be performed. The five men re 
maining, when they shall have accomplished its purpose, must 
cover the territory and perform the supervisory and visitori:! 
powers from California to Maine and from the Dakotas to \!! 















“inia. It will not reduce their expenses because no salary is | 


naid. It is purely a labor in which the duty done is the sole 


compensation for the person performing it. 


When the expenses of the visitorial committee 
what this is, as a matter of fact—lhave been 


and that is 


discharged, the 


le purpose of their creation is ended. All they have is their 
traveling expenses. Beyond that there is not a dollar from the 
Government when the visitation is performed by the five men, 
When tha 
een fully performed by the five men, their expenses in trav- 


the number which this reduction proposes. 


ersing the territory covered by the homes and 
rmance of their duty will equal now the expens 

very little difference, if any, of the 11 men now 

the act of Congress. The governors of the 


in the 
‘s, wit 
provid 


homes ar 


t has 


» per 
h but 
ed by 
‘e ap 


nointed by the board of managers. Ordinarily if any sugges- 
tion is made by the Chief Executive, who is responsible not 


only for the proper appropriation but for the administration of | 


the funds, it is heeded. It is very similar to the appointment 
when the 
cerial officer is appointed he only executes the general policy 
in the outline given him by the appointing power. In 
instance, however, the commandant or superintendent ¢ 
eround is the responsible officer administering the affairs of 
the institution, expending the money, as a matter of fact. 
his direction the bills are verified and audited 
of the inmates is had pursuant to the appropriation. The 
seldom goes back of the recommendation of the managing oflicer. 

Now, there will be no economy, because the 5 


of like boards inside the State governments; 


form the duties of 11. 
Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 


yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 


Mr. WORKS. Tf desire to ask the Senator 
whether the board of managers has headquarters anywhere? 


Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know. I never 
locate them when I wished to reach them. 


have 


men 


and the 


from Il 


been : 


Mr. WORKS. Is it not a fact that they sometimes 


together and have a meeting of some sort? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; I think they do; 


where. 


but 


Mr. WORKS. Then, I suppose 11 of them 


travel to that meeting, wherever, it might be 


would 
held. 


I do not 


mana- 


every 
nm the 


Under 
> care 
be ard 


must per- 


linois 
ible to 
gather 


] now 


have to 
And 


the Senator not think it would cost a little more for 11 of them 
than for 5 to travel to headquarters to hold their meetings? 
Mr. SHERMAN. It would cost about 2 cents : 


Mr. WORKS. I am quite sure that the member of the board 
‘rom California goes to New York once in a while to meet with 


the board ef managers. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 


Mr. WORKS. And I know by experience that 
and 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does under existing conditions. 
reply further to the suggestion of the Senator from California, 
which is a practical and sensible one, that when the number of 
managers is reduced to five all of them woul!d not be in or near 
New York City or the State of New York, but one is just as apt 
to be in California and another in Washington as to be adjacent 


thing to travel from California to New York 


to or within a day’s travel of the branch homes. 


So far as mileage may be involved in the supposed economy, 
with the reduction of the number of the board of managers to 
five, as much travel will be necessary for one man, if he chances 
to live in Oregon or California, to attend the meetings of 


mile. 


it costs some 


return. 


Let 


board in St. Louis or New York as is the case now, althougl 
there might be less travel by 5 men than by 11. Whe 


meetings of the board of managers may 


residence and further where it will hold 
organized. 


I think universal experience argues against the proposition 
that efficiency is promoted by consolidating or by reducing 
the number of such a body. If there was anything in the 
argument that efficiency would thereby be promoted I would 
gladly vote for the proposed change. The question of efficiency, 
however, when the number is reduced from 11 to 5 could not be 
established by any known process of reasoning. 
agements consolidated increase efficiency. This is not what 
proposed in this amendment, however. Eleven men now exer- 
cise supervision over 10 institutions. Five men under the pro- 
posed change will be required to cover the same institutions, | 
which are seattered in various parts ef the country. 
men must exercise the visitorial powers now exercised by 11. 


hereafter 
would determine the question whether the mileage would be | 
greater or less under the change than under the existing plan. 
I do not think anybody can successfully say that there will be 
economy in the traveling expenses of the board unless he knows 
where the board as hereafter constituted will have its place of 


its meetings 


Diverse man- | 


be 


re the 
held | 


Those 5 


does 


the | 


when 


is 


In every 


capable of computation in money, 
In some far-distant 
be philanthropists and will worl 


as it is we have got 


select 


five men for 


lic charities having 
actual administration of 


and their membership red 
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supplement them by auxi yl 
isitorial duties which a 
ber, has n found it 
time they can afford to e \ 
formance of that duty 
I do not know of an 
supervision of a State charity | 
ber of nto a sn i 
pensat . whe ef 
been compelled to be perf 
board, either local 
functions formerly | 
There is n il itatio 
of the country th Ll m ) 
may be l ed, but, if 1 ni 
least are pI ed fy » NS 
has loeats branch lhe > 
which no home is locate dl 
souri, is appointed for and 
ber of the bo: 1 for the lhe 
a short distance f1 his 
most effective super, nh can 
not find it necessary to tr 
to reach the institution of 
| Within a day’s travel Li h 
give better service than ‘ 
continent. Prudence as we 
institution would dictate 
| should live near by 
Mr. President, it seems to | 
if the board should be 1 
will be produced. I h 
matters, for I do not ex] 
to be consulted concerning 
four or five years; nil reel 
no purpose in view other than 
10 branch homes in which re 
urviving veterans i he ¢ 
receive re in th wa 
Fo! over four years \W 
| executive way with if 
more than 20.000 of the unfo1 
care, With 2,600 employees « 
over $5,000,000 annually fol 
| sessed executive and manag 
tions; but with the added bul 
concentrated and ext yy 
given the ‘rintendent ot 
institution, we found 1d 
visitorial powers that were li 
once every 30 days for the 
execution of the purpose of 
boards of visitation that would 
tion in order more thoroughly 
law. Some of such b ds W 
trict, and some of them Stat 
powers could not in the nat 
a body of five men s¢ g wilt 
Ll do not say that erybody 
There are Members of the 
utterly inadequate or with ne 
ices beyond price, and whose 


age we sh 


to take hi 


members of the 


quire them to cover an 


asking 
but their traveling expenses, y 

and you will not have the chat 
as well cared for as you will if 


sarily perform the service in a more sub 
The burden will not be as heavy 
It is not a question of economy 


ciency 
ciency 


The reduction of the number 
Efficiency would be conserved b 
earries in the 


I understand it 
the maintenance of the homes. 


Mr. STERLING 
VICE 


The 


them to give up 


Mr 
PRESIDENT. 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 


arena 
their 


President 





een 
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Mr. 

Mr. 
purpose of asking a question or questioning what he has said, 
only I understood the Senator to say that he did not know that 
the section of the country from which the managers are ap- 
pointed was in any way limited or restricted. 


S 


, 


HERMAN. 
STERLING. 


Certainly. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


SHERMAN, 
STERLING, 


Yes, sir. 
I simply call the attention of the Senator 


and of the Senate to the provision found in the act approved 


March ISS7T. By this act 


creased from 9 to 10, and there is a provision in the act that— 


(Oy of whom shall be of the 


west 
Rocky Mountains. 


a resident of a State or Territory 


That is the only limitation which I have found. There is a 
subsequent act, which reads 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I inquire, for information, to what 
institution that refers? 

Mr. STERLING It refers to the soldiers’ home in Cali- 
fornia. The section provides for the appointment of an addi- 
tional manager—William Blanding, of San Francisco, Cal.—and 


then provides, in general terms, that one of the board shall be 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
more on this subject. 


method 


There has been crilicism of this 
amending a law that not concerned in the bill 
which seeks to amend it save as it provides money for the pur- 
pose of carrying out the provisions of that law. 
right way to amend a law is by a bill that does so in express 
terms and not in an indirect and evasive way. It has not been 
inany weeks since I heard criticisms on the side of this Chamber 
where I belong for the present in regard to the method of 
amending a general law by riders in an appropriation bill. 
Those criticisms appealed to me; they always have. I think 
the courageous, the honest, way to legislate is by your bii! to go 
directly to the point to be reached. This is a method of mone- 
tary It is said to us in substance, “ We do not care 
what your views may be or what you may think of the merits 
of the law as it now is, but if you do not concur with us in 
amending the law we will deprive you of the money which 
maintains the institutions affected; agree with us or we will 
iuke away the means whereby these institutions may be main- 
tnined.” 

In the stress of political emergency, in the warfare in which 
everything is supposed to be fair, where even the Constitution 


some 


of is 


orey 
mit 


eoercion, 


is not permitted to stand “ between friends,” I can understand 
that any means are regarded as justifiable that will reduce 


the enemy to a state of insensibilty or inaction, but I can not 
understand why this method of monetary strangulation should 
be adopted here in connection with a great public charity main- 
tained by the Government for those who saved it in its hour 
of peril. 

It may not be material; I do not know. Perhaps these homes 
may be just as well administered under 5 as under 11 mana- 
but if you want to amend the law, amend it directly 
and co not undertake to amend it by this indirect method of 
cutting off the means of subsistence. That may not be done; 
one House or the other may recede; that is true; but suppose 
that does not happen. If the two coordinate branches do not 
agree, What is the necessary effect? I prefer to measure things 


gers; 


by their necessary effect. The effect of this would be, if the | 
Senate adheres to its amendment and the House adheres to 
the provision it wrote in the bill, which amends the general 


law governing this charity, that there con'd be nothing what- | 


ever but a legislative deadlock and the failure of the bill. 
the motive that lies back of the legislative mind, the propo- 
sition of the men who wrote that into the bill, in effect, 
“Agree with us or we will kill your charity by withholding the 
money for its maintenance.” If you will bring up the question 
of amending the act by which these great institutions were 
founded by the Government and present clearly the question 
of whether a reduction shall be had in the number of the board 
of managers from 11 to 5, then we can meet it on a different 
ground. 

i do not care to wander very far afield here. 
that under the present rules of the Senate I can read anything, 
Mr. President, from a Talmud to the last Democratic platform. 
if I so desire. I may never have an opportunity to do so, 
because I understand there is on the calendar a proposed 
amendment to one of our rules that will prevent these pleasing 
excursions far afield, and that hereafter we will have to stick 
to the text, and, like a good minister in a country congregation, 
when we wander from it we shall do so at the peril of losing 
a congregation or of receiving the censure of the Senate for 
departing from the rules. 

In reference to the matter which we are called on to decide, 


So 


is, 


it occurs to me, Mr. President, that we ought to stick to the law ‘ erty and some announced political interest is situated 


the number of managers was in- | 
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I hardly ask the Senator to yield for the | expenses are the sole charge on the Government Treasury. 


2 resident of a State or Territory west of the Rocky Mountains. | gentleman on the list 


| 
Mr. President, I do not care to say much | 





as it now is. These 11 men serve without pay. Their traveling 


do not know what their traveling expenses are. I know if tix 
audit the traveling expenses of the Federal officers as the 
audit my expenses, no official can put anything in his acc 
that ought not to be there. I know we pay our own porte! 
I know we pay our own waiters; I know the Govern 
reduces us down to the skeleton and the running gear «| 
traveling man’s expenses. I do not know what the Gove 

does in this case, but I apprehend that there is nothing j 
way of fancy frills when you come to charge up your ex) 


account. 
If that is so, what does this amount to? A few th 
dollars at best. If a report could be had of the traveli: 


penses of the members of the board for the last year, it \ 
be very trivial. The time consumed by my genial friend 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEw LaNps], and others here 
afternoon, if we could put it on a cash basis of what 
ability and genius is worth, would far exceed in value the 
ance for the traveling expenses for an entire year of the: 
tlemen who are to be deprived of their offices. There 
from my State, I believe—Dr. | 

I can say with entire confidence, Mr. President, regardii 
Selves now as in executive session, and not to be repeat: 


| the profane ear of the general public, that he has not, | b 


| affinity, to put it in as mild terms as I possibly can. 


| 


| other; and in 





I understand | 


been affiliated with the element of my party with which | 


Generally the | had the fortune or misfortune to be identified for man) 


in that State. He and I likely have no particular po 


I 
acting here solely to try to prolong his official existence. ‘| 
is not a trace of selfishness in this. I approach the con 
tion of the matter in a judicial aspect, as far as is }) 
in this body. I am quite sure that with him on the bo: 
a member, performing visitorial functions, there will be : 
cient, full discharge of that duty. He is a competent n 
stands well in his profession. He never fails in his duty. 

The same thing may be said of the member of the board 
Missouri, who, I understand, performs official duties at | 
worth, Kans. These 11 men, whatever they may perform 
way of actual duty, get nothing under the sun but the : 
of their own consciences. 

There is another thing: The more numerous you have 
mittee charged with the powers of visitation, where tli 
men of the proper kind, the more thoroughly the duty of 
tion will be performed. The object of a visitation from the 
when the law was laid down by the Crown lawyers in the! 
country, when the right of visitation was retained |}: 
founder of a private charity or by the Crown in a pub! 
ity, was to hold those who discharged their duty and ex 
the money strictly within the line of the charity and to 
the beneficiaries of the charity received full measure 


| money expended. 


If there is efficiency in reducing the number of nous 
members of a visitorial committee, then reduce the me! 
to one. One man can do the work as well as 11: 1 


do it as well as 5; and if there is merit in this idea of ¢ 


me 


dation and reduction of numbers one can do the work 
expeditiously. He can agree with himself most of the 


There will be no discussion, no loss of time in debating 
tions. There can be instant executive action. But it 
possibility for one man—and that is what the wisdom of th 
has told us—ever to be an efficient visitorial body. [1 
more than one man in order to correct the ineflicienices « 
this combination of men a numerous vi: 
body is the one that in every instance has produced th« 
efficient results. 


is 


I do not know that these powers of visitation could be 
quately exercised by five men. It can not be done in su 
| jurisdictions. It has been found by experience, it has 


worked out and tried, not upon the theories of those who 
sat down in a committee room and framed things on pape 
by those who have actually administered these charities i 
field. In order to make them efficient these boards that !: 
been auxiliary for visitation purposes have been established 
supplement the efforts of the main body. If this change is 01 
introduced into the code of laws governing the Govern! 
charities, it will remain in that way. Whatever injury may ! 
sult from a lack of efficient supervision and visitation wil! h 
been accomplished. 

I hope that this change in the law that is contemplated b) 
House and that has been stricken out by the Senate will ren): 
stricken out, and that the Senate will adhere to the amendine! 
made in this body and seek to induce the House to recede fr 
the obnoxious provision that is there introduced. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, the mere fact that a large pro! 


in the 
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State which I have the honor to represent, together with my | I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from | 
eague, justifies the moment that I will occupy upon this | RANspELL] and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 


hiect. Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was ealled) I 
| think parliamentary history reminds us in somewhat face- | eral pair with the senior Senator from Maryland 
us tone that when Edmund Burke was making his contest | I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from W 
the seat at Bristol he was accompanied by his colleague, a | STEPHENSON] and will vote. I vote “ nay 
ir. Barksdale; and, after having made a most eminent and ex Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). 1 
ent presentation of his position, Mr. Burke coucluding the | pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
tion, Mr. Barksdale rose and, conscious he could add noth- | MAN]. Not knowing how he would vote on this 
that would illuminate the subject, said, ‘I say ditto to Mr. | present, I withhold my vote. 
Burke.” Mr. THORNTON (when Mr. RANSpDELL’s 
[ am content, after hearing the splendid argument of my col I wish to announce that the junior Senator fi) 
:zue and the reasons advanced by him, to add my approval to | [Mr. RANspeLi] is absent from the Chamber on 
s observations and say “ditto” to my distinguished colleague, | Less. 
id give My approval and support to the motion of the Senator Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was ealled) 
om Virginia. | pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island 
Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, in my judgment the two Houses | I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from §$ 
f Congress have been differing for some weeks or months about | [Mr. SmMiryH] and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 
matter of very little consequence. I do not think if makes Mr. SMITH of Georgia (when his name was ea 


very much difference whether this board of managers consists | & pair with the senior Senator from Massach 


of 5 members or of 11. As the Senator from Illinois has said, | Lopce]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator 
will make very little difference so far as the matter of ex- | [Mr. NewLanps] and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 
nse is concerned. Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called 


h 


if 1 had my way about it there would not be any board of | general pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas 


managers, They have never amounted to very much, anyhow. | CLARKE]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 





\I 


We know something about that out in California. The condi- Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when Mr. Warren's name 
ons in the Pacific Home were such that I thought it my duty | called). My colleague [Mr. Warren] is unavoidably al 
to call upon the Senate to order an investigation of the condi- | from the city. He has a general pair with the senior Sena 
tions in that home. That was done, and a very careful and | from Florida [Mr. Fiercier] 
thorough investigation was made of the home by a subcommittee Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called) I | 
of the Committee on Military Affairs. It showed a very deplor- | general pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania 
ble condition of things. The old men in that home who were | PENROSE]; but believing for good reason that he would vot: 
practically—whatever we may call it—objects of charity bad | as I shall on this question, I will take the liberty of v 
been sorely neglected. They had their lecal manager living at | vote “ yea.” 
Pasadena, near by; but for some reason their comfort was not The roll call was concluded. 
properly looked after. I do not know who should be held re Mr. GALLINGER. I have a general pair with the 
sponsible for it, but the fact existed and was clearly demon- | Senator from New York [Mr. O°GorRMAN | I transfer that 
strated by the investigation I have mentioned. As a result of | to the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Lirrirt 
that condition of things a bill was introduced at the last ses- | will vote. I vote “nay.” 
sion by one of the members of the Committee on Military Af Mr. SIMMONS. I vote “yea.” 
fairs, proposing to transfer this home to the War Department, | Mr. BANKHEAD. I have a pair with tl r Se 
where, in my judgment, all of them should be. | from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. I transfer th pai 
I should much rather see an amendment, if any is to be made | senior Senator from Arizona [Mr. Smiriuj and w 
here at all, abolishing the board of managers entirely and trans- | vote “ yea.” 
ferring the management and control of these homes to the War Mr. BACON. The senior Senator from M [Mi 
Department, where I believe these old men would be better cared | SON] is absent upon business of the Senate, and I ve a 
for than they are now. to protect him while he is engaged on that busine I 
So far as this particular question is concerned, I think it is | reason I withhold my vote, not knowing how he would ve 
matter of very little consequence, as I said in the beginning; | he were present, I should vote * yea.’ 
but I hope Congress will yet reach such an understanding of the | Mr. GALLINGER. I have been reques | 
onditions existing that it will transfer all of these homes to | the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau] is paired with the 
the War Department, |} tor from Virginia [Mr. Swanson], that the fr 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion | uecticut [Mr. Branprere] is paired with the > from 
made by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] that the | Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], that the Senator from M {Mr 
Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2 to House bill | Leia] is paired with the Senator fi 
2441. Sruietps}, that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Kreny: 
Mr. BURTON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. with the Senator from New Jersey |Mr. Mart 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Senator from Michigan [Mr. Siren | paired 
Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I was not in the Chamber | tor from Missouri [Mr. Reep], and that the Se fi 
when the Senator from Virginia made the explanation. Do I | sachusetts [Mr. Weeks] is paired with the S 
understand that it is proposed to recede from the Senate amend- | tucky [Mr. James] 
ment, and that the House provision, reducing the number of | The result was announced—yeas 46, | Ie \ 
luembers of the board of managers from 11 to 5, will stand if | YEAS— 46 
the motion of the Senator from Virginia prevails? _ , 1 = =i - 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. That is correct. I make the motion | }p, e Jackson Owen 
for the reason that we are holding up appropriations to the | Bristow James i 
amount of $116,000,000, that the departments of the Govern- | ted a son, 4 , 
ment insist they need daily, and that the public service is being fumnteud Lak R i 
injured by the delay, all owing to the simple difference between | al Lan s \ 
5 managers and 11 managers of these homes. aoa . —a set coal : 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.  ceenne MeLeat Shiv 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. | Hitchcock Martin, Va ir < 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (when his name was called). I have a | NAYS—12 
pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ovtver}, | Brads Clark, — i 
who is absent from the Chamber. I therefore withhold my vote. | a Gallien MeCun ' 
Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). I have a general | ; NOT VOTING 
pair with the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Sim- | Racon du Pont Over! S. 
MONS]. Not observing him in the Chamber, I withhold my vote | Perah Goff Pen 
for the present. —— Eipent oe Sv 
Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I have a pair Chanbertain t odee Ransdell | 
with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren]. I | Clapp Martine, N. J. Reed . 
transfer that pair to the junjor Senator from Ohio [Mr. Pom- — Are My anil Seiths Ariz " 
ERENE] and will vote. I vote “ yea.” Culberson O'Gorman Smith Md 
Mr. JAMES (when his name was called). I have a general | Cummins Oliver Smith, Mic 
pair with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wreexs].' So the motion of Mr. Martin of Virginia w d to. 
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TI VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate having receded from 
oimendment No. 2 to House bill No. 2441, the bill stands passed. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. STONE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take 

up) House bill 1917, the Indian appropriation bill. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1917) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1914, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. STONE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill may 
be dispensed with, and that the amendments of the committee 
may be acted upon as they are reached in the reading. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is The 
hears none, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, 


there objection? Chair 


oh page 2, line 9, after the word “law,” to strike out 
“$220,000” and insert “ $200,000,” so as to read: 

lor the survey, resurvey, classification, appraisement, and allotment 
of lands in severalty under the provisions of the act of February 8, 
ISS7, entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to Indians,” and under any other act or acts providing for the 


survey and allotment of lands in severalty to Indians; and for the sur- 
vey and subdivision of Indian reservations and lands to be allotted to 
Indians under authority of law, $200,000, to be repaid proportionately 


out of any Indian moneys held in trust or otherwise by the United 
States and available by law for such reimbursable purpose and to 
remain available until expended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection 


Mr. LANE. There is a matter concerning this which I should 
like to have explained. I am not familiar with the procedure 
here as to the way the bill is to be considered. Is each clause 
to be considered by itself? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill now being 
action on the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. I will inquire if the proposed amendment 
the committee has been read 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
The Chair was inquiring whether there was any objection to 
the amendment. Is there objection to the amendment? 


read for 


is 


of 


Mr. LANE. To what amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, To the amendment on page 2, 
line ¥. 

Mr. LANE. The amendment reducing the appropriation from 


$220,000 to $200,000? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the amendment. 


|Mr. LANE addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 
Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 


quorum, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Ashurst Gallinger Lewis Sherman 


Gore 
Gronna 


McCumber 


Shively 
McLean 


Smith, Ga. 


srady Hitchcock Myers Smoot 
bristow Hollis Norris Sterling 
sryan Hluches O'Gorman Stone 
jurton Jackson Owen Thomas 

atre James Page Thompson 


Johnson, Me. 
Johnston, Ala. 


Pittman 
Poindexter 


i Thornten 

hi Townsend 
“Is 

l 

I 


pp Jones Robinson Vardaman 
‘ark, Wyo. Kern Root Williams 
‘rawford La Follette Saulsbury Works 
illingham Lane Shafroth 


et feed A ht Be Det fed eet et 


all Lea 

Mr. THORNTON. I desire to announce the absence of the 
junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. RANspDELL] from the Cham- 
ber on aceount of illness. I ask that this announcement stand 
for the day. 

The VICE 


Sheppard 


PRESIDENT. 


Fifty-eight Senators have an- 

swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 
Mr. STONE. It is growing late, and I wish to ask unani- 
mous consent that the bill before the Senate be made the 


unfinished business of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It becomes 
ment. 

Mr. STONE, 


that on the adjourn- 


If that is the case—— 
Mr. SMOOT. Automatically, under the rules. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It will be the unfinished business. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be the unfinished business 
on adjournment. 
ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY. 


Mr. KERN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next at 12 o’clock. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The first amendment has been read. | 
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Mr. KERN subsequently said: I move to reconsider th 
by which the Senate agreed that when it 
be to meet on Monday next at 12 o’clock m. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
Mr. KERN. I move that when the Senate adjourns 
be to meet on Tuesday next at 12 o’clock m. 

The motion was agreed to. 


adjourns to-da 


RECEPTION OF 


Mr. O’GORMAN. Mr. President, Dr. Lauro Muller, thy 
retary of state of the Republic of the United States of B 
is in the anteroom. I ask unanimous consent that the d 
guished visitor be invited to enter the Chamber, and for 
purpose that the Senate take a recess of 10 minutes so th 
may have an opportunity of being presented to the Vice P 
dent and Senators. 

I may add that the distinguished Brazilian comes to thi 
try on an errand of comity and friendship. I know 
gratified with the opportunity to meet the Members of 
Chamber, and I may confidently assert that Senators w 
glad to meet him. 

The order submitted by Mr. O°'GorMAN was read and wm 
mously agreed to, follows: 


HON. LAURO MULLER, 


he \\ 


as 


Ordered, That the minister of foreign affairs of Brazil, D 
be admitted to the privileges of the floor of the Senate, and 
enable the Members of the Senate to exchange courtesies with 
Senate do now stand in recess for a period of 10 minutes: 


The Senate thereupon took a recess for 10 minutes, 4 
which time the Senators paid their respects to the distir 
visitor. At the expiration of the recess (at 5 o'clock 
minutes p. m.) the Senate was again called to order | 
Vice President, who said: 

[I am directed by Dr. Muller to extend his thanks to 
Members of the Senate and his appreciation of the court 
extended to him, and although I do not understand the lang 
in which he spoke, yet I will express his words in H 
language, which are that he considers this a red-letter d 
his visit to this Republic. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. STONE. I move that the Senate proceed to th: 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded 
consideration of executive business. After 50 minutes 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 0’ 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until T 
June 17, 19138, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations received by the Scnate June 13, 1 
ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STAT! 
Willard D. Vandiver, of Missouri, to be Assistant Tr 
of the United States at St. Louis, Mo., in place of Os 
Whitelaw, whose term of office expired by limitation M 

1913. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Milton A. Miller, of Oregon, to be collector of interna 
for the district of Oregon, in place of David M. Dunne 
seded. 

MINISTERS. 

William E. Gonzales, of South Carolina, to be envoy ext 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 5&1 
America to Cuba, vice Arthur M. Beaupré, resigned. 

Benjamin L. Jefferson, of Colorado, to be envoy extr: 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States of A 
Nicaragua, vice George T. Weitzel, resigned. 

Edward J. Hale, of North Carolina, to be envoy extrao! 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States of Am 
Costa Rica, vice Lewis Einstein, resigned. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONFYS. 

Otto R. Meyers, of North Dakota, to be receiver of 
moneys at Dickinson, N. Dak., vice William A. McClure, 
expired. ; 

Harry L. Gandy, of Wasta, 8. Dak., to be receiver ot 
moneys at Rapid City, 8S. Dak., vice Myron Willsie. term cx 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Wade H. Fowler, of Ross, Wyo. to be register of t! 
office at Douglas, Wyo., vice Nathaniel Baker, removed. 
* 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 


Chaplain Washington W. E. Gladden, Twenty-fourth Inf: 
te be chaplain with the rank of captain from June 8, 1)!» 
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M Borg Schofield Barracks, 

Marry D. Corbett, Hilo. 

A. F. Costa, Wailuku 

H. H. Plemer, Waialua 

J. M. Souza, Kohala. 


ILLINOIS, 


William Champion, Granite City. 


Harry Tolland, Marion. 

KANSAS. 
R. H. Miles, Lyndon. 
Martin Miller, Fort Scott. 

KENTUCKY. 
ID. B. I ds, Olive Till 

MASSACTIUSETTS, 

Jolin Tlowe, North Brookfield. 

MONTANA, 
John Dailey. Medicine Lake. 
i. LL. Golden, Sheridan. 
Harry S. Green, Big Sandy. 
William Krofft, Chouteau. 

NEW JERSEY. 
William J. Wolfe, Chatham. 

NEW YORK. 
J. i Metoskie, Tliliburn. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


Harry Hagan, Uniontown. 
John A. Kramer, Middletown. 
Robert W. Lange, Belle Vernon. 


Rk. J. MeGee, Dunbar. 
Albert FE. Rumberger, Patton. 
William L. Saylor, Annville. 


A. J. Sweeny, Gallitzin. 
SOUTH DAKOTA, 
J. &. MeNeil, Wessington. 
WASHINGTON. 
W. If. Padley, Reardan, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay. June 13, 1913. 
The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Eternal God, our heavenly Father, teach us patience, forbear- 
anee, courage, fortitude, the spirit of self-sacrifice in the rou- 
tine duties of daily life, that we may build in the tissues of our 
being a character which, when the crucial test shall come 
twixt honor and dishonor, shall be strong enough to resist the 
evil and pursue the right. Since it is the sum of the small 
duties which make for the greater things in life and which 
make heroes of men in great crises, which often come without 
warning, so help us, under Thy guidance, to quit ourselves 
like men in all the circumstances of life. In the spirit of the 
Master, amen, 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, June 10, 1913, 
was read and approved. 

ADJOURNMENT trun TUESDAY NEXT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UnpeEr- 
woop] asks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on next Tuesday. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so-ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following title, 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested : 

S. 2258. An act to extend the proposed reorganization of the 


customs service for a period of two years, 
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DECISION IN MINNESOTA RATE CASES. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous co 
for the present consideration of the resolution wiich I se 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 1 
WicK] asks unanimous consent for the present considerat 
the resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ilouse resolution 170, 

Resolved, That 15,000 copies of the decision of the Supre1 ( 
the United States in the Minnesota rate cas Nos. 291, 292, ar 
George T. Simpson et al., appellants, v. David C. Sheppard 
decided June 9, 1915, be printed for the use of the House, the 
be distributed through the folding room of the House. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ol 
[ would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. H 
wick] if this includes all the cases related to the Mi: 
cxse? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; it includes all three decisio 
braced in the Minnesota cases. 

Mr. MURDOCK. ‘The Senate print which I have covers 
No. 291. This resolution covers the entire case, so far 
Supreme Court is concerned? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; it does. 

Mr. MURDOCK. T have no objection, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, reserving th: 
to object, I would like to inquire whether or not it is n« 
to have this number printed, in view of the fact that the s 


ate has already ordered 10,000 copies printed? 

Mr. HARDWICK. That is for their own use, and w 
not get any of them. The Members of the House are 
requests from lawyers and commissioners and others, anil t 
large demand for copies. The Senate has printed 1 
copies. We ask only 15,000 for the use of the Members « 
House. That will give the Members of the House 30 ; 
copies apiece, and that is not too many. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I doubt if it is necessary to | 
the document duplicated in that way. 

Mr. HARDWICK. It is necessary for the House to 
for its own quota. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire if the copies are 
be distributed through the folding room? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; through the folding room. 1 
Member is to get his exact share. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.|] 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolu 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT AND FISHERIES 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution wh [ 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. A 
ANDER] asks unanimous consent for the present considerat 
of the resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 171. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fis! 
shall be. and is hereby, authorized during the Sixty-third Cong: 
have such printing and binding done as may be necessary for t! 
action of its business. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears noue. 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for tlie 
immediate consideration of the resolution which I send to 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina 
Lever] asks unanimous consent for the immediate considerat 
of the resolution which the Clerk will report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 172. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be authorized t 
cure such printing and binding as shall be necessary for the d 


is a 


MARINE 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] 17 
The question is on agreeing to the 


res 


daiscna 
of the work of said committee during the Sixty-third Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] hie 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the res 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fost! 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of tle 
resolution which the Clerk will report. 
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tion 3 of this act, shall escheat to and become and remain tl property 
of the State of California. The attorney general shall institute pr 

ceedings to have the escheat of such real property adjudged and en 
reed in the manner provided by section 474 of the political code, and 
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title 8, part 3, of the code of civil procedure Upon the entry of final 
judgment in such proceedings the title to such real property shall pass 
to the State of California. The provisions of this section and of se« 
tions 2 and 3 of this act shall not apply to any real property here 

after acquired in the enforcement or in tisfaction of any lien now 
existing upon or interest in such property so lon; uch real prop 
erty so acquired shall remain the property of the company, ass 

ciation, or corporation acquiring the same in such inner 

Sec. 6. Any leasehold or other interest in real pm 
fee hereafter acquired in violation of the provisions of this act by any 
‘ n mentioned in section 2 of this act, or by any company, : 
tion, or corporation mentioned in section 3 of this act, shall escheat 
to the State of California. ‘The attorney general shall institute pro 
ceedings to have such escheat adjudged and enforced as provided in 
section 5 of this act. In such proceedings the court shall determin 
and adjudge the value of such leasehold or other interest in such rea 
yperty, and enter judgment for the State for the amount thereof, 
gether with costs Thereupon the court shall order a sale of the 
real property covered by such leasehold or other interest in the man 
ner provided by section 1271 of the code of civil proceduré Out of 
the proceeds arising from such sale the amount of the judgment ren- 
dered for the State shall be paid into the State treasury and the balance 
shall be deposited with and distributed by the court in accordance with 
the interest of the parties therein. 

Sec. 7. Nothing in this act shall be construed as a limitation upon 
the power of the State to enact laws with respect to the acquisition, 
holding, or disposal by aliens of real property in this State 

Sec. & All acts and parts of acts inconsistent or in conflict with the 
provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 


BUSINESS CONDITIONS IN THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr 
AUSTIN] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I commend to the thoughtful and 
patriotic consideration of the present national administration, 
the Members of both Houses of Congress, to the press, and the 








American people the following wise and able editorial which | 








tion? 
There was no objection. 





my 
Rev. 


Philippine 


\ 


TOWNE! 


rel 
C 


t 
f 
wi ; 
1 to 
m wi t 
No d 
nh brough ) 
» Which 1 
but ich tt 
earried | id 1 I 
‘ 
( n 
pr t 
t { of 
I i rc x 
many enablit 1 
ip tl e who | 
iN I n vis oO 
izath nd sp 
I I 
lars proltits f tl 
to others In the 
\ izo | we 
favo to n ind 
protits m b ! 
pon tl ipl 
The ; and 
complain I dd 
to pow sf 
industry They pi 
rot ul itt | 
l =, i 
Vance! t r} 
esti ut o tra 
ot I I ifs é 
lish ist and re 
opportunit and ¢g 
or i _ t | 
er 
( t 
pl , ‘ 
medial p 
Ipport 
I f i t 
} 1 ¢ 
treat! I It h 
cuperat 
i i n 
n ' 
i j 
lo W i n | iri 
‘ ! oft 
I n ¢ } 
wl 1 I 
f . 
q; n t i 
d v¢ 
inc} nt 
a \W 1 I 
mu be held to tl 
ind tl tr tmen 
tered to bu 
to pe n f { 
rl tin has 
ar ra of 
I Ol if led 
wl hat whi } 
st md wh 
pig n nein na 
cl : San ¢ 
way 1 t? { 
met in aA saree 
that are legitimat 
to vast dimer 
conduct MM h 
and ski i] mar 
but that need not 
1 general difl n 
‘ lema ind 
f ind ourage 
nerit the 


‘ 


SPEAKER. 


to extend 








2004 


The matter referred to is as follows: 
[from the New York Tribune, New York, N. Y., Apr. 21, 1913.] 





VILIPINOS, IF FREE, PREY TO INVADERS—WOULD ULTIMATELY BE DE- 
VOULED, SAYS BISHOP BRENT, WERE UNITED STATES TO RELINQUISH 
ISLAND RULE-—-MUST ATTAIN TO STRENGTH—DISTINGUISHED CHURCH- 
MAN SUGGESTS THAT SEVERELY NONPOLITICAL COMMISSION INVESTI- 
GATE CONDITIONS—NATION’S REPUTATION AT STAKE. 

By the Right Rey. Charles Henry Brent, Protestant Episcopal Bishop 


of the Philippines. 

“The principles involved in the Philippine problem are so far-reaching 
that there is no question upon which the Nation could more readily 
wreck it reputation.” (Bishop Brent.) 

“In this brief survey of Philippine affairs it will be my 
endeavor to separate facts from fancies and to strip the prob- 
lem of secondary considerations. At an earlier stage in my 
experience I might have spoken with the same tone of infalli- 
bility which characterizes the utterances of those doughty cham- 
pions of the Filipinos, who, clothed in the soft raiment of home- 
spun theories, view the battle from afar. I have no solution of 
the Philippine problem to offer. My sole purpose is to urge 
upon the American Government slow speed and not to discard 
a good policy until sure of a better. 

“ No certainty can be reached without a study of facts. Ce 
he sont pas les théories qui doivent nous servir de base dans la 
recherche des faits, mais ce sont les faits qui doivent nous servir 
de base pour la, composition des théories. (It is not theories 
which should be used by us as a basis in the search for facts, 
but facts which should be used by us as a basis for the upbuild- 
ing of theories.) 

“The first fact to face is one which admits of no dispute. It 
is that America is in the control of the Philippines, and upon 
her wisdom or unwisdom hangs the fate of 9,000,000 Filipinos. 
Whether we erred in assuming such a responsibility is aside 
from the question. If America had not accepted it from unsel- 
fish motives, another nation would have seized it from motives 
of self-interest, and at this date liberty would sit mourning 
without the.gates of the Philippines instead of reigning through- 
out her borders. 

“The Philippines to-day enjoy a measure of self-government 
hitherto unknown to dependencies save in the Anglo-Saxon over- 
seas dominions of Great Britain, and the responsibility of 
America is to further the progress of self-government to the 
utmost of her ability and the Filipino’s capacity. 

ATTAINMENT REQUISITE, 
rhus are we brought to a second indisputable fact. We 
are pledged to execute our responsibility of control as a trust 
to be administered with rather than for the Filipino. 
to say, we are to train him by cooperative methods in the prin- 
ciples of self-government until he has attained, and then, if he 


or 


so elects, surrender to him, the rights which belong to a full- | 


grown nation, 
ways. 

“The dispute, however, is not one of imperialism and anti- 
imperialism. It befogs the issue to employ such terms. The 
question resolves itself into one of good judgment. The oppos- 
ing camps differ only in the matter of time. There are those 
who say now; others who saw to-morrow; still others who 
say day after to-morrow. 

“If desire implied ability, the clamor for independence on 
the part of the Filipinos, which just now is more widespread 


It is here that we arrive at the parting of the 


than at any time in their history, would be the signal for our | 


withdrawal, but only their achievements can determine their 
ability. A severely nonpolitical commission, composed of men 
of the type of, say, President Edwin A. Alderman and Seth Low, 
might be appointed to advantage by the President to undertake 
a patient and thorough investigation of the situation. A care- 
ful study should be made of the Malolos government of 1899, 
the character of provincial and municipal government up to 
date, the use of the franchise, the extent to which peonage 
and kindred evils prevail, the records of the assembly, and the 
constructive work, religious, scientific, educational, and indus- 
trial, accomplished under the present policy. 

“It is, to say the least, dangerous to argue on the theory 
that any autonomy, no matter how slovenly, is preferable to 
alien rule with ‘ higher political efficiency’ as its motto. There 
are moments, at any rate, as in Cuba, Santo Domingo, Nica- 
yagua, and Mexico, when alien interference or even alien rule 
for a while is not counted emiss by our most fanatical indi- 
vidualists. It is for this reason that I say let us proceed from 
facts to theory. The facts are to be had for the asking, and 
the Philippine policy should stand or fall upon its record. 

HOSTILE TO CHRISTIANS, 

“A third fact is that the Philippine problem has a puzzling 
complexity, due to its island character and diversified popula- 
tion, of which one-tenth is composed of primitive folk of the 
hills and fanatical sons of Islam. The recognized leaders in 


the Philippines to-day, so far as racial qualifications are con- 
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cerned, would have at least equal right to claim citizenship jy 
Spain, China, or England. Thus far it is the men of mixe| 
blood who are the politicians. The degree of capacity in ; 
Filipino will not be revealed until the schoolboys of to-day 4 
in active public life. Even among the Christianized peo) 
because of their many tongues and limited though incregsi),: 
intercommunication, there are sectional jealousies, but the wil 
peoples have a marked antipathy for their Christian neigh}, 
because of a past history of harsh and unfair treatment at t}, 
hands. 

“It is owing solely to the prodigious industry of the secr 
of the interior of the Philippine Islands and his sincere 
thusiasm for the welfare of the inhabitants of the mount 
Province that a notable work of protection and develo; 
has been begun, which no one less well informed than he 
continue effectively. 

“As for the Moros, they are the traditional enemies of 
Filipinos, as the ruined watch towers of the coast, ey: 
northern islands, testify, nor has animosity diminished 
time. Though there has probably been more order in 
Moro Province since the beginning of the American occu 
than during any corresponding period of time in histor) 
island of Jolo has steadily baffled the attempts of our 
officers and administrators to pacify it. The withdraw 
the Spanish was the signal for outrages upon Christia 
Filipinos within immediate reach of Moros, and there is 
reason to suppose that history would fail to repeat its: 
moment American control ceased. 

PROBLEM INTERNATIONAL, 


“Finally it must be recognized that the Philippine pro! 


can not be settled without reference to its international! 
ing. Neutralization has been proposed. But can Ameri 
any other dipolmacy secure the neutrality of the po. 


Would it mean anything if promises of neutrality were m: 
Is it not so that, though no existing military power, eas 
west, would fight America in order to secure possession of 
Philippines, there are at least two nations which would 
the first opportunity for interference if American sover 
ceased? Can America afford to protect a government half) 
round the world which she does not actually and construct 
control? She has found it difficult enough with one 1 
hand. 

“It appears to me that it would be a measure of quis 
beyond the most altruistic administration to stand sponsv 
the order of an experimental government of more than d 
ful stability 10,000 miles from our coasts. When the Philiy) 
achieve independence they must swallow the bitter with 
sweét and accept the perils as well as the joys of walking : 
There are national risks involved, even in a limited protecto 
to which I trust America will never expose herself. 

“T have said nothing about the interests of American 
merce which has grown up in the Philippines, because it 
to the point. The most it can ask is an equitable prot 
and consideration, such as the presence of the American 
guarantees. Nor have I made any appeal for the retention « 
the present personnel of government, for I believe officel: 
should stand or fall on their record, though it would i 
be a national calamity te degrade the Philippine question 
a ball for party politicians and office seekers to buffet 
sole thought is for the enduring welfare of the Filipino | 
and the honor and wisdom of the American Nation in the e 
tion of a great trust. 

“My own conviction of our present duty, based on 11 y 
of observation and experience, is summed up in words wr 
in relation to another dependency, but which I apply w 
few verbal alterations to our own case: 

“The people of the Philippines require our rule. We are not 
Philippines for our pleasure or profit. If we were, it would 
most natural thing in the world to say that the game is not 
the candle as soon as intense difficulties and dangers arise and 
the Philippines to go to perdition in their own way. gut we ca 
do that. 

“We are in the Philippines because we are required there. 
rule were removed, at this juncture at any rate, the Philippines 
at once become a prey to the strongest of the sectional aggregat) 
and they in turn would ultimately be devoured by intruders from 
side the borders of the Philippines. * * * ‘We do not know 
to leave the Philippines, and therefore let us see if we know ho 


’ 


govern them.’” 


OKLAHOMA AND ITS POTENTIALITIES. 


Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani: 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by including 
interview with Gov. Cruce, published in the Manufactur 
Record. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. M 
GAN] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in | 
Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 











1915. 


Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, the Manufac 
rers’ Reeord, of Baltimore, in its issue of June 12, 1915, 
ler editorial correspondence, publishes an interview with the 
tfon. Lee Cruce, the governor of Oklahoma. ‘The article is en 
ied “Oklahoma and its potentialities.” In the organization 


and problems of state 
attracted wide attention 
Oklahoma, more 
) 


the new State political controy 
prominence at home 
the Union. To-day 


‘rsies 
and 


the people of 


given 


chout 


than ever before, are giving emphasis to the material develop 
nt of the State. Capitalists, investors, manufacturers, and 
ness seekers from other States re recognizing the great 
dvantages and the splendid opportunities offered by Oklahoma. 


I think it was William McWKinley who emphasized the impor 
nee of planting the factory the farm. In no other 
State in the Union can this be done so successfully as in Okla- 


beside 





homa. We have the soil, the climate, the seasons, and the in 
ligent farmers to make Oklahoma one of the richest agricul- 
tural States in the Union. We have the oil, gas, coal, and other 


creat 
whieh 


eral products which in time will make Oklahoma a 


S We have the natural res 





manufacturing State. urees 

would enable Oklahoma, independent of the outside world, to 
feed, clothe, sustain, and support its own population—with all 
the comforts of life and many of the luxuries. Agriculture and 
manufacturing are the two great fundamental industries upon 


which other business interests are based and from which they 
draw support. The development of these two great industries 
side by side in the same State guarantees that Oklahoma will 
become one of the greatest wealth-producing States of the 
Union. My purpose, however, at this time is not to express my 
own ideas but to place in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp the state 
ment made by Gov. Lee Cruce. By the consent of the House 

print the correspondence above referred to. 

The article in the Manufacturers’ Record is as follows: 


¢ 


I 


TAT 
i 


TAl 


I 


GOV. CRUCER ON OKLAHOMA AND Ii ITI 


POTENT 


[Editorial correspondence Manufacturers’ Record.] 





OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA., June 1. 
In discussing the general outlook for Oklahoma, based on its rich re- 
irces, Gov. Lee Cruce said: 
“In my opinion there is no other State in the Union as richly en- 


dowed with natural resources as is Oklahoma. The people of the State 


are just beginning to realize the immense supply of mineral deposits 
that inderlie our soil, and capital from other States seeking profitable 


investment is becoming acquainted at last with our natural re 

“A number of years ago Oklahoma was regarded mer as a grazing 
region, and later on, when the rush of immigration into the State at 
tracted the attention of the country, public interest was centered upon 
the utilization of its farm lands and in building cities. 

“The mineral resources of the State at that time were practically 
undiscovered, and even to-day the country at large has but slight con- 
ception of the extent and variety of the mineral wealth of the State. 
In a general way it has become known that this State is one of the 
world’s greatest oil-producing regions and that our gas fields are almost 
without limit, but the value of the oil industry is hardly recognized or 
its importance understood. Last 
was 52,000,000 barrels. For 
50 to 48 cents per barrel. 
small. Oil is now selling in Oklahoma at 88 cents per barrel, and in a 
good many cases the highest grades of oil bring a premium, in some 
instances amounting to 10 cents per barrel. This advance in price has 
resulted in greatly stimulating the industry, and it is quite probable 
that the production this year will exceed 60,000,000 barrels and that 
the value of this year’s output will not be far from $60,000,000. Even 
these figures will be enlarged by the added value which is given by re- 
fining a portion of the oil in this State. Heretofore most of our oil 
has been piped out as crude oil, to be refined elsewhere, but these con- 
ditions are rapidly changing, and henceforth a large and increasing 
amount will be refined in the State. 

“Again, Oklahoma is the greatest natural-gas region known. The 
supply apparently is great enough to last many years to come. While 
much of the gas is wasted, the State and the National Government are 
bringing about a better handling of the situation and more conservation 
in protecting our gas supply.. Acts passed at the recent session of the 
Oklahoma Legislature will tend to greater conservation of this resource 

“In the gas-producing region manufacturers are getting this fuel at 
3 cents per thousand feet, and in some cases even lower figures are re- 
ported. These companies have fuel at a cost so low as to amount almost 
to free fuel. 

“ Being a comparatively new Commonwealth, our industrial develop- 
ment | been limited, but the cheapness and abundance of fue 


sources, 


ly 
iy 


several years the price has ranged from 


has our fuel 
supply, added to our other mineral resources, is bringing about a wide- 


spread interest in manufacturing industries. All over the State there 
is an active rivalry in securing new manufacturing enterprises, and 
many important plants for a variety of industries are under con- 
struction. 

“ Our vast stores of oil and gas are supplemented by more than 12,000 


Square miles of coal of gocd grade, which places this State among the 


leading coal areas of the country. In fact, our coal area exceeds by 
several thousand square miles the coal area of Great Britain, though 
the amount of coal in the State is probably less than that of Great 


Britain. Manufacturers are thus 
in the event of the gas supply be: 


cient supply ef coal to meet their 


and 


suffi 


protected in the matter of fuel, 
oming exhausted there will be a 


i § needs. 
“We have almost limitless stores of high-grade glass-making sand, 


cement rock, shale, fire-brick clay, granite, and marble and other n 
rials on which to base a great mannfacturing life We have | 
deposits of asphalt of the highest grade, and this one resource 
when properly developed, will add millions of dollars to the w 
Oklahoma. 





“ Few of the States of the Union, in my opinion, possess the agricul- 
tural possibilities of Oklahoma. We are raising 1,000,000 bales of 


cotton a year and about 150,000,000 bushels of grain, and are trans 
forming these great stretch 


Ss 


year the oil production of the State | 


1 
| 
| 


At these figures the profit was comparatively | 
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Isol profit 
! i , 

t! intry ad rp f 

ly int fered with rad d w 
t t! $ kindlier t x n 
people of the whole Stat I 
e ld in August re ¢ ! 
and I am assured that t don 

nount of railroad buildi: y ex t \ 
aving I | 1d 
than ! tw , rT t 
considera! ten or t n ' i i 
( italists, Who eX] t I rte i i 
h in tl tu t Stat I 
pitalists has in d $18,000,000 in d and 
tions in this Stat Oth cap tl Cont t and in < 
Britain have been putti ; a . 
throughout tl S 

‘Our developt ta { 1 W 
we have made some mistakes in lei tion and ! 
lation, we ha probably few mistak i 
developing section has to its edit d leed 
been ry much misrepresented tl ihout t ’ 
work. We have probably made fewer mistakes im 
n legislation, but it so happened that ir m ik mac 
pecta ir featur yf newspaper d sior i t! hen © 
homa was so new that everything it did mmanded the lest a 
tion. We were criticized throughout th n I t « i 
tion on nancial or railroad matters, whik gay t f lat i 
nm i r discussion; but we did t t dit a the St 
for much wis slation that was en a trin that period 
evolution from n unknown ol! indeveloped Territory into a } i 
bust lly developing State We have i d ip 
in ) now settled d I » re t the be 
ment cultural conditions, i } wise util nm « i a 
gas, in making a beginning 1 tl d opment our « al 
resources and in the sane id diseus n w ' yn 
all tl interests of the Stat 

“In times past the railroads, by charging higl rte » points in 
this State and to near-by State eated f the elves a spirit of 
hostility which found expression in much of th slation that i 
been regarded as inimicable, now, with a_ better inderstand 
be n the railroad 1d the people t h plendid work w h 
th railroad il doin in attr tin money and indust 
into the State, the people of the whole State are disposed to coo] ' 
to » utmost ¢ nt with tl railroads and their good wo:k a1 
give them every ot on ential to their welfa id to tl W 
of the State.’ 

a J 
ur A OR ' 

Mr. HINEBAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 1 ( 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illi [Mr. TIN 
BAUGH] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarl n the 
RecorD. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, will the gentleman indicate th ubjeet on v h 
he wishes to extend his remarks? 

Mr. HINEBAUGH. On the subject « ] I rder b 
which I introduced in the House some tin 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HINEBAUGH. Mr. Speaker, on the 16th da May 
I introduced a bill to provide for a tax upon all perso: fi E 
or corporations engaged in interstate mail-order bu 

The bill is as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5308) to provide for a tax ! | 

corporations engaged in ints ite mail d ‘ 

purpost 

Be it enacted, etc., That all pe f ition 
United States which are now conduct 0 1m ! 
duct, a mail-order busi interstate for t ) 
wares, and merchandi direct to the con ll pay I 
per cent upon the ital « h value of all goc V ind 1 ad 

ld within any State. 

SI 2. That every person, firm, or I né 
( isiness as defined in section 1 of 
books, to be provided by the Se tary { I 
Stat an accurate and complete t ly 
chandise of every character and d i 
actual selling price of the same, 

Sec. 3. That on the 31 day I 
uct, and on the Sist day f b ‘ 
person, firm, or corporation enga ! in ! | 
and mmoplet ement to th Ss y" i ; 
to be furnished by m, of t tal « i ind 
merchandise sold durh th é n the 2 [ i 
States 

NS re {. That t f ‘ . 
amount of the tax » We I 
the rate of 1 per cent upon t ! 
ind merchandise sold wit i State 
busines and mall give not > s i d tax 
able, pursuant to tl t ft t in r 
ment is most pract 

S D Chat pe 

inder the provi f thi 1 
Treasury shall Ly id tax M ! 
year after this act shall becom i 

Sec. 6. That the Federal « rt of t { } 
power to enforce the collection dd ti 
Secretary of the Treasurs 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Trea t 
among the several States in th » of the 1 


of prairie that were used formerly for! 


sold in each State. 
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of 
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Sec. 8. That the tax so apportioned shall be paid by the Secretary tage of this reduction in cost, and we expect to make things 
Treasury to the various State treasurers entitled thereto; said | the older mail-order houses.” 


tux to be used in such manner and for such purposes as the said States | 
may by law direct, 
rhe bill was not introduced on the spur of the moment; it 


was not presented without serious thought on my part. 
millions are invested in this business to-day. 

One mail-order house in the city of Chicago has ¢ 
floor space. Another one in the same city, according to the 
statement under oath of its president, made a net profit of 
$17,000,000 on last years’ business. 

A million-dollar building is to be erected by Montgomery 
Ward & Co. in Kansas City, to duplicate its present nine-story 
building at Nineteenth and Campbell Streets. This mail-order 
corporation is :lso about to enter New York, San Francisco, 
and Portland. Buildings for them are in course of construction 
at the present time, 

The board of directors, at a recent meeting in New York, ap- 
proved and authorized an increase in the capital stock from 
$500,000 to $40,000,000. The First National Bank of New York 
und the Morgan Banking Co. are to finance the proposition. That 
there is wonderful activity and that capital in almost unlimited 
quantities is being attracted to this mail-order business is fur- 
ther shown by an article in the Chicago Record-Herald of April 
25, 1913, which reads as follows: 

Advantages of Uncle Sam’s new parcel post were capitalized yester- 
day when a $10,000,000 corporation was formed in Chicago to compete 
with mail-order houses already doing business here. 

The Ilarris Bros. Co., the new concern, was born at a conference held 
in the Blackstone Hotel, attended by Chicago business men and eastern 
financiers. It takes over the business of the Chicago House Wrecking 
Co., a $2,000,000 concern, the Harris Co., and the Harris Steel & 
Wire Co. 

Interests which controlled these 
financiers represented by the Max 
house, to form the new corporation. It is incorporated under the laws 
of Delaware. A special license to do business in Illinois was issued by 
the secretary of state at Springfield yesterday. 

CHICAGOANS IN CONTROL, 

Chicagoans will remain in control of the new company, but eastern 
capital will be represented on its board of directors. Officers of the 
new corporation are the same as those of the Chicago House Wrecking 
Co. They are: 

Abraham Harris, president. 

I) C. Harris, vice president. 

rank Harris, treasurer. 

Ss. H. Harris, secretary. 

The directors were elected 
made public for a few days. 

It was announced that the new parcel post was directly responsible 
for the formation of the corporation. The men who are interested de- 
clare that the experience they have had in the Chicago House Wrecking 
Co., which is the third in importance of the mail-order houses of the 
city, shows them that they can operate 50 per cent more economically 
by taking advantage of the parcel-post rates. The corporation will deal 
largely in such articles as clothing, boots and shoes, and other wearing 
apparel of all kinds, which can be shipped by parcel post. 


Untold 


» 


3 acres of 


three concerns joined with eastern 
Oscher Co., a 


yesterday, but their names will not be 


NEW CAPITAL SCHEME. 
The new corporation is really a refinancing of the three concerns 
which the Harris Bros. control. The Chicago House Wrecking Co. has 
been doing a mail-order business for years. It was originally formed 


in 1893 to dismantle the World’s Columbian Exposition in Chicago, sell- 
ing the machinery, building material, and other wreckage. It also dis- 
mantied the Pan American Exposition in Buffalo, the Trans-Mississippi 
Exposition in Omaha, and the Louisiana Purchase Exposition in St. 
Louis. The concern also purchased from the United States Government 
the equipment which the French installed when ibey endeavored to 
build the Panama Canal, selling it for scraps, and removed the Ferris 
wheel from Chicago to St. Louis just before the opening of the Louisi- 
ana Purchase Exposition. 

From dismantling expositions the company branched out into the 
business of purchasing the stocks of bankrupt concerns at forced sales. 


To dispose of these stocks and of wreckage it began doing a catalogue | 


mail-order business. 
business, 
on a 22-acre tract at West Thirty-fifth and Iron Streets 
central manufacturing district. 


Recently it has been doing a straight mail-order 


, in 


SELLS HOMES BY MAIL. 


IIarris Home Co. 
homes complete by mail, 
The Harris Steel & \vire 
and wire line. 

Harris Bros. Co. takes over the plants of all three concerns. 
erect in the near future two more buildings on the 
Thirty-fifth and Iron Streets, which will cost $250,000. 

it will continue the mail-order business done by all the concerns, but 
the sale of contracting machinery, which formed a large portion of the 
business of the Chicago House Wrecking Co., will be continued by that 
concern under the old name. 

One of the reasons for the incorporation of the new company was the 
fact that since the Chicago House Wrecking Co. became an important 
factor in the mail-order business its name was misleading. Officers of 
the company said they were continually obliged to correct the impres- 
sion that it sold nothing except the material and articles it obtained in 
dismantling buildings, fairs, ete. 


The 


has been engaged in the business ling 
various parts being shipped to 


Co. has done a similar business 


of 


se! 


in the 
It will 
tract at West 


BUSINESS WILL GROW, 


* There were many who did not realize that we were the third mail- 
order house in the city,” said Maurice Rothschild, general manager of 
the house-wrecking company. “ We will be able to correct that impres- 
sion now, and with the new capital which we have obtained we will 
become even more important factors in the mail-order business. We 
have experimented with the parcel post ever since the new law went 
into foree, and we find that under it we are able to decrease the carry- 
ing cost by 50 per cent. We will be able to give purchasers the advan- 


It has erected a plant with 950,000 square feet of floor space | 
the new | 


purchasers. | 
steel | 
| same period in the State of Missouri 540 towns have lost | 


New York banking | 








liv 

The new company will issue $2,000,000 in preferred and $8,006 
in common stock. 

It should be perfectly apparent to every thinking person {| 
the country merchant must go out of business as the great 1 
order houses gradually close down upon the local markets 

In eight of our great States many towns have lost popula: 
during the last 10 years. Following are the States and 
number of towns in each which have shown a decided de 
in their population, due very largely to the effect of the ; 
order business: 

State: 
Missouri 
IID, cei kn ast nema ahahaha ie liceaitilae ill heii nis 
Indiana 
Michigan 
New York_ 
SUN IIUIccceeghi ieec endllnceiit i aa ia 
Ohio___- 1 


Pennsylvania - 


Number of t 


There is plenty of argument on both sides of this que 
It is contended by the friends of the mail-order houses that 
a broad economic question the right of the consumer to pure! 
wherever he can obtain the lowest prices should not be q 
tioned, and that if the expanding mail-order business means 
elimination of the country merchant, then the country 
chant must go. If such arguments were logically sound, \ 
I do not admit, there is still the social, moral, and reli 
view to be considered. 


The retail merchant is the backbone of the country 
The mail-order house is his worst enemy. The farmer 


the town and the town must have the farmer. “ Every re: 
of a community must be equally interested in the trade-at-! 
idea. If you spend your money where you get it you wi 
able to get it where you spend it.” 

The argument in favor of the country merchant and th 
ger which threatens him from the mail-order business 
clearly and comprehensively set forth in a communication f: 


J. R. Moorehead to the Illinois vice commission that | 
pleased to insert it in my remarks: 
Marca 12, 1913 


Senator EDMOND BEALL, 
Member Senate Vice Commission, 
Illinois Legislature, Chicago, Il. 

My Dear Sir: I am writing this to say that your commission 
only striking at the roots of one of the greatest moral and 
evils of our time, but you are also striking at the roots of the g: 
economic problem that is now before the people of this country, 
judgment. 

There is an actual revolution going on in this country, not 
the affairs of big business but in the affairs of the little busin 
as well, and the whole subject and the whole question to-day 
how this revolution is going to end, and as to where not only t 
business man but the thousands and thousands of towns in the 
are going to land, is being decided by those who are in contr 
influences and business which you have been investigating and 
which we have all been reading the past few days. 

To be specific, the question to-day is whether or not the bus 
conducted by the great department stores and especially by t! 
mail-order houses is a good thing not only for the people who ars 
outside of Chicago and the other great centers but even the p 
of these great cities themselves. The fact is that the distril 
merchandise at retail in this country is fast getting into the bar 


these great corporate organizations, and instead of the indivi 
merchant carrying on a business for himself, his own landlord 
own master, owning his own business, and being a part of the 


munity in which he lives, the retail business of the country is 
carried on by these great aggregations of capital with the hi 
and assistance of these girls and women who have been testif) 
before your committee, rather than by these more than a milli 
vidual self-sustaining merchants of the country. 

If these conditions continue, not only where is the country 
going to land, but how much more aggravated is going to becol 


very questions you are investigating at this time? For exam 
recent investigations have shown that 90 per cent of the tow 


your State upon one of the great railway systems running | 
Chicago and Si. Louis have less people living in them than t! 
in 1900; that in the great State of Iowa more than 400 tow! 
lost population as shown by the census of 1900 and 1910; and 
On 
including 38, or one-third, of the county seats. This conditio! 
to a more or less degree not only in all of the States in this Missi: 
and Missouri River Valley, but I believe the investigation we at 
making will show this te be the case in practically every State in 
Union, except possibly a few in the Southwest and far West, w! 
are kept up by the flow of population to some extent from the 
States. ; 
It is not a question alone as to whether merchandise 
retailed by those million retail merchants or by the great depart 
stores and mail-order houses of the city, but what are the e 
social, moral, political, and religious problems that are growins 
must inevitably come up for solution out of this condition. ; 
The small retail merchants of this country of every class and 
are discouraged and disheartened, and know not what the Ga) 
going to bring forth, not only for them but for their own Immece 
families and the communities in which they live. And apparent!) 
would seem that even the Government itself is against the little ! 
in this fight, for just as soon as they combine to combat the infucr 


of the mail-order houses these same mail-order houses come bac y y 
the Sherman law as a club and a menace to the little merchan 
his attempt to protect himself and the community in which h 

The daily newspapers of the cities, which are | 
epartment stores, and the farm papers, 


e live 
d by t 


ar 


argely supporte 


° ig 
advertisements o which 








1 
ve 
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< 


oO 


there 


in and about the smaller cities and towns of your State, my 


ry little aid and help to the merchant in the country 
is been carried on in this country for the past 10 
impaign of advertising in which denunciation 
f the little merchant by these great aggregations 
are to-day thousands and hundreds of thousands ol 





all of the States who will not buy a dollar's worth of 


| 


their 
m 


i 


ome merchant, and who will not even give him a cha 
wants because of the prejudice that 
inds by this campaign on the part of the department st 
The little merchant at home only 
thousands of our people living about us o1 
they have no u 


rder houses. 
ty to many ; 3 
iil, when the strike is on, and when 


irgely supported by the mail-order house advertising, of 


town, 
year 
and misrepres 
has prevailed th 


urse giv 
and there 
s such a 
ntation | 

) 


peopl living 


nee 


has been engenders 


re 


seems to 
ly 


one, 


away to buy and when it becomes necessary to obtain the 


f life by credit at the store cf the home merchant. 
I submit to you that this is creating a condition be 
ther question before us to-day is of such great 
ir people. For example, the great mail-order house ¢ 
k & Co. last year offered to give a million dollars to 
this country, $1,000 to each county which w 


expert to teach our farmers how to improve their crops, 


t} 


unt necessary to obtain the services of such an ex} 
the State, county, the farmers, or the business men o 
n which such appropriation was made. 
I submit to you, sir, that this was the greatest scheme 
it has ever been undertaken in this country. Sho 
llion dollars be accepted by a thousand counties in the 
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linportance 
Sears, hoe 
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uld employ a 


th 
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of 
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various 


State, and | 


ds from 


to sup] 
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and ma 
eo a nece 


when ci 


to t 


necessities 


which n 
to all of 


distributed 


farm 
remaining 
to be paid 
> counti 


advertising 


the whole 
States 


here would be 1,000 men going about amongst our farmers who would 


e compelled out of sheer gratitude to say that this gre: 


being done in the interest of the farmer was inaug 





it 


irat 


work which 
ed and put 


\W 
on its feet by the greatest mail-order house in the int and the 
total sum would be that 14 per cent upon the gross sales of this firm 
for the year 1912. 
1 submit to you, sir, that the chances are that very little credit would 
given to the local merchant and the commercial clubs of the thou 
nds of towns in the country, who would have to supply not only f 
first year at least $2 for $1 supplied by the mail-order ho | 


that is that the 











tributed by the 


1 {t stage 


uld be seldom remembered. 
In view of what you hay 
that it would have been a much greater wo ch 
ion dollars been distributed during the year of 191 
han 7,000 girls and women who are working for this fir 
\nother phase has developed to t great scheme of ac 
fangs of this company have reached 
d of the agricultural colleges and the political 
Whenever a proposition is made to a county to 
ese experts as supervisor, you never hear that this 
mail-order house in Chicago, but vou do 
ng from the agricultural department of the State uni 
nt or from some oth source. In other words, 
when our agricultural colleges and university 
imed to say where the money is coming from. I subr 
of these authorities and n politician in 
State would dare accept money in t! 
ihe International Harvester Co. I am not 


learned in the pa few da 
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defending Standard Oil or 
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« Harvester Trust, but it can be said in their favor that at lea the 
Standard Oil Co. permits the home merchant to make a few cents n 
which they sell, and every live town in the United St s ha { 
t one agent or representative selling the machinery of t Int 
Harvester Co., upon which he is permitted to make a pr ‘ 
} re is a great aggregation of capital, the chairman of whos« ird 
directors, I am told, is president of one of the great New York bank 
nd yet we never hear any outcry because of the fact iat Wall Street 
is attempting a control of the distribution of the n ssities f n 
thi ountry, as it is being done, we believe, through t! y it m 
der houses. Away with any suggestions as to tainted money if « 
tributions are to be accepted from such sources to promot 1 
iy other laudable purpose 
Again permit me to sa} t the other great tion in d 
sides those which you are ectly investigating at t time is, I 
good thing for this countr ind will it be a good th for all of 
pecple if the retail business of the « ntr is to be cont I 
handied by great corporations employing both women and 1 t star 
vation ges, or will it be best for all that they shall be d 
over this country and remain in the hands of the many t i 
merchants who are to-day t prop and stay of every com! u 
which they live in your State, in my State. and all of t it s 
I belleve your committee has already discovered how this cond ! 
is being brought about, and their success is based on the supp 
that they sell cheaper than the home n hant. Have 3 Lot already 
discovered that the 50.000 women in Chicago who are living upon st 
vation wages are paying t price that enables this, if it tru 
brought about? If these conditions are to be permitted to « tinue in 
order that some thir may be sold cheaper, a if « ipne t 
thing only to be desired, why not repeal our tariff laws that we have 
had on our statute books for 50 years, if that will ch ipen anything? 
If reducing the tariff will partially cheapen some things, why not 
remove it entirely, in order that they m become cheaper f 
cheapness is what is to be desired? If we want som igs cheaper 
in this country, why not make it unlawful for labor unions fi ces 


on labor? If we want things cheap in this country, why 
immigration laws—let in the Chinese, the 
could work at one-half the wages 
would cheapen some things, if we wanted things merely 
want to cheapen some things, why do we make laws regi 
work for men as well as women? If we want to mere! 
things, why not have all of the merchandise of tl cou 
by great corporations employing women at starvation 
should we keep a million merchants, with families .o su 
munities to keep up, when it could be done so much 
mail-order houses. as indicated? 

I submit to you, sir, and your committee that every 
could be brought against a proposal of 
as above indicated would be a valid argument against t 
or increasing of the facilities of the mail-order house 
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and the elimination of the retail merchant and the many communities 


outside of our great centers. 
, Lou have already, as I have said, discovered that 
things already too cheap in the great city of Chic: 
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Plainly and distin tly marked, and if they cross it for 
of plunder they should be driven back under the lash of the 
law. It not the intent of the amended constitution nor the 

ire of those who demand its enforcement to them the 
igitest injury. We only ask for that impartial and just pro- 
fection which the State, as parens patrie, uS not less 


purposes 


IS 


do 


Owes to 


than to them. 

In the first place, it will, I think, be admitted by all impartial 
persons of average ints Nigence that the companies are not the 
Owners of the railroads. The notion that they ure is as Silly ag 
it Is pernicious. It is the di ty of every commercial. manufac- 


turing, or agricultural State to open thoroughfares of trade and 
travel through her territory. For that purpose she may take 
ihe property of citizens and pay for the work out of her treas- 
ury. When it is done, she may make it free to all comers, or she 
ay reimburse the cost by levying a special tax upon those who 
use it; or she may get the road built and opened by a corpora- 
tion or an individual, and pay for it by permitting the builder 
to collect tolls or taxes from those who carry and travel on it. 
Pennsylvania has tried all these methods with her turnpikes, 
and railroads. Some have been made at her own cost 
ind thrown open; on others. made by herself, she placed officers 
Lo collect a special tax: others have been built for her by con- 
tract, in which some hatural or artificial] Person agreed to do 
the work for the privilege of appropriating the taxes which she 
authorized to be levied. 

“ But in all these cases the 


canals, 


roprietary right remained in the 
State, and was held by her in trust for the use of the people. 
“Those who run the railroads and canals are always public 
It is impossible to look at them in any other light, or 
to conceive how a different relation could exist; because a rail- 
road which is not Inanaged by publie agent can not be a public 
highway. The character of these agents and the mode of their 
appointment, even upon the same work, have differed materially, 
The Columbia tailroad and all the canals were for a time un- 
der the management of officers appointed by the ernor, or 
elected by the people, and paid out of the State treasury. After- 
wards the duty was dey lved by the State upon persons associ- 
ated together under actg of incorporation who contracted to 
perform it upon certain terms. The Erie & Northeast Rail- 
road was at first run for the State by a company ; the company 
was removed from its trust for misbehavior; the sovernor then 
took it and appointed an officer to superintend the work; later 
the governor's appointee was displaced, with the consent of the 
legislature, and the duty wags again confided to a corporation 
hewly chartered. 
“ None of these 
the State receiver, nor any 
after—had the slightest 
roads themselves, 
terous 


agents, 


eC 


foOy\ 


agents—neither the canal commissioners nor 
corporation that went before or came 
proprietary right or title to the rail- 
To say that they bad would be as prepos- 
as to assert that township roads are the private property 
of the supervisors. 

“ The legal relations existing 
sons whom she authorizes to Supervise her 
what elaborately discussed by the 
vania in the case of the Erie 
(2 Casey, pp. 307-324). 


between the State and the per- 
highways was some- 
Supreme Court of Pennsyl- 
& Northeast Railroad Co. v. Casey 
It was there determined that a rail- 
road built by authority of the State for the general purposes 
of commerce is a public highway, and in ho sense private prop- 
erty—that a corporation authorized to run it is a servant of 
the State much as an officer legally appointed to do any 
other public duty, as strictly confined by the laws, and as 
liable to be removed for transgressing them. 

“All the judges concurred in this opinion. The two who dis- 
sented from the judgment did so on the technical ground that 
certain circumstances, which would have estopped the State 
in a judicial proceeding, disarmed the legislature of the power 
to repeal. Neither they nor any other judge in this country, 
whose authority is worth a straw, ever denied the doctrine for 
Which I have here cited that case, though it may have been 
sometimes overlooked, ignored, or perchance evaded. This prin- 
ciple and no other was the basis of the decision in Pennsyl- 
Vania and all the other States, that cities and counties might 
issue bonds or their money and tax their people to aid in build- 
ing railways. The Supreme Court of the United States has 
aflirmed it in scores of cases. It was so universally acknowl- 
edged that the convention of 1873 incorporated it into the con- 
stitution as a part of the fundamental law. I do not know 
upon what foundation more solid than this any great principle 
of jurisprudence was ever established in a free country, When, 
in addition, you consider the reason of the thing, and the su- 
preme necessity of it for the purposes of common justice, it 
Seems like a sin and a shame and a scandal to oppose it. 

“It being settled that the railroads and canals belong of right 
to the State for the use of the people, and that the corporations 
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who have them in charge are mere agents to run them for 
owners, it will surely not be denied t] 
Should’ be made to l those 


thea 
lac all proper regulations 
revent 


agents from betraying tie 
trust. The wisdom is very plain of those Provisions in our es 
stitution which put them on a level with other public ser, 


and forbid them to 
to 


rostitute thei 


engage 


r functions to purposes mer: 
in any business which necessy yi}, 


brings their private interests into conflict with their pub] 
| duty. Seeing the vast magnitude of the affairs intrusted ;,, 





them, and the terrible temptation to which their cupidity j 
posed, it is certainly necessary that you hold them to thei; 
Sponsibilities, and hold them hard, 

“ But, on the other hand, the corporations ¢ 
any responsibility to the State, more than individuals engs. 
in private business, They assert that the management of 
railroads being a mere speculation of their own, these ft] 
oughfares of trade and travel must be run for their int 
Without regard to public right. If they take advantage 
their power to oppress the labor and overtax the land ; 
State; if they crush the industry of one man or place to 
up the prosperity of another; if they plunder the rich by , 
tortion, or deepen the distress of the poor by discrimins 
against them, they justify themselves by showing that al! 
Was in the way of business; that their interest required 1} 
to do it; that if they had done otherwise their fortunes wi 
not have been so great as they are; that it was the prudk 
proper, and method of managing their own aff. 
This is their universal answer to all complaints. Their 
tests against legislative intervention to protect the public 
Ways take this shape, with more or less distinctness of oul 
In whatever language the y clothe their argument, it is the «: 
in substance as that with which Demetrius, the silversmith 
fended the Sanctity of the temple for which he made shrin 
‘Sirs, ye know that by this craft we have our wealth.’ 

“That railroad corporators and their paid adherents sh, 
take this view of the subject is perhaps not very surpri 
nor does it excite our special wonder to see them supported 
the subsidiary rings whom they patronize. But it is amaz 
to find that this odious and demoralizing theory has mad 


leny that they , 


f 
1) 
l 


successful 


Strong lodgment in the minds of disinterested, upright, and 
high-placed men. Two members of the senate judiciary co 
inittee, I do not Say the ablest, because comparisons ; ? 


odious, but they are both of them 
the country for talents 
phatically dissented from 
ment of the railroads wa 


among the foremost men 

and integrity—these gentlemen 

me when I asserted that the man ‘ 

S not a matter of business to be « 

ducted like a private enterprise, merely for the profit of 

directors or Stockholders, A heresy so supported is entit] 

Serious réfutation, however absurd it may seem on its fa¢ 
“T aver that a man or a corporation appointed to do a pul 

duty must perform it with an eye single to the publie inter 

If he perverts his authority to purposes of private gain, he : 

guilty of corruption, and all who aid and abet him are his 

complices in crime. He defiles himself if he mingles his own 

business with that intrusted to him by the government ») l 

uses one to promote the other. If a judge excuses himself for 

a false decision by saying that he sold his judgment for ¢), 

highest price he could get, you cover his character with infamy. 

A ministerial officer, like a sheriff, for instance, who extort: 

from a defendant, or even from a convict in his custody, wh 

the law does not allow him to collect and puts the surplus in 

his pocket is a knave upon whom you have no mercy. You 

send county commissioners to the penitentiary for consulti 

their own financial advant: ge to the injury of the general weal, 

When the officers of a city corporation make a business of 

running it to enrich themselves at the expense of the pub 

you Can see at a glance that they are the basest of criminal: 

Why, then, can you not see that the officers of a railway cor] 

ration are equally guilty when they pervert the authority with 

which they are clothed to purposes purely selfish? <A railroad 

corporation is a part of the Civil government as much as a ¢i 

corporation. The officers of the former as much as the latter 

are agents and trustees of the public, and the public has an 

interest precisely similar in the fidelity of both. Why, th 

should partiality or extortion be condemned as criminal in one 

if it be tolerated as fair business when practiced by the other? 

Yet there are virtuous and disinterested statesmen among 

who think that faithful Service ought not to be enforced against 

the railroad companies, however loudly it may be claimed by 

the body of the people as their just due and no matter how 

distinctly it may be commanded by the constitution itself. 
“Iam able to maintain that all the corruption and misgoy- 


OO. 


ernment with which the earth is cursed g£rows out of this fatal 
proclivity of public Servants to make a business of their duty. 
Recall the worst cases that have occurred in our history 


and see 
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if every one of them does not finally resolve itself into that. 
Tweed and his associates in New York, the Philadelphia rings, 
the carpetbag thieves, the star-route conspirators—all went 
into business for themselves while pretending to be engaged in 
the public service. Oakes Ames distributed the of the 
Crédit Mobilier where he thought it would do the most good to 
himself and others with whom he was connected, and that was 
business in him who gave and in them that took his bribes. 
Madison Wells, when he proposed to Mr. Kenner that he would 
make a true return of the election if he could be assured of get 
ting ‘$200,000 apiece for himself and Jim Anderson and a less 
sum for the niggers, had as keen an eye to business as if he 
had been president of a railroad company instead of a return- 
ing board. Certain greedy adventurers made it a business to 
rob the Nation of its lands, and uniting with Congress carried 
it on so magnificently that they got away with an area nearly 
equal to nine States as large as Pennsylvania. The imposition 
of the whisky tax, excluding what was held on speculation, was 
business to the officers and legislators who were sharp enough 
to anticipate their own votes. You will see on reflection that 
every base combination which officers have made with one an- 
other or with outside parties has been a business arrangement, 
precisely like that which the railroads justify on the sole ground 
that it is business. The effect is not only to corrupt those who 
engage in such transactions but to demoralize all who are 
tempted by personal and party attachments to apologize for it. 

“ When the officers of the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. corruptly 
bought the remission of the tonnage tax, and thereby trans- 
ferred to their own pockets an incalculable sum justly due to 
the State, it was business, rich to them and profitable beyond 
the dreams of avarice, while to the swindled taxpayers it was 
proportionably disastrous. The nine million steal of later date 
was a business enterprise which failed because Gov. Geary 
most unexpectedly put his veto upon it. Still more recently 
the same corporation undertook to get from the treasury of the | 
State $4,000,000 to which it had no decent pretense of a claim. 
Never was any affair conducted in a more perfectly business- 
like way. The appointed agents of the corporation came to 
Harrisburg when the legislature was in session, and regularly 
set up a shop for the purchase of members at prearranged and 
specified prices. You condemn this piece of business because it | 
was dishonest, but was it more dishonest than that which the 
same corporation habitually does when it stands on the high- 
way and by fraud or force extracts from individual citizens a 
much larger sum in excessive tolls to which its right is no bet 
ter than to the money it tried to get by bribery? 

“ The functions of railroad corporations are as clearly defined 
and ought to be as universally understood as those of any serv- | 
ant which the State or General Government employs. Without 
proprietary right in the highways they are appointed to super 
intend them for the owners. They are charged with the duty 
of seeing that every needed facility for the use of those thor- | 
oughfares shall be furnished to all citizens, like the justice 
promised in Magna Charta, without sale, denial, or delay. Such 
services, if faithfully performed, are important and valuable, 
and the compensation ought to be a full equivalent; accordingly, 
they are authorized to pay themselves by levying upon all who 
use the road a tax or toll or freight sufficient for that purpose. 

“ But this tax must be reasonable, fixed, certain, and uniform, 
otherwise it is a fraud upon the people which no department 
of the State government, nor all of them combined, has power | 
to legalize. 

“Tt is much easier to see the nature and character of the mis 
chief wrought by the present practices of the railroad com- 
panies than it is to calculate its extent. If your action depends 
in any degree upon the amount of the spoliation which 
people of the State have suffered, and are now suffering, for 
want of just laws to protect them, you certainly ought to direct 
an official inquiry into the subject and ascertain the whole 
truth as nearly as possible. 

“ But investigations have already taken place in Congress and 
the legislatures of several States; complaints founded upon 
specified facts come up from every quarter; verified accusations 
are made by some of the companies against others; railroad 
men have openly confessed their fraudulent practices, and some- 
times boasted of the large sums they accumulate by them. Put- 


stock 


the 


ting these together, you can form at least an approximate cal- | 


culation. I doubt not you will find the sum total of the plunder 
aan have taken in the shape of excessive charges to be fright- 
ul. 


“Three or four years ago a committee of the United States 


Senate collected the materials and made a report upon this | 


general subject, in which they showed that an excess of 5 cents 
per hundredweight charged on the whole agricultural crop of 
the current year would amount to $70,000,000. Upon the crop 
of the last year it would doubtless come nearer a hundred 
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dustry, and to skin the commerce of the whole country by the 
arbitrary use of a sliding scale upon freights. can not safely be 
trusted to human hands, and especially not to irresponsible 
corporations whose interest, as well as their acknowledged 
principle of action, constantly impel them to abuse it. Can it 
be that a Pennsylvania legislature will hesitate to curb tl 
career of this destructive monopoly by adjusting the char 
according to some rule equitable, fixed, and certain? 

“But even this sinks into insignificance compared with the 
wrong and evil of their discriminations. Common justice und 
policy, «very sense of duty, the whole spirit and letter of tl 
law, require them to give every man equal facilities in the use 
of the roads, and to charge them at the same rates for th am 
class of goods, according to weight and distan There can b 
no possible doubt about this. Every unprejudiced man, who 
has sense enough to know his right hand from his left, acknow 
edges that equality must be the rule of right; and | unde 
stands this perfectly well without looking at the constit 
where it is solemnly declared to be part of the lex legum. t 
| law of laws, and the rule of all rules on the subject Yet this 
sacred principle is constantly and steadily violated, 1 l 
under foot, and treated with hearth contempt 

“At the slightest glance you will see the enorn iY a 
rect and consequential, which these di lie \ 
the public. A man who invests his cape r his 1 
in mining or manufacturing can be drive ob 
any time by a discrimination against him and r 
competitors. This is done every day nal thie ne, me 
few cases here and there, but systemat | 
whenever a carrying monopoly conceive ‘ 
can be promoted in that nefarious w ) 
be done until the prohibition of the ul 
penal enactment. 

“Instead of bre g¢ the foul bu hese I 
give you a sample mvenient because it 
handled. A neighbor and friend of m 
another—became the lessee and opet ( 
Northumberland. For lort d di 
|earry their product ove e of 1 | 
vania company. They were cl d for ‘ ! | 
motive power aione tnere wa 1O | l «| j { 
| case, and no cars were furnished by { 
rate of 20 cents per ton per mile, wh el 
oly chose to favor were let off tZ | ! the ¢ 
under protest, and brought suit to re r it | It 
simple a case of extortion as can be conce d 
cers of the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. swe that in thelr TT 
ment it was right to commit it, and ore r, a rr 
was a usual, common, and customary I b 
knowledge that in all this the Supreme Court ind 
| abetted the corporation. The dialectics of the de nh turned 
on a prohibition in the charter agains harging 1 e on 
average than 4 cents per ton per mil h strued 
la legal warrant for any robbery of one p { ( 
| pany could prove to be balanced by lie . f 
shown to all others. But neither the great ti 
ithe State nor the highest judicial tribunal i resi 
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wi I » the pl ple that all men riguts he of the 
J y re equi: x 
own and not denied that this equality of right, sacred 
( mental though it be, is by the common practice of 
i ‘ nies corruptly disregarded. 
‘If you want to drive business competition out of the field, 
ibe a railroad manager to raise the freights upon your rivals | 
d lower your own, or take the whole board of directors into 


partnership with you, or promise to divide the spoils with the 
oration, and they will make you a monopoly with power to 
plunder, limited only by the range of your dealings. The loss 
thus inflicted upon the worthiest men in the land is startlingly 
] e. By a single one these arrangements—that with the 
Oil Co.—the estimated injury, direct and conse- 
quential, f st persons within the State amounts to not less 
than a hundred and fifty million dollars. For this fact you 
have the statement of Mr. Gowen, whose veracity no man that 
knows him will doubt, and whose faculties of observation, sharp- 
eved by a personal interest in the subject, make him a most 
intelligent witness, 

“At whatever place one of these railroad corporations has 
power control the whole carrying trade, or where several 
combine together for that purpose, they victimize the people 
remorselessly. I give you the example of York, for the reason 
that it presses itself on my own attention with peculiar force. 
The freight exacted on the single article of anthracite coal is 
nearly $1 per ton more than is charged upon the same commod- 
ity carried from the same mine and delivered by the same com- 
pany at Baltimore. In all reason and conscience it should be 
from 50 cents to a dollar less, seeing that the distance is 60 
iniles greater to Baltimore. That makes the discrimination 
against York at least equal to a dollar and a half on every ton. 
The quantity consumed in the latter place is something upward 
of a hundred thousand tons, and the excessive tax upon it all 
is therefore $150,000. Every cent of this is as wrongfully taken 
us if it were feloniously stolen. It amounts to many times as 
inuch in the aggregate as all the legitimate taxes which the 
same community pays for the support of the State, county, 
schools, and almshouses. Nay, it is more than all the taxes im- 
posed for those purposes on the whole of the great county in 
which the town of York is situated. A manufacturer there who 
uses 2,000 tons of coal per annum must pay $3,000 of blackmail 
to the railroads, or to the monopoly which they have created, un- 
less the influence of his wealth gets it remitted. But the largest 
part of it is levied upon poor laborers whose wages are barely 
sufficient to furnish their families in scanty measure with food, 
shelter, and clothing; much of it is paid by the contributions of 
charity for those who would otherwise perish by cold and hun- 
ger. The man who can hear the simple story of this wrong 
without indignation must be as cold-blooded as a snake. 

* You need not confine your sympathies to York. I can give 
you no exact account of the similar suffering inflicted on Phila- 
delphia. But any officer of the Reading company can furnish it. 
Mr. Gowen, free spoken as he is about the sins of his rivals, is 
naturally reticent concerning his own. But if he opens his 
mouth he will tell you the truth, and, unless I am much mis- 
taken, it will be an awful tale of wrong and oppression. 

“A full inquiry, if it shall ever be instituted, will probably 
show that nearly all the railroad corporations, the smaller ones 
following the example of the greater, have violated their char- 
ters by engaging ‘in mining and manufacturing articles for 
transportation over their own works,’ and thus acquired a 
monopoly of the production as well as the carrying. It is in 
this way that the Reading company has got the coal market of 
Philadelphia under its foot. Why should not that corporation 
and the others be made to respect the majesty of justice by an 
enforcement of the constitution (sec. 5, Art. XVII), which, if 
it leaves them what they have already got in violation of law, 
will at least prevent or punish such outrages in the future? 

“The imperious necessity, however, of enforcing the consti- 
tution arises out of the depredations which they commit upon 
all classes everywhere within the State in what they call their 
local rates. You can take the figures known to be true and 
demonstrate by the plainest process of simple arithmetic that 
their tariff of rates for carrying goods from place to place 
within the State is extortionate beyond all reason. 

“They have not the face to deny that their through rates are 
high enough to give them all the compensation they can reason- 
ably demand for that part of their service. The trunk lines 
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struggled and fought for that trade against one another with a 
fierceness which showed that they regarded it as very profitable. 
Their own competition reduced it for a while, but they com- 
bined and raised their charges high enough to satisfy all of 
them. 
the rates below a fair standard. 
monopolists never commit. 


It is ridiculous to say that this mutual agreement fixed 
That is a sort of error which 
Accepting the almost unanimous 
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imony of ms who ought to know wher 
they aflirm, the belief is fully authorized that they have fixed 
their through rates unressonably high; but Will assume that 
they are only fair. That point being satisfactorily established. 


disinterested pers e 


we 


it follows, as the day follows the night, that the much higher 
rates which they charge on local freights are unjust and ex 
tortionate, a palpable violation of our rights, a gross off 
against the constitution. 

“IT use the word ‘ rate’ in the popular and legal sense as nx 


ing the ratio or proportion of the whole charge to the dist; 
the freight is carried. Thus if a ton be carried 600 miles fron 
Chicago to Philadelphia for $5, and the same charge be w 
for carrying it 12 miles from Philadelphia to Media, the rate 
in the latter case is fifty times as high as in the former. | 
am credibly informed that such disproportioned charges are or 
have recently been made, and that as a general rule all loca! 
freights, whether the haul be long or short, are charged, wit! 
out regard to distance, the same, or nearly the same, that 
would be charged on the same weight if carried from Chicago 
to Boston. To the extent of this enormous discriminati: 
against our own people they are robbed and plundered. 

“The effect of it upon the agricultural interest can not be as- 
certained exactly without an investigation, which you can make 
and I can not; but the reasonable probability is that it takes 
most unjustly from 7 to 10 cents per bushel from the price of 
all grain grown in the State and correspondingly reduces the 
value of all other products. 

“Then look how it touches the rights and interests of con- 
sumers in the grert centers of population. Within a circle of 
150 miles in diameter around Philadelphia provisions enough 
might be raised to feed the city, but they can not be taken there 
without paying a freight on them as heavy as it would cost to 
bring them from Illinois or Wisconsin. Thus an army of a 
million souls, some of them half mad with hunger, virtually 
have their base of supplies moved back six or seven hundred 
miles away. 

“ These railroad men have another way of cheating the public, 
not for the benefit of their corporate treasuries but to swell 
the private fortunes of the managers. A ring of them is formed 
into a separate transportation company with the privilege of 
sarrying on their own roads at the highest freights they can 
extort. By means of preferences and discriminations the 
parent corporation forces into the hands of its bastard offspring 
as much of the business as it wants, for the shipper who refuses 
to patronize the ring must suffer the penalty of still higher 
rates as well as delay and difficulty. The convention of 1873 
believed that this was one of the devices for fleecing the trade 
of the Commonwealth which ought to be broken up, and the 
people adepted that opinion. Do you wish to continue it? If 
not, why do you hesitate to carry out the constitutional pro 
hibition? 

“Perhaps the most remarkable, certainly the boldest, thing 
about the discriminations we complain of is that they are 
always avowedly made against those who are least able to 
endure the wrong. A heavy grain dealer in the West who ships 
his millions may get rates 90 per cent below those extorted fron 
a Pennsylvania farmer with only a thousand bushels to carry. 
Between all rivals of unequal fortune the railway king is ever 
strong upon the stronger side and never fails to make his dis 
crimination against the weaker concern whose business is con- 
ducted on the smaller scale. In my town of York the demand 
of some very rich manufacturers for lower rates has been 
conceded with gratifying promptness, but you might as well 
plead pity with a wolf as ask the monopoly to relieve a starv- 
ing laborer by taking the excessive charges off his bread aztl 
fuel. Indeed, if the tariffs of railway charges be founded 
any rule at all it is this, that all rates shall be high in in- 
verse proportion to the magnitude of the cargo and the distance 
it is carried, the practical effect of which is to grind the tf 
of the small trader that the great one may increase in fatness. 

“The only argument they make against the equality of rates 
commanded in the constitution is that they can not afford it; 
that they must charge higher for short hauls and light loads 
or else their compensation will be less than for the greater serv- 
ice. If this were true, it would be no ground of justification. 
But, in point of fact, it is wholly untrue. It is not more difli- 
cult or costly to carry a hundred tons for fifty shippers than it 
would be to carry the same goods for one. The expenses incl- 
dent to the reception and discharge of a cargo may be greater 
in proportion for short hauls than for long ones, but you can 
make that all even by allowing them to charge, in addition to 
their mileage, for loading and unloading, whether the haul be 
short or long. These terminal expenses which they make so 
much ado about are nothing as an excuse for the enormous ¢X- 
cesses of their local rates, and they know that very well. 
Their real reason is that they find it easier, safer, and more 
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The agent agrees to do this service 
iggregate will be a reasonable compen- 
As between the State, 
who is the employer, and the corporation, which is the employee, 
the contract is an entire one—a lump bargain—an agreement 


‘riminations | * 


ing the | 


the 
bear in 


The 


right by 


‘ constitution 


property Such « I 
ties of 


to Warrant a hig! 


towns smn tir 


and cheap lots th 


more valuable. 


not escape the coi u 
ing charges of the 
charters as well a 
the hvoke » Say 
against 
there is a 
and to 


SLrong 
* But 
their 


this. 


rapacity, 
if she would, « ibles 
roperty, in su 
irticular 
that 
upon th 


lerryinen, or 


it li 


pI 
pe thai vickuals 
Upon principle y 
est e 
taver! 
* Besides all t 


to terms of justice at 


nent domain. All pi 
upon condition tl { 
interest requires it \l] 
subject to such modifi 


owners from doin 


eXpress¢ d il 


that was not its origin 
rule of pub ic and ! 
the powers of every ) 
equal force to all cl 

“ These are argument 
svlvania, it would not | 
else the most zealous 
the authority in quest 
But here the shallow n 
poration is an irrevocab 


the 1 
“T have hesitated t 


soever anagers } 


them as 
power 
I li 
fhe police authority, of w 


loan of mo 


how a thing so cheay 
like a drink or a din 
in se. But since 1874 
oath to obey the const 
passes. Can that oat 


am a private citizen, 
judgment of oi 
who have acted t 
impeached and remo 
said than 
prefer the impe rie 
jurisdiction to tr 


stick 


cers 


done, for tl 


“The legal predicame 


road 


ribute are things of cor 


three hundred dollars 


gether 


money in a bag at the 
hand it around to the 
judges and executive 
wholesale bribery Bu 


that 
value 


money 
testimonial, 


and the 


officers is s W 


If the agetits o 


should be 
privile 


S 


‘ 


of the | 


\ 
‘ 
eve 
{ 
| 
I 
1 ltse 
to ¢ 
shi 
we? 
I 
( 
Ww ( 
} 
\ I 
i 
l 
| 
on \ I 
‘ j 
} 
i 1 
rh 
imendn 
mn e 
It h ilw 
t ‘ 
ada bef 
er 
I 
to Y 
rp ( 
i ( 
wl 
lef? 
ae | 
' 
e 
‘ ( 
‘ 1 ¢ 
| ry? 
eX! 
\\ 
‘) 
Is 
‘ 
! ( 
ol @ 
d 
(Fes 
, or 
} 


the same crime 





2012 


gold ea greenbacks. 


VW 


dollars, gles, or It must appear, however, 
that it is given to influence the officer or member of the gen- 
eral assembly in the performance of his public or official duties. 
That is undoubtedly the very purpose and object of giving passes 
to members of the legislature. I do not say or think that 
senators and representatives who receive them consent 
influenced. But that redeem the guilt of the giver, to 
whom it is impossible ascribe any other intent than the 
criminal one, Those great corporate officers and their respect- 
able subordinates, who are concerned directly and indirectly in 
these practices, are probably ignorant of the existing law. 
ought to be solemnly warned by some penal enactment directly 
and exclusively aimed at this besetting sin. 

“ We are often told that in this struggle for honest government 
against the power of the railroad corporations the just cause 
has no chance of success. We do seem to be out ona forlorn hope. 
The little finger of monopoly is thicker than the loins of the law. 

“The influence of our enemies over the legislature is mysteri- 
ous, incalculable, and strong enough to make the constitution 
a dead letter in spite of oaths to obey it and a popular demand, 
almost universal, to enforce it. There is no other subject upon 
which the press is so shy as upon this, the most 
all. Afraid to oppose the corrupt corporations and ashamed to 
defend them, it sinks into silent neutrality. Prudent politicians 
always want a smooth road to run on, and the right path here is 
full of impediments. In this state of things we seem to be weaker 
than we really are, for the unbroken heart of the people is on 
the side of justice, equality, and truth. Monopolists may sneer 
at our blundering leadership and the unorganized condition of 
our common file, but they had better bethink them that, when 
the worst comes to the worst, our raw militia numerous 
enough to overwhelm their regulars, well paid and well drilled 
us they are. They have destroyed the business of hundreds 
for one that they have favored. For every millionaire they 
have made 10,000 paupers, and the injured parties lack no gall 
to make oppression bitter. 

“The people certainly got one immense advantage over the 
carrying corporations when they adopted the seventeenth article 
cf the constitution. That concedes to us all the rights we ask, 
puts the flag of the Commonwealth into our hands, and con- 
secrates our warfare. The malign influence that heretofore has 
palsied the legislative arm can not last forever. We will con- 
tinue to elect representatives again and again, and every man 
shall swear upon the gospel of God that he will do us the full 
and perfect justice which the constitution commands. At last 
we will rouse the ‘conscience of a majority, screw their cour- 
age to the sticking place, and get the appropriate legislation’ 
which we need so sorely. 

‘Whenever a majority in both houses become independent 
enough to throw off the chains which now bind them to the 
service of monopoly; when frequent repetitions of the oath to 
obey the constitution shall impress its obligation upon their 
hearts; when admonition and reproof from within and with- 
out, ‘line upon line, precept upon precept, here a little and 
there a little,’ shall have taught them that fidelity to the rights 
of the people is a higher virtue than subserviency to the mere 
interests of a corrupt corporation; when the seventeenth article 
shall have been read and reread in their hearing often enough 
to make them understand the import of its plain and simple 
words—then, without further delay and with no more paltry 
excuses, they will give us legislation appropriate, just, and 
effective. A tolerably clear perception of their duty, coupled 
with a sincere desire to do it, will enable them to catch the 
shortest and the easiest way. All trifling with the subject will 
cease at once; all modes of evading this great point will go out 
ot fashion; no contrivance will be resorted to of ways not to 
do it while professing to be in favor of it; our common sense 
will not be insulted by the offer of a civil remedy to each indi 
vidual for public offenses which affect the whole body of the 
people and diminish the security of all men’s rights at once. 
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reasonable fine, and will no more rob a shipper on the 


| railroad than they will pick your pocket at a prayer meeting 


They | 


important of | 





The legislative vision, relieved from the moral strabismus which | 


mekes it crooked, now will see straight through the folly of 
trying to correct the general evil except by the one appropriate 
means of regular punishment at the suit of the State. Does 
this seem harsh? Certainly not more severe than any other 
criminal law on our statute book which applies to railway man- 
agers as well as to everybody else. They need not suffer the 
penalty unless they commit the crime, and they will not commit 
the crime if you make a just penalty the legal consequence. 
Pass a proper law to-day and they will be as honest as you are 
to-morrow. Every oue of them can be trusted to keep clear of 
acts which may take him to the penitentiary. They have been 
guilty in their past lives and will continue in evil doing for 
some time to come, because the present state of your laws as- 
sures them that they shall ‘go unwhipped of justice. But 
threaten them with a moderate term of imprisonment and a 


Your law will do its work without a single prosecution. Thus vy 
could, if you would, effect a perfect reform and yet not hurt 
hair on any head— a consummation most devoutly to be wished 
* But it is not to be expected that such good will come ip 
diately.. Nearly 10 years ago the legislature was com: 
to carry out the beneficent measure of the constitution. 
9 years that illustrious body was a duinb impediment to 
course of justice, all its faculties paralyzed by some inscrut 
influence—dead, devoid of sense and motion, as if its only fu 
tion was to ‘lie in cold abstraciion and to rot.’ At last, wi 
ii was wakened up by the present governor and reminded ot 
seventeenth article, it opened its mouth and spoke as one \ 
did not know whether he was sworn to eppose the constitut 
or to obey it. Some members have shown their utter host 
to it, some seem willing to defend small pertions of it, 
senator discovered that it was all equally sacred. But his | 
meets no favor. Still we need not despair. The people and 
constitution, mutually supporting one another, will be tri 
phant yet. Meanwhile let all the railroad rings rejoice. ‘Tl 
their day; ours is to come.” 


ane « 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ext: 
my remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, reserving thi 
right to object, I should like to know what subject the ge 
man intends to discuss. 

Mr. SIMS. I am not even certain that I will extend my 
remarks at all. It seemed to be going so easy this morning { 


| I thought I would get permission, too. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Upon what subject does 


| gentleman intend to print remarks, if he does print them? 


Mr. SIMS. I will not disclose that subject. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Unless the gentleman dis 
closes his subject, I shall object. 

Mr. SIMS. A number of gentlemen have not disclosed thei 
subjects, and you ought to treat them all alike. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Every gentleman who has 
tained permission has disclosed his subject. 

Mr. SIMS. I will not do it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 

Mr. 
object. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I want to eall the attention of the gent 
man to the fact that previous to the request of the gentlem 
from Tennessee [Mr. Srus] other requests were granted whe: 
gentlemen did not state the subjects of their remarks. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. In every instance? 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mor 
GAN] obtained unanimous consent. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. But he stated the purpose for 
which he desired to extend his remarks. 

Mr. SIMS. My colleague [Mr. Austin] made the same 1 
quest without stating the subject of his remarks, and the g 
tleman did not object. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. A 
TIN| did not state the subject of his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Some of them did and some of them did) 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I understood that each one did 

Mr. MURDOCK. Neither the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr 
AUSTIN] nor the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gorpon] stated the 
subjects on which they proposed to extend remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gornon 
stated that he wished to print a speech by Jeremiah S. Bla 
one of the greatest lawyers this country ever produced. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the gentleman fro! 
South Dakota will withdraw his objection to the request of » 
colleague. I did obtain permission to extend some rem! 
without stating upon what subject I intended to treat. 

Mr. PAYNE. But is the gentleman sure that his colleag 
wants to extend his remarks in the Recorp? He says he is n 
certain himself. 

Mr. AUSTIN. 
desires it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, under the « 
cumstances I shall insist upon my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota objects 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Then, Mr. Speaker, I object 
Will the gentleman reserve his objection * 
BURKBE of South Dakota. I will reserve the right 


Well, I want to give him the privilege if he 


‘By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted @s 
follows: 

To Mr. Hammonp, until July 15, on account of important! 
business. 

To Mr. Borcurrs, for 3 weeks. 











USELESS EXECUTIVE PAPERS. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, from the Joint Select Commit- 
tee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers, to which was 
referred a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting a schedule of useless executive documents, submitted a 
report (No. 20), which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred a 
letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a schedule of 
useless papers and documents in his department, submitted a 
report (No. 21), which was ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, at the last session of the House 
I introduced a pension bill, H. R. 6039, granting a pension to 
Patrick J. Dugan, which, by mistake, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, when it should have gone to the 
Committee on Pensions, and I ask that that change of reference 
be made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for a change of reference, which he indicates, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 13 
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned 
until Tuesday, June 17, 1913, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the assistant | 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of | 


the findings of fact and conclusion in the case of Eli A. 
Helmick v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 85), was taken 





from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill CH. R. 2326) granting a pension to Thomas B. Kneed- 
ler: Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bili (H. R. 2327) granting a pension to Edward Coffee; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referged as follows: 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 6056) to provide for the 
examination and survey of Forked River, Ocean County, N. J.; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H, R. 6057) to regulate the car- 
riage of passengers in the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENRY: A bill (H. R. 6058) to amend and reenact 
section 5241 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

$y Mr. HINEBAUGH: A bill (H. R. 6059) to provide for 
uniform preferential primaries for candidates of the several po- 
litical parties for nomination for President of the United States, 
and to provide for the election of delegates of such political 
parties to their respective national conventions, for the election 
of national committeemen, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Election of President, Vice President, and Representa- 
tives in Congress, 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 6060) to regulate the immi- 
gration of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the United 
States; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

jy Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 6061) to provide for a 
site and public building at Bradentown, Fla.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


: By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 6062) providing that the | 
title of the State of Louisiana be confirmed to a certain tract of 


land; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 6063) to apply a portion of the 
proceeds of the sales of public lands to the endowment of schools 
or departments of mines and mining, and to regulate the ex- 
penditure thereof; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 6064) to provide for the regis- 
ter and enrollment of vessels built in foreign countries when 
such vessels have been wrecked on the coasts of the United States 
or her possessions or adjacent waters and salved by American 


citizens and repaired in American shipy 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (11. R. 6065) 


on 


titled “‘“An act to regulate commere 
ISST, as heretofore amended; to the 
Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. QUIN: A bill (H. R. 6066) f 
owners of certain cotton taken by the 1 
in Adams County, Miss., in 1863, and 
steamer Gladiator; to the Committee on W: 
Also, a bill (H. R. GOG7) to confer juris 
of Claims to he: r, determine, and adjudi 
taking of private property and damages t 
the improvement of the Mississippi River fi 
Committee on the Judiciary 
By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (HT. R 
salaries of assistant postmasters and em} 
cal grades in post offices of the first and 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Ro 
By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H 
the proposed reorganization of the customs 
of two years; to the Committee on Ways an 


appropriations for the Department of Agr t . 
year ending June 30, 1912, approved March 4, 1911; to th 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (HL. R. 6071) | 
for a monument to commemorate the services and 
the pioneer women of America; to the C f 
brary. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois (bv request) _ (il 
6072) to amend the laws re! ig to pat i cle 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bi (it. R. 607 
authorize the building of dams across the South Branel 
Potomac River; to the Committee on Int te and | 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (TH. R. 6074) to establish 
hatchery and biological station in the fourtl ngressic 
trict of the State of Tennessee; to the ¢ ittee « { 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia Iie ithe (I. R 
authorizing payment of fees to J. Fred Essary, Carl D. Gi 
and Daniel O'Connell; to the Committee on Account 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: C urrent r¢ 
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By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. GOTO) to 


I. Con. Res. 8) providing for the print 
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‘inting. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Joint resolution 


continue in effect the provisions of the 
(Stat. L., vol. 34, p. 56); to the Comn 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pris 


were introduced and severally referred a 


By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 6075) for the 


Welty; to the Committee on Claims 


al 
M 
in 
m 








Jacob Bucher; to the Cor é 
Also, a bill (H. R, GOSS) 
| Stephen Skeen; to the Co tes ' 
| By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 6084) 
O. Tucker; to the-Committee on War ¢ 
By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bi HH 
increase of pension to Me: na Pr 
| on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A 
award a medal of honor to Maj. Jol 
| United States Army. retired; to the ¢ 
| Affairs. 
By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 6087) 
George W. Bond; to the Committee on Iny 


3y Mr. BORLAND: A bill (HL. R. 6076 


Alexander C. Mor 


le discharge to 
ilitary Affairs. 
By Mr. BROWN of West Vi l A b 


g an increase of pension to Hlenry H. G 


ittee on Invalid Pensio! 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6078) granti ' 


John Bean; to the Committee on | 
Also, a bill (H. R. GO79) granting 
| John F. Bennett: to the Committee P 
| By Mr. BURNETT: A b (H. R. ¢ ()) 
| heirs of Solomon Kean; to the Co 
By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 6081) 
Solomon L. Jacobs; to the Co ‘ 


Also, a bill (H. R. GOS2) 
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Also, a bill (CH. R. 6088) granting a pension to Bridget Gaff- 


ney: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to 
Johanna O’Brien; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6090) granting an increase of pension to 
Cordelia A, Naphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6091) granting an increase of pension to 


Esther Yates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6092) granting an increase of pension to 


Henry Chamberlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6093) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Patrick Kelley, alias Patrick Cuddy; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6094) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Thomas Ellis; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 6095) granting a 
pension to M. M. Mahoney; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6096) granting a pension to Garfield Lay; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 6097) granting a pension to 
W. H. Bush: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 6098) granting a pension to Henry T. 


Dawson: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6099) granting a pension to Ofa Johnson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6100) to carry into effect the findings of the 


Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Cumberland Uni- | 


versity, of Lebanon, Tenn. ; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6101) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the heirs of 
Josiah Anthony, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6102) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Howard 
Lodge, No, 13, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Gallatin, 
Tenn.; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6103) to carry into effect the findings of | 


the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Eivina Cunnyngham, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 





By Mr. LEWIS of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 6104) granting | 
an increase of pension to Mary C. Whitson; to the Comniittee | 


Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONERGAN: A bill (CH. R. 6105) granting a pension 
to F. G. Kasimur; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6106) granting a pension to Annie M. 
Easland; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R, 6107) granting a pension to Ezra G. Bill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6108) granting an increase of pension to 
Delia J. McKeon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6109) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget Brassill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6110) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William H. Benjamin, alias Charles Clarke; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6111) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William Helm; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6112) grant- 
ing a pension to Richard McNeely; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6118) granting an increase of pension to 
A. S. Dyke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'HAIR: A bill (7. R. 6114) granting a pension 
I’. Mercer; to the Committee on Pensions. 


on 


to 
J. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6115) granting a pension to George L. 
Kingsland; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6116) granting a pension to Mary E. 
*helps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6117) granting an increase of pension to 
Curoline Bitterny; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 6118) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Logan: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6119) granting an increase of pension to 
Seton Harper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6120) granting an increase of pension to 
Barnett Cunningham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6121) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred A. Trover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 6122) granting a pension to 


Maria Mowbray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A bill CH. R. 6123) granting 
av inerease of pension to Ellen A. Boland; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6124) granting an increase of pension to 
James 8. Rich; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6125) granting 
Margaret O'Brien; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6126) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman Hoffmeister; to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

$y Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 6127) granting an ineressa 
of pension to Michael E. Breck; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 6128) for the relief of Michaej Boyle: 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 6129) granting a pension to 
Anna K. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6130) granting a-pension to Johu Bre, 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6131) granting an increase of pews 
Amelia E. Hatfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiy). 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 6132) eran; 
ing a pension to Chester E. Wadsworth: to the Couiunitte 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 6133) to earr. 
effect the findings of the Court of Claims in case of trustees , 
the Presbyterian Church of Huttonsville, W. Va.: to the « 
mittee on War Claims. 


an increase of pension to 


tihs 


on to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the Order 
Railway Conductors of America, Cedar Rapids, Iowa, favo. 
the passage of legislation making an increase in the approy 
tion for the purpose of increasing the force of inspectors 
safety appliances of railroads, etc.; to the Committee on [1 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), petition of the Woman's Baptist Miss 
Union of the First Baptist Church, of Elgin, Ill., favoring 
passage of an amendment to the Constitution of the lt) 
States, making polygamy unlawful; to the Committee ov 
Judiciary. 

$y Mr. BOOHER: Petition of sundry business men of 
towns of the fourth congressional district of Missouri, favo. 
the passage of legislation compelling concerns selling goods 
rect to the consumer by mail to contribute their portion of 
funds for the development of the local community, county, 
State; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comme 

By Mr. COOPER: Petition of William Sanders and others 
Waterford, Wis., favoring the passage of an act giving them 
right to settle on and acquire by purchase lands in Ore: 
owned by the Oregon & California Railroad Co.; to the ¢ 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of the National Association of Q 
termen and Leadingmen of the New York Navy Yard, New 
N, J., favoring the passage of legislation making certain clit 
in the rules governing the navy yards; to the Committee 
Naval Affairs. a 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of sundry business men of 
fourth congressional district of Kansas, favoring the passage 
legislation compelling concerns selling goods direct to the co 
sumer by mail to contribute their portion of the funds for | 
development of the local community, county, and State; to tl: 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of sundry caviar merchants 
of New York, N. Y., favoring the placing of caviar on a specifi 
duty basis; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Ma 
Merchants’ Association, Manila, P. I., favoring the passage o! 
legislation providing for the establishment of a direct steamship 
line between the Pacific coast ports and Manila; to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Washington Council, No. 1, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, Germantown, Philadelphia, faver- 
ing the passage of legislation making an appropriation for 
building of three new battleships per year; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By 
Mass., favoring the passage of legislation providing for the clos 
ing of the Panama Exposition on Sundays; to the Committee 
on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of Laura Ginn, 
Los Angeles, Cal., protesting against including mutual life insur- 
ance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee el 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of John C. Thore- 
son and other merchants, of the second congressional district of 
North Dakota, favoring the passage of legislation compelling 
concerns selling goods direct to the consumer by mail to con- 
tribute their portion of the funds for the development of the 
local community, county, and State; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


the 











